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ABSTRACT
Joshua A.LynnPr eserving the White Mands Rep
The Democratic Party and the Transformation of American Conservatism,18887
(Under the direction of Harry L. Watson)

In the lak 1840s and 1850s, the American Democratic party reddfsedflas
Aconser vadteimoec.rtiat sYbetpr eexi sting dedication to
individualism, and white supremacy had not <ch
reformes, who opposed slavery and advanced the rights of African Americans and women,

i mperiled the white mandés r epuhbréeweendnmoey had c
abstract notions of freedom to boundlessly unfold; there was only the existirg ibahite

men to conserveDemocrats therefore recast democracy, previously a progressive means to

expand rights, as a way for local majorities to police racial and gender boundaries. In the

process, they reinvigorated American conservatism by placomga foundation of majoritarian
democracy.

Empowering white men to democratically govern all other Americans, Democrats
contended, would preserve their prerogatives.
instance, Democr &t o nl ¢ fot telravemwnyodal-makippan!| er sb
Democrats also applied democracy and individualism to temperance, religious liberty, and
nati vi sm. Democratic conservatism would prot
which countenanedgovernmental imposition of moral norms. Democratic principles united

white men from the Slave States and Free States, Catholics and Protestants, conservative former

Whigs, and native and foreigyorn Americans with the promise of moral autonomy oundss



like slavery. In addition to political principles, Democrats also ascribed to shared cultural
prescriptions regarding whiteness, manhood, and domesticity.

As became clear by the late 1850s, however, majoritarian democracy could actually
destabilizerai al and gender boundari es. Local democ
republic, especially when marginalized Americans turned democracy to their own ends. In
basing a conservative political order on the instability of democracy, Democrats failed to
bulwark white supremacy and slavery, but did place American conservatism on a new, populist
trajectory. The tenets of modern conservatism, culminating in the twentieth and-tinstnty
century New Right, coalesced during the 1850s debates over whiggrggyrand slavery.

Historicizing the conjunction of conservative thought and democratic practice reveals the point at
which majoritarian democracy and Aliberal o an

Aconservativeo means famdmgendepthaderdi ng a specific
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INTRODUCTION: CONSERVING THE HAPPY REBPBLIC

To make us love our country, our country oughbédovely.
& Edmund Burke, 1790

In April 1856 the steamekragodeposited valuable cargo in New York Gityhe next
president of the republic. A raucous homecoming greeted James Buchanan. Tineespdsr
old Democrat had | ong been a fixture in natio
commenced his career opposing the Madison administration. Attuned to political shifs) he
abandoned his fatheros stAncer dwdraaksembdangoyl
coalition in the 1820s. Now the sanctimonious old bachelor, perpetual office holder, and crafty
partisanwirepul | er stood poised to inherit Old Hicko
buffeting crowds upon disembarking. Thastidious republican declined a public dinner, a
Democratic publication moralized, as he dAdid
ito see-chitd zfeemlsl dwm a familiar manner . 0 He di
well-wishersat City Hall and later appeared on the balcony of the Everett House, marinating in
the adul ation of fia | arge crowd of persons wh
Buchanan reflexively genuflected before the-geierning masses. Just returned to the
Unt ed States after a stint as minister to the
throng, Al have been for years abroad in a fo

Buchanan stoked the patriodvaer edocodntirnryh.eo noibl

feel how despotism looks on; how jealous the despotic powers of the world are of our glorious

'Edmund BurkeReflections on the Revolutiom France ed J. G. A. Pocock (1790; repmdianapolis: Hackett
Publishing Company, 198,788.



institutions, o0 he purred, fAyou would cherish
Buchanandos admi r aéns and their potiticahsystem tloaibled as\wwdmonition.
Having fiwitnessed arbitrary powero firsthand,
dislocations in American politics occurring after he had departed for Great Britain in 1853.

AAr bi t e astalked pad amlEurope, and Americans ought not to be complacent about
their exceptional republic. I n accepting the
after his reception in New York, Budhagmanmyref
rampant in the United Statesan indigenous form of arbitrary power which signaled something

awry in the republié.

The Happy Republic
Americans in the mighineteenth century were proud of their progressive republic.

Democrats congratulated thenre | ves f or Americads exceptional.
their nationds Ahappy millions enjoying the b
festering systems of t h e-cit@dng uniféoderhodratio ruleasi Our c o
prospered beyond all former example of human
people are now, through the kind interposition of Divine Providence, every where prosperous

and happy. o In 1854 I ndianads Démocorandccygav
that nowhere else could be found fAa political

practical operations, to raise the whole human family to the highest attainable condition of virtue,

‘Buchanandés reception is descr i beTheldfmahdRublisSernieemafr ks ar e
James Buchanan. Late Minister to England andrfrenly Minister to Russia, Senator and Representative in

Congress, and Secretary of State: Including the Most Important of His State Ridpery ork: Derby and Jackson,

1856), 399401; Buchanan to John E. Ward et al., Committee, Wheatland (near Lancaster)6, 1856, ifthe

Works of James Buchanan: Comprising His Speeches, State Papers, and Private Correspeddédolce Bassett

Moore (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott Company, 1908, 10:82;andPhilip S. Klein,President James Buchanan: A
Biography(1962; repr., Newton, CT: American Political Biography Press, 2@089, 536, 601, 2523.



freedom, knowledge, political equalify,r osper ity and safety. o The
Ahappy institutions, o imparted to the worl d a
oppressors of mankindl,a people, bearing aloft the unsullied banner of Religious Liberty,
Political Equality, and Human Capacity for Sé§ov e r nment . o

Progress, for Democrats, meant the expansion of egalitarian democracy and political
rights, and they credited their party for the fact that, by the 1850s, the American state fostered
political participatiorto an unprecedented degree. What many historians rightly deem a sclerotic
and exclusionary polity was still the most popular yet realized, one in which all white men were
designated equally the nationébés podndtical sov
republican egalitarianism, Democrats advocated what today would be considered a classically
liberal credo regarding theninfringeable rights of whiteale individuals and the negative
beneficence of the limited state. Taken together, majoritarimoctacy, republican equality,
and liberalantistatism elevated thedividual by removing constraints on the free exercise of his
power, which, Democrats maintained, fueled progress nationally and worldwide.

Democrats had forged this revolutionary politiceder by enshrining thequalrights of
white men as natural and inviolable. To do so, they first had to help overturn older
understandings of society, according to which
to others on a sliding scale sxfcial hierarchy. A gradation of rights existed in colonial and early
republican America, by which various factors, including wealth and status within the household,

determined oneds soci al position andkferendat r espo

*The National and Jackson Democratic Associafldre Democratic Policy and Its Fruifa.p., [1848]), 7Speech

of General Aaron Ward, of Westchester County, Mevk, at a Democratic Meeting Held at New Rochelle, March

27, 1858, at Which Richard Lathers, Esq., Presigéelw York: J. W. Bell, Daily News Job Office, 1858), 4
AGovernor [ Jos ep h(ndidNapolig) mtiadha Daly Statp Bentimddarch 4 1854 John W.
Fornex,Address on Religious Intolerance and Political Proscription, Delivered at Lancaster, PA., on the Evening of
the 24" of SeptembefWashington, 1855), 20, 51.



and organic society began to loosen with the American Revolution, a process Democrats under
Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson accelerated. Democrats reversed the equation whereby
social standing determined political power, by starting wighgremise of equal political rights

for all white men. Social gradations were left in place for all other Americans, but a base level

of political equality, from which more radical Democrats like the -Bogos spun out notions

of social and economic edlity, was firmly established for white men. Thus did Democrats
substitute equality and individual rights for an organic model of society that dated back to
antiquity?

Al t hough Democrats defi ned i nbearingiind@al r i gh
was not a benign abstraction. He was, instead, narrowly defined as a white man, making
Democratsdé happy republic an emphatically whi
historically-contingent conception of the individual also made the repalfliagile one. If, as
Democrats contended, individual rights derived from nature, their extension to others would

upset the natural order and diminish those rights already belonging to white men. In the late

1840s and 1850s,9val | ed fAf aemasj caspecedblrm sl averyds o
push progress too far by politically empower.
campaign biography decreed that Athe peace, p

happiest, freest, andast advanced white men, with their noble structure of republican
government [ é&] s hdoonay, nbt eveo jeopadrdeeddoatbersupposed mtdrests

of three millions of the African race. o0 Expa

“JohnAshworth,i Agr ari anso and #AAri st oc rthe Unitéd Statesal8amBg6(Braioni t i cal |
Royal Historical Society, 1983), 48 21-34;Ri char d R. Beeman, fADeference, Repub
of Popular Politicsn Eighteenthcentury America) The William and Mary Quarterl¢9, no. 3 (July 1992%01-30;

David R.Roediger,The Wages of Whiteness: Race andvlia&ing of the American Workinglass 1991, ev. ed.

(London: Verso, 1999Harry L. Watsonliberty and Power: The Politics of Jacksonian Amerit@90, rev. ed.

(New York: Hill and Wang, 2006 49-54; Gordon S. WoodThe Radicalism of the American Revolut{@891;

repr., New York: Vintage Books, 1993).



recalibration of their own preragjves, potentially even plunging white mieack into a social
order in which rights were relative.

Additional tinkering, Democrats cautioned,
already exceptional republic. Faica would degrade white men by trying to perfect the polity,
especially through the reckless use of the st
democratic party has always watched and checked every political movement having the slightest
tendery to disturb the constitutional relations of this beautiful but complex system of
government, 0 warned one Democrat convinced of
l ovely country. The party prev-fomusmgy tdleemroaibmy
manifested a reflexive conservatism when a new generation of reformers threatened to expand
the boundaries of the body politic. By the 1850s, Democrats concluded, there were no more
abstract notions of freedom to boundlessly unfold; thereonlsthe existing liberty of white
men to consolidat®.

Democrats retrenched in the late 1840s and 1850s. They vowed that their happy republic
would not Abe spoken of i n future history as
freedom, asmillusion of impracticable enthusiasts that for a brief period made a successful
experiment. o T he par dogg struggke moumfurl Jefferserdandf r om a d
Jacksondés happy republic to an i deotyoltemi c al de
maligned as hopelessly hidebound, as viscerally racist and sexist, and as a lackey of the Slave

Power, was, notwithstanding, still composed of zealous democrats, even as they became just as

*Horton, The Life and Phlic Services of James Buchand27.

®1. Letter of Hon. James Shields. 2. An Article from the Boston Pilot, iBgphe Falsehoods of the Scott Whigs

Respecting General Pierce. 3. Extracts from Speeches of General Franklin Pierce before the Constitutional

Convention, and before the People, upon the Religious Test. 4. Voice of the Catholics of New Hampshiral5. Gener
Scottbés Letter to G. W. Re e(mp., f1858]), Ot her s, of Phil adel phi



ardent about democr acy Ocpreseovathesr progessivecand.racially n  t h
exclusive republic, Democrats turned democracy toward conservative ends and revealed that
liberal individualism and majoritarian demacy can be just as much tools p@rpetuating an

exclusionary political ordeas they can be the means of advancement for the disempdwered.

The Noise of the Democracy: Rhetoric, Ideology, and Culture

After his sojourn among Europeds tyrants,
assemblage in New Yorkthbkbatdemecraciysbedl theli
listen to Democrats and heed their clamor, we can recover their partisan ideology and discern the
subtle change in emphasis which registered their conservative turn in the 1850s. Antebellum
Americans took politicat het ori ¢ seriousl y. Bemoaning his
1847 state elections, a Whig told his Democr a
stronger campaign by paying attention to what his opponents actually said:

| should thereford ave went in for fighting the batt/|

raked from the oblivion to which Locofocoism would now willingly consign them, every

Locofoco speech, every Locofoco Banner, every Locofoco song, delivered, paraded, and

sung through Pefin 1844, and have blazoned them to the eye & reiterated them in the

ears of the honest rank & file until | have stamped upon the forehead of Locofocoism the

deep and deminingsic] fraud in characters too indelible for even time to obliterate.
| sharethe approach of raking, blazoning, and reiterating what Democrats said in order to
understand how they thought, al bei ® without t

The dissemination of political rhetoric through print engendered partisan iderdity a

facilitated the flow of political knowledge. Antebellum Americans craved documents and

"An Appeal for the UniarBy a Philadelphia Whig[Philadelphia], [1856]), 11

8paul S. Preston to Jackson Woodward, Stockport, October 28, 1847, Rkesidward Corrspondence, William
L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.



pleaded with congressmen for franked government reports and congressional speeches.

Democrats saddled with an unfriendly congressman could find themselves [widgicatant.

A Pennsylvanian asked a cabinet member for pu

under the disadvantages of having a Bl ack Rep

not favored with any Ddstihutaktexts,he conferrafipaditical a p o | |

| egitimacy upon fellow partisans. As an | owa

trust that Gen. Cass and you will be so kind as to send the democracy of lowa occasionally

something to revive old feelinggn d keep us wunited in brotherly

partisan newspapers, speeches, cartoons, pamphlets, and songbooks, moreover, reinforced

Jacksonian egalitarianism. At a party dinner

medium throufy which correct principles are conveyed to the masses of this country. The home

of the poor and the parlor of the wealthy are alike indebted to this medium for the popular

notions that excite and thrill the nation, and give tone and character to ouagopul ns i t ut i o
While historians have recently emphasized the conventions of print culture, along with

cultural practices more generally, as unifying rituals for partisans, texts were secondary in

importance to therinciplesthey transmitted and thiscourses they framél Democrats were

°D. H. Roush to Jeremiah Sullivan Black, New Berlin, PA, November 12, 1858, Jeremiah S. Black Papers

(microfilm edition), Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington, DAQ;ogan to Stephen A. Douglas,

Mingo Lodge, near Davenport, IA, December 1, 1855, Stephen A. Douglas Papers, Special Collections Research
Center, University of Chicago Librariilinois; ASpeech of C.Speedheshaliceryat 8Rinner,, 0 i n
Given to Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, by Gen. Elijah Ward, in New York City, Jub&3(n.p.: Office of the

National Democrat, [1854]), 8. See also, I. R. Askew to Stephen A. Douglas, Bethel, Morgan Co., IL, January 8,
1848; J. G. Shepherd to Stephen Aublas, Fayetteville, NC, April 22, 1848; D. A. Bokee to Stephen A. Douglas,
Brooklyn,NY, March 24, 1856and John A. T. Ballard to Stephen A. Douglas, Troy Post Office, Bradford Co., PA,

April 24, 1856 all in the Douglas Papers.

%Jean H. BakerAffairs o Party: The Political Culture oRNorthern Democrats in the Midineteenth Century

(1983; repr., New York: Fordham University Press, 19%anne B. FreemaAffairs of Honor: National Politics

in the New RepublitNewHaven,CT: Yale University Press, PQ); Andrew W. Robertson Vot i ng Rites ai
Voting Acts: Electioneering Ritual, 179D 8 2 0 Beayond the Founderdlew Approaches to the Political Histor

of the Early AmericaRepublic ed. Jeffrey L. Pasley, Andrew W. Robertson, and David WaldstrgiChepel

Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 2004);58, on print culture, see &.



Democrats, not simply because of how they read or behaved, but because they thought like
Democrats. They recognized political rhetoric as powerful because it was the conduit of their

ideast! In 1856 a southern Deauratic senator complained about statements made by

Republican William H. Seward: dAthat wil/| be s
of fice. It i s printed in your GIlobe. It wi l
faintvoiceas mi ne, 06 he whined, fAcan follow it to ev
to which it has spread. o More than the magni
southernad it was the broadcastingwfhath e sai d about sleavery. Sew

di stinguished author of al most every heresy t

antislavery doctrines invading households, especially in the Slave States, was discoffcerting.
Acknowl edging that fAf otakisg machinenalcongressnam at or

counselecatircumspection to a colleague. Fortunately, few antebellum politicians heeded this

advice, and in their gasconade, they intended not to prevaricate, but to define precisely what they

believed. When Democrats importgocuments or speakers into a district otherwise regarded as

a AStronghold of Negroism,o0 it was to depl oy

used Ato furnish speakers and writers with th

YScholars of the republican ideology reminded historians that political rhetgistered substantive political
debatesin contrast to assumptions of a deasf meaningful ideological disagreement, whether because of stifling
political consensus or because of the primacy of polit]
Bernard Bailyn,The Ideological Origins of the American Revoluti@®67, rev. ed. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1992)Watson,Liberty and PowerGordon S. WoodThe Creation of the American Republic,
17761787(1969; repr., Chapel Hill: The University of North Canal Press, 1998); antfood, The Radicalism of
the American RevolutionFor the consensus interpretation, see Louis Hahiz Liberal Tradition in America: An
Interpretation of American Political Thought since the Revolui@55; repr., Orlando, FL: Harcourt, 1991); and
Richard HofstadteiThe Améacan Political Tradition, And the Men Who Madg1948; repr., New ork: Vintage
Books, 1989 for the ethnocultural interpretation, see Lee Ben$be, Concept of Jacksonian Democracy: New
York as a Test Cag&961; repr., Princeton: Princeton Univeydiress, 1970).

25peech of Hon. J. P. Benjamin, of Louisiana, on the Kansas Question. Delivered in the Senate, May 3, 1856
(Washingon: The Union Office, 1856), 9.



combat*iWe are confident, if the pending issues
thetmehonored principles of the Democratic part.y

committee implored Kentuckian Joseph Holt in 1855. Holt wassatsmghiafter speaker

during the 1856 presidential canvass. Il n Lou
much | onger than was prudent or kind to the a
had been plungecdoumt eédch,e r& vier ,de shpei tree of al | ¢

wife begged him to slow down, but Democrats beseeched. His party needed an ideological
proselytizer in a contest the stakes of which transcended the mere spoils of pgseadige
1) 14

Current scholarship recognizes the Civil War era as riven by such ideological sparring,

especially over sectionalism, race, and slavery. The Democratic party, however, rarely figures as

protagoni st. Epfct Ren &e ¢ 8 b éakocidevlayprecoantgddle f r e e
political history of the period away from acc
and overbold | eadership, o6 blundering into an

political disagreements. Yet, compareahot only to nascent Republicans, but also to the party

3Robert McClelland to Alpheuselch, Monroe, April 28, 1850, Alpheus Felch Papers, Bentlstotical Library,
University of Michigan, Ann Arbor; J. C. Wales to Stephen A. Douglas, Cleveland, OH, March 28, 1856, Douglas
PapersBuchanan and Breckinridg@he Democrati¢iand-Book, Compiled by Mich. W. Cluskey, of Washington
City, D. C. Recommendéy the Democratic National Committ@&/ashington: R. A. Waters, 1856), &ee also,

John S. Armstrong to Stephen A. Douglas, Mission, Lasall Co.,July 14, 1858, Douglas Papers.

“Quotations from Jeptha Dudley al., Democratic Central Committee Jmseph Holt, Frankfort, KY, June 14,
1855; Joseph Holt to Maggie Holt, Louisville, October 14, 1856 See also, Thomas H. Holt to [Joseph Holt],
Paris, KY, September 25, 1856; W. W. Trapp and J. Dudley to Joseph Holt, Frankfort, October 10, 1856; W. W
Trapp to Joseph Holt, Frankfort, October 16, 1858\. Kearney to Joseph Holt, Chicago, October 16, 1856; and
Maggie Holt to Joseph Holt, Washington, October 18, 1856; all in the Joseph Holt Papers, Manuscript Division,
Library of Congress, Washingtoh, C.

®Eric FonerFree Soil, Free Labor, Free Men: The Ideology of the Republican Party before the Civil9var,

repr., Oxford:Oxford University Press, 1995). For a concise statement of the revisionist historiography preceding
FonerseeJ.G.Rantlal , A The B un dTée MississippB\@aliey Histotical Revidd, no. 1 (June

1940): 328, quotation on 15.



of Jackson in its first decades, the 1850s Democracy often appears as a moribund institution
bereft of ideological vibrancy and impelled only by partisan inéftitudies of ideological
debates precktng the Civil War prioritize actors with sectional visiénantislavery northerners
and prosl avery, Stattheexpdnserofibigectiorsal nationalisthseah ase r s
Democrats. The genuine intractability of slavery and its role in hastenmghaald not obscure
the fact that compromisers advanced their own ideological visfons.

The history of the late antebellum Democracy is one of declihene r i cads | ast n
party fractured along the sectional divide in the 1860 presidential electigm@reti unable to
prevent the countryds impasse over sl avery fr
endured as a national institution in the increasingly sectionalized political atmosphere following
the Mexican War until 1860 is nonetheless impressThe 1850s witnessed a dislocating
partisan realignment driven by slavery. Parties collapsed and new ones formed, while the
Democracy endured. | study those political actors who identified as Democrats while they
cooperated with that party, not pri their entrance or after their departure. While many

studies assume sectional differentiation between political actors and even between northern and

®For such assessments of the 1850s Democracy and its leadersignrsét Baker)ames BuchanafNew York:

Times Books, 2004gndRoy Franklin Nichols,The Disruption oAmerican Democrac{1948; repr., dw York:

The Free Press, 1968Ni chol s6s masterful study of the paObhy aligns
the Democracy of Jackson, see Arthur M. SchlesidgefheAge of JacksofBoston: Little, Brown and Company,

1945); Watsonl iberty and PowerandSean WilentzThe Rise of American Democracy: Jefferson to Lin¢dkw

York: W. W. Norton and Company, 2005).

YFoner,Free Soil, Free Labor, Free Me8-9; EricFoneg , fiPol i ti cs, Il deol ogy, and the
Ci vi | TWuitics and Idealogy in the Age of the Civil W&nxford: Oxford University Press, 1980),-38.

For works focusing on ideology and sectionalism,Balke Baum;The Civil War Party Sstem: The Case of

Massachusetts, 184876 (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 198&nathan H. Earle,

Jacksonian Antislavery and the Politics of Free Soil, 18284 (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina

Press, 2004)Stepharé McCurry,Masters of Small Worlds: Yeom&louseholds, Gender Relations, and the

Political Culture of the Antebellum South Carolina Low Couiiligw York: Oxford University Press, 1995);

Michael J. McManusRolitical Abolitionism in Wisconsin, 1840861 (Kent, OH: The Kent State University Press,

1998); and Manisha Sinh@he Counterrevolution of Slavery: Politics and Ideologyfintebellum South Carolina

(Chapel Hill: The University bNorth Carolina Press, 2000).
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southern Democrats, the interbellum Democracy propounded a national ideology and culture and
is, consguently, worthy of study as a nationally cohesive p&tty.

What united disparate political actors from both the Slave States and the Free States was
a set of political principles and cultural beliefs. Democrats shapetitecal ideology a
comprehensiveystem of ideas detailing the proper ordering of government and society. In
stump speeches and party platforms, Democrats delineated their Good Society and assigned the
individual and the state a place within it. But political principles cannot actmuthie entirety
of a partyds practices and policies. Politic
marked the limits of acceptable policy. The ingrained attitudes regarding society, race, religion,
and gender, as well as the habits, ritusysbols, and scripts through which political actors
communicated and enacted their principles, comppietical culture®®

Combining ideology and culture allows for seemingly abstract political thought to be
grounded in its cultural context. Politigainciples dovetailed with the quotidian concerns of
daily existence, 1inter sec tatepnggndewiandfiamiybfenocr at s o

additonto nf or mi ng their very conception of self

®Baker,Affairs of Party 10-11; Bruce Cdl i n's , AThe | deellogm WHOr t hdoumahdde mocr at
American Studie$1, no. 1 (April 1977): 1021; Wallace HettleThe PeculialDemocracy: Southern Democrats in
Peace and Civil WafAthens: The University of Georgia Press, 2001).

0n litical ideology, seNancy S. Love, ®dRAgai hdderstafing Rognas andg y

Dreams: A Text2" ed.(WashingtonD. C.: CQ Press, 2006);20; andFoner,Free Soil, Free Labor, Free Me#-

10. On cultural analysis and political cultusee BakerAffairs of Party5-14, Jean Harvey Baker, AP
Paradi gms, an dheBaulndl of Amecan HistoB4eno. 8 (Dec. 1997): 8949; Ronald P.

Formi sano, #fAThe Con daumdlofmterdidipliharytHistorall no.G (Winteu2001),; 393
426;andAndr eas Reckwit z, ifiToward a Theory of Soci al Pract.i
European Journal of Social TheoBy no. 2 (2002): 2483. For examples of historical treatmeotpolitical

culture, ge BakerAffairs of Party Kenneth S. Greenberlylasters and Statesmen: The Political Culture of

American SlaveryBaltimore: The Johns Hopkins UnivéisPress, 1985); Mark E. Neely., The Boundaries of

American Political Culture in the Civil War Ef@hapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 20@&i

Mary P. RyanCivic Wars: Democracy and Public Life in the American City during the Nineteenth Century

(Berkeley, CA: University of California Press, 1997). Theesal | ed fAnewi stwr pankverht abl s h
more unequivocal culturapproachin contrast to mmdels of political culture, such #sat of Jean H. Baker, in

which ideas exist alongside cultural behavior and practices. For examples of this approach, see the essays in Pasley,
Robetson, and WaldstreicheBeyond the Founders
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that doctrirml pronouncements were rooted in personal beliefs. The juxtaposition of published
texts and manuscript sources reveals that lesgzerience and partisanshygre mutually
reinforcing. Democrats, for example, defined manhood in a way that complemested th
partisan ideology, and, furthermore, they enacted gender in ways that distinguished them from
other parties. Shared constructions of manhood, mastery, and whiteness were just as
determinative as positions on the tariff or theoretical formulationseofdle of the state to

defining a Democrat®

Conserving the White Mands Republic

An admirer told Joseph Holt that he wished to see one of his stump speeches from the
1852 canvass published as a pamphl etrgands nit
its embodiment in a form to be preserved would be of lasting benefits to the great party with
which it is your pride to act. o Political rh
regard with which Democrats treated political speechasb ez Lamar Monroe Curr
library. Curry, an Alabama Democrat, assembled a collection of tracts on politics, religion, and
education, which now fills 119 bound tomes in the Alabama State Department of Archives and
History. Speeches were wortbfyconservation, because they articulated principles that
resonated beyond immediate policy debates. When haranguing voters on the hustings,

Democrats were explicating their political ph

The stark division between ideas and culture presented here often breaks down in the historical record, which

exhibits a seamlessness between political ideology and cultural values. Clifford Geextiseslthe difference

bet ween ideas and the cultural idioms through which t h
in Ideology and Discontened. David E. Apter (New York: The Free Prek864, 57-65. For an opposite view of

theimqport ance of politi cs GlermCAAltsehuléerara Stgaét M.BlumiRugle Repgublie s, s ee
Americans and ThefPolitics in the NineteentBentury(Princeton: Prineton University Press, 2000).

12



therebytreatpdii cal speeches and pamphlets as fAtract
Atreatiseso wrestding with political theory.
Treating sources as tracts and as treatises, as statements of policy and of principle, allows
us to histori ci z e sebvatismg anridadlogyGhatysaimiquedyra treaturfe of @so n
context. Conservatism has been defined, at one extreme, as a defense of the familiar present, a
Adi sposition, 0 according to theorist Michael
what was or what may be. 0O At the other extrem
principles. Context, nonetheless, matters. Samuel P. Huntington, who defined conservatism as
an fiideologyo in oppositiomnetdee dOadake sthoo tbte6é sa Md
ideology dependent upon the specific present its principéesrdisted to defend. The late
eighteenthcenturythinker Edmund Burkegftenregarded as the source for whatever enduring
principles characterize conservatismpema si zed t hat fAcircumstances
every political principle its distinguishing
similarly noted that party principles had to

apoliical crisis pgresses upon us. 0

Shel don O6Hare to Jokeelp 185H HdtPaped oM Cwsry Pamphlet,Coll€xtion,

Alabama Department of Archives and History, Montgomérg 0 St rauss, fAMachiavellids |Ir
The American Political Science Revibty no. 1 (March 1957): 180. Unlike Strass, | ground political ideas in

their larger historical and cultural contex@ee alsoRobert C. Grier to Jeremiah Sullivan Black, Philadelphia,

September 15, 1859, Black Papers.

For Huntington, conservatism | apakendpainttd warkbiosvard definedv e i d e a
in ideologies such as |liberalism or socialism. Conser
depiction, they do so not with a reflexive disposition, but with timeless principles derived from Blidteel
Oakeshott, fAOn Bei nBatidaismsirePolitics and @tedfssays198% rév, edi n

(Indianapolis: Libertyrund, 1991),408 7, quot ati ons on 407, 408; Samuel P.

| d e o | TheggAmeridan PoliticaBcience Reviewl, no. 2 (June 1957): 4548, quotations on 457, 46Burke,

Reflections on the Revolution in Fran@eProceedings of the Celebration of the Fourth of July, 1856, by the

Jackson Democratic Association of Washington, at the Bladensbarg§@mg Grove. Containing the Oration of

Hon. A. E. Maxwell, of Florida, and Sketches of the Remarks of the Other Sgeakerp . : Of fi ce of A The
1856),5. See alsdzeorge H. NashThe Conservative Intellectual Movement in America since (B8IE5; repr.,

Wilmington, DE: Intercollegiate Studies Institute, 1998)0-3. Forexamples othe contextual basis of American

conservatism, seBwelve Southerners [Donald Davidson, John Gould Fletcher, Henry Blue Kline, Lyle H. Lanier,

Andrew Nelson Ly, Herman Clarence Nixon, Frank Lawrence Owsley, John Crowe Ransom, Allen Tate, John
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In responding to what they deemed a political crisis in the 1850s, Democrats no longer
seemed to be the rabhbleusers caricatured lilgeir conservative opponerntsthe 1820s and
1830s. Historian and Democratic partisarofge Bancroft watched from London as the

revolutions of 1848 convul sed the Continent.

towards us. 0 AThe world has entered in a new
the lead among the nationst&h e sover ei gns know it. o Yet Ban
revolutionaries gazing |l ongingly at the Amer.
|l ook to the United States. 0 Bancroft told Le
1848 t hat dAit is while all Europe is full of a
happy republic, whose only danger is in the p
Ahappy republic, o0 | ong det est efiveshnthelater opean a

eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries as destructively demotic, enticingly egalitarian, and
rambunctiously republican, suddenly modeled stability for the crowns of Eifope.

While in London as American minister, James Buchanan duitadexiled leaders of the
failed revolutions reported on by Bancroft back in 1848. The luminaries at the 1854 dinner party
thrown by Democratic diplomat George N. Sande
Giuseppe Garibaldi and Giuseppe MazzZrussian socialist Aleksandr Herzen, Arnold Ruge of

the defunct Frankfurt Parliament, and French labor leader Alexandre AugusteRadlinu A

ri bald old flirt, Buchanan inquired of the ho
materialsaround er woul d expl ode & blow us all wup.o

Donald Wade, Robert Penn Wan, and Stark Youngl, 61 | Take My Stand: The South an
(1930; repr.Baton Rouge: Louisiza State University Press,@); and Richard MWe aver , A TwdheOr at or s

Southern Essays of Richard M. Weawat.George MCurtis Il and James J. Thompson Jr. (Indianapolis
LibertyPress 1987), 10433.

#George Bancroft to Lewis Cass, London, October 22, 18#8is Cass Paps, William L. Clements Library,
University of Michigan, Ann Arbar
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Buchanan relayed to the secretary of state, a
Europe, which they all anticipate within a brief period, they are sensible ottessity of
confining it within more rational l'i mits than
upon this subject are quite reasonable, 0 as h
i sms inconsistent wi t darlidr Baboroft hag suggested tHa¢ monaschs F o u
besieged by these men look to America as a template of stability. Buchanan now seemed to
suggest that Europebd6s | iberals and radicals d
couldturntothehappye publ i ¢, a synth%®sis of #fAliberty &
Even as they adopted a conservative disposition to defend their republic from further
innovation, Democratsd defense was principled
culmination of their ideology. Ae principles Democrats appealed to when making their
conservative stand were, consequenthbt those typically associated with ideological
conservatism. Individualism, democracy, and egalitarianism were not standard conservative
panaceas, yet they wepeecisely what Democrats sought to conserve. When Bancroft boasted
that European monarchs envied Americads stabi
principles were at work there. AOQurmband sys
woul d pacify the particular demands of the 1|7
revol ut ideasthabfostefedliberty and ordethe United States would foment
revolution elsewhere. In their attempts to conserve their prsigegslemocratic republic, as
well as its racial and gender prerequisites, Democrats relied on principles heretofore unsettling to

conservative$®

#3ames Buchanan to William L. Marcy, Legation of the United States, Lofeébnyary 24, 1854, William L.
Marcy Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D. C.

®GeorgeBancroft to Lewis Cass, London, October 22, 182&s Papers.
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Democrats were not simply resisting progress in preference for a status quo to which they
had grown accusioed; rather, they delighted in their familiar present because they considered
their happy republic to be already perfect. They resolved to conserve what had once been
innovatived an economically prosperous, geographically expansive, and politically stable
democratic republic. They were also determined to safeguard the racial and gender hierarchies
which buttressed it. Examining political ideas in their cultural context reveals that seemingly
neutral concepts such as rights, sovereignty, and equalityiveiteicably bound up with a
raced and gendered present. Democratsodé | iber
rather,hewas the white master of female and +amte dependents. Because he upheld the
racial and gender hierarchies at home fi@hich he benefited in the political sphere, the
progressive individual was also the conservative bulwark of social order, with the intermingling

of Aliberty & ordero in his person a microcos

In 1815 Jaras Buchanan, still a callow Federalist youth, had arraigned Democrats as

Afenemies of soci al order o and espousers of fAw
partyods presidential nominee, he | ionyozed the
the Country. o That the staid aibehrersobTbanas J ames

Jefferson and A n-andtenble paaycshos/otime @dentrtoovhich the

Democracy had assumed a conservative posture by the 1850s. After déqaatsam

brawling, Democrats had realized their wild and visionary theories in the brittle concreteness of
the white mands republic. That Democrats i ma
their quest to protect this republic did not negatefact that the ideas upon which they premised

their conservatism possessed a radical edge. Democratgoselihance was a novel

proposition for maintaining social order and, more specifically, racial and gender boundaries.
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Indeed, the disastrous tds of relying on the vicissitudes of local democracy to defuse fraught

issues such as slavery and race relations in the 1850s eventually vindicated the young

Buchananés distrust of Dembcrats as guarantor
In the longrun, however, Dewcrats redefined American conservatism, giving it the

buoyancy that carried it into the twentiethd twentyfirst centuries In attempting to perpetuate

the gender and racial exclusivity of their republic, Democrats recast conservatism by placing it

on anew foundation, that of majoritarian demacy and liberal individualisrand antistatism

Somewhere between John Locke and Barry Gol dwa

the United States, and historians have vexed themselves in pursuit ohthg point. It was

Democrataho laid the groundwork for thatellectual revolutiorthat climaxedn the New

Rightas they defended theirwht e mands r e p Unlattemmingd consernve¢heirl 8 50 s .

democracy, Democratiemocatized conservatismrlheyfailed to preserve their happy republic

in the 1850s, but they did start conservatism on a new trajectory, one in which democracy would

be called upon to legitimize inequality and hierarchy, a distinctly American conservatism that

endures in our regblic today.

%James Buchanan, His Doctrines and Policy as Exhibited by Himself and F(ledsYork: Greeley and
McElrath, Tribune Office, [1856]), 2,;4ames Buchanan to William B. Redégégation of thdJnited States,
London, February 29, 1856, ithe Works of Jamé&uchanan10:63.
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Figure 1. Placard advertising a speech by Kentucky Democrat Joseph Holt during the 1856 presidential canvass.
Source Volume 17, Joseph Holt Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D. C.
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CHAPTER 1 THE NORTHERN MEN AND THEIR SOUTHERN PRIRIPLE:

JACKSONI AN | DEOLOGY, POPULAR SOVEREI GNTY,

DEMOCRACY, 18471854
We shall have hard work to maintain the immense and sudden augmentation of our
national character resulting from the Mexican Wabut weshall do it.
0 Vice President George Mifflin Dallas, 1849

It is better to give time for the councils of moderation to be heard.
& Senator Lewis Cass, 1846

Democrats entered the last antebellum decade exulfastDemocratic Polk
administration had seessfully vanquished Mexico, transformed the United States into a

continental republic, and implementksting economic reforms. By 1849, despite decades of

Federalist and Whig obstruction, the party of Jefferson and Jackson had given the American

peoplea political culture which sanctified mass democracy for equal white men, a political

economy which had gone far toward sundering the state from the market, and a foreign policy

which rejected colonization in favor of conquest, accession, and assimitatican ever more

eclectic federal system. Altogether it was a regime facilitating the unimpeded spread of a white

mands republic across space and through ti

republic and looked forward to an era of salidation under its unconteststewardship.

