THE AGE OF JEFFERSON,
1800-1816

Let us then, fellow-citizens, unite with one heart and one mind. Let
us restore to social intercourse that harmony and affection without
which liberty and even life itself are but dreary things. . . . But every
difference of opinion is not a difference of principle. We have called
by different names brethren of the same principle. We are all
Republicans, we are all Federalists.

Thomas Jefferson, First Inaugural Address, 1801

n the election of 1800, there had been much animosity and bitter partisan
feeling between the two national political parties. Following this Revolution of
1800, Thomas Jefferson, the new president, recognized the need for a smooth
and peaceful transition of power from the Federalists to the Democratic-
Republicans. That is why, in his inaugural address of 1801, Jefferson stressed
the popular acceptance of the basic principles of constitutional government
when he stated: “We are all Republicans, we are all Federalists.”

By 1816, Jefferson’s call for unity seems to have been realized. The Fed-
eralists had nearly disappeared, but the Democratic-Republicans had adopted
many of their positions. Under Jefferson and his close friend James Madi-
son, the nation experienced peaceful political change, expanded territorially,
survived another war, and strengthened its democratic and nationalistic spirit.
It was thriving, even as it faced significant problems—including slavery, the
treatment of American Indians, and loyalty to local interests.

Jefferson’s Presidency

During his first term, Jefferson attempted to win the allegiance and trust of Fed-
eralist opponents by maintaining the national bank and debt-repayment plan of
Hamilton. In foreign policy, he carried on the neutrality policies of Washington
and Adams. At the same time, Jefferson retained the loyalty of Democratic-
Republican supporters by adhering to his party’s guiding principle of limited
central government. He reduced the size of the military, eliminated a number
of federal jobs, repealed the excise taxes—including those on whiskey— and
lowered the national debt. Only Republicans were named to his cabinet, as he
sought to avoid the internal divisions that distracted Washington.
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Compared to Adams’ troubled administration, Jefferson’s first four years in
office were relatively free of discord. The single most important achievement
of these years was the acquisition by purchase of vast western lands known as
the Louisiana Territory.

The Louisiana Purchase

The Louisiana Territory encompassed a large and largely unexplored tract of
western land through which the Mississippi and Missouri rivers flowed. At the
mouth of the Mississippi lay the territory’s most valuable property in terms
of commerce—the port of New Orleans. For many years, Louisiana and New
Orleans had been claimed by Spain. But in 1800, the French military and
political leader Napoleon Bonaparte secretly forced Spain to give the Louisi-
ana Territory back to its former owner, France. Napoleon hoped to restore the
French empire in the Americas. By 1803, however, Napoleon had lost interest
in this plan for two reasons: (1) he needed to concentrate French resources
on fighting England and (2) a rebellion led by Toussaint 1’Ouverture against
French rule on the island of Santo Domingo had resulted in heavy French
losses.

U.S. Interest in the Mississippi River During Jefferson’s presidency, the
western frontier extended beyond Ohio and Kentucky into the Indiana Territory.
Settlers in this region depended for their economic existence on transporting
goods on rivers that flowed westward into the Mississippi and southward as far
as New Orleans. They were greatly alarmed therefore when in 1802 Spanish
officials, who were still in charge of New Orleans, closed the port to Ameri-
cans. They revoked the right of deposit granted in the Pinckney Treaty of 1795,
which had allowed American farmers tax-free use of the port. People on the
frontier clamored for government action. In addition to being concerned about
the economic impact of the closing of New Orleans, President Jefferson was
troubled by its consequences on foreign policy. He feared that, so long as a
foreign power controlled the river at New Orleans, the United States risked
entanglement in European affairs.

Negotiations Jefferson sent ministers to France with instructions to offer
up to $10 million for both New Orleans and a strip of land extending from that
port eastward to Florida. If the American ministers failed in their negotiations
with the French, they were instructed to begin discussions with Britain for a
U.S.-British alliance. Napoleon’s ministers, seeking funds for a war against
Britain, offered to sell not only New Orleans but also the entire Louisiana Ter-
ritory for $15 million. The surprised American ministers quickly went beyond
their instructions and accepted.

Constitutional Predicament Jefferson and most Americans strongly
approved of the Louisiana Purchase. Nevertheless, a constitutional problem
troubled the president. Jefferson was committed to a strict interpretation of
the Constitution and rejected Hamilton’s argument that certain powers were
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implied. No clause in the Constitution explicitly stated that a president could
purchase foreign land. In this case, Jefferson determined to set aside his ideal-
ism for the country’s good. He submitted the purchase agreement to the Senate,
arguing that lands could be added to the United States as an application of the
president’s power to make treaties. Casting aside the criticisms of Federalist
senators, the Republican majority in the Senate quickly ratified the purchase.

Consequences The Louisiana Purchase more than doubled the size of the
United States, removed a European presence from the nation’s borders, and
extended the western frontier to lands beyond the Mississippi. Furthermore,
the acquisition of millions of acres of land strengthened Jefferson’s hopes that
his country’s future would be based on an agrarian society of independent
farmers rather than Hamilton’s vision of an urban and industrial society. In
political terms, the Louisiana Purchase increased Jefferson’s popularity and
showed the Federalists to be a weak, sectionalist (New England-based) party
that could do little more than complain about Democratic-Republican policies.
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Lewis and Clark Expedition Even before Louisiana was purchased,
Jefferson had persuaded Congress to fund a scientific exploration of the
trans-Mississippi West to be led by Captain Meriwether Lewis and Lieuten-
ant William Clark. The Louisiana Purchase greatly increased the importance
of the expedition. Lewis and Clark set out from St. Louis in 1804, crossed
the Rockies, reached the Oregon coast on the Pacific Ocean, then turned back
and completed the return journey in 1806. The benefits of the expedition were
many: greater geographic and scientific knowledge of the region, stronger U.S.
claims to the Oregon Territory, better relations with American Indians, and
more accurate maps and land routes for fur trappers and future settlers.

John Marshall and the Supreme Court

After the sweeping Democratic-Republican victory of 1800, the only power
remaining to the Federalists was their control of the federal courts. The Feder-
alist appointments to the courts, previously made by Washington and Adams,
were not subject to recall or removal except by impeachment. Federalist judges
therefore continued in office, much to the annoyance of the Democratic-
Republican president, Jefferson.

John Marshall Ironically, the Federalist judge who caused Jefferson the
most grief was one of his own cousins from Virginia, John Marshall. Mar-
shall had been appointed Chief Justice of the Supreme Court during the final
months of John Adams’ presidency. He held his post for 34 years, in which
time he exerted as strong an influence on the Supreme Court as Washington
had exerted on the presidency. Marshall’s decisions in many landmark cases
generally strengthened the central government, often at the expense of states’
rights.

Case of Marbury v. Madison (1803) The first major case decided by Mar-
shall put him in direct conflict with President Jefferson. Upon taking office,
Jefferson wanted to block the Federalist judges appointed by his predeces-
sor, President John Adams. He ordered Secretary of State James Madison not
to deliver the commissions to those Federalists judges. One of Adams’ “mid-
night appointments,” William Marbury, sued for his commission. The case of
Marbury v. Madison went to the Supreme Court in 1803. Marshall ruled that
Marbury had a right to his commission according to the Judiciary Act passed
by Congress in 1789. However, Marshall said the Judiciary Act of 1789 had
given to the Court greater power than the Constitution allowed. Therefore, the
law was unconstitutional, and Marbury would not receive his commission.

In effect, Marshall sacrificed what would have been a small Federalist gain
(the appointment of Marbury) for a much larger, long-term judicial victory. By
ruling a law of Congress to be unconstitutional, Marshall established the doc-
trine of judicial review. From this point on, the Supreme Court would exercise
the power to decide whether an act of Congress or of the president was allowed
by the Constitution. The Supreme Court could now overrule actions of the
other two branches of the federal government.
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Judicial Impeachments Jefferson tried other methods for overturning
past Federalist measures and appointments. Soon after entering office, he
suspended the Alien and Sedition Acts and released those jailed under them.
Hoping to remove partisan Federalist judges, Jefferson supported a campaign
of impeachment. The judge of one federal district was found to be mentally
unbalanced. The House voted his impeachment and the Senate then voted to
remove him. The House also impeached a Supreme Court justice, Samuel
Chase, but the Senate acquitted him after finding no evidence of “high crimes.”
Except for these two cases, the impeachment campaign was largely a failure,
as almost all the Federalist judges remained in office. Even so, the threat of
impeachment caused the judges to be more cautious and less partisan in their
decisions.

Jefferson’s Reelection

In 1804 Jefferson won reelection by an overwhelming margin, receiving all
but 14 of the 176 electoral votes. His second term was marked by growing dif-
ficulties. There were plots by his former vice president, Aaron Burr; opposition
by a faction of his own party (the “Quids”), who accused him of abandoning
Democratic-Republican principles; and foreign troubles from the Napoleonic
wars in Europe.

Aaron Burr

A Democratic-Republican caucus (closed meeting) in 1804 decided not to
nominate Aaron Burr for a second term as vice president. Burr then embarked
on a series of ventures, one of which threatened to break up the Union and
another of which resulted in the death of Alexander Hamilton.

Federalist Conspiracy Secretly forming a political pact with some radi-
cal New England Federalists, Burr planned to win the governorship of New
York in 1804, unite that state with the New England states, and then lead this
group of states to secede from the nation. Most Federalists followed Alexander
Hamilton in opposing Burr, who was defeated in the New York election. The
conspiracy then disintegrated.

Duel with Hamilton Angered by an insulting remark attributed to Ham-
ilton, Burr challenged the Federalist leader to a duel and fatally shot him.
Hamilton’s death in 1804 deprived the Federalists of their last great leader and
earned Burr the enmity of many.

Trial for Treason By 1806, Burr’s intrigues had turned westward with
a plan to take Mexico from Spain and possibly unite it with Louisiana under
his rule. Learning of the conspiracy, Jefferson ordered Burr’s arrest and trial
for treason. Presiding at the trial was Chief Justice of the Supreme Court John
Marshall, a long-time adversary of Jefferson. A jury acquitted Burr, basing its
decision on Marshall’s narrow definition of treason and the lack of witnesses
to any “overt act” by Burr.
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Difficulties Abroad

As a matter of policy and principle, Jefferson tried to avoid war. Rejecting
permanent alliances, he sought to maintain U.S. neutrality despite increasing
provocations from both France and Britain during the Napoleonic wars.

