
The Buffalo Meeting. 
We shall publish the proceedings of the 

great meeting at Buffalo, in defence of 
Constitutional liberty to-morrow. 

The Eve. Journal affects to contrast 
this meeting with the one held in 
Albany, for the same purpose. " I t s utter-
ances, it says, were generally patriotic. 
It was free from the coarseness and ran 
of Copperhead demonstrations." 

The resolutions of the Buffalo meeting 
were the same as those adopted at Albany 
and indeed the Albany resolutions have 
been accepted and reiterated by a score of 
meetings out West. The letter of Gov. 
SEYMOUR received the unanimous endorse­
ment of the meeting, and every mention of 
his name was received with applause. 

The only letter published with the pro­
ceedings is that of Judge PARKER, who 
was invited to be present, but could not 
attend. The utterances of the meeting 
were patriotic; and the Administration 
will be wise if it heeds them in time. 

There was one noticeable feature in the 
Buffalo meeting which we are surprised 
escaped the attention of the Journal. I t 
is thus noticed in the Rochester Union: 

The most notable feature of the meeting was the 
speech of Judge George W. Clinton, whose name 
was rallied around as a tower of strength last fall 
by the supporters of Wadsworth, and who up to the 
late blow against Constitutional Freedom acted 
with the Radicals and Republicans. 

A cause which brings such a man as 
Judge CLINTON into the political arena, 
under such circumstances, must have a 
strong hold on the popular heart . 

Liberality of the Buffalonians. 
BUFFALO, April 22. 

The Common Council this P. M. voted an ap­
propriation of $50,000 to equip volunteers and 
support their families. 

A resolution was also adopted that any em­
ployee of the city volunteering, should draw his 
salary while absent, and resume his position on 
his return. 

The citizens' subscription for the aid of volun­
teers' families, has reached $25,000. 

The enthusiasm in the city is unprecedented. 

SECOND EDITION. 
Governor Seymour and the Buffalo 

Meeting. 
We trust Gov. Seymour will "pause" in his ar-

duous official duties long enough to read the pro­
ceedings of the Buffalo meeting, and learn from 
them a lesson of prudence and moderation which 
will prove useful to him in the future.—Evening 
Journal. 

The impudence of the above is refresh­
ing! The Buffalo meeting not only re­
sponded to and sustained Gov. SEYMOUR'S 
action, with enthusiasm, but gave to his 
letter a specific endorsement of the warm-
est kind. We quote i t : 
Resolved, That the letter of His Excellency Gov. 

Seymour, to the Albany meeting, called to assert 
the right of free speech and individual liberty, has 
our full endorsement; that we recognize in his man-
ly protest against the exercise of usurped and arbi­
trary power the spirit of a patriot and a statesman 
who, while he gives cheerful support to the Gov­
ernment in all its constitutional measures to sup-



press rebellion, will do all in his power to protect 
and preserve the rights and liberties of the citizens 
of the Empire State. 

If the Journal would "pause" in its 
career of cant and falsehood "long enough 
to read the proceedings of the Buffalo 
meeting," it might learn a lesson of de­
cency and regard for truth. 

TO THE CITIZENS OF BUFFALO. 
The late arbitrary arrest of over nine thou-
sand citizens of the Unites States at Vicksburg, 
without civil process, by the hired minions 
of the "despotic" Lincoln, must awaken a sen-
timent of indignation in the heart of every free-
man of the North. 

Citizens--Your most sacred rights are in-
vaded; your brethren and friends are arrested 
at the point of the bayonet. 

Shall such deeds be perpetrated with impu-
nity and meet with no rebuke from a justly out-

raged people? That a proper expression of our "scorn and 
indignation" may be hurled at our "despotic" 
ruler, the "hated and detested" Lincoln, a 
meeting of all those who sympathize with our 
outraged and down-troden fellow citizens of 
the sunny South, will be held at St. James' 
Hall, on Hangman's night, May 29, to sup-
port the Constitution both North and South. 
—Buff. Ex. COPPERHEAD. 

BUFFALO, May 3. 

Three companies of volunteers left this after-
noon For Elmira. They were escorted to the 
depot by the Home Guard, Major Millard Fill­
more, Ex-President, commanding in person.— 
The Home Guard is being thoroughly organized 
by Millard Fillmore. About 150 members are 
already enrolled. 