Yet, asbecame clear, Democrat®uld confront new challenges between the end of the

Mexican War and the start of the Civil Waht the very moment of its continenide

consummation, the foundation ofthbtw t e mandés republic seemed

'George M. Dall as, ADeductions from Public Life,Oo
Diary and Letters of George M. Dallas, December 4, 1848h 6 , 1849, 0 [ eldePerRsylyani# .

Magazine of History and Biograpis, no. 4 (Oct. 1949): 517; Lewis Cass to Andrew T. McReynolds, Washington,

December 26, 1846, Lewis Cass Papers, William L. Clements Library, University of MichigarBam
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Democrats would have wished to avithat over the status of slavery in and the racial
composition of the new national domain. Historians have exhaustively chronicled the
labyrinthian debates over thésposition of the Mexican Cession. It is increasingly rendered as a
story of ideological antipodes, with the proslavery South, demanding the expansion of slavery,
and the antislavery North, demanding its proscripticaming asectional debat®r therest of

the decade. Inthis contextth e D e mo c rcantpiornisespaalr u tyiéosn, t hat of

3t

sover ei gnt y havealswedterdtoriaksettidrsdo determine the status of slavery
themselvesoftenfigures asa disingenuous hedge arcrass ll for southern support on the part
ofweakk need nort hedthosefi Monutghhdé mac emen wi t By sout hern
countenancing the democratigaianctioned expansion of both free labor anslaved labor,
however,Democrats drew from theideological heritage and understood themselves as taking a
principled sand in favor of democracy and white supremacy.

Resortingtanaj or i t ari an democracy was Democrats?®o
raci al basi s soepublic keemed endahgikrd @ mamyaDendocratshe
increasingly sident opponents of slavery appeatedall into question the racibhsis ofthe
republicby contending for the rights of marginalized Americans. Any diminution of white
me n 6 s d eowerasgedtiallydhenight to legislate on slavery, undermined the racial
exclusivity ofdemocratic seffule. Democrats did not jettison old ideasthe 1850snor did
they stubbornly cling to outdated teachings; rather, they drew from an inherited ideology to
formulatewha they considered to kenational and conservative response to antislavery
agitation andtherin f anati cal o ref or mi sm. iGeyevas mora t hi s
than narrow pragmatismit was an idealgically preconditioned recourse freserving the

white mandés r e piedoh ther Jacksddianmpiefereriaetiosal selfgdvernment
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in proposing that territorial settlers deonatically decide the fate of African Americans, the

ul ti mate testament t o whpower Theaartidesn Denmmeradspvbol vy o f
introduced populasovereignty promised that theloctrine would coserve the Union as well as

whi t e me n 0 sVitldteemsoathera pripciple, these northern menJagksonian

Democracy t@onservative usda the 1850s

The Jacksonian Overture to the 1850s
Even with a Whig interregnum, only the second ever, commencing in 1849, Democrats
saw themselves as the nAnaheobémoomntatuiral hmaj bee

and ruling party ever since tfi@mation of the general government with the exception of the

administration of the two Adams and Mr. Fill m
concluding, Athe principles of thaameparty pre
Shields,anlristbor n 11l 1l i noi san who donned a general 0s

gloated in 1852 that fAfor the |l ast fifty year
history of this country. There is not a prominent event in our nationahhigtom the first day

of Jeffersonds administration to the | ast day
democracy. o Given this ascendancy, a Tenness
i nvestigate compet i ngemgevestwhaepartyitismponalreder ft o s
administration of whose principles the country has attained its gigantic proportions and

unequalled prosperity; to consider well the principles, measures and men of that party, #s Union

wide organization and nationalitg.

’A. A. Col eman, AAnt ebell um Democratic -RPGotemasStuard dr es s, b
Family Papers, William L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arldot; etter of Hon. James Shields.

2. An Article from the Bostdrilot, Exposing the Falsehoods of the Scott Whigs Respecting General Pierce. 3.

Extracts from Speeches of General Franklin Pierce before the Constitutional Convention, and before the People,
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Such an inquiry reveals that Jacksonian principles, forged in the party battles of the 1820s
and 1830s, continued to animate the Democracy after the end of the Mexican War in 1848.
When Democrats faced new challenges in the 1868yg,turnedo ther Jacksonian ielology.
The Old Hero had primelis party to be wary of any agesftpower other than its rightful
wielder® thesovereign peopleMonopolies, Jackson warned, whethrethe guise othe state,
a national bank, or, in the contedtthe 18®s, fanaticismsapedw h i t e demeanaics
power. Democrats in the interbellum period transferred their animus from the Whiggish Money
Power to anew tyrannical threét fanatical reformersthosewho would useentralizedstate
power to inflicttheir maal reforms on otherwise autonomous white mBemocratgolded this

foe into their worldview and responded as Jackson had taught them.

Angling for political advancement whil e a
Mexico City, William J. Worth aswereda questionnaire about his political beliefs. Worth told

his interlocutor that he preferred an independent treasury over a national bank, because a bank

Amust of necessity have within itself, el emen
di fficult to imagine a scheme fraught with gr
devised to corrupt individuals and masses, St

distribute the proceeds of federal land sales to the states. A tagifowsaptable, provided that it
was ffor revenue, 0 not for the protection of
Aadj ust ed inhteresttahdeghtsaafr i eowesr y part of the countr.y

would prove temporary; thegenera | ooked forward to Athe day, a

upon the Religious Test. 4. Voice of the Catholics of New Hampshi 5. Gener al Scottds Lett e
Others, of Philadelphia, in 184(#.p., [1852]), 1L etter of Hon. G. W. Jones, of Tennessee, to His Constituents
(n.p., [1856]), 156.
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wi || be free and unfettered. o This Jacksoni a
the affairs of the countryo and countenanced
improvement®

The Democracy claimed to be a party of principles, not of men, and while truly a party of
both fAmen and measures, 0 Democrats such as Wo
exhibiting their political beliefs. Public avowals of principles, Demoaratgended,
di stinguished them from opponent s. AWhen | s
di stinctive principles upon which they are ba
where to place mysel f . 0 thattlass of patiticianaweho leelbbw hi s c e
about democratic principles, without attempting to define them, and who copartieas a
mere unionofnrent o secure power of office. 0 Parti san:
submit their principles to sctiny when standing for election or grubbing after patronage. The
seltinterestedness of such declamations need not impugn their value as ideological artifacts.
More than official party pronouncements, thes
doctrines resonated with individual membérs.

Onebsmddr acyo came under constant scrutiny.
partyodés AOld Linerso wrote to a congressman t
appointment, e»pmlbdiedilryg,guiahe fiisedurgkd hi s democr

James Buchanan found Irighme r i cans i mmune to Whig el ecti one

Swilliam J. Worth to Joseph Nill, City of Mexico, January 10, 1848, ctifliam Hayden English Family Papers,
Manuscript and Visual Collections Department, William Henry Smith Memorial Library, Indiana Historical Society,
Indianapolis.

“Constitutionand By aws of the Young Me n 6BostdhePnessohedtanklin Pidfingb of Bo s
House, 1857), 12; James A. Bayard to Dr. Jno. Merritt, Wilmington, October 24, 1854, copy, Thomas F. Bayard

Papers, Manuscript Division, Libraof Congress, Washington, D. C. For parties as institutions that furthered

individual interests and political principles, sbkcole EtchesonThe Emerging Midwest: Upland Southerners and

the Political Culture of the Old Northwest, 178861 (Bloomington: Irdiana University Press, 1996),-5Q.
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bl arneyed themselves, especially out of their

enhanced wh an exposition of principles. Cabinet member John Y. Mason was introduced to

two men in 1848 and | earned that #dpolitically
sect. o Requesting franked gover nmeim®hiopubl i ca
prefaced, @Al am a democrat and an admirer of

Democrats routinely submitted to political catechesis by itemizing the components of
their democracy. Henry A. Wise of Virginia began and ended hebaltim political career as a
Democrat . Accounting for the Awayward pol iti
Whi ggery in the unorthodox interim, he | ater
principles, if not to the party itself. Hawgmeturned to the fold, Wise explained his politics at
|l ength and summarized his consistent beliefs:
one hand from thExclusiveprinciples which would erect an eminence high enough femw
only & which would kick all others down; and from tineobprinciples on the other hand which
would kick &%keep all down. o

Robert Kyle, the former assistant doorkeeper of the Indiana Senate, sent Governor Joseph

A. Wright #Astatement s aldisambitionripemedwithsengefulneBsp | i t i

°G. F. Corkeely[?] to John G. Davis, Terre Halite,January 12, 1854, John G. Davis Papers (microfilm edition),
Manuscript and Visual Collections Department, William Henry Smith Memorial Library, Indiana Historical Society,
Indianapolis Great Speech of the Honourable James Buchanan, Delivered at gseNéeting of the Democracy of
Western Pennsylvania, at Greensburg, on Thursday, Oct. 7,(P8Hadelphia, 1852), 13;. H. Laughlin to John

Y. Mason, Washington City, October 26, 1848, John Y. Mason Papers, Southern Historical Collection, Louis Round
Wilson Special Collections Library, The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill; Charles Patterson to William
Allen, Cadiz, OH, December 31, 1846, William Allen Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Congress,
Washington, D. C. See also, an exchandgeden a constituent and Ohio senator William Allen, in which Allen
responded to the constituentédés queries regarding his p
January 30, 184@ndWilliam Allen to James C. Johnson, Senate Chanjldéasishington, D. C.], February 6, 1849,

copy, both in the Allen Papers. For patronage letters, see Charles Monroe to Horatio King, Washington, July 19,
1855; and J. Davis to Horatio King, Worcester, MA, December 11, 1855, both in Horatio King Papergriganus
Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D. C.

®[Henry A. Wise] to [?], Rio de Janeiro, December 2, 1846, Henry A. Wise P@apiersfilm), Southern Historical
Collection, Louis Round Wilson Special Collections Library, The University of Northli@arat Chapel Hill.
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Kyle intended to prove that, unlike the principal doorkeeper who had ousted him, he was a

ADemocrat of the right stripe.o Al was born
and always have been a Democrat,th e assured the governor. I n
recited Jacksonian maxims of politisxl&&l econom
Banks, 0 Aino Swindling Corporations, o0 fAno exte
grantsofexal si ve charters, and privileges by speci a
Kyl ebs fellow Indianan William H. Engl i sh,
bid in 1852, followed his own advice that nit
invol ving political principles, to state frankl
will pursue i f elected. 0O English was fAoppose

branch of industry to the detriment of another or of ishérg the interests of one portion to the
injury of another portion of our common count
economic interest merited fAadvantages and pri
Gover nment s houbudlandexsdtjastcd to allrmeruandeall diasses of men, no
matter of what profession, what religion, or
rights were not facilitated by the state, but by its absence. In adhering to these precégls, Eng
but fcordially subscribe[d] to thack®%oniment
In 1843 the New Hampshire Democratic State Central Committee worried that Levi
Woodbury had |l ent his prestige t osuagedtemue gr o
by promising to support the regular party nominees and by expounding fpscxéimed

Aul trao views concerning corporations. Priva

"Robert Kyle to Joseph A. Wright, South Hanover, IN, May 10, 1852, Joseph A. Wright Correspondence and
Papers, Manuscripts and Rare Books Division, Indiana State Library, Indianapolis.

8william H. English, daft speech in undated notaik, [18527?], English Family Papers.
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domai n. Corporations s hooulbdutn osth orue cde ibvee frsepgeu

careful gener al |l aws, 0 ensuring that Athey wo

monopoly. o Woodburyds fAultrad Jacksonianism

of power contravening that of tipeople. For Kyle and English, equal treatment resulted when

government got out of the way. AThe people s

may deem most conducive to their own happines

entailed dimited state, individual autonomy, and a republican regime of equality before the law.

Yet guaranteeing equality could require governmental agency, especially to contain grasping

corporations, which Woodbury demanded. Democrats werlaissezfaire purists and did

wield state power, especially that of the executive branch, to demolish powerful agglomerations

which threatened® the peoplebds equality.
Democratsodé selective empl oyment of state p

Onewagteased$i Democratic friend Jackson Woodward t

Tennessean your illustrious namesake dressed despotism in the garb of Democracy there is very

little difference between an Emper ogisteacyinl a Pr

their ends. Democrats wanted to give equal white men a political, economic, and social order

purged of despotic power blocs, a godénfnecessitating the diminishmerfithe state, itself a

source of tyranny, but occasionally requiring goweental energy to crush other monopolies.

Despotism took more than economic forms; indeed, it was oppression beyond the realm of

political economy that increasingly irked Democrats as they trudged through the 1850s.

Indianan Robert Kyle, for thisreason dr eaded t he fAconnexion bet we:

°Franklin Pierceet al., Democratic State Central Committee, to Levi Woodbury, Concord, NH, February 6, 1843,
copy; Levi Woodbury to Franklin Piercet al., Democratic State Central Committee, Washington, February 11,
1843, both in the Franklin Pierce Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Canghéeshington, D. C.; English,

draft speech in undated notebook, [18527?], English Family Papers.

26



Democrats looked back to undemocratic and inegalitarian aggregations including the Second
Bank of the United States, the Supreme Court helping Native Americans fight Removal,
exclusive corporations chokirgpmpetition, South Carolinians nullifying the national will,
abolitionists dictating to slaveholders, and religious fanatics forcing others to bow before their
idols. And they smiled when they remembered that Jackson smote tH8m all.

The administration faPresident James K. Polk (184849) left its own record of
Jacksonian orthodoxy. In 1847 a Virginia congressman running for reelection brandished his
support for the president, telling constituen
introduced, and have in successful operation, the leading and favorite measures of the
Democratic party.o The Pol k administration w
Democracy. The partyods 1848 nati onaopeseofl at f or
the Democracy of the Uniond and for fAthe stri

doctrines. O Ai ded by a cabinet of Democratic

paul. S. Preston to Jackson Woodward, Stockport, quotation frgmsAR1, 188, October 28, 184hoth in the
PrestoAWoodward Correspondence, William L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor; Robert

Kyle to Joseph A. Wright, South Hanover, IN, May 10, 1852, Wright Correspondence and Papers. Explanations of
Democratt hostility to monopolies, such as the Bank of the United States, are a litmus test for interpretations of
Jacksonian Democracy in the 1820s through the 1840s. | regard Jacksonians, whose beliefs shaped Democratic
thought in the 1850s, as rational actet® embraced progress and the capitalist Market Revolution, albeit in a way
that meshed with their ideology of democracy, liberty, and republican equality. Harry L. Watson advances a similar
view, with Democrats seeking to restrain the Market and madeddtfor republicanism. Like Watson, John

Ashworth, Arthur M. Schlesingelr., and Sean Wilentz portray Jacksonians as ideologically contesting the Market
Revolution and its undemaocratic, inegalitarian aspects. Lawrence Kohl and Charles Sellersast, center

opposition to monopolies as stubborn ideological attempts to resist capitalist modernitpavhideWalker Howe
sees it as an outgrowth of Jackson 6whiclpdhallenged lsidpowerf f or t s 1
and the peopl 6 s s o v KarviniMgyars presents irrational Jacksonians cathartically lashing out at the Bank to
make peace with a capitalist consensus, while Richard Hofstadter describes raticigd#ptamical agents of that

same consensus. Watsaiherty ard Power: The Politics of Jacksonian Amerid®90, rev. ed. (New York: Hill

and Wang, 2006); Ashworth, Agr ari anso and fAAristocratso: Par-ty Politi
1846(London: Royal Historical Society, 1983); Schlesingdre Age ofacksonBoston: Little, Brown and

Company, 1945); WilentZhe Rise of American Democracy: Jefferson to Lin@dew York: W. W. Norton and
Company, 2005); KohiThe Politics of Individualism: Parties and the American Character in the Jacksonian Era
(New York: Oxford University Press, 1989); Selletd e Market Revolution: Jacksonian America, 1-8B36(New

York: Oxford University Press, 1991htowe, What Hath God Wrought: The Transformation of America, 18343
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2007R8&445, 498501, quotation on 37®leyers,The Jacksonian Persuasion:
Politics and Belief1957; repr., New York: Vintage Books, 1961); Hofstadiére American Political Tradition,

And the Men Who Made (1948; repr., New ork: Vintage Books, 1989), 586.
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Learned Marcy, Robert J. Walker, and George Bancroft, Polk livedughte desi gnat i on
Hi ckory. o Like the Ol d Hero, who providentia
presidency, Polk pursued territorial expansion and economic reform in order to further the
individual liberty and democratic equality of whiteen!*

Pol k combined diplomacy and war to police
supposed Manifest Destiny. Salpattling helped secure the Oregon Territory, even if its paltry
size displeased many expansiont$tS. he ad mi ni st rnigsuccaswasteo st st un
Mexi can War, in which Democrats | ed a marti al
Ohi oan, noting many Democratsd disappointment
Afconsi derabl e excitement h ernhygé&talénedcitizensihave war |,
volunteered & gone. 0 Former senator Frankl in
by the president, similarly observed that nAth
and everywhere there is the greatestnu s i as m. 0 Whil e the nation v
support of the conflicthostDe mocr at s gl oried i n fiprosecuting
Tammany Hall reminded Americans of fthe great

by a handful obrave freemen under the immortal JACKSON against the best disciplined troops

YAddress of Mr. George C. Dromgoole to His Constituémfs: J. and G. S. Gideon, Printers, [1847]), 1;
ADemocratic Pl &atibnalPanty Pldtforms81840964 edi Kirk H. Porter and Donald Bruce
Johnson (Urbana: University of lllimoPress, 1966), 12. See also, Charles Mills ébgWilliam Allen],
Tammany Hall, New York, December 5, 1845, printed invitateordFloyd Silbey to William Allen, [?], August
16, 1846, both in the Allen Papers.

Democrats demanded exclusive rightsh® Oregon Territory north to 54° 40" north latitude but ultimately only
secured territory below the fortyinth parallel. Many Democrats, especially in the North, but also some in the
South, were angered over this concession, especially as the Slageviiee seen as gaining more with the
annexation of Texas. See James Parker to William Allen, [Somerset], OH, July 18, 1846; W. A. Cave to William
Allen, Luray, VA, July 22, 1846; William C. McClure to William Allen, Upperville, Fauquier Co., Virginidy 26,
1846; [?] to [William Allen] Washington, September 6, 184d,in the Allen Papers; and David M. Pottéhe
Impending Crisis, 1848861, completed and ed. Don E. Fehrenbacher (New York: Harper and Row, Publishers,
1976), 246.
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of England 0 Jacksonfinhadehbeesottteehsgh exampl e wh
succession of Victories in Mexico.od

In addition to territorial accretion, the Poldani ni st r atacomplete referrms a w i
the commerci al and financial system of the co
voters were told that supporting the Democrat
policies, which were thesme | ves At he principles which guided
il lTustrious Jackson. o Pol k put the finishing
political-economic framework for a parsimonious state unable to erect monopolies that throttled

wh i t esequel opportunity. He revivified the Independent Treasury, or subtreasury, first

established by Van Buren to fill the fiscal v
Bank of the United States. T Hie thesacrimbnioesa s ur y 6 s
di vorce of bank and state initiated by Jackso

moreover, has proved that there is no necessity of a great moneyed corporation to regulate
exchanges, thus annihilating the most potent wwvhigg u ment i n favor of a na
concluded an electiopear pamphlet in 1848,

Other Jacksonian hobbies met their denouement under Polk. A purist on internal

improvemens, he vetoed a river and harlwmprovemenrd bill advancedy midwesterners ini$

¥Great Speech ohe Hon. George Mifflin Dallas, upon the Leading Topics of the Day, Delivered at Pittsburgh,
PA., with a Brief Biographical Sketch, &c., &hiladelphia: Times and Keystone Job Office, 1847), 10; Jonathan
D. White to William Allen, Georgetown, Brown C&®H, July 19, 1846, Allen Papers; Franklin Pierce to Edmund
Burke, Concord, NH, February 19, 1847, Pierce Papers; The National and Jackson Democratic As3d&ation,
Democratic Policy and Its Fruité.p., [1848]), 6; Elijah F. Purdst al.to John Y. Masn, New York, December 1,

1847, printed invitation, Mason Papers. For support of the war, se&alsge M. Dallas to Sophia Dallas, May

13, 1846, in AThe Mystery of t hT¥eHzanbylvania Mdgazipecof HistoryPar t | |
andBiography73, no. 3 (July 1949): 378; S. B. Sims to William Allen, Hilton, Clermont County, OH, December
5,1846; and P. B. Ayers to William Allen, Chesterville, Knox Co., OH, January 12, 1847, both in the Allen Papers.
On the cultural legacy of Jacksand the Battle of New Orleans, see John William Wandirew Jackson: Symbol

for an Age(1955; repr., New York: Oxford University Press, 1962).

The National and Jackson Democratic Associafldre Democratic Policy and Its Frujts-4.
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party. The administration also supported the downward revision of tariff rates.1846
Wal ker Tariff was informed by the Jacksoni an
to raise revenue, not unfairly protect sectors of the econdfitg President George Mifflin
Dallas cast the deciding vote for the tariff in th@&e, and he rendered his actiordacksonian
terms. Dalhs exulted ovedefyingthe industrial interests in his home state of Pennsylvania,
coursewhich, he reflectedi e mbi t t er ed against me the monopol
wel comed such enmity. Anot her Democrat expl a
substituted for the unequal and unjust policy of selecting favored classes of industry for special
proecti on and encouragement, 0 thereby stultifyi
Democrat who could claim Old Hickoryods mantl e
successor gushed, fAthe exasperat hasmoremind t he mo
one of the days of JacRKRsonds veto of the Bank
Climactic acti ons (asting&ote hlee rvti ceen pawersd dcefn t foi
Pol k administrationds achievement s. Aynwci ent
appeared settled. William Allen wearied of the decaédgariff imbroglio, een as it peakeuh

1846. Instead of listening to hackneyed arguments in the Senate, he caught up on

correspondence. AThe tar i f fhedoeplanedeo hissvifes t i | |
Aand | am obliged to pay some attention to it
much. o Going into the presidential el ection

settl ement of t heReeenue Iaifladdsthe ConstituttohabTireasgry, int h

which the commercial and financial systems of the country are now, we trust, immutably

®George M. Ddhs, Diary, March 2, 1849, 518ddress of Mr. George C. Dromgople Democratic Committee of
Publication Life of George Mifflin Dallas, Vice President of the United Stal844, rev. ed. (Philadelphia: Times
and Keystone Job Office, 1847),; Bobert W Johannsertephen A. Douglag®ew York: Oxford University
Press, 1973), 183. See also, John M. BelohlaveBeorge Mifflin Dallas: Jacksonian Patriciafuniversity Park:
The Pennsylvania 8te University Press, 1977), 181
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established. o The Monster Bank was dead, and
intellectually descende t o t he 6t omb of the Capulets, 60 eu
subtreasury, added Gener al Wort h, Anirt is diff
or excuse any honest man, in t héedeWhigétookthe t o gi
presidency in 1849, Rhode I sl anddés Thomas W.
tariff has beendécd e d f or e v er Aibank thahcemprisedgamdemacrtic 0
consolidation of power and a preferential tariff thatated republican equalitglong with the
rest of Whig political economyyere, Democrats decided,ot hi ng mor e t han fAobs
national politics after 1848

Even when new issues arose, Democrats accommodated them to Jacksonian political
ecoro my . ACalifornia & gold, gold, is the | eadi

unnecessarily informed Michigan senator Alpheus Felch in 1848. The vice president agonized

over Athe gold deliriumodo sweepinmy The éffectsmfat i on
easy wealth Acannot fail to revolutionize the
civilized world, o he feared. The glut of spe
debt, there would beemainni mpracthaadl € sArgbdao

assumed that the Aprospect of golden treasure

®Democratic Committee ofublication,Life of George Mifflin Dallas15; William Allen to Effie Allen, Senate

Chamber, [Washington, D. C.], July 17 (quotation), 21, 24, 1846, Allen Papers; The National and Jackson

Democratic Associatiorhe Democratic Policy and Its Frujt§; Great Speech of the Hon. George Mifflin Dallas

16-7; William J. Worth to Joseph Nill, City of Mexico, January 10, 184y, English Family Papershomas W.

Dorr to Edmund Burke, Providence, October 3, 1849, Edmund Burke Papers, Manuscript Divisiog,dfibrar

Congress, Washington, D. Gee alsoGe or ge M. Dall as to Sophia Dallas, Jul:
Dall as Papers. Part | ,0 385.
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extravagance and speculation, symptoms of <cor

poverty are almost necesgar pr ops t o repd’blican government. 0

While Democrats congratulated themselves on the decisiveness of their foreign, fiscal,
trade, and monetary endeavors, one divisive topic not only endured, but seeped into the vacuum
left by the resolution of other disgs. It too required a Jacksonian response. The Democracy in
its modern incarnation owed its existence to the desire to mitigate sectional antagonism over
slavery. The founders of the second party system forged bisectional coalitions that instead
joustel over economic agendas. Democratsd marti a
however, enhanced the political significance of slavery, a question which, despite their best
efforts, had never lain dormatit.

Gold was, accordingly, not the only byprect of the war which perturbed the vice
president. I n December 1848 he grumbled to h
interest in the future of this Session of Congress, except that connected with the Slavery
guestion. o Qthezn cgngressmerre had ralliecebehind theoWilmot Proviso, a
failed legislative rider outlawing slavery in the territory to be excised from Mexico. The furor
over the Proviso indicated that, at the close of the 1840s, slavery would take on startling

propot i ons and draw into its orbit other concerr

yesterday, as it probably will, in some way o

Charles Richmond to Alpheus Felch, Detroit, December 21, 1848, Alpheus Felch Papers, Bentley Historical

Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor; George M. Dallas, Diary, December 8, 1848, January 15, 20, 1849;
George M. Dall as to Sophia Dall as, December 9, 1848, al
47980, 494, 497. See also, Madison iall to John Y. Mason, Columbus, December 23, 1848, Mason Papers;

Samuel L. Bridge to Caleb Cushing, San Francisco, April 1, 1854, Caleb Cushing Papers, Manuscript Division,

Library of Congress, Washington, D. C.

¥Richard HofstadtefThe Idea of a Partyy&tem: The Rise of Legitimate Opposition in the United States; 1780
1840(Berkeley: University of Calornia Press, 1969), 238 Watson Liberty and Power70-2, 87-8, 1656.
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pouted at the start of 1849. Little seemed to have changed a decailalatethern diarist
compl ained in 1859 that ACongress is busy doi
questdion. o

Balloting over the Wilmot Proviso shuffled congressmen into regional blocs that cut

across party lines, raising the possibilityaofectionallydriven partisan realignment. What

President Polk called fithat delicate and most
everything for which Jacksonds hoplites had f
party stalwarts, for,asne Democr at observed, fithis questio
above party. o Many Democrats chafed at the i
stance on territorial slavery. A Dbeteocr at in

present dangerous aspect of affairs at Washington, | should feel rejoiced to see the old party
feuds raging even to bloodshed. o Sectional ¢
slavery and its growth i mgtiescanledstidistinbtigonlysor ty sy
long as they are national parties. As soon as the country is sectionally divided the Whig &
Democratic par?®ies are dissolved. d

Intraparty divisions over slavery handicapped Democrats in the presidential election of
1848. Michigan Democrats faced a dilemma, as they had to weigh their antislavery convictions
against supporting the presidential aspirations of favorite son Lewis Cass. Senator Cass wished

to avoid antagonizing the southern wing of his party, even as Bampcrats in Michigan and

YGeorge M. Dallas to Sophia Dal |l as, MySieyoktheDallas Pdpérs. 18 4 8,
Part | | ;Entry4oBDec.7, 14830 1Daniel R. Hundley Diary, William L. Clements Library, University of

Michigan, Ann Arbor. On the Wilmot Proviso, see Potldre Impending Crisjsl82 3 . Potterbés accoun
the best overview of national politics in the interbellum period.

james K. Polk to Lewis Cass, Washington City, January 9, 1849, Cass Papers; [A. B. Conduitt] to W. A. Gorman,

Mooresville, IN, February 11, 1850, English Family Papers; Henry Chipman teédgdrelch, Detroit, March 1,
1850, Felch Papers.
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throughout the Free States endorsed the Wilmot Proviso. One antislave®gagsr®emocrat
attending Michigands state party convention s
sl avery at al |l . 0o,as@ia e natior|party plaafarm upbnevhidh heowas s
nominated* Party rupture ensued when some antislavery Democrats defected and fused with
the likeminded obther parties to form the Fr&mil party. Antislavery politicians enjoyed
unprecedented fluence in the interstices of the creaking party system. After theagle©hio
DemocratturnedFreeSoiler Benjamin Tappan reported to Senator William Allen that in the
state | egislature, fAneither of t lybaoldothed parti e
bal ance of Spiolwks .af f &rrveeescence ensured that Al
seat to Fre&oiler Salmon Chase. Similar dislocations happened in other states, elevating
antislavery politicians to newfound prominence outsidénefdominant partie<.

For the next decade, Democrats acknowledged that slavery and its expansion had become
the propulsive force in American politics. A
slavery, and the power of Congress over it, is teatgand exciting political question of the day.
Parties have divided and organized upon it, and indeed, the destinies of our Republic, are

dependent wupon its judicious solution. o Stil

ZQuotation from George R. Griswold to [Alpheus Felch], Michigan, February 13, 1848, Felch Papers. On the

Mi chi gan Democracydés dil emma, see James K. Pfapeks; t o L e wi
George R. Griswold to [Alpheus Felch], Michigan, January 16, 1848; William A. Richmond to Alpheus Felch,

Detroit, January 17, 1848; James B. Hunt to Alpheus Felch, Pontiac, January 24, 1848; R. P. Eldridge to [Alpheus

Felch], Michigan, February 19.848; William Anderson to Alpheus Felch, Ann Arbor, February 19, 1848; George

R. Griswold to [Alpheus Felch], Senate Chamber, Michigan, February 27, 1848; and C. C. Jackson to Alpheus

Felch, Detroit, August 4, 1848, all in the Felch Papers; Martin 5 Heo dAgitatiofi Is as Necessary as

Tranquilityls Dangerkiuinsd@ ey S. Bi nghamCdgrespametise Casis Bfehp 18505 i c an, 0
ed. Paul Finkelman and Donald R. Kennon (Ath@tsip University Press, 2012), 148.

#Benjamin Tappan to Wiam Allen, Columbus, December 25, 1848, Allen Papers. See also, H. C. Whitman to

William Medill, Senate Chamber, Columbus, OH, January 30, 1849, Allen Papers; Jonathan HaElestmian

Antislavery and the Politics of Free Soil, 182854 (Chapel Hil: The University of North Carolina Press, 2004),

1827; and Dani el Fell er, AA Brother in Ar MelJouBataij ami n T
American Histoy 88, no. 1 (June 2001): 484, especially 691.
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the issue and dginissed third party efforts as illegitimate. Adiivia Democrat brushed off Free

Soil departures as nothing more than fAthe deb

Democrat al so assumed et hercdethelquestigofslavdargh at mo st

which so deeply agitates the bosom of the nation at this ménvéhtreceive its quietus in the

el evation of O6Cass & #nateWikam.Ob6ButleroCkestuckyand hi s

nonetheless lost the election, and slavery endured asaeisse. At the same time, many

FreeSoilers returned to the Democracy in time for the presidential elections of 1852 and 1856,

reinforcing Democratso6 preconception® hat thi
Opposition to slavery was nbth e o nil e @@ nreef or m whi ch rocke

in the 1850s. Matching a northern Renaissanc

hellish triptych of demonic abolitionists, temperance crusaders, and bigoted nativists flaying men

of their autonomy, manhood, and whiteness. Nativism and temperance, alongside antislavery,

were not new impulses in American political culture, although the weakening -qfaniy

politics under the strains of slavery allowed these forces to precipitabé thiet major parties.

Politicized temperance movements seeking prohibitory legislation fermented in the Free States,

while the KnowNothing party, an amCatholic and nativist movement, attempted to establish

itself as the De mo terainsyfdVeiggerhbegnhingond@d.nent on t

AW, S. OldhanRighfiSpetchheé Bauth in Opposition to 6Squatt
Oldham, at the Capitol, Delivered on theé"@Jay of August, 1856, and Letter of Hon. William R. Sc(#uystin,

TX: Marshall and Oldham, State Printers, 1856), 3; John Y. Meshawis Cass, Washington, September 25,

1848; Joseph B. Gilman to Lewis Cass, Jonesboro, TN, October 18, 1848, both in the Cass Papers. See also,

Thomas Hart Benton to Lewis Cass, [June 1848], Cass Papelsstterdfrom Daniel Chandler, Esq. on the

Principles of the Know Nothing Parfy.p., [1855]), 7.Mark E. Neelydr, in contrastdenies that Americans

accepted a twparty system as normal in the Civil War efdeely, The Union Divided: Party Conflict in the Civil

War North(Cambridge, MA: Havard University Press, 2002);Z1.

“Democratsodéd and Whigsd emphasis omnalilssdiesetoinpoulitarcal o
as temperance and nativism. Such questions either ranked secondary in importance or were synthesized into

cohermt worl dviews predicated on partiesd attitudes towar
themselves, not the impetus of Jacksonian politics. Ashworthg r ar i ans 0 a,dr22B;AMatisont ocr at s o
Liberty and Power17297. For the ethocultural argument, see Lee Bensdhe Concept of Jacksonian
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Like the issue of slavery, temperance and nativism confused party lines. From Louisiana
came reports of the KnoNhot hi ng fAdar k | antern crowdo who we
deceivingdo and fAnexercifo®irmgragoeldysiweé!l swmapnow
Maryland Democrat was unsure what to make of Kbt hi ngi sm, but anti ci g
it exists side by side with the old party organizations and factions of the past, such as
abolitionism & whiggery, | can wieunderstand that its existence has had a disastrous influence
upon the organization of the Democratic party
slavery, Democrats took other threats seriously, unsure of the final shape their amorphous
oppasition would assume. When the antislavery and exclusively northern Republican party
congealed concurrently with the KneMothings, it seemed to Democrats as if every fanatical
idea had embodied itself in its own singgsue party?>

Democrats foughtther ge t o boi | down -ipdoelaiot ipcoasli tii doennst
the Wilmot Proviso, temperance legislation, or proscription of Catholics and immigidrgs.
single-minded pursuit of one reform forced a narrowing of political worldviews. Virginian R
M. T. Hunter opposed KnoMot hi ngs in his state, asking, Ao
political tests, does it matter, so far as the politician is concerned, what are his opinions upon
other subjects? If he is with you on the subjects of tragegrcy, and the principles of

constitutional construction, when they are in issue, does it matter that he differs from you on the

Democracy: New York as a Test C§861; repr., Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1970); Paul Klepfrer,

Cross of Culture: A Social Analysis of Midwestern Politics, 38300(New York: The Free Press, 1970); Joel H.

Silbey, fiéLet the People Seebd: Ref | ectTheoPagisaon Et hnor el |
Imperative: The Dynamics of American Politics before the Civil {Maw York: Oxford University Press, 1985),

6984;and Robert P. Swi edliteal Behavior in Ehé Miahimeteenth Ceanturg: ¥aing, Values,

Cu |l t u rReligion@andiAmerican Politics: From the Colonial Period to the 198dsMark A. Noll (New York:

Oxford University Press, 1990), 1.44..

L. W. Graves to John Perkins, Trinity, LA, July 30, 1855, John Perkins Papers, Southern Historical Collection,
Louis Round Wilson Special Collections Library, The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill; Robert McLane
to Louis McLane, Paris, Jaaty 31, 1854[?], Louis McLane Correspondence, Manuscript Division, Library of
Congress, Washington, D. C.
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doctrine of transubstantiation?o Some Democr

only | egiti mat.ed A palnmetsi Baly atreds r -eemmperanteskohows t e a d f

Not hingsd seizure of Del aware in 1854. AThe

noware for the most part oftamporarycharacter, and | do not wish to embark in the divisions

towhi ch they give rise, o0 he reassured a corres

independent el ectoral question in Indiana, a

devoted Temperance man, o still, fno |whi® kmey .od
Democrats attributed oridea politics to the splintering of comprehensive, national party

pl atfor ms. An Ohi o De nooeddeaptarit ¢ groetatned riglaen i 1zia

discards all the political philosophy of both theafrparties, which have directed the policy of

the government since its beginning, so that i

wanted the unattainal@ea return to economic debates in a political landscape now conditioned

by cultural and moralisagreementsAlthough wnable to resuscitate the politics of political

economy, Democrats did not despair of entering the 1850s with an encompassing ideology.