Barbary Pirates The first major challenge to Jefferson’s foreign policy
came not from a major European power, but from the piracy practiced by the
Barbary states on the North African coast. To protect U.S. merchant ships from
being seized by Barbary pirates, Presidents Washington and Adams had reluc-
tantly agreed to pay tribute to the Barbary governments. The ruler of Tripoli
demanded a higher sum in tribute from Jefferson. Refusing to pay, Jefferson
sent a small fleet of the U.S. Navy to the Mediterranean. Sporadic fighting with
Tripoli lasted for four years (1801-1805). Although the American navy did not
achieve a decisive victory, it did gain some respect and also offered a measure
of protection to U.S. vessels trading in Mediterranean waters.

Challenges to U.S. Neutrality Meanwhile, the Napoleonic wars contin-
ued to dominate the politics of Europe—and to shape the commercial economy
of the United States. The two principal belligerents, France and Britain,
attempted naval blockades of enemy ports. They regularly seized the ships of
neutral nations and confiscated their cargoes. The chief offender from the U.S.
point of view was Britain, since its navy dominated the Atlantic. Most infu-
riating was the British practice of capturing U.S. sailors who it claimed were
British citizens and impressing (forcing) them to serve in the British navy.

Chesapeake-Leopard Affair One incident at sea especially aroused
American anger and almost led to war. In 1807, only a few miles off the coast
of Virginia, the British warship Leopard fired on the U.S. warship Chesapeake.
Three Americans were killed and four others were taken captive and impressed
into the British navy. Anti-British feeling ran high, and many Americans
demanded war. Jefferson, however, resorted to diplomacy and economic pres-
sure as his response to the crisis.

Embargo Act (1807) As an alternative to war, Jefferson persuaded the
Democratic-Republican majority in Congress to pass the Embargo Act in 1807.
This measure prohibited American merchant ships from sailing to any foreign
port. Since the United States was Britain’s largest trading partner, Jefferson
hoped that the British would stop violating the rights of neutral nations rather
than lose U.S. trade. The embargo, however, backfired and brought greater
economic hardship to the United States than to Britain. The British were deter-
mined to control the seas at all costs, and they had little difficulty substituting
supplies from South America for U.S. goods. The embargo’s effect on the U.S.
economy, however, was devastating, especially for the merchant marine and
shipbuilders of New England. So bad was the depression that a movement
developed in the New England states to secede from the Union.

Recognizing that the Embargo Act had failed, Jefferson called for its repeal
in 1809 during the final days of his presidency. Even after repeal, however,
U.S. ships could trade legally with all nations except Britain and France.
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Madison’s Presidency

Jefferson believed strongly in the precedent set by Washington of voluntarily
retiring from the presidency after a second term. For his party’s nomination
for president, he supported his close friend, Secretary of State James Madison.

The Election of 1808

Ever since leading the effort to write and ratify the Constitution, Madison was
widely viewed as a brilliant thinker. He had worked tirelessly with Jefferson
in developing the Democratic-Republican party. On the other hand, he was a
weak public speaker, possessed a stubborn temperament, and lacked Jeffer-
son’s political skills. With Jefferson’s backing, Madison was nominated for
president by a caucus of congressional Democratic-Republicans. Other factions
of the Democratic-Republican party nominated two other candidates. Even
so, Madison was able to win a majority of electoral votes and to defeat both
his Democratic-Republican opponents and the Federalist candidate, Charles
Pinckney. Nevertheless, the Federalists managed to gain seats in Congress as a
result of the widespread unhappiness with the effects of the embargo.

Commercial Warfare

Madison’s presidency was dominated by the same European problems that had
plagued Jefferson’s second term. Like Jefferson, he attempted a combination
of diplomacy and economic pressure to deal with the Napoleonic wars. Unlike
Jefferson, he finally consented to take the United States to war.

Nonintercourse Act of 1809 After the repeal of Jefferson’s disastrous
embargo act, Madison hoped to end economic hardship while maintaining his
country’s rights as a neutral nation. The Nonintercourse Act of 1809 provided
that Americans could now trade with all nations except Britain and France.
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Macon’s Bill No. 2 (1810) Economic hardships continued into 1810.
Nathaniel Macon, a member of Congress, introduced a bill that restored U.S.
trade with Britain and France. Macon’s Bill No. 2 provided, however, that if
either Britain or France formally agreed to respect U.S. neutral rights at sea,
then the United States would prohibit trade with that nation’s foe.

Napoleon’s Deception Upon hearing of Congress’ action, Napoleon
announced his intention of revoking the decrees that had violated U.S. neutral
rights. Taking Napoleon at his word, Madison carried out the terms of Macon’s
Bill No. 2 by embargoing U.S. trade with Britain in 1811. However, he soon
realized that Napoleon had no intention of fulfilling his promise. The French
continued to seize American merchant ships.

The War of 1812

Neither Britain nor the United States wanted their dispute to end in war. And
yet war between them did break out in 1812.

Causes of the War

From the U.S. point of view, the pressures leading to war came from two direc-
tions: the continued violation of U.S. neutral rights at sea and troubles with the
British on the western frontier.

Free Seas and Trade As a trading nation, the United States depended
upon the free flow of shipping across the Atlantic. Yet the chief belligerents
in Europe, Britain, and France, had no interest in respecting neutral rights so
long as they were locked in a life-and-death struggle with each other. They
well remembered that Britain had seemed a cruel enemy during the American
Revolution, and the French had supported the colonists. In addition, Jeffer-
sonian Democratic-Republicans applauded the French for having overthrown
their monarchy in their own revolution. Moreover, even though both the French
and the British violated U.S. neutral rights, the British violations were worse
because of the British navy’s practice of impressing American sailors.

Frontier Pressures Added to long-standing grievances over British
actions at sea were the ambitions of western Americans for more open land.
Americans on the frontier longed for the lands of British Canada and Spanish
Florida. Standing in the way were the British and their Indian and Spanish
allies.

Conflict with the American Indians was a perennial problem for the rest-
less westerners. For decades, settlers had been gradually pushing the American
Indians farther and farther westward. In an effort to defend their lands from
further encroachment, Shawnee brothers—Tecumseh, a warrior, and Prophet,
a religious leader—attempted to unite all of the tribes east of the Missis-
sippi River. White settlers became suspicious of Tecumseh and persuaded the
governor of the Indiana Territory, General William Henry Harrison, to take
aggressive action. In the Battle of Tippecanoe, in 1811, Harrison destroyed the
Shawnee headquarters and put an end to Tecumseh’s efforts to form an Indian
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confederacy. The British had provided only limited aid to Tecumseh. Neverthe-
less, Americans on the frontier blamed the British for instigating the rebellion.

War Hawks A congressional election in 1810 had brought a group of
new, young Democratic-Republicans to Congress, many of them from frontier
states (Kentucky, Tennessee, and Ohio). Known as war hawks because of their
eagerness for war with Britain, they quickly gained significant influence in the
House of Representatives. Led by Henry Clay of Kentucky and John C. Cal-
houn of South Carolina, the war-hawk members of Congress argued that war
with Britain would be the only way to defend American honor, gain Canada,
and destroy American Indian resistance on the frontier.

Declaration of War British delays in meeting U.S. demands over neutral
rights combined with political pressures from the war hawks finally persuaded
Madison to seek a declaration of war against Britain. Ironically, the British
government had by this time (June 1812) agreed to suspend its naval blockade.
News of its decision reached the White House after Congress had declared war.

A Divided Nation

Neither Congress nor the American people were united in support of the war.
In Congress, Pennsylvania and Vermont joined the southern and western states
to provide a slight majority for the war declaration. Voting against the war were
most representatives from New York, New Jersey, and the rest of the states in
New England.

VOTE ON DECLARING WAR IN 1812
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Election of 1812 A similar division of opinion was seen in the presidential
election of 1812, in which Democratic-Republican strength in the South and
West overcame Federalist and antiwar Democratic-Republican opposition to
war in the North. Madison won reelection, defeating De Witt Clinton of New
York, the candidate of the Federalists and antiwar Democratic-Republicans.

Opposition to the War Americans who opposed the war viewed it as “Mr.
Madison’s War” and the work of the war hawks in Congress. Most outspoken in
their criticism of the war were New England merchants, Federalist politicians,
and “Quids,” or “Old” Democratic-Republicans. New England merchants were
opposed because, after the repeal of the Embargo Act, they were making siz-
able profits from the European war and viewed impressment as merely a minor
inconvenience. Both commercial interests and religious ties to Protestantism
made them more sympathetic to the Protestant British than to the Catholic
French. Federalist politicians viewed the war as a Democratic-Republican
scheme to conquer Canada and Florida, with the ultimate aim of increasing
Democratic-Republican voting strength. For their part, the “Quids” criticized
the war because it violated the classic Democratic-Republican commitment to
limited federal power and to the maintenance of peace.

Military Defeats and Naval Victories

Facing Britain’s overwhelming naval power, Madison’s military strategists
based their hope for victory on (1) Napoleon’s continued success in Europe
and (2) a U.S. land campaign against Canada.

Invasion of Canada A poorly equipped American army initiated military
action in 1812 by launching a three-part invasion of Canada, one force start-
ing out from Detroit, another from Niagara, and a third from Lake Champlain.
These and later forays into Canada were easily repulsed by the British defend-
ers. An American raid and burning of government buildings in York (Toronto)
in 1813 only served to encourage retaliation by the British.

Naval Battles The U.S. navy achieved some notable victories, due largely
to superior shipbuilding and the valorous deeds of American sailors, includ-
ing many free African Americans. In late 1812, the U.S. warship Constitution
(nicknamed “Old Ironsides”) raised American morale by defeating and sinking
a British ship off the coast of Nova Scotia. American privateers, motivated by
both patriotism and profit, captured numerous British merchant ships. Offset-
ting these gains was the success of the British navy in establishing a blockade
of the U.S. coast, which crippled trading and fishing.