The Hon. Sanford E.Church on Arbitrary 
Arrests. 

We quote the following from the able speech 
of the Hon. Sanford E. Church, at the indigna-
tion meeting held in Buffalo last Friday. Every 
word of his statement is a truth. He says: 

The people are alarmed at these aggressions 
and assumptions of arbitrary power, and why? 
Within a year this Administration, like all its 
predecessors, is to come before the people for 
condemnation or approval, and it will be our 
duty then to pass upon it according to its merits 
or demerits. Now, these military arrests and 
unwarrantable interferences of which I have 
spoken, indicate—I do not say prove—a purpose 
to prevent that full and free discussion so 
necessary if the people are to form an intelli­
gent decision as to the great questions pre-
sented to their judgment. I will not charge 
that this is the design of the party in power. I 
hope to Heaven it is not, and that some other 
explanation will be furnished of these acts. 
But, I tell you, the people never will tolerate 
even the attempt at a prohibition of their right 
to such free discussion as they shall deem 
proper. The Government cannot appoint Provost 
Marshals and detectives enough between now 
and next election to prevent such discussion 
and to overawe the people. It is shortly to be 
decided whether the Administration has man­
aged the affairs of the nation with statesman-
ship, with superior wisdom, with integrity and 
with a whole-souled desire to restore the Union. 
If it shall appear that affairs have been so 
managed, the people will give their verdict of 
approbation. But if the contrary shall be 
manifest—if it shall be found that the Admin­
istration has wrought for party more than for 
country; that it has discharged patriotic and 
able Generals for improper reasons; that while 
the country was bleeding at every pore cor­
ruption has rioted in every department of the 
Government; if, in short, the men in power 
are weighed in the balance and found wanting, 
the people will condemn them and will not tol­
erate the sign of interference while they thus 
pronounce their decision. I know that at least 
300,000 citizens of this State will rise up as one 
man to vindicate their right in this regard. 



—At Buffalo, the ladies are wearing pa­
triotic aprons, described as follows: 

The skirt of the apron is made of red and 
white stripes, and the square waist of blue, cov-
ered with small white stars, and fastened each 
side with a cockade. The fair Buffalonians are 
boiling over with excitement and enthusiasm, 
and many have already tendered their services, 
declaring themselves ready, any moment, to go 
as a Florence Nightingale or a Joan of Arc . 

They are daughters of Revolutionary mothers. 

The Nine Months' Men. 
There are good regiments among them, but on 

the whole the levy for that period was a costly and 
disastrous experiment. Their term of service was 
so short that soldierly ambition and military know-
ledge have both been wanting, and they have rather 
too eagerly anticipated the end of their career to be 
very solicitous to make it beneficial to the country 
or illustrious to themselves.—N. Y. Tribune. 

The fault in regard to the Nine Months' 
levies was that the Government misused 
them. They would have sufficed to garri­
son the Forts about Washington, and so 
have relieved equal numbers having longer 
terms to serve. Instead of that, they were 
sent to Florida, Louisiana, and distant 
points, where they could not become accli­
­ated, and where the transportation to 
and fro, doubled the cost, and the peril 
and consumed their scant time. This has 
not been their fault, and yet the terma-
gants of the Tribune pour out volleys of 
impertinence and epithet upon them! 

M a s s Meeting o f t h e Cit-

i z e n s o f E r i e C o u n t y . 

The P r o t e s t of 5,000 Citizens 
against a r b i t r a r y a r r e s t s . 

Speeches of Hon. Sanford E. Church, 
Judge Clinton, Dr. F. C. Brunck, 
Rev. J. D. Benedict, &c. 

From The Buffalo Daily Courier. 
It is with unfeigned pleas are that we publish 

this morning the proceedings of the mass meet-
ing of the citizens of Erie County, held last eve-
ning at St. James Hall. None of the applian-
ces usually resorted to for convening large as-
semblages had been employed, and yet the re-

sponses of the people to the simple call of the 
County Committee was overwhelming. We 
had expected no such demonstration. In the 
afternoon a train on the Central road brought 
in fifteen carloads of citizens from various points 
in the country, and another train of twenty-

eight cars brought about 400 persons from the 
stations this side of Dunkirk. The passengers 
on the Central brought with them the Batavia 

Brass band, and marched up the streets in pro-
cession. 