Which of the onadeas would emerge ascendant was an academic concern, as Democrats

subsumed hem all i nto a common enemy they designa

Whi ggery as Democracyo6s ideological antithesi

to consolidate power and degrade the liberty and equality efjeedrning whie men.

®AMr. Huntero6s Speech i n Ri c/ABiograpticabSketch of Hemrng. $isPwith&la mb | et
History of the Political Campaign in kginia in 1855. To Which is Added a Review of the Position of Parties in the

Union, and a Statement of the Political Issues: Distinguishing Them on the Eve of the Presidential Campaign of
1856(Richmond, VA: J. W. Randolph, 1856), 81; James A. Bayard tdimr. Merritt, Wilmington, October 24,

1854, copy, Bayard Papers; Leland R. [?] to John G. Davis, Greencastle, IN, April 23, 1854, John Givan Davis

Papers (microfilm edition), Wisconsin Historical Society, Madison.

37



Addressing new political issues with a coherent, national platform simply required Democrats to

apply their Jacksonian principles to temperance, nativism, and, most importantly, favery.

The Northern Men and Their National Principle

Prior to theMexican War, all federal territory was open or closed to slavery by the
Northwest Ordinance of 1787 and the 1820 Missouri Compromise. The acquisition of California
and the Southwest in 1848, however, raised anew the problem of slavery in the territories.
Following the lead of John C. Calhoun, some southerners denied that any power could keep
slavery out of the territories, while many northerners, such as David Wilmot, demanded
proscription by Congressional fiat. Moderates scrambled for compromisegretta@ious space
bet ween the blades of what historian David M.
State James Buchanan signaled his presidential ambitions in an 1847 public letter proposing the
extension of the Missouri Compromise Limedugh the Mexican Cession. Delaware Whig John
M. Clayton, meanwhile, hoped to defer to the federal courts for eventual adjudication. Tense
debates over the disposition of the Cession lasted several years, from the outbreak of war until
resolution in th&Compromise of 1856

The prolonged agitation over sl averyodos wes

bemoaned the fanaticism aroused in each sectiorat@aNilliam R. King opposed t at e s 6

#Thomas M. DrakeAn Address, on the Doine and Discipline of the Democratic Party; and the Heresy of the
Maine Liquor Law and Free Soilism, or Other Side Issues Being Incorporated into Its Oedzgred in
Zanesville, Ohio, prior to the Late Electi¢hanesville, OH: E. C. Church, Printdi853), quotation on 3,-26.

%jamesBuchanan to Charles Kesskral., Washington, August 25, 1847 Tine Works of James Buchanan:

Comprising His Speeches, State Papers, and Private Corresponéendehn Bassett Moore (Philadelphia: J. B.
LippincottCompany, 1904.1), 7:3857 . For an example of the extreme south
Sumter County, AL, Favoring the Resolutions of the Nasl
Stuart Family Papers. For the various proposianding slavery in the Mexican Cession, the election of 1848, and

the Compromise of 1850, see Potine Impending Crisj$1-120, quotation on 51, 62.
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rights Democrats in Alabama, led by William Lowndes &&yy who demanded that the South

gain the Cal hounite position or secede. King
those Aunprincipled political aspirants [ who]
possi bl e, Ki n gthibaarming queston asfiotptecs thetrights of the South and
save the Union. 0 Del awareb6s James Bayard al s
di sarm Athe fanatical madness of men of extre
preferred casting the Missouri Line across the continent, he bowed to the Compromise of 1850 as

a sane alternative to the Wilmot ProviSo.

Northern moderates also rejected their sec
Schoharie County told Senatért e phen A. Douglas that he finow g
position as one of the leadiegnservatival e mocr at s of this county. 0
ot her AN.Y. Conservative De mWilmot-roviso delegatast ai | e d
toheo 1848 national convention. Anti sl avery a
States. AModer ate men of all partiesod saw th
Congressman Willis A. Gorman. A fellow Indianan agfeechile he did not wanslavery to
spread, he also did not wish to compound sect
to submit to the adoption of the Wil mot Provi
confrontational way, he gywigvmaaging abduta particularan not

manner of obtaining our wishes. o0 Each sectio

william R. King to Neil Blue, Washington City, April 11, 1850, Matthew P. Blue Family Papers, Alabama
Department of Archives and History, Montgomery; James A Bayard to Henry Clay, Wilmington, July 1, 1850, draft
letter, Bayard Papers. See also, William R. King to Philip Phillips, Senate Chamber, March 11, 1851, Philip Phillips
Family PapersManuscript Dvision, Library of Congress, Washington, D. C
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sectional victory, Democrats throughout the nation agreed, was not worth further inflaming the

Anullifiers ahdvaboblkieni ShiameEsewha their effor
One group of conciliatory northern Democrats saw a solution in prohibiting the federal

government from taking a s$harcecaltti ogpeét mer Apo

soverei gnt y ,wouldtptewitrh ep rf cepdoesr all government from

limitation or growth and instead allalve people to decide if they wanted slavery in their

territory or in the state it would become. Northern Democrats wishing to placate both the South

and the Nah as they eyed the 1848 presidential election propounded the policy. In a speech in

Pittsburgh in 1847, Vice President Dallas pra

and the war and pr casingwtg 0t ¢ h dasnistithe Wilenot&®mgvisb.h er A

Rat her than the congressional restriction of

when al l is said upon the subject that may be

entirely® leaving to the people of the t#ory to be acquired, the business of settling the matter

for themselves. 0 Dall as established a theme

when he announced that settlers fAhavethe rig
Daniel Dickinson of New York, an inveterate foe of antislavery politicians, offered

resolutions in the Senate on December 14, 1847 which asserted that the territorial people, not

Congress, possessed power over s lfartegitories Al n

%N. T. Rosseter to Stephen A. Douglas, North Blenheim, Schoharie Co., NY, January 2, 1848, Stephen A. Douglas
Papers, Special Collections Research Center, University of Chicago Lilliraojs; W. A. Gormaro A. B.

Conduitt, Washington City, January 17, 1850, copy; [A. B. Conduitt] to W. A. Gorman, Mooresville, IN, February

11, 1850, botlin the English Family Papers; J. F. Brown to Austin H. Brown, Washington, August 2, 1850, Austin

H. Brown Papers, Manuspts and Rare Books Division, Indiana State Library, Indianap@is.popular
sovereigntydéds emergence out of moderatesd seherch for i
Failure of Popular Sovereignty: Slavery, Manifest Destiny, andRéudicalization of Southern Politi¢kawrence:

University Press of Kansas, 2012), 182

$Great Speech of the Hon. George Mifflin Dajlag5. See also, Democratic Committee of Publicatidfe, of
George Mifflin Dallas17-20.
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belonging to the United States, the principle of-gelfernment upon which our federative

system rests, 0 Dickinson posited, fAwil!]l be be
by leaving all questions concerning the domestizpadherein to the legislatures chosen by the
people thereof. o Mi chi gan senator Lewis Cass

claim to the doctrine in a public letter to Tennessee Democrat A. O. P. Nicholson the same

month. He clarified hismpr oach to territori al sl avery: il
jurisdiction by Congress over this matter; and | am in favor of leaving to the people of any
territory, which may be hereafter acquired, the right to regulate it for themselves, under the
general principles of the Constitution. o Wi t
Democracyé’s doctrine.

Despite Cassod6s defeat in the presidential

Democratic policy for over a decade. The idea wadmgredient in the Compromise of 1850,
by which Congress admitted California as a free state and remained silent on slavery in the

territories of Utah and New Mexidoeffectively delegating authority to settlers. The 1852

% Speech o niontohTerritgky andithesForination of Governments for the Territ@id@he Doctrine of

6Popul ar Sovereigntyd6 Proposed and Defended. Delivered
Speeches; Correspondence, Etc., of the Late Danielc&inBon, of New York. Including: Addresses on Important

Public Topics; Speeches in the State and United States Senate, and in Support of the Government during the

Rebellion; Correspondence, Private and Political (Collected and Arranged by Mrs. Dickifsmms (Collected

and Arranged by Mrs. Mygatt), Eted. John R. Dickinson (New York: G. P. Putham and Son, 1867), 1:228; Lewis

Cass to A. O. P. Nicholson, Washington, December 24, 184 &ttier from Hon. Lewis Cass, of Michigan, on the

War and the Wilmt Proviso(Washington, D. C.: Office of Blair and Rives, 1847),3espite its association with

Cass, popular sovereigrapplied to territorial slaverywas not expressly included in the 1848 Democratic platform

See fiDemocr at i c l10R2;ThetTérrdariahSlavery QUektibr® Ndntervention Principle. Position of

the National Democracn.p., [18547]), 711; Potter The Impending Crisjs’2; and Joel H. Silbeyarty over

Section: The Rough and Ready Presidential Election of (I84rence:University Press of Kansas, 2009), 120.
Ontheorign®@f popul ar sovereignty and its subsequent devel o]
Origins of P o pThd PennsylSamia MagazinegohHistory and Biograp8yno. 3 (July 1974 339

52; BelohlavekGeorge Mifflin Dallas 126:8; Childers,The Failure of Popular Sovereignty Al | en Johnson,
Genesis of P o plawadournabal Wistory end @alitic3; nool (Jan. 1905)-89; Willard Carl

Kl under , AL é&demDauglas,asdPopuldvesignty: The Demise &femocratic Partynity, i

Politics and Culture of the Civil War Era: Essays in Honor of Robert W. Johanade®aniel McDonough and

Kenneth W. Noe (Selinsgrove, PA: Susquehanna University Press, 2096 3 ; and Wil |l ard Car |l K
Seeds of Popular Sovereignty: GoMichigan blistoritaleReviegt7, @alss and |
(Spring 1991): 6481.
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Democratic and Whig platftormsacgus ced i n t he Compromi se as a f
Democracy declaring that it would Aresi st al/l
agitation of the slavery question. o Democr at
parties had tacitly endorsed popular sovereignty as the new paradigm for territorial sefffement.

When Senator Stephen A. Douglas of lllinois subsequently turned his attention to the territories

of Kansas and Nebraska, he cited the Compromise as pernfsiesorting to popular

sovereignty. Kansas and Nebraska were part of the Louisiana Purchase and had been reserved

for freedom thirtyfour years earlier by the Missouri Compromise. In order to curry southern

support, the 1854 Kansiebraska Act exprety repealed the Missouri Compromise. Alabama
congressman Philip Phillips, one of the archi
it is desirable to carry out the declaration of the Bill, they must be thrown open to all alike, and

this can only be effected by @epeal of the inhibition in the Act of 182® Dougl as and a

sout hern Democrats secured President Frankl in

measure int¥% a fAparty test. o

¥iDemocratic PloafaWar gn BF atlB6& 2 mNatohal Ras Platforms 15, @1 Robeit n

McCl el l and to Al pheus Felch, Washington, January 27, 1.
Mi ssouri Act, 0 | €onstitution WashingtbneAugust 24t 1860, clipping in bhaind volume, Box

13, Phillips Family PapersMichael F. Holt argues that conservative northern Democrats based the Compromise of

1850 on popular sovegnty in order to undercut Fregoilers and define a more moderate position for their party.

Hol t, APol ianidc PubPatcr Pondgey: T hrnkelbhanmpdrKenmin,sd®. of 1850, 0

¥Extract from Noft@ers Wifs RahlBNO®]itybescpis2, RhidlipstFamily Paperghe

Territorial Slavery Questionll. See alsd,etter of Senatobouglas, in Reply to the Editor of the State Capitol

Reporter, Concord, N. HWashington, D. C.: Sentinel Office, 1854),6n Dougl as and ot her Demo
HenryCl ay6s | egacy t o ar gue ndidnedipoptlan sove@ignpe BavamBiscloff o f 1850 ¢
Paulus, AAmericads Long Eulogy for ComBrTendousma&ofthélenr y C|
Civil War Era4, no. 11 (March 2014): 289. On the KansaNebraska Act and the various motivations behind it,

see ChildersTheFailure of Popular Sovereignt20433; William W. FreehlingSecessionists at Bay, 171854

vol. 1 of The Road to DisuniofNew York: Oxford University Press, 1990), 586; Michael F. HoltThe Fate of

Their Country: Politicians, Slavery Extension,datne Coming of the Civil WgNew York: Hill and Wang, 2004),

92-111; Johannsergtephen A. Dougla8954 3 4 ; Henry Barrett Learned, AThe Rel

Repeal of t he Mi s s oThe Missi€sippnpalley histawical Revi8, rio 84FMarcld1922): 363

17; Roy F. Ni cMeol rsa s kial hfec tK:a ns aGe nThaiMisgissipri Valley Histodcali ogr ap hy
Review43, no. 2 (Sept. 1956): 18712; and PotteThe Impending Crisjsl4576.
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Because popular sovereignty allowedslavy 6 s expansion, anti sl av
Cass, Douglas, and other ®ar tshernabDenmacrat sina
with southern principles. o Yet these men vie
party. They were northerneln wh o advanced @ popularasstvereigntiithad pr i nc
allowed both proslavery and antislavery Americans to flow westward and compete as equals in
the democratic process. For all the turmoil produced by popular sovereignty, Democrats used
their alvocacy of it to define themselves as conservative nationalists. Even as late as 1856, a
North Carolina Democrat who supported the Karisalraska Act still expected, despite
evidence to the contrary, that firegosetosheccess o0
country.o With its -mbHiogttonfibhefpaoght, dep
was, Democrats arguedcanservativesolution. In its supposed sectional neutrality, moreover,

it was anationalpolicy.®

Popular sovereigntlyelped mderates navigate sectionalisiy enabling both proslavery
and antislavery Americans to claim victory sh
extreme position. AThe bill before us grants
Phillips explained, and fAino one has the right
Democrats told antislavery northerners that popular sovereignty would lead to free territories.
Cass, for instance, argued that the Mexican Cession was climafically f i t f or t he pr c
the great staples, which can alone render sl a

naur eds mandat elabarrrabnomy, Beanbceats suggested, &as less onerous than

relying on the Wilmot Proviso. Even Bips conceded after the Civil War that, in supporting

%Address of Hon. Thomas L. Climgn, on the Political Condition and Prospects of the Country, to the Freemen of
the Eighth Congressional District of North Carolifiap., [1856]), 8.
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the repeal of the Missouri Compromise, fl was
established in the higher latitudes of these territories. | was actuated by what | then regarded as a
theoretcal right. © Sout herners, for their part, coul d
more substantively, with the actual exportation of enslaved labor, especially to Kansas,
contiguous as it was to the slave state of Missouri. While many nuoetisesited the
Ai mpracticability of the prosperous subsisten
same territory, o the Democracy toyed with hav
labor to share the national domé&in.

Popular sovergnty was also intended as a legislative sleight of hand that restored
harmony by changing the venue in which slavery was contested. The doctrine answered one

Democratsdéd wish fito see congress throw aside

%3peech of Hon. P. Phillips, of Alabama, on the Territorial Bill. Delivered in the House of RepressniAixil

24, 1854(n.p.: Towers, Printers, [1854]), 14; Lewis Cass to A. O. P. Nicholson, Washington, December 24; 1847, 6

7 ; AExtract from Notes of RBview&fthé AdminigirationloeGeneralfPence. Hi s Chi |
Anti-Nebraska, AntAdministration and ArtRum Platform: Speech of Hon. James E. Cooley, at a Meeting of the
Democracy, Assembled on Saturday, N8y.1854, at the Village of Patchogue, in Suffolk CO, [(New York:

John F. Trow, Printer, 1854);8 . See adfsot,hadéi ERd marcks of Hon. W. A. Ri ch
12, 1856, inPopular Sovereignty in the Territories. The Democratic Re¢Badtimore: Murphy and Co., [186)0

11; Letter of Senator Douglag; Speech of General Aaron Ward, at the GreatDeratic Mass Meeting, at White

Plains, N. Y., on September 16, 1§b@w York: J. W. Bell, Daily News Job Office, [1856]), 8; and Charles W.

Ramsdel |l , AThe Natur al TheiMmsissigi Valley H&torecal Revighd, mox2fSept.s i on, 0
1929): 15171. In arguing for the climatic unsuitability of the territories to slavery, nizeyocrats did not heed

theFreeSoi | contention that e vdeunfitted & territgryofdr feekabor sodietyo f sl aver y o
accordingto acriticofthBe mocr acy, HAthe extension of slavery to a ne
the children of the Free&tt es and of EW®Woioper® s$onpd yFrasesumed the i nev
expansion if not proscribed, thereby agreeing witmJobhA . Di x that fAour own experience
be carried wherever they are permitted to go; that no
Democrats also failed to anticipate that some southerners would view theitdrsipread of slavery, especially to

Kansas, astheoeticadrighthbana astfiat e of affairs which transfor me

proslavery and antislavery forces and almost into a slave state. RussellRktgsnd Argumentgainst the

Election of General Cass, Respectfully Addressed to the Whigs and Democrats of All the Free States. By an Anti
Abolitionist(New York: R. Craighead, 1848), 68peech of Hon. John A. Dix, of New York, on the Bill to Establish
Governments in tTerritories. Delivered in the Senate of the United States, July 26,({\8&hington, D. C.:

Congressional Globe Office, 1848),4;41, quotation on 11. See al so, fAMoral
of Hon. J. R. Giddings, of Ohio, inthe Housd Repr esent at i ComgessionslSphesBBCong.1 854, O
1% sess., 18584, 23, appendix:989; Childerghe Failure of Popular Sovereignty745, 2345; PaulFinkelman,

AThe Appeas e mEinkeélman dnd KeBrior) 5Rd-reehling,Secesionists at Bay550-1; William W.
Freehling,Secessionists Triumphant, 185861, vol. 2 of The Road to DisuniofOxford: Oxford University Press,

2007), 1238; and PotterThe Impending Crisjsl734.
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A. O. P. Ni chol son, fAshould be kept out of t he
Confederacy. o Shunting the debate into the t
intrusion may not hereafter arrest the policy, defeat the measurdisturb the councils of the
nation. 0 -Néelthrea Klaan sAcst denied extremists a nat.i
in vain for fanatics, either North or South, to endeavor to create any permanent excitement in the
minds of the Americanpgol e, 6 for i f Congress was barred f|
Benjamin explained, Ayou may I|light the fl ame,
quietus would engender a wider societal armistice, undercutting the fanatlto c | ai ms t ha
phrenzied north has a right to sit in judgment upon the affairs of the south, or he who would
rouse a maddened south to e¥fter upon a crusad
Popul ar sovereigntyods conservative repercu
hinterlands byroviding for the orderly indulgence of expansionist zeal. Jacksonians craved

national aggrandizement, which Congress held hostage to sectional intransigence. The Wilmot

Proviso |Iimited Americads potentifaomwhichs sout h
sl avery was excluded. ARnThe people of the Uni
the extension of their territorial i mits. T
Polk was willing to accept popular sovereigrayr  a&ompronfise 0 i n or der to org
California, which was ot her @&iawwithbuuGoveinmemtg t owa
of |l aw. 0 Phil | i p\Nse blraatsekra hAacitl eads tnheec eksasnasrays t o
accommodation and protectionbfat swel Il ing and resistless tid

37A. B. Conduitt] to W. A. Gorman, Mooresville, INgbruary 11, 1850, English Family Papers; Lewis Cass to A.

0. P. Ni chol son, Washington, December 24, 184-30, 2; Di c|
iExtract of the Speech of the Hon. tdontie285Maen|j ami5m, oo fi nl
Popular Sovereignty in the Territories. The Democratic Rec®rd Speech Delivered at Webster, Mass.,

Providence, R. I., Nashua, N. H., and Other Places, during the Presidential Campaign of 1856, in Support of James
Buchana, by George B. Loring, of SalgffiBoston]: Office of the Boston Post, 1856)64 For criticism of this

argument, se8peech of Hon. John A. Dik3.
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American ideals ever westward. The Al abamian
organi zing a government for a vast extent of
leadirg him to prescribe popular sovereignty as the accomplice of Manifest D&stiny.

While Democrats argued that popular sovereignty would stifle political strife, its
immediate effects buffeted the political system and struck many as anything but conservative
Not all northern Democrats were enthusiastic about a policy which countenanced the spread of
slavery, prompting the 1848 Fré&mil revolt. In 1849 Pennsylvanian Simon Cameron, who only
a few years later would flee from the Democracy himself, aleriéd@av En gl and col | ea
the North, while all sensible Democrats are willing to let the South alone, there is none who
could sustain themselves by even admitting the propriety of an extension of slavery to the
territories. o A T hdeonlyrestanted thekegress af antiskgery Democfats.1 8 5
A Maine Democrat who remained loyal understood those who defected over #&isaska:
Alt was not difficult to foresee that the act
uponthepubi mi nd i n violation of every pledge [ é]
1820, that a great many ol d friends wrgul d be
coalition, unlike the Fre8oilers, proved enduring with the founding of the Remalliparty*®

The Kansaf\Nebraska Act erased the Missouri Compromise Line and unsettled the status
of slavery in territories that had been slated for freedom decades earlier. One Democrat
complained that fAthe new foogiliesodoceérimenead

of precedent whereby Congress governed the te

% ewis Cass to A. O. P. Nicholson, Washington, December 24, 1847, 5; James K. Polk to Lewis Casgt&ashin
City, December 15, 1848, Cass Pap8&peech of Hon. P. Phillipg.

39Simon Cameron to Edmund Burke, Middletown, June 15, 1849, Burke Papers; Josiah H. Drummond to Hannibal
Hamlin, Waterville, ME, April 9, 1856; Ichabod Cole to Hannibal Hamlin, Ellahe 67, 1856, both in the Hamlin
Family Papers (microfilm edition), Special Collections Department, Raymond H. Fogler Library, The University of
Maine at Oroo.
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indicate that nothing can ever hereafter be considegtiedunder our Governmerd;a very

alarming thought certainly to conservativé nds . 0 -BtateeDemoarat sduld despair
over the ensuing ruckus. Al feel however ver
James Bayard groaned to his son, continuing,

have almost Idshope that it will even last my day. Indeed the madness of the North, & the

general tone of sentiment shakes my confidence idubabilityof democr ati c i nst.i
AThat this measure increased the ®sheayvery agi:t
probable, o Phillips |l amely reflected after th

Americans, was far from conservative and its authors anything butrhiigled, national

statesmefi°

Reopening the agitation over territorial slavery turnexhiiike Lewis Cass and Stephen
Douglas into pariahs for those northerners re
By denying that Congress should or could meddle with slavery in the territories, these men only
facilitated its enlargement. Theyer e Doughf aces, fAn@nrtimernmlmreasn ow
who sabotaged frdabor society. Doughfaces nevertheless understood themselves to be
courageous and disinterested nationalists who elevated the Union above selfish sectionalism.

They suspendedepsonal judgment and treated Free States and Slave States, free labor and
enslaved labor, as equal with the policy of popular sovereignty. What their antislavery critics
disparaged as sectional treason, Doughfaces defined as national statesmanship.

A vibrant discourse surrounding Doughfacism existed by the 1850s. The splenetic John

Randolph of Roanoke coined the epithet when lambasting northern congressmen who supported

“OF. J. Betts to Alpheus Felch, New Haven, July 30, 1856, Felch Papers; James A. Bayardas FhBayard,
Washington, July 9, 1854, Bayard Papers; fAExtract from
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the 1820 Missouri Compromise, which added a new slave state to the Union. Randolph
envenomed thesd wouldé give way They were scared at their own dough fécgss,

they were scared at their own dough faces! o
as they aided the South, addi ngngthédsugportoc an nev
men whose principles of morality and religion are bounded by thirty six degrees and thirty

mi nutes north | atitude! o The subsequent deba
enduring motifs for Doughfaces as weak and urynaren, unrepublican politicians lacking

virtue, and traitors who aided southern socatihe expense of northern fieeor families®*

Doughfaces heayed the Free Statesandffee bor s oci et wervil® Thegl wer
of others, menwhocoule fAmoul ded into any shapeodo by sout
newspaper i n 5l8@voterfslad | @ dr ¢ fhrerme mice ei t her t o t |
favor of slavery or to their status as slaves themselves. For abolitionist Theodore Dwigjht We
in 1839, the depr-aacegoofvaBnewvt dennedobghthei
brutality, even when confronted with its harrowing physicality. Morally impotent Doughfaces
comprised fithe great nor t herWhitnsabfagptheenmbotr t he

t hemsel ves i n ver s efacesii/Weey knega@ us with kthe festp/dThey, e d o u g h

“IRandolph quoted iSpringfield (MA)Hampden Federalist and Public Journdlpril 12, 1820. Contemporaries

debated whether thetermwagp e | | eadr Afddbewgh d wingn iwthieea chetrhaé tAti mi di tyo o
(Hudson (NY) Northern Whig/ay 2, 1820; quotation from/indsor, Vermont Journallune 12, 1820) or the
pliability and #fp alBostod DdiyAdverosédune 22 BBROpAdothpr @xplanatiprofor the

term ascribed it to a game in which children smeared their faces with dough and wrapped their bodies in sheets to

frighten playmates. Just as these children could become startled at their own spectral physstaniag back at

them from the mirror, northern representatives were fial
(Boston Daily AdvertiserJune 22, 1820; quotation frodew Haven, Connecticut Journdune 20, 1820). For

more on the meangs assigned to the term, sdlew Haven, Connecticut Journdlune 20, 182@oston Daily

Advertiser June 22, 1 8 2 0 ; -Baked ¢Mbnuoughface Magaulimity anid tHeAntebellum Politics

of Househol do ( mast er & & Cdrofina at iClrapel Hillh2610)2D; LeanardsLi Richards,f  Nor t
The Slave Power: The Free North and Southern Domination,-1880(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University

Press, 2000),86; and Hans Sperber and James dlan TR clmeritahc s ,AdNVo r d ¢
Speeci?5, no. 2 (May 1950): 9500. For the subsequent history of Doughfaces, see Ricfidel§lave Power

83215;andNi chol as Wood, A0A Sacrifice on the Altar of Sl av
Disenfranchisement in Pesylvania, 18371 8 3 8ouraal of the Early Republi@l, no. 1 (Spring 2011): 7506.
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dashing southern lords, / We labor as they list; / For them we&pwahold our tongues, / For
them we tufn and twist.o

Castigations ofhe Doughface reached a crescendo in the 1850s. Doughfzessned

an avenue for the unprincipled splfr o mot er . T he 1 npelitical gickstersy , doug
and huckstering spoilsmen of the Northed sough
Democracyods presidential aspirants seemed suc
according to a fellow Democrat, Athe most Sou
was fithe willing and suppl e i mosluctouaitberKana f t he
Nebraska Act, a Democrat regretted the fiprodi
Southern nullifyers. o Franklin Pierce, me anw

of fice by the S| av érndtbimsanmuchantasigmalize hisfsénality tp e d

the class to whi©h he owed his honors. o
Doughfaces abetted the spread of slavery, if for no other reason than they were

themselves slaves outside of the South. Flummoxed by the argument that ther@iesepfo

1850 fisupersededo t he-SoMDemecmiohn Vad Burep asked)i s e , Fr

ficould anything but a desire to buy the South at the Presidential shambles dictate such an

outrage?o0 Prince Johnodés pat ereMartBuremckiched hi m e

that unprincipled northerners were trying to bribe the South, many analogized such northern men

“ermont Intelligencer b MayH 18B0Chrlisle (RA)RepabtichrOct. 6,A8; er t i ser
Providence (RI) Gazettédug. 14, 1820; [Theodore Dwight Weldymerican Slavery as It Is: Testimony of a

Thousand Witnessésew York: The American Amt6|l avery Society, 1839)facel114; Wal't
S o n g CampleteProse Works: Specimen Days and Collect, November Boughs and Good Bye Ni/@8dncy

repr.,Boston: Small, Maynard and Company, 1901), 334.

“3Cooley,Review of the Administration of General Piert&; James B. Hunt to Alpheus Felch, Pontiac, January 24,
1848, Felch Paper$he Rise and Fall of the Democratic Party. Speech of Hon. Kinsley Sia@mgf Michigan.
Delivered in the United States Senate, May 24, 18&0: Republican Congressional Committee, [1860]), 3; [?] to
William Allen, Washington, February 10, 1854, Allen Papers; [Darius Lyniaadyen for Doughfaces; or
Threescore and Ten Pabsles Touching Slavery. By a Former Resident of the Githinnati: Bangs and

Company, 1856), 17.
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to chattel purchased by slaveholders, making the northern political class-pestefor the
fulfillment of southern political ambitionsA DemocratturnedRepublican denounced the
firaders in politccat t he Sout ho who foll owed Cal houndés |

nomi nati ons o amo n gJoghualkcGiddings, grotestmg therfKerNabrasks .

Act , r es ol metdatthidskwte tratle, how casriedton in the bodies of members of
Congress, should be prohibited. o A frustrate
northerners unwilling to defy the South, fthe
will b e*! o

In the 1850s Doughfacism became synonymous with northern Democrats and popular
sovereigntd t he Anorthern mend and their Asouthern i
states, popular sovereignty made its advocates appear prosouthern. In rédetfemdéexican
Cession, a group of constituents pleaded with Michigan congressmen Alpheus Felch and Robert
McCl el l and, Athis territory we understand to
of the power of Congress over territories put forttcegtainNorthern Gentlemend t h ey
believed Congress had t he pNohenGdnttemanao ht Bi 8 i
il k strengthened sl avery by denying Congress?o
treasonabl@ " Nor t her n p and trainedai fieesides whdyeoskavery was ever
regarded as a criminal violation of natur al r

known better than to demand thé& Northds acqui

“4John Van Buren to [Jeremiah] Clemens, [18547?], Box 3, Folder 34, Cass PapAdqress Delivered by Hon.

William D. Kelley, at Spring Garden Hall, Phdalphia, on Septembel"91856(Philadelphia: Philadelphia

Morning Times, [1856]), 7; Gsman,ngs9 8 %Mo albaniRiPaIp oda inlbii o
Valentine, Washington, June 6, 1856, Hamlin Family Papers.

“SW. M. Prentiss, J. P. Chriah et al. to Robert McClelland and Alpheus Felch, Monroe, MI, July 17, 1848, Felch
Papers; Jarvid;acts and Arguments against the Election of General Gass
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Pilloried with these criticism$)oughfaces took heart from southerners, who were much
more affirming of their northern men in the 1850s than was Randolph of Roanoke in 1820. Polk
comforted his woulhaveb een successor, telling Cass that
made secretlpdges or wrote inconsistent letters to different sections to defraud the people and
secure votes. 0 Southerners reminded Doughf ac
unbiased nationalism and rejection of northern fanaticism. Their unpibpinethe North was a
measure of their disinterestedness. Henry Wi
ofnrons | avehol ding passions and prejudiceso and
anathemas and excommunighatt i foomrs foSteat & hreii gh thse ac
and fipogwlvar ndneinft . o

El ector al defeat only underscored Doughf ac
was for adheringto thisneannt er venti on principle that northe
extolled one pamphlet. The South praised as martyrs the bevy of northern congressmen struck

down after voting for the Kansa$ebraska Act. In the fall of 1854 the Democracy lost ssxty

out of ninetyone northern seats in the House, and men like irbis fAgal | ant Shi el d
turned out of office. Given such sacrifice,
true men of the North.Oo AwWill you turn from
asked other Carolinians, noting thatthe manned t he front | ines agai:-t

raged with wild fury at the North. oo Provided

“*8James K. Polk to Lewis Cass, Washington City, November 14, 1848, Cass Pafiersf Goverar Wise, of
Virginia, on the Senatorial Election and the Kansas Policy of the Administrétiashington, D. C., 1857), 6.
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be convinced of their virtuous cour se. These
Huntsville, Spartans at Thermopylae, the Light Brigade at Baladlava.

The Slave States looked to Doughfaces, especially the {fattelers of popular

sovereignty, for I|likely presidential candi dat
Mann, ci ti rpgtfoDanglessiondlhentemrention in the territories and his desire
to annex Cuba, assesrsliablemtahe Bednayhfwahi anabasp

whole Press of the South in fact oud®6 to hoi
fand thus make such a demonstrétTheAla@anms to for
Democracy called for Pierceds reelection and
Dickinson was floated as a candidate pleasing to southern extreni8807° Democrats

evidenced their nationality by brainstorming
and the other from t heloh8Y Masbn, Georgemallisffedsorn g L e wi
Davis, DallasDavid Atchison, Stephen A. DoughR. M. T. Hunter, and Edwin M. Stanton

Joseph Hol t. Southern support, however, coul
South, it is presumed you are aware, will sup

told the lllinoisan, freth g, fAbut t he Nor bdysdir e adhat wWheAsbanms

*"The Territorial Slavery Questigri1;Letter from Daniel Chandler, Ese; The Cincinnati Convention. Letter

from James L. Orr, dbouth Carolina, to Hon. C. W. Dudley, on the Propriety of Having the State of South Carolina
Represented in the Democratic National Convention, to Be Held in CincinMdts s hi ngt on, D. C. : H.
Steam Book and Job Printing Office, [1855]) Shieech of Richard W. Walker, Esq., on the Presidential Election,

Delivered at Huntsville, ALA. On Thursday, thd"28 August, 185@Florence, AL: Gazette Office, 1856), 14;

Potter,The Impending Crisjsl75.

“8A. Dudley Mann to John Perkins, Washington, Mdy 1855; A. Dudley Mann to John PerkjiNew York, June

24, 1855; quotationfrom A. Dudl ey Mann], AThe Candidate of the Sout
Folder 5;quotation fromA. Dudley Mann to [Jbn Perkins], [January 11, 1856], adlthe Perkins PapersSee also,

Childers,The Failure of Popular Sovereignty245.

“90fficial Proceedings of the Democratic and AKtiow-Nothing State Convention of Alabama, Held in the City of
Montgomery, January"8and 9", 1856(Montgomery: Advertisr and Gazette Book and Job Office, 1856)&nry
W. Hilliard to Nathaniel Niles, Montgomery, AL, January 31, April 4, 1860, Nathaniel Niles Papers, David M.
Rubinstein Rare Book and Manuscript Library, Duke University, Durham, NC.
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endorsements some interpreted as liability, Democrats nonetheless considered a signifier of
national staturé’

Doughfaces played more than a mediating role between North and South; they also
performed a moderating function within each section. As Virginian John Y. Mason told Cass,
Athe fidelity of northern democrats to the <co
support of a northern Democrat for the Presidency will defeat aldmational manouvres, of
fanatics and knaves. 0 An antislavery Democr a
complained that Doughfaces routinely sounded the alarm of southern secession to cow the North.
Alf the friends of fr enerdextensiecnofrstaviery, oreshodldofailton s i st
execute the fugitive slave |l aw, 0 he compl aine
and official sycopHuabups d theaunioriise d nodiantglee . ol &
to Whitman,calcdt i ng nort hern men sa-hggceB8Thénleabb bt
exciting clatter, / And pacify slaviereeding wrath / By yielding all the matter; / For otherwise,
as sure as guns, [/ The Union it secaierhongergpat t er

decade of Doughface political domli nance regis

*Quotations fronSpeeh of General Aaron Wardb; Wilford D. Wyatt to Stephen A. Douglas, Pine Bluff, AR,

February 26, 1852, Douglas Papers. For @aason, see Richard Mentor Johnson to Lewis Cass, White Sulphur,

KY, April 6, 1848, Cass Papers; for DallBawvis, see A. Dudleiann to John Perkins, Richmond, June 1, 1855;

and A. Dudley Mann to [John Perkins], London, Friday Night, [1854 or 1855], both in the Perkins Papers; for
DallasAtchison, see [A. Dudley Manio John Perkirls, & @onflilentia) 6 [ 1856 ?] , PBrkins 1, Fol d
Papersfor DouglasHunter, see James A. Seddon to R. M. T. Hunter, Richmond, [VA], February 7, 1852, in
fiCorrespondence of Robert M. T. Hunter, 1828 76 , 0 ed. Char | e sAnhlbal Repgrtofithebl er , v o
American Historical Associatiorof the Year 191§Washington, 1918), 138; andNorvin Green to William H.

English, Frankfort, December 14, 1851, enclosed in William H. English to Stephen A. Douglas, Indianapolis,

December 24, 1851, Douglas Papers; and for Stattdn see William M. Cary to [Joseph Holt], Cincinnati, May

1, 1856, Joseph Holt Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington, D. C. A bisectional

presidential ticket was standard practice for antebellum political parties; yet, by the late 1850s, only Democrats

could pull it off convincingly. That the Liberty party nominated a Virginian for vice president in 1856 did not a

national party make. David W. Bligtt,r eder i ck Dougl ass6 Ci vi(BatonfRouge: Keepi ng
Louisiana State University Pi©s1989), 50.