Probably the most important naval battle of the war was in 1813 on Lake
Erie with American Captain Oliver Hazard Perry, declaring victory with, “We
have met the enemy and they are ours.” This led the way for General William
Henry Harrison’s victory at the Battle of Thames River (near Detroit), in which
Tecumseh was killed. The next year, 1814, ships commanded by Thomas Mac-
donough defeated a British fleet on Lake Champlain. As a result, the British
had to retreat and abandon their plan to invade New York and New England.
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Chesapeake Campaign By the spring of 1814, the defeat of Napoleon
in Europe enabled the British to increase their forces in North America. In
the summer of that year, a British army marched through the nation’s capi-
tal, Washington, D.C., and set fire to the White House, the Capitol, and other
government buildings. The British also attempted to take Baltimore, but Fort
McHenry held out after a night’s bombardment—an event immortalized by
Francis Scott Key in the words of “The Star-Spangled Banner.”

Southern Campaign Meanwhile, U.S. troops in the South were ably
commanded by General Andrew Jackson. In March 1814, at the Battle of
Horseshoe Bend in present-day Alabama, Jackson ended the power of an
important British ally, the Creek nation. The victory eliminated the Indians and
opened new lands to white settlers. A British effort to control the Mississippi
River was halted at New Orleans by Jackson leading a force of frontier sol-
diers, free African Americans, and Creoles. The victory was impressive—but
also meaningless. The Battle of New Orleans was fought on January 8, 1815,
two weeks after a treaty ending the war had been signed in Ghent, Belgium.

The Treaty of Ghent

By 1814, the British were weary of war. Having fought Napoleon for more
than a decade, they now faced the prospect of maintaining the peace in Europe.
At the same time, Madison’s government recognized that the Americans would
be unable to win a decisive victory. American peace commissioners traveled
to Ghent, Belgium, to discuss terms of peace with British diplomats. On
Christmas Eve 1814, an agreement was reached. The terms halted fighting,
returned all conquered territory to the prewar claimant, and recognized the
prewar boundary between Canada and the United States.

The Treaty of Ghent, promptly ratified by the Senate in 1815, said nothing
at all about the grievances that led to war. Britain made no concessions con-
cerning impressment, blockades, or other maritime differences. Thus, the war
ended in stalemate with no gain for either side.

The Hartford Convention

Just before the war ended, the New England states threatened to secede from
the Union. Bitterly opposed to both the war and the Democratic-Republican
government in Washington, radical Federalists in New England urged that the
Constitution be amended and that, as a last resort, secession be voted upon. To
consider these matters, a special convention was held at Hartford, Connecticut,
in December 1814. Delegates from the New England states rejected the radical
calls for secession. But to limit the growing power of the Democratic-Republi-
cans in the South and West, they adopted a number of proposals. One of them
called for a two-thirds vote of both houses for any future declaration of war.

Shortly after the convention dissolved, news came of both Jackson’s vic-
tory at New Orleans and the Treaty of Ghent. These events ended criticism of
the war and further weakened the Federalists by stamping them as unpatriotic.
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The War's Legacy

From Madison’s point of view, the war achieved none of its original aims.
Nevertheless, it had a number of important consequences for the future devel-
opment of the American republic, including the following:

1.

Having survived two wars with Britain, the United States gained the
respect of other nations.

2. The United States accepted Canada as a part of the British Empire.

. Denounced for its talk of secession, the Federalist party came to an

end as a national force and declined even in New England.

Talk of nullification and secession in New England set a precedent that
would later be used by the South.

. Abandoned by the British, American Indians were forced to surrender

land to white settlement.

With the British naval blockade limiting European goods, U.S. facto-
ries were built and Americans moved toward industrial self-sufficiency.

War heroes such as Andrew Jackson and William Henry Harrison
would soon be in the forefront of a new generation of political leaders.

8. The feeling of nationalism grew stronger as did a belief that the
future for the United States lay in the West and away from Europe.

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES: WHAT CAUSED POLITICAL PARTIES?

Thomas Jefferson’s election to the presidency was popularly known as
the Revolution of 1800. The real revolution in 1800 was the complete
absence of violence in the transition of power. While the Framers of the
Constitution had opposed political parties, parties were accepted as an
essential element of the U.S. political system.

Historians have identified various stages in the emergence of two
major parties. At first (1787-1789), Federalist and Anti-Federalist fac-
tions arose in the various state ratifying conventions as people debated
the merits and pitfalls of the proposed Constitution. The second stage was
the initial years of the new federal government (1789-1800). Especially
during Adams’ controversial presidency, the Anti-Federalists became a
true political party—Jefferson’s Democratic-Republican party. In 1800,
for the first time, a party actively recruited members (both voters and
candidates for office) and forged alliances with politicians in every state.
As a result of their organized efforts, the Democratic-Republicans took
power in 1800.

Over time, historians’ interpretations of the early parties have
changed. In the early 20th century, historians described the partisan
struggles of the 1790s as a conflict between the undemocratic, elitist

142 u.s. HISTORY: PREPARING FOR THE ADVANCED PLACEMENT EXAM



Hamiltonian Federalists and the democratic, egalitarian Jeffersonian
Democratic-Republicans. Charles Beard’s Economic Origins of Jeffer-
sonian Democracy interpreted the struggle as one between Hamilton’s
capitalist class and Jefferson’s agrarian class. More recently, historians
have focused more on personalities in defining the two parties. Finding
general agreement in the practices of the opposing parties, these histo-
rians emphasize the differing characters of Jefferson and Hamilton and
the significance of Washington’s friendship with Hamilton and of Jef-
ferson’s friendship with Madison.

Richard Hofstadter, a leading historian of the 1950s and 1960s,
observed both the differences and the shared ideas of the Democratic-
Republicans and Federalists. He saw the parties maturing in 1800,
moving past excessive rhetoric to accommodation, as both came to terms

with the same political realities.
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NATIONALISM AND
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT,
1816-1848

A high and honorable feeling generally prevails, and the people
begin to assume, more and more, a national character; and to
look at home for the only means, under divine goodness, of
preserving their religion and liberty.

Hezekiah Niles, Niles” Weekly Register, September 2, 1815

The election of James Monroe as president in 1816 (less than two years
after the last battle of the War of 1812) inaugurated what one newspaper
editorial characterized as an “Era of Good Feelings.” The term gained wide
currency and was later adopted by historians to describe Monroe’s two terms
in office.

The Era of Good Feelings

The period’s nickname suggests the Monroe years were marked by a spirit of
nationalism, optimism, and goodwill. In some ways, they were. One party,
the Federalists, faded into oblivion and Monroe’s party, the Democratic-
Republicans, adopted some of their policies and dominated politics.

This perception of unity and harmony, however, can be misleading and
oversimplified. Throughout the era people had heated debates over tariffs,
the national bank, internal improvements, and public land sales. Sectional-
ist tensions over slavery were becoming ever more apparent. Moreover, a
sense of political unity was illusory, since antagonistic factions within the
Democratic-Republican party would soon split it in two. The actual period
of “good feelings” may have lasted only from the election of 1816 to the
Panic of 1819.
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James Monroe

As a young man, James Monroe had fought in the Revolutionary War and
suffered through the Valley Forge winter. He had become prominent in Vir-
ginia politics and had served as Jefferson’s minister to Great Britain and as
Madison’s secretary of state. He continued the Virginia dynasty: of the first
five presidents, four were from Virginia. The other, John Adams, was from
Massachusetts.

In the election of 1816, Monroe defeated the Federalist, Rufus King,
overwhelmingly—183 electoral votes to 34. By 1820, the Federalist party
had practically vanished and Monroe received every electoral vote except
one. With no organized political opposition, Monroe represented the growing
nationalism of the American people. Under Monroe, the country acquired
Florida, agreed on the Missouri Compromise, and adopted the Monroe
Doctrine.

Cultural Nationalism

The popular votes for James Monroe were cast by a younger generation of
Americans whose concerns differed from those of the nation’s founders. The
young were excited about the prospects of the new nation expanding west-
ward and had little interest in European politics now that the Napoleonic wars
(as well as the War of 1812) were in the past. As fervent nationalists, they
believed their young country was entering an era of unlimited prosperity.

Patriotic themes infused every aspect of American society, from art to
schoolbooks. Heroes of the Revolution were enshrined in the paintings by
Gilbert Stuart, Charles Willson Peale, and John Trumbull. A fictionalized
biography extolling the virtues of George Washington, written by Parson
Mason Weems, was widely read. The expanding public schools embraced
Noah Webster’s blue-backed speller, which promoted patriotism long before
his famous dictionary was published. The basic ideas and ideals of national-
ism and patriotism would dominate most of the 19th century.

Economic Nationalism

Parallel with cultural nationalism was a political movement to support the
growth of the nation’s economy. Subsidizing internal improvements (the
building of roads and canals) was one aspect of the movement. Protecting
budding U.S. industries from European competition was a second aspect.

Tariff of 1816 Before the War of 1812, Congress had levied low tariffs
on imports as a method for raising government revenue. Then, during the war,
manufacturers erected many factories to supply goods that previously had
been imported from Britain. Now in peacetime, these American manufactur-
ers feared that British goods would be dumped on American markets and take
away much of their business. Congress raised tariffs for the express purpose
of protecting U.S. manufacturers from competition. This was the first protec-
tive tariff in U.S. history—the first of many to come.
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New England, which had little manufacturing at the time, was the only sec-
tion to oppose the higher tariffs. Even the South and West, which had opposed
tariffs in the past and would oppose them in the future, generally supported the
1816 tariff, believing that it was needed for national prosperity.

Henry Clay’s American System Henry Clay of Kentucky, a leader in
the House of Representatives, proposed a comprehensive method for advanc-
ing the nation’s economic growth. His plan, which he called the American
System, consisted of three parts: (1) protective tariffs, (2) a national bank, and
(3) internal improvements. Clay argued that protective tariffs would promote
American manufacturing and also raise revenue with which to build a national
transportation system of federally constructed roads and canals. A national
bank would keep the system running smoothly by providing a national cur-
rency. The tariffs would chiefly benefit the East, internal improvements would
promote growth in the West and the South, and the bank would aid the econo-
mies of all sections.

