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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

During the Misgouri controversy in the House of
Representatives, John W. Taylor became an important figure
in American politics. Jlis speeches helped to generate
sectionalism in the United States, and created a geographical
division in Congress that weakened southern influence in
the governmment. Taylor is often described as a prominent
antislavery leader with an antipathy toward slavery as
intense as any member of Congress. In the Missouri debate
he seconded the Tallmadge Amendment to prohibit further
introduction of slaves into Missouri, and to emancipate at
the age of twenty~five all children born of slave parents
in the new state. He introcduced a similar amendment to the
bill for the organization of Arkansas Territory. Taylor
was also the author of a cardinal provision of the Missouri
Compromise. He introduced the hill to prohibit slavery in
the territories of the Louisiana Purchase north of 36° 30'
N, Latitude. 1In analyzing Tavlor's monologues against
slavery, H., B. Stanton wrote,

Whoever reads Taylor's speeches in that troubled
period, will £ind them as sound in doctrine, as

strong in argument, as splendid in diction, as any
of the utterances of the following forty-five



vears, when the thirteenth amendment closed the
controversy. . o o

John Taylor is the onlyv person from the Empire State
to hold the third position in the federal government,
Speaker of the House of Representatives. His election in
1820 was an indication of growing northern strength and
sectional feeling in Congress. Taylor was also a member of
a small group who secured the majority of presidential
electors in the key state of New York in 1824 for John Quincy
Adams. Without the zffort of thar group, Adams could never
have been elected President.

There is no bicaraphy of John W. Taylor. Admittedly
he was a second class politician, and d4id not rank with his
congressional colleagues such as {enry Clay, Daniel Webster,
or John C, Calhoun, However, these men and others in
Congress paid close attention to Taylor during the years
1819-1821. Because of his importance during the Missouri
controversy, position in government, and long history in
politics, he deserves a closer examination by historians.
This thesis is an attempt to rectify the unmerited neglect

of Taylor by early 19th century American historians.

14, B. Stanton, Random Recollections, as quoted by
DeAlva S. Alexander, A Political History of the State of
New York, II (New York: Henry Holt and Company, 1906),
p. 204,




CLARTRER XX
EARLY LIFE AND POLITICAL CAREER

This chapter includes an investigation of the factors
that stimulated Taylor's initial interest in politics; an
examination of the antislavery movement; and the educational,
religious and moral forces that contributed to Taylor's
public denunciation of slavery. Historians assert that the
Congressional antislavery group came to Washington D.C. as
committed and dedicated fighters. They had campaigned on
an antislavery platform, and supported by a sympathetic
constituency, were sent to Congress to fight a despicable
ingtitution. This may be true, but the veracity will be
tested when applied to Taylor. This requires a detalled
evaluation of Taylor's public life between the years 1811
and 1813, before his election to the Thirteenth Congress.

It was these years in the Naw York Legislature that gained
Taylor the reputation that won him a seat in the House of
Representatives,

Taylor's ancestors rigrated from the British Isles

in 1692, and settled in !lionmouth County, New Jersey.l It is

not known where the family lived in England, or why they

lrealva s. Alexandcr, "John ¥W. Taylor," The
Quarterly Journal of the New York State Historical Associa-

g s e

tion, IT (1920}, p. 14.




immigrated to the colonies. Little is known of the family
Lefore 1754. During the French and Indian War (1754-63),
members of the family fought under General James Wolfe at
Quekec. Although once loyal to Great Britain, the Taylor
family supported the American Revolution, and some gave their
lives for independence,2 1In 1774, John Taylor moved from
Freehnld, New Jarsev, to 3allston, New York.3 He built one
of the first homes in Saratoga County, became an outstanding
leadexr in the community, and was largely responsible for
constructing the first Presbyterian Church in the Ballston
vicinity.4 Taylor was alsc a politician, He was elected
Supervisor of Ballston in 1794 and 1798; served the New York
Assembly in 1797; was jnstice of the peace and State Commis-
sioner of Loans in Saratoga County in 180&; and kbetween 1809
and 1818 served as judge of the county court.> He was €0
when he died.

His son, John W. Taylor was worn in Ballston, on March
26, 1784. In March of 1207, the New York Legislature combined
the towns of Ballston and Milton under the incorporated name

of Ballston Spa. '‘his wvillage, on tue Kavaderosseras River,

41hid.

3zdward F. Grose, Centennial History of Ballston Spa
(Troy: E. H. Lisk, 1907), o. 238,

4Alexander, "Yohn W. Taylor," n. 1l4.
5Grose, Centennial History, p. 238.
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became the county seat of faratoga County.6 Because of ths
excellent vacation facilities, Saratoga County was the
gaudiest of America's nineteenth-century summer resorts,’
There are no reacords availahle for the early childhood
of John W. Taylor. His initial education was in his home,
where e read extznsively from his father's library. At

an early age he read the Faderalist Papers and cobtained such

a mastery of books that, at the age of fifteen, his parents
sent ilim to Union Collese in Schensctady, New York.? Thera
he was called John W. Taylor, the W, was added to distinguish
him from ancther John Taylor in the same class. Although
"W" stood for no name, he retained it throughout his life.?
Tavlor's initial interest in volitics vndoubtedly came
from his father. However, in order to understend the
developrent of his political philesophy, it 1s necessary

to examine the nature of Union Collags,

6Ballston became famous because of its spa created by
the ¢geological fermation known as the "Hudson River Slate.”
These mineral springs were the first source of prosperity
and growth for Ballston's six hundred inhabitants. Many
- vigitors who wiched tc henefit from tbe curative effects
- of its renowned nineral springs came to Saratoga County
during the surmer months. In 1783 General Washington visited
- the springs at Ballston. TIbid., pp. 51, 58-59, 6€.

7David M. Ellis, et 2l., A Short History of New York
- State (Ithaca: Cornell University Press, ; p. 618,

sAlexander, “Jorn ¢, Tavier," p. 15,

91bid.




Union College was “ruydie’ on February 25, 1795.
Sir Wwilliam Johnson, the British Superintendent of Indian
Affairs, supported a cocllege in Schenectady before the
American Revolution, "ut this zchool was crushed by the
weight of war~time difficulties. The beginnings of a new
collag? in Schen=2c+tad - ~an e clearly traced back to 1779.19
When the Union College chartar was finally granted, the
institution had been in operation for ten full years.ll

Few things wrers done at nifon Tnllece simply because
they nad been done elszewhere or were traditional. The
founders were impressed by the principles of the French
Revolution of 1783. Almost immediately they introduced

French into the curriculum.l? Instead of taking their motto

from the conventional Latin, Graeek, or Hebrew, the trustees

tool: thelrs from Freanch: Sous les lols de Minerve nous
13

devenons tous fréres.

The bococks purzhased for the =chool library showed a
rmuch greater concentration in modexrn ncience and modern
literaturs than was customnary amona colleges of the time. A

large amount of haeks 71 ~Yileosephy vere ordered directly

0nixon n. Fex, Union Tellege: An Unfinished History
(Schenectadv: The Craduate CouncffT 1945), p. 10.

ypid., p. 13.

121pid., p. 14.

131p14., p. 15.
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from Tngland, and the str-os on duerican history and govarn-
ment was certainly an innovation.l? The success of these new
technigques and ideas at Union College speak for themselves.

Computatioas fron the Dlictin

pargry of dmerliean Biographv

indicate that, between the ears 1803-1365, mora promninent
politicians gradaxtad foo0 Jalon thar from any other small
college, or f£rom st lLarmr aniversiszisz. including one
President, s8ixz cabinet secretaries, thirteen United States
Senators, ninsty-one nasbora of Lhe ibhase, bvelve governors,
forty-nine diplomats, and anouit +wo hundred judges. If
Taylor received an earlv interest in politics from his
father, the curriculun of Unicn College guaranteed that it
would not be a paszsing fancy.

The Pregbyterian dhurch was meore closely identified
with the development of institutions of higher educa-
tion in America toon any othner church in the period
before the Civil war.l5

Union College was one of forty-nine permanent colleges

founded with a Presbyterian assocciation in the ante-bellum

141pia,, p. 1e.

Vponala ~, Tewksbury, The Founding of American Colleges
and Universities Refore the Civil War (New York: Columbia
Uriversity Pregs, 1932), r. o1,




period. This was more than anv nther denomination.16 1n
New York alone, five colleces were established in connection
with the church before 1261, 17

Thea Presbvtarian Charch exnerienced a series of
schisms in the 17th, 13th, and zarlvy 19th centuries. Onlv
three <chisms ware imnorkant, and were related to Presby-
terian education. The first twn schizms remuire onlv brief
mantinon here,

The initial church Aiwisinn mame in the nericd follow-
ino tne Great avakenina, and involved twe grouns known as
the "0ld Side” and "New Side" parties. The New Side varty
rejected the stringeni standards f£or ministerial training
which were defended hv the more conservative 014 Side groun,
“"he fnrmer reasoned that since the Prashvterian Church was a
frontier organizatinn in Amarisa, the training of ministers
should he tailored to fit the situation., The New Side party
initiated the Log Collece movement to train American ministers,
and ultimately established Prirceton to oppose the conserva-

tism nf Yale Universitv,1® The significance of this schism

16ybig., pp. 93, 102.

lTIhid., p. 100, Wew Vork higher education was
influenced by coth Oongrecationalism and Presbyterianism,
Many of the colleges in lNew York were cooperative ventures
vetween the two religions, and tended to be less exclusively
Preshytarian in natura than those of Pennsylvania. Never-
theless, they were mart of the general Presbyterian program
of higher education.

18:pid., pp. 90-97.



}d-

e tha impact it had on c¢lirc ~lalated hig.er elucation.
This split began to reflect a cectional division between
the North and South. The plhilosorhy of the two groups
aradually diverged, now <~nly o tice education of cleraymen,
but over the issue of slavIyy.

'*he second schiisi: witalin tuc gnurce: cccurr=ad very early
in the nineteent: ceutui,. oo froniier ‘oovluence toudled
to iead the Cumberland braunca of the caurch to reject *%he
iiigh aducational scauadard. Foxr nnusstansg aehald Ly moot of
the norchern anu eastern scucels. IThiiz gooup astablished
several schools of their cwn, including Cumberland University
at Lebanon, Tennessee, and tuthiel College at cKenzie,
Tennessee.l? An irrevocablo googrannical s
developed in clhurcu~related educacion. Frow =:is time the
nortoern and soucthern Lra;ches vere anakble to agres con a
united educaticnal pclicy.

The final and mosc iuportaant .reach was between what
carie to be kncwn as coe "Cld Tenpol” and "llew School" parties.,

Although the schism did 7ot actually take place until 1837,

vast, and Lt ha far reaching

its roots were deep in the
effecte on the church colleges. This schism had a definite
north ané south cheracter. “te New Sclocl party was centered

in ke North and included Unioi Ccllege. The 014 School




rarty was rerresented rop oo echools, inclvding a

feis colleces zuch as Westminster in Missouri.
Thie Presiwterian Church: did rot divide, as did the
Methodist and BaDtlSt Churches, into northern and
southorn Yrziches, tnill - "ger the Civil War; s2lthough
to some extent the vreaci: between the 0ld School and
too Wew Scheel srxrtier rorregserted cuch a division
tarning on tho cusction of szlavery.

There is no conclusive proof, but it is virtually
certain that Taylicr was Inlltencec by the New School party
with which he was associated. Furthermore, after Taylor was
graduatea froi. Union, he reuwained closely associated with
the school. Ne was assocliated with Phi Beta Kappa, and also
made frequent trips to Schenectady to attend activities and
deliver speeches and lectures.?21l Taylor also sexved as

)
rresident of the Alurni Association. 22
It cost John W. Tavior $45.00 +o attend Union College

between 1801-1803.23 In 1801 he entered the class of Belle

Lettres, and alsc began tlie study of mathematics.2? There are

9 ,
‘Clblﬁ.

it o m im
"y

Grose, Centennial History, p. 239.

292... . .

??vinutes of the Alurmi Association of Union College.
(scnaffer Tibwary, 'mion College) TGS,

] - - -

?“?ayard Treasurer of Tnion Collesz-itiz Cash Book.
(Schaflexr Library, Unicn ,gllev ) MBS,

2

4Faculty records, (Schaffer Library, Union College)
MSS. Most of tie receovds Lave ..een lost over the years, and
it is imoessible to deterwine cther courses Taylor took as

a student,
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no records of his grades, but there is little question that
he was a good student. Very early in his college career he
became a distinguished debater. He was president of the
Philomatheon Literary Society, and was selected in hig junior
year to deliver the Society's anniversary address.25 He
was the valedictorian of his class, and later in life became
a member of Phi Beta Kappa.26 When only nineteen he was
graduated from Union College and returned to Ballston Spa.

In 1803 Taylor organized the Ballston Academy in an
area of the town which has since been known as Academy Hill.27

He began to study law with Samuel Cook, and in 1807 was admitted

25Alexander, "John W. Taylor," p. 15.

26p)exander is misleading on this point. He writes,
"Three incidents established his [Taylor's] character as a
student. He was a Phi Beta Kappa . . ." Taylor was a Phi
Beta Kappa; however, the first chapter of Phi Beta Kappa in
New York had not been instituted at Union College until May 1,
1817. This was fourteen years after Taylor left college.
See, Pox, Union College, p. 15. Taylor was president of the
organization in . See, Membership list of Phi Beta Kappa
at Union College. (Schaffer Library, Union College)MSS. 1In
1821 Taylor wrote to Thomas Jefferson, "There has been estab-
lished in Union College Schenectady, N. Y., an A of the ¢.B.K,
Society~Chancellor Kent is now its President and I am one of
its members . . ." Ray W. Irwin, ed., "Documents on the
Origin of the Phl Beta Kappa Society,"” William and §2£§
Quartar1¥, IT ser., xix (1939), p. 476. Taylor was undoubtedly
a good student, however, a membership in Phi Beta Kappa
fourteen years after leaving school certainly is not irrefu-
table proof of this.

27Grose, Centennial History, p. 238.
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to the New York Bar. Prior to thie time, he had worked in
the law office of Bleecker and Sedgwich at Albany. While in
Albany he met Jane Hodge. They were married on July 10,
1806.28 There is some indication that Taylor was known by
New York politicians. On their wedding day, Governor Morgan
Lewis and other unidentified state officials called at the
Taylor home to pay their respects to the new bride and groom.29
Jane Hodge Taylor was a faithful wife and devoted mother,
She reared a family of five sons and three daughters. All
survived her except the eldest son, a West Point graduate,
who was killed on duty at Fort Towson, Indian Territory.30
Jane Taylor died in 1838, and was buried in the Ballston Spa
cemetary,

In 1807, Taylor returned to Ballston Spa. He opened
a lzw office at Court House Hill with Samuel Cook who was an
outstanding citizen in Saratoga County. He and James Kent,
a New York supreme court judge, were originally responsible
for Taylor's interest in law,31 Taylor, however, became

dissatisfied with law. Although there was no friction between

28pumas Malone, ed., Dictionary of American Biography,
IX (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1958), p. 335.