About half past seven o'clock, the hall was 
full, and before eight its entrances were so 
crowded that many failed to obtain admittance. 
A little later, the assemblage increasing every 
moment, a meeting of several thousand people 
was organized outside. At the lowest calcula-
tion some 5.000 people participated in the 
meetings in and out of the Hall. The charac-
ter of those composing the multitude was also 
noticeable. There was not the slightest sign of 
rowdyism manifested from beginning to end of 
the proceedings. The men present had come 
to discharge an earnest duty, and all were calm 



and thoughtful. In this regard we have never 
seen a meeting in Buffalo so impressive. It be-
fitted the occasion of it. But neither was 
there any lack of enthusiasm on the subjects 
discussed at the meeting. Throughout all the 
addresses made, there was cheering loud and 
long, and at times it seemed that the audience 
in the Hall almost rose from their seats in re­
sponse to the sentiments of the speakers. 

WILLIAM WILLIAMS, Esq. in calling the meet-
ing to order, said: 

FELLOW CITIZENS—The Democratic Commit­
tee of this country, in view of the important 
events transpiring, have thought it best to call 
you together in mass meeting, that you may 
again renew your pledge of devotion to the 
Constitution, and your determination to stand 
by the Union of these States, and, also, to ex­
press your sentiments on the noble stand taken 
by the Governor of the State of New York, in 
his recent letter protesting against the usurpa-
tions of military power. 

We stand, fellow-citizens, where we have al­
ways stood, ready at all times to furnish men 
and money to put down the rebellion and sus­
tain the laws of our country. We are, also, 
prepared to stand by the great principle that 
no citizen shall be deprived of his property or 

his liberty without due process of law, and, if 
necessary, we are resolved to defend this right 

with all the power that God has given us. 
I thank you, fellow-citizens, for the noble re­

sponse you have made to the call of the Com­
­ittee, and for the purpose of organization, I 
nominate the Hon. JOHN GANSON to preside 
over your deliberations. 

On taking the chair, Mr. Ganson spoke sub-
stantially as follows: 

MR. GANSON'S SPEECH. 
Your invitation to preside at this meeting, 

has been accepted for the reason that you are 
"in favor," as the call under which you have 
assembled, declares, ''of sustaining the guaran­
tees of the Constitution and the inalienable right 
of citizens to discuss public measures, and to 
express their opinions upon all subjects affect­
ing the national interests." You are not here 
to manifest sympathy for any individual, nor 
to approve of the sentiments of Mr. Vallandig-
ham, or to endorse his action. You are here, 
however, to avow your decided disapproval of 
the manner of his "'taking off." For in that 
you see a disregard by those high in authority, 
of constitutional obligations, and an infringe­
ment of the positive acts of Congress. You are 
loyal to the Constitution of your country and 
insist upon an enforcement of its laws. The 
Constitution declares that "Congress shall make 
no law abridging the freedom of speech or the 
press, or the right of the people peaceably to 
assemble and petition for a redress of grievan­
ces;" that "the right of the people to be secure 
in their persons, houses, papers and effects, 
against unreasonable searches and seizures, 
shall not be violated, and no warrants shall 
issue but upon probable cause, supported by 
oath or affirmation;" that "no person shall be 
held to answer for a capital or otherwise infa-
mous crime unless on a presentment or indict-
ment of a grand jury, except in cases arising in 
the land or naval forces, or in the militia when 
in actual service in time of war or public danger; 
nor shall any person be deprived of life, liberty 
or property without due process of law." It 
further declares, that in "all criminal prosecu­
tions the accused shall enjoy the right of a 
speedy and public trial by an impartial jury of 
the State and District wherein the crime shall 
have been committed." 

At its recent session, Congress passed an act, 
which was approved by President Lincoln on 
the 3d day of March last, providing among 
other things, as follows: 

"That the Secretary of State and the Secretary 
of War be and they are hereby directed, as soon as 
may be practicable, to furnish the judges of the Cir-
cuit and District Courts of the United States and 
the District of Columbia, a list of the names of all 



persons, citizens of States in which the administra­
tion of the laws continued unimpaired in the said 
federal Courts, who are now, or may hereafter be 
held as prisoners of the United States, or by order 
or authority of the President of the United States 
or either of said Secretaries, in any Fort, Arsenal, 
or other place as State or other political prisoners, 
or otherwise than as prisoners of war, the said list to 
contain the names of all those who reside in the 
respective jurisdiction of said Judges, or who may 
be deemed by the said Secretaries, or either of 
them, to have violated the laws of the United States 
in any of said jurisdictions, and also the date of 
the arrest." 