Two parts of Clay’s system were already in place in 1816, the last year of
James Madison’s presidency. Congress in that year adopted a protective tariff
and also chartered the Second Bank of the United States. (The charter of the
First Bank—Hamilton’s brainchild—had been allowed to expire in 1811.)

On the matter of internal improvements, however, both Madison and Mon-
roe objected that the Constitution did not explicitly provide for the spending
of federal money on roads and canals. Throughout his presidency, Monroe
consistently vetoed acts of Congress providing funds for road-building and
canal-building projects. Thus, the individual states were left to make internal
improvements on their own.

CANAL BUILDING, 1820 to 1840
West West
$1.0 million $4.7 million

South
$1.2 million

South
$0.3 million

South
$0.5 million

Northeast Northeast Northeast
$0.8 million $6.0 million $8.4 million

$1.1 million $7.5 million $14.3 million
1820 1830 1840

Source: Bureau of the Census, Historical Statistics of the United States,
Colonial Times to 1970
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The Panic of 1819

The Era of Good Feelings was fractured in 1819 by the first major financial
panic since the Constitution had been ratified. The economic disaster was
largely the fault of the Second Bank of the United States, which had tight-
ened credit in a belated effort to control inflation. Many state banks closed and
unemployment, bankruptcies, and imprisonment for debt increased sharply.
The depression was most severe in the West, where many people were in debt
because they speculated on land during the postwar euphoria. In 1819, the
Bank of the United States foreclosed on large amounts of western farmland.

As a result of the bank panic and depression, nationalistic beliefs were
shaken. In the West, the economic crisis changed many voters’ political outlook.
Westerners began calling for land reform and expressing strong opposition to
both the national bank and debtors’ prisons.

Political Changes

A principal reason for the rapid decline of the Federalist party was its fail-
ure to adapt to the changing needs of a growing nation. Having opposed the
War of 1812 and presided over a secessionist convention at Hartford, the party
seemed completely out of step with the nationalistic temper of the times. After
its crushing defeat in the election of 1816, it ceased to be a national party and
failed to nominate a presidential candidate in 1820.

Changes in the Democratic-Republican Party Meanwhile, the Dem-
ocratic-Republican party, as the only remaining national party, underwent
serious internal strains as it adjusted to changing times. Members such as John
Randolph clung to the old party ideals of limited government and a strict inter-
pretation of the Constitution. Most members, however, adopted what had once
been Federalist ideas, such as the need for maintaining of a large army and
navy and support for a national bank. Some members reversed their views
from one decade to the next. For example, Daniel Webster of Massachusetts,
strongly opposed both the tariffs of 1816 and 1824 but then supported even
higher tariff rates in 1828. John C. Calhoun of South Carolina was another
Democratic-Republican leader who reversed positions. An outspoken war
hawk and nationalist in 1812, Calhoun championed states’ rights after 1828.

Political factions and sectional differences became more intense dur-
ing Monroe’s second term. When Monroe, honoring the two-term tradition,
declined to be a candidate again, four other Republicans sought election as
president in 1824. How this election split of the Democratic-Republican party
and led to the emergence of two rival parties is explained in Chapter 10.

Marshall’s Supreme Court and Central
Government Powers

One Federalist official continued to have major influence throughout the years
of Democratic-Republican ascendancy: John Marshall. He had been appointed
to the Supreme Court in 1800 by Federalist President John Adams and was still
leading the Court as its chief justice. His decisions consistently favored the
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central government and the rights of property against the advocates of states’
rights. Even when justices appointed by Democratic-Republican presidents
formed a majority on the Court, they often sided with Marshall because they
were persuaded that the U.S. Constitution had created a federal government
with strong and flexible powers. Several of Marshall’s decisions became land-
mark rulings that defined the relationship between the central government and
the states. The first of these cases, Marbury v. Madison (1803), established the
principle of judicial review. It was described in Chapter 7. Six others influential
cases are described below.

Fletcher v. Peck (1810) In a case involving land fraud in Georgia, Mar-
shall concluded that a state could not pass legislation invalidating a contract.
This was the first time that the Supreme Court declared a state law to be uncon-
stitutional and invalid. (In Marbury v. Madison, the Court ruled a federal law
unconstitutional.)

Martin v. Hunter’s Lease (1816) The Supreme Court established that it
had jurisdiction over state courts in cases involving constitutional rights.

Dartmouth College v. Woodward (1819) This case involved a law of New
Hampshire that changed Dartmouth College from a privately chartered col-
lege into a public institution. The Marshall Court struck down the state law as
unconstitutional, arguing that a contract for a private corporation could not be
altered by the state.

McCulloch v. Maryland (1819) Maryland attempted to tax the Second
Bank of the United States located in Maryland. Marshall ruled that a state could
not tax a federal institution because “the power to tax is the power to destroy,”
and federal laws are supreme over state laws. In addition, Marshall settled the
long-running debate over constitutionality of the national bank. Using a loose
interpretation of the Constitution, Marshall ruled that, even though no clause
in the Constitution specifically mentions a national bank, the Constitution gave
the federal government the implied power to create one.

Cohens v. Virginia (1821) A pair of brothers named Cohens were con-
victed in Virginia of illegally selling lottery tickets for a lottery authorized
by Congress for Washington, D.C. While Marshall and the Court upheld the
conviction, they established the principle that the Supreme Court could review
a state court’s decision involving any of the powers of the federal government.

Gibbons v. Ogden (1821) Could the state of New York grant a monopoly
to a steamboat company if that action conflicted with a charter authorized by
Congress? In ruling that the New York monopoly was unconstitutional, Mar-
shall established the federal government’s broad control of interstate commerce.

Western Settlement and the Missouri Compromise

Less than ten years after the start of the War of 1812, the population west of the
Appalachian Mountains had doubled. Much of the nationalistic and economic
interest in the country was centered on the West, which presented both oppor-
tunities and new questions.
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Reasons for Westward Movement

Several factors combined to stimulate rapid growth along the western frontier
during the presidencies of Madison and Monroe.

Acquisition of American Indians’ Lands Large areas were open for set-
tlement after American Indians were driven from their lands by the victories of
Generals William Henry Harrison in the Indiana Territory and Andrew Jackson
in Florida and the South.

Economic Pressures The economic difficulties in the Northeast from
the embargo and the war caused people from this region to seek a new future
across the Appalachians. In the South, tobacco planters needed new land to
replace the soil exhausted by years of poor farming methods. They found good
land for planting cotton in Alabama, Mississippi, and Arkansas.

Improved Transportation Pioneers had an easier time reaching the fron-
tier as a result of the building of roads and canals, steamboats, and railroads.

Immigrants More Europeans were being attracted to America by specu-
lators offering cheap land in the Great Lakes region and in the valleys of the
Ohio, Cumberland, and Mississippi rivers.

New Questions and Issues

Despite their rapid growth, the new states of the West had small populations
relative to those of the other two sections. To enhance their limited political
influence in Congress, western representatives bargained with politicians from
other sections to obtain their objectives. Of greatest importance to the western
states were: (1) “cheap money” (easy credit) from state banks rather than from
the Bank of the United States, (2) low prices for land sold by the federal gov-
ernment, and (3) improved transportation.

However, on the critical issue of slavery, westerners could not agree whether
to permit it or to exclude it. Those settling territory to the south wanted slavery
for economic reasons (labor for the cotton fields), while those settling to the
north had no use for slavery. In 1819, when the Missouri Territory applied to
Congress for statehood, the slavery issue became a subject of angry debate.

The Missouri Compromise

Ever since 1791-1792, when Vermont entered the Union as a free state and
Kentucky entered as a slave state, politicians in Congress had attempted to pre-
serve a sectional balance between the North and the South. Keeping a balance
in the House of Representatives was difficult because population in the North
was growing more rapidly than in the South. By 1818 the northern states held a
majority of 105 to 81 in the House. However, in the Senate, the votes remained
divided evenly: 11 slave and 11 free states. As long as this balance was pre-
served, southern senators could block legislation that they believed threatened
the interests of their section.

Missouri’s bid for statehood alarmed the North because slavery was well
established there. If Missouri came in as a slave state, it would tip the political
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balance in the South’s favor. Furthermore, Missouri was the first part of the
Louisiana Purchase to apply for statehood. Southerners and northerners alike
worried about the future status of other new territories applying for statehood
from the rest of the vast Louisiana Purchase.

Tallmadge Amendment Representative James Tallmadge from New York
ignited the debate about the Missouri question by proposing an amendment to
the bill for Missouri’s admission. The amendment called for (1) prohibiting the
further introduction of slaves into Missouri and (2) requiring the children of
Missouri slaves to be emancipated at the age of 25. If adopted, the Tallmadge
Amendment would have led to the gradual elimination of slavery in Missouri.
The amendment was defeated in the Senate as enraged southerners saw it as the
first step in a northern effort to abolish slavery in all states.
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Clay’s Proposals After months of heated debate in Congress and through-
out the nation, Henry Clay won majority support for three bills that, taken
together, represented a compromise:

1. Admit Missouri as a slave-holding state.
2. Admit Maine as a free state.

3. Prohibit slavery in the rest of the Louisiana Territory north of
latitude 36° 30".

Both houses passed the bills, and President Monroe added his signature in
March 1820 to what became known as the Missouri Compromise.

Aftermath Sectional feelings on the slavery issue subsided after 1820.
The Missouri Compromise preserved sectional balance for more than 30 years
and provided time for the nation to mature. Nevertheless, if an era of good feel-
ings existed, it was badly damaged by the storm of sectional controversy over
Missouri. After this political crisis, Americans were torn between feelings of
nationalism (loyalty to the Union) on the one hand and feelings of sectionalism
(loyalty to one’s own region) on the other.

Foreign Affairs

Following the War of 1812, the United States adopted a more aggressive,
nationalistic approach it its relations with other nations. During Madison’s
presidency, when problems with the Barbary pirates again developed, a fleet
under Stephen Decatur was sent in 1815 to force the rulers of North Africa to
allow American shipping the free use of the Mediterranean. President Monroe
and Secretary of State John Quincy Adams continued to follow a nationalistic
policy that actively advanced American interests while maintaining peace.