29Alexander, "John W. Taylor," p. 15.

30ypig.

31Grose, Centennial History, p. 244.
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the two partners, Taylor was more interested in other busi-
ness ventures. He moved his family to Hadley Landing, now
Corinth, and engaged as a silent partner in the lumber
business. This was when John Taylor first became involved
in public service. During his short career in the lumber
business, he also served as postmaster and clerk of the
town.

It is impossible to determine Taylor's exact wealth.
The tax records for the years 1810-1820, were lost except
for the year 1817, This record, entitled, Tax List of Free-
holders, Ballston Spa, New York, June 7, 1817, does not list
John W, Taylor.32 However, there is evidence that his busi-
ness ventures were successful. In 1812 he began construction
of a large two-story house on West High Street, in Ballston
Spa. The house was large, even for a community where large
homes were plentiful. The mantel and the woodwork were
imported from England. The fixtures inside the home were all
imported brass.33

After his return to Ballston Spa in 1812, Taylor
became involved in a wide variety of activities including

active member and officer in the Masonic lL.odge. An important

32Tax List, Ballston Spa, New York. (Ballston Spa
Public Library)MsS.

331etter from John Taylor's granddaughter Miss Winifred
Louise Taylor to Edward F. Grose in Grose, Centennial History,
p. 238,
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leader in the religious life of the community, he was an
organizer of the Saratoga County Bible Society in August
1815; and in October 1815, he formed and became first presi-
dent of an auxiliary Bible society in Ballston. Finally, he
crganized a large Union Sunday School at the Baptist Church
in Ballston Spa, and taught an adult Bible class of 134
members ., 34

Taylor's deep involvement in both Presbyterian and
Baptist activities had an impact on his later public views
toward slavary.35 Antislavery feelings in 2America first
appeared in those religious communities where the brotherhood
of man was most insisted upon. This earlier movement was
largely moral and religious.

Servitude, in New York, whether of white indentured
sexrvants or of Negro slaves, could not withstand the humani-
tarian and egalitarian currents rising during the last
quarter of the eighteenth century. In New York, local anti-
slavery groups emerged to underwrite missions in their own
vicinities. The local movement developed gradually after
1810, and by 1826 the societies had joined together to create

the American Home Missionary Society. The first Society report

341p14., p. 241,

35Ephraim Douglass Adams, The Power of Ideals in Ameri-
can History (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1913), pp.
33"'6 L}
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showed 169 missionaries in the United States, with 120 in
New York.36 The Soclety's activities were not exclusively
antislavery, but their meetings became settings for speeches
and discussions against the institution.

The withering away of slavery in New York State was
an impcrtant development in the labor history of both the
urban and rural regions. New York had a higher percentage
of Negroes in its population than any other northern state,
In 1790, over eleven thousanéd Negroes (some free) lived in
rural areas, WNegroes in Manhattan were servants or unskilled
laborers. The fight for emancipation of the slaves was led
by the Quakers and some cf the old landed families. The
fight against emancipation was led by white mechanics fear-
ing that freedom for the Negro would swamp the city with
cheap labor.37

An important figure in the New York antislavery move-
ment was Charles G. Finney. He avidly preached the sin of
slavery, but he subordinated abolition to revivalism. 1In his
own view, an outright denunciation of slavery would only

*roll a wave of blood over the land."38 He believed that

36Whitney R. Cross, The Burned-over District (Ithaca:
Cornell University Press, 1950}, p. 22.

3731119, A Short History of New York State, pp. 185-

186.

38Croas, The Burned-over District, p. 225.
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slavery must be abolished by a conversion of the slave
holder rather than by using the force of government. During
the 1830's Finney joined lLewis and Arthur Tappan in New York
City's Broadway Tabernacle. From this position, he promoted
convarsion and gained a dedicated following in New York City.39

The American Home Missionary Society, the Quakers,
and men such as Charles Finney and the Tappan brothers
plaved an important part in converting many New Yorkers to
abolition. The church was one of the major platforms from
which they expounded their views. Baptist churches, such as
the one Taylor was associated with in Ballston Spa, could
nften be obtained for meetings and antislavery lectures.40
Elon Galusha, a leading New York clergyman, was preaching
the sins of slavery in the area around Ballston long before
the subject became a national issve.41

Success came to these groups in 1785, when the New
York Legislature nrohibited the importation of slaves for
aale, Reflecting the increase in abolition sentiment, the
Legislature provided that children of slaves born after
July 4, 1799, should have the status of bond servants and

eventually acguire complete freedom, (males at twenty-one,

3%0uis Filler, The Crusade Against Slavery (New York:
Harper and Row Publishers, 1960), p. 32.

40Cross, The Burned-over District, p. 223.

4l1pia.
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and females at twenty-~five). In 1817, a third act of the
Legislature ended slavery in New York. It declared that,
"every negro, mulatto, or mustee within this state, born
before the 4th day of July, 1799, shall, from and after the
Ath Aay of July, 1827, bz free."42 1n 1841, transients
and part-time residents were forbidden to hold slaves within
Vew York., BAll of the action by the New York Legislature
wae nrior to William L. Garrison's nresidency of the American
Anti-Slavery Societyv beginning in 1843. This +ook place
while abolitionism was =till hased on the Finney principle
of conversion of the slave holders. Under Garrison's
leadership, the antislavery movement entered its second and
more extreme phase,

It is impossible to document the influence that the
r2ligious and moral phs<e of the antislavery activity had on
th2 develcopment of Tavlor'es ohilosophy. Nevertheless, it is
~own that Tavlor wor¥ed closely for vears with various
religious groups that were abolitionist.43 Taylor's public

views on slavery did not appear at that time, When his

42r11is, 2 short History of New York State, p. 186.

4311: muat be rointed out that where local congregations
and district associations had large degrees of independence,
23 the Baptists in Mew York, the antislavery banner was
helisted very early. But, the Methodist, Presbyterian, and
even Bantist hierarchy cobjected to using the church for
abolitionist purposes. As late as 1841, the Baptist Register
warned against holdinc an antislavery convention.
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antislavery attitudes subsequently appeared in speeches and
writings, they would be couched in both moral and religious
tones. His speech delivered before the national House of
Reprasentatives in February of 1819, reflected the principles
and lexicon of the early antislavery wovement, Taylor's
religinus and moral okjections to slavery were clearly
rigikle. Charles Finney's ideas cf conversion of the slave
holder, and a voluntary abolition of the iastitution were
important themes in Tavler's speech.

For often, and how =2lowentlv, have they [slaveholders]
deplored its [slavery] existence among them? What
willingness, rav what solicitude have they not manifested
to be relieved from this burden? How have they wept
over the unfortunate pclicy that first introduced slaves
into this country! How have they disclaimed the guilt
and shame of that original =zin, and thrown it back upon
their ancestors! I have with pleasure heard these
evowals of recgret and zonfided in their sincerity; I
have hoped to see its effects in the advancement of the
cause cf humanitv, Centlomen have now an opportunity
of putting their principles into practice; if they have
tried slavery and found it a curse; if thev desire to
digsipate the gloom with which it covers their land; I
call uporn them teo oxclude it f£ron the Territorv [Missouril]
in question; plant not its seeds in this uncorrupt
scil; let not our crildren, locking back to the pro-
ceedings of this day, say of them, as they have been
constrained to speak of their fathers, 'we wish thair
decision had been different' . . . If we reject the
amendment [Tallmadgel and suffer this evil, now easily
eradicated, to strike its roots so deep in the soil
that it can novor o rameved, shall we not furnish some
apology for doubting our sincerity, when we deplore its
existence~~shall we not expose ourcselves to the same
kind of censure which was pronounced by the Saviour of
Mankind upon the Scrihes and Pharisees, who builded the
tombs of the prophets and garnished the sepulcheres of
the righteous, and said, if they had lived in the days
of their fathers, they would not have been partakers
wvith them in the hlood of the prophets, while they
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manifested a spirit which clearly proved them the
legitimate descendants of those who killed the prophets,
gnd—t§ua filled 38 the measure of their fathers'
iniguity?. . . .

Taylor's stand on the slavery question was unquestionably
strengthened by his association with New York Representative
James Tallmadge. But his basic ideas were formed by events
earlier in life.

The question of slavery did not enter into Taylor's
political career until after he became a member of the
national Congress. Expansion of slavery into the territories
was not a factor in his campaign for the New York Legislature,
or the United States liouse of Representatives. In fact, at
no time prior to 1815, did Taylor kecome politically involved
with the problems of Negro servitude.

Excluding his brief term as postmaster and clerk
of Corinth, Taylor did not begin his political career until
1811, He was continually in office from then until his
defeat in 1832, In 1811, the town of Hadley elected him to

the state legislature. iHe served in the legislature from

1812 through 1813.45 There were really no issues involved in

44annals of Congress, 15 Cong., 2 Sess., p. 1i74.

45The Bilographical Directo of the American Congress,
r. 1694, qgives the dstes as 1812-1813, however, the Dictionary
of American Biography, IX, p. 335, lists 1811-1813 as the
dates Tavicr was In the legislature. This discrenancy is
between the date of election, and the time service began.
Tavlor bhegan service in 1812,
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the cargaign for the legislature., 25 2 lawyer, a businessman,
a coliege graduate, and an outstanding civic leader, Taylor,
was 2 logical choice. His clection to the legislature

aroused little excitement in the village. The Fallston Spa

Cazetie gave it only a fow lines, commenting simply that

Tavlor vas zlected, 4 that he was capable of serving
Caratogs County's hest interests. Even the Tavlox family did

nct zeem tco excited over the victory. In a letter dated
7 Tavrlor's uncle to gome unidenti-

fied €formilv relative, the slection rated only casual mention.

&
Q
e
I3
b

g building him [gic] a house; at their last slection

he was chosen representative in their legislatuxe ., | . .n46
Tayloir wag elected as a Pepublican, and althouah the

1212 ~ssemblv had a Repuklican maiority, the Fedzaralist was

o st capable narty, vhich inecluded such men as Elisha

willi=sms of Colunkin~ Ceont s, the adble opponent of Martin

73w Turen, and young Naniel fadv, the father cf Elizabeth

Mady Stanten.  The Tenutlicsn mna2rty lacked talent,  Alexander

Sheldon, the Speaker of the Assambly, had served for vears

in public 1ife, bu% was »f little use on the floo¥. Taylor,

tha youncest mexhar ~F the Assamtly, was an agreeable surprise.

45”1yor Ricardi Cowx, o€ “t. Follv, Yew Jerzey to
unidentified family relativL. A3 gquoted by Crose, Centennial

;-MJL_O'E e 24,
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He wee rerarkakly astute in peolitical matters, "and was the
aknlert dekater that party [Pemablican party] hed in the
Asserbly."47

Three avents estal:lished Taylor's reputation in the
Esserbly and resulted in his election to the national
Congress. The first involved his collece; the second, the
charter of the Bank eof Rmerica; and the third, his break
with the partv, and his resultant imace of political indepen-
dence.

Realiziro Tavlor's superiority as a debater, Speaker
Sheldon aprointed him to investigate the "Union College
Lottery No. 2." Public lotteries were then leaal in New
York. Money from lotteries was used for public improvements,
founding colleges, and erectina churches. The lotteries
remained a basic method of raising funds until the state
finallv imposed a tax to vrovide sufficient revenuve for these
activities. The state comntroller's settlement of "Union
Collece T.ottery No. 2" revealed a loss of $61,585, Whether
the loss was incurred recause of bad faith, or poor management,
was a matter for Taylor to determine in his investigation.
The result of hies probhe into the lottery indicated corruption
by the management. Tavlor found that two directors of the
lottery had taken lavoe commigsions in cash and accerted

L b—— h— g e e i

7
Rallston Tournal, Sentermber 20, 1854,

e
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worthless notes for amounts due the state. The two men
were involved in New York Republican politics, and there
was party pressure on Taylor to drop the matter. The party
believed that exposure would seriously damage their chances
in future elections. HNotwithstanding party influence,
Taylor recommended prosecution, and convinced the Assembly
to instruct the Attorney General to take appropriate action.48
This incident established Taylor as a crusader against
corruption, and was a basic reason why he was elevated to
represent Saratoga County in che House of Representatives.

The period 1791-1812, was characterized by banks and
political bribery in New York State. Bank charters were a
constant source of controversy throughout the period.49 In
1803 and 1805, Republican legislators had been induced to
accept premium stock and outright bribes, to vote for the
charters of the State Bank of Albany, and the Merchants Bank
of New York City.50

In 1812, the Federalists sought a charter for the
Bank of America. They attempted to overcome Republican

oppesition by offering to pay the school fund of $400,000

4ahlexander, *John W. Taylor,"” p. 17.

49por an account of the years 1791-1812, see Alexander,
Political History of the State of New York, I, pp. 186-198.

501pid., pp. 187-190.
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and provide the state treasury with an additional $200,000.
This money would be paid for the guarantee that no other
bank would be chartered for twenty years.51 The bank
managers also agreed to loan the state one million dollars
at 5% interest.”? In a further effort to gain support, they
offered bribes to the lawmakers. They even refused DeWitt
Clinton a legislative endorsement for President until the
bank was chartered. Clinton was ambitious, and his public
opposition to the bank ceased. Governor Daniel D. Tompkins
opposed the charter of the bank. In a message to the legis-
lature he warned that the bank would:

Facilitate forgeries, drain the country of specie,

discourage agriculture, swallow up the property of

insolvents to the injury of other creditors, tend

to the subversion of government by vesting in the

hands of the wealthy and aristocratic classes power-

ful engines to corrupt and subdue republican notions,

relieve the wealthy stockholder from an equal share

of contribution to the public service, and propor-

tionally enhance the tax on the_hard earnings of the

farmer, mechanic and labourer. >3
The governor even prorogued the legislature for sixty days
in an attempt to defeat the bank. Despite these measures,

the lobbyistss4 had reached too many legislators, and in

51Ellis, A Short History of New York State, p. 138.

52Alexander, Political History of the State of New York,
I, p. 191.

531bid., p. 194.

541he principal lobbyists were David Thomas of Washington,
and Solomon Southwick of Albany. They were both Republicans,
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1812 the Bank of America secured its New York charter.>>

Throughout the struggle over the bank, Taylor took a
firm stand. He strongly denounced the bribery connected
with the entire affair, and voted against incorporating the
bank. Taylor approved of the Governor's action against the
bank, but despite Tompkin's copposition ané hostile threats
from Tammany,56 he endorsed Clinton for President. A break
with the machine was unusual and attracted considerable
attention, and admiration. Taylor realized Clinton's faults,
nevertheless, he reasoned that as a middle state, New York
was closely related to both the commercial life of the East
and the agricultural pursuits of the South. If power could
be centered in New York it may be possible to neutralize the
developing friction between the two sections.’’ Tayior
believed that the ambitious Clinton was the most appropriate
person to accomplish this task. Not only would he make a
better war President than James Madison, but he would stimulate

trade, strengthen commerce, and encourage the spread of

and very influential among local party managers.