The act was passed that the offence of such 
persons might be laid before a Grand Jury, and 
the offender, if presented, be punished accord-
ing to law. 

In 1862, Congress passed another law, pre­
scribing the punishment of traitorous offences 
as follows: 

"That if any person shall hereafter incite, set on 
foot, assist or engage in any rebellion or insurrec-
tion against the authority of the United States, or 

the laws thereof, or shall give aid or comfort there­
to, or shall engage in or give aid and comfort to 
any such existing rebellion or insurrection, and be 

convicted thereof, such person shall be punished by 
imprisonment for a period not exceeding ten years, 
or by fine net exceeding ten thousand dollars, and 
by the liberation of all his slaves, if any he have, 

or by both of said punishments, at the discretion 
of the Court." 

The proceedings instituted by Gen. Burnside, 
and sanctioned by the President, are in direct 
violation of these constitutional guarantees, and 
of the provisions of these acts, thus recently 
passed by the Federal Congress and sanctioned 
by the Federal Executive. It is against these 
proceedings that we remonstrate. We claim 
the right to do so. We claim the right of free 
speech—the right to criticise the policy of the 
Government, and to oppose or condemn the ac­
tion of those who are appointed to administer 
it. If the right is denied us, we are under a 
despotism, for no despot can ask for more than 
the permission to do as unto him may seem 
necessary, and to deny the right to his subjects 
to question his authority or to condemn or crit­
icise his acts. 

We are in favor of furnishing to those in au­
thority the men and means necessary for the 
prosecution of the pending war, until the armed 
force of the rebellion is broken, and till those 
who are engaged in it sue for peace. We are 
opposed under any circumstances and in any 
event to a voluntary dismemberment of the 
Union, and continue to give a cheerful and 
cordial support to all proper efforts of the Ad­
ministration to upheld the Constitution and en­
force the laws on every foot of our soil. But 
we, at the same time, insist that while we de­
mand an observance of the Constitution and 
laws by our citizens in the disloyal States, the 
same Constitution and laws shall not be disre­
garded by those in authority in the loyal 
States. 

We concede that our discussions of public 
measures and men should in times like these 
be conducted with especial reference to the 
public interests, and with a spirit of candor 
and forbearance, but the right to discuss can­
not be yielded one jot or title. The right conten­
ded for by us is as clear now in the loyal States 
as in times of peace. If it is abused, the of­
fender can be punished under the civil laws. 
The courts are open there, and the course of 
justice is unimpeded. The right to punish 
the offender by martial law cannot there right­
fully exist. It is forbidden by our constitution 
and our laws, and would be in direct violation 
of the first principles of civil liberty. Sir 
James McIntosh, a jurist of great eminence and 
ability says "when law is silenced by the noise 
of arms, the rulers of the armed force must pun-
ish equitably as they can those crimes which 
threaten their own safety and that of society, 
and no longer. Every moment beyond is usur-

pation. As soon as the law can act, every other 



mode of punishing supposed crime is of itself an 
enormous crime." 

We, therefor, say that the mode of punishing 
offenders in the loyal States, sanctioned by the 
President, is an "enormous crime," and as such 
we remonstrate against it. 

You are for that purpose assembled. You 
will in your proceedings be peaceable, in your 
expressions temperate, in your resolves firm, 