Canada

Although the Treaty of Ghent of 1814 had ended the war between Britain
and the United States, it left unresolved most of their diplomatic differences,
including many involving Canada.

Rush-Bagot Agreement (1817) During Monroe’s first year as president,
British and American negotiators agreed to a major disarmament pact. The
Rush-Bagot Agreement strictly limited naval armament on the Great Lakes.
In time the agreement was extended to place limits on border fortifications
as well. Ultimately, the border between the United States and Canada was to
become the longest unfortified border in the world.

Treaty of 1818 Improved relations between the United States and Britain
continued in a treaty that provided for (1) shared fishing rights off the coast of
Newfoundland; (2) joint occupation of the Oregon Territory for ten years; and
(3) the setting of the northern limits of the Louisiana Territory at the 49th paral-
lel, thus establishing the western U.S.-Canada boundary line.
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Florida

During the War of 1812, U.S. troops had occupied western Florida, a strip of
land on the Gulf of Mexico extending all the way to the Mississippi delta. Pre-
viously, this land had been held by Spain, Britain’s ally. After the war, Spain
had difficulty governing the rest of Florida (the peninsula itself) because its
troops had been removed from Florida to battle revolts in the South Ameri-
can colonies. The chaotic conditions permitted groups of Seminoles, runaway
slaves, and white outlaws to conduct raids into U.S. territory and retreat to
safety across the Florida border. These disorders gave Monroe and General
Andrew Jackson an opportunity to take military action in Spanish Florida, a
territory long coveted by American expansionists.

Jackson’s Military Campaign In late 1817, the president commissioned
General Jackson to stop the raiders and, if necessary, pursue them across the
border into Spanish west Florida. Jackson carried out his orders with a ven-
geance and probably went beyond his instructions. In 1818, he led a force
of militia into Florida, destroyed Seminole villages, and hanged two Semi-
nole chiefs. Capturing Pensacola, Jackson drove out the Spanish governor, and
hanged two British traders accused of aiding the Seminoles.

Many members of Congress feared that Jackson’s overzealousness would
precipitate a war with both Spain and Britain. However, Secretary of State John
Quincy Adams persuaded Monroe to support Jackson, and the British decided
not to intervene.

Florida Purchase Treaty (1819) Spain, worried that the United States
would seize Florida and preoccupied with troubles in Latin America, decided
to get the best possible terms for Florida. By treaty in 1819, Spain turned over
all of its possessions in Florida and its own claims in the Oregon Territory to
the United States. In exchange, the United States agreed to assume $5 million
in claims against Spain and give up any U.S. territorial claims to the Spanish
province of Texas. The agreement is also called the Adams-Onis Treaty.

The Monroe Doctrine

Although focused on its own growth, the United States did not ignore the
ambitions of Europe in the Western Hemisphere. The restoration of a number
of monarchies in Europe after the fall of Napoleon in 1815 produced a back-
lash against republican movements. Restored monarchies in France, Austria,
and Prussia, together with Russia, worked together to suppress liberal elements
in Italy and Spain. They also considered helping Spain to return to power in
South America, where a number of republics had recently declared their inde-
pendence. In addition, Russia’s presence in Alaska worried both Britain and
the United States. Using their trading posts in Alaska as a base, Russian seal
hunters had spread southward and established a trading post at San Francisco
Bay. British and U.S. leaders decided they had a common interest in protecting
North and South America from possible aggression by a European power.
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British Initiative British naval power deterred the Spanish from attempt-
ing a comeback in Latin America. But to maintain British trade with the Latin
American republics required diplomacy. British Foreign Secretary George
Canning proposed to Richard Rush, the U.S. minister in London, a joint Anglo-
American warning to the European powers not to intervene in South America.

American Response Monroe and most of his advisers thought Canning’s
idea of a joint declaration made sense. However, Secretary of State John Quincy
Adams disagreed. He believed that joint action with Britain would restrict U.S.
opportunities for further expansion in the hemisphere. Adams reasoned as fol-
lows: (1) If the United States acted alone, Britain could be counted upon to
stand behind the U.S. policy. (2) No European power would risk going to war
in South America, and if it did, the British navy would surely defeat the aggres-
sor. President Monroe decided to act as Adams advised—to issue a statement
to the world that did not have Britain as a coauthor.

The Doctrine On December 2, 1823, President Monroe inserted into his
annual message to Congress a declaration of U.S. policy toward Europe and
Latin America. The Monroe Doctrine, as it came to be called, asserted

as a principle in which the rights and interests of the United States are
involved, that the American continents, by the free and independent
condition which they have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not
to be considered as subjects for future colonization by any European
powers.

Monroe declared further that the United States opposed attempts by
a European power to interfere in the affairs of any republic in the Western
Hemisphere.

Impact Monroe’s bold words of nationalistic purpose were applauded by
the American public but soon forgotten, as most citizens were more concerned
with domestic issues. In Britain, Canning was annoyed by the doctrine because
he recognized that it applied, not just to the other European powers, but to
his country as well. The British too were warned not to intervene and not to
seek new territory in the Western Hemisphere. The European monarchs reacted
angrily to Monroe’s message. Still, they recognized that their purposes were
thwarted, not by his words, but by the might of the British navy.

The Monroe Doctrine had less significance at the time than in later decades,
when it would be hailed by politicians and citizens alike as the cornerstone of
U.S. foreign policy toward Latin America. In the 1840s, President James Polk
was the first of many presidents to justify his foreign policy by referring to
Monroe’s warning words.

A National Economy

In the early 1800s, the Jeffersonian dream of a nation of independent farm-
ers remained strong in rural areas. As the century progressed, however, an
increasing percentage of the American people were swept up in the dynamic
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economic changes of the Industrial Revolution. Political conflicts over tariffs,
internal improvements, and the Bank of the United States reflected the impor-
tance to people’s lives of a national economy that was rapidly growing.

Population Growth

Population growth provided both the laborers and the consumers required for
industrial development. Between 1800 and 1825, the U.S. population doubled;
in the following 25 years it doubled again. A high birthrate accounted for most
of this growth, but it was strongly supplemented after 1830 by immigrants arriv-
ing from Europe, particularly from Great Britain and Germany. The nonwhite
population—African Americans and American Indians—grew despite the ban
on the importation of slaves after 1808. However, as a percentage of the total
population, nonwhites declined from almost 20 percent in 1790 to 15 percent
in the 1850s.

By the 1830s, almost one-third of the population lived west of the Allegh-
enies. At the same time, both old and new urban areas were growing rapidly.

UNITED STATES POPULATION, 1790 to 1860
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Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census. Historical Statistics of the United States,
Colonial Times to 1970
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Transportation

Vital to the development of both a national and an industrial economy was an
efficient network of interconnecting roads and canals for moving people, raw
materials, and manufactured goods.

Roads Pennsylvania’s Lancaster Turnpike, built in the 1790s, connected
Philadelphia with the rich farmlands around Lancaster. Its success stimulated
the construction of other privately built and relatively short toll roads that, by
the mid-1820s, connected most of the country’s major cities.

Despite the need for interstate roads, states’ righters blocked the spending of
federal funds on internal improvements. Construction of highways that crossed
state lines was therefore unusual. One notable exception was the National, or
Cumberland Road, a paved highway and major route to the west extending
more than a thousand miles from Maryland to Illinois. It was begun in 1811
and completed in the 1850s, using both federal and state money, with the dif-
ferent states receiving ownership of segments of the highway.

Canals The completion of the Erie Canal in New York State in 1825 was
a major event in linking the economies of western farms and eastern cities.
The success of this canal in stimulating economic growth touched off a frenzy
of canal-building in other states. In little more than a decade, canals joined
together all of the major lakes and rivers east of the Mississippi. Improved
transportation meant lower food prices in the East, more immigrants settling in
the West, and stronger economic ties between the two sections.

Steamboats The age of mechanized, steam-powered travel began in 1807
with the successful voyage up the Hudson River of the Clermont, a steam-
boat developed by Robert Fulton. Commercially operated steamboat lines soon
made round-trip shipping on the nation’s great rivers both faster and cheaper.

Railroads Even more rapid and reliable links between cities became pos-
sible with the building of the first U.S. railroad lines in the late 1820s. The
early railroads were hampered at first by safety problems, but by the 1830s
they were competing directly with canals as an alternative method for carry-
ing passengers and freight. The combination of railroads with the other major
improvements in transportation rapidly changed small western towns such as
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Detroit, and Chicago into booming commercial centers
of the expanding national economy.

Growth of Industry

At the start of the 19th century, a manufacturing economy had barely begun
in the United States. By midcentury, however, U.S. manufacturing surpassed
agriculture in value, and by century’s end, it was the world’s leader. This rapid
industrial growth was the result of a unique combination of factors.

Mechanical Inventions Protected by patent laws, inventors looked for-
ward to handsome rewards if their ideas for new tools or machines proved
practical. Eli Whitney was only the most famous of hundreds of Ameri-
cans whose long hours of tinkering in their workshops resulted in improved
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technology. Besides inventing the cotton gin in 1793, Whitney devised a sys-
tem for making rifles out of interchangeable parts during the War of 1812.
Interchangeable parts then became the basis for mass production methods in
the new northern factories.

Corporations for Raising Capital In 1811, New York passed a law that
made it easier for a business to incorporate and raise capital (money) by selling
shares of stock. Other states soon imitated New York’s example. Owners of a
corporation risked only the amount of money that they invested in a venture.
Changes in state corporation laws facilitated the raising of the large sums of
capital necessary for building factories, canals, and railroads.

Factory System When Samuel Slater emigrated from Britain, he took
with him the British secrets for building cotton-spinning machines, and he put
this knowledge to work by helping establish the first U.S. factory in 1791.
Early in the next century, the embargo and the War of 1812 stimulated domes-
tic manufacturing, and the protective tariffs enacted by Congress helped the
new factories prosper.
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In the 1820s, New England emerged as the country’s leading manufactur-
ing center as a result of the region’s abundant waterpower for driving the new
machinery and excellent seaports for shipping goods. Also, the decline of New
England’s maritime industry made capital available for manufacturing, while
the decline of farming in the region yielded a ready labor supply. Other north-
ern states with similar resources and problems—New York, New Jersey, and
Pennsylvania—followed New England’s lead. As the factory system expanded,
it encouraged the growth of financial businesses such as banking and insurance.