55Ellis, A Short History of New York State, p. 138,

56at this time, the members of Tammany were also
referred to as the Martling Men. The Martling Men were
almost identical with the Tammany Society, and the two
terms became synonymous.

57Alexander, "John W. Taylor," p. 18,
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whether Taylor's views were correct is of
little importance., The significance lies in the fact
that Taylor had emerged as a politician in sympathy with a
united country, and opposed to machine politicians.

Taylor had little trouble in winning a second term
in the legislature. He had won esteem and illustrated
his integrity during his investigation of "Union College
Lottery No. 2." Among lawyers and politicians he had
gained a state-wide reputation as a debater. At home, his
popularity bad increased because of his denunciation of
corruption in government during the scandals connected with
the Bank of America, and ~is stand against the Tammany
machine in support of Clinton. This was Taylor‘'s record in
two years of public service. It is not surprising, therefore,
that even before he had completed his second term in the
legislature, the Saratoga County electorate elevated him to
Congress.

Taylor completed his work in Albany on April 12, 1813;

and on May 20, he began the journey to Washington, D.C.

381pid.



CHAPTER IIIX
THE MISSOURI CONTROVERSY

John Taylor left a respectable record in the New
York Legislature. He fought for principle in the "Union
College Lottery No. 2" scandal, and opposed corruption
over the charter of the Bank of America. His election to
the United States House of Representatives was based on
his opposition and exposure of these attempts to defraud
the public, While in Congress Taylor obviously pleased
his constituents. With only one exception, Sererc Pavne
from Auburn, Taylor was in the House of Representatives
longer than any other New Yorker., During his first eisiteen
years in Congress, he was never zeriously challernced for his
seat. Although involved in nationel politics while in
Congress, he maintained a constant interest in hiz hore town.
He could be depended upon to return to Ballston Spa for
important home town events, and always responded to invit-
atione to speak for holidays and celebrations.

John Tavlor had numercus friends in Saratoga County,
but his New York legislative career had spawned an active
crop of enemies in Albany and New York City. His stard on
the bank particularly offended the Federalists., Tammany,
Governor Tompkins, and the mowerful Livingston family

rebuffed Taylor for his surrort of DaWitt Clinton fior President
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ip. 1812, 7These groups had¢ tlelr revenge when they defeated
Taylor's re-olection to the Heuse in 1£32,

The debatec over Missouri's admission to the Union
elevated Taylor to a brief position of national prominence.
In many resrects he is the fnrgotten man of the Missouri
Corpromise. A purpocse cf this chapter is to re-evaluate his
participation in the Missouri Compromise, and his position
ani influence in national issues during the years 1813 to
1212,

Jonn Taylor began the trip to Washington, D.C. from
Albany, 2w York on May 20, The journey lasted four days.
Transportation facilities throughout the nion were in a
wraetched state., The turnpike that Taylor traveled from
Baitirore, Maryland to Washington, D.C. was 30 rough that
nany travelers could not stand the trip bv stage. In 1814,
Daniel Wehster recommended horse back as the only safe way to
travel the turnpike, Throughout the year the nation’'s
crossroads were virtually impassable, and the main roads, even
in the East, were good only in the summer. Travel was
expensive, and ruts, mudholes, rocks and stumps made every
journey a terror.

Anyone visiting the national capital in 1813 was
undoubtedly disappointed. It was a city of 8,500 inhabitants,
about the same as Albany, New York. There were about 1500

slaves in the capital's population, and the slave pen and
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auction block were a conspicuous part of the scenery.
Pennsylvania Avenue resembled a country road and, like
the roads in the rest of the nation, it was dusty in the
summer and muddy in the winter. John Randolph of Roanoke
described it as "the great Serbonian bog." The capitol, with
its two wings connected by a corridor of rough boards was
less than impressive. Historian Gaillard Hunt commented that
"the new city was absolutely without friends."l According
to one lady, the city was "the most disappointing, disheart-
ening conglomerate that ever shocked the pride or patriotism
of order-loving, beauty-worshiping woman, * 2

With the exception of the New York delegation in
Congress, Taylor had very few acquaintances in Washington at
the time of his arrival. By 1813, social gatherings had
become a feature of capital life, and Taylor made friends
rapidly. Only a few Congressmen brought their wives to
Washington, but Dolly Madison's White House receptions were
well attended by members of Congress, diplomats, and other

state officials. The courteous, polite and polished young

1Ga111ard Hunt, "Locating the Capital," The Report of
the American Historical Association for 1895 (wWashington:
The Uni{ted States Government Printing Office, 1896), pp. 289-
295. Also, H. P. Caemmerer, Washington, the National Capital
(Washington: The United States Government Printing Office,
1932), p. 41., for a further evaluation of the conditions in
Washington.

2Hunt, "Locating the Capital,"” p. 295.
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Tow Yoxl Congressoan drcase o rzgular guest in Vashington
soclsty. iz charm is attacted e by the Pirst Ladry who

itnlicvzd "Ther:z was always scmaothing wanting at a dinner or

g unarty if ¥r, Taylor was alsent., "3 Yhen Henry Clay visit=d

the Tayler home in 3allszton Zpa in later years he once
rerarked to Tayler's eldest son, "Ycu don't kncw how popular
vour father was in Washingtcn." "4 oye i3 pessible to obtain

a glirnse cf officisl 1lifs: in the nation's capital from
Tazler's dascription of a diplomatic dinner that he attended
whein he was Spealier of the Icuse.

I at+tended a grand dirloratic éinrer given by Mr., Vaughn
[the British Minister in Washington] in commemoration of
the kirzth~day of Fi: Zritannic Majesty. The presiding
officers of both Houses of Congress; the heads of depart-
winte and the Toreigr Vinisters with their sscretaries
and attaches were their guests. The ministers with their
srites vere in couxri dressszz, entroidered with geold-all
wore swords and carried chapeaux in their hands while
waiting in the recziving roon for arn heur until dinner
was announced. . . . The contrast to all the finery of
the Diplometic Zorrs exhihited in the plain citizens
dress worn by Mr. Calhoun and myself, was heightened by
th2 consideration that precedence in rank was assigned
to us. . . . The variety and exquisite flavor of the
wines; the delicacy of the almost endless succession of
dlsheS} the ingenuity in the forms of their preparation;
the superkly wrought and massive plate; the discipline
of the numerous and well marshalled waiters and atten-
dants . . . all gave an appearance of stateliness to

the ceremony calculated to produce considerable effect. .
. . I forgot to mention that the health of the King

and President were drank standing, in champagne, between

3Grose, Centennial History, pp. 240-241.

41pid., p. 240.
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the meats and the dessert. We were invited at 5, sat
down at 6, and retired at 9. We had green peas
brought from Norfolk in Virginia.>

Taylor began his congressional career on May 24,
1813, when he took his gseat as a member of the House of
Representatives in the Thirteenth Congress. He was the
youngest of the New York delegates, of which all but four
were serving their first term. In fact, the entire House of
Representatives was young in experience and age. There were
only four Representatives, in the Thirteenth Congress who
had served over three terms. John Taylor was only 29, but
both John C. Calhoun and Daniel Webster were only 31, and
Henry Clay had just turned 37. Only one~half of the
representatives were placed on House committees, but Taylor
received an appointment as fifth ranking member on the
Military Affaire Committee. During his congressional career
he also served on the Committee on Foreign Relations, the
Committee of Ways and Means, and the Committee on Elections.

John Taylor entered Congress too late to be a War
Hawk. The House had voted 79 to 49 for war in 1812, but the
majority of the representatives from New York opprosed the

war. 6 Taylor became a strong supporter of Henry Clay, and

Sybid., p. 241.

6on the war vote in the House of Representatives New
York voted, 3 for war and 1l against. See Thomas A. Bailey,
A Diplomatic History of the American People (New York:
Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1964), p. 140.
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although he opposed war in general, he vigorously supported
every measure to bring the conflict to an honorable peace.

During 1814, the question of military enlistments
was constantly before the House. Tie problem was twofold.
It had become difficult to obtain the re-~enlistment of
servicemen and to lure new men into the regular army. This
was because, it was rumored in Washington, that certain
sections of the country had rebelled against the war.’
Taylor denounced any act that might hinder the war effort,
although he said that he did not believe the rumors were true.
On Tuesday, January 13, 1814, a bill was introduced to
encourage enlistments.® This prompted Taylor to comment
that he was glad the House was finally engaging in the
important business of the session.? The bill was presented
with three major provisions: (1) a proposal to £ill the ranks
of the regular army, (2) incentives to encourage enlistments,
and (3) a provision to authorize the re-enlistment for longer
terms of the "men whose terms of service . . . [were] about

to expira."lo The basic means of accomplishing these

7Annals, 13 Cong., 1 Sess., p. 933. The sections
are not identified in the annals.

BIbid. r Po 928,

2Ibid.

i01pig.
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goals was to raise the pay of servicemen during the
war. 1l
In the debate over the bill, Taylor wade an interesting
point. He asserted that the gunestion of carrying on the war
was far different than the question of embarking unon it.
After the war was declared, the country had no alternative
but pursue it to an honcrable conclusion.
Mr. Taylor said, for the purpose of waging a decisive
way he for one should have no cokicction to 2nlist young
men above eighteen into the arm ! with or without the
consent of parents or quardian.l?
Taylcr argued that al+heuch he did not kellsve in the rumors
that re»2llion against tha lavs had broken ont in certain
actions of the country, nevertheless, it was slailcrous for
any person or area to object to the laws Zonisren: i fit to

pass in the emergeney.l3 T™he 2111 a2 oncourag:y onlistments
passed the Mouse 27 +¢ E2. Taylor's nozition or conscoription
rermained an opinicn., I~ 213 net otianont to inTorsoniits it

into the ernlistment bill., Zis vilaws cu thz suljoect <l owed

1y

bid., py. 222-222. Thc moutlily pay oI . oizviomen
was to be raised to the following amounts. Serqeant major and

LR l. s 2

guax tarmastey's sz goant TLld. 2, sergeant anc [0l
musician $13.00, corporal $12.00, musicians ﬁll 00 private,
driver, bombardizas, sap..y oad niner £10.07, c;d{l‘v, Carrier
not attached to the quartermaster's generals and ordinance
deparivents 213.00.

12,

id., . 929
’” Lie g h-- =
—————

131pid., p. 032,



not only the length to whicn he was willing to go in
support of the war, but also his personal indicnation
toward any person, group, or section of the country that
would oppose congressional autnority. Taylor believed in
the supremacy of the House of Representatives. The doctrine
of separate but equal did not enter into his vhilesorhy.
Since the kouse represented the people through their own
will, the people had to abide by its decisions. Other
brancihes of government were subservient to the House for the
same reason.
The people of the United States are represented no where
but in tnis House. It is for this cause, tnat every
officer in every department of the Government, from the
President down to the messenger who distributes these
bills uwon our tables, is answerable to this authority
for the faitinful discharge of nis duties. Hhere the
voice of the neovle is, ocursht to be, and ever will be
neard, while one spark of liberty remains to our country.
May the day never arrive when their seats shell bel4
occupied by weak, wretched, and ignorant men . . .
Although Taylor was in full support of tine war
effort, even to tne point of recruiting soldiers oy
conscription, he was excremely defensive of the legai rights
of the individual solaier. In 1812, corporal punisiswent in
the army was avolisnea by iaw. Without it, nowever, ctue
officers seemed unable to cope with the men and maintain

discipline. %“aylor, and propbaply a large portion oi tiue

House, became aware tnat when corporal punishment was abolished,

14Annals, 14 Cong., 2 Sess., p, 5Yo.



new and unusual forms of runishment were introduced into
the army. In many instances, the new methods were more
injurious than the practices unader the old system. As niore
and more incidents of andividual cruelty became Lnown to
Congress, Taylor decldea to act. On Januarv 23, 1514,
he introduced a resolution that

the Committee on Military Affairs be instructsd to

revise 80 mucn of the rules and articles for the

government of the armies of the United States as

relates to the punishment of offences.l>
The resolution was passed, and the report from the ccmaittee
was a stinging rebuff for the unusual methods of punisament
that had been employed by tne arny.

At the same time tnat Taylor succesdad ii ..s .ight

for the rights of the indiviuual soldier, ue alsu prouved
his ability to move legislation rapidly tnroug. cuanjress.
In 1814, the attorney general proviuea tie only leyul advice
available to Congress. It was tae practice ol wany iederal
attorney-generals to be in washiagton only when tueir jobs
demanded it. This was not true of wost states wuicr La2quired
their attorney-generals to pe in the state capicadi wu.ing
sessions of the legislature, 7Taylor believed that s..Ce it
was necessary for Congress to ceal consisteiitiy wii. pre-

existing laws, the national government shoull toliow uvtate

151bid., pp. 1058-105Y. ‘fhe resoiucivu passeu che
Honae 97 *a from 30 +o 40 acainst,



pelicy. With this in mind, "evlcer movea

that the Committee on the Judiciary be instiructed

to inquire into the expediency of making it the

duty of the Attorncy General of the lLanited States

to keep his office at the seat of Government durino

the ssesion [sic] of Congress . . .
Rather than allow his proposal to le detained vy tle committee,
Taylor called for the gquestici, and with no debate wen
unanimous approval from the House, 1€

Taylor's ability tc martial suppcrt for lecizlation,
and move bills rapidly through Congress earned him the
unofficial position of party whip. The official party
position of whip did not come into being until 189%9. 1In
1811, John Eppes of Virginia DLecame the first whip. 2After
Eppes, Taylor assumed the responsibility and became the
second whip in the history cf the House of Representatives.
Taylor, and many of his colleagues, realized the inoortance
of having a party member responsible for sounding out
opinion, and keeping track of those absent, so the party
leaders would know how to calculate House votes.l?

The case of Hammond v. Herrick of Ohio showed the
importance of Taylor's role as whip. In 1816, Samual Herrick
held the cffice of United States district attornev and was,
in the same vear, elected to Congress. He resioned his

161pia., pp. 852-853.

17Neil MacNeil, Foroe of Democracy (New York: David
McKay Compaiiy, 1l303), pp. 7./-3d.



position on llovemper 22, 1317, two davs before Congress
convened. 7“he question arose whether Herrick could now take
his seat in Congress aiter uolding the office of district
attorney nine months after his congressional term vegan.
Some mewmbers held that he was in violaticu of the Constitution
in that "no Person hcoldina any Office under the uUnitod States
shall be a Member of either Louse durinc his continuance in
Office."13

Taylor held that the election only desionated the
person who could claim the seat. The actual memhershin did
not begin until the oath of office was administered., The
comnittee investimatin~ the case reported that rmemhership
heocan after the osth, and since Herriclk resirned the office
of district attornev hafors he rogeived the octh, he was
qualified to take his seat. Thn Jouse war enlit aver the
raport but an initial count showed sivtv-savan arainst and
sixty-six for. I+ was thronagh Tavlor's vicilonce as a whip
that the House finallv seated Terrick (77 to 74).19 ‘Through
Tavlor's efforts, a vsafnl rnrecedent was establiched in the
Houee of Penrasentativa=z, TIn 1863, Mador-Gereral Tamrs A,
Gareield waz elacted +r the Youse, Bv invokira the orecedent

astahlished in Hammond v. Herrick, fRarfield was ahle +to keep

o ————— i i i s i

———

18mhe Conotismtion Af +he Tnited Statea. Article I,
Section VI,

lgAlexander, "John W. Taylor,"” pp. 22-23.
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his wosition in the army for a yoixr afier wis alectica. He

resigned only three days before taking tlie oatbh Jor the

House.