not here to justify or condemn Vallandigham's 
speech. I, for one, am not to be drawn into 
any false issue in discussing this question. 
Whether he was justified in what he said or not 
is not the point in dispute. He was arrested 
at the dead hour of midnight by a military 
force, and tried by a court martial in a State 
where no martial law is proclaimed, where 
there is no rebellion or armed occupation. He 
has been sentenced by that court and sent 
across the lines into the hands of the enemy, for 
no other crime than that of criticising the ad­
ministration. Bear in mind that this is a deli­
berate proceeding on the part of the adminis­
tration. First came Burnside's "order No. 
38" in which he declares that public presses 
and speakers will be held accountable to him 
for what they print or speak, and that neither 
expressed or implied treason will be tolerated 
in his department. After Vallandigham had 
been arrested and tried by Court martial, ap­
­lication was made to a Judge of a United 
States Court for release by writ of habeas cor-
pus. General Burnside deliberately sent into 
that Court an elaborate justification of Vallan-
digham's arrest. I desire to call your attention 
to the principle upon which he claims to justify 
that act. First, he avers, he will himself sup­
port the policy of the government. That is 
right, and simply his duty as an officer of the 
army. He then says: 

If the people do not approve that policy, they can 
change the constitutional authorities of that Gov-
ernment, at the proper time and by the proper 
method. Let them freely discuss the policy in 
proper tone; but my duty requires me to stop li-
cense, and intemperate discussion. 

This is his justification, approved and en-
dorsed by the administration in the fact that 
the findings of Burnside's military court have 
been sustained. What does it amount to? An 
army officer tells the free citizens of Ohio that 
he will allow free discussion in a 'proper tone,' 
but he will not permit 'license or intemperate 
discussion!' Where is our boasted right of 
free speech, if it is left to any man to say what 
may and what may not be spoken? The very 
moment you commit to an irresponsible autho­
rity, the power to decide what shall and what 
shall not be said or written, the right of free 
speech is gone. "You may speak what you 
please," says Burnside, "so long as I shall ap­
prove it!" What would my friend Clapp think 
of the freedom of the press, if an order from 
Washington permitted him to print only what I 
approved? Free press is a mockery with such 
a trammel upon it as this. And how dangerous 
is the principle! Burnside undoubtedly sup-
posed that the speech of Vallandigham was 
treasonable, but another man will claim that it 
is all right and patriotic and proper. All de­
pends upon the opinion of the man who sits in 
judgment upon the utterance. When the Ad­
ministration changes—and, I take it, it has been 
decreed by Almighty God that it will change, 
within two short years, and the Democratic 
conservative party be restored to power—the 
judgment passed on what is, and what is not 
patriotic, will be very different. 

How would our Republican friends like it and 
what would become of their Wendell Phillipses 
and Greeleys and the thousand and one radical 
leaders who have been preaching and printing 
hostility to the government for 25 years, if we 
should then apply this Burnside doctrine to 
them? How would they like to be "sent across 
the lines" to their rebel friends? And surely if 
they can do so legally and constitutionally to 
us, the time must come when we can retaliate, 

legally and constitutionally upon them. 



Now, friends and fellow citizens, as an hum­
ble citizen of New York and, in common par-
lance, a loyal citizen, (for no man according to 
his ability, has done more than I have at least 
endeavored to do in arousing public sentiment 
to support the government in this war) I protest 
against the action of the government in interfer-
ing with these sacred rights of the citizen. I 
protest first, because it violates the Constitution. 
I need not read to you the language of that in-
strument which secures the right of free speech, 
free press, trial by jury and other of the most 
precious guarantees of individual liberty. These 
have been trampled on in the most direct and 
flagrant manner. And I say nothing of that 
other provision which forbids the infliction of 
any cruel and unusual punishment, such as that 
administered in the case of Vallandigham. I 

protest second, because this action is in direct 
violation of acts of Congress passed to meet 
precisely such emergencies as that alledged to 
have arisen on Ohio. The late Congress which, 
as you know, was intensely Republican in all its 
branches, passed an act requiring that in all 

such cases as that of Vallandigham, the culprit 
shall be dealt with by the Civil Courts. This 
law has been deliberately broken. 

I protest thirdly, because, even if the appar-
ent necessity for such proceedings be conceeded, 
and although we may grant that those concern-
ed were actuated by purely patriotic motives, 
they furnish a dangerous precedent which bad 
men may use to our destruction. If the Con-
stitution may be ignored, from patriotic consid-
erations (and I am not here to question the mo-
tives of the men guilty of those lawless acts) 
what shall save us from the use of the prece-
dent thus established by bad and unpatriotic ru-

lers, in time to come? History teaches us that 
all bad precedents are established under this 
plea of necessity. It is the despot's plea. No 
despot ever lived, but will tell you that he used 
his power for the good of his subjects. The 
plea is fallacious; it can have no foundation in 
fact, in a government based, like ours, on pub-
lic opinion. Under our institutions everything 
that the law cannot reach is taken care of by 
this public sentiment. If a man utters danger-
ous doctrines, you overwhelm him with the 
weight of a healthy popular opinion. If he goes 
beyond that, the law and the courts take care 
of him. But as long as he confines himself to 
that which may be morally, but is not legally, 
a crime, you combat error with truth and so 
annihilate him. 