Labor At first, factory owners had difficulty finding workers for their
mills. Factory life could not compete with the lure of cheap land in the West.
In response to this difficulty, textile mills in Lowell, Massachusetts, recruited
young farm women and housed them in company dormitories. In the 1830s,
other factories imitated the Lowell System. Many factories also made extensive
use of child labor. (Children as young as seven left home to work in the new
factories.) Toward the middle of the century northern manufacturers began to
employ immigrants in large numbers.

Unions Trade (or craft) unions were organized in major cities as early
as the 1790s and increased in number as the factory system took hold. Many
skilled workers (shoemakers and weavers, for example) had to seek employ-
ment in factories because their earlier practice of working in their own shops
(the crafts system) could no longer compete with lower-priced, mass-produced
goods. Long hours, low pay, and poor working conditions led to widespread dis-
content among factory workers. A prime goal of the early unions was to reduce
the workday to ten hours. The obstacles to union success, however, were many:
(1) immigrant replacement workers, (2) state laws outlawing unions, and (3)
frequent economic depressions with high unemployment.

Commercial Agriculture

In the early 1800s, farming became more of a commercial enterprise and less a
means of providing subsistence for the family. This change to cash crops was
brought about by a blend of factors.

Cheap Land and Easy Credit Large areas of western land were made
available at low prices by the federal government. State banks also made it easy
to acquire land by providing farmers with loans at low interest rates.

Markets Initially, western farmers were limited to sending their products
down the Ohio and Mississippi rivers to southern markets. The advent of canals
and railroads opened new markets in the growing factory cities in the East.

Cotton and the South

Throughout the 19th century, the principal cash crop in the South was cotton.
Eli Whitney’s invention of the cotton gin in 1793 transformed the agriculture of
an entire region. Now that they could easily separate the cotton fiber from the
seeds, southern planters found cotton more profitable than tobacco and indigo,
the leading crops of the colonial period. They invested their capital in the pur-
chase of slaves and new land in Alabama and Mississippi and shipped most of
their cotton crop overseas for sale to British textile factories.
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Effects of the Market Revolution

Specialization on the farm, the growth of cities, industrialization, and the
development of modern capitalism meant the end of self-sufficient households
and a growing interdependence among people. These changes combined to
bring about a revolution in the marketplace. The farmers fed the workers in
the cities, who in turn provided farm families with an array of mass-produced
goods. For most Americans, the standard of living increased. At the same time,
however, adapting to an impersonal, fast-changing economy presented chal-
lenges and problems.

Women As American society became more urban and industrialized, the
nature of work and family life changed for women, many of whom no longer
worked next to their husbands on family farms. Women seeking employment
in a city were usually limited to two choices: domestic service or teaching.
Factory jobs, as in the Lowell System, were not common. The overwhelming
majority of working women were single. If they married, they left their jobs
and took up duties in the home.

In both urban and rural settings, women were gaining relatively more con-
trol over their lives. Marriages arranged by one’s parents were less common,
and some women elected to have fewer children. Nevertheless, legal restric-
tions on women remained. For example, they could not vote.

Economic and Social Mobility Real wages improved for most urban
workers in the early 1800s, but the gap between the very wealthy and the very
poor increased. Social mobility (moving upward in income level and social
status) did occur from one generation to the next, and economic opportunities
in the United States were greater than in Europe. Extreme examples of poor,
hard-working people becoming millionaires, however, were rare.

Slavery At the outset of the 19th century, many people throughout the
nation believed and hoped that slavery would gradually disappear. They thought
that the exhaustion of soil in the coastal lands of Virginia and the Carolinas and
the constitutional ban on the importation of slaves after 1808 would make slav-
ery economically unfeasible. However, the rapid growth of the cotton industry
and the expansion of slavery into new states such as Alabama and Mississippi
ended hopes for a quiet end to slavery. As the arguments over the Missouri
Compromise suggested, the slavery issue defied easy answers.
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Population of Enslaved African Americans

1800 1830 1860
New York 20,613 75 0
Maryland 106,635 102,994 87,189
Virginia 346,671 469,767 490,865
Georgia 59,699 217,531 462,198
Alabama | = - 117,549 435,080
Mississippi | 0 - 65,659 436,631
Arkansas = | @ - 4,576 111,115
All States 893,605 2,009,043 3,953,760

Source: State-level data from Historical Census Browser from the University of
Virginia, Geospatial and Statistical Data Center. Data drawn from the U.S. Census

HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES: WHAT LED TO THE MONROE DOCTRINE?

The Monroe Doctrine is an example of where historians agree on the
basic facts—the words of the document and the events that led up to
it—but disagree on the interpretation of them. They disagree on (1) who
was chiefly responsible for the Monroe Doctrine, (2) what its primary
purpose was, and (3) the extent to which it was influenced by British
diplomacy.

Some historians argue that the original inspiration for the doctrine
came from Thomas Jefferson, while others attribute the astute thinking
of Secretary of State John Quincy Adams. Those crediting Jefferson with
the policy of nonintervention in the Western Hemisphere point to his
idea of the political world falling into “two spheres,” one European and
the other American. Those stressing the key role played by John Quincy
Adams argue that Adams (1) had consistently opposed further coloni-
zation by a European power and (2) had written the original draft of
Monroe’s message to Congress containing the doctrine. Other historians
say that, regardless of the roots of the doctrine, Monroe himself deserves
the real credit for having made the policy choice and issuing the doctrine.

A second area of contention concerns the real purpose behind the
doctrine. Was it aimed primarily, as some historians argue, at stopping
the territorial ambitions of Spain, France, and Russia? In the early 1820s,
France was threatening to reconquer Spanish colonies in South America,
and Russia was advancing southward from Alaska toward the California
coast. A contrary view is that Monroe and Adams were chiefly concerned

continued
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about sending a message to Great Britain. Not only was Britain the dom-
inant seapower in 1823, but it was also regarded with suspicion as a
traditional foe of American liberty.

A third question revolves around the role of British Foreign Secretary
George Canning, whose suggestion for a joint Anglo-U.S. communiqué
against the restoration of the Spanish colonies precipitated President
Monroe’s declaration. Historians disagree about Canning’s motivation
for suggesting the communiqué. Was he more concerned with protecting
British political interests by attempting to block a European alliance? Or
was he chiefly concerned with cultivating U.S.-British economic coop-
eration so as to lower U.S. tariff barriers and promote British trading
interests?

Historians also disagree on the impact of the Monroe Doctrine. They
take conflicting positions on Latin Americans’ perception of U.S. policy
and on the influence of the doctrine on U.S. policy in the second half
of the 20th century. Amassing facts is just the start of a historian’s task.

Equally important is applying critical thought and analysis.
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SECTIONALISM,
1820-1860

The East, the West, the North, and the stormy South all combine to throw
the whole ocean into commotion, to toss its billows to the skies,
and to disclose its profoundest depths.

Daniel Webster, March 7, 1850

n 1826, Americans took great pride in celebrating 50 years of independence.
A unique political system based on a written Constitution had proven prac-
tical and flexible enough to permit territorial growth and industrial change.
The United States had both a central government and a collection of self-
governing states. However, many citizens resisted giving up powers to a
national government and the first two political parties, the Federalists and the
Democratic-Republicans, had expressed strong regional differences. In short,
although the United States was young and vibrant in the 1820s, it was still a
fragile union.

The previous chapter treated the nation as a whole in the early 1800s; this
chapter looks at the differences among the three sections—North, South, and
West. Daniel Webster, in the opening quotation of this chapter, rhetorically
refers to these three sections in terms of the four main points of the compass as
he attempts to portray the dangers these divisions hold for the nation. By exam-
ining sectional differences, we can better understand the sectionalism (loyalty
to a particular region) that ultimately led to the Union’s worst crisis: civil war
between the North and the South in the early 1860s.

The North

The northern portion of the country in the early 19th century contained two
parts: (1) the Northeast, which included New England and the Middle Atlantic
states, and (2) the Old Northwest, which stretched from Ohio to Minnesota.
The northern states were bound together by transportation routes and rapid
economic growth based on commercial farming and industrial innovation.
While manufacturing was expanding, the vast majority of northerners were
still involved in agriculture. The North was the most populous section in the
country as a result of both a high birthrate and increased immigration.
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The Industrial Northeast

Originally, the Industrial Revolution centered in the textile industry, but by the
1830s, northern factories were producing a wide range of goods—everything
from farm implements to clocks and shoes.

Organized Labor Industrial development meant that large numbers of
people who had once earned their living as independent farmers and artisans
became dependent on wages earned in a factory. With the common problems of
low pay, long hours, and unsafe working conditions, urban workers in different
cities organized both unions and local political parties to protect their inter-
ests. The first U.S. labor party, founded in Philadelphia in 1828, succeeded in
electing a few members of the city council. For a brief period in the 1830s, an
increasing number of urban workers joined unions and participated in strikes.

Organized labor achieved one notable victory in 1842 when the Massachu-
setts Supreme Court ruled in Commonwealth v. Hunt that “peaceful unions”
had the right to negotiate labor contracts with employers. During the 1840s and
1850s, most state legislatures in the North passed laws establishing a ten-hour
workday for industrial workers. Improvement for workers, however, continued
to be limited by (1) periodic depressions, (2) employers and courts that were
hostile to unions, and (3) an abundant supply of cheap immigrant labor.

Urban Life The North’s urban population grew from approximately
5 percent of the population in 1800 to 15 percent by 1850. As a result of such
rapid growth in cities from Boston to Baltimore, slums also expanded. Crowded
housing, poor sanitation, infectious diseases, and high rates of crime soon
became characteristic of large working-class neighborhoods. Nevertheless, the
new opportunities in cities offered by the Industrial Revolution continued to
attract both native-born Americans from farms and immigrants from Europe.