As a member of tne houce of Represcntatives, Tazyior
continued nis attaciis against corrupticon in yoveramcnt.
During the War of 1812, he cpgosed any policy or 2ill that
would have allowed the 3tates or private citizens to make
excessive profits from the wvar.

On December 7, 1813, President James Madison delivered

his State of the Union lnessace to Congress. It contained

8ix wmajor noints including, foreion affaire, militarv affairs,

naval affairs., revenue, the war, and the wilitia., ™avior
made the customarv wotion that the gix nointe of the resgsage
be referred to select committees for roview.20 »ojws number
five to Taylor's weotion wagz, "Pasclved, "™t go ey of the
President's Message as relates to a revision of the »ilitia
laws, be referred to a select committee,"21 Tavlor -v»3
aprointed chairman of the select comrittee to study r=avisions

and make »rornos2ls on the militia 1aws-.22 Tha most contro-

versial cuestion or refeorm wess over exvense=. Johr ¢, Jackson

of Vireinia propoced to the cormittee that the nati-m=l

ogggglg, 13 Cora., 1 Sess., n. 783.

2l1bid., on. 784-785.

ey

22ynia., p. 785.



government pay the state expenses for preparing and
aggsembling their quota of men recuested for federal duty.23
He argued that the expenses incurred by the stateg while
calling the militia, and marching them to the rendezvous
point were a just claim acain=st the national covernment.
Taylor opposed the suggestion because at that time no

agency of the covernment had the apparatus to audit the
claimrs of the states and judge which were just and to be

paid. Teylor pbelieved that such a proposal would subject

the government to payment of improper expenditures, and open

2 new and uncontrolled area of profiteering by corrupt and

unscrupulous state officials. Taylor and Jackson could not

agree, and the proposal was finally incorporated into the
rilitia bill as a compromise measure.

Resolved, That the expenses incurred or to be incurred

hy marchine trs ~4iihic of -ny Ttobe (v Movvdn oo of
the United States to their places of rendezvous, 1n
puregance ¢f & raguicition ~f +he Prosifent ~F {7

United States, shall be adjusted and paid in like manner

as the evrerges incurre? aftsr sue? renlegvous - “he

requisition of the President of the United States:
Provided, Thet neothin~ 'oreir cortained ~hall »e
considered as authorizing any aspecies of expenditure

r\-tﬁwriru L oY o ’\1"1"‘!‘7* v 2k e oo 16:;"" ;‘\f ren: »'r-v-rr T, Tich

zs not provided bx existing laws to be paié for after

ﬁ, 'v";f'\"*"vf"'o-
-

2Xp - mvrobd s was feap fhe paticral soverryect
pay the expenses of the militia only after they were
assenzlel ar”? —erchio? te o encadific Jde~tin-tien,

24r“r*1 1} T, Y Thga, pr, 1075 70T T yote

in the Hovase on the bill was 88 for and 53 against.
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Tha queatior was not vhethnr Jatvron's orxr Tavlor's nosition
was rorrect. It was zhaides »f Tavler's esarlier position on
the "Union Collewse Lothary o, 2.7 and the Sank of America.
Tavlor alsavs helieved taai ~orrvapzion in govarnment was
intolaxrabla, bn®t hs now e o-wsess? #hs sslicias that might

have opaned an avenua for onwrunt oractice.

John Tayvler helicr 2 “hnt coxvice teo the 71overnment

'l

was a privilege ac well 23 = rasponsibllity. In the first
sassilon of the Moarteont! Tongrnst a commenzation law had
passed the House, This pill granted House menmbers $£1,500 a
vear for their cervices, instead of the customars =ix dollars

per day. Tavlor oprosed the maamire on the belief +h

41:

vt it

was not necessary to pav groeat vages to bring distinomished

men to the House., 2nv nexscenrn who left the Con~rens hecause
of low wages could not hn indueed to return for fi1<teen
hundred dollars a vyear. e bhelieved that canable men would
desire service in the Hmize, and no substantial wage should
be offered as an inducement.?5 Tt must be remembered that
Tavlor was livino and thinking in an age when the educated
and landed aristocracy naturally gravitated inteo politics.
After the Civil ijar, this class would enter induvsatr— and
avoid »nlitics.

John Tavlor was a vatriot. He believed that the
highest honor in the country was to have fought in the

25Annals, 14 Cong., 2 Sess.,, pp. 594-599.



Anerican devolaticon., Mo s 314 3nldiers he nsed ko sav

"To have contributed in your measur<e . . . is Jistinction

enough to satiely Llone Wlguest asoirations »f a patriot's

o

kosom. "28  Ti:a sove patrizts, Taylor uad his pouents oFf
patrintic irrationalis., 7 navr offinar onoe laforazd him
that tha "mited Ctates flag could ba geen and recngnized on
tiae ocean at a yreater Adistance than that of anv other nation.
Howaver, if tho stars were increzased, the flag would bocome
less distinct to distant okservation. Tayler was proud that
the nation's flag held such a distinction and wanted to
prevent the United States from losing the honor. Ie
immediately provosed that the flag be restored to its
orisinal thirteen stars and strines and a law »2 nassed to
establish it permanently the sare.?’ 2As someone undoubtedly
pointed out, the ability *o racoonize the flag at a great
distance on the open seas riaght also have serious disadvantages.
This would he especially true in time of war. The motion
failed.

In 1817, Taylor beacame involved in a controversw
that alienated some ¢f hiz Mew York support. On Decanmber 11,
1816, Indiana was formally adritted to the Inion. Refore
that time, however, Indians had chosen electors to vote for

?6crose, Centennial History, p. 180.

27ﬁ§§§£§, 14 Cong., 2 Sess., pp. 263-262.
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President and Vice President in the 1816 election. When
Congress assembled on February 12, 1817, to formally count
the electoral votes for President, Taylor objected to
Indiana's votes being counted. He argqued that,

The joint resolution of December last, admitting that
State [Indiana) into the Union, was not a matter of

form merely, but a great Constitutional prerogative, to
be exercised by Congress; until which, a sister State
could not be admitted into the Union upon an equal
footing. If this was not so, where was the use of
pasasing on the form of Government adopted by the State,
and sanctioning “er admission, if she was admitted to

an equal footing already? The Electors of President
and Vice President having been elected in Indiana before

she was declared to be admitted into the Union by Congress,

he thought the votes of that State were no more entitled
to be counted than if they had been received from
Missouri, or any other Territory of the United States. .
The votes of Indiana, having been given previous to her
admission into the Union, were illegal, and ought not
to be received.28

Taylor presented an interesting case, but he was defeated
when Samuel D. Ingham of Pennsylvania moved that the
resolution be indefinitely postponed. This motion met with

29 Indiana cast her three votes

almost unanimous agreement.
for James Monroe of Virginia for President, and Daniel D.
Tompkins of New York for Vice President.30 Relations

between Tompkins and Taylor had already been strained over

281p3id., pp. 945-946.
291pia., p. 949.

30plectoral votes in 1817 were as follows: For President-
James Monroe 183, Rufus King 34. For Vice President-bDaniel
Tompkins 183, John E. Howard 22, James Ross 5, John Marshall
4, Robert G. Harper 3.
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Taylor's earlier support of DeWitt Clinton.31 This episode
only served to widen the gap to Taylor's disadvantage,

From November 1818, until February 1819, Taylor was
inactive in legislative matters. During these months, he
was preparing for the largest fight of his career; opposition
to slavery in the territory of Missouri.

The United States acquired what is now Missouri as
a part of the Louisiana Purchase treaty of 1803. Slavery
had existed throughout the territory under French and
Spanish rule, and the American government promised to main-
tain and protect the inhabitants in the free enjoymwent of
their liberty, property, and religion.32 The term property
presumably included slaves. Between the years 1803 and 1820,
there was a large influx of slaveholding immigrants into
Missouri. In 1803, Missouri had just over 3000 slaves, as

compared to ten thousand by 1820.33

Until 1819, the Congress
did nothing tc surtail the extension of slavery into Missouri

territory.34

3lgee page 24.

32gunter Miller, ed., Treaties and Other International
Acts of the United States of America 11 (Washington: The
United states Government Printing Office, 1931), p. 50l.

33richard T. Stevenson, The History of North America
XII (Philadelphia: George Barrle and Sons, 1905), p. 183.

34There was an outburst over slavery in 1812, when
Congress raised Missouri to the second grade of territories.
Representative Abner Lacock of Pennsylvania introduced a
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In 1816, Missouri was elevated to the highest rank of
territories, and the next year the people of Missouri
petitioned Congress for admission to statehood. 32 During
1818-1819, the question of admission was considered by
Congress. On February 13, 1819, the House resolved itself
into a Committee of the Thole to consider bills to enable
the people of Missouri to form state governments. During the
debate over Missouri, James Tallmadge, Jr., moved to amend
the bill in the following manner:
And provided also, That the further introduction of
slavery or involuntary servitude be prohibited, except
for the punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall
be duly convicted; and that all children of slaves,
born within the said state, after the admission thereof
into the Union, shall be free but mag be held to service
until the age of twenty-five years.3
With the introduction of this proposed amendment to the
Missouri enabling bill, James Tallmadge received the distinc-

tion of precipitating the Missouri controversy. 'Tallmadge

motion to prohibit the admission of slaves into the territory.
The motion only received seventeen votes. See, Annals, 12
Cong., 1 Sess., p. 1248, The debate at that time was not
recorded. Joseph Gales and William Seaton, who were in
charge of reporting the congressional addresses, were not
always thorough in their work. Many times their reporter
arrived late, or was absent from the entire proceedings.

At some places they simply record that a congressman spoke

in an inaudible tone.

35annals, 15 Cong., 1 Sess., pp. 591, 840, 1391-1392,

36Annals, 15 Cong., 2 Sess., I, p. 1170.
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did not work alone, and much of the responsibility belonged
to his friend and colleague, John Taylor. Tallmadge was
the first to admit this. 1In a letter to John Taylor he
stated, "The Missouri Bill . . . is our child-& with me a
Darling favourite."37 Tallmadge regarded himself and John
Taylor as the parents of the antislavery amendment. The
two men had worked together, but they were secretive, and
it is impossible to trace the background of the amendment. 38

Samuel Eliot Morison has charged that the amendment
was based on political considerations; not a sincere desire
to retard the growth of slavery or prevent its expansion into
the territories. According to Morison, "Surviving Federalist
politicians and Republicans of the Middle states saw an
opportunity to create a solid North; to 'snatch the sceptre
from Virginia.'" He believes that "fear of a Federalist
renaissance caused enough Northern Republicans to defect from

antislavery to pass a compromise measure."3S Morison

373ames Tallmadge, Jr., to John W. Taylor, December 4,
1820. John W. Taylor papers, The New York Historical Society
as guoted by Glover Moore, The Missouri Controversy (Lexington:
The University of Kentucky Press, 1953), p. 33.

38George Dangerfield, The Awakening of American
Nationalism (New York: Harper and Row, 1965), p. 107.

3%5amuel Eliot Morison, The Oxford History of the
American People (New York: oxford University Press, 1965),
pp. 404=405.
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tedly based his opinion on the fact that there was an
made in the debate by tlenry Clay, Philip Barbour, and
s, to belittle the opposition to slavery expansion as
fort of the Federalists to recover ground lost during

} War of 1812. 1In reality, little or no politics was
wived.40 Neither Tallmadge nor Taylor were Federalists.
820, there were only 25 Federalists in the total House
spresentatives’ membership of 186.41 Taylor was an
dtious politician, but his political aspirations 4id not
beyond the House. Undoubtedly he was later happy with
Speaker's position; but he was smart enough to realize
jat he could never defeat Henry Clay.42 Taylor's position
‘vnlavery was sincere, and based on a philosophy developed

lier in life.

: 40gee Dwight L. Dumond, Antislavery (Ann Arbor: The
EniverSLty of Michigan Press, 1361), pp. 102-108. Also,
Moore, Missouri Controversy, pp. 33-65.

41

Dumond, Antislavery, p. 382,

4215 1823, when the opportunity presented itself,
Paylor declined to run against Henry Clay for Speaker of
the House. Hubert B, Fuller, The Speakers of the House
(Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 1909), P. 53. George
Dangerfield presents an unsubstantiated claim that Taylor
"was a politician through and through, and . . . believed
that a stand on slavery would increase his political influ-
ence.” See, Dangerfield, American Nationalism, p. 10&. It
must be remembered that in Saratoga County, where it counted,
Taylor's political influence was never in jeopardy.
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James Tallmadge represented well educated and politi-
cally active Negroes in New vork.43 But, there is no
evidence that the Negro vote had any relation to the amend-
ment or his general philosophy toward slavery.“

The South was unprepared for the Tallmadge Amendment,
It came as a total surprise. Thomas H. Benton, a later
opponent of secession, commented that John Scott who was
Missouri's territorial delegate in Congress, learned of the
amendment, "at a late period, at second hand, through the

45 The

medium of a foreigner, the Portuguese ambassador."”
supreme irony is that Taylor himself was unaware of the
important role he was to play in the debate. This was not
due to poor management, but rather to the unexpected illness
of James Tallmadge after the amendment was introduced.46 1t

was up to Taylor and Elijah Mills of Massachusetts to carry

43Dumond, Antislavery, p. 382,

44Dangerfield submits that "Tallmadge may have offered
his amendment because his conscience was affronted, and for
no other reason." See Dangerfield, American Nationalism,
p. 108. Moore agrees with this position and submits that
while, "more of a politician than a statesman, Tallmadge did
have deep convictions and seems to have been motivated
primarily by humanitarian and patriotic considerations in
opposing the extension of slavery to new states."” See Moore,
Missouri Controversy, p. 38.

451pida., p. 40.

4GTallma.dge presented his amendment the same day he
returned from New York after attending the funeral of his
son. He became ill shortly thereafter.



47
the brunt of the fight. 1In Taylor's remarks to the House,
he explained that he could not do justice to the subject,
"owing in part to the unexpected manner in which it was
taken up."47
Henry Clay opposed the amendment and attempted to
have it thrown out. His attitude toward slavery was a combi-
nation of theoretical dislike and practical tolerance, 48
Clay was a founder of the American Colonization Society
which formally began in Washington on December 21, 1816.49
However, other than this plan to colonize free Negroes in
Africa, Clay was unable to find a solution to the slavery
issue.®0 (Clay arqued that the Tallmadge Amendment should be
withdrawn on the ground of humanity. To this charge Taylor
replied,
The humanity to which he appeals is base coin; it is
counterfeit, it is that humanity which seeks to palliate
disease by the application of nostrums, which scatter its

seeds through the whole system—--which saves a finger to-
day, but amputates the arm tomorrow.