*John Y. Mason to Lewis Cass, Washington, September 25, 1848, Cass Papers; Daniel Hoit to [J. A. Bean], Centre

Sandwich, January 31, 1851, Hoit Family Papers, William L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor;
Whit man,facAD8agh, 0 335 .Facts;iedArganierstsoagainst the Blectisn of General Gass
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While Doughfaces summoned the specter of secession to overawe the Free States,
southern moderates invoked Doughfaces to tamp down disunionist tenderimese.
Nationallymi nded Democrats in the South checked st a
Doughfaces as proof that the Union and the Democracy were still safe for slavery. Douglas
reported from the South that 4&.ss o0l m oAl anlmaa mao,
Dougl as discovered, Athe Democrats are well p
course of Yancey. O With allies Itialkne Cass, so

sectionalism. Running for governor of Georgia in 18%&xrschel V. Johnson sought a course

Asufficiently sectional to protect the rights
such an organization as is best calcul ated to
advanced hisgoalbyshwi ng t he South that a fisectional p a

of the Northern Democracy are to be found the only reliable friends of the South; and they are
many, 0 and, Johns ocoperaionghe Saugmayfmaintain her rightsa ther ¢ o
Union. o Even a statesod6 rights Louisianan cou
entirely escaped the taint oihtheDemoderatci oni sm, 0
organization at the north are embraced the truest and most relfaehds of the Southid

Northern Democrats presented their dalliance with southerners as evidence of principled
national i sm. A New Yorker refuted Athe charg
Democracy is a proslavery party, and seeksthegexteon of sl avery into Fre
Democrats practiced sectional neutrality, which antislavery northerners misrepresented as

prosl avery partiality. The Republican party

*2Stephen A. Douglas to Lewis Cass, Monticello, MS, June 13, 1848, Cass PaperslNérdohnson to Levi B.

Smithet al.,(Committeg, Milledgeville, GA, June 8 1855,copy, Herschel VJohnson Paper®avid M. Rubinstein

Rare Book and Manuscript Library, Duke University, Durham; B@eech of Hon. John Perkins, Jr., of Louisiana,

on the Results of Two Yea(mpd188hp,®2.cr ati c Rul e in the Col
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upon Northern soil to speakforur whol e country, 06 | amented New

Such critics failed to interpret southern sup

conservati sm. I n 1852 an I ndianan hypothesiz

Statedn the Union are more conservative than our own? If a candidate fie®a Statenust be

selected by the Sl ave States. Who more | i kel

|l i ke Dougl as? The Sout h wo ulgubstionededply affectimgh e Mi

their 6peculiar institdtion, 6 we have done th
Robert McLane, following the course of the Kanbbebraska Act from a diplomatic post

in China, diagnosed the Doughface dilemma. The bill would only encourage thet&out

demand more, placing northern Democrats in an increasingly untenable position. From Shanghai

he wrote his father Louis MclLane, a sicgorer an o

any other northern man who gives impulse to this wavebsitbverwhelmed in the south when

he hesitates to ride on its summit to the bre

repudiated by a public sentiment in the north, infinitely more active in its zeal and fanaticism,

than any passionthedoln wi I I ever feel on this question. (

slavery would bear out McLaneds prescience, D

bisectional politics in the shetérm. That they ultimately failed to hold their party and the

Union together need not detract from their impressive achievement. In the charged politics of

the 1850s, these northern men intended to use popular sovereignty to build a national alliance of

white men in what they deemed a pursuit of a principle, ngplgipower or plunde??

*3Speech of General Aaron Ward8; Speech of the Hon. Horatio Seymour at Springfield, Mass., July 4, 1856
(Buffalo, NY: Campaign Courier, 1856), 7; John Law to Stephen A. Douglas, Evansville, IN, December 6, 1851,
Douglas Papers.

**Robert McLane to Louis Mane, U. S. Legation, Shanghai, China, June 15, 1854, McLane Correspondence.
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Popular Sovereignty and Jacksonian Democracy

While most Democrats recorded their beliefs in letters beseeching patronage or ratified
them in party platforms, two Democrats in Portugal found a more creative way to convey their
p a rstcaydinal tenets. In 1848 they dispatched a dozen bottles of Madeira to each of four
| eadi ng Democr at s. Col onel Jefferson Davis r
the battle at which he was wounded during the Mexican War. Secretaryloédseiry Walker
was sl ated to receive bottles championing #Ath
Democrats who, giddy over battlefield success, demanded that Mexicans forfeit their entire
country as territorial indemnity. The bottles to be enjdyg&enator Douglas bore the
designation AProgressive, o while ANon®>®interve

ANon intervention, 0 a reference to the pro
regarding sl avery i n Awetrhi ctahGes pnaerw ydoosmapirne,e Xsi gs
goal® iBuena Vistao andoantdei whofiBrofgr MMegsiceod r e
those in the realm of political economy. Dem
stump speeches or inscriber laottles of fortified wine, reveal that they entered the interbellum
era clinging to Jacksonian maxiéserritorial expansion, egalitarian democracy for white men,
and animus toward consolidated power. Yet political conditions after the Mexican War
necessated adaptation, and popular sovereignty functioned as an ideological bridge into the
1850s. The doctrine informed Democratso apepr
temperance. The principle of popular sovereignty grew out of Jackdweliafs, which allowed
Democrats to engage in new political debates by affirming, as opposed to abandoning, their

timeworn ideology.

5G. W. Hopkins to [Stephen A. Douglas], Lisbon, January 18, 1848, Douglas Papers.
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Even with the deterioration of Whiggery and the easing ofodgjenmities, politics was
hardly bereft of ideological akes in the 1850s. Democrats warned that equality, liberty, and
democracy still required protection from monopoly and corruption, even if those threats no
longer emanated from a Federalist aristocracy or the Whiggish Money Power. Democrats
respondedtdte n e w dieame r ef or mers, especially anti sl
foregoing a comprehensive political ideology. They thereby maintained their relevance and
distinct partisan identity, even as the second party system collapsed about taocrdds
resisted the blurring of partisan boundaries by arguing that Jacksonian sensibilities were still
needed to protect wiiléeanerepudicaroesualdydromoticerdeptedatonss e | f
of concentrated power. Popular sovereignty equiiEdocrats to develop an ideologically

Jacksonian response to the political turbulence of the £850s.

Democrats constructed a narrative of political history in which popular sovereignty drove
the major developments of the 1880sh e doct r i n be ppnciges enbedeed it thee At
compromise measures of 1850, and approved by the people in the presidential election of 1852,
and incorporated into the Kansidebraska act of 1854, and confirmed by the Cincinnati
platform and ratified by the peopleinthepg i denti al el ection of 1856.

doctrine asked, fAhave the Compromi se Measures

*Michael F. Holt argues that the second party system faltered because Democrats and Whigsdconysstitical

issues and failed to offer voters distinct choices, leading to the rise of parties which identified new threats to the
republic. Holt fails to see that the Democratic party remained relevant by defining itself on the plane of ideology
aganst Republican, KnowNothing, and temperance fanaticism. While the Democratic party maintained a distinct
ideology and partisan identity and resisted sectional fracture in the 1850s, there was a convergence on old issues of
political economy between Demmats and Whigs at the state level.ci&. FordJr., Origins of Southern

Radicalism: The South Carolina Upcountry, 180860(New York: Oxford University Press, 198&808-37,

Michael F. Holt, The Political Crisis of the 18504978; repr., New York: W. \WNorton and Company, 1983)01-

81; J. Mills Thorntonlll, Politics and Power in a Slave Society: Alabama, :8860(Baton Rouge: Louisiana

State University Press, 197855342.
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the resolutions of National Conventions, and the endorsement of a Presidential Candidate

metamorphosed a policymt a princi pl e, an>expediency into
One Democrat did textually metamorphose pointg principle in a letter to Stephen

Douglas in 1854. Murray McConnel, appropriately living in Jacksonville, lllinois, reported to

the Littl e @bandftee doiters and somérod thevddmocrats will be united and are

now agitating upon and against the princis][ of t he Nebraska bill . 0
Douglas, the issue was fAso cl ear | yintimeweht t hat
can triumphantly carry them. o Mc Connel I ni ti

BN

crossed out and replaced the word fAsudicj ect, O
of the Nebraska bil | . 0plesWwereratstakeiinshe édeteatoocertiet , | a
legislation®®

Although many critics dismissed popular sovereignty as an opportunistic and even
immoral attempt to straddle the sectional divide, Democrats cherished it as a political principle.
An Ohio Democratdok comfort over the brightening prospects of the KaiNsasb r as ka Act 0 s
passage, informing Douglas, fAthe people are |
which it is based Popular Sovereigntwill win, if it is thoroughly & properly discussed &
understood. 0O The principl e dsiidmpsicyu shsa do nt oh abse h
and will continue to help the cause. 0 Howel |

Afentire Georgia democirmtcer. Wwe nadinddOehb cheraadneds ne o f

*’Stephen A. Douglagopular Sovereignty in the Territories: Judge Dougta&Keply to Judge Bladk .p., [1859]),

23;Dougl asd Doctrine of Popular Sovereignt(S$tLouis:RtVhe Terri
Kennedy and Company, 1860),-30 See alsdpeech of the Hon. Reverdy Johnson, of Maryland, &elivbefore

the Political Friends of Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, at a Meeting in Faneuil Hall, Boston, on Thursday, June 7, 1860.

To Which Is Added the Letter of the Hon. Reverdy Johnson, to the Chairman of the Douglas Meeting in New York on

the 22d of May, 860 (Baltimore: John Murphy and Co., 1860), 3; arte Territorial Slavery Question

*Murray McConnel to Stephen A. Douglas, Jacksonville, IL, January 28, 1854, Douglas Papers.
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He judged it fAa doctrine worthy of the democr
repudi ated ®y the people. o
For Democrats, popular sovereignty constit
princi plCea.sots 6sLelwBids Ni chol son | etter set the t
the principled.n By goi ng back to our true principles,
safety, 0 Cass AaAdvimsedhe Iponltilky ghbawedimgd eed FfApe
contention in Congress and permitting orderly territorial development. It did so by appealing to
the party and the nationés founding principle
guestion, to adjust it upon their own responsibi t y, and i n their own man
Afand we shall render another tribute to the o
another guarantee for ts permanence and pros
While touted as a means to defuse sectional brinksn@nsspular sovereignty
transcended momentary compromfiseDemocrats By this logic, the Kansasebraska Act
was part of the inevitable unfolding of a larger political theory. In 1854 New Hampshire
Democrat Edmund Burke surmised that the KagaisraskaAct built on the principles of the
Compromi se of 1850. He told Douglas, Al am g
principles of the late Compromise Acts, as nullilesjere expedients to escape the peril of the
moment . O C o n Bhillipssaagreadthat tietbill repregented a fulfillment of principle,

not merely a convenient means of organizing new territories. Urging Congress to approve the

%9S. W. Johnston to [Stephen A. Douglas], Georgetown, OH, March 24, 1854; Kinhbéllto Stephen A. Douglas,
Athens, GA, February 5, 1854, both in the Douglas Papers.

The Territorial Slavery Questigi; Lewis Cass to A. O. P. Nicholson, Washington, December 24, 1847, 7.
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| egi sl ation, he exhorted, fAlet wus, bewybund al l
pl ant our measures upon thebroad foundati on
Democrats in 1854 were not simply endowing a pragmatic hedge with theoretical heft in

retrospect. Popular sovereignty had already been acknowledged as an ennobling component of
the Compromi se Measures. In 1852 a Democr at
doctrines of the Nicholson letter, the doctrine of-+raervention, were recognized as the true

part of statesmanship, and were adopted as the basis of thecomps e . 0 Dougl as, w
central role in crafting the Compromise, argued in 1850 that the inclusion of popular sovereignty

el evated it to the plane of political princip
Uni on as a Iferaevei nsg atthee apnedopil e t o regul ate thei
Mexi co and Utah were fApredicated on the great

possess the right of forming and regulating their own internal concerns and dome#titonsti

in their own way. o The Compromise was not a
measures [was] sub®%tantially right in itseltf
Democratsvent furtherand r aced t heir doctrineds i1ideolog

antedating the Compromise Meessior the Nicholson letter. As Douglas explained his

®IEdmund Burke to Stephen A. Douglas, Newport, NH, January®}, T3ouglas PaperSpeech of Hon. P.
Phillips, 7-8.

%[ Speech of] Hon. Jno. S$peechesaDelsarad at Tamimany datl, NewYork @itg,i a, o i n
Sept. 2, 1852, by Hon. Lewis Cass, of Michigan. Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, of Illinois. Holh. Dalrson, of

Pennsylvania. Hon. Robert McLane, of Maryland. Hon. Simon Cameron, of Pennsylvania. Hon. Willis A. Gorman,

of Indiana. Also Kentucky and Virginia Resolutions of 1798 and ([R&#W York]: Evening Post[1852]), 8;

Speech of Hon. Stephen AWDgl as, on the fAMeasures of Adjustment, o De
23, 1850(Washington: Gideon and Co., Printers, 1851}, 81. On popular sovereignty as pragmatism, see
Johannserstephen A. Dougla233, 23940; as a mixture of praiple and pragmatism, see Childerke Failure of

Popular Sovereignty as pol i tical theory, see Johnson, AThe Genes
has not been kind to the contention that the Compromise of 1850 was not a compromigbealueite@rsal
applicability of its provisions. David M. Potter refel

anything to the other, thereby invalidating its claim to be a compromise. Paul Finkelman goes further, branding it
nothern filappeasement o which only eThelmpendag@issll8adut her n i nt
Finkel man, AThe AWHErasement of 1850, 0
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motivation for advancing the Kansilse br as ka Act : Al have therefor
the great work which [é] was begun at the fir
country and was continued up to 1850 [é] and i s
passed. 0 AThe bill rests upon, and proposes
fundamental principle of setfovernment upon which our republicaninsttiin s ar e pr edi ¢
An additional milestone in the popular sovereignty narrative of the 1850s occurred with
presidential candidate James Buchanandos embr a
Accepting the platform, which endorsed the Kardabraska Act, Buchanan pontificated that
Athis |l egislation is founded upon principles
which stemmed fifrom the original and pure fou
majofity. o

Democratsenhaned t heir doctrineds pedigree by <co
philosophy inherited from the American Revolution. Thinkers in the late eighteenth century
ceased to define sovereignty as power granted by the people to the government, subistituting
far more radical proposition that the people never yielded their inherent power. Seventeenth
century English social contract theory had not provided for such a departure. Thomas Hobbes
and John Locke, for example, posited a social compact in wregbeibple willed their power to
Aithe sovereign. o When founding a social and
themselves of a sustained role in governance. The people did not exercise sovereignty after

societybs emergemdcarferoml thhoeugthatteckfe di d pro

“fSpeech of J uSpeeehesDeliveget a a Dirner,iGiven to Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, by i@én. El
Ward, in New York City, Jund'91854(n.p.: Office of the National Democrat, [1854])65Letter of Senator
Douglas 3;James Buchanan to John E. Ward et aim@ittee, Wheatland (near Lancaster), June 16, 18581én
Works of James BuchanatD82-3.
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and revolutionary overthrow, which allowed the people to reclaim power by plunging society
back into the state of natuté.

By enshrining the peopl eds i naleatredtathel e pow
world a radical innovatiol government denuded of sovereignty. American politicians
coll apsed the distinction in Western politica
t wo synonymous i n tWhenfduodihynewdverninentsgerevautiomariése . 0
such as Thomas Pai ne eedtedmighendver farn to theanselvdsars t fit h
interest separate from tleéectorsd The means of avoiding arbitrary government, like that of
Great Britain in which Parliamentatmed supremacy, was to deny that any government enjoyed
any sovereignty whatsoevieecause the people never surrenderedhis theory, known as
Apopul ar sovereignty, o became firmly entrench
culture afterte Rev ol uti on. I't represented, accordini

achievement of the Am&rican political imagina

“Thomas Hobbes argues that the people are the fauthoro
initially empower him. However, they are only authors in the first instance, with absolutely no role in subsequent
governance or abilitytd esi gnate a new sovereighn. Hobbes uses the f
sovereign to cloak everything the sovereign might do in legitimacy and to, for all practical purposes, completely
disempower the people. John Locke similarly failsasignate a regular role for the people in government after

their creation of it, although they could create a | i mi
who was influential among eighteentantury American thinkers, contends thatidemocracy the ruler and ruled

are united. Yet he cautions against excessive democracy and prescribes the moderating influence of aristocracy, in
which sovereigntyesides in the hands of a feiobbes] eviathan ed. Edwin Curlg (1651; repr., Indiagpolis

Hackett Publishing Company, 1994), chap. U&;ke, Second Treatise of Governmead. C. B. Macpherso(1690;

repr., IndianapolisHacket Publishing Company, 1980), chaps. 29311, 19;MontesquieuThe Spirit of the Laws

ed.and trans. Ann&1. Cohler, Basia Carolyn Miller, and Harold Samuel Stone (1748; repr., Camb@dgéridye

University Press, 2009), bk. 2, cha@s3; bk. 3, chaps.-3.

®Thomas PaineCommon Sensed. Isaac Kramnick (1776; repromndon: Penguin Books, 1986), 67; .

Kl oppenberg, AThe Virtues of Liber al i Ammrican®bliticalst i ani t y,
Di s c o The 3oarpnabof American Histoff4, no. 1 (June 1987): Z3 303, quotation on 24. For a mid

nineteentkcentury view of the thary of popular sovereignty along these lines, see John B. DMlomquiry into

the Nature and Uses of Political Sovereigaty ndi anapol i s: Journal Companyds Ste
1860) . On popul ar sover ei gnngleaoffepalar 8dveseignty iHanlyst Di ppel |
American Constitutional i sm: B Joermakof tined=arlp Repuplitd, moolm Eur ope a
(Spring 1996): 245; Edmund S. Morgamnventing the People: The Rise of Popular Sovereignty in England and
America(New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 1988); and Gordon S. Wobd,Creation of the American
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Democrats elevated their policy on territorial slavery by tapping into this philosophical
traditiond the people should decide elavery, because, as the American Revolution instructed,

they possessed inherent power and were capable of ruling themselves. Daniel Dickinson, when

first articulating popul ar sovereignty in 184
sovereigt y resides with the people of a State, an
referred to popular sovereignty in its 1850s

defense of which the battl| eswvhoallvodateddor Rev ol uti o
congressional power over the territories, mea
North, o vituperated Al ex and e-Nebrdska Astttheopghthen s, wh
House. The pur pose of narnhsehe Brieciple, thatthe tctuebasissob it o
government i s the c¢onsentNebvatka Ach Bhilligscargeed, wasd , 0 a
Aifounded upon t hegogweerat mepmrti noca mps eec roft esce Iy owur
Having imbibed the republicadeology of the founding generation, nineteecghntury

Americans conceptualized a zesom balance between liberty and podvevary republicans had

to guard the peoplebds sovereignty, I|iberty, a
Republi@anism served as the ideological template for the second party system, with Whigs and
Democrats accusing each other of corrupting t
idiom of republicanism by pr es e megntyagdthet sel f a

bulwark of their liberty and equality against concentrations of power. A Democratic mass

Republic, 1776787 (1969; repr., Chapel Hill: The University Borth Carolina Press, 1998), 389, 44653, 519
64, 593615.

“Di ckinson, ASgeeshtoantbf Terr it dhepividingRidebetweéit ephen A.
Federal and Local AuthorityPopular Sovereignty in the Territori€slew York: Harper and Brothers, Publishers,

1859), 24; AExtracts of a Sp®elicetediothe Hduseof RepresentdtivesSt ep he n
February 1P@pular B&érelgntpin thenTerritories. The Democratic Recordd ; A Let ter of Hon.
P hi | PeanmsgvanianOct. 24, 1855, clipping in bound volume, Box P&ijllips Family PapersSpeech of Hon.

P. Phillips 14.
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meeting in Philadel phia resolved in 1847 iftha
designs of the Democratic party are to shield from encroactsnthe reserved sovereignty of

each State, and the sovereign power of the people: to maintain inviolate the constitutional and

|l egal equality of the people. o The Democr ati

ensured that both libergndpowerwer e enj oyed only bydthemeri cads

people®’

Jackson made his party responsible for ins
unrepublican usurpers. Jacksonians regul arly
body of the people 0 Aln your hands is rightfully place
i mparted to the nation in 1837, chiding, fAnev

citizens of any State or States dubaaithedel i ber at
peopl ebs sovereignty, Jackson attacked all roi
the Monster Bank, an institution which all ege
States are to govern through representatives chlimstreir unbiased suffrages or whether the

money and power of a great corporation are to be secretly exerted to influence their judgment

and control their decisions. o0 Democrats in t
af firmati ons: iniiheabilitha theegreat body of durgpeopldy to reason and

judge correctly. o A Connecticut Democrat con

i Great Dallas Meeting i n BhatSmeetkdf thenHom GabrgeDMiftineDajlase r 1, 18
26. On republicanism, see Daniel T. TReJygnlnfAmeriaRep ubl i
History 79, no. 1 (June 1992): 138; on republicanism before and during the American Revolution, see Bernard

Bailyn, The Ideological Origins of the American Revolutia@67, rev. ed. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University

Press, 1992); Caroline Robbifi$)e Eghteenthcentury Commonwealthman: Studieghe Transmission,

Developmenand Circumstance of English Liberal Thought from the Restoration of Charles Il until the War with

the Thirteen Colonie€Cambridge, MA Harvard University Press, 195%Wood, The Geation of the American

Republi¢ and Gordon S. Wood,he Radicalism of the American Revolut{@892 repr., New York: Vintage

Books, 1993); on republicanism during the early republic and under the second party system, sed M&tyon,

and Power on republicanism during the 1850s, see Hale Political Crisis of the 1850s
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nomination likely had Old Hickory in mind when he hopedifoa n ol d f ashi oned r e
Democrat one that wilhring the party back to the old original land mark and one that will
contend for and carry out in principaig] the right of the people to manage thesie][own
affa&%irs. o
The KansafNe br aska Act was one more Jacksoni an

cgpacity for selfgovernance. At a dinner in New York City honoring Douglas, Aaron Ward held

that nAnthe great constitutional issue that 1is
downf al | of the United St atamss wd anpdfecty AnThe qu
understood by the people, 0 he el aborated, Adbu

explained, General Jackson was triumphantly sustained. So it will be with this great
constitutional quest ipeaopleduringtha crikisobtime refpublet. r el i e d
Ward similarly effused, 0l-gobkeenmeneaneaarewiliegtpeopl e
trust the citizens of Kansas and Nelkeepiska i n
before the peoplthat the only question involved in the Nebraska issue is; are the popular masses
capableofselffjover nment , 06 instrucfed a Democratic ne
By steering a middle course between anti sl
southerners, popular saegnty also spoke to the Jacksonian urge to quell sectionalism and

protect slavery by wrappingardon sanitairearound fanaticism, especially its northern variant.

Although Jackson demonstrated his Unionism in opposing nullification and by expanding an

®. ewis Cass to E. G. Robinson, Washington, February 13,
Address, 0 March 4, 1837, and AFi f tACompiatanafthe Messsgess ge, 0 D
and Papers of the Presidents, 178897 ed. James D. Richards@Washington, D. C.: Government Printing

Office, 189699), 3:30, 296, 308Drake,An Address, on the Doctrine and Discipline of the Democratic Pagy

Isaac Chdbourne to Charles G. Bellamy, Alfred, January 15, 1857, Charles G. Bellamy Papers, William L.

Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.

*isSpeech of Ge ne SgeéchedBetivered aMaDmmkr, Given ta Hon. Stephen A. Dodgtas
(Indianapolis) Indiana Daily State Sentindarch 9, 1854.
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securing national boundaries, he and his part
One of Democracyods discontents noted that dAth
indeed, Jacksonians nationwide placed the onus of sectgitetlan on the Free States.

Northern fanaticism begat its southern counterpart. Jackson and his postmaster general

accordingly permitted the interception and destruction of abolitionist propaganda mailed to Slave
States. Jackson also raged againstebaergized abolitionist movement of the 1830s,
commanding citizens to Afrown upon any procee
the tranquility of their political Dbrjoenedhren i
the FreeSoilek s i n 1848 argued that enough had been o
almost gone, at the North, to the extreme of mobbing abolitionism, when it contemplated

interference with the question of slavery in the States, and of instituting a scrutinypabtite

mails to arrest the circulation of incendiary
rights extremism in the South by silencing antislavery fanatics in the North comprised

Jacksonian Unionisrf.

In 1852 James Buchanan likewise told hoetr ner s t hat it was best
Southern States to manage their own domestic affairs, in their own way, without foreign
interference. 0 Popul ar sovereignty, by prohi
sought to apply the Jacksonidictum that slaveholders were the best judges of their own
interests. Just as abolitionists could not touch slavery in the southern states, neither could they

overreach and destabilize it in the territor.i

Paul S. Preston to Jackson Woodward, Stockport, August 3, 1848, Ptéstalward Correspondence; Jackson,

AFar ewel | Adydotagos an 29Spebhmof Hon. John A. D&, On the Democti party, the second

party system, and the protectionstdvery, see William J. Coopér., The South and the Politics of Slavery, 1828

1856(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1978); RichEhdsSlave Powed 07215 William G.

Shadee Mogth Delicate and Exciting Topicsd: Manmatoi n Van I
the Early Republid8, no. 3 (Autumn 1998): 4584; and Watsor,iberty and Power70-2, 2024, 240.
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William H. English testified, fAbelieve that S
their own business, and | et t-determibation foms@atess of t
and for territories meant safety for slavery. The Denogta fsays to the peopl e
Territory, regulate your own domestic concerns, frame your own constitution, and come into the
Union, when you have the requisite population, with all the rights of sovereignty which each
state now enj oy sfNéw Eagtapd Damooratsl Ndmterfgrenceuwpth slavery
in the territories was essential to its security in the Slave States.

Their faith in the people and localisalso made Democrats responsive to grassroots
clamor for equal rights and sgjbvernmea t . Oregoniansd request for

territory stalled due to congressional bickering over slavery. An Ohioan who settled in Oregon

pl eaded with a congressman, dAwith very great
extensionof he jurisdiction of the U.S. over the te
settlers were abusing the indigenous popul ati

of your bone and flesh of your flesh, then why delay to do us the sansenm@# justice we

would have received at home We are not the less citizens of the U. States than we were when in
the places of our nativity.o Stability would
equality. When a convention of New Mexicarmifioned for recognition in 1848, one
correspondent expressed to a Democratic senat

giving them a government, 0 as fithe people the

AThrowing them bacikt iionnt,00 aa ftteerrr ifittohrei aple ocpolned t h

"'Great Speech of the Honourable James Buchahdyietter from William H. English, of Indiana, in Response to

a Nomination for Reélection to Congress, Tendered to him by the Democracy of the Second Congressional District
([washington, D. C.]: Office of the Congressional Globe, [1856]), 4; B. F. Halletes&heever, Silas Peirce,

Stephen D. Massey, and Benjamin J. Gerrish (Commitdggdeal to Democrats and Union Men against Northern
Fusion and Sectionalism. From the Democracy of Boston and Suffolk. Adopted by the Ward and County
Committees, in ConventipOctober, 185%[Boston]: Office of the Boston Post, [1855]), 7.
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adopted their own f un ddeterminatioa,lnotdd a Bemocraiiml858.] i d at
A southerner defended Stephen Douglasds deci s
mattercameupnatr al |y of itself [é] forced upon atter
|l egiti mately throughpetition expressing a wa
AMy Dear sBou@!| khesmed Shields wrote his for me
in Minnesota Territomwy,0 AIShmed @lsf ham deequadinte
northern Democrats ousted from Congress in retribution for the kiledaaska Act,
whereupon the former Il linois senator decampe
something of theed DRownglidad oinn 01 h®e6.updahi el ds o6
Abuilding |ittle cabins to shelter their f ami
trying to |ive. o Al haul rails every day mys
fairness, which meant minimal federal interference. Referencing the troubles brewing in Kansas,
Shieldswarnedjt he peopl e would do what they did in (
were left to themselves. Give themnute and they will make aule. Give them misrule, and
even poor squatters will not be content, and you will have to make them content with the
bayonet . o Popul ar sovereignty originated, 1in

govern themselvéspleas which selfepecting democrats could not igndre.

"“Carlos W. Shane to William Allen, Oregon City, July 5, 1847, Allen Papers; Charles Richmond to Alpheus Felch,

Detroit, December 21, 1848; Robert McClelland to Alpheus Felch, Monroe, ya)Ue850, both in the Felch

PapersSpeech of Hon. John Perkins,, 9. See also, George M. Dallas, Diary, December 13, 1848, 485;
Johannserstephen A. Douglag21:5, 395, 398400; and PotteiThe Impending Crisj$3-7. Democrats did not

monopolizethe grassroots demand for territorial sgdfvernance. In 1860 a fretate supporter in Kansas told a
Republican senator of Kansansd® demand for statehood, e:
off this cumbrous and awkward maching and assume an organization of their
Republicans and Democrats concurred in the sentiment. John W. Robinson to William P. Fessenden, Manhattan,

Kansas Territory, January 10, 1860, William P. Fessenden Papers, Williarmier@¢eLibrary, University of

Michigan, Ann Arbor.

3James Shields to Stephen A. Douglas, Faribault, Rice Co., Minnesota Territory, March 6, 1856, Douglas Papers.
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Popular sovereignty adhered to the Jacksonian teaching that sovereignty reposed with the
people and that opposing power sources diminished liberty and equality. Lewis Cass counseled,
Ait 1 s har dl yoexergse adoubtfutandtinvidiousaauthority, which questions
the intelligence of a respectable portion of
in the throes of antislavery fanaticism, would deny democracy to white men. The fastateal
was the | atest guise worn by the spirit of Fe
believe in the capacity of man for self gover
oppress the masses. Demaocrats, on the other hand, believaitiwhate men could rule
themselves, that settlers were Ajust as capab
ot herwise fiwould give to Congress despotic po
opposing popular sovereignty, fanatics anly denied that white men could rule themselves,
they also doubted their ability to govern allegedly inferior races, raising troubling implications

for democracy and racial s{premacy in the whi

Popular Sovereignty and White M& £mobracy

Al t hough enamored with the sovereignty of
politically empower all Americans. When Daniel Dickinson effused that popular sovereignty
Awoul d practically ack ngowinreettgaaed uticate thesintegrédyp aci t y
of his race, o0 he, along with the rest of his
capable of seljovernment. Antislavery forces, Democrats believed, did not share their racially
exclusive notions of politicaklgitmacy. Abolitionists, Fre&oilers, and Republicans not only

opposed slavery, Democrats charged, but welcomed black political agency, an invalidation of the

“_ ewis Cass to A. O. P. Nicholson, Washing@tsen,0 December
Speeches Delivered at Tammany Hall
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strict correlation between whiteness and political power imparted by Jefferson and Jackson. As

the sentinels of the peopleds sovereignty, Dem
recognize it as belonging to nevhite men, because, in the racialized worldview of Jacksonians,

political legitimacy was not expansible. White Americans surrendbesdsovereignty in
proportion to its exercise by men of <color.

others, popular sovereignty maintaihhed racial

In presenting popular sovereignty as presereadifvwhite male supremacy, Democrats
worked out of a | arger Jacksonian tradition o
importance of the Bank War, the nullification crisis, and white male enfranchisement in defining
the contours of Jacksonianm® cr acy wer e Ol d Hickorydés I ndian
rights of states and of slaveholders, and displacement of Native Americans in exchange for white
settlement, plantation agriculture, and enslaved labor. Democrats premised their radical
egaltarianism on the hard exclusion of Americans of color, a formula scholars have labeled
Herrenvolkd e mocr acy . Jacksonianso political and e
men i f they were the republicbédingsmdthernpol i ti ca
context,Herrenvolkdemocracy was a nationally shared value within the Democracy. Northern
Democrats showed as much solicitude as southerners for their racial monopoly of political
privilege and its consequent leveling effects among whéa. A Whig disparaged that party
Awhich, in the nominally Free States, plants
negro, and hurls its axe after the flying for

The pervasiveness of Democcatacism was evident among Fi®eilers and Republicans of

ickinson, fiSpeech on the Acquisition of Territory, o 2
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Democratic provenance. Many who demanded sl a
sympathy with African Americans, but to engin
Dix, forinstance,der i ed t he pr es e n cdeabuwden amd af indurabtakcewo pu |l a
the white race, and an impedi mfnt to its mor a
The brazenness of antislavery Americans after the Mexican War hazarded the white

ma n 0 ablicrthat@acksn built. Fre&Ssoi | er s, al t hough often shar.i
undermined racial hierarchy nationwide by questioning slavery and by softening the barriers of

racial separation in the Free States. An Ohio Democrat complaii&d® that Fre8oilers in

the | egislature had @bamb dRepedbtthitdvho 8latk Codeat s i

5

of Ohiol!lo Free States, especially in the M
movement and rights of African Americanas this Democrat explaide, fia pri nci pl e ¢

state Policy |l aid at t he humbugyathantdi ocnh eocaft etdhoe bByl

Horace Greeleywhy | Am a Whig: Reply to an Inquiring Frie@idew York: The Tribune Office, [18527]), 16;

Speech of Hon. John A. Dik1-4, quotatbn on 11. OrHerrenvolkDemocracy, see George M. Fredericksbime

Black Image in the White Mind: The Debate on Adraerican Character and Destiny, 181914(1971; repr.,

Middletown, CT: Wesleyan University Press, 1987),788 and Watsorl,iberty and Pwer, 51-4. Democrats did

not invent, but did improve upon, the dialectic of white freedom and black slavery that dated back to the colonial

era; see Edmund S. Morgakmerican Slavery, American Freedom: The Ordeal of Colonial Virdikaw York:

W. W. Norton and Company, 19750n white racial formation among the antebellum working class and the
consequent dheveavolkr pmpeairbtl i afavid R.RqedigersTlredVages of Whiteness: Race and

theMaking of the American Workinglass 1991, ev. ed.(London: Verso, 1999kspecially 5960. On Jackson

and his party deanH Bakei\ffalrs ofvPiargy \Wke,Poliscal €ulture dfiorthern Democrats in the
Mid-nineteenth Century1983; repr., New York: Fordham University Press, 1998Y-258; FredericksoriThe

Black Image in the White Min@0-6; Daniel Walker HoweWhat Hath God Wrough84257, 42130, 524, 5445,

584-6, 63841; Roediger,The Wages of Whitene42104; Adam RothmanSlave Country: American Expansion and

the Originsof the Deep SoutfCambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2005), -BP9Watson Liberty and

Power, 134, 10413,2423 ; and Wowoidf i ¢ & Ao 15 at he754A06t @nrthe méismShichver y, 60
Democrats carried into antislavery politics, see Edoer,Free Soil, Free Labor, Free Men: The Ideology of the

Republican Party before the Civil Wgk970; repr., Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1995),-881 and Eric

Foner, fARacial Attit ud e s Potititsandideolotyanvin AYeooftlhe Civil\ae Soi | er s, |
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1980),-BB. Jonathan H. Earle ar8kan Wilentargueagainst the

hi storiographical trend that would At ur n iwhs .tdethesWhpirleema
Jacksonianmpulse, especially when manifesting itself outside of the Democratic party, could inspire racial
egalitarianismthey misshow intrinsic racial categorization was to the creation of the national Jacksonian ideology

and its tenets of equality, democracyd amdividualism. Earle,Jacksonian Antislavgrand the Politics of Free Soil

Wilentz, The Rise of American Democra&i23, 5989, 7961; Wi | ent z, @A Sl avery, Antisl ave
De mo c r aTheMatket Ravolution in America: Social, Politicahd Religious Expressions, 18288Q ed.

Melvyn Stokes and Stephen Conway (Charlottesville: University Press of Virginia, 1996)326@otation on 205.
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antislavery forces, Ohio Democr psitjand oeslof ivot [ e
the Party for yearsopasfidoebpl yepeaheogedewtit th
Ohi o. 0 The political exclusion of African Am
democracyr the North and South, and Fi@eilers seemed intent on its erosién.