U.S. Manufacturing by Region, 1860

Region Number of Number of Value of Product
Establishments Employees

North Atlantic 69,831 900,107 $1,213,897,518

Old Northwest 33,335 188,651 $346,675,290

South 27,779 166,803 $248,090,580

West 8,777 50,204 $71,229,989

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census. Manufactures of the United States in 1860
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African Americans The 250,000 African Americans who lived in the
North in 1860 constituted only 1 percent of northerners. However, they repre-
sented 50 percent of all free African Americans. Freedom may have meant they
could maintain a family and in some instances own land, but it did not mean
economic or political equality, since strong racial prejudices kept them from
voting and holding jobs in most skilled professions and crafts. In the mid-1800s,
immigrants displaced them from occupations and jobs that they had held since
the time of the Revolution. Denied membership in unions, African Americans
were often hired as strikebreakers—and often dismissed after the strike ended.

The Agricultural Northwest

The Old Northwest consisted of six states west of the Alleghenies that were
admitted to the Union before 1860: Ohio (1803), Indiana (1816), Illinois (1818),
Michigan (1837), Wisconsin (1848), and Minnesota (1858). These states came
from territories formed out of land ceded to the national government in the 1780s
by one of the original 13 states. The procedure for turning these territories into
states was part of the Northwest Ordinance, passed by Congress in 1787.

In the early years of the 19th century, much of the Old Northwest was unset-
tled frontier, and the part of it that was settled relied upon the Mississippi to
transport grain to southern markets via New Orleans. By mid-century, however,
this region became closely tied to the other northern states by two factors: (1)
military campaigns by federal troops that drove American Indians from the land
and (2) the building of canals and railroads that established common markets
between the Great Lakes and the East Coast.

Agriculture In the states of the Old Northwest, crops of corn and wheat
were very profitable. Using the newly invented steel plow (by John Deere) and
mechanical reaper (by Cyrus McCormick), a farm family was more efficient and
could plant more acres, needing to supplement its labor only with a few hired
workers at harvest time. Part of the crop was used to feed cattle and hogs and
also to supply distillers and brewers with grain for making whiskey and beer.
Farmers shipped grain quickly to cities to avoid spoilage.

New Cities At key transportation points, small villages and towns grew into
thriving cities after 1820: Buffalo, Cleveland, Detroit, and Chicago on the Great
Lakes, Cincinnati on the Ohio River, and St. Louis on the Mississippi River. The
cities served as transfer points, processing farm products for shipment to the
East, and distributing manufactured goods from the East to their region.

Immigration

In 1820, about 8,000 immigrants arrived from Europe, but beginning in 1832,
there was a sudden increase. After that year, the number of new arrivals never
fell below 50,000 a year and in one year, 1854, climbed as high as 428,000. From
the 1830s through the 1850s, nearly 4 million people from northern Europe
crossed the Atlantic to seek a new life in the United States. Arriving by sh1p in
the northern seacoast cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia, many immi-

grants remained where they landed, while others traveled to farms and cities of
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the Old Northwest. Few journeyed to the South, where the plantation economy
and slavery limited the opportunities for free labor.

The surge in immigration between 1830 and 1860 was chiefly the result of:
(1) the development of inexpensive and relatively rapid ocean transportation,
(2) famines and revolutions in Europe that drove people from their homelands,
and (3) the growing reputation of the United States as a country offering eco-
nomic opportunities and political freedom. The immigrants strengthened the
U.S. economy by providing both a steady stream of inexpensive labor and an
increased demand for mass-produced consumer goods.

Irish During this period, half of all the immigrants—almost 2 million—
came from Ireland. These Irish immigrants were mostly tenant farmers driven
from their homeland by potato crop failures and a devastating famine in the
1840s. They arrived with limited interest in farming, few special skills, and
little money. They faced strong discrimination because of their Roman Catho-
lic religion. The Irish worked hard at whatever employment they could find,
usually competing with African Americans for domestic work and unskilled
laborer jobs. Faced with limited opportunities, they congregated for mutual sup-
port in the northern cities (Boston, Philadelphia, and New York) where they
had first landed. Many Irish entered local politics. They organized their fellow
immigrants and joined the Democratic party, which had long traditions of anti-
British feelings and support for workers. Their progress was difficult but steady.
For example, the Irish were initially excluded from joining New York City’s
Democratic organization, Tammany Hall. But by the 1850s they had secured
jobs and influence, and by the 1880s they controlled this party organization.

Germans Both economic hardships and the failure of democratic revolu-
tions in 1848 caused more than 1 million Germans to seek refuge in the United
States in the late 1840s and the 1850s. Most German immigrants had at least
modest means as well as considerable skills as farmers and artisans. Moving
westward in search of cheap, fertile farmland, they established homesteads
throughout the Old Northwest and generally prospered. At first their political
influence was limited. As they became more active in public life, many strongly
supported public education and staunchly opposed slavery.

Nativists Many native-born Americans were alarmed by the influx of
immigrants, fearing that the newcomers would take their jobs and also subvert
(weaken) the culture of the Anglo majority. The nativists (those reacting most
strongly against the foreigners) were Protestants who distrusted the Roman
Catholicism practiced by the Irish and many of the Germans. In the 1840s,
opposition to immigrants led to sporadic rioting in the big cities and the organi-
zation of a secret antiforeign society, the Supreme Order of the Star-Spangled
Banner. This society turned to politics in the early 1850s, nominating candi-
dates for office as the American party, or Know-Nothing party (see Chapter 13).

Antiforeign feeling faded in importance as North and South divided over
slavery prior to the Civil War. However, nativism would periodically return
when enough native-born citizens felt threatened by a sudden increase in
immigration.
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The South

The states that permitted slavery formed a distinctive region, the South. By
1861, the region included 15 states, all but four of which (Delaware, Maryland,
Kentucky, and Missouri) seceded and joined the Confederacy.

Agriculture and King Cotton

Agriculture was the foundation of the South’s economy, even though by the
1850s small factories in the region were producing approximately 15 percent
of the nation’s manufactured goods. Tobacco, rice, and sugarcane were
important cash crops, but these were far exceeded by the South’s chief eco-
nomic activity: the production and sale of cotton.

AGRICULTURE, MINING, AND

Corn and Rice and
wheat farming I Tobaceo [T sugarcane ® Orchards

|:, Dairy ‘Y Rangeand ! 300 Miles
cattle ranch cattle ¢ 300 Kilometers

¥ Mining £ Lumber m Ironand o 300 Miles
- B steelworks
[ Flouran | Textiles 0 300 Kilometers
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The development of mechanized textile mills in England, coupled with
Eli Whitney’s cotton gin, made cotton cloth affordable, not just in Europe and
the United States, but throughout the world. Before 1860, the world depended
chiefly on Britain’s mills for its supply of cloth, and Britain in turn depended
chiefly on the American South for its supply of cotton fiber. Originally, the
cotton was grown almost entirely in two states, South Carolina and Georgia,
but as demand and profits increased, planters moved westward into Alabama,
Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas. New land was constantly needed, for the
high cotton yields required for profits quickly depleted the soil. By the 1850s,
cotton provided two-thirds of all U.S. exports and linked the South and Great
Britain. “Cotton is king,” said one southerner of his region’s greatest asset.

Slavery, the “Peculiar Institution”

Wealth in the South was measured in terms of land and slaves. The latter were
treated as a form of property, subject to being bought and sold. However,
some whites were sensitive about how they treated the other humans that they
referred to slavery as “that peculiar institution.” In colonial times, people justi-
fied slavery as an economic necessity, but in the 19th century, apologists for
slavery mustered historical and religious arguments to support their claim that
it was good for both slave and master.

Population The cotton boom was largely responsible for a fourfold
increase in the number of slaves, from 1 million in 1800 to nearly 4 million in
1860. Most of the increase came from natural growth, although thousands of
Africans were also smuggled into the South in violation of the 1808 law against
importing slaves. In parts of the Deep South, slaves made up as much as 75 per-
cent of the total population. Fearing slave revolts, southern legislatures added
increased restrictions on movement and education to their slave codes.

Economics Slaves were employed doing whatever their owners demanded
of them. Most slaves labored in the fields, but many learned skilled crafts or
worked as house servants, in factories, and on construction gangs. Because of
the greater profits to be made on the new cotton plantations in the West, many
slaves were sold from the Upper South to the cotton-rich Deep South of the
lower Mississippi Valley. By 1860, the value of a field slave had risen to almost
$2,000. One result of the heavy capital investment in slaves was that the South
had much less capital than the North to undertake industrialization.

Slave Life Conditions of slavery varied from one plantation to the next.
Some slaves were humanely treated, while others were routinely beaten. All
suffered from being deprived of their freedom. Families could be separated at
any time by an owner’s decision to sell a wife, a husband, or a child. Women
were vulnerable to sexual exploitation. Despite the hard, nearly hopeless cir-
cumstances of their lives, enslaved African Americans maintained a strong
sense of family and of religious faith.
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United States Labor Force, 1800-1860 (in millions)

Year Free Slave Total
1800 1.4 0.5 1.9

1810 1.6 0.7 2.3

1820 2.1 1.0 3.1

1830 3.0 1.2 4.2

1840 4.2 1.5 5.7

1850 6.3 2.0 8.3

1860 8.8 2.3 11.1

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census. Historical Statistics of the United States,
Colonial Times to 1970

Resistance Slaves contested their status through a range of actions, pri-
marily work slowdowns, sabotage, and escape. In addition, there were a few
major slave uprisings. One was led by Denmark Vesey in 1822 and another
by Nat Turner in 1831. The revolts were quickly and violently suppressed,
but even so, they had a lasting impact. They gave hope to enslaved African
Americans, drove southern states to tighten already strict slave codes, and
demonstrated to many the evils of slavery. Revolts polarized the country by
making slaveholders more defensive about slavery and nonslaveholders more
critical of the institution.

Free African Americans

By 1860, as many as 250,000 African Americans in the South were not slaves.
They were free citizens (even though, as in the North, racial prejudice restricted
their liberties). A number of slaves had been emancipated during the American
Revolution. Some were mulatto children whose white fathers had decided to
liberate them. Others achieved freedom on their own, when permitted, through
self-purchase—if they were fortunate enough to have been paid wages for
extra work, usually as skilled craftspeople.