47Annals, 15 Cong., 2 SGBB., P. 1179.

48
Glyndon G. Van Deusen, The Life of enr
(Roston: Little Brown and Company, 1937) I§7 220.

491pid., p. 137.

50Ibid., p. 425. Clay died without resolving the Negro
issue. In his will, he left provision for sending his slaves
back to Africa. See pp. 419~-420.

5lgtevenson, History, XII, pp. 184-185. Also, Annals,
15 Cong., 2 Sess., p. II?E.
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Taylor believed that it was "ruinous economics"” and "worse
morals” to allow the extension of slavery. His argument
in favor of the Tallmadge Amendment was based on three
premises.>2 First, it was immoral to allow the extension of
slavery into Missouri, second, Congress had the constitutional
power to pass the amendment, and third, it was expedient to
do so.

Taylor began his address with the assertion that the
amendment was not just a question for the people of Missouri.
The decision of the House would, "decide the destiny of
millions." The territory wesi: of the Mississippi was vast,
and many states would eventually be formed from it. It was
the people of Missouri who were "to set in motion the
machine of free government beyond the Mississippi.” Ee
reminded his colleagues that,

Our votes this day will determine whether the high

destinies of this region, and of these generationms,
shall be fulfilled, or whether we shall defeat them
by permitting slavery, with a%} its baleful conse-

quences, to inherit the land.

Taylor attempted to prove that Congress had the
constitutional power to prohibit the future introduction

of slaves into Missouri before admitting it to statehood.

He based his argument on the provision that "New States may

52por the full text of Taylor's address, see appendix
or Annals, 15 Cong., 2 Sess,, pp. 1170-1179.

535ee Annals, 15 Cong., 2 Sess., p. 1170 in appendix.



49
be admitted by the Congress into this Union . . .54 Taylor
believed that this provision was discriminatorv in its
intent; because obviously, Congress might admit new states,
or refuse to admit them. He argued that if Congress could
refuse to admit a state, it could certainly prescribe rules
under which a new state might be admitted. Again he based
his argument on the Constitution. "The Congress shall have
Power to dispose of and make all needful Rules and Regula-
tions respecting the Territory or cther Property belonging
to the United States."55 This power had never before been
guestioned, Ohio had been adnitted to the Union in 1803,
with the stipulation that nothing in the state's constitution
should he contradictory to the Northwest Ordinance of 1787.
Article six of the Ordinance stated,

There shall be neither slavery nor involuntary servitude
in the said territory, otherwise than in the punishment
of crimes g%ereof the party shall have been duly
convicted,
Congress had also prohibited slavery in Indiana and Illinois
by application of the Northwest Ordinance. To add further

support to his claim, Taylor stated that in 1811, Congress

54The Constitution of the United States, Article 1IV.,
Section IIXI.

551pia.

S6annals, 15 Cong., 2 Sess., p. 1172 in appendix. See
Henry S. Cormager, ed., Documents of American History (New
York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 1963), pp. 128-132, for the
full text of The Northwest Ordinance.




had required the people of Orleans Territory to establish
trizl by jury, and even make ©Tnglish their official language
before allowving them to form a constitution and state govern-
nent.,

After his proof that Congress had the right to place
restrictions on a territory before admission, he then pro-
ceeded to show that doing so in the case of Missouri was
expedient. Taylor declared that Southerners had long
reagretted the existence of slavery. But, thay had blamed
their ancestors for the shame and guilt of the institution,
and had taken none of tha responsibility themselves., If
slaverv were perwitted in Missouri, future generations could
look back "to the proceedings of this day, say of them, as
they have been constrained to speak of their fathers, ‘we
wish their decisicn had been different.'™ If slavery were
permitted in the land west of the Mississippi River, Taylor
argued that slaves would continually be smuggled in from
Africa in violation of the laws prohibiting the foreign

slave trade.57

57t the time of the Missouri controversy, many slaves
were being smuggled into the United States. See William E.
B. Du RBois, The Suppression of the African Slave-Trade to the
United States of America 1638-1870 {New York: Longmans,
Green and Company, 1896), pp. 108-130. On March 3, 1819,
Congress saw fit to amend the act prohibiting the foreign
slave trade. See Dumond, RAatislavery, pp. 123-12%,
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While 2 negro man is bought in Africa for s few gewgaws
or a bottle of whiskey, and sold at New Orleans for
twelve or fifteen hundred dellars, avarice will stimulate
to the violation of your laws,.58

Taylor also argued that southern migration to Missouri
would be retarded no more without slavery, than northern
migration would with it. He charged that the South with its
slave system had degraded labor, and no northern white
laborer would go to Missouri to be ranked with a Negro slave.
Taylor illustrated his point in an attack on Henry Clay.

I cannot better illustrate this truth than by referring
te a remark of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky. .
. . With what abhorrence did he speak of the performance,
by your wives and daughters, of those domestic offices
which he was pleased to call servile! What comparison
4id he make between the "black slaves" of Xentucky and
the "white slaves™ of the North; and how instantly did
he strike a balance in favor of the condition of the
former! If such opinions and expressions, even in the
ardor of debate, can fall from that honorable gentleman,
what ideas do you suppose are entertained of laboring
men by the majority of slaveholders?>9

Taylor argued that physical lahor was believed disgraceful
in slave states, and the *ruth of that statement was found
in the fact that only slaveholders were holding public office
in the South,
When have we seen a Representative on this floor, from
that section of our Union, [South] who was not a slave-
holder? Who but slaveholders are elected to their
State Legislatures? Who but they are appointed to £ill

their executive and judicial offices? I appeal to
gentlemen, whether the selection of a laboring man,

58Annals, 15 Cong., ? Sess., ». 1175 in appendixX.

391pbid., p. 1177.
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however wall educated, would not be considered an
extraordinary event?60

Taylor commented that he objected to any system that had
the net effect of “rendering labor disgraceful.”
Taylor then attacked the views of Representative
Philip Barbour of Virginia who had argued that the Tallmadge
Amendment would reduce the price and diminisn the sale of
public land in Missouri. He compared the agricultural
conditions in Maryland to those of the free states of New
York and Pennsylvania, stating that land in Maryland could
be purchased for five or six dollars an acre, while similar
land in New York sold "at a rate ten times higher."
Who has travelled along the line which divides that
State [Marvland] from Pennsylvania, and has not
observed that no monuments are necessary to mark the
houndary; that it is easily traced by following the
dividing lines between farms highly cultivated ana
rlantations laying open to the common and overrun with
weeds; between stone barns and stone bridges on one
#ide, and stalk cribs and no bridges on the other;
between a neat, blooming, animated, rosy-cheeked
peasantry on the one side, and a squalid, slowmotioned,
black population on the other? Our vote this day will
determine which of these descriptions will hereafter
best suit the_ inhabitants of the new world beyond the
Mississippi.el
After Taylor spoke, the debate was continued by
Timothy Fuller and Arthur lLivermore.®2 Both men demanded

601pid.

6lypid., p. 1178.

628ee Annals, 15 Cong., 2 bSess., pp. :179-1193, for
the full text of both speeches.
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the exclusion of slavery frorm Missouri, but unlike Taylor
they gqualified their remarks by admitting that Congress had
no right to interfere with slavery in the states where it
was already established. O©On February 15, the Cormittee of
the Whole decided to incorporate the Tallmadge Amendment
in the Missouri bill by a vote cf 79 to 67.93

The second session of the Fifteenth Congress was also
involved with allowing slavery in the Arkansas Territory.
In 1820, Arkansas had a vpopulation of 14,273, There were
12,579 white residents, fifty-nine free Negroes, ard 1,617
slaves, 64 Tavlor played an important role in the debate over
Arkansas. In many respects, the debate was similar to the
one over Missouri, however, it differad in one fundamental
aspect. In the case of Arkansas, Congress was ask2d to
impose conditions on a territorial ~overnment. "“hon Congress
began debate, John Tavlor nroposed ar amendmnnt to the
Arkansas bill which wovld prohibit the existence of =lavery
in the territory.65 The vote over the Tavler Amendment

indicates the extreme sectiocnalism that had develored over

the slave issue. The main ohjection to Misgsouri's admission

631hid., p. 1193,
i 64pyreau of the Censuse, Historicel Stetistice, »
statistical abstract supplement (Washington: United States
Covernmert Printing rnffice, 1961), pr. 13.

5pnnals, 15 Corg., 2 Sess., vp. 1222, 1231. The
Amendment was similar to the Tallmadge Amendment.
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as a slave state was that it lay in the same latitude as
Ohio, Illinois and Indiana. 1TIn the opinion of the South,
the location of Arkansas likewise raised objections to pro-
hibiting slavery. ¥From & constitutional viewnoint, the
North had a better argument in Arkansas than Missouri. Many
Southerners agreed that Conoress could n»nrohibit slavery in a
territory, but not in a state. The South won the fight and
defeated the Taylor Amendment. The vote in *he House was

close and sectionzl in character,66

66nhe vote by states on the question of gtriking the
Taylor Amendment from the Arkansas bill on February 19.
Lhi‘j:‘q.' mp,. 1273‘-127‘.

&

STATEH YES o]
New hampshire 1 4
Vermont 5
Massachusetts 4 14
Rhode Island 2
Connecticut 7
New York 3 24
New Jersey 2 4
Pennsylvania 1 22
Ohio 3 3
Indiana 1
Illincis 1
Delaware 1 1
Marvland 8
Virginia 23
North Carolina 13
Sfouth Carolina 7
Georgia 6
Kentucky 9
Tennessee 5
Mississippi 1
Louisiana 1l
TOTAL., . . « o

ool
|

87
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The most important thinc abcut the Arkancas hill was
that it inaicated that compromise wag possihle in the
question of Missouri. Tavlor had failed to prohibit slavery
in Arkansas, but he felt it micht he poesihle tc prevent
gslavery in Missouri. With this in mind, he proposed an
anmendment to the Arkansas hill to nrevent the future intro-
duction cf slaves irto any territorvy lvinc ncrth of 36° 30,67
This was the southern broundarvy of Missouri. The amendment
started a chain reactior amona other Corgressmen who agreed
with Taylor's ideas, but had other lines in rind. Tayvlor
finally realized that the Youse could not agree on 36° 30',
or anv other line of compromise and withdrew hiz rronosal.

When the Sixteenth Conoress convened on Decemher §,
1319, there was still no snlution to the “issnuri contro-
versv. John Tavlor suariested that a3 svecial committee of
saven be established to resolwve the question o the zatig-
faction of both sides.68 1infeortunately, Tavlier was nmmointed
to head the committee, and i+ war cbvious from the start
that he was a poor choice. The South regarded Tavinr as a
radical and fanatic where mattars of glaverv wara concarned.
Fecause of hig pronosal o€ 36° 30' in the previous Congress,
many Northerners baelieved Tavlor woudd qgo too far toward

conpromise.

671pia., pp. 1280-1282.

68pnnals, 16 Cong., 1 Sess., pp. 732, 734-735,



56
The Taylor committee solved nothing, and on December
28, 1819, i%t was discharied fooa any further cousideration

of the matter.69

If Congress had leen wiser in its selection
of a chairman; or if Tavlor, himself, had been willing to
admit that he was the wrong person %o affect a solution,

the Missouri question mars have been resolved in 121%, Partly
because of this blunder, and partly because both sides were

not vet convinced that compromise was necessary, the Missouri

situation was not resolved until 1821,

691-14a,, »p. 87°1-297,




CHAPTER IV
SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

After living a dozen years in New York, I don't
pretend to comprehend their politics. It is a
labyrinth of wheels within Yheels' and it is under-
stood only by the managers.
This was the conclusion of Oliver Wolcott, a Secretary of the
Treasury in George Washington's cabinet, and a governor of
Connecticut. He was referring to the political struggles
in New York during the early part of the nineteenth century.
Lee Benson, in his study of New York politics, expressed the
opinion "that the 'managers' were almost egqually baffled when
they contemplated that 'vast deep,' that 'most unfathomable
of subjects, the politics of the State of New York.'*2 1In
the early nineteenth century, the Republican party was divided
into factions and, at the same time, absorbing the declining
Federalists. Therefore, "The decade after 1816 stands out as
a period of great confusion, even in a state where confusion
is the political norm."3
This chapter is not an analysis of the "labyrinth of

wheels within wheels” in an attempt to straighten the intricate

1ps quoted in Alexander, Political History of the State
of New York, I, p. iii.

21ee Benson, The Concept of Jacksonian Democracy: New
York as a Test Case (Princeton: Princeton University Press,

1561), p. 3.
’Ibid., p. 4.
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maze, although it is evident that someone should. The purpose
of this chapter is to analyze John Taylor's career as Speaker
of the House of Representatives during the years when New
York politics was in turmoil. It attempts to determine
which of the many political factiocns were responsible for
his defeat, and why.

On November 20, 1820, the second session of the
Sixteenth Congreas opened in Washington. It seemed evident
that the entire struggle over Missouril would be rejoined.

It was impossible to determine the stand which the antislavery
members would take, but there were indications that they
believed that no compromise on slavery was posaible.4 Even
with these signs of further conflict in evidence, some
politicians misjudged the situation. John C. Calhoun, who
had just returned from a northern trip, was convinced that
the Missouri debates, even if they continued, did not indicate
that a North and South power struggle was imminent. Calhoun
believed that a few men in the North had drummed up the
Missouri question to increase their own political power.
We to the South ought not to assent easily to the belief,
that there is a conspiracy either against our property,

or just weight in the Union. A belief of the former
might, and probably would, lead to the most disastrous

4an anonymous pamphlet published in Connecticut in
October maintained that the compromise of 1820 was not bind-
ing on the North since it was a fraud and dealt with a subject
on wiiich no compromise could be made without violating
principle and duty. See, Moore, Missouri Controversy, p. 138.
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consequence. Nothing would lead more directly to
disunion with all of its horrors. That of the latter
would cooperate, as it appears to me, directly with
the scheme of the few designing men to the north, who
think they see their interest in exciting a struggle
between the two portions of our country. If we, from
such a belief, systematically oppose the north, they
must from necessity resort to a similar opposition to
us. Our true system is to look to the country:; and

to support such measures and such men, without regard
to sections as are best calculated to advance the
general interest. . . . Should emancipation be attempted
it must, and will be resisted at all costs, but let us
be cextain first that it is the real object, not by a

few, but by a large portion of the non slave holding
states.

Calhoun was wrong. He had underestimated the
sectional feelings about slavery in Misgouri.