Again, I object to this unconstitutional policy, 
because it weakens the government and the 
cause of the Union. The example of those in 
high authority is all but omnipotent. The at­
tachment of a party to its administration is so 
strong that reason cannot reach to sever it. Its 
members will adhere blindly to the power to 
which they look for patronage and favor. And, 
while I am happy to see that the leading journ-
als of the Republican party have had the manli-
ness to denounce these usury ations of the Ad-
ministration, yet there are tens of thousands of 
Republican partisans who are justifying them 
and following those who peaceably assemble for 
a redress of their grievances, with threats, even 
to bloodshed. Thus the government is dis-
tracted by a side issue, and the people are 
themselves divided. You are met to-night to 
consider the danger which menaces your 
personal rights, and to a certain extent your 
attention is thus diverted from the great work 
of subduing the rebellion. The Administration 
has made for itself 10,000 enemies where Val-
landigham would have made one. The blow 
struck at his rights has recoiled with a thousand 

fold force upon the government. 
Let Vallandigham talk! Let Anna Dickin­

son talk! Let all the host of radical declaim-
ers in petticoats or breeches talk! Who does 
not know that these abolitionists have assailed 
the Government far more malignantly than 
ever Vallandigham did? Yet we have yet to 
hear of the Administration arresting one of them. 
If the Washington authorities will only arrest 



a single individual who voted for Lincoln, I 
will give it credit at least for honesty. But no 
man of this class has ever been touched, though 
they have denounced the Government in every 
form of invective. They have declared in favor 
of another Government than that formed by our 
fathers, and have uttered the rankest treason to 
the Union and the Constitution, but unfortu-
nately for the Administration, (not unfortunate­
ly for the Democratic party, because I believe 
each one of these arbitrary acts really strength-
ens it,) every illegal arrest yet made has been 
directed against those who opposed Mr. Lin-
coln at the last election. 

The Administration has thus divided the 
North and weakened its own cause. I have 
already alluded to the unanimity of support 
rendered it by the loyal States at the beginning 
of the straggle, and I assert further that it re­
­uires but a small degree of statesmanship to 
keep the people united on the question of 

prosecuting the war. We ask no offices from 
the Administration—we want none of its con­
tracts or its patronage—all we ask is that it 
shall vigorously carry forward the war, to re­
store the Union and preserve the Constitution. 
If they will adhere to this purpose, oh! if they 
had but adhered to it, instead of following the 
lead of their Anna Dickinsons, Greeleys, spirit-
ualists and the devil, I believe the Union 
would now have been restored, and the people 
re-united in fraternal embrace. The grand 
difficulty at Washington is that the authorities 
there have no confidence in the people. If I 
could have the ear of Mr. Lincoln, I would im­
plore him on my bended knees to trust the 
people. I would say to him, be not afraid of 
treasonable sentiment in the loyal States! The 
people will take care of that. Have the same 
confidence in the mass of the people which is 
manifested in the old watchwords of the Demo­
cratic party. 

The people need no conscription act to drive 
them to defend their government. You and I 
love this country of ours! We love its institu­
tions, its laws, the sacred rights and privileges 
we enjoy in it, which place us above every other 
people on earth! We will see to it that this 
government is preserved, if the Administration 
will only trust us. We ask no conscription, 
no forced loans. If necessary, we will give 
property, life, all, to preserve the blessings 
which are ours in this land of our birth and 
adoption. And, while I would make no forci­
ble resistance to the conscription acts or any 
other act, but would resort to the courts to 
pronounce on its validity and abide by their 
decision, yet it has seemed to me that the Ad­
ministration, not only by its laws, but in these 
arrests and in a hundred other ways, has 
evinced a suspicion of the faithfulness and in­
tegrity of the people. We want a united North 
and our greatest objection to the illegal acts 
against which we protest, is that they have 