With popular sovereignty, Democat s r eaf firmed white mends |
Territorial selfgovernance reified white male egalitarianism by treating western settlers as the
political equals of white men in existing statdeffersonian Republicans had already decided
against trating the West as a colonial periphery and its denizens as vassals. A Democratic

newspaper thus criticized an aNebraska meeting for its assertion that Congress governed the

territories, as it nAdeni es t canttioned bptaeoupagecof o f t
our peopl e. It seeks to degrade the citizens
Congressional supremacists fAwould yield to th
prerogative of making a law for a territooy Staté to bind the people in all time to com® I n a
slaveholding republic, efforts to Abindd whit
Republicansdé6 contention that they were Americ
StateorinaTeri t ory, 06 a correspondent | ectured New F

At heir rights arAmeridams®hawe thenieherénbright to forenytheia r e
Government & make their own | aws. o0 Deemocr at s

political equality for geographical mobility.

"H. C. Whitman to William Medill, Senate Chamber, Columbus, OH, January 30, 1849, Allen Papers;
Frecerickson,The Black Image in the White Minti335.

®Indiana Daily State SentineMarch 2, 1854; Charles F. Gowe to Harry Hibbard, Nashville, April 7, 1850, Burke

Papers. See also, Childef$ie Failure of Popular Sovereignty0-1, 19;Robert H. WiebeThe Opening of

American Society: From the Adoption of the Constitution to the Eve of Dis{iriB4; repr., New York: Vintage

Books, 1985), 1342, 2&-8;John RVan Atta,i 6 A Lawl ess Rabbledé: Henry Clay and
S q u a tRigles, 8318410 Journal of the Early Republ28, no. 3 (Fall 2008): 3378;andMajor L. Wilson

Space, Time, and Freedom: The Quest for Nationality and the Irrepressible Conflictl 8&81&Vestpat, CT:
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The advocates of popular sovereignty also

that racial minorities would be subjugated or otherwise vanish before the inevitable onslaught of

white civilization.l n 1853 Ol i ver Wendell Hol mes beamed,
doubt ful position upon any question, 0 especia
Afsavage | ifed from | ands desti nedamiltry whi te s
| eader, as well as his and Van Burends I ndian

supposition that other races yielded to white Americans. Daniel Dickinson, proselytizing
popul ar sovereignty, not ed ebeeradisplated befosethe us abo
resistless tide of our prevailing arts, ar ms,
heady with victory over Mexico, prophesized t
of their territory; and though ther® much Mexican blood upon it, we may look to the period as
not more remoted when new states would join t
sovereignty hastened racial oblivion, a precursor to the political equality of both white men and
ofnascenst ates in Americadé unfolding federal sys
The opponents of popular sovereignty woul d
our fellow citizens who emigrated to the shores of the Pacific and to our other territories, were as
capable ofseljover nment as their neighbors and kindrec
surmised Stephen Douglas. But antislavery fanatics did not simply belittle the equality of white

men or slander their democratic qualificatiértbey also challenged their propensity tovgm

Greenwood Press, 1974),-38@. On notions of masculinjtbeing intrinsic to Manifest Destiny, see Amy S.
Greenberg, fAManifest Destinyds Hangover: Congress Conf
1 8 5 0 sFinkelmanrand Kennoi®7-119.

“Oliver Holmes,The Harp and the Hickory Tree: Ardéress Delivered before the Baltimore Democratic
AssociationBaltimore: Sherwood and Co., 1853)86;, Di cki nson, fASpeech on the Acqu
guotation on 231, 238; Great Speech of the Hon. George Mifflin DaJla8. See also, BelohlaveReorge Mifflin

Dallas, 125; and Watson,iberty and Power53-4.
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nonwhite Americans. Explaining the Compromise of 1850 to a skeptical Chicago audience,
Douglas defended the application of whiteseli | e t o t he future of sl av
requisite intelligence and honesty to be intrusted with the eeattoh laws for the government
of white men, | know of no reason why they should not be deemed competent to legislate for the
negro. o Aspersing white mends democratic acu
threshold for the legitimate governance agh& r i ¢ awhite papwdation, perhaps even that of
allowing them to rule themselves. Opposing popular sovereignty, Democrats believed,
denigrated white men and created space for black political ag&ncy.

Democrats presumed that the enemies of slaverydagitip white men of political rights
in order to transfer them to black men. De mo
Republicans. Isaac Chadbourne, a Democrat in Connecticut, condensed the epithet when he
fumedthafit he Bl a c k songressimust hedhe guardians of the people for the reason
the people are not competent to manage their

Democrats implied that Republicans prioritized African Americans over whité wen

Republicans criticizep o pul ar sovereignty, it could only b
AThat doctrine must and wil/l prevail, 0 Chadbo
sovereignty, as fApublic sentiment isiTdhehard c

leading principle of our revolutionary struggle, and also that of the old Republicans of
Jeffersonbés day, 0 explained a North Carolina
people in each | ocality to govegreatprivlkgemsel ves.

now denied by this party which seeks at the same time to deprive the white men of the Territories

%S peech of Hon. Stephen A. Dou@d as, on the fAMeasures of
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oftherightofselgover nment , and to put negroes on a | e
such machinationgradaltd omnlaywdbe etsh & uftdeé on o f

White men had to be ever vigilant against
to govern those of color degraded them to enslaved status therdselsd3ickinson explained,
opposition to popularsoveregnt y fAi ncul cates a system of sl av
professes t o THetreughootidegraeatian nvasenslavement. In the political
culture of the white mandés republic, the rhet
forfeiture of the political emoluments incident to whiteness and manhood. A Democratic
newspaper presented the stark optionsd for whi
Popul ar Sovereignty there.o Al | doofrwhiteg whi t e m
slavery and, Democratic paternalists argued, benefited both slaveholders and slaves. A
Democratic pamphlet asked, fAhave they not att
the territories, by denying the people the rights ofgelernment, and have they not attempted
to exclude the slave from the blessings of new terrtbegausdr e i s a sl ave?0 Hy |
antislavery restrictions did not degradehienfbyt Af r i
attempting to degrade hisa st er . 0 Popul ar sovereignty guard
which Democrats defined as the best coursalfokmericans®

Thus did denying popular sovereignty strik
home, degrading him and harming his degents. Frestate senator John B. Weller argued that

empowering Congress at the expense of the people reversed the republican assumption as to the

®saac Chadbourne to Charles G. Bellamy, Alfred, February 28, 1860, Bellamy Pajiess of Hon. Thomas L.
Clingman, 11.

i ckinson, fiSpeech on t hiediada®ajlyStaeiSentinehug. bLf 1858@ainr i t or y, o 2
Facts and Considerations: Addressed to the People of the United States, without Distinction of Party, in Favor of

James Buchanan, of Penh&nia, for President, and John C. Breckinridge, of Kentucky, for Vice President. By an

American Citizer{fBoston: Brown, Bazin, and Company, 1856), 27.
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|l ocation of sovereignty. Congress, composed
wouldeffe¢ i vel y tell citizens that AdAthe servant heé
dethroning masters had ramifications beyond political theory, especially for the masters of
plantation households. Douglas similarly hinted that antislavery fanaticsnveale whi t e men
control over his fiservantsodo and other househo
people to legislate for themselves in relation to husband and wife, parent and child, master and
servant, and guardian and ward, so far as whit@psrare to be affected; but seem to think that
it requires a higher degree of civilization and refinement to legislate for the negro race than can
reasonably be expected the people of a Territ
to legislatefor African Americans, perhaps they were, in fact, also unqualified to legislate for
white dependents. Douglas intimated to northern men that fanatics were not simply questioning
the household mastery of southern rffen.

Cass used his Nicholson letterunite white heads of household in the Free States and in
the Sl ave States against meddling fanatics an
relation of master and servant may be regul at
may the elation of husband and wife, of parent and child, and of any other condition which our

institutions and the habits of our society re

southernerso | ordship over thynextensionwheimaseryafnd en
husbands and fathers in the Free States. Cas
could understand, asking, fAwhat would be thou

terms of marriage in New York, ¢o regulate the authority of parents over their children in

Pennsyl vani a?o Democrats held that all white

¥R Extract of a Speech of Hon. John B. Well &854,0f i@alifo
Popular Sovereignty in the Territories. The Democratic Rect@dl etter of Senator Douglas$.
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their diverse Afamilies, o both black and whi't

househal mastery resonated with northern men, esftg
subversion of traditional patriarchy and wome
Asphere. o A New Englander bri stl edGongiesshen t h

has no more power over me or my farm, than it has over the person & farm of any other man
whether that farm & myself are in Missouri or Oredon.

Popular sovereignty could only advariderrenvolkdemocracy ifall white men could
partake. Demor at s t herefore railed against Whig sen
KansasNebraska Act prohibiting the foreigyorn from voting and holding territorial ae.
This amendment was symptomaticoh e countrydés i nfl amaldednati vi s
itself asthe KnowNot hi ng party in 1854. Considering th
immigrant support, an Indianan expressed his concebongressmaiVilliam H. English that
Athis odious discrimination hegemocraidpartymthei gner
North & West. o A Philadel phia Democrat concu
to aliens which our German and I rish popul ati
amendment in order to appease their fordigm allies and because of principled objections to
any such restrictiof?

Prohibiting immigrants from exercising popular sovereignty offended Democrats. The
fanatical impulse which would enslave white men by denying them territoriaj®etirnance,

Danid Dickinson discerned, was fithe same spirit

8 ewis Cass to A. O. P. Nicholson, Washington, December 24, 1847, 4; Charles F. Gowe to Harry Hibbard,
Nashville, April 7, 1850, Burke Papers.

8W. F. Stuart to William H. English, Logansport, March 13, 1854, English Family Papers; J. C. Van Dyke to

Stephen A. Douglas, Philadel phia, March 10, 1854, Dougl
Stephen A.Douglas 428, 434; Ni-Nelorl ass k a&i-Thkeet ,Ka nzZ®S%
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consternation, and with holy horror upon the naturalization of foreigners; which would itself

enslave one race, lest they should tolerate a system which holds in bormldgéanr . 0 As wi
nativeborn white men, denying foreigmorn white men purview over slavery effectively made

them slaves. A Democratic convention in Jefferson County, Indiana endorsed the Kansas
Nebraska Act, shorn of Cl| a&ywerequa whatheerasdlinggm t
territories or states, the Hoosiers resolved, so too were white men regardless of nativity. With

the Dbildl under consideration in Congress, Il nd
House should by all mearstrike out that provision that excludes foreigners from voting, give all

the white men of every nationdo who A settl e t
maki ng, without any restriction as tibpsBirth E
meanwhile, was an eloquent crusader against the Kxatwing party. Addressing an 1855
meeting of Philadel phia Democrats, he decried
di stinctions of Closdlyiidgntifechwihahis dntirneag u bvli itcya M mdiv e me
he el aborated, fiis the sectional aggression n
Both degrading strains of fanaticiSmmativism and abolitionisé would be thwarted by popular

sovereigntyos hiteememag equalyi sopariordofall ahlerlfieny

In 1854 Senator Salmon P. Chase wrote to his predecessor, William Allen, and told him,

BN

Al |l ook now for a reorganization of parties. o

®Di ckinson, fiSpeech on t hiediad®ajlyStaseiSeniineMay 20,f185FJesephiAt or y , 0 2
Wright to John G. Davis, Indianapolis, IN, March 18, 1854, Davis Papers, IndianapofisL et t er o f Hon. P
P hi | PdanmsygvanianOctober 24, 1855. For the similar sentiments of other Democratic conventions in Indiana,
seelndiana Daily State SentindWlay 12, 13, 22, 23, 25, 1854ee also, W. H. Brown to John G. Davis,

Indianapolis, March 13, 1854; Joseph A. WtithJohn G. Davis, Indianapolis, IN, March 27, 1854, both in the

Davis Papers, IndianapgliSamuel S. Cox to [Stephen A. Douglas], Columbus, March 24, 1854; D. P. Rhodes to

Stephen A. Douglas, Ohio City, March 27, 1854, both in the Douglas Pap#es;of Hon. P. Phillips, of Mobile,

Ala., on the Religious Proscription of Catholigsp., [1855]); and_etter on Naturalization and Citizenship, from

Hon. Philip Phillips, of Alabama. December 18, 1&§®8dashington: A. O. P. Nicholson, Printer, 1854).
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organi zat i on omiskienavhef theulddTréasuty wabs established on the Ruins of
the Sl ave Power . 0 Al t hough Chase had never b
in matters of political economy, and he hoped to fuse Jacksonianism with antislavery principles.
With the Bank War resolved and the question o
Mexican War, Chaskad cast his lot withthe Fré&o i | er s, who rewarded hin
Senate seat in 1849. Now, in 1854, with the passage of the Kansaskii&mtashase
anticipated a more thorough realignment. ATh
Conservative Party under some name, 0 Chase to
for was not the current one dominated by the Slave PawkitaDoughface acolytes. It would
instead be fna really progressive earnestly re
Chase, meant that it would oppose slaéry.

Chase, like many Americans, thought in terms of aaxty system pitting pragss
against conservatism. Chase agreed that Jacksonian economic thought was a pragesssive f
In choosing to be a Fre&oiler and later a Republican, however, he had concluded that the
Democracy would never rekindle its progressive ethos, smotherediat was by t he pa
proslavery stance. Many stalwart Democrats disagreed. In 1852 another Ohioan, William M.
Corry, shared with Kentuckyds Joseph Holt his
progressive party and was destined to play a pivokain world affairs. He divined the
outcome of the halting realignment: AThe Whig

recomposé@ the former making their organisation under the name of a Union party; and the

8’Salma P. Chase to William Allen, Washington, April 8, 1854, Allen Papers. On Chadeadeglacksonian
Antislavery and the Politics of Free Sdil47, 15462, 1824; Foner,Free Soil, Free Labor, Free Mei@3-102;
andWilliam E. GienappThe Origins oftie Republican Party, 185P856(New York: Oxford University Press,
1987), 889.
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latter calling themselves Progressive demoat s . 0 AThere is no quest:i
strength will be,o®o this ®progressive Democrat

While Democrats in the 1850s assumed that they remained agents of progress, many
began to conceive a new role for their party suited to thestione that defied the progressive
conservative binary through which many Americans viewed politics. They took advantage of the
partisan realignment to claim both the progressive and conservative mantles. Jacksonians had
always regarded themselves asthr e pr esent ati ves of Americads
although they pioneered the concept of legitimatepardy competition, they still evinced a
reflexive urge to monopolize political legitimacy. It was therefore only natural that the party of
the peple, the only truly legitimate party, would aspire to synthesize the best of progressivism
and conservatisiy.

By the end of the Mexican War, the Democracy had created an unprecedentedly free and
equal democratic polity for white men. Yet Democrats guateid that fanaticism unmoored
from the faltering tweparty system would erase the racial inequality antecedent to white
democracy. Democrats consequently resolved to conserve the progress they had already
achieved. White male democracy, geographicaaegion, and the limited state were not simply
the fruits of progressive reform. By arguing that these concepts were simultaneously
conservative pillars of social order and racial hierarchy, Democrats intended to become
Amer i c abs apdcoosgrwvaiiesparty.vT® do so, they would not have to become
supplicants of the Slave Power, as Salmon Chase predicted. Nor would they have to restrain the

ructious democratic radicalism they had already unleashed. With popular sovereignty,

B\illiam M. Corry to Joseph Holt, Cincinnati, March 1, 1852, Holt Papers.

8Hofstadter,The Idea of a Party System
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Democrats hoped to prexo white men anxious about losing their political prerogative that a
hearty dose of local seffovernment and egalitarian democracy would conserve their happy

republic.
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CHAPTER 2: CONSERVATISM AND FANATICISM:
THE POLITICAL IDEOLOGY OF THE DEMOCRACY BEFORE THE CIVIL WAR

That party to which we have all been so long attached, has doubtless, not been always

perfectly right in its movements, because perfection does not appertain to man or to

assod@tions of men. But, with this qualification, | think | venture nothing in saying, that

of all the political parties which have arisen in this or any other country, there has not

been another, in the formation and history of which, there have been slic$ivex

regard and devotion to the maintenance of human rights, and the happiness and welfare

of the masses of the people.

& Martin Van Buren, 1856

Jonathan S. Wi lcoxés diary presents a near
capture the delibeta rhythms of his life as a farmer and merchant, Christian, and Democrat in
Madi son, Connecticut. Terse notations record
permitted. Weekly entries on the ®ssbbath att
frequent, but no less regular, tides of American democracy also flow into the diary. Wilcox was
a staunch party man, and he attended the various county and state nominating conventions that
punctuated the life of an antebellum partisan. As with ifagnthese events merited brief
mentord Al attended a county convention of the De
as noteworthy as Al this day planted Potatoes
predictability of raising and marketing hisop, paying obeisance to his God, and observing the

electoral calendar. There was little that intruded upon his equipoise with enough force to

provoke sustained reflection in his didry.

! etter of ExPresident Van Buren. June 28, 18Bhiladelpha: William Rice, Printer, [1856]), 3.

2Entries for March 6, April 7, 1860, Jonathan S. Wilcox Diaries, William L. Clements Library, University of
Michigan, Ann Arbor.
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Wilcox did indulge inoccasional loquaty on Sundays, when his ughtness extended to
appraisals of the dayodos sermons, those delive
notation, Al attended church all day, o foll ow
morning sermon forndubf 8mi ss&Bb6A, ohefij bdgesed
was | ess charitable to the evening sermon, wh
doctrineThati®¥ he wanted all men to be made equal in
faith, and politics usally coexisted. Occasionally, however, a dissonant note, such as socialist
claptrapabout human equalityolted this New England burgher just enough for us to glimpse
the assumptions undergirding his worldview. Departures from the usual parsimosyliaii
register these rare bouts of mental atondlity.

A similar incident in April 1860 impelled Wilcox to resort to the catharsis of writing to
restore his seldssurance as a civic leader, Gedring patriarch, and devout Democrat. In an
unusuallylmg entry he fumed over a fAPolitical har a

which Wil cox deemed a ndesecration of t he Pul

confrontation with the preacher af thenftawcar d: il
that wa® If he wished to give Madison people a Political Lecture and would do it on a week

dayp wewould heara But | did not want him to do it on
doubt, he wo nscebe eodcermedl foriivhat Isdll,@ad 7¢é8 of[the people

presed agree with the Preacher in Politics and I
diary, his confidence restored, fiand believe
right to make their own municipallws as suits themsel ves. 0 Thi s
an attack on his partyds beliefs, especially

3Ibid., entries for July 31, 1859, Feb. 19, 1860.
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The matter so ruffled W |l cox that he devi at ed

as | did not want to hear him any more such P

Wilcox took offense at an antislavery preacher chastising the Slave States, as he would
have bristled at similar dictation leveled at him personally, because he understood hisahdivid
prerogative as tied to a stateds power to | eg
rights were bound up with the selfle of white men in the South. The white male individual lay
at the heart of De moc rnddodedy. Buididgeon the agsurdptiomgf o f p
this raced and gendered citizen, Democrats formulated notions of social progress and order,
individual rights, national belonging, and, ultimately, their Good Society. Presuming to instruct
the Slave States,as’i W cox 6s mini ster did, was one mani f e:
moralityonallwhi t e men . Any di mi nut i cdetermihatioa, whi t e m
whether to rule himself or to take part in the governance of his community, was ddtaiéat
Democrats were experts at ferreting out even the slightest intimation of such degradation.
Individual mastery and fanatical degradation were the ideological antipodes orienting
Democratsd ment al uni ver se, amaaddedichnstanpr eser vat
vigilance.

The individual, enjoying mastery at home and treated as a democratic equal in public,
was simultaneously the salient of social progress and the redoubt of social order. Reflecting the
multiple roles they assigned individuals,Bacrats used several terms to describe their political
beliefs. The New Hampshire Democracy, for in

conservative to preserve the good of our polity, and ever progressive to adopbasedll

“|bid., entries for April 8, 1860.

84



experi metnh . ©@ar &®loi nads James L. Orr, attempti ng
trust the national party, reassured them in 1855 that they had allies among Doughfaces, those
Aconservative men at the North, 06 whlaotheroubl ed
contest against Know Nothings in 1854, Democr
principles of our Government, 0 vowed to fAmanf
anttr epubl i can pl atf or ms . 0edtolthemseNesas fir@ytessise, De mo c |
liberal, and conservative, sometimes in the same breath.

This nomenclatural variation should restrain the reflexive, ahistorical urge to assume that
past party systems possessed one progressive and one conservativia patitye of political
instability, Democrats seized all monikers. Precisely defining each term requires the recognition
that Democrats drew from larger traditions of political thought as they reacted to their immediate
political context. Democrats regied themselves as progressives, liberals, and conservatives, as
well as nationalists, as they would have defined those terms. They wanted to conserve a
progressive nation premised on mass democracy and liberal toleration of individual diversity.
Democras intensified their devotion to liberal, national, and progressive precepts and bent them
in a conservative direction in the 1850s. Beset with new challenges, Democrats attempted to
conserve what had been progressive, if not even ré@dageographicallgxpansive white

manés republ i c compogoeringintiividda#dmocr ati cally sel

°Skeches of the Lives of Franklin Pierce and Wm. R. King, Candidates of the Democratic Republican Party for the
Presidency and Vice Presidency of the United S{atgs, [1852]), 4.The Cincinnati Convention. Letter from James

L. Orr, of South Carolina, to bh. C. W. Dudley, on the Propriety of Having the State of South Carolina

Represented in the Democratic National Convention, to Be Held in CincinMdts s hi ngt on, D. C. : H.
Steam Book and Job Printing Office, [1855])(IBidianapolis) IndianaDaily State SentingDuly 19, 1854.

®Democratsé conservatism was the political parall el of
consolidation at midcentury. John Higham, AFrom Bound|
American Culture, 184& 8 6 0 Hanging Mogether: Unity and Diversity in American Cultued. Carl J. Guarneri

(New Haven, CT: Yale University Press, 2001), -8 For the southern context, see Timothy M. Roberts,

AfdRevol utions Havey Boefc otnhee tMuel tBiltouoddeyd :ToEur opean Revol ut
1 8 5 OQourdal of the Early Republi25, no. 2 (Summer 2005); 2433.
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Democrats took advantage of the realignmen
on the political spectrum and to dismiss all opposition as illegitimate feamaticThey

approached their diverse enemies as variations of this ideological monolith. The hydra of

fanaticism presented itself i n-Ldvdisen, mi ddl e of
Spiritualism,o AMil Il erism, Me s Dowism, s m, Mor moni
abol i ti onimovisodm Wifiltmoatnscenemeéiad missamoO0o RaNat i v

Americanism, 0 AFanny Wr ilgahwiissmm, 0 AR uvarriitaann issmm,oc
and socialism, 0 AChurch bur ni-ismg, Wshaat ni dvsi -sRm, goh t AsS
ism, and every ot her ’ilrfamatadwiththeitsnessn fbGr achoanneieti evse

Fourierites, o emDenmrmrsi tdoesitdhenamgtriari an and | evel

"Infidelity and Abolitionism: An Open Letter to the Friends of Religion, Morality, and the American (tyion

[1856] ), 5; HfASpeech letterftdm the Hoh. SJamasAlfrdd Peatce dnited StatesiSenator

from Maryland, on the Politics of the Day. Letter from the Hon. Thomas G. Pratt, United States Senator from

Maryland, to the Whigs of That Stagpeech of the Hon. Isaac D. Jones, Delivered in Response to the Call of a

Democratic Procession at Princess Anne, Somerset County, Md., on the Evening of Tuesday, July 15, 1856. Speech

of the Hon. John W. Crisfield, Delivered at Princess Anne, SomersetyCd1d., on Tuesday Evening, July 15,

1856, Responding to the Call of a Democratic Proces@ashington, D. C.: Office of the Standard, 1856), 13; B.

F. Hallett, James Cheever, Silas Peirce, Stephen D. Massey, and Benjamin J. Gerrish (CoAyppida ),

Democrats and Union Men against Northern Fusion and Sectionalism. From the Democracy of Boston and Suffolk.
Adopted by the Ward and County Committees, in Convention, October([B85tbn]: Office of the Boston Post,
[1855]), 4; fi LSeurry, AustincAfigustiZBn . 1 8WBRéghRD.of thenSouth in Opposition to

6Squatter Sovereignty.o6 Speech of HofiDaydVAugust 1858 dham, a
and Letter of Hon. William R. Scurfpustin, TX: Marshall and Olddm, State Printers, 1856), 35; A. A. Coleman,
AAddress on Change in Boyhood Home, -SiuvarfFamilgPape8s6 1, 06 manu:
William L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbdndiana Daily State SentingNov. 27, 1854A

Document for All Thinking Men! The Political Letters and Writings of General Scott, Reviewed, Discussed, and
Comparedn.p., [1852]), 11 The Sl avery Question. Speech of Hon. James
Representatives, July 23, 18580ongressional Glohe34" Cong., f'sess., 18556, 25, appendix:991, 998peech

of Fernando Wood, Delivered before the Meeting of the National Democratic Delegation to the Charleston

Convention, at Syracuse, February 7, 1§8@w York: Office oftheDai | v Ne ws, [1860]), 4,; AS]
Lewi s CSpeeshesdDelivened at Tammany Hall, New York City, Sept. 2, 1852, by Hon. Lewis Cass, of

Michigan. Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, of lllinois. Hon. John L. Dawson, of Pennsylvania. Hon. Robert McLane, of

Maryland. Hon. Simon Cameron, of Pennsylvania. Hon. Willis A. Gorman, of Indiana. Also Kentucky and Virginia
Resolutions of 1798 and 17g®ew York]: Evening Post[1852]), 4; James Ferguson to Austin H. Brown,

Cincinnati, OH, October 14, 1848, Austin Brown Papers, Manuscripts and Rare Books Division, Indiana State
Library, I ndi anapol i s; ASpeech on the Maine Law Questi
the Broadway Tabernacl e, HSpeeche¥ Carrkspdaria Ete, oflthe Late Daniel S8 54, 0 |
Dickinson, of New York. Including: Addresses on Important Public Topics; Speeches in the State and United States
Senate, and in Support of the Government during the Rebellion; Correspondence, Private and Politicaé¢¢Collec

and Arranged by Mrs. Dickinson), Poems (Collected and Arranged by Mrs. Mygatf)edtdohn R. Dickinson

(New York: G. P. Putnam and Son, 1867), 1:506.
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on low stumps, writers of bad novelsandfgot t en poems, preachers of

Amabdr ai ned fanatics, and visionary reformerso
perfectionist hobbies. Democrats det swms ed a
as belong to theidiosyncat i ¢ school of modern Babel . 0 Aft

dross that remained was the fanatical tendency to employ the state to impose exclusive moral
codes on independent white nfen.

This Astrange medl ey of uondantaecmparamersttoi ci s ms
Democratsd har moni ous wo prégeessvhiehwesulteddrentmo cr at s v
individuals and communities democratically governing themselves, while fanatics violated
individual rights and resorted to centralized state powerflict destructive reforms. Basing
progress on the individual demandéxralt ol er ati on of white mends d
difference which, in turn, fostered an inclusive and embratatignalism Fanatical bigotry
sacrificed diversity founiformity and defined national belonging narrowly. The Democratic
individual was a raced and gendered béidpstract individualism took concrete form in the
master of noswhite and female dependents. While he served as the dynamo of social progress,
this individual also functioned as the conduitohservatisid the exclusive boundaries of the
white mandés republic were made safe by his ma
home. Fanatics denied the racial and gender basis of individualiswoasdguently, degraded

white men and the white manads -whitepolitibalagency.by enc

8Muscoe R. H. Garnett[The Union, Past and Future: How it Works, and How to Save It. By @&€iikzVirginia,

3“ed. (Washington, D. C.: John T. Towers, 1850),A#dress of ExGov. Aaron V. Brown, before the Democratic
Association of Nashville, June 24, 1868Nas hvi |l |l e: G. C. Torbett and Company,
TopicsNowPo mi nent before the Country, 6 Delivered at Lowell
Samuel Gilman BrownThe Works of Rufus Choate with a Memoir of His (Bfeston: Little, Brown and Company,

1862), 2:393jnfidelity and Abolitionism7; Plain Facts and Considerations: Addressed to the People of the United

States, without Distinction of Party, in Favor of James Buchanan, of Pennsylvania, for President, and John C.
Breckinridge, of Kentucky, for Vice President. By an American Ci{Beston: Bown, Bazin, and Company,

1856),31.
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Faced with fanaticism in the 1850s, Democrats did not abandon their Jacksonian progressivism.
But by newly emphasizing that the individemergy that catalyzed progress also exerted a
soothing conservatism, they fused their progressive past with the conservative posture that

present exigencies demanded.

Progressive Individualism or Fanatical Centralization

Democrats in the late 1840s al®b0s were enamored of the progressive dispensation in
which they lived. All Democrats, not merely the newer generation in the Free States attuned to
the AYoung Americado movement, hailed the erab
Fogiesandsobhter n st atesd6 rights Democrats wel comed
expansion, and the accumulation of knowledge. Democrats even lionized progress that seemed
antithetical to Thomas Jeffersonds a@mgarian v

Pittsburgh, hoped that the city government wo

il nsani tyd Present Goaditidhioffeliical Parties. Speech of Hon. S. S. Marshall, of lllinois, in the

House of Repr esent @ngressiosal GloAsa4Congt, £ fss., 1BEGS, @5, dppetix:1227.

Democratic ideology in the 1850s has not been adequately studied. Bruce Collins acknowledges that northern

Democrats opposed moral reform, but argues that they continued to be preoccupied with the Money Power, not
fanaticism. Jean H. Baker piides the most rigorous and creative overview of Democratic beliefs in the 1850s and

pays particular attention to their republicanism, conservatism, and racism. Yet she focuses only on northern

Democrats and, by contending that cultural values engendeeedime do not shift abruptly, she does not regard

the 1850s as a transitional period in Democratic thought and does not emphasize ideological evolution across the
Jacksonian, late antebellum, wartime, and postbellum eras. Joel H. Silbey examines|tiyy iof the wartime

northern Democracy, which, he finds, grew out of 1850s
and racial equality. Yonatan Eyal attempts to argue that the Democracy became more progressive in the 1850s

owing to theinfluence of the Young America movement; however, his study is unrepresentative, largely ignores the

sout hern Democracy, and trivializes the importance of
study of upland southerners in the Midwast count s f or Democratsd aversion to n
popular sovereignty as rooted in their culturally southern republicanism and rejection of New England moralism.

Col lins, AThe {bdddluang W oa ft htdbusmal Atmepac Stediesl, nd. 1 (April

1977): 10321; Baker Affairs of Party: The Political Culture of Ndrern Democrats in the Midineteenth Century

(1983; repr., New York: Fordham University Press, 1998); Silbdyespectable Minority: The Democratic Party in

the Civil War Era, 18641.868(New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 1977)-2366:88; Eyal,The Young

America Movement and the Transformation of the Democratic Party18@8(Cambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 2007); Etchesofhe Emerging MidwestJpland Southerners and the Political Culture of the Old Northwest,

17871861 (Bloomington: Indiana University Press, 1996);83%. On the beliefs of wartime midwestern

Democrats, see Thomas E. Rodger s, oiogyioftthe Demygcrats éiwest , and
centr al | ndi ana thdiana MagazihelofeHistGr2WJurie 1986):r1389.
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cloud of <coal s mok & tesidemtsashoul@ thrivat thib andosphehice ci t y
testament to the fArising priosepelriadry, Ciatnyd. ave al I
anticipated the onward march of progress, even unto perfection. In 1847 a Virginia congressman
welcomed the millennium that Democratic free trade policy would inaugurate with the
eradication of Adildredjeudilcease,standtviemer, ataend ieer
advance, then, with more rapid and joyful ste
stronger guaranties for the permanent preservation of general peace, and for the continuous
ameliorationoHu man? t y . o

Democrats attributed domestic progress to
countryo6s international reputation as the gui
AThere Iis no safety for EauompednomenBembccat,
progressive sprit of the Democracy of the Uni
individualism laid the groundwork for these achievements. Change could be wrenching and
disruptive, especially if foisted upon the péoby a fanatical and centralized state. As opposed
to actively facilitating social reforms and economic development, Democrats preferred using the
government to Aremove i mpedi ments from nation
state itself. Rcognizing the political rights of sovereign individuals and autonomous
communities to rule themselves and effect their own progress harnessed the potential of the

citizenry and | ed to orderly development. It

YGreat Speech of the Hon. George Mifflin Dallas, upon the Leading Topics of the Day, Delivered at Pittsburgh,
PA., with a Brief Biographal Sketch, &c., &c(Philadelphia: Times and Keystone Job Office, 184-8;, Address
of Mr. George C. Dromgoole to His Constituerigp.: J. and G. S. Gideon, Printers, [1847}R.1
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Denmbocracyo that gave free reign to the dAfull e

and progreSsive people.bd

Senator James Shields of Illinois enumerat
progress, territorial extension, the constitusibimdependence of the States, and the political
|l i berty of the individual .o |l ndi vi dual Il i ber
partyd the cherished principle of every liberal héars its sacred regard for the natural and
politicali ght s of i ndividual s. 0 Democrats defined
demanded fAfreedom of action in all cases wher
liberty also required a curious and open mind so that each white mardecidée for himself,
especially concerning personal morality. Alt

Al abami an, it hat there never has been and nev

Y| etter from William H. English, of Indiana, in Response to a NomindtipReélection to Congress, Tendered to

him by the Democracy of the Second Congressional Digivitashington, D. C.]: Office of the Congressional

Globe, [1856]), 3The True Democracy. A Speech Delivered at East Cambridge, Sept. 29, 1854. By Jjog, abve
Cambridgepor{Boston: C. C. F. Moody, Printer, [18567]), 1I0;Letter of Hon. James Shields. 2. An Article from

the Boston Pilot, Exposing the Falsehoods of the Scott Whigs Respecting General Pierce. 3. Extracts from Speeches

of General FranklinPierce before the Constitutional Convention, and before the People, upon the Religious Test. 4.
Voice of the Catholics of New Hampshire. 5. General Sc
1844(n.p., [1852]), 1Great Speech of the HoGeorge Mifflin Dallas 28; Proceedings of the Celebration of the

Fourth of July, 1856, by the Jackson Democratic Association of Washington, at the Bladensburg Spa Spring Grove.
Containing the Oration of Hon. A. E. Maxwell, of Florida, and Sketches &ehgarks of the Other Speakémnsp.:

Of fice of AThe National, d 1856), 11. Whil e Democrats
their specific means for pursuing progress were out of tune with those of many other Americans. 18k@s Ame

was undergoing a legal revolution, with law used as a positive instrument to release capitalist energy, and was on the
cusp of unprecedented growth in state power. Several historians have found evidence of a partisan convergence on

the state level ithe South, with Democrats agreeing with Whigs on the merits of employing positive state power to
catalyze the economy, but Democratic antistatism endur ¢
American law, see Morton J. HorwitEheTransformation of American Law, 178860(Cambridge, MA: Harvard

University Press, 1977); and James Willard Huraty and the Conditions of Freedom in thieéteenthcentury

United Stateg¢Madison: The University of Wisconsin Press, 1956). On the st¢eRichard Franklin Bensel,

Yankee Leviathan: The Origins of Central State Authority in America,-1889(1990; repr., Cambridge:

Cambridge University Press, 1995). On paxnvergence, see Lacy K. Fand, Origins of Southern Radicalism:

The SouttCarolina Upcountry, 180A.860(New York: Oxford University Press, 1988), 388; Michael F. Holt,

The Political Crisis of the 185(04978; repr., New York: W. W. Norton and Company, 1983)-718nd J. Mills

Thornton I1I, Politics and Power in a Slave 8ety: Alabama, 180A860(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University

Press, 1978), 26342.
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society to awe the mind from an investigationoewth c¢c 1 ai ms t o be establ i s|
Corollary to and growing out of individualism was sadtermination for local governments

composed of autonomous white men. Democrats thwarted fanaticism by allowing individuals to
pursue progress within their ownibd i wi c k s . The party enshrined
make the sacredness of his hearthstone known by the free exercise of his wisdom in domestic
controlo al ong with the corresponding Ar[ghttof e

12

managde hei r own muni ci pal matters in their own w

The individual unloosed and the community ggierning were the engines of progress.

ot

Human i magination has never conceived a syst

ot

whi ch coul dIlagpurvtehuman prpgeesseand sa great an impulse to human
energy. o nl't calls into play all the active
opportunity for the peaceful exercise of each
Aithatowe the scene of wuniversal energy which
advancement, according to James L. Orr, fAhas
and energy. o AMan, 0 he i mplored befqglhas gr adu
made these brilliant achievements, and stil!]l
agency led to both private and public happiness. National progress could not occur but in the

hands of these unfetteredmi nfli Gbdeahmenbeches$

are sovereign, and have in th®¥ir own hands th

121 Letter of Hon. James ShieJds2 ; Col eman, AAddress on ACSpeechd@elivered Boyhoo
at Webster, Mass., Providence, R. I., Nashua, N. H.CGthdr Places, during the Presidential Campaign of 1856,
in Support of James Buchanan, by George B. Loring, of S@iBoaton]: Office of the Boston Post, 1856), 4.