On March 15, 1820, Ilenxry Clay wrote a private letter
to Langdon Cheves, the "Hercules of the Unilted States Bank"”
and former Speaker of the House (1814~1815), stating that
it was his intention to resign his House seat at the close
of the session. The reason Clay gave Cheves was a debt
incurred by a "reduction of rents and a still greater
depression in the value of all property.”

The obligations, imposed on me by this unexpected
creation of debt and by the relations in which & parent

and a husband stands, hage determined me to recommence
the practice of the Law.

SJohn C. Calhoun to Charles Tait, October 26, 1820,
as quoted by Charles M. Wiltze, John C. Calhoun: Nationalist
(New York: The Bobbs-Merrill Company, 1944), p. 219,

6James F. Hopkins, ed., The Papers of Hen_*
(Lexington: The University of Kentucky Press, 1961), p. 795
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Some historians cite gambling dehts as the real reason for
Clay's resignation.7

The selection of a Speaker to succeed Clay was one of
the first orders of business in the second session. Contrary
to what Calhoun thougitt, the llouse chose sides on the basis
of the slave issue. The contest for Speaker lasted three
days, and the principal contenders were John Taylor, and the
South's able champion, William Lowndes. Taylor ran on a
rlatform of protective tariff, internal improvements, and
opposition to the extension of slavery.8 The race for
Speaker also included John Sergeant of Pennsylvania, and
Samuel Smith of Maryland. After seven ballots the House

9 Smith and

still could not agree and decided to adjourn,
Sergeant had just enough support to keep either Lowndes or
Taylor from securing the necessary majority. The next day,

there was still no decision.1l0 rinally, on November 15, 1820,

Tsee Dangerfield, American Nationalism, p. 132, Van
Deusen, in his biography of Henry Clay, does not mention
gamkbling debts as the reason for the resignation. He refers
to the cause simply as, "Pressing business matters,"

Glyndon G. Van Deusen, The Life of Henry Clay (Boston:
Little Brown and Company, 1937), p. 140. Clay was in debt
several times because of gamkling, and his well known love
of the sport makes it a possibility that gambling was a
factor in his resignation.

SHubert Bruce Fuller, The Speakers of the House
(Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 1909), p. 5l.

9Annals, 16 Cong., 2 Sess., p. 435.
101pi4., pp. 436-437.
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Taylor was clected Speaker cf the House on the twenty-
second ballot.ll The eloction was close; on the seventeenth
ballot Lowndes had been only one vote from victory. There
were other issues involved in the sclection of the Speaker,
but Lowndes himself attriluted his defeat to the slavery

question.12

Since the beginning of the nineteenth century the
South had dominated the position of House Speaker; eight
Congresses had southern Speakers and only twc had Northerners.
Before 1819, this was insignificant, but the Missouri
Compromise had increased sectional feeling, and suddenly,
whether a Northerner or Southerner was Speaker became very
important. By 1819 most northern Representatives resented
southern domination, and in 1820 they made a stand to turn

the tide.

Taylor's election was greeted with approval from

Northerners, and condemnation from Southerners. Represantative

Solomon Van Rensselaer of New York wrote that

we have received one great victory in the choice of
Speaker, which like the Allies over Bonaparte, has
given our ranks confidence; and I hope and {glieve
we will put down the Missouri Constitution.

Senator John Walker of Alakama commented that

The South may write Ichabod on its banner-'the glory
is departed.' We shall have no more slaveholding

1lvpid., po. 437-438.

leoore, Missouri Controversy, p. 140,

13:pia.

g o
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Presidents, and heaceforth ve nust be content to choose
between the Clintons and the Tompkins-the Can?idates
whom tlie free States may deem fit to propose.
James Macdiison, who did not personally oppose Taylor,
regretted tl:at the selecciion of the Speaker should be based
on sectional alignments and antagonisms,.
I infer from the language of your letter that the contest
for the Chair terminated in favor of Mr. Taylor, and that
it manifested a continuance of the spirit which connected
itself with the Missouri question at the last session.
This is much to be regretted, as is the clause in the
constitution of the new State, which furnishes a text
for the angry & unfortunate discussion. . . . Would it
not be a better course to suspend the Admission until
the people of Missouri could amend their constitution;
provided their so doing would put an end to the contro-
versy and produce a quiet admission at the ensuing
session.
Taylor was an able man, but he was dwarfed by the
fame of his predecessor, and by his own actions. The
northern newspapers and Congressmen did not proclaim victory
because of Taylor's election for very long. The antislavery
forces received very little advantage from Taylor's position.
Until 1820, Taylor had been the leader of the antislavery
forces in Congress.l® Ile had served as whip, making the

motions, keeping traclk of alsentees, and sounding out votes

l41pia.

lsJames »adison to James Monroe November 19, 1820,
Gaillard Hupt, ed., The Writings of James Madison 1819-1836
1X (New York: C. P. Putnam's Sons, 1910), pp. 30-23I.

lsﬂoore, Missouri Controversv, p. 141.
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for the roll call. As Speaker, his policy resembled that of
the Speaker of the British House of Commons rather than
Speaker of the House of Representatives. As !oore corments,
"Taylor . . . soared away to Olympian heights of objectivity."17
He served no party and seemed to nourish no resentment against
the South, Ie appointed many Southerners to committees.
Moreover, when Henrv Clav returned to Congress in 1821,

Taylor did nothing to block his efforts toward sectional
compromise, 18

Taylor did everything in his power to remain objective.
In a letter to his wife dated February 20, 1821, Taylor
mentioned the fact that his constant aim was impartiality.l9
There may be several reasons why Taylor deserted the anti-
slavery forces, and left John Sergeant to lead the House
antislavery party. If Taylor had taken a stand on slavery
to increase his own political position, as George Dangerfield
suggests,zo he had achieved his goal, and it was no longer
necessary to continue supporting the antislavery forces.
However, with the South still opposed to hir becaure of

Missouri, and the antislavery forces now suspecting him of

Y71pia.
181pia.
19pangerfield, Bmerican Wationalism, p. 133r.

20ypia,, ». 108,
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indifference, it should have heen evident that his chances
of re-election were slim. Taylor made no effort to gain
support from any section or groun.

D. S. Alexander hints that Taylor felt the "no party"
stand taken by the Speaker of the House of Commons was the
proper attitude, and he was attempting to set a precedent
for its adoption in the House of Representatives.21 If this
was his goal, he left hiy colleagues mystified. The North
believed him a weakling on the slavery issue, and the South
thought he was simply trying to increase his political
position by gaining support from the Southern legislators
he had earlier opposed on the floor. Furthermore, Taylor did
not make any attempt to gain acceptance of the impartial
speaker doctrine he followed. There is no evidence that he
proposed ite adoption by the House.

The third possibility to explain his actions was that
his views on slavery were shifting., Politicians can never
e sure of the impact their legcislation might have. When
the Tallmadge Amendment was first proposed, Tavlor was as
strong an antislavery man as could be found in the House.
The next vear his position changed. Since he had proposed
comprowmise in the first session of the Sixteenth Congress, he

may have come to the conclusion that only through compromise

21Alexander, "John W, Tavler," n. 29.



could the growing secticnalism that appeared in his own
election to the Speakership be discouraged. This would
explain why he was willing o i+t Henry Clay attempt to
propose a compromise throudh stacke? committees. It seems
that Taylor's position on slavery was subordinated to his
committment to national unity.

On November 16, 1220, a cony of the Missouri Consti-
tution was referred to 2 select committee of the House. In
a committee of three, Taylor appointed two Southerners
including the committee chairman, Taylor's chief Southern
opponent for Speaker, Lowndes of South Carclina. The
committee recommended admission of Missouri, but the ¥ouse,
in an extremely sectional vote rejected the committee pro-
posal.22 On February 22, Taylor again helped Henrv Clay.
The "Great Pacificator" had proposed that the House select a
committae of twenty-three to confer with the Senate and
attempt to settle tha ¥igsourl question. Taylor rafused to
use his preroqgative of annointing the committee., Clay then
moved that the twentv-three man be selected hbv individual
ballot. He circulated a list around the House of men he

wanted on the committes, and thase were generally chosen.23

22Annals, 16 Cong., 2 Se=s,, pp. 440, 453-455, 699-770.
The vote was 93 against, and 79 for. Only one Southerner
(slave state) voted against admission, and only five Morther-
ners voted for it.

231pid., pp. 381-382, 1219-1220, 1223-1224. Also, Van
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When the Seventeenth Congress convened in Washington
in December 1821, the Missouri Controversy was over. The
Representatives and Senators elect from Missouri were seated.
It was obvious that "any attempt to prohibit slavery in
Missouri by act of Congress finally had been relegated to
the limbo of lost causes."Z24

Immediately after Congress convened, the House was
faced with the election of a Speaker. John Taylor, Louis
McLane and Caesar A. Rodney of Delaware, and Samuel Smith of
Maryland were the original contestants. On the second day of
balloting, Philip £. Barbour of Virginia entered the race
and received a majority of one on the twelfth ballot.25 To
some extent Taylor's defeat was due to southern Congressmen
who retained bitter memories of the man who led the fight to
restrict slavery in Missouri. More directly, his defeat was
due to New York political factions, and John C. Calhoun.

The War Department, headed by John Calhoun since
1817, came under sharp attack from the Sixteenth Congress.
Calhoun blamed the attack on Speaker Taylor, who had been
critical of the Department's military and Indian policies.

Taylor was not alone in his attack, but the incident was an

Deusen, Henry Clay, p. 146, and Thomas H. Benton, Thir%x Year's
View I (New York: D. Appleton and Company, 1863), p. 10.

24Moore, Missourl Controversy, p. 169.

25Annals, 17 Cong., 1 Sess., pp. 514-517.
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example cf a Speaker being held responsible for the actions

of the House.26

President James Monroe maintained a strict
hands-off policy with regard to Congress, therefore, Calhoun
appealed to Secretary of State John Q. Adams for help in

ousting Taylor.27

This was a mistake, John Q. Adams and
John Taylor had been friends from the latter's early days

in Congress. When Adams refused to help Calhoun,23 he
appealed next to Secretary of the Navy, Smith Thompson. The
Secretary was receptive, and he took the problem to the newly
elected Senator from New York, Martin Van Buren. 29 Taylor
professed neutrality as far as New York politics was concerned,
but Van Buren pointed out that Taylor had supported Clinton
for President in 1812, and the Clintonians had supported
Taylor's election as Speaker. Through Van Buren's able
manipulation, the "Bucktails" were able to defeat Taylor's
attempt at re-election.30

John Calhoun finally realized that his strategy had

been a mistake. John Taylor, Henry Clay, and William Crawford,

26y, ». Pollett, The Speaker of the House of Repre-
sen%gtives (New York: Longmans, Green, and Company, l1896),
P. n.

27Wiltse, John C. Calhoun: Nationalist, p. 235.

28Alexander, "John W. Taylor,”" p. 29.

29%yiltse, John C. Calhoun: Nationalist, p. 236.

301piaq., p. 236. Fuller, Speakers of the House, p. 52,
and Follett, Speaker of the liouse, p. 93.
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former Secretary of War (1815-1816), had been the chief
critics of Calhoun's administration of the War Department.
The election of Philip P. Barkour as Speaker was not only a
sectional victory for the South, but also a victory for
Crawford, whom Barbour favored for President.31 With
Barbour as Speaker, Crawford was in an excellent position to
continue his attack on the War Department. The defeat of
Taylor was a victory for the Bucktails over the Clintonians
in New York, and established Martin Van Buren, who had only
been in the Senate a month, as "perhaps the greatest manager"
in Waahington.32
On March 3, 1821, Henry Clay proposed a resolution
to thank John W. Taylor.
Resolved, That the thanks of this House be given to the
honorable John W. Taylor, for the assiduity, prompti-
tude, and ability, with which he has administered the
duties of the Chair.3
By 1821, it would be difficult to find anyone in the House
who had cause to be more grateful to Taylor than Clay. One

Congressman was totally ungrateful. The resolution passed

with one negative vote.34

311p44. Also, Wiltse, John C. Calhoun: Nationalist, p. 237.

321144,

33Hopkins, ed., Papers of Henry Clay, III, p. 57.

34Annals, 16 Cong., 2 Sess., pp. 1294-1295. The Congress-
man who voted against the resolution is not identified.
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Philip P. Rarbour was a rarrowly partisan Speaker.
Swith and Mcl.ane were favored with desirable committee
aprroirntments, but Rodney and Taylor were singled out for
rolitical destruction. Barbour was opposed to slavery
restristion as well as the tariff policy supported by
Taylor. Taylor's supporterc attempted to place him as head
of the Committee on Foreign Relations. From that position
ha would have bheen able to support Secretary of State Adams.
Barbour had no intention of permitting this., He appointed
Jonathan Rusgell, a bitter opponent of Adams, to head the
Foreign Relations Committee.33 1In 1823, Henry Clay again
ran for Speaker, Taylor declined the opportunity to run
against him, and Barbour was defeated on the first ballot
by a vote of 42 to 139.36

Prom 1822 until 1825, Tavlor's activities were limited
to membership on a congressional investigating committee,
and working for the election of John Q. Adams. In 1822,
the Kentucky Legislature nominated Henry Clay for President.37
William Crawford, then Secretary of the Treasury, was also
a contender. In an attempt to stop him, Ninian Edwards, a

former Illinois Senator, and then Minister to Mexico, filed

35Fu11er, Speakers of the House, p. 52.

361pia., p. 53.

37Van Deusen, Henr gl?%, pp. 160-179, analyzes Clay's
Presidential aspirations in 1822,
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charges ir Congresr acrusing CravZord of having "corruptly
favored certaln barks irn +the panic cf 1819."%38 e con-
splracy, knowvn as the "2, D. Plot," was, to Edward's

disarpointment, imrediatelv investigated.39

Eeven members,
including Jokn Taylor, vere on the investigating committee.
Senator James Nokle (Indiana) attacked Edwards by accusing
him of backing down from his charges when investigation had
beer authorized. He further accused Edwards of denying the
authorship of the 2. B. Publications, and even publicly
pralsing Crawford's role as Treasurer in an effort to dis-
gzsoclate himself from the plot. The committee conducted a
therovch investigation which completely exonerated Crawford. 40
Edwards, now totally discredited, attempted to clear himself
by denying Noble's charges of timidity and reaffirming his
part in naming Crawford for misconduct. In a letter to Taylor
dated August 8, 1824, he wrote,

I shall invalidate Noble's testimony. So help me God

it ia not true. HNever unless it was jesting did I ever

deny to anyone my authorship of those publications and
as to praising Mr. Crawford's vigilance and integrity

: 38Philip D. Jordan, "Some Correspondence of Ninian
Edwards," Journal of the Illinols State Historical Society,
vol. 24 (1931), p. 177n.

39Fuller, Speakers of the House, p. 54. Edwards hoped
that the charges would be apprcved by the Congress without an
investigation, and thus would hlock Crawford's Presidential
ambitions.