claiming the right to petition the Government 

for redress of grievances, to criticise its acts, 
censure its policy, and thus correct the abuses 
of those who administer it. 
Mr. Ganson's speech was received with en-
thusiastic applause, and at its close, Ahser P. 
Nichols, Esq., moved the appointment of the 
following Vice Presidents and Secretaries: 
VICE PRESIDENTS. 
1st Ward—Thomas Edmonds, Richard Harris. 
2d " C. K. Loomis, Levi J. Walters. 
3d " Joseph Zimmerman, Thos. O'Grady. 
4th " Geo V. Brown, Geo. Schwartz. 
5th " Chas. Beckwith, Sebastian Schwable. 
6th " Solomon Scheu, Henry Dillger. 
7th " Wm. T. Wardwell, J. L. Haberstro. 
8th " James Ryan, John S. Munderbank. 
9th " John T. Hudson, Isaac W. Brownell. 
10th " Israel T. Hatch, John F. Morton. 
11th " John B. Skinner, Elijah D. Etner. 
12th " John Ambrose, H. A. Swartz. 
13th " Orasmus Lee, A. T. Patchin. 
Aurora—James M. Paine. 
Alden—Henry Berick. Amherst—T. A. Hopkins. Boston—George Brindley. Brant—Nathaniel Smith. Cheektowaga—S. Joslyn. 



Clarence—J. W. Dodge. 
Colden—Daniel T. Francis. 
Collins—Phiny Bartlett. 
Concord—A. C. Ashman. 
Eden—A. Thorn. 
Evan—John Andrus. 
Elma—Zina A. Hemstreet. 
East Hamburgh—Allen Potter. 
Grand island—Levant Ransom. 
Hamburgh—Henry Canfield. 
Holland—O. G. Rowley. 
Lancaster—John Dykstar. 
Marilla—Benjamin Fones. 
North Collins—Edwin Gurney. 
Newstead—Alfred Mead. 
Sardinia—SylvesterHolmes. 
Tonowanda—David Kohler. 
Wales—Thomas Hill. 
West Seneca—John G. Langner. 

SECRETARIES. 
David Gray, Fred. Held, George J. Bryan. 

On motion of William Williams, Esq., the 
Chairman named the following Committee on 
Resolutions: William Williams, James M. 
Humphrey, Dr. C. F. Brunck, Asher P. Nich­
ols, Joseph Warren, Stephen Lockwood and 
Horatio Seymour. 

HON. SANFORD E. CHURCH'S ADDRESS. 
Mr. Chairman and Fellow Citizens: 

After the able and comprehensive address of 
your presiding officer, I owe an apology for at-
tempting to add anything to the force of his re­
marks. I am gratified, however, to meet the 
citizens of Buffalo and Erie County on an oc-
casion so novel and interesting as this. You 
have assembled under the protecting shield of 
the Constitution, framed by our fathers and 
cemented by their blood, and under which you 
have enjoyed privileges exceeding those pos-

sessed by any other people upon earth. I am 
here among you not to excite your imaginations 
or irritate your passions, and, above all, I am 
not here, and you are not here, to do anything 
to weaken the power authority of the govern-
ment. We are here to pledge anew, on the one 
hand, our best efforts to strengthen and invig-
orate this government in prosecuting the war 
against those in hostility to it; and, on the 
other hand, to implore those who administer 
the government not themselves to undermine 
the glorious fabric our fathers have reared. 

Our government, as you well know, is a pe­
culiar one. It is not, like nearly every other 
on the face of the earth, founded on military 
power or force. It does not depend for its 
perpetuity on the will or inclination of any one 
man or set of men, however high and talented 
these may be. It depends solely for its main-

tenance on the will of the great mass of the 
people—on public opinion. It is that power 
which has sent a million of men into the field to 
fight in its defence. It is that which upholds 
Abraham Lincoln in his presidential seat. It 
is that which has led our youth to lay their 
lives on the country's altar, and which has 
taken millions of treasure from the pockets of 
the people into the public coffers. It is that 
and that alone, which will preserve the govern­
ment, and keep us a free people, if anything 
is to so preserve and keep us. 