BAddress of R. M. T. Hunter, of Virginia, before the Democratic Association of RichmoadeOtt 1852

(Washington, D. C.: Congressional Globe Office, 1853), 4; James LA®#ddress Delivered before the

Philosophian and Adelphian Societies of the Furman University, at Their Annual Meeting, Greenville, S. C., July 18,
1855(Greenville, SC: GE. Elford and Co., 1855), 2B Letter from Daniel Chandler, Esqg. on the Principles of the
Know Nothing Partyn.p., [1855]), 4.
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Their faith in the capacigovgrnmerftrefiectde sover e
Democratsdo devotion t o t heedtfrbmetieerAymericah popul ar
Revolution. A Democrat in Mobile countered nativists by arguing that immigrants could not
help but be cowed by this American invention:
sovereignsand he leads a virtuous and industriofestth win their confidence and merit their
esteem. 0O A Virginian could not understand ho
was of fAmen whom the constitution makes the ¢
pronounces capable and worthy toirol the complex and splendid machinery of our
government . o Putting theory into practice, D
They were proud of Americads unprecfatdented fr

accompli Votingwaste moment when the peopleds sovereig

3t
—
[72)

operate as a mechanism of governance:
entitled to the right of suffrage to exercise the high prerogative of a freeman iydrealdther
words, to be his own representative. o Even i
did not abdicate sovereignty, as fAdhere in thi
sovereign wfthin himself.d

The assumption that p@wresided with the people, and not with the government,
transcended Fourth of July grandiloquehéeshaped Democratic culture and policy. A

correspondent told Senator Stephen A. Dougl as

several reasons firgtam one of the Sovreignsi§] ) . 0 Dougl as took this s

Robert McClelland to Alpheus Felch, Monroe, January 17, 18%heus Felch Papers, Bentley Historical

Library, University ¢ Michigan, Ann Arbor Letter from Daniel Chandler, Esth; Speech of James L. Kemper,

Delegate from Madison, on the Public Defences of the Common@ddithRelations of SlavedySouthern

Resistance and Retaliation. Delivered in the House of Delegatésyofi¥, Monday, February 28 1856

(Richmond: Charles H. Wynne, 1856), Bleat Speech of the Hon. George Mifflin DaJlag; A. A. Coleman,

AfAntebell um Democratic Party Addr es sStuabFamilyPapersl 86 1, 0 ma |l
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and made sure to thank him. Upon his 1851 inauguration, Governor William H. Ross lent his

support to a convention to revise Depkoplevar eds

in this matter, because Athe will of the peop

action of their agentsodo such as himsel f. Vir

of ficeholding fiagent, 0 only ecabinetail8a® d\friands s ov

reflected that fAwe have both r Sdveraignsedd t o pri v

Democrats acknowledged the sovereignty of the people most dramatically by allowing territorial

settlers to legislate on slavery, a spe@olicy distilled from the larger political theory and also

| abel ed Apopul ar sovereignty.o Dougl as, the

Ai mmense meeti ngo i twelv@hundred popular sovereigsdnt uptheir | e a st

smuts of gladnessodo i support of the Little G
Their encomiums to popular sovereignty and the connection they made between

individual agency and national progress reveals that Democrats held a positive view of human

nature. Several historians havelagd t hat Democr ats were pessi mi

selfi nt erestedness and tendency toward unrepublii

instinctive sefaggrandizement, Democrats wanted to disempower the state, lest individuals use

it to further heir selfish ends. In his inaugural editorialltde Democratic Reviewn 1837, John

L. O6Sullivan had condoned Adérestraintsoé on t

BN

order to forestall Aprecipitateiséviigndthd at i on. 0

3william A. Thurston to Stephen A. Douglas, Fort Madison, IA, March 5, 1852, Stephen A. Douglas Papers,

Special Collections Research Center, University of Chicago LipHinpis; Wi | | i am H. Ross, Al nau
January 21, 1851, idbournal of the Housefdrepresentatives of the State of Delaware, at a Session of the General

Assembly, Commenced and Held at Dover, on Tuesday, the Seventh Day of January, in the Year of Our Lord, One
Thousand Eight Hundred and Fif§ne, and of the Independence of the Un@tattes, the Sever®yfth (Dover,

DE: S. Kimmey, Printer, 1851), 159; M. Jordan to John Y. Mason, Potomac House, Washington, October 29, 1849,

John Y. Mason Papers, Southern Historical Collection, Louis Round Wilson Special Collections Library, The

Universty of North Carolina at Chapel Hill; James B. Steedman to Stephen A. Douglas, Toledo, OH, November 7,

1858, Douglas Papers.

93



parent of evil .o He also i mparted to America

government is that which governs |l east. o Lis

—
>

Democratsd antistatimsmture’o trepidation abou
Yet Democrats could hardly have been so optimistic abougsernment if man wa
inherently debased. They times evinced saccharine optimism when extolling the people.
O6Sullivan, for instance, a¢ttpeoaghesudeclkaous
an abiding confidence in the virtue, intelligence, and full capacity foiges#rnment, of the
great massofourpeo@eo ur i ndustrious, honest, manly, i ni
ADemocracy i s thetchasefaftHBHumanhtuwman natur e,
echoed in the 1850s. A Democrat in 1854 <cl ai
safely entrusted with power, and that man is advancing to a state of greater perfectibility, and
thatevee anci ent | aws may be modified to meet the
encouraged individuals in their pursuits of perfection.
Democrats did prefer, however, that individuals indulge perfectionist strivings in private,
not through the tynnical state, for perfectionism was a potentially fanatical tendency, latent
within all. According to a Massachusetts Dem
al ways arouses in the human heart. o toWbien i nd

personal utopias, fanatical despotism ensued. A Tennessee Democrat found the seeds of

¥ | nt r o dibedUnitecbState® Magazine, and Democratic Reviat 1837, quotations on 2, 6. According to

J o hn As hevemactatjc vigwtof man was essentially ambivalent and dualistic for while the ordinary man

was naturally good and virtuous he wdsAgalagsa amotoe ratnidal |
AAristocratso: Par ty Pofed, 1887t846[Londah:eRoyhl digtgrical Society1@83)Uni t ed
15-20, quotation on 16. See also, Lawrence Frederick Kidid,Politics of Individualism: Parties and the

American Character in the Jacksonian Eiew York: Oxford University Press, 1989),-84 123-9; Rodgers,

ALi berty, Wil |-50;andHarn\i Vdatsaijbertyg and Rowed: The Politics of Jacksonian

Americg 1990, rev. ed. (New York: Hill and Wang, 2006), 240

Y1 nt r o dihedUnitecbState® Magazine, and Democratic Revimti1 8 37, quot ati ons on 2,

Gener al E Speedfes Detlivayed at a Dinner, Given to Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, by Gen. Elijah Ward, in
New York City, June'™ 1854(n.p.: Office of the National Democrat, [1854]), 3.
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fanaticism in individual sd selective disregar
slave clause, that guarded the rights of other whitedniieh yhbegin by resisting i their
hearts rebelling against in their feelings 6 act s whi ch coul d escal at e
both the Constitution and Law of Congress. o
Hunt er ¢ o mphk debategahd actioraof Corfigtess were sought to be perverted to the
creation of a mor al machinery for the destruc
Access to the stateb6s fAmoral machineryo metas
governnental fanaticism. Democrats like Hunter would have agreed with the twecdietiry
British political theorist Michael Oakeshott
generate¥ tyranny. o

If the state left every man free to chase his own GoockSogr , i ndi vi dual sé p
endeavors would, on the contrary, safely spur national progress. A Floridian reminded fellow
Democrats that Jacksondés dAfaith in their capa
business with which they mighelztonnected was complete, and he saw no justice but to let them
do it uncontrolled and unawed bfieeflamgentraligedt r a |
oversight ensured that individuals and communities could follow their own visions without
impinging on others. AThe only safe or justif
Ais for every people to attend to the correct
other communities the right and privilege of doingthesarmhei ng f or t hemsel ves.
auspices, perfectionism did not perturb Democrats. According to another midwesterner, all

Ashoul d be |s&lfattfull perfeeton, withoutahe influence§ of a great

18 oring, A Speech Delived at Webster, Mas®2: Address of ExGov. Aaron V. Brown6; Address of R. M. T.

Hunter, of Virginia, before the Democratic Association of RichmondB ; Mi c hael Oakeshott, AON
Conser vat i Raionaismin®bliics and @ther Essaysv. al. (Indianapolis: Liberty Fund, 1991), 434.

See alsoSubstance of the Speech of Hon. W. K. Sebastian, Made before the Democratic Mass Meeting, at Helena,
November 23, 1858Vashington, D. C.: Congressional Globe Office, [1855]), 2.
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overshadowing, central, consolidated/gpr n ment . 0 Their desire that
opportunity to achieve perfection, not revulsion at human nature itself, constituted the basis of

their antistatisnt®

While Democrats reveled in progress, they were culturally alienated from some of the
ag®s intellectual currents, especially refor mi
praised this fnage of unexampled achievement I
whatever ministers to physicadlalc omfosmpteran yde d
spiritual rot of fanaticism. The fanatical impulse promised only social strife, not orderly

advancement. Fanatical reforms wereillufosye duced by fanaticism, Pug

for something vast, and intricate,andne s ome panacea, 0 including a
temperance, and nativi sm. I n a speech inveig
congressman Samuel S. Marshall observed that

and enlighteneg e opl e t hat the sun shines on. o0 AANnd vy

years there is no folly so great, no theory in religion, morals, or politics, so wild and visionary,

that it will not find numerous demdmagess/iopus ad
short, were smitten wWith fiwild and crazy theo
¥Proceedings of th€elebration of the Fourth of July, 1856 9 ; Mar shal |, Al ndmAddrassy of t h

Delivered by Gov. Joseph A. Wright, on tffeD&y of October, 1853, at Livonia, Washington County, Indiana, to

the District Agricultural Society, Composed bétCounties of Washington and Orargelianapolis: Austin H.

Brown and Co., Printers, 1854) , 15; Wi |JournalofthBur t on, il
House of Representatives of the State of Delaware, at a Session of the GenerdiyA€sembned and Held at

Dover, on Tuesday, the Fourth of January, in the Year of Our Lord One Thousand Eight Hundred aNoh&jfty

and of the Independence of the United States the Eidtitgl (Dover, DE: James Kirk, Printer, 1859), 87.

“George E. PugtQration Delivered before the Triennial Convention of the Alpha Delta Phi, at Miami University,
Oxford, Ohio, July 5, 185@Vashington, D. C.: Lemuel Towers, 1860012 ; Mar shal l , Al nsanity
1226, 1227.

96



The fanatical disposition assumed a variety of forms, including religious persecution and
superstitionits oldest variant, alongsi@xperimentation with novel social forms, inclagi
communalism, Awomands r-i ghé sscoineenes ots, bama
prompted individuals and communities to coerc
bewails the necessity of reformation in every body exceptéifpand pursuing this benevolent
design, we have enacted | aws for the regul ati
insisted that intermeddling was most destruct
machi ner yo t o DbDnarpasceptionshokthieGood Soci¢tyuoa unwilling white
men. If fanaticism wasnisguided as a social impulse, thena political force, it imperiled the
republic?

The inclination to intermeddle characterized all fanatics, leading Democrats to approach
political contests as a cosmic showdown bet we
own At heoryowferinonealt 0s slpfarred with Athe medd]l
Fanaticism was the ancient enemy of democracy in a new guise. Fanaiiceltage r i t ed @At he
Federal , or Whig philosophy, 6 an export of Ma
meanwhile, had taken root in Virginia. Temperance, nativism, and abolitionism in the 1850s
comprised the latest reincarnation of what Democrats vayieafied Toryism, Federalism, or
Whiggery. Federalists and their fanatical heirs allegedly distrusted the people and relied instead
on centralized state power . A Democrat in Ci
great antagonistical prindipes i n all governments, Democracy

Democrats of Muskingum County, Ohio, the two worldviews could be traced back to antiquity.

Federalism stemmed from Aristotleds preferenc
“Marshall, il ns a @7; RughOmtion Delivered Defoneehe Triennizl Zonvention of the Alpha
Delta Phj 11-2.
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fromPlat@s republicani sm. With their divergent g
different systems, the Federalist, and the Democrat, must in their legislation, and governmental
policy, arrive at and®produce very different
Fanatics consolidatedgoe r n ment al power because they de:
to govern themselves; Democrats, meanwhile, circumscribed the state to preserve popular
sovereignty. Just d&3emocrats stressed thagnying territorial settlers the ability to decide on
slavey impugned their democratic acumémey also found thavhen the government
Ainterfere[s] with the pursuits of the govern
between different classes, it is usurping a power of sovereignty which the peopleWave n
conf efmhel@etocraticReview dvi sed t hat the fAconcession ol
belonging to the people in their organic functions, in their capacities as sovereigns, should be
contempl ated with prudence. OARWahwouwsltdteayhoRe:
much as iIis possible to the sovereigns, the pe
were touteddasriici mCbastansti oni stso and for
consolidation. Out and out for restrainingth i mpr oper exerci se of fedel

impoverish the state reflected the belief that sovereignty rested with the people.

2 oring, A Speech Delivered at Webster, MagsSpeech of the Hon. Horatio Seymour at Springfield, Mass., July

4, 1856(Buffalo, NY: Campaign Courier, 1856);4t James Ferguson to William Allen, Cincinnati, OH, November

12, 1848, William Allen Papers, Manuscript Division, Li
August 13, 1853, in Thomas M. Drakén Address, on the Doctrine and Discipline of the Denattic Party; and

the Heresy of the Maine Liquor Law and Free Soilism, or Other Side Issues Being Incorporated into lts Creed

Delivered in Zanesville, Ohio, prior to the Late Elect{@anesville, OH: E. C. Church, Printer, 1853);26See
also,IndianaDaily State SentineAug. 26, 1854; and J. S. Brinkerhoff to William Allen, Bronson, Huron Co., OH,

January 25, 1847, Allen Papers.

ZiThe I nauguration of Wilhdlana®aly SteeSentinelan. 16,d854;r nor El ect , o
A Cons ol iThe khited SBtates ®emocratic Revie@ct. 1857,311,314 The Nomi nees of the De
P a r Righmond EnquirerDec. 5, 1854, clipping in Newspaper Clippings Scrapbook of Ellen Wright Wise; 1840

1896, Henry A. Wise Papefsnicrofilm), Southern Historical @lection, Louis Round Wilson Special Collections

Library, The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill.
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Democrats feared that once the moral machinery of the government was accepted as a
tool with which to engineer progresr implement reform, the growth of the state would prove
inevitable. Even admirable philanthropic intentions harbingered tyranny when coupled with
state power . A Democratic newspaper cheered
whichwoud have charged Congress with caring for

Once the federal government assumed stewardship over one class of citizens, state paternalism

would know no bounds. The ref or makewundelid fempo
protection the indigent who are not insane. 0
charitable impulses of Congress, o0 with the st

to the fatherl ess. 0 pdryrslope miadseat, soothemeryfeared thabthe o f
state could also become the master of their slaves. In this view they hearkened back to Nathaniel
Macon, the Ol d Republican who had soothsaid,
more propriety emamcp a t eeeiag withArepublicans of theeRolutionary era, Democrats
feared that governmental power accreted over time. Eventually the state would even usurp the
place of white men as masters of household depentfents.

State power was only one of thepposedly disproportionate and unnecessary means
fanatics used to effect their reforms. Fanat

the passions, o0 instead of appeals to reason.

#Indiana Daily State SentineMay 15, 1854; Macon quoted in Watsaiherty and Power62. See alsdnaugural

Address of Governor John A. Winst@relivered in the Representative Hall, December 20, IB&htgomery, AL:

Brittan and Blue, State Printers, 1853% 3 For the revolutionaries6 slippery
taxation, see John DickinsdnAstl3p7i hetwhiecb hgacaoashséehe
countrymen, ROUSE yourselves, and behold the ruin hanging over your heads. If you ONCE adar¢athat

Britain may lay duties upon her exportations tofosthe purpose of levying money on us pshg then will have

nothing to do, but to lay those duties on the articles which she prohibits us to mantfactdrihe tragedy of

Americanl i berty is finished. 0 J oHmpire Bnd dl&kionnLetiers froma BarniRi ¢ har d
in Pennsylvaniand Letters from the Federal Farmeéf®ed., ed. Forrest McDonald (Indianapolis: Liberty Fund,

1999), 14.
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political powerbyat er i ng t o morbid sentimentality.o A
politics from violence, whereupon fAmissionar.
reckless politici®anhtse ftperrtsheen dlniwcerdniSitghe ress . an c
[sii foll owerso of antislavery congressman Josh
Union i1tself if they could by that <course acc
recognized that political ideas had consequences and oughhendled cautiously. When

Winfield Scott ran for president in 1852, Democrats remembered that nativist riots in

Phil adel phia in 1844 had been Athe | egitimate
Catholics. De mo c r a tst ama btlseprufffamms| ammedewdth rifles, cdn@ob, o0 | i t
and the |ike weaponso enforcing antislavery d
wil dest excesses by the dangerous teachings o

results of arabidfamai ci sm, that | oses the %Substance in

o~

That the state only engorged itself over time and that fanatics failed to calibrate their
means to their ends meant that their reforms yielded unintended consequences. In trying to cure
social lls, fanatics only provoked new evils or compounded existing ones. A Whig who threw

his support to the Democrats grumbled about t

which | onged for fAthe cure of ondoa#fuli | by the
phil anthropies and philosophieso and those fim
in vogue would only fAbe successful, [é] becau

they profess to extir padwaysbedabletdmitagasdtslavesyrag f an a

®Burton, fl nau gSpeeehlof FArdaddo @sost Thé Last 8ppeal to Pennsylvargiap., [1856]), 6;
Plain Facts and Considerationg9.

#Charles Perkins to William Allen, Kingsville, February 4, 1847, Allen PageBocument for All Thinking Men!
2, 17;Address of Hon. Thomas L. Clingman, on the Political Condition and Prospects of the Country, to the
Freemen of the Eighth Congressioastrict of North Carolina(n.p., [1856]), 89; Address of the National
Democratic VolunteerdMarch, 1860(New York: John W. Oliver, Printer, 1860)43
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their agitation ensured iIits continuance. i Bu

agitators, o0 claimed a Marylander in 1852, #fth
greaterthanithasbee f or the |l ast thirty years. o James
happy results of this abol i t-examinatbnadexmosiono n, 0
of the false theories of religion, philanthro
previously considered fAan evil .o Thanks to a

institution for what it really was a positive good’
Democr at s 6 cr iatradiggon ef odgingnpajedictiond against fanaticism.

Many Europeap ol i ti cal theorists, having witnessed t
Engl andds Puritan despotism in the seventeent
AEnNt husi asm, 06 according to David Humeys was Af
bol dness of character. 0 Dire consequences re
inspire the deluded fanatic with the opinion of divine illuminations, and with a contempt for the
common rules of reason, masyoatheir bwy righteonsdesyy r udenc
fanatics could not hel p b uFanatioisinfeaturedMahamptoan ot h
caricature of religious extremism, who is reb
think you can mold the worltb your whims and order people to think like you do, even as you

bring them nothi ng Handticismamnengized the Ealigidenmheatas . 0 An

fSpeech Delivered i n Fa reeWorks oHRafus Choa®334; Bughratio3 1, 1855, 0
Delivered before the Triennial Convention of the Alpha Delta PhiSpeech of Rev. Henry Slicer, Delivered in the

General Conference at Indianapolis,"2Blay, 1856, on the Subject of the Proposed Change in the Methodist

Discipline, Making NofSlaveHolding a Test or Condition of Membership in Said Chukstashington: H.

Pol kinhorn, [18567?]), 5; #fASpeech Del i Sekediansifromthe Bar nwe | |
Letters and Speeches of the Hon. James H. Hammond, of South Cé®ti6arepr., Spartanburg, SC: The Reprint
Company, Publishers, 1978), 384 See alsoAddress of R. M. T. Hunter, of Virginia, before the Democratic

Association of Richmond 1.
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theorists enshrined reason and natural law, as well as a social contract that limited the state and
protected individual rights, to mitigate the ramifications of impassioned pdftics.

Democrats agreed that fanaticism corroded social order by casting society into perpetual
flux. It comprised a mode of conducting politics, rather than a set of claksr godefinition of
the Good Society. AAb-mbdtfanatwi tl smot weubg,

because there was always one more reform to agitate in the pursuit of amorphous and

unattainabl e utopi as. Faendt ienouwdr el otnleqg e aw
Afrom one subject of excitement to another, f
anotA®heyp worked against political stability

fanaticism, o0 iom ditsciianervewst dmistc® hefore ol d
not be glutted. Former president James Buchanan, looking back on the turmoil of the 1850s,

delivered the epitaph for the fanatical decad
honestimp | se, it rushes on to its object without

interference with what we may choose to consi

®David Hume, @AOf Super Bssayst Mooah Polticalad Eiterary ed sEugerse ., Miler i n
(Indianapolis: LibertZlassics 1985), 77; VoltaireFanaticism, or Mahomet the Prophétans. Hanna Burton

(1741; repr., Sacramento, CA: Litwin Books, 2013), 58. See also, John lfotkdter Concerning Toleratigred.

James H. Tull (1689; repr., Indianapotisiackett Publishing Company, 1983), esjally 47-9; Montesquieu,

Persian Lettersed. Andrew Kahn, trans. Margaret Mauldon (1721; repr., Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008),

Letters 55, 58, 59, 73, 83, pp.-847881, 1023,1157; and John Passmore, fAFanatici s
P hi | o sTaeplbuynal of Political Philosophil, no. 2 (June 2003): 22R. Using the abolitionist movement

as an example, Joel Ol son wo rridisgfaaagcdsin bysatguing that sealdirpaan or at i
benefit democracy. Ol son, AThe Fr eshnesPerspectivesroanati ci s
Politics 5, no. 4 (Dec. 2007): 68501.

[Garnett], The Union, Past and Futuré;f Fr a n k lei na nRdi eHics A lgngl, [L854])o4nDickifisdnj e s o
iSpeech on the Ma i-506&Spéeahwfthg ti@nsHoratio SeyrmddirdSeelalso, Isaac Edward

Hol mes to R. M. T. Hunt er , Cogdsmomdéneesot Rovert M. H®er} 1826J une 8, 1
1876, 0 ed. Char |l e sAnhuel Report otﬁtha Bhegican Histonchl Assdiationf for the Year 1916
(Washington, 1918), 168.
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mor ali zed while watching t he Ciodscoveredthereartho i | t

with ®l ood. o

Liberal Toleration or Fanatical Bigotry

Jonathan S. Wilcox was a devout man, and his diary records his approval of evangelical
reforms, such as temperance and the colonization of African Americans. The tempoaafehis t
regularly took Wilcox from Connecticut to New York City to market goods, and he attended
services while traveling. We can imagine an impish, even voyeuristic, urge propelling Wilcox to
AHenry Ward Beechers church 1inoth&8elomaovkthatiho i n F
was a church and the pastor a professed preac
thought that | had been in a political caucus
ever in hearing such a libeliousiq] & seditious harrangssic] ' o

Whether the profanation at which he took umbrage was the adulteration of matters
spiritual by those tempor al or a crafty cleri
the mixing of religion and politics strudkilcox as indecorous. His revulsion was indicative of
the Democracyob6s aversion to a symbiotic churec
fanatical political crusades, Democrats maintained, including those aimed at Catholicism,

slavery, and alcolto. Religious zealots |i ke Beecher, wt

politics, o0 manif est ed bigotet intaldrance.cFamatioa bigottyo al | f

%Clement C. Clayir., The Love of Truth for Its Own Sake: An Address before the Erosophic anchBttilc

Societies of the University of Alabama, at Its Commencement, in July(Tl8&%&loosa, AL: M. D. J. Slade, 1855),

30; Plain Facts and Consideration26; James Buchana,r . Buchanandés Administration o
Rebellion(1866; repr., Scitat e , MA: Digital Scanning, 1999), 64. On f
conducting politics, see Jay Newm&anatics and Hypocrite@Buffalo, NY: Prometheus Books, 1986).

*Entries for Feb. 19 (quotations), April 4, May 14, July 4, 1854, 860, Wilcox Diaries. For an Alabama

di aristés similar reaction to hearing fithe Rev. Humbug
Hundley Diary, William L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.
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injected schismatic proscription and inquisitional persecution into AmericarcpolAn
intol erant state, -ruemldiegi alhse fsavaat iodi sirp,0d i wd wloc
men from the body politit?

ABi gotry angl ontloat @actaerciez ¢ d intthemindsafnat i cal
Democrats Clement C. Clay rebukedt hat i nt ol erance, which, 1in s
bl oody scourge, and is, in all, the chief Dban
candidate Winfield Scott, with his nativist baggage, epitomized this nanmiodedness.
Democratsappras ed him as fAa man of envious spirit, 1
intolerant and proscriptive natur edagcordingndul gi
to a Catholic member of the Democr aasg,, 0in a
however humble they may be, can be assailed w
bigots used the state to discriminate against one group of white men, such as Catholics, they
invalidated the equality enjoyed by all white n¥én.

Democratsanswee d f anati cs O bi g owndizkralitoletaton. 8hepmnce w
calledthemselves and their principl@sl i b a term Which they used to refertteeir
acceptance of diversity. The Democracy, for
platform in favor of natwuralization. oo Andr ew
generous and liberal heart which throbbed in his bosom, and the generous and liberal principles

which signalized his political creed, [which] would never have péedhihat he should give his

%The Lecompton Questin . Governor Wi seds Tammany, Philadel phia anc
Charles W. Russell, Esg. by a Virginia Democ(fRichmond?, 18587?]), Bketches of the Lives of Franklin Pierce
and WmR. King 9.

*#Horatio Seymour to James Camfipetica, August 7, 1856, Horatio King Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of
Congress, Washington, D. C.; Clayye Love of Truth12; A Document for All ThinkingMen! 14 ; ACi vil and
Religious Liberty Defended. Speech of Hon. John Kelly, of New Yorkhé House of Representatives, August 9,

1 8 5 6angressional Glohe34" Cong., £'sess., 18556, 25, appendix:1264.
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agency to encourage a spirit of civil and rel
Democrats in the 1850s tolerated much that other Americans considered social, political, or
mor al dAevil s, 0 i nwesldivedsityargongwhite mencteetotalihg ancetippling,i o
enslavement and freed@mthey were truly broaninded>*
Intolerant fanaticism nursed the very ills it diagnosed because it acted on its bigotry
through improper meafslegal coercion, rather than morslasion. Democrats believed that
reformers should appeal to white men as equals and allow them to choose whether to modify
their behavior. Individuals exercised autonomy when adopting a new moral code, but it was an

affront to individual rights and demiatic selfrule for the state to enforce adherence to a

mi norityoés religious scrupl es. The political
Ai ntemperate in its temperance, 0 as governmen
place of moralsasi on. 0 Democratso toleration complem

to be both small and neutrl.

Many Democrats went further and attacked bigotry not only on the part of the state but
also within society. Toleration, they argued, was a furedeiah American value. Private bigotry
only tempted individuals to sate their prejud
the breast, 0 merely awaiting the opportune mo
objects. o Advi d ndo tvi dailaw e wihroe bathafrigobahdac ons ci e n
t y r @& petsanal bigotry easily slipping into political tyrannyemocrats wanted to avoid the

amplification of personal intolerance through the stébéext to a bigot in religion, a bigot in

%Great Speech of the Honourable James Buchanan, Delivered at the Mass Meeting of the Democracy of Western
Pennsylvania, at Greensburgn Thursday, Oct. 7, 185Philadelphia, 1852), 1¥roceedings of the Celebration of
the Fourth of July, 185611.

*Hallettet al., Appeal to Democrats and Union Meh
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politics is perhaps the bitterest and the wor
the present instance, political bigotry is nearly allied to religious bigotry, there is difficulty in
di scriminating bet ween t imcusivesocietyon adddientocac r at s d

t01 erate intol

neutr al state. They would not
Many Democrats conceded that northerners could privately oppose slavery, provided

they publicly honored s¢érvehobddeampairgmghpasmphl

of slavery as all consémgabnvédenmnotdbheéhat méwes

Georgian Howell Cobb, perhaps amused to play the exotic southerner, denied to a New England

audi ence t h a addréssing yqu waulp besoeconvent you into advocates of the

peculiar institutions of my own section of th
invite you to the adoption of our | ocah inst.i
of our common country in my hands, to ask you
Aithe abstract question of slavery, o0 he invoke
slavery, o0 he simplified, fAtheéreThe Quésbhenqw
whet her sl avery is right or wrong [€é] but the

answer was that northerners had to tolerate slaVery.
Northern Democrats s har-eghteoOidedtbag® naamisr si on
called upon to be the consciedcee e per of anot her . 0o When righte

strong arm of the | aw, 0 then Athe convincing

% etter of Hon. P. Phillips, of Mobile, Ala., on the Religious Proscription of Cathpi.p., [1855]), 7;Great
Speech of the Honourable James Bucha®aA Document for All Thinking Men14. On toleration as a curative

for fanati cal intolerance, see Pass2for e, fiFanatici sm,
" Frankl i n PAbealciet iaonn2 MifisMre.s 6] Howel | ] Co b9pdeshes®peech, in
Messr s. Wel |l er, Orr, Lane, and Cobb, Delivered in Phini

the Democratic Party of Merrimac Couny.p., [18567]), 23, 25
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appeals of good men [é]fheetinheoweapendef fbeg
An I ndianan acknowledged that Al have al ways
clarified that he fAnever proposed any other m
W. Peckham, the patriarci a Democratic family in Albany, sympathized with southern

secession after the election of a Republican

the pharisees or the bigots of the present da

Anot f eel It a sin to be honest & to do unto
resolved fito fulfil the obligations in a stra
constitution i mposes. 0 Tol er athat afl whithmeenl t o b e

could enjoy it. A South Carolinian reminded northern listeners that slavery had been abolished

in the Free States only by southern forbearan

judges of your own interest, and we knewt tlva had no right under our system of government

to enter your State and eiffher advocate or op
The sop to southernérghat northerners could privately detest slavery provided they

remained politically neutrél did not go far enough fall Democrats. Some northerners

cheered slavery as a positive good. An Al aba
Charl es O6Conor fimade a telling speech, in wh
that negro slavery isrightandnetr ong, and that the South must |
Democrat in Minnesota Territory attributed Am

commi ssioned to work out the salvation of ma n

BIMICobbds Speech, JbhmG Davip.slis Opihiars Lipordthe Répeal of the Missouri

Compromise; His Opinions upon the Fugitive Slave Law. Choice Extracts from His Correspondence. Remarks by J.

0. JoneqTerre Haute, IN: Western Star Rrifil8567?]), 2; Rufus W. Peckhal@r.] to Wheeler H. Peckham,

Albany, December 17,860; see also, Rufus W. Peckhf®n.] to Wheeler H. Peckham, Albany, January 4, 1860,

both in the Wheeler H. Peckham Family Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Congredg&a s hi ngt on, D. C
[ James L.] Orr 6s S ppeeckebof MassrsP\Wdllem, Oox, Lade &nd Cab i n
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Natiora | prosperity originated in the South, whert
directed by the superior intellect of the white man, on a better system of servile labor, a more
humane system, tfiBembasaesérrr aedgsamrslaiendthet hem t
most efficient regime for the coexistence of
Awith their false and heartless sympathies, 0
void of means necessarytoitsowncomtsnd e xi st ence. 0 Those genuir
plight of the enslaved knew that emancipation would be detrimental, Democrats clarified, while
allowing slavery to sp+heng® would enhance sl av
Along with slaveholders and free laborers, Derats also tolerated abstainers and
partakers. Many Democrats approved of shaping a temperate citizenry through moral suasion,
and some sanctioned temper anc e sit]leayg-A®litiant i on .
Ticket o trounced rachirel8%52olanatiean Wilcax salace® lenmselfavith the
Ahope they will make a good | aw to stop arden
pro-temperance Democrats had to balance hostility toward alcohol with their wariness of state
power. Maty Democrats were reticent to join the temperance movement, so long as those

reformers advocated coercive |l egislation such

fMaine Lawmano compl ained that the Democracy woul d

only occasionallytaste i® or whonevert ast e i t, but dondét approve o
of the Maine Law. o0 Many Democrats supported
movement . As an Ohi o De mocr &htallwe usentheasoveregignd , At

*Entry for Dec. 23, 1859, Hundley Diaryhe South and the Democratic Party. A Speech by D. A. Robertson,
Delivered in St. Paul, Wedsday, Sept. 3(Baint Paul, MN: Goodrich, Somers, and Co., Printers, 185¥)}, 9
guotations on 10.

“RobertsonThe South and the Democratic Parsyl 1 ; @GdMrh6s Speech, PlamFabtegndt Hal | ,
Considerations27.
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power of the State, for the enforcement of a moral principle, and to compel the performance of
what is esteemed®™a private moral duty. o

Even short of | egislative enactment, tempe
A manuscript speech in the papers of Alabama Democrat Sydenham Moore protests against
personally pledging oneself to temperance: A
itself indifferent, is such a restraint upon his freedom of action, as in goergertion of cases,
will make [him] restless & dissatisfied. o Li
had unintended consequences, being fiproductiwv
moral sense is of itself too weak to resigt ttmptation without a pleddeit will in a majority of

cases be too feeble to resist where a pledge

indi fferentdo as an evi l and then modifying on
Al eadsgnainry tcases to hypocrisy. o Sydenham Moor
|l earned that his overseer imbibed often, he t
not go off on frolics or frolic at home. And while in liquor injure & abuse my neo e s . 0 He

counseled moderation, but did not exact abstinence, and offered to keep the man on for another
seasor?

Fanaticism invited hypocrisy not only by demanding that individuals fit themselves to the
contours of anot her Gicswenothemdelves gisingebhuous inkheirc aus e f
ref or ms. Democrats routinely indicted fanat:i

mearly [ic] refrains from drinking liquor, with a smack of hypocrasic] about it, & a bloat in

“Entry for April 4, 1854 Wilcox Diaries; AMaine Lawman, & a Republican to Hannibal Hamlin, August 3, 1856,
Hamlin Family Papers (microfilm edition), Special Collections Department, Raymond H. Fogler Library, The
University of Maine at Orono; Drakén Address, on the Doctrined Discipline of the Democratic Part9.

“Aut hor unknown, @AOught a man to pledge himself to tot a

Mr. James, [18607?], both in the Sydenham Moore Family Papers, Alabama Department of Archives and Histor
Montgomery.
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every other vice, canhaorrect over a timperatsif] dram drinker, who is timperesig| in all
things, 0 groused an I ndiana Democrat. Fanat.
OQur Connecticut diarist I mpugned RepMNegrbei cansao

if they can carry their point so as to Elect an anti Slavery President and get the advantage of 15

Sl ave States. o Their fApretended sympathy for
to nothing more thé&n fhypocritical pretense.

Theseiphi | ant hropi sts whose morbid sensibilit
relieving real miseryo were, moreover, feckle

and file of fanatical movements were truly devoted, Democrats suspected, their demagog
leadersonly manipulated thesentimentality to win office. According to a modern philosopher,
Awhen we criticize someone for being fanati ca
mode of commitment, and at most only very indirectly on tieda content of his particular
world view. o Fanaticism was a mode of conduc
social order. Fanaticsd i mpassioned reckl ess
because they were simultaneously zesland hypocritical in the pursuit of allegedly hollow
goals*

Democrats espoused their toleration most stridently in their anticlericalism and calls for

the Aabsolute and wunqualified divorce of Chur

“Illlegible] to John G. Davis, New Port, IN, February 4, 1854, John G. Davis Papers (microfilm edition),

Manuscript and Visual Collections Department, William Henry Smith Memorial Library, Indiana Historical Society,
Indianapolis; Entryfooct . 7, 1860, Wil cox Diaries; #fANational Pol it
Pennsyl vania, in the Hous e Confiresfang Glehs34"Cang tfisese 4855 August |
56, 25, appendix:1086, 1088.