Most of the free southern blacks lived in cities where they could own
property. By state law, they were not equal with whites, were not permitted to
vote, and were barred from entering certain occupations. Constantly in danger
of being kidnapped by slave traders, they had to show legal papers prov-
ing their free status. They remained in the South for various reasons. Some
wanted to be near family members who were still in bondage; others believed
the South to be home and the North to offer no greater opportunities.

White Society

Southern whites observed a rigid hierarchy among themselves. Aristocratic planters
lived comfortably at the top of society while poor farmers and mountain people
struggled at the bottom.
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Aristocracy Members of the South’s small elite of wealthy planters owned
at least 100 slaves and at least 1,000 acres. The planter aristocracy maintained
its power by dominating the state legislatures of the South and enacting laws
that favored the large landholders’ economic interests.

Farmers The vast majority of slaveholders owned fewer than 20 slaves
and worked only several hundred acres. Southern white farmers produced the
bulk of the cotton crop, worked in the fields with their slaves, and lived as mod-
estly as farmers of the North.

Poor Whites Three-fourths of the South’s white population owned no
slaves. They could not afford the rich river-bottom farmland controlled by the
planters, and many lived in the hills as subsistence farmers. These “hillbillies”
or “poor white trash,” as they were derisively called by the planters, defended
the slave system, thinking that some day they too could own slaves and that at
least they were superior on the social scale to someone (slaves).

Mountain People A number of small farmers lived in frontier conditions
in isolation from the rest of the South, along the slopes and valleys of the Appa-
lachian and Ozark mountains. The mountain people disliked the planters and
their slaves. During the Civil War, many (including a future president, Andrew
Johnson of Tennessee) would remain loyal to the Union.

Cities Because the South was primarily an agricultural region, there was
only a limited need for major cities. New Orleans was the only southern city
among the nation’s 15 largest in 1860 (it was fifth, after New York, Philadel-
phia, Baltimore, and Boston). Cities such as Atlanta, Charleston, Chattanooga,
and Richmond were important trading centers, but had relatively small popula-
tions in comparison to those of the North.

Southern Thought

The South developed a unique culture and outlook on life. As cotton became
the basis of its economy, slavery became the focus of its political thought.
White southerners felt increasingly isolated and defensive about slavery, as
northerners grew hostile toward it, and as Great Britain, France, and other
European nations outlawed it altogether.

Code of Chivalry Dominated by the aristocratic planter class, the agri-
cultural South was largely a feudal society. Southern gentlemen ascribed to a
code of chivalrous conduct, which included a strong sense of personal honor,
the defense of womanhood, and paternalistic attitudes toward all who were
deemed inferior, especially slaves.

Education The upper class valued a college education for their chil-
dren. Acceptable professions for gentlemen were limited to farming, law, the
ministry, and the military. For the lower classes, schooling beyond the early
elementary grades was generally not available. To reduce the risk of slave
revolts, slaves were strictly prohibited by law from receiving any instruction in
reading and writing.
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Religion The slavery question affected church membership. Partly
because they preached biblical support for slavery, both Methodist and Baptist
churches gained in membership in the South while splitting in the 1840s with
their northern brethren. The Unitarians, who challenged slavery, faced declin-
ing membership and hostility. Catholics and Episcopalians took a neutral stand
on slavery, and their numbers declined in the South.

The West

As the United States expanded westward, the definition of the “West” kept
changing. In the 1600s, the West referred to all the lands not along the Atlantic
Coast. In the 1700s, the West meant lands on the other side of the Appalachian
Mountains. By the mid-1800s, the West lay beyond the Mississippi River and
reached to California and the Oregon Territory on the Pacific Coast.

American Indians

The original settlers of the West—and the entire North American continent—
were various groups of American Indians. However, from the time of Columbus,
American Indians were cajoled, pushed, or driven westward as white settlers
encroached on their original homelands.

Exodus By 1850, the vast majority of American Indians were living west
of the Mississippi River. Those to the east had either been killed by disease,
died in battles, emigrated reluctantly, or been forced to leave their land by
treaty or military action. The Great Plains, however, would provide only a tem-
porary respite from conflict with white settlers.

Life on the Plains Horses, brought to America by the Spanish in the
1500s, revolutionized life for American Indians on the Great Plains. Some
tribes continued to live in villages and farm, but the horse allowed tribes such
as the Cheyenne and the Sioux to become nomadic hunters following the buf-
falo. Those living a nomadic way of life could more easily move away from
advancing settlers or oppose their encroachments by force.

The Frontier

Although the location of the western frontier constantly shifted, the concept of
the frontier remained the same from generation to generation. The same forces
that had brought the original colonists to the Americas motivated their descen-
dants and new immigrants to move westward. In the public imagination, the West
represented the possibility of a fresh start for those willing to venture there. If
not in fact, at least in theory and myth, the West beckoned as a place promis-
ing greater freedom for all ethnic groups: American Indians, African Americans,
European Americans, and eventually Asian Americans as well.

Mountain Men From the point of view of white Americans, the Rocky
Mountains in the 1820s were a far-distant frontier—a total wilderness except
for American Indian villages. The earliest whites in the area had followed
Lewis and Clark and explored American Indian trails as they trapped for furs.
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These mountain men, as they were called, served as the guides and pathfinders
for settlers crossing the mountains into California and Oregon in the 1840s.
(See Chapter 12.)

White Settlers on the Western Frontier

Whether the frontier lay in Minnesota or Oregon or California in the 1840s
and 1850s, daily life for white settlers was similar to that of the early colonists.
They worked hard from sunrise to sunset and lived in log cabins, sod huts, or
other improvised shelters. Disease and malnutrition were far greater dangers
than attacks by American Indians.

Women Often living many miles from the nearest neighbor, pioneer
women performed myriad daily tasks, including those of doctor, teacher,
seamstress, and cook—as well as chief assistant in the fields to their farmer-
husbands. The isolation, endless work, and rigors of childbirth resulted in a
short lifespan for frontier women.

Environmental Damage Settlers had little understanding of the fragile
nature of land and wildlife. As settlers moved into an area, they would clear
entire forests and after only two generations exhaust the soil with poor farming
methods. At the same time, trappers and hunters brought the beaver and the
buffalo to the brink of extinction.

Population by Region, 1820 to 1860

Region 1820 1840 1860

Northeast: Maine, New Hampshire, 4,360,000 6,761,000 10,594,000
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New York, New
Jersey, Pennsylvania

North Central: Ohio, Indiana, lllinois, 859,000 3,352,000 9,097,000
Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota,
lowa, Missouri, North Dakota, South
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas

South: Delaware, Maryland, Wash- 4,419,000 6,951,000 11,133,000
ington DC, Virginia, North Carolina,
South Carolina, Georgia, Florida,
Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama,
Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana,
Oklahoma, Texas

West: Colorado, New Mexico, |  ——| = 619,000
Nevada, Utah, Washington, Oregon,

California

All States 9,618,000 17,120,000 | 31,513,000

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census. Historical Statistics of the United States, Colonial Times
to 1970. All figures rounded to the nearest thousand.
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HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVES: WHAT WAS THE NATURE OF SLAVERY?

Slavery was of fundamental importance in defining both the character
of the South and its differences with the North. Until about 1950, the
prevailing scholarship on slavery followed Ulrich Phillips’ American
Negro Slavery (1918). Phillips portrayed slavery as an economically
failing institution in which the paternalistic owners were civilizing the
inferior but contented African Americans. Later historians challenged
Phillips’ thesis by showing slaves and owners to be in continual conflict.
Today the older view of slavery as a paternalistic and even benign institu-
tion has been discredited.

The newer views were summarized by Kenneth Stampp in The
Peculiar Institution: Slavery in the Ante-Bellum South (1956). Stampp
acknowledged that the civil rights movement of the 1950s and 1960s
stimulated many of the new interpretations: “There is a strange paradox
in the historian’s involvement with both present and past, for his knowl-
edge of the present is clearly a key to his understanding of the past.”

Historians continue to debate how destructive slavery was. Some
have argued that the oppressive and racist nature of slavery destroyed the
culture and self-respect of the slaves and their descendants. In contrast,
others have concluded that slaves managed to adapt and to overcome
their hardships by developing a unique African American culture focused
around religion and extended families.

Economics has also provided a focus for viewing the nature of
slavery. Historians have debated whether slave labor was profitable to
southern planters, as compared to using free labor. Unlike Phillips, many
historians have demonstrated that slavery was generally profitable. A
more complex analysis of the economics, social, and cultural nature of
slavery is found in Eugene Genovese’s Roll, Jordan, Roll: The World the
Slaves Made. In this work, southern society is shown centered on a pater-
nalism that gave rise to a unique social system with a clear hierarchy, in
which people were classified according to their ability or their economic
and social standing. For whites this paternalism meant control, while
for slaves it provided the opportunity to develop and maintain their own
culture, including family life, tradition, and religion.

Recently, historians have focused more on regional variations in
slavery. For example, compared to slaves on South Carolina rice planta-
tions, slaves on Virginia tobacco planations lived longer lives, worked
in smaller groups, and had more contact with whites. In South Carolina,
slaves kept stronger ties to their African heritage.

The changing interpretations of slavery since the early 1900s reflect
changing attitudes toward race and culture. While all interpretations do
not seem equally accurate today, each provides readers a perspective to
consider as they develop their own views.
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'KEY TERMS BY THEME

Identities & Conflict (ID)

Northeast

Old Northwest

sectionalism

Nativists

American party

Supreme Order of the
Star-Spangled Banner

Know-Nothing Party

Free African Americans

planters

Codes of Chivalry

poor whites

hillbillies

mountain men

the West

the frontier

Migration (ID, PEO)

Deep South

American Indian
removal

Great Plains

white settlers

Urban Growth (PEO)
urbanization

urban life

new cities

Irish; potato famine
Roman Catholic
Tammany Hall
Germans

Old Northwest
immigration

The Slave Industry
(PEO/WXT)

King Cotton

Eli Whitney
“peculiar institution
Denmark Vesey

Nat Turner

slave codes

Code of Chivalry

"

Industry & Problems
(WXT)

Industrial Revolution

unions

Commonwealth v. Hunt

ten-hour workday

Cyrus McCormick

John Deere

Changing Politics
(POL)

Daniel Webster

Tammany Hall

Ignorance (ENV)

environmental
damage

extinction
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