The government being thus founded on pub-
lic sentiment, it follows that the right of dis-
cussion is indispensible to the successful opera-
tion of that government. Without that right, 
at all times and under all circumstances main-
tained, the government, in the form in which it 
was bequeathed to us, cannot exist for a mo-
ment. And whenever the humblest citizen is 
deprived of the right of free discussion by mili-
tary authority, that moment our liberties re-
ceive a stab, which if persisted in, must prove 
fatal to the State. 

I need not call to mind the scenes through 
which we have passed in the last two years. 
You remember well how, when the first gun was 
fired at the flag, the great heart of the people 
responded and throbbed in its defence. You 
remember how you rushed to the rescue of the 
Constitution and the Country. You did not stop to inquire the cause of the war, or to ac-cuse your political opponents of the political crimes of which you knew them to be guilty. You saw only the government in peril—a 



force threatening its existence and striving to 
pull down the national ensign, and without re-
gard to party feeling you rushed to the rescue. 
Never, in the history of the world, has an ad-
ministration been so vigorously supported as 
this of Abraham Lincoln's has been. The peo-
ple rallied round it with an unanimity unparal-
leled, and for two years they have continued so 
to support it. 75,000 men were called for, and 
they came at the word; 200,000, 500,000, and 
they ware forthcoming; and when again the call 
was made, 600,000 more volunteered in the na-
tion's defence. The Government called for mil-
lions, and the bankers furnished it; more mil-
lions—and the people laid it in the lap of the 
country. They never have refused, and I trust 
in heaven, never will refuse, either men or 
money, till the Government shall be restored 
in all its ancient strength, and the old banner 
shall wave over every foot of American soil. 

But while we thus give the government our 
unquestioning support, we do claim the right to 
criticize the action of the administration. The 
arbitrary arrests, concerning which there is now 
such excitement, interfere with this personal 
right. You remember that soon after the war 
commenced, certain citizens were taken without 
warrant or process of law, and confined in forts 

and military prisons. The people looked on in 
consternation, and did not at first comprehend 
what it meant. They did not know but that 

some urgent necessity existed for such unparal-
leled proceedings. They saw the editor of a 

country paper seized and immured in a dun­
geon. A defenceless woman was spirited away 
and confined in a cell without knowing the cause 
of her detention. You saw, yourselves, a min­
ister of the gospel from your own county, ille­
gally seized and imprisoned for the crime of 

preaching a discourse based on Christ's sermon 
on the Mount. [The chairman suggested at 
this point that the authorities at Washington 

hadn't probably heard of that sermon, an idea 
which amused the audience considerably]— 
The people looked on with alarm. Yet those 
acts of arbitrary power did not seem to be in 
pursuance of any settled policy, but rather dic-

tated by the fitful impulses of men unused to 
the possession of power. All these acts, how-
ever, were brought to the notice of the people 
at last election. They were jealous, thank 
heaven! at even an indication of a purpose to 
encroach on their liberties; and when they cease 
to be thus jealous they will be fit for any yoke 
of despotism that may be placed on them— 
And this subject of arbitrary arrest's, more than 
anything else, I believe, caused the victory of 
the Democratic party, and the election of the 
noble and patriotic man who now fills the exec­
utive chair of the Empire State. [Tremendous 
cheering for Seymour.] 

The election in New York seemed to be un-
derstood at Washington. It was regarded, 
rightfully, as a decision of the people against the 
whole system of illegal arrests, and for a time 
nothing more was heard of it. The Administra-
tion promptly desisted from its unconstitutional 
and lawless course. 

A few months ago occurred an exciting elec­
tion in New Hampshire. Soldiers were per­
mitted by the Administration to go home and 
vote. You remember the case of Lieut. Edger-
ly, which took place at this time. This officer, 
being at home, deposited his vote for the De-
mocratic ticket, a ticket which received a 
plurality of all the votes in the State, and 
which he had voted all his life. The Govern-
ment sent an order from Washington dismissing 
him, for this offence, from the service, and that 
too, in language insulting to a majority of the 
people, not only in New Hampshire, but through­
out the loyal States. The order read that he 
was discharged for "voting the copperhead 
ticket, and by this means aiding the rebel 
cause." I undertake to say, and I wish my 
voice could reach the White House as I speak 
it, that never was an outrage so foul, so tyra 