40

Ibid., p. 55.



and Loanagenent of the public Jinances, it is the last
i&%g? I could have heen expected to be proved against
After John (. Adars refused to help Calhoun oust
“ayler in 1321, Taylor becw o a strong supporter of adams
Zor Jresident. In 1824, e was the chief advisor to Adams
ci: New York politics. Iooking back on the eleection, it is
obvious that Taylor wus a poor cholce for advisor, Fortu-
inately for Yaylor, Adaws never realized the fact. The
powerZul Van Buren faction in New York wanted no part of
Toeylor, and because of his professed neutrality in 1821, he
vas cut of sympathy and out of touch, with the Clintonians.
As the campaign for President drew to a close, it
became obvious that the New York electorial vote could
determine, or highly influence the xresult of the election.
Adams realized the necessity of obtaining the New York vote,
but Taylor advised him "that the chances were overwhelmingly
in favor of the Van Buren machine's dominating the State for
crawford.”#2 aAdams remained in Washington and listened to
his chief advisor on New York first report that things were
going well, and then changing his mind, and report that things

were not going well. The truth was that Taylor 4id not have

41Jordon, "Ninian Edwards," p. 177.

42pennett C. Clark, John %, Adams (Boston: Little,
Brown, and Company, 1932), ». 208.



43

even a rowtz “len af hiat osas hoaooaning in Jew York,
Adans's victary in llew Yorh was the result of hard work by
Tharlow TTa2l, Janes Tallaaijye, aad Menry Whaaton.44 Adanms
Aid ot have aay concestion of what really happenad, and he
swr: tha credit to John Maylor for delivering the state.
Tharlow tlead was oanly »olitely received when he called on
the President at the Thilte llouse shortly after the election.45
Taylor had done all he could to briag the New York vote to
2 2ama, but his contrilhution was not as great as others,

John Q. Adams's first test with the new Congress was
ver the elsction of a House Speaker. John Taylor and
Dani=l Wekzter were the two prospective candidates. Webster
had alzo opposed the admission of Missouri as a slave state,
and wany of his personal friends were pushing hin for
Speaker.‘s During the Presidential election, 2Adams had
gecured a promise from Webster not to oppose Taylor for
Speaker. Webster 'ept his promise. e had verv little

interest in being Spealer hecause it would limit his effec-

tiveness on the floor, and also deprive him of lucrative

4311,1G6., p. 218.

por an analysis of the election of 1824 in New
York, see Ibid., pp. 202-228. Also, Samuel F. Bemis, John
Quinc§ Adais and the Union (wew York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1956),
pD. -32.

451p1d., p. 138.

461nia., p. 72.



incume foum aryddiy Cases welors cuae yalted States Suprelse
courc. 7 Adans's support for Taylor weaikened the President's
PUSLLL0n Lia the South, Lt Lo support ilebster would have

o weally waraful. The uigat cefore the election Taylor
anw acans nad a lengtiyy ciscussion at the Wolte House.

Dayiws reported, "I expect 105 votes."48

Adams told Taylor
tuat ne espected hlm Lo favor tue sdwinistration in the
cursdlttee appoiatments.

John Taylor was clected on tae second ballot by a
wajority of two votes.®? Taylor believed that the election
sezulis indicated that the aAdministration opposition was
disunited, kut also that Adams nad little iznfluence on the
Lhiouse membership.50

Since 1813, Taylor Liad been Llessed with an admiring
constituency. lis election as speaker prompted the

wallston Spa Gazette to comment,

47

48Ibid. There were 214 members in the House, and the

election required a simple majority of those present.

Ibido’ po 75.

4970hn W. Tayloxr, 99 votes; Louis MclLane of Delaware,
44 votaes; John W. Campbell of Chio, 42 votes; Andrew Steven-
son of Virginia, 5 votes; scattering, 3 votes: total 193.
Dangerfield, American Nationalism, p. 242n., Unfortunately,
there was no personal roll call for the election, so it is
imposeible to determdine the scetionaliswm involved in Taylox's
election. It is reasonahle, however, tc assume that the
South opposed his election.

*01pid., p. 242.
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We felicitate the fraemren of this county in the result
of the choice of our henorable representative, Mr. John
W. Taylor, as Speaker of the Fouse of Representatives
cf the United State=z. This 1s rot alone a triurpna over
the machinationz of Van Puren an? the Crawvford party,
but it is a triumph of wmodest merit over a clan of
political disorganizers, headed by the honorable Mr.
Van Buren. Yes, freemen of Saratoga, the man of your
choice has proved himself worthy of the high statigg of
Speaker of the 19th Congress of the Unitea States.
Regardless of the Gazette's comments Taylor's second
term as Speaker was largely uneventful. The 1826 Congressional
elections placed the majority of the House of Representatives
against the President. Adams noted that for the first time
in American history an administration, only two years old,
had lost control of Congress.52 The anti-administration
forces gquickly removed Taylor as Speaker (104 to 94), and
replaced him with Andrew Stevenson of Virginia. Tne aefeat
of Taylor was due to three things: (1) his antislavery policy
and his role in the Missouri Compromise caused many Souther-
ners to reject him; (2) Jonn Q. Adams did nothing to nelp

him in r.~elect10n:53 and (3) the New York factions united and

5lpallston Spa Gazette, December 13, 1815.

szbangerfield, American Nationalism, p. 274. See
also Beris, John "mincy dAare, n, 86,

53Taylor hed heen frleelv accvsed of "qgross sevual
irregularities,” and Adams took the accusations at iface
valus., Dangerfi=ld refors teo Mavler as a "rild rhilanderer,”
but even this mild accusation does not seem to have any
basir. Dangerfield, 2rericar Vatiopaliem, p. 274n.



turned against him,54 1n 1826, Dewitt Clinton became
Governor of New York. 2 had supported BAndrew Jackson
for President in 1824, and Clinton's victory was enough
to convince Van Buren that "Jackson was the man to follow.">3
The Clinton and Van Buren factions began to cooperate in
1827, with the result that the New York delegation in Congress
was hopelessly split when the vote for Speaker was taken.
With both groups supporting Jackson, Taylor, who personally
despised Jackson, was quickly eliminated. 36

After President Jackson's inauguration, the New York
factions decided to eliminate Taylor from Congress. To this
end, they nominated Samuel Young of Ballston Spa to oppose
him. Young was Taylor's friend. They had organized the
Saratoga County Bible Society together and, when Taylor
left Albany for Congress, Young had taken his vplace in the
Assembly. Twice Sveaker of the State Assembly, a member
of the State Senate, and a candidate for governor of New
York in 1824, Young was an accomplished orator and an
effective politician.57 In 1830, he did not hold a public

54§biq. "The draft of an article by Taylor, dated
December 27, 1427, atirivutes ais uafeat o divisicas in
the New York delecation.”

S1pia., ». 274.

561b14.

57The Reagency had nominated Young to opvrose DeWitt
Clinton for governor in loz4. iiadis was cae last nomination
by legislative caucus in New York. Ellis, A Short History
of New York State, pp. 148-149.
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office, and readily accepted the opportunity to run against
Taylor. Taylor accepted tie cuallenge, and pointed out to
his constituents that whils voun~ wasz an effective orator,
he was an inconsistent politician. "He pretended to hate
slavery and backed the party that extended it, he orpnsed
duelling and accepted a challenge from Calhoun."38 He was
a believer in words only and, like Henry Clav combined
theoretical dislike of slavery and dueling with practical
acceptance.59 Young failed to point out the inconsistency
in Tavlor's philosophy, end although he was the most <erious
challenage in eighteen vears, Tavlor maintained his seat in
Conoaresgs,

The Jackson leaders were atill determined +n ~liminate
Tavlior. Thev charaed him with dunlicityv, ssandalens conduct,
and reijolced when he was defaatad for S»nakar, Thar ~—oke
evtenaivelw thronchont Saratora Conntv. and €inallv enlarged
the district to innInde Sabkenectady Cormtrr. 80 1onn Cramer
o¥ vWaterford was snlented £a anpoas Tavlor $n 1832, Cramer
rad »ecen in hoth ++n G+akn Canpte and Aszamhlr Aand in 1821,
was instrumental in 2hnlighina +ha nronertv remair~mant to

vorta in NMow el

58

. 1 -
Alovrands» | "Tahn 7, . ),

masrlor," ~. 77
59Van Danmen, Henww Alawv. »n, 137, 270,

GQHI@andﬁv- HTahn W, Maulae " n, 32,
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Taylor realized (st ne was colne te be defeated in
1832, 2lthough the Fatiocnel Rejuklican platfera was a
handicaz in ¥ew Yers arnd, Tayier dic net agree with osunry
Clay on nanv issues, te supported the party wiich Jdemanded
interral improvements, abolition of the gpoils ayvstem, and
distribution of proceeds from public land sales to the
states for educational purposes.61 Clay ard Taylor were
both defeated by the landslide vote for Jackson. For the
first time in twenty vears Saratoga County had a new repre-~
sentative in wWashington.

Rfter his defeat Taylor returned to Ballston Spa to
cortinue hie practice of law. He maintained an active interest
in relitics. Because of his hostility to Jackson, he soon

hecame associated with the rising Whir vartv., Local

"an+i-Tackson," "Anti-Mortaage," or "Anti-Regencv.” However,

in the VMayw Vork muniainal election of 1834, thev united for

+he firaet time and veed the name of "Whiqrez In August

1934, a nartvy aomventinn in Svracuse officiallv adonted the
*Mmic title, Tt than unanimouslv nominated William H. Seward
for qovrerynay nf New vark .63 Tavior vigorously suvpported

6lyria, -~ 23,

625y axandor, Palitical History of the State of New York,

I, p. 399.
€

“Ibid., p. 40.
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Seward and was profoundly disappointed when he was defeated
by William L. Marcy.®4 By 1834, Taylor was solidly in the
national Whig camp. He supported William H. Harrison for
President over Hugh L. White or Daniel Webster in 1836, and
helped in Seward's successful 1838 campaign for governor.
Although the Whigs had no definite platform in 16840, Harrison
personally favored a strong union, internal improvements, a
National Bank, military training, protective tariff, and honesty
in government. Taylor had supported a similar program as a
congressman, and he worked with Governor Seward to secure
Harrison's whig nomination. 85

In 1840, the Whigs nominated and electsed John Taylor
as a member of the State Senate. The next year he was
stricken with paralysis which eventually caused permanent
disability. He resigned from the Senate in 1842, and lived
the remainder of his life with his eldest daughter, Mrs.
William D. Beattie of Cleveland, Ohilo.

John W. Taylor is a secondary figure in American
history. His stature never approached that of his colleagues
such as Henxy Clay, John C. Calhoun, or Daniel Webster. But
in 1819, he was probably the most important man in American
politics. As a politician he rated very low. After 1820,

64A10xander, "John W. Taylor," p. 35. William L. Marcy,
181; wWilliam H. Seward, 168.

651pid.
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his political effectiven~es declined. Jis victory as speaker
in 1820 and 18224 was oniy i3s3’ Hl> Decause of nortaern
majoritics in Convtrass. T Tal lomt 311 Sootlern syuwpathy,
and his insistence on indanondense and non—aliguwent caused
hig narty in New Yor®h to “urn against Tiwm,  -ig conception
of compromise, and his timing were wrong. 1In 1825, he
refusaed to support hisz narty and was defeated for Speaker.

In 1832, he lost his seat in the Hounse hecause he supported
his partv and Henry Clsv. It waes nossible for Tavlor to
remaiﬁ in Congress twentv vears because of his porularity
at home, and becavse hie nprocition was disovcarized., When
the oprosition finallv decided +o eliminate him  thev vere
succeesful in a verv short verind of tire, TVwen e ™
Tavlor subordinated slrswarsv to nrtionpr) vpis- 4o 70320 he
raintained a bhelief thet eloverv wpe ev??  Tr 2rv-s -+ - £ 1854,
ke wam host to the rrnti-Vehraeka corverntinr, *+ that +timpe
Forace Creelev war vritina ir+r +te =~Tptform of thr now
rPermhlican party, the eare ideac cor ner-oyrenzi-on ~F - 1avery
that Tavlor had nrofeace’ dp 122n 66

TInlike many af +he slaverv restri~tinsri-ta "¢ ~rgued
that Conorvrenae conld ypacikriai elavaws 47 the Sarwita-i-=~, but
had no auvthoritwv t~ atnli~™ 3+ 4in +the 2rat-~e  T- Y-y 743

not Aualify ki~ vamarice, 7o Tde anmrort of $h- T2l dge

e ok -

Y

Gﬁilewanﬁerf Prliti~al T{oraps oF +he Clodkn ~E Vay
York, I1, p. 204. -
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The following is John W. Taylor's speech on the admission of
Missouri to the Union delivered before the United States
House of Representatives in February 1819, as recorded in

the Annals of Congress, 15 Cong., 2 Sess., The page numbers

correspond to the pages in the Annals.

ADMISSION OF MISSOURI
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The House having again resolved itself into a Committee
of the Whole, (Mr. Smith of Maryland in the chair,) on the
bill to authorize the people of the Missouri Territory to form
a constitution and State government, and for the admission
of the same into the Union-
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The question being on the proposition of Mr. Tallmadge
to amend the bill by adding to it the following proviso:

"And provided, That the further introduction of slavery
or involuntary servitude be prohibited, except for the .
punishment of crimes, whereof the party shall have been fully
convicted; and that all children born within the said State,
after the admission thereof into the Union, shall be free at
the age of twenty-five years:"

The debate which commenced on Saturday was to-day
resumed on this proposition; which was supported by Mr, Taylor,
Mr. Mills, Mr. Livermore, and Mr. Fuller; and opposed by Mr.
Barbour, Mr. Pindall, Mr. Clay, and Mr. Holmes.

This debate (which was quite interesting) involved two
questions; one of right, the other of expediency. Both were
supported by the advocates of the amendment, and generally
opposed by its opponents. On the one hand, it was contended
that Congress had no right to prescribe to any State the
details of its government, any further than that it should be
republican in its form; that such a power would be nugatory,
if exercised, since, once admitted into the Union, the people
of any State have the unquestioned right to amend their
constitution of government, &c.

On the other hand, it was as strongly contended that
Congress had the right to annex conditions to the admission
of any new State into the Union; that slavery was incompatible
with our Republican institutions, &c. . .

Mr. Tayloxr, of New York, spoke as follows-

Mr. Chairman, if the few citizens who now inhabit the
Territory of Missouri were alone interested in the decision
of this question, I should content myself with voting in
favor of the amendment, without occupying for a moment the




attention of the Cormittee. But the fact is far otherwise:
those whom we shall authorize to set in motion the machine of
free government beyond the Mississippi, will, in many
respects, decide the destiny of millions. Cast your eye on
that majestic river which gives name to the Territory, for
the admission of which into the Union we are about to provide;
trace its meanderings through fertile regions for more than
two thousand miles; cross the stony mountains, and descend
the navigable waters which empty into the Western ocean;
contemplate the States hereafter to unfurl their banners over
this fair portion of America, the successive generations of
freemen who there shall adorn the arts, enlarge the circle
of science, and improve the condition of our species. Having
taken this survey, you will be able, in some measure, to
appreciate the importance of the subject before us. Our votes
this day will determine whether the high destinies of this
region, and of these generations, shall be fulfilled, or
whether we shall defeat them by permitting slavery, with all
its baleful consequences, to inherit the land. lLet the
magnitude
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of this guestion plead my apology, while I briefly address a
few considerations to the sober judgment of patriots and
statesmen,

I will not now stop to @=xarinc the policy of extending
our settlements into the wilderness, with the astonishing
rapidity which has marked their progress, leaving within our
ancient borders an extensive country, unsubdued by the hand
of man. This inquiry, although intimately connected with the
subject, would too much extend the range of discussion at this
late period of the session. I, however, cannot forbear
reminding gentlemen that but few years have elapsed since the
opinion was often expressed, and earnestly inculcated by our
wisest and best men, that no locations ought to be made beyond
the Mississippi, until the original States and their Territories
should acquire a population of considerable compactness and
strength; and that our military posts should not be pushed
forward faster than was necessary to protect the frontier
settlements. A policy embracing more enlarged ideas, and more
magnificent projects, appears to have succeeded. We now talk
of forts at the mouth of the Yellow Stone, and military
establishments some fifteen or twenty hundred miles in the
Indian country, as objects of reasonable and easy achievement.
An honorable member from Virginia has this morning presented
a petition from sundry inhabitants of that State, praying of
Congress permission to settle on Columbia river, between the
Rocky Mountains and the Pacific ocean, probably intending to
introduce slavery into the remotest verge of Republican
territory. I pass over these subjects, however momentous,
and well deserving the attention of Congress, and come directly
to the points in issue.



First. Has Congress power to require of Missouri a
Constitutional prohibition against the further introduction
of slavery, as a condition of her admission into the Union?

Second., 1If the power exist, is it wise to exercise it?

Congress has no power unless it be expressly granted by
the Constitution, or necessary to the execution of some power
clearly delegated, What, then, are the grants made to
Congress in relation to the Territories? The third section
of the fourth article declares, that "the Congress shall have
power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations
respecting the territory, or other property, belonging to
the United States.”™ It would be difficult to devise a more
comprehensive grant of power. The whole subject is put at
the disposal of Congress, as well the right of judging what
requlations are proper to be made, as the power of making
them, is clearly granted, Until admitted into the Union, this
political society is a territory; all the preliminary steps
relating to its admission are territorial regulations. Hence,
in all such cases, Congress has exercised the power of deter-
mining by whom the constitution should be made, how its
framers should be elected, when and where they should meet,
and what propositions should be submitted to their decision.
After its formation, the Con-
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gress examine its provisions, and, if approved, admit the
State into the Union, in pursuance of a power delegated by the
same section of the Constitution, in the following words:

"New Shataes may be admitted by the Congress into the Union."”
This grant of power is evidsntly alternative; its exercise is
committed to the sound discretion of Congress; no injustice

is done by declining it. But if Congress has the power of
altogether refusing to admit new States, much more has it the
power of prescribing such conditions of admission as may be
judged reasonable. The exercise of this power, until now,

has never been questioned. The act of 1802, under which Ohio
was admitted into the Union, prescribed the condition that

its constitution should not ke repugnant to the ordinance of
1787. The sixth article of that ordinance declares, "there
shall be nejither slavery nor involuntary servitude in the
said Territory, otherwise than in the punishment of crimes
whereof the party shall have been duly convicted.” The same
condition was imposed by Congress on the people of Indiana and
Illinois. These States have all complied with it, and framed
constitutions excluding slavery. Missouri lies in the same
latitude. 1Its soil, productions, and climate are the same,
and the same principles of government should be applied to it.

But it is said that, by the treaty of 1803, with the
French Republic, Congress is restrained from imposing this
condition. The third article is guoted as containing the
prohibition. It is in the following words: "The inhabitants
of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of



the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according
to the principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoy-
ment of all the rights, advantages and immunities of citizens
of the United States, and, in the meantime, they shall be
maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their
liberty, property, and the religion which they profess." The
inhaitants of the ceded territory, when transferred from the
protection of the French Republic, in regard to the United
ttates, would have stood in the relation of aliens. The
cbject of the article doubtless was to provide for their
admission to the rights of citizens, and their incorporation
into the American family. The treaty made no provision for
the erection of new States in the ceded territory. That was
a question of national policy, properly reserved for the
decision of those to whom the Constitution had committed the
power., The framers of the treaty well knew that the President
and Senate could not bind Congress to admit new States into
the Union. The unconstitutional doctrine had not then been
broached, that the President and Senate could not only purchase
a West India island or an African principality, but also impose
upon Congress an obligation to make it an independent State,
and admit it into the Union. If the President and Senate
can, by treaty, change the Constitution of the United States,
and rob Congress of a power clearly delegated, the doctrine
may be true, but otherwise, it is false. The treaty, therefore,
has no operation on
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the question in debate. 1Its requirements, however, have been
faithfully fulfilled. 1In 1804, the laws of the United States
were extended to that territory. The protection afforded by
the Federal Constitution was gquaranteed to its inhabitants.
They were thus "incorporated in the Union," and secured in
the enjoyment of their rights. The treaty stipulation being
thus executed, "as soon as possible,” it remained a question
for the future determination of Congress, whether the Govern-
ment should remain territorial or Lecome that of an independent
State. In 1811, this question was decided in relation to
that part of the territory which then embraced nearly all the
population, and to acquire which, alone, the treaty had been
made, A law was passed to enable the people of the Territory
of Orleans to form a constitution and State government, and
to provide for its admission into the Union. Did Congress
then doubt its power to annex conditions to such admission?
No, sir, far from it. The government of Orleans had always
Leen administered according to the principles of the civil
law. The common law, 80 highly valued in other parts of our
country, was not recognised there. Trial by jury was unknown
to the inhabitants. Instead of a privilege, they considered
its introduction an odious departure from their ancient
administration of justice. ILeft to themselves, they never



would have introduced it., Congress, however, knowing these
things, made it a conditicn of their admission into the Union,
that trial by jury should be secured to the citizen by a
Constitutional provision,

Even the language of the Territory was recuired to be
changed, as a condition of its admigsion. The inhabitants
were wholly French and S€panish., Theirs were the only
langquages generally spoken, or even understood. But Congress
required from them a Conetitutional vrovision, that their
legislative and judicizl proceedings ehould be conducted in
the Enclish language. They were not left at liberty to
determine this point for themselves. From these facts, it
appears that Congress, at that day, acted from a conviction
that it possessed the nower of prescribing the conditions of
their admission into the Union,

Gentlemen have gaid the amendment is in vioclation of the
treaty, because it immairs the property of a master in his
slave. Is it then pretended, that, notwithstanding the decla-
ration in our bill of righte, "that all men are created equal,"
one individual can have a veated property not only in the
flesh and bloed of his fellow man, but also in generations not
yet called into existence? Can it be believed that the supreme
Legislature has no power toc provide rules and regulations for
ameliorating the condition of future ages? And this, too,
when the Constitution itself has vested in Congress full
sovereignty, by authorizing the enacement of whatever law it
may deem conducive to the welfare of the country. The sover-
eignty of Congress in relation to the States, is limited by
specific grants--but, in regard to the Territories, it is
unlimited. Missouri was pur-
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chased with our money, and, until incorporated into the family
of States, it may be gcld for money. Can it then be main-
tained, that, althouch we have the power to dispose of the
whole Territory, we have no right to provide acainst the
further inecrease of slavery within its limits? That, although
we may change the political relations of its free citizens
by transferring their country to a foreign Power, we cannot
provide for the gradual abcolitien of slavery within its limits,
rnor establish those civil regulations which naturally flow
from self-evident truth? Yo, sir, it cannot: the practice
of nations and the common sense of mankind have long since
decided these questions.

Having proved, as I apprehend, our right to legislate in
the manner proposed, I proceed to illustrate the propriety of
exercising it. And here I might rest satisfied with reminding
my opponents of their own declarations on the subject of
slavery. How often, and how elogquently, have they deplored
its existence among them? What willingness, nay, what solici-
tude have they not manifested to be relieved from this burden?
How have they wept over the unfortunate policy that first



introduced slaves into this country! How have they disclaimed
the guilt =nd shame of that original sin, and thrown it back
upon their ancestors.! I nave with pleasure heard these avowals
of regret and confided in their sincerity: I have hoped to
see its effects in the advancement of the cause of hurmznity.
Gentlemen have now an oprcrtunity of putting their principles
into practice; if they have tried slavery and found it a
curse; 1f they desire to dissipate the gloom with which it
covers their land; I call upon them to exclude it from the
Territory in question; plant not its seeds in this uncorrupt
soil; let not our children, looking back to the proceedings
of this day, say of them, as they have been constrained to
speak of their fathers, "we wish their decision had been
different; we regret the existence of this unfortunate popula-
tion among us; but we found them here: we know not what to
do with them; it is our misfortune, we must bear it with patience."

History will record the decision of this day as exerting
its influence for centuries to come over the population of
half our continent. If we reject the amendment and suffer
this evil, now easily eradicated, to strike its roots so deep
in the soil that it can never pe removed, shall we not furnish
some apology for doubtino our sincerity, when we deplore its
existence-~-shall we not expose ourselves to the same kind of
censure which was pronounced by the Saviour of Mankind upon
the Scribes and Pharisees, who builded the tombs of the pro-
phets and garnished the sepulchres of the righteous, and said,
if they had lived in the days of their fathers, thev would
not have been partakers with them in the blood of the prophets,
while they manifested a spirit which clearly oroved tinem the
legitimate descendents of those who killed the prophets, and
thus f£illed up the measure of their fatihers' iniquity?

Mr. Chairman, one of the gentlemen from Ken-
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tucky (Mr. Clay) has pressed into his service the cause of
humanity. He has pathetically urged us to withdraw our amend-
ment and suffer this unfortunate population tc ke dispersed
over the country. He says they will be better fed, clothed,
and sheltered, and their whole condition will be ¢reatly
improved. 8ir, true humanity disowns his invocation.. The
humanity to which he appeals is base coinj; it is counterfeit,
it is that humanity which seeks to palliate disease by the
application of nostrums, which scatter its seeds through the
whole system--which saves a finger to-day, but amputates the
arm to~-morrow, Sir, my heart responds to the call of humanity;
T will zealously unite in any practicable means of bettering
the condition of this oppressed people. I aw ready to appro-
priate a territory to their use, and to aid them in settling
it~-but I am not willing, I never will consent to declare the
whole country west of the Mississippi a market overt for
human flesh, In vain will you enact severe lawe against the
importation of slaves, if you create for them an additional
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derand, by opening the western world to their emwrloyrent.
Wnile a necro man is boucht in 2Africa for a few gewgaws or

a hottle of whiskey, and scld at nNew Orleans for twelve or
fifteen hundred dollars, avarice will stimulate to the
viclation of your laws. Rotwithstanding the penaltics and
coniiscations denounced in vour statutes and actually enforced
on all detected offenders, the slave trade continues--a
vigilant execution of the laws may diminish it, but, while
you increase the demand and offer so great temptation to the
cupidity of unprincipled men, thev will encounter every
peril in the prosecution of this unhallowed traffic. The
gentleman from Kentucky has intimated his willingness, in
addition to the existing penalties upen transgression, to
discourage this inhumar commerce by declaring the imported
slave to be free. This provision, if established, would in
theory provide some remedv for the evil, but in practice it
would be found altogether inoperative., A slave is smuggled
into the country and by law becomes free; but the fact of
importation must be estanlished by witnesses in a court of
justice. In non-slaveholding States, all men are presumed
free, until the contrary be proved; but, where slavery is
established, all black men are presumed slaves, until thev
are proved free. This presumption alone would generally
present to the slave an insuperable obstacle to the success-
ful prosecution of his claim--he moreover would be poor,
unfriended, ignorant of our language, and under the watchful
eye of those whose interest it would be to allow no communi-
cation of his wrongs where redress could be ocbtained. The
right of freedom might exist, but he would find it impracti-
cable to enforce it, and he probably would have occasion to
feel that every effort to break his chains only increase their
weight and render his condition the more intolerable.

To the objection that this amendment will, if adopted,
diminish the value of a svecies of propertv in one portion of
the Union, and thereby operate unegually, I reply, that if,
by depriving
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slaveholders of the Missouri market, the business of raising
slaves should become less profitable, it would be an effect
incidentally produced, but is not the object of tne measure.
The law prohibiting the importation of foreicn slaves was not
pasgsed for the purpose of enhancing the value of those then
in the country, but that effect has been incidentally pro-
duced in a very great degree. So now the exclusion of slavery
from Missouril may operate, in some measure, to retard a
further advance of prices; but, surely, when gentlemen
consider the present demand for their labor, and the extent
of country in Louisiana, Missisgsippi, and Alabama, requiring
a2 supply, they ought not to oprrose their exclusion from the
territory in question. It is further ocbjected, that the amend-
ment is calculated to disfranchise our brethren of the South,



by Ciscouraging their emigration to the countrv west of the
Iiggissipri, If it were proprcescd to discriminate netween
citizens of the different sections of our Union, and allow a
Pennsylvanian to held slaves there while the power was denied
tco a Virginien, the objection wigiit very properly be nmade;
hut, vhen we place all on an equal footing, denying to all
what we deny to one, I aw unavle to discover the injustice or
inequality of which honcrasble gentlemen have thought proper
to complain, The descrivtion of emigrants may be affected,
in some measure, by the amendment in question. If slavery
shall ke tolerated, the country will bc settleé by rich
planters, with their slaves; if it shall be rejected, the
emigrante will chiefly consicst of the poorer and more laborious
classes of society. If it be true that the prosperity and
happiness of a countrv cught to constitute the grand object
of ite legislators, I cannot hesitate for a moment which
species of population descrves most to be encouraged by the
laws we may pass. Gentlermen, in their zeal to oppose the
amendment, appear to have considered but one side of the case.
If the rejection of slavery will tend to discourage emigration
from the South, will not its admission have the same effect
in relation to the Nortk and East. whence came the people who,
with a rapidity never rbefore witnessed have changed the
wilderness between the Onio and #Mississippi into fruitful
fields; who have erected there, in a period almost too short
for the credibility of future ages, three of tiie freest and
most flourishing States in our Union? They came from the
eastern hive; from that source of population wiiclk, in the
same time, has added more *nan one hundred tiousand inhabitants
to my native State, and furnished seamen for a large portion
of the navigation of the world; seamen who have unfurled your
banner in every nort to which the entermricse ~»f man has galined
admittance, and who, thouah poor themselves, have drawn rich
treasures for the nation from the bosom of the deep. Do you
believe that these poerle will settle in a countrv where they
mugt take rank with necro slaves? Having neither the ability
nor will to hold slaves themselves, they labor cheerfully
vhile labor is honorable; make it disgraceful, they will
despise it. You cannct desrade it more effectually than
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by establishing a systen whereby it shall be performed princi-
pally by slaves. The businsss in which they are generally
engaged, be it