“The Agitation of Slavery. Wi@ommenced! And Who Can End It!! Buchanan and Fillmore Compared from the
Record(Washington: Union Office, 1856), 3. Philosopher Jay Newman differentiates fanaticism from hypocrisy,

but finds that both are #Adi s p o sawoildeiewswith tisetfaeatiobeimgg f r om f |
overcommitted and the hypocrite undercommitted. NewrRanatics and Hypocritegjuotation on 21. See also,

Address of BXGov. Aaron V. Brownl3-5; John W. Forneyiddress on Religious Intolerance and Political

Prosciiption, Delivered at Lancaster, PA., on the Evening of tHéd#4&eptembefWashington, 1855), 23.
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were notirreverent, and they often foregrounded their own religious beliefs. The party no longer
trucked with the Deists, atheists, and iconoclasts such as Fanny Wright who had moved on
Jacksonianismdés fringes in the 1BeéWekfand 1830
instance, prefaced in 1860, Awe believe all p
individuals and communities to be exercised b
Democrats in the 1850s professed Christianityrasgect for men of the cloth, they snarled at
preachers who dared to enter politics, thereb
Jeffersonians and Jacksonidregore them Democrats had long been suspicious of religicusly
inspired politicalbeliefs, because they were perceived as exclusionary, intolerant, and violative
of the rights of white meft,

In response to nativist and adtatholic proscription, Democrats championed the benefits
of religious and ethnic diversity for the republic. IStibt all Democrats were models of
toleration. Channeling his Puritan forebears, Jonathan Wilcox exhibited a fierce condescension
toward popery. He crowed that, while viewing
not bow do wnButtmany Ddmocsats did redard tleration as conducive to social
progress. Levi Woodbury believed that constitutions should be amended cautiously. But he did
wish to purge New Hampshireds charter of its
when a provision like this becomes hostile to the tolerant spirit of the age and a more enlightened
public opinion, to expunge it at once from ou
furthermore, were valued for their economic and cultural conioibsi to the nation. Celebrating

religious and ethnic difference meshed with t

“>Substance of the Speech of Hon. W. K. Seba&jauldress of the National Democratic Volunteers On
Jacksonian anticlericalism, see AshwoftihAg@r i ans 0 a n d, 199203;iasdtAdhariMaSctdesingdr.,
The Age of JacksdiBoston: Little, Brown and Company, 1945), 188, 1805, 35360, quotation on 136.
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a progressive force; as such, proscribing Catholics and immigrants would only sap the energy of
the American peopl&.

Democats took bold stands in favor of religious toleration. Lewis Cass, commonly
dismissed as an Old Fogy by the1850s, proved a Young American in his belief that Americans
carried their freedom of conscience abroad.
UNRESTRAINED BY HUMAN LAWS, 0 he boomed, and he wa
enforce this principle worl dwide. A newspape

is all wrong and wicked by whomsoever exercised. It is the mission of this country to unloose

the fetters upon religious freedom everywhere.
t hought such a notion invited fanatici sm. Ca
way to the individual, pr ovi deadtothéddafenseiohdi vi du
unpopular religious fanatics such as AMor mon|
which Hughes critiqued did, nonetheless, show
Catholic minority. Ptr oacrd da i ani Qigt, h dill i cadm ian Dle&rbo¢
Congressodos | one adherent of that faith, respo

were unrepublicad Catholics always voted Democréte pointed out, which validated their
republicanism. President IPée named Catholic James Campbell as postmaster general and
dispatched August Belmont, a foreigorn Jew, to The Hague, appointments which aroused

nativist, antiCatholic, and antSemitic ire*’

“*Entry for June 11, 1860, Wilcox Diaries; Woodbury quoted@lie Whig Charge of Religiis Intolerance against

the New Hampshire Democracy and General Franklin Piénqe, [1852]), 6. See also, Forneédgdress on

Religious Intolerance and Political Proscriptip®10, 3844; andSubstance of the Speech of Hon. W. K. Sebastian
1-2, 610.

“/Letter of the Most Rev. Archbishop Hughes, on the Madiai. Speech of Hon. Lewis Cass, on Religious Freedom

Abroad. Letter of the Most Rev. Archbishop Hughes, in Reply to Hon. Lewis Cass, on Religious Toleration

(Baltimore: Murphy and Co., [1854]), Cass dtidghes quotations from 10, 21, 23; Newspaper clipping, June 16,

1854, enclosed in Lewis Cass to Horatio King, Washingt
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Democrats wanted to sunder church and state, not simpigtecpreligious minorities,

but also because they believed that confor min
peopl ebs sovereignty. A Methodist clergyman
antislavery proposal under consideration by hisdenoma t i on . AThe New Test.

particular form of Government, o the Reverend
the people to enact such a form as they may |

prescribed the form andipciples of government, and the character of the political, municipal,

and domestic institutions of men on earth, o e
the fundamental principle upon which our pol:i
i nherent right to establish such Consti-tuti on

governing people followed their own dictates, not those of a eity.

Rel i gious intolerance, whether resulting f
private prejudice, tarnished Americads | ibera
extended Christian brotherhood to papists, the party insisted, at a minimum, that the state

practice toleration. The separation of church and state was saxtriasghe party. James

Rel i gious Liberty Defended, 0 1264. clekding fromé&elpat i ve react |
Democrats, see Benjamin H. Brewster to Lewis Cass, Philadelphia, April 25, 1851, Lewis Cass Papers, William L.
Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor; Fornéyddress on Religious Intolerance and Palitical

Proscription 28;A . Dudl ey Mann to John Perkins, London, Decembe
Esq.,0 [1855], broadsi de, Box 1, Fol der 3; [A. Dudl ey |
article, [1856], Box 1, Folder 5; all in the John Perkinpd?s, Southern Historical Collection, Louis Round Wilson

Special Collections Library, The University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill; John F. Col&@hamisruption of

the Pennsylvania Democracy, 1824860(Harrisburg: The Pennsylvania Historical and uisy Commission,

1975), 657; and Michael F. Holt-ranklin Pierce(New York: Times Books, 2010), 55.

“8Speech of Rev. Henry SlicdtSpeech of Hon. Stephen A. Douglas, on the
in the City Hall, Chicago, October 23, 188®&ashington: Gideon and Co., Printers, 1851)328 On Slicer, see

Henry Slicer to Alpheus Felch, Georgetown, D. C., October 5, 1848, Felch Papers; and FrankTiremdrban

South and the Coming of the Civil W@&harlottesville: University of Virgini@ress, 2004), 168. See also, James

L. Hust on, ADemocracy by Scripture versus Democracy by
Popul ar S CivileNareHisprg43,yno. 8 (Sept. 1997): 1880. Democrats did not monopolize

secularismwhich could take noipartisan forms. Se®8unday Legislation. Proceedings of a Public Meeting, Held in

the City of Buffalo, February 13, 1858, against Closing the Canal Locks and Stopping the Mails on Sunday, and

against Sunday Legislation GeneralBuffalo, NY: Murray, Rockwell and Co., Republic and Times Office, 1858).
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Buchanan, for instance, confessed, Afrom my s
with politics. o Democrats valued freedom of
corner stone i n t h@iven teermmportanceof religiaus toldratidme r t i es . 0
churches and individuals, not just the state, were encouraged to be liberal. James L. Orr praised
a religious school for i1its fAgenerous | iberal.i
fex agctciomformi tyd from stud®ents to denominatio
A regime of religious toleration, furthermore, deflated fanaticism. Democrats recycled
John L ock e éentusysolugon to eekigious bonflict by decreeing that one had to
tolerateinord r t o be tol erated. Al f the Law of Tol €
Athat all Churches were obliged to |l ay down T
and teach that Liberty of Conscideoaeasestleeeiqg
Hatreds, Rapines, and Sl aughterso which had h
was salutary in its neutrality. A Democrat in 1850 similarly hoped that the government should,

Ai f true to republncaheprineipfgesusshertbtdsal é&

pursuits and worship, however different. o R.
Afar better to pursue the present practice; t
pursuei s mi ssion in its own way.o Ot her wi se, fa
itself, and returning to the practices of the

would turn Catholics into the enemies they imagined them to be and/thibth move against

other denominations such as Quakers. Without toleration being the precondition of their own

“Col eman, AAntebel | um D &reatSpeah of the HBrmurablg Jaras Bucte®as , 0 6 ;
Speech of Senator Douglas, at the Democratic Celebration of the Anniversary ofalnfegedom, in

Independence Square, Philadelphia, July 4, 18bd., [1854]), 7; OrrAn Address Delivered before the

Philosophian and Adelphian Societi€s8.
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religious freedom, fanatics would engender the evils they persecuted by placing the nation on the
slippery slope 6f fAsectarian jealousy. o

The nmeddling cleric, as the instigator of this discord, was the archetypal fanatic, and
Democrats relished attacking him. A KndNothing publication complained about how one
Democratic | eader dAfl are[s] up wit hblagkcoati er c e
who presumes to touch ever so tenderly on som
Democrats did indeed r adiep aaga iznesm dpfripSaisitdsa, woa |
political sermons. 0 T hhe iwelfth centuary, éug tp anvdistantpedt h e s e
a n e’lwés a continuation of the timeless struggle for human knowledge and liberty over
APriest crafto and fAJesuitism. o Opposition f

Democracy. Surveying the clamor over KensasNebraska Act, one Democrat unfriendly to

the Little Giant mused, dif t hgdandtelPsestdo not

[sif do not | et him alone they wil!/l mafkleh eni m Pr
Democracyofths country has al ways been opposed in ¢
decl ai med another Democrat, as fievery quarter

propriety, seize all the thunders of Sinai, and hurl them upon the Democratio [&uth

denunciation signaled that the party marched on the side of prégress.

*Locke, A Letter Concerning Toleratior23-8, 31-6, 515, quotations on 33, 5The Whig Charg of Religious

Intolerance 7 ; @A Mr . Hunt er s Speech i n ABiographical Skétch®f Hemry AJ a me s F
Wise, with a History of the Political Campaign in Virginia in 1855. To Which is Added a Review of the Position of

Parties in theUnion, and a Statement of the Political Issues: Distinguishing Them on the Eve of the Presidential

Campaign of 185¢Richmond, VA: J. W. Randolph, 1856),-84, quotations on 79, 82.

*[F. R. Anspach]The Sons of the Sires; A History of the Rise, Progesss Destiny of the American Party, and Its
Probable Influence on the Next Presidential Election. To Which is Added a Review of the Letter of the Hon. Henry
A. Wise, against the KneiWothings. By an AmericaPhiladelphia: Lippincott, Grambo and Co., 1855L9;

Infidelity and Abolitionism6; Loring,A Speech Delivered at Webster, MaSsHoratio Seymour to Stephen A.
Douglas, Utica, April 10, 1856, Douglas Papers; Lovejdye True Democragy 2.

*2Thomas A. Glover to R. M. T. Hunter, New York, [NY],Rle 2 3, 1855, in fACorrespondenc
Hu nt e r IndlanalD&ily State Sentinefug. 10, 1854; Leland R. [?] to John G. Davis, Greencastle, IN, April
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Party leaders in the 1850s publicly baited ecclesiastics. They thereby emulated Andrew
Jackson, who had berated clerics in the White House for their involvement in the Haion Af
Douglas turned clerical opposition to the KanBigbraska Act into a debate on the involvement
of preachers in politics. He elided the mora
right to speak on political matteirs the first place Douglas accused them of false philanthropy,
charging that their opposition did not stem from antislavery conviction, but from fear that
popul ar sovereignty dimincehedi theed poweengi
clergy politicalauto r i ty ri sked transforming the state i
representatives of the people converted into machines in the hands e¢@mtrallling

priesthood. 0 Al t hough he had been eaday earl y a

Sait s, Douglas | ater exulted over having defi et
At hat it was the decree of heaveno that the L
constituents, however, fAdid nobdt acdneweéedigset

democratic prerogative by reelecting him. Buchanan gave a subtler response to a group of
divines seeking his repentance for Bleeding Kansas. After thanking them for praying for his
admini stration, t he nper epshiideantt hrreotpoyrot erde qtuhi arte di

own meddling, not his sins, ®as the source of

23, 1854, John Givan Davis Papers (microfilm edition), Wisconsin Historical Society, Maldis@joy, The True
Democracy 10.

*Mark R. CheathemAndrew Jackson, Southern@aton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2013), 122;
Letter of Senator Douglas, Vindicating His Character and His Position on the Nebraska Bill against the Assaults
Contdned in the Proceedings of a Public Meeting Composed of Twi#vdyClergymen of Chicag@Vashington,

D. C.: The Sentinel Oof fice, 1854), quotations on 9; AR
August 15, 1857, iThe Works of James Buwanan: Comprising His Speeches, State Papers, and Private
Correspondencead. John Bassett Moore (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott Company;18080:122. See also,

George Miller to Stephen A. Douglas, Nauvoo, December 17, 1845; Brigham Young to [Stejauglas,

Nauvoo, December 17, 1845]; Brigham Young, Heber C. Kimball, and Willard Richards to Stephen A. Douglas,
Great Salt Lake City, July 20, 1849; Brigham Young to Stephen A. Douglas, Great Salt Lake City, April 29, 1854,
all in the Douglas Paperand Robert W. JohannseBtephen A. Dougla®ew York: Oxford University Press,

1973), 10410.
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Grassroots Democrats also vented their anticlericalism. Jeptha Garrigus, a staunch old
Jacksonian in Indiana, complainedto arepresént ve t hat At hey have el ec
houseso of Congress, which he deemed fa very
preaching if you Want to have it.o An army o

Youngo6s opul elnotsespand garders, akis to tadsd oéan Oriental despot, with the

Agreater portion of the masses [who] bare igno
degraded by fAishrewd, unprincipledo Mormon the
was one of eternal enmity. One DNebmmskaandt pr ai s

rel ated that he e x pBiackicaated cterigymenben pficsssawtheon of t
bill, but | consider their opposition fortunate for | never knew thent rigmy life on any

political subject. o AThe truth is,0 he concl

our citiz¥ns any way. o

National Diversity or Fanatical Uniformity

The cleric suffered from a narrowness of vision which unsiiedfor leadership of a
heterogeneous and unfolding empire of liberty. So too did his ally, the sectionalist, falter as a
steward of American exceptionalism. According to Democrats, religious fanatics could not see
beyond the horizons of their brittle madity, while sectionalists could not escape their
provinciality. Both failed to appreci-ate Ame
hi storical destiny. Nati onal statesmanship m

of human progess, geographical unfolding, and cultural intermingling. Thus did Democratic

*Jeptha Garrigus to John G. Davis, Gallatin, IN, January 2, 1854, Davis Papers, Indianapolis; [Parmenas Taylor
Turnley] to Stephen A. Douglas, Great Salt Lakiy,GJT, October 16, 1858; D. P. Rhodes to Stephen A. Douglas,
Ohio City, March 27, 1854, both in the Douglas Papers. See also, Thomas F. Carpenter to [Stephen A. Douglas],
Providence, April 15, 1854, Douglas Papers.
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vice presidential candidate John C. Breckinri
most enlarged and comprehensive policy; the friend of freedom and of the oppressed
everywhere. o Senator Andrew Pickens Butler o
coll eague Charles Sumner when he reproached,
the United States, reeking with prejudices from home, who afterwaddfi@@ourage to lift
themselves above the temporary influences whi
opposition to slavery, born of chauvinistic sectionalism, compromised the national scope of his
statesmanship, leading Butler to add rhetotalvs to the physical ones from which Sumner
was then convalescing. Butler sneered, fil su
be a *Bigot. o

Democr at s0 t dlthem tadonceptualizerAmariqaiendity in expansive
terms. With its rmmbership a microcosm of the nation, the Democracy claimedrtlyait o
could incubate thisclectic nationalism. Fanatics, in contrast, would straiten diversity into
stifling uniformity by using state power to exact adherence to moral and sectionasvisio
Democratsodo regard for the autonomous individu
manifestations led them to condone competing socioeconomic regimes and jarring ethnic,
religious, and regional folkways. The unloosed, tolerated individual wasihyointrinsic to
social progress, but also to harmonious national expansion. Democrats equated American
nationality with diversity, articulating a unique, loef&ing nationalism, inculcated not by the

nationstate, but by their party. The Democraciticated the national loyalty of white men by

*Letter of an Adopted Catholic, Addees! to the President of the Kentucky Democratic Association of Washington

City, on Temporal Allegiance to the Pope, and the Relations of the Catholic Church and Catholics, Both Native and
Adopted, to the System of Domestic Slavery and Its Agitation Uniked State¢ n . p . , [1856] ), 8; @ Mr
Mr. Sumner. Speech of Hon. A. P. But | €angressiohal @apest h Car ol
34" Cong., f'sess., 18556, 25, appendix:626.
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promising that, while it controlled the government, the nation would be one that tolerated their

diversity and maintained their equality across the continent.

Governor Henry A. Wise of Virginia always thumpleid chest when professing his
Unionism; yet, like any conscientious slaveholder, he qualified that his was a conditional
allegiance. Wise distinguished between two types of nationdilsationalityin opposition to
democracy or State rights | opposeppose all that sort déderal nationalitywhich would
consolidate us into one centralized positiod He ©pr ef enatiomaityofi nstead, 0
democracy [ é] which maintains State rights and St
cherishandlgor y i n! o Democrats, especially those a
or toleration for their church, rejected state consolidation and the uniformity which accompanied
it, but they did not dispense with nationality. Even slaveholders éoalher i sh and gl or
overarching national identity, properly defined, which for Democrats meant social and cultural
diversity>®

Licensing social and cultural variation wa
expansion. Democrats updatedhdlas Madi sonds rewor king of reput
opted for the geographically broadcast and internally discordant republic over the prevailing
wisdom that republics ought to be geographically compact and internally harmonious.
Democrats in the s agreed that antagonistic interests checked despotism, and they projected
this notion onto a continental canvas unimagined by Madison. Through conquest, annexation,

and purchase, Democrats provided space into which all interests could flovgo@atiing

individuals and communities would develop along their own trajectories, buffered from the

*5__etter of Governor Wise, of Virginia, onetfSenatorial Election and the Kansas Policy of the Administration
(Washington, D. C., 1857);B.
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tampering of others and themselves unable to overreach, a blueprint of social order amidst

expansion which historian Rob &@hetDentdcratioVi ebe r ef
governor of California, a state owing its exi
power to enlarge national boundaries, advised

tranquility of the republic, is for each to abstaion intermeddling with the affairs of its

neighbor . o Tol eration was requisite among 1in
Yor k Democrat, Athe free exercise of the righ
necessary for the presetva on of our own. 0O Tolerating diver

extensiono of Democratsoé-gdbbhenngensysteml|laf gf e

Franklin Pierce praised as fdna confederation s
territorialextet , i n habits and in interestsodo and what
extended *®*Republic.d

The Aconcentration and centralization of p
vast and diversified in i tDemosratobsarved Al I nteres

consolidated state atrophied individual initiative. It also effaced differences among white men

and among sections, ushering in fanatical uniformity. Stephen Douglas interpreted an

*James Madison, fAThe Federalist No. 10,0 November 22, 1
Madison, and John JayThe Federalist Paperd 787-88; repr., New York: Bantam Classic, 2003);&0
According to Wiebe, dAparallelism also accounted for a

to deal with ¢ on fTheiOpeningroffAmérican Socisty: From thé/Adepibfethe Constitution to

the Eve of Disuniofi1984; repr., New York: Vintage Books, 1985), 2B7See alsalaj or L. Wil sonb6s di
of Afeder at $pace, Time, anel Breedodn: ThenQuest for Nationality and the Irrepressible Conflict,

18151861 (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1974),2%6

*8John B. WellerJnaugural Addres$n.p., [1858]), 13Speech of General Aaron Ward, at the Great Democratic

Mass Meeting, at White Plains, N. Y., on September 16, (dN&56 York: J. W. Bell, Daily News Jobffice,

[1856] ), 8; Franklin Pierce, 0AFiConpiatioAof theiMebsagikeasnds age, 0 D
Papers of the Presidents, 178897, ed. James D. Richards@WVashington, D. C.: Government Printing Office,

1896:99), 5:2224, quotation®n 224;A Lecture Delivered in the Tremont Temple, Boston, Massachusetts, on the

24" January, 1856, by R. Toombs. Slavels Constitutional Statdslts Influence on the African Race and Society

(n.p., [1856]), 9.
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antislavery rival és domeumlthanhethbBingtion mul

that Athere should be uniformity in the | ocal
States of this Union. o AUni formity in | ocal
rights,of Sat e sovereignty, of personal | iberty and

~

Auni formity is the par &mMDenmdratid Arcapsastdéfended t he wo
i mmi gration by recommending diverscdang as fthe
periodical returns of fanaticism which convul
AThe greater the diversity of interests confi
danger is there of its subversion by any one of thém  Wh e n  oismmainedtheo | er ant
ascendancy, it would use the government to extinguish distinctions among white men,
debauching the United States into a Aconsolid
splayed over a vast expanse, guaranteedhthane interest tyrannized the oth&s.

Democrats countenanced the expansion of slavery to forestall despotic uniformity and to
promote the economic diver sibéingcTh¢federal necessar
government did not need to turn theiteries into a preserve for either slavery or freedom. It
wa dwunmibug 6 di smi ssed a Massachusetts Democrat, t
of proclaimedsteeple hase [ €é€] between the Northern and t
popularsovereignty would defuse controversy, especially if fraught decisions were never
actually made, thereby holding the antagonism between freedom and slavery in abeyance and

hindering the onset of hated uniformity. National economic progress, moreovergeepen

*Inaugural Address of Governor John A. Wton 3; fSpeech qf Skbriammdmelidnc dlume 1
ifSpeech of Stephen A. D o u g IThe kincolADbuplas depates of La@b8dyRoBert 1858, 0
W. Johannsen (1965; repr., New York: Oxford University Press, 2008p831.

®9Substance of the Speech of Hon. W. K. Sebastiah 3; fSpeech of Stephen A: Dougl a
1.
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regional economic specialization. A Minnesota Democrat urged his fellow northerners to forgo
attacking the South, because Acommercial pros
north, south, east and west, consisting of free white laborewh#ourishes in temperate climes,
and forced dark®l abor in the tropics. o

Democrats contended that only their party comprised the institutional framework capable
of fostering national diversity, because, by the late 1850s, only their membership appedxim
the nation itself. A del egate surveying the
assemblage, from &llnot sections; there are no sections (chéebsit latitudes and longitudes
(appl ause) of t he r e pNothihgs ontt@contrdry) splinded gs and K
sectionally over slavery, while thiRepublican party was born exclusively northern, innovations
which for Democrats indicated a burgeoning AfAs
forganize politicalsParties on geographical I

Democrats conflated their party with the nation whenever northern and southern

Democrats interacted, a ritual that, toward t
Democracyods national i deol ogy depeegdtesd on i nt
Afrom the cold regions of the North, others f
borders of the broad Atlantic, and others fro

partyds 1856 pl atf or m, & nbhygooritical aegra eadh ait nAc i rsem. iog

®'Caleb CushingSpeech Delivered in Faneuil Hall, Boston, October 27, 1857. Also, Speech Delivered in City Hall,
Newburyport, October 31, 53 ([Boston]: Office of the Boston Post, 1857)-43RobertsonThe South and the
Democratic Party9-11. Wiebe argues that the Kandésbraska Act destroyed parallelism by forcing Americans to
choose slavery or freedom. Wielidne Opening of Americaro8iety, 353 75. See also, Wilsoigpace, Time, and
Freedom 17884.

%?Proceedings of the National Democratic Convention, Held in Cincinnati, Jnd 256 Reported for the

Cincinnati Enquire’ Ci nci nnat i : Enquirer St ewenfRsunion Fromdpeech) , 36 ;
Delivered at a Mass Meeting of the Democracy of Indiana. Held on the Battle Ground of Tippecanoe, September,

1 8 5 6 Speeches; Correspondence, Etc., of the Late Daniel S. Dickih&@%;Speech of Senator Douglas, at
theDemocratic Celebration of the Anniversary of American FreedonSee also, Bakeiffairs of Party 31727.
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Whi g pamphl et joked that #dAit iIs really too ba
England,oveh ear i ng t he Democracy there as they spr
hinting that northern Democrataid different things to northern and southern audien¥es.
slavestate Democrats did regularly canvass the Free States. A Republican later complained that
t he De mimsserd thrgugithe whole North, stumping in its cause, Senator Benjamin, of
Louisiana, a Disunionist, Senator Toombs, of Georgia, a Disunionist, Mr. Alexander H.
Stephens, of Georgia, a Disunionist.o Democr
endorsements of such prominent southerfrers.

One southerner AprowdsummgedbYYank Nesw tEmgt ameal
the same political sentiments which | proclaim to my own honored constituency in South
Carolina. o He el aborated, Al am heredto demo

differing from all other parties irhat respe is national in its principles, and its members,

whether hailing from the North or South, speaking amidst the frigid hills of New England or on

the sunny plains of the South, can safely publish the sameé doars . 0 Nort hern Den
boasedlik e wi s e . A partisan noticed that the Litt]
Orl eans fAibreathed the same Democracy, that he

speak to suit two Localities, but he proclaimed the same doctrine that will@eealhe
nat ion. o
Democrats could fieverywhere speak the same

nationality to a constituent element translatable throughout the &nf@autonomous, white

%Address of ExGov. Aaron V. Brown7; Frank. Pierce and His Abolition Allie®.p., Daily American Telegraph,
[1852]), 16;An Address DeliveredytHon. William D. Kelley, at Spring Garden Hall, Philadelphia, on September
9™ 1856(Philadelphia: Philadelphia Morning Times, [1856]), 13.

“FMOrro6s Speech in Phinix Hall,o®o 10; A. C. Scott to Jol
Papes, Indianapolis.
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male. Stripped of regional identity, white men were interchangeablehi ch made t he p
proselytizers fungible on the stump. The individual was the locus of American nationality,

around which emanated concentric loyafli¢ge family, community, religion, state, section, and,

ul ti mately, t he nmsadctrines)whichweie igaograplocally imeooned it didy 6

not matter whether a white man was a southerner or a northerner, a slaveholder or a Roman
Catholi@ all possessed the same rights and, ideally, tolerated one affother.

Democrats did not hold regiomsth and nationalism in antagonism. Like all Americans,
Democrats were geographical chauvinists, with competition among the sections, or what one
Democrat call ed 0gener-nausedtodeadlylsesiguea AMssowianng f r
relayedtoafend t hat dAdwe here [in St. Louis] think |
you soon would first here, you would find it a better pointamiate fromt han Massachuset
A Supreme Court justice, meanwhile, advised against placing Ohio and Keintube same
judicial circuit, justifying, fAthe people of
neighbours on the other side amountingtersion 0 toriahi David M. Potter cautioregyainst
reducing the Civil War to a tradaf betweemationalism and sectionalism. Antebellum
Americans held multiple loyalties, and national allegiance could draw strength from
parochialism. Democrats in particular directed local fealty toward national ends. Henry Wise,

for instance, reassured Demociiata | ndi ana t hat he would Aknow I

the powers and duties of our Federative system; that as a Virginian, as an American, as a

®Great Speech of the Honourable James Buchah4nOn identity formation below the level of the natistate
and its relationship to national allegiance, see Guntram H. Herb and David H. KaplaNested, Identities:
Nationalism, Teritory, and ScalédLanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield Publishers, 1999).
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Democrat, 0o and fias a Southern man and a sl ave
Ainegaaldi fiydj ustice. o Of coufse, he expected
By respecting the equality of individuals, despite their geographical variation, the
Democracy funneled white mends | oyalty throug
state, and seadn to the nation. Governor Joseph A. Wright of Indiana used an address before an
agricultural society both to promote flax cultivation and to theorize on American identity. A
nation with fdal most all varieti®siefitsaieins off
kind of pursuit and occupation, o0 Wright noted
provided that equality and individual rights
respected and admi wpentidrestsa gatiorhof tine re§doresibilities bfh a t
i fe. o Regard for the individual strengthene
community, with the result that, Aby the form
communties at home, from school districts to townships, counties, and State, are all made, as it
were, part and parcel of the machinery that m
AThe strength and beauty of o uacognitioothahdiverse Gov er

individuals were the nationds sovereigns at a

Great Speech of the Honourable James Buchabawilliam S. Allen to Caleb Cushing, St. Louis, April 3, 1854;

John Catron to Caleb Cushing, March 25, [1854], both in the Caleb @uRapers, Manuscript Division, Library of
Congress, Washington, D. C.; David M. Pot t eTheSouthT he Hi s
and the Sectional Confli¢Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 19683334avid M. Potr, The

Impending Crisis, 1848861, completed and ed. Don E. Fehrenbacher (New York: Harper and Row, Publishers,
1976),617;iLet t er f r o m Wibe to Augtin A..Browvi, Rickmoad, VA, February 15, 1888,

Popular Sovereignty. Proceedings of fhemocratic State Convention, Held at Indianapolis, Indiana, February

23d, 1858, with the Letters of Gov. Henry A. Wise, of Va.; Gov. Robert J. Walker; Hon. John W. Forney, and

Others; and the Speeches of Hon. S. D. Johnston, of Kansas; Hon. H. B. Payie, aihd Othergindianapolis:

Cameron and MO0Neel vy, Printers, 1858), 11.

’An Address Delivered by Gov. Joseph A. Wri@iBt5. See also, Wieb&@he Opening of American Socief81-
90.
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Democrats made their party and its principles, not the state, responsible for generating
national senti ment. James Buchhinam Gomel p mem
of the Democratic party are traced back to th
consisting of stateso rights, constitutional
popular sovereignty, the Democracy workedard a political order that balanced individual and
state equality with nationality. According t
States diverse in local institutions, and separately sovereign, but nevertheless compacted into one
Nationf or t he defence and the welfare of all .o
New Yorko6s EIlijah Ward, fAdnaturally desire the
evidence of prosperity and stability, affords such protection to persqgorapelrty, and leaves
the people in such unrestricted enjoyment of
safely subscribe to this vision of nationality, as it was sponsored by a party which promised that
nationalism need not subsume individualisr localism®®

Democratic nationalism skirted two extremes, whereby the United States consisted of no
more than an artificial patchwork or an equally contrivélkischreduction. Some defenders of
slavery, particularly adherents of John C. Calhounginel the Union as an arena of jostling
factions, in which minorities, specifically the Slave States, wielded vetoes over national policy.

Most Democrats spurned this model, as it inhibited the development of what one proslavery
nort her ner-entbeting,@adaltihaenm i slhli ng nationality. o Ye
embracingo nationality, Democrats did not mel

nationalism. American identity, as Democrats understood it, was not based on traditional

%james Buchanan to Joseph A. Wright, London, December 8, 1854 Zodaight Correspondence and Papers,
Manuscripts and Rare Books Division, Indiana State Library, Indianapolis; Pugtion Delivered before the
Triennial Convention of the Alpha DeltaPhi 1 1; fASpeech of Gener al E. Ward, o 4.
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signifiers of nineteenticentury nationhood such as common descent, bounded territory, or
shared culture, religion, and ethnicify.

At the same time, Democratic nationality, despite its looseness, posited a normative
vision that gently swaddled Americaokall sections. Some historians portray national parties
as nonideological due to the compromises requisite in placating a diverse membership. Only
sectional parties, according to this view, adhered to an ideology, as they sought to reforge the
natoni n t he i mage of their region. But Democr at
the glorious spectacle, 0 regaled Maryl ander R
harmonious and powerful in our very contrasts, living under State governadeagsate to all
our local wants, and under a general government subjected to all the restraints which freedom
requires. o Referring to the i mpasse over sl a
will be found the best elements of ourprospeyi and strength. o R. M. T.
portrait of national tranquility, opined to a northern audiefice,n d upon what T epos:¢
scheme of human happiness? It rested on the faith felt by our people that they would continue to
live under the Constitution, and the equal laws which it enjoined, in the confidence they reposed

in the sense of justi ce Mutd affeatidn@amidst dadrsftye ct i on

*RobertsonThe South anche DemocraticParty 3; A A Di squi sition on Government
Constitution and Gover nm&madnana LibettyhTde PdlitidaltPkildsopBytodlbem €., 6 b ot |
Calhoun ed.Ross M. Lence (Indianapoalisiberty Fund, 1992),-284. The place of the United States in the

literature on nationalism and natigtates is ambiguous at best. While American nationalism often seems to jar

with models of European nationalism, the perpetuation of its anomalous status also stems im adifroptions

of American exceptionalism on the part of American scholars. David M. Potter defines American nationalism

before the Civil War in terms of categories such as culture and ethnicity that are similar to European models. Lloyd
Kramer, by focusig on the cultural construction of nationalism, finds convergence between the United States and

Europe, while still allowing for variation. Pottérhe Impending Crisj$-17; Lloyd KramerNationalism in Europe

and America: Politics, Cultures, and Iddigs since 177%Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press,

2011) . On the distinctiveness of American national i sm,
of Amer i can Na Beyand @ohfederatiennQrigiris ¢f thé Goitution and American National

Identity, ed. Richard Beeman, Stephen Botein, and Edward C. Carter Il (Chapel Hill: The University of North

Carolina Press, 1987), 3338 . For a general commentary on the probl el
Mostof the Rules: What Made American fimalism Different in the Miehi net ee nt Hroléguert ur y ? 0

Quarterly of the National Archivex7, no. 3 (Fall 1995): 2199.
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balanced between the poles of Calhounite atomization and fanatif@imity, was the mean
where rested the happy republic, the envy of the w6rld.

Nationalism nurtured by an antistatist party, as opposed to being fostered by a centralized
nationstate, accounts for both the exceptionalism and fragility of the Americem Wefore the
Civil War. The Democracy guaranteed white men the ability to develop their individuality and
cultivate their nationality independent of the government. Democrats would contain the state but
facilitate nationalisid what President Pierceden ed as @At he mini mum of Fe
compatible with the maintenance of national u
shared ethnicity or culture, although it did possess racial and gender criteria, in that the
constituent national actor wahe white male citizen. A nationalism born of diversity was
unique and remarkably inclusive. This nationality was, nonetheless, bluntly exclusionary. Even
though Democrats railed against arbitrary uniformity, they circumscribed their own

understandingf the boundaries of national belonging with impermeable demarcations of race,

gender, and, of course, partisanstip.

Conservative Mastery or Fanatical Degradation
Faced with the fanatical ambition to homog

aod narrow nationality, Democrats took comfort

"[Reverdy JohnsonRemarks on Popular Sovereignty, as Maintained and Denied RespectiveigdsyDouglas,

and AttorneyGeneral Black. By a Southern CitizéBaltimore: Murphy and Co. Printers and Publishers, 1859), 48;

The Democratic Demonstration at Poughkeepsie. Speech of Hon. R. M. T. Hunter, of \firginid856]), 145.

Eric Fonergoes o f ar as to argue that #Athe very diversity of A
i deol ogi cal parties, o except for the sectional parties
Democratic party crafted a partisan ideologgpni sed on national diversity. Fonel
Origins of t he A PRditics andddeology invthielAgeWwrahe Cidil Wi@xford: Oxford

University Press, 1980), 33, quotation on 34.

"Pierce, fAFirst 4Annual Message, o 22
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who, upon due reflection, would not capitul at

Democrats applauded not onl y-govemecebeat algpkheird s t al

i nnate conservati sm. The nationbds silent maj

Aconfidently await the calm and di spassionate

believe that fanaticism is to be rampant,inthis | i ght ened day, 0 ruminat e

as fithe second sober thought of the peopl e wi

seems to pass, over the political and social circles, as a whirlwind, only to deform and make

hatefuleoof BAmawmuiscads reliably republican cit]

Aweat hered many a storm, o and fAffhe isms of th
The people could be trusted, because when left to their own pursuits, white men made

safe the repdbi c . Democratsdéd vaunted individual was

historically-contingent raced and gendered being. In sanctifying individual rights, Democrats

were thereby safeguarding a specific gender and racial order. The Democrachiabstca

view of white male autonomy. Individuals were political sovereigns and democratic equals in

public because they were masters at home. The conamgistéryrooted political legitimacy in

the governance of newhite and female household depemige Fanaticism could thus corrode

the political autonomy of the white male individual by undermining household hierarchy, leading

to hisdegradationat home and, consequently, in the political sphere. Individual degradation,

moreover, presaged the deden of the republic. To ensure the racial and gender exclusivity

"2Joseph R. Chandler to John Perkins, Philadelphia, August 14, 1855, Perkins Bia@ech; of the Hon. Horatio
Seymour4; Letter from William H. English3; George M. Leeman to Charles G. Bellamy, Cape Neddick, March
23, 1855, Charles G. Bellamy Papeafglliam L. Clements Library, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor.
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of the body politic, Democrats empowered white men to dominatevhde and female

dependents, making individual mastery tThe con

An ominousundercurrent of violence pulsed behind even mundane transactions in the
1850s Senate. In 1856 Alabamian Clement Claiborne Clay launched a tirade against John P.
Hale of New Hampshire. Hale would not join him in debate, Clay charged, nor would he meet
him in a violent test of honor. Il nstead, Senat
Askul ks behind petxtiombatahcygn floe preaecti oon
Hal ebs manhood. Yet mor e t hliaess thatailwdGlaghitwas acc o
Hal eds political beliefs which invalidated hi
that Hale fAihas a tender conscienceodo and that
novelUn c |l e T omod s H & lakislopsoclimteesvand his antislavery politics dovetailed.
He was an effeminate fanatic, while Clay and fellow Democrats were manly conservatives.
Hal ebs politics, particularly hi®sbasementcaedr n f or
humiliation , ® hi s fAdebasethent or degradation. o

Hal eds unmanliness was attributable to fan

ubiquity in antebellum politics, possessed a

30n household mastery, see Nancy Berdaendered Freedoms: Race, Rights, and the Politics of Household in

the Delta, 18641875(Gainesville University Press of Florida, 2003); Christineidte HeyrmanSouthern Cross:

The Beginnings of the BiBelt (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 1997),-607and Stephanie

McCurry, Masters of Small Worlds: Yeom&louseholds, Gender Relations, and the Political Culture of the

Antebelum South Carolina Low CountfNew York: Oxford University Press, 1995). The lack of clearly

demarcated public and private spheres in the South, Kenneth S. Greenberg finds, led to a seamlessness between how
southern men conducted themselves as mastelepehdents upon plantations and as statesmen in public. Focusing
more on honor culture and public behavior, however, he does not ground mastery in the physical relations of the
household. Kenneth S. Greenbévisters and Statesmen: The Political Cuitwf American Slaver§Baltimore:

The Johns Hopkins University Press, 1985).

"For the exchange among Senators Clay and Hale and remarks by Judah P. Benj@peeceef Hon. J. P.

Benjamin, of Louisiana, on the Kansas Question. Delivered in the Sktete, 185 Washington: The Union
Office, 1856), 11, 15, 23.
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republic. Degradation wasthefoei t ur e of oneds manhood and aut
and in politics. Fanatical political traits, such as undue passion, zealous reformism, or blind

obedience to a party, leader, or cause, signaled a dearth of manly independence and republican

virt u e . One could, for example, be fAensl aved b
dignity of original manhood, 6 Clay had i mpart
Al abama, is fAnot t he sl amneeestoofp rptays,s ioorn,p uwobrl ipcr ec
The notion of being Aenslavedd to onebds polit

discarded their manho@hdtheir whiteness. The political degradation of a statesman and the
racial degradation of a white man weeeiprocal’®

Fanatics were degraded men. Their politics emasculated them, whether because, in their
overzealideatiorsmess, 0 they ignored figreat nat
succumbed to fAmispl aced an dgtheningthd Uniors fanatics me n t
chasedodfhewiwsp,| an intangibility, a theory.o F
impassioned womeénfif anati ci sm, with her | oins girt abo
Peter the Hermit, march at the head of lideat legions, to rescue this holy land of Nebraska

from the grasp of ®Ahl856 pamphiethetéd thattha Republicdnd e r . ©

presidenti al candidate would fAbe wafted to th
tears and smilesofevman, and t he sympathies of the human
white men to the same fate, Awhining with al/l

Speech of Richard W. Walker, Esqg., on the Presidential Election, Delivered at Huntsville, ALA. On Thursday, the
28" of August, 1856Florence, AL: Gazette Office, 1856), 15; Claye Love bTruth, 206.

ickinson, fiSpeech on the Maine Law Question, o0; fASpeec
Governments for the TerritoriésThe Doctrine of O6Popul ar Sovereigntyd Pr
Senate ofthe Unittk St at es, January 12, 18480; ASpeech wupon the |
Campaign. Delivered in Tammany Hall, New York, August
County, N. Y., at a Meetingcygf otffhd heHLrodanhgl, | Gepr ehndteir
Speeches; Correspondence, Etc., of the Late Daniel S. Dickih@34, 277, 494, 498.
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dying frog, in the hope of cheating unsuspecting people into prostituting theiegesias
el ectors to”’their purposes.
After emasculating themselves, fanatics be
by enslaving other white men to their modéitats According to Thomas L.
equally cowardly, mean, and malicipue t he opponents of sl avery Afi
honorable and manly in the human character, and nothing would be more gratifying to them than
to see the southern men and women whom they have so long vilified degraded to the level of the
n e g r oMhige mén nationwide faced similar peril. A southern Democrat noted that nativism
Aitends to degrade the naturalized citizen. 0
slaveholders and white immigrants, with Republicans and Kdawt hi ngs eaoch fAuni t
place a class of pers™®ns in a condition of pu
Fanatics targeted white mends autonomy at
slighting household mastery. Op p-breakingvage i nf ur
in favor of the Hriff of 1846 had the temerity to assault his manly form and physical home by
Aburning him in effigy, and insultinyg the | ad

Democrats believed that questions such as temperance, religion, and slaveholdimdgfethe

"Lovejoy, The True Democragy 4; Di ckinson, iSpeech upon the | ssues a
Campai gn, OEndlaB8dowriters rdbegaluated their manhood in light of popular views that southerners were
more masculine. They began to eschew sentimentality, |

also gendered: it meant an adherence to principte,ah ended t oward emascul ation. o0 St
and New England Writers, 18608 7 0 Baitle $cars: Gender and Sexuality in the American Civil, \&dwr
Catherine Clinton and Nina Silber (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2006)322quotatbn on 133.

8Address of Hon. Thomas L. Clingmd; Letter from Daniel Chandler, Escp; Speech of the Hon. Horatio
Seymour5.

*Democratic Committee of Publicationife of George Mifflin Dallas, Vice President of the United Stat844,

rev. ed. (Phildelphia: Times and Keystone Job Office, 1847), 15. See also, George M. Dallas to Sophia Dallas, July
30,1846,imMm The Mystery of the Dal |l asThePRemsylvaia Mdgazingof Hisfoy ed. R
and Biographyr3, no. 3 (July 1949): 38@&ndJohn M. BelohlavekGeorge Mifflin Dallas: Jacksonian Patrician

(University Park: The Pennsylvania State University Press, 1977), 114.
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purview of the household head. TheKabo t hi ng party, however, nunec
sancti monious purity invades the private domi
Massachusett s, At he sanct it yeKodwNdthnglegslatone st i ¢
with infringements upon Afreedom of conscienc
Pennsylvania Democrat, would discourage men from marrying them, allowing-Kotvings
to Aset themselves upttoncohtsoti ¢ehg. mosFamael
a proposed temperance | aw in New York fAinvade
and conscience, and takes a step backward toward that barbarian age when the wages of labor,
the prices of commodite, a mandés food and clothing, were
calling itself paternal . o Democrats had no q
African Americans and women, not white nfén.

Democrats sought to preserveeeminglypre-bourgeois conception of the household in
the face of Athis meddling philanthropy. o Th
under the tutelage of a white head of househgldthe same time that they sought to conserve a
patriarchal householorder, they did not countenanaavhite ma as the objeadf paternalism
and were sure to extricatém from the relations ofiousehold dependency through which his
rights had been curtailed in thelonial and early republicaras. The patriarchal order #y
hearkened back to was, accordingly, a modern innovatitrat italigned with the demands of
Herrenvolkdemocracy. &r Democratsat least in theorywhite men should never have to

submit to redtions of dependencyhich were emphatically raced agendered.

8Hallettet al., Appeal to Democrats and Union Meh Loring,A Speech Delivered at Webster, Mads9; Forney,
Address on Religious Intolerance and Political Proscription1 6 ; A Coer ci ve TheWnirgsamchce, 0 1
Speeches of Samuel J. Tilded. John Bigelow (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1885), 1:283.
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As a site of economic production, as opposed to a privatized, feminized space, the
household formed the basis of a mands public
structure and, consequentl y, ewativé MuscoeeRnls pol i

Garnett blamed an impersonal manufacturing economy and fanatical ideologies for domestic

chaos in the fee States. Fanaticism, Garnett found, empowsredne n, fdestr oys th
married | if e, o0 useholdintd gdrateiinttrestssS¢paratdpablichaad private

spheres, with women reigning in the domestic
Asocialist philanthropy, 6 additionally, aboli

authority, with thestate usurping the patriarch as caretaker of children. Northern fanaticism

could also destabilize plantation households. Slaveholders subsumed enslaved laborers into their
domestic ideal. Alabama senator Benjamin Fitzpatrick, for instance, group@dtleeg r o
childreno on his plantation near Wetumpka in
boys all send | ove to youo and fAso do all the
represented one more fanatical assault on domestic hierakithousehold heads, in the Free

States and in the Slave States, had a common interest in resisting fanaticism in order to preserve

their household mastefYy.

8 Garnett], The Union, Past and Futur@2-9; Berjamin Fitzpatrick to Aurelia Fitzpatrick, At Home, March 9,

1856; Benjamin Fitzpatrick to Aurelia Fitzpatrick, Oak Grove, March 11, 1856, both in the Fitzpatrick Family

Papers, Al abama Department of Archivesnaenrdl|HilLsetwirsy ,hCaMaos
On the familial metaphor which rested at the core of slaveholder paternalism, see Mifasteys of Small

Worlds 2152 5; and Wil lie Lee Rose, Th eSldvaymaadsFteedonedk i on of Do
William W. Freehlhg (New York: Oxford University Press, 1982),-38. Democrats did not base their opposition

to |l egislation on subjects such as temperance and rel i
According to EI i zabet hcrds.soughato amtain disaitt boraarygbbtweerhtlee privagem o

and public spheres and resented attempts to politicize domestic life, the Whigs invested tidedachiyomen in

particula® with the distinct political function of forming the stable Americdmam@cter on which national well

being depended. 0 Yet, the Democracy as a party did nof
on mastery showed that Democrats adhered to thbqneyeois corporate household of the Free States and th

plantation household of the Slave States, in which a sharp division between public and private realms did not exist.

The household head derived his mastery in public from domestic patriarchy, revealing that the household was not
completely cordoned offom the public realm. When Democrats protested against fanatical legislation affecting

the household, it was not because this was a fdAprivatebo
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Theismsweakened domestic hierarchy and, moreover, encouraged attacks against the

householdash vi ol ent mutiny from within. Lewis Cas
are entering our domestic circles, and strivi
County, Ohio, fAeighteen thous anpgondéfNegwmemand as

Wor shipers (S.P. Chase). 0 The meeting raised
wenches that were about being returned to SI a

the logical outcome of antislavery fanaticism was warfa@uhe institution. In the Virginia

House of Del egates, a Democrat | ambasted the
Acirculating incendiary documents, breathing
insurrection, rapine, and murder. Republ i cans, ¢l ai med Rufus W.
Awoul d be delighted with a servile war in the

member of the Peckham clan tried to dissuade Wheeler H. Peckham from joining the military,
protesting thath was fAnot for warring against women &

guaranteed by the c®%nstitution of my country.

basis of househol d ma sgnt.rvarbn\We Meah tmBe Cowntedh \WHité Womenaahd s ov er e |
Politics in Antebellum VirginigChapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 1998), 82. On how political

parties advanced competing conceptions of the family, with Democrats defending thelpatfamily, see

Rebecca Edwardgngels in the Machinery: Gender in American Party Politics from the Civil War to the

Progressive ErgOxford: Oxford University Press, 1997),-88; Michael D. Piersorkree Hearts and Free Homes:

Gender and American Aistavery Politics(Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 2003), se23¥

on the Democratic party; and Watsaiherty and Power221-3 . On the fAcorporate patriar
States, see Mary P. Rya®radle of the Middle Clas§'he Family in Oneida County, New York, 175865

(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1981)598quotation on 57; on the domestic ideology which

|l egiti mated separate spheres in the bourgeoi82 family,
1 8 6 Bmedcan Quarterlyi8, no. 2 (Summer 1966): 154.

3 Nebraska and Kansas. Speech of Hon. Lewis Cass, of Mi
Congressional Glohe33? Cong., f'sess., 18534, 23, appendix:276; E. B. Tyler to StepterDouglas, Ravenna,

Portage Co., [OH], August 19, 1856, Douglas Pap&psech of James L. Kemp20; Rufus W. Peckhafr.] to

Wheeler H. Peckham, Albany, January 4, 1860; [?] Peckham to Wheeler H. Peckham, Milwaukee, May 22, 1861,

both in the Peckhamaily Papers.
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Democrats vowed to protect white men as the masters of their small worlds, an aspiration
which resonated with individualsrgn ng from sl aveholders to i mmi
son resolved to leave his patronage position after the 1849 accession of a Whig presidential
administration. He t olvde Osi 9 ofsa tt h eormegck dkla sveit It Il e
portion of your farm say 50or 10cr es, wi t h o n e Ratherthamsubmitto d n e g
the degradation of being beholden to Whibss patronage slave would transfonimselfinto a
master of chattel slaves. Slaveholding was not the only way to deatensastery, even if it
was the most elegant antithesis to political enslavement. A Virginian in Missouri reported on the
statebds popul ation of AGerman Emigrants. o Ge

fat, saucy& 40acres of land,thenh ey become O6Lor ds o fvives roe a tiil d n,

not kind husbands, 0 at | east Athey al ways vot
operative John W. Forney explained that i mmig
Awor&bdpas did our fathers of old, in-their hi
tree, with none t o mbemecstsassumedri@eknmanstiniMesouria f r ai d

andtheforeigfbor n nati onwi de, #fAvot e[ dpartytthategave thegpnht way

license to be fiLords of creatiod®.odeposing un
The contest between degradation and mastery transcended law and politics. Mastery

entailed more than the absence of legal restéiritsequired culturbspace in which each man

could regulate his own morality. Temperance pledges, antislavery sentimentality, and religious

persecution outside of the state, in addition to invasive laws, all led to mental degradation. The

opponents of territorial populaosy er ei gnty fAcontend that the Ame

L. E. Mason to John Y. Mason, Washington, April 9, 1849, Mason Papers; H. Stevenson to John Letcher, Union,
MO, May 8, 1854, John Letcher Papers, Virginia Historical Society, Richnkmdey,Address on Religious
Intolerance and Political Roscription, 15; McCurry,Masters of Small Worlds
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this right; that thfeTihhre mdi edpdasr asthiad l, beaeb s:=smlsd taer ec

and Stateo was | iberating, as it Aunfetter][ s]

restrictions up o-Nothing gathewere anothes seich testrictbm canverts to

the order were admoni shed, fAiyou Oknow nothing

to 6Know Nothing. 60 He ar i odgitizerh whe has anp rpspatte nt s

for himself, after becoming acquainted with i

obedience, fAcan belong to that -Notdbhrngso6éSweph

i g nor theydi@not kiiovwhat theobligations and principles of their society were at war with

the genius of our % hole republican system. o
The untrammeled mind, in contrast, was a mind of mastery, equipping each man to be his

own moralist. AThe mind idkingd devvalopingéhdrebyits pat i en

nerve and muscle grappling the realities of life in its given orbit, and gaining the mastery,

chall enges our admiration, 0 effusediAitiuage A.

ardent restless spirit of our people haslitil communion with the abject prostration of

intellect which makes men crouch before his fellow submitting his reason and conscience to the

will of another. All is here congenial to independence of thought. No intellectual Procrustian

bed, the adaptai on t o which requires the mind to be m

choose the mor al code with which to regul ate
while a fimalleabled mind®made a man ripe for
¥iExtract of a Speech of Hon. John B. Weller, of Califo

Popular Sovereignty in the Territories. The Democratic Re¢Bedtimore: Murphy and Co[1860]), 18; Substance

of the Speech of Hon. W. K. SebastmThe Ritual of the Order of Know Nothings, with the Initiation Oaths Taken

by James Pollock, Now Governor of Pennsylvdnig., nd.), 3, 6;Speech of Senator Douglas, at the Democratic

Celebration of the Anniversary of American Freedom 7 . See al so, AMr. H8,8t.er 6s Spe

¥®Col eman, fAAddress on CHaSegaso,iCafhsloyeloTaug206io me, 6 15
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Politically and mentally @aonomous men exerted a conservative force in society. New
Yor kéds Horatio Seymour explained the connect.i
manhood. The devolution of political power 0
locality, but it dso brings home to each individual a sense of his rights and responsibilities; it
el evates his character as a man. o AThe princ
thrilled, Anot only makes good ¢Boliteatageneynt , bu
honed individual masculinity and made white men the antidote to fanaticism and consolidation:
Ahe | earns that the performance of his duty a
society, and is not led to place a vague, unftmad dependence upon legislative wisdom or
inspirations. o Anot her Democratic governor ¢
Ai ndi vi dual enterpriseo for internal I mprovem
energies, gird on our mhaod and strength, and by individual labor and individual contribution,
l ink together the different sections of our S

state, undercut fanaticism, secured the household, and cultivated white m&hhood.

Democats both chuckled in condescension and recoiled with horror at the prospect of
anyone other than white men engaging in politics. Alabama Democrat Matthew Powers Blue
| earned of such an occurrence from his brothe
Antoinette Brown, Mrs. Bloomer and all the other notorious Infidels, Abolishosisisapd
Bl oomers, held a sort of preparatory meeting
Womands Rights conventiondatyo ood Ne ne ftloyaat it e

Garrison (the old slick headed thief) preside

83peech of the Hon. Horatio Seymour 2 ; Burtah, Addnas g inaugutltAddreSseofe al s o,
Governor John A. Winstoi3-6, 8.
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gender roles troubled Albert Bl ue. tThe hushb

groundd6é and sancti oned evadrdy tohiwhg |teh atl uvea sit o

had children had better be at home attending
political, Lucy Stone he deemed fAvery |little
di sgusting sliedght aéd lié hegntlboked | i ke so many

voti®ng. o

These Adi sgustingo political sights follow
wanted to protect the white male individual, because his personal degradation prefaced the
degralat i on of the white mandés republic. The Ja
whereby white male mastery and political legitimacy stemmed from the hard exclusion of all
others. For Democrats, female andwdmte political agency and malegradation were
symptomatic of one another. As Blue noted, women in politics shunted their husbands into the
background or, worse yet, confined them to domestic tasks such as caring for children. Keeping

women and African Americans enmeshed in the haldednd out of politics was the

precondition for white mené6s individual pol it
of the white mands republic.
Politics was a male preserve for Democrats

DanielDick nson bemoaned those fAambitious and cl ami

socially prescribed roles, who were fApreparin
making more hasty and enlarged strides in pursuit of libsirights 0 Caleb Cushing
interrupted remarks in Newburyport, Massachuse
me with their presence heretoi ght . 0 He returned the compl i me

8Albert W. Blue to [Matthew P. Blue], New York City, September 6, 1853, Matthew P. Blue Family Papers,
Alabama Department of Archives and History, Montgomery.
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Afgood taste forbids me to addr degadtopichem speci a
interested them. Democrats rhetorically forced women out of the political sphere, and they could

so with derision. A congressional veteran offered advice to a new seret@hould not be

di sappointed i f At he |l blba deise stia ywmeont hoee scprookwed.
visited if the heavyweights Webster and Calhoun performed, and then they attended Congress

purely as a social occasion. Some women agreed that their gender precluded politics. Charlotte
Nantz confided to CongressmariW | i am H. English that Al am ha

8 rests not on sh

responsibility of |egislation?®
Fanatics, meanwhile, seemed to welcome wom

exclaimed a Democratic newspaper, after repottiigat @A women wer e present

an fAabol-Netbhiroans,k aa nmteiet i ng at Bostono | ed by Gar

such as the cult of domesticity limited the formal political agency of women across the partisan

spectrum, the Demaatic party was the most vociferously opposed to their participation, a

reflection of its male supremacist identity. For Democrats, politically involved women could

only be fanatics beyond the pale of political legitimacy. The daughter of abolitionrgt Ger

Smith, for instance, shared her fatherds radi

The Whig and Republican parties, historians have shown, were more receptive to female

participation, and evangelical and antislavery reformism dependedupwo menés mobi | i

which occasionally approximated political equality. Democrats were reacting to changed

83 R e ma rhke ©xfoedtAcatlemy Jubilee. Held at Oxford, Chenango County, N. Y., Aufasidl?, 1854, 6 i n
Speeches; Correspondence, Etc., of the Late Daniel S. Dickib€dtd; CushingSpeech Delivered in Faneuil

Hall, 31;James B. Hunt to Alpheus Felch, Pontidemuary 24, 1848, Felch Papetiariotte Nantz to William H.

English, Corydon, June 21, 1854, William Hayden English Family Papers, Manuscript and Visual Collections
Department, William Henry Smith Memorial Library, Indiana Historical Society, Indiarapoli
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circumstancest he gr adual acceptance of womendés polit
opposition®®

Antislavery petitions generated by women pautarly perturbed Democrats, fusing as
they did feminine political agency and abolitionist agitation. William Lowndes Yancey fumed
that Aour representatives were daily and cons
women, and children, andgachers and men, to take from us our clearly defined constitutional
rights. o Petitions were a surreptitious mean
expected to resist antislavery appeabs Afrom
Congress, session after session. o An I ndi ana
apol ogized, Al do not wish you to think me a
petition on behalf of a widow wladywbntedto her hu
avoid association with fanatical women. Addressing Governor Wise, she reassured him that she
did Anot covet sttohgenindedvpunteat iodn t dife tNloe t h. o Wi s

remonstrance off to his wif&.

®Indiana Daily State Sentinel Jan. 7, Feb. 18, 1854; Jean Harvey Baker
18401 8 6 0 A Boliticah Nation: New Directionsni Mid-nineteenthcentury American Political Historyed. Gary

W. Gallagher and Rachel A. Stden (Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2012);&%4 ; Paul a Baker,
Domestication of Politics: Women and American Political Society, 4782 The American Historical Review

89, no. 3 (June 1984): 6&b; EdwardsAngels in the Machineyyl23 8 ; Mi c hael Mc Gerr, APol it
Wo mends P olwed The ddudndl 0f American HistofF7, no. 3 (Dec. 1990): 86%; John M. Sacher,

AfoThe Ladies Are Moving Everywher e dlLouislamaHistery: Bhea Wo men a |
Journal of the Louisiana Historical Associati@t?, no. 4 (Autumn 2001):43® 7 ; Wel ter, fAThe Cult o
Womanhood. 0O On women in the antislavery movement and |
parties, see Millard Fillmore to Wilhelmine SimitBuffalo, October 17, 1860; William Russell Smith to Wilhelmine

Smith, January 12, [1861], both in the Eashith Family Papers, Manuscript Division, Library of Congress,

Washington, D. C.; PiersofRree Hearts and Free Homegnd Varon\We Mean to Be @inted especially 74102.

Varon finds that the parties did eventually converge on the need to politically mobilize women. On women and the
Democratic party, see Susan Gr aham, A6A Warm Polititiol
CatharinlRead Wil |l i ams, Politics, anaurnd oftheEadytRapuldidg0,inm2 Ant ebel
(Summer 2010): 2538.

“3Speech of the Hon. William L. Yancey, of Alabama, Delivered in the National Democratic Convention, Charleston,
April 28", 18@. With the Protest of the Alabama Delegati@harleston: Walker, Evans and Co., Print., [1860]), 4

5; James Buchanan quoted in R. G. Horfidw Life and Public Services of James Buchanan. Late Minister to
England and Formerly Minister to Russia, Senand Representative in Congress, and Secretary of State:
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Democrats similarly ierved the republic for white men by making clear that African
Americans did not belong in formal political spaces. James Buchanan, serving as minister to the
Court of St Jamesds, described the opening of
struck me most forcibly was the appearance in the Diplomatic Box of a full blooded black negro
as the Representative of his Imperial Maj esty
political sphere to African Americans. A Democratin lllinois@mai ned about t he i
abolitionisto whootrhaen mahre A wmalalle d oasnt ionfdiigcreat i
last because | would not let a negro have the use of the school house to give a lecture against the
motives of the democratic party anolae itdeading men 0 A correspondent of
Douglas, after wvisiting Brazil, commented in
political nor social, between the black and t
become fet loéd abaomdbngr el race. o He further rel a
| mper i al Senate [?] woolly headed Senator, an
debased politics and illicit sexuality.

Democrats repeatedly employed Frederick Douglass a met aphor for bl a
political and sexual infiltration of the white body politic. Debating Abraham Lincoln in 1858,
Stephen Douglas claimed that the last time he spoke in Freeport, lllinois he had glimpsed a
carriage driven by a white man, withle der i ck Dougl ass sitting insi

Dougl as chastised fiBlack Republicanso for bel

Including the Most Important of His State Pap@¥ew York: Derby and Jackson, 1856), 378; Mrs. M. E. Small to
John G. Davis, Perryville, IN, February 21, 1860, Davis Papers, Madison; Portia L.iB&ddenry A. Wise,
Winchester, December 17, 1859, Wise Family Papers,-1973, Virginia Historical Society, Richmond. See also,
Varon,We Mean to Be Counted7-62; and Susan ZaesKkgignatures of Citizenship: Petitioning, Antislavery, and
Wo me n Gtisal |&eatity (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 2003).

®James Buchanan to Harriet Lane, London, February 1, 1856&gitWorks of James Buchand®:29; T. C.

Wetmore to Stephen A. Douglas, DeKalb, February 27, 1856; Levi D. [ildibStephen A. Douglas). S.
Steamer Alleghanat sea, Lat: 19° S Lon: 30° W, November 1, 1848, both in the Douglas Papers.
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equality with your wives and daughters, and ride in a carriage with your wife, whilst you drive

t he t deawhitedanaticiwho had invited Douglass to the rally welcomed his own

degradation, his household mastery usurped by a black man now sexually proximal to his wife.
Stephen placed Frederickodos carriage iicaln t he o
liminality. Degraded fanatics, however, would invite Douglass and other African Americans to

move from the margins into the political sphere prdper.

The racial amal gamation portended by Frede
exemplified the adulreat i on of the republicbés racial and
political mixing of men and women, African Americans and whites. Democrats screamed about
Awanton orgies of fanaticismo and intimated s
composition of fanatical meetings, which made
Horace Greeley was charged with having fiassis
city of New York, where both God and the Constitution have beenr | ed 0 and wi t h s
Awomandés rightso and Afree | ove. oo Political
presidential candidates pandering to their dedamatical constituencies (see figs. 2 apd 3

Al ong with fanatacsdcvyshnhgnfof BRemropepgtyodo and

woman is depicted inviting John C. Fr®mont to
of marriage are not tolerated & perfect freedomesisf[ i n | ove matters. o P
candi drm¢g¢ e 0sh@mat empt s, fAyou will, be sure to Er

This scandalous woman is standing near a black man, a fellow fanatic, who is demanding black

racial supremacy. Inclusive politics, Democrats cried, meant interraciaP&soing black and

%/ Mr . Douglasbés Reply, Second JoThalincobhBoongas Bepatetfafeepor t , A
1858 92-3.
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white political actors together led to amalgamation, an erosion of the strict equivalency of
whiteness and mastery®in the white mands repu
Non-white political actors disconcerted Democrats because they had learned to approach
the guation of mastery and degradation in zewon terms. Democrats determined to preserve
theHerrenvolkdemocracy bequeathed to them by Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson.
Echoing the sentiments which inspired an earlier generation of Democrats tolpdrane
Removal, an Arkansas Democrat in 1855 wondere
require to fildl the void which their extermin
the inevitable disappearance of western Indians. His solutas for European immigrants to
settle the West, thereby giving the foreigorn a stake ierrenvolkdemocracy. The tradeoff
between the rights of Native Americans and of naturalized ones was aB3$olute.
Democrats were consequently unable to conedigaia middle ground between white
mends political monopoly and their wutter degr

supremacy marked one as a fanatfiamdt ipcgiopm,n@nt

fwoollyism 6 fAnegrophileéesm,yy, aomfd, wecionsedegr adati on.
partyo bore a fitting name, Abecause, while i
ignores, disregards, and contemns the rights
inthe Democratc party, t he oitAb ;mlgi tpiacnt ykndwvor ed fens

disfranchising thérishman theDutchman and all persons born in foreign countries, and freeing

thenegroand enfranchising him. o whielslavery hi ng bl ack

%proceedigs of the Celebration of the Fourth of July, 1858; Infidelity and Abolitionism3, 5.
%“Substance of the Speech of Hon. W. K. Seba&tian

%Address of ExGov. Aaron V. Brown7; Indiana Daily State Sentineluly 28, 1854; Cushingpeech Delivereih
Faneuil Hall, 44; Address of Hon. Thomas L. Clingmd®; Letter of an Adopted Catholi6.
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Therepublic rested on the shoulders of white men. Secure as a master of himself and his
household, the individual 6s maintenance of ge
boundaries of the body politicqual white men had to tolerate eachotfies mor al <choi ce
order to be tolerated. When a white man trespassed against another, an opening was created for
their dependents to seize political poweke nry Wi se suggestweldtedclo nor t |
ot herds property pruieges gopeaancattemata thepconkervationaofolr
own i nterests r Baiyng politicallegitingacydrom thew moesehold
dominance, white men entered public life on a common foofingyh e n we happen to
the common Territore, t o make new homes and neighborhoo
propose to go together to the pol llividuals equal s
produced not only political autonomy in their households, but also political equadiyngn

American democracy an egalitarian fraternity of masfers.

Robert Mercer Taliaferro Hunter laughed that Federalists had once believed that
Jeffersonian individualism would usher in fAth
Government,ma era of radicalism, a sort of wild, De
descend to this nadir under Jefferson, nor had it under Jackson. Nor would it under Pierce and
Buchanan, because in the 1850s the Democracy leavened its progressivisonsattvatism.

A Tennessean designated the Democracy fithe pa
Afadvocating a wise progress in the science of
principles which | ie at triywassimoultamabasly pragressivef o ur

and conservative, because the individual at the heart of Democratic ideology was the agent of

%Wise, The Lecompton Questip-3.
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both progress and preservation. Autonomous white men policing racial and gender borders at
home provided a stable foundatianf t he orderly advancement of a
double burden borne by the individual was an innovation in American political thBught.

The Democracy began its career as apgeltlaimed progressive advocate of white male
democracy. Alarmely the precariousness of the racial equilibrium in the 1850s, Democrats
retreated from the goal of expanding democracy to that of conserving it exclusively for white
me n . Democraagsevyewgidt &t hen&mawhiat di ménastpol
progress at home and abroad. William M. Corry, a staunch proponent of aiding European
rewolutionaries, took prideinbeigor e concerned with politics in
ma n 06 e was @pdor hearing & judgmeént t han wi t h t hechfionsergedo quest
even fellow Democrats. Another northern Democrat admitted that, all else equal, improving the
situation of African Americans was desirable. But Democrats had to consider existing social
conditions. AWe s houl d thatlomsasynst arr Aéricae, orbnéxed, 6 h e
civilization, but that of the white ménthe civilization ofthe AnglslSa x on i n Amer i ca.
Democrats craved progress, which they defined as the expansion of democratic equality and
individual rights. They were, howeyemable to conceptualize limitless extension.

Spreading rights broadcast wouwtienuate those already won, potentially reviving the
gradation of rightso which white men had submitted themselbe®re Jackson sanctifigdeir
inherent equalityThis concern vitiated theée gilbmwmanihtay, woa!

otherwise have beeni si t ed wupon African Ameri cans. nCon

9Address of R. M. T. Hunter, of Virginia, before the Democratic Association of RichBéridetter of Hon. G. W.
Jones, offennessee, to His Constituefrsp., [1856]), 2.

Bwilliam M. Corry to Joseph Holt, Cincinnati, March 1, 1852; quotation from William M. Corry to [Joseph Holt],

Cincinnati, September 2, 1856, both in the Joseph Holt Papers, Manuscript Division, LikCarnygoéss,
Washington, D. C.; Drakéyn Address, on the Doctrine and Discipline of the Democratic P&y
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advi sed Redrepublicaks ticn fFr ance, fAwho sought the imnm
and bst all they had of freedom by demanding universal equality and individual personal

S 0 v e r e Fagatidalyaboldionists in the Unit&tates were a homegrown corollafy

fanatical socialistin Europ@ both attacked private propertyhich in America icluded

Apr oper Dandboth pushecabstract equality too fathite men in America already

enjoyed equality and sovereignty, but these p
republicans of ourday who woul d fAdeprinmal adli wbaity meagul
l aw, 6 if they cannot bring about their radica

elevatetheslavet fraterni ty® with his master. o

In the 1850s Democrats turned liberal individualism, often considered latrenary
force in the modern era, into a conservative pillar of the status quo. To repel the fanaticism
besetting the republic, Democrats did not elect to curtail the individual they had previously
unloosed or the democratic process through which hd.a&eropean and American
conservatives had long distrusted democracy and individualism; Democrats remained loyal to
both. Democrats also diverged fraraditionalconservatives in not reifying a powerful state or
mythologizing a primordial, essentialigimationalism to overawe the people. They instead took
the unprecedented step of making individual rights, democratigee#frnance, and the
minimalist state the props of social order. In one respect, Democrats in the 1850s simply
perpetuated theirance nt f ai t h. AfDemocracy is based upon

season, age, or nation, o0 rhapsodized a campai

“Drake,An Address, on the Doctrine and Discipline of the Democratic P&y Hallett et al. Appeal to
Democrats and Union Meid; Hunter TheDemocratic Demonstration at Poughkeep&d0, quotation on 7.
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humanity, in its progressive steps, in its pauses, every where, and its rmsingsttings are only
apparent, like those of theeverh i ni 1% sun. o

Democrats did not have to be original; rather, they found conservatism preexisting within
the traditions from which they drew. It required only a change of emphasis to bend theib ideas t
conservative ends. Democrats took the abstract individual of liberal social contract theory and
made him a tangible, raced and gendered entity. Yet the liberal individual had never been a
neutral construct; he had always been a raced and genderedabkicigcompromising equality
in any political system based on liberal consent th&8r{.he social contract, which permitted
political society to emerge out of the state of nature and sanctioned a government that defined the
rights of all citizens, was r@volutionary notion in the seventeenth century. Yet for all its radical
potential, it was still a means for maintaining social order. Theorists such as Hobbes and Locke
resorted to contract, not to obliterate society into atomized individuals, lngatie @ consensual
regime that stanched social unrest and restrained religious fanaticism. Democrats in the 1850s
al so feared that fanaticism would make | ife i
short, 0 and t hey enntothenlisited state dnd tibbral individealismtai t m
neuter fanatical reform, protect slavery and white supremacy, and solidify a social order in which

political legitimacy rested solely with white mé¥. In the process, they turnédl i ber al i s mo

10%|ain Facts and Considerationg6.

YRuth H. Bloch, fiThe Gender ed Me aBignsiBso.d (Autiwhn 19873:e i n Re
37-58;Laura F.Edwardsfi Th e Co nt rDemdaocracy in Anmmésc aorf | nsti tut inBams and Prac
imagining Democracy in the Age of Revolutions: America, France, Britain, Ireland; 1850 ed.Joama Innes

and Mark Philp Oxford: Oxford University Press, 20),310-56; Carol PatemarnThe SexuaContract(Stanford,

CA: Stanford University Press, 1988); Carroll SriRlo s enbe-€CgyefiDng the Subject of th
Constituti on all 708 Bedausnal bf dmeridan HistoB96 no. 3 (Dec. 1992): 8413.

1%2rhomas Hobbed,eviathan ed Edwin Curlg (1651; repr., Indianapotigiackett Publishing Company, 1994),

76; Don HerzogHappy Slaves: A Critique of Consent The@@hicago: The University of Chicago Press, 1989).
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a oincser vat i v,gielding b syhthessdhatitgntinues to characterize American

conservatism.
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e e 2
THE GREAT REPUBLICAN REFORM PARTY,
Calling on their Candidate.

T Far Sale  wt Y 2 Spruce SENY.

Figure 2. Democratic political cartoon showing fanatics making demands of a compliant Jorém©nErthe 1856
Republican presidential candidatéouce i Th e Gr eat Re prybQaling anrmTheR @ahdideden P a
(New York, NY: [Nathaniel Currier], [1858] Prints and Photographs Divisidrprary of Congress, Washington,
D. C, LC-DIG-pga04866.

Figure 3. Democratic politial cartoon mocking thianatics supportingbraham Lincoln in 1860. Horace Greeley
is carrying Lincoln.Sourcefi T h e R e Partp Goingta the Right Hous€New York, NY]: Currier and Ives,
[c. 1860), Prints and Photographs Divisidrbrary of Congress, Washington, B., LC-DIG-pga04994.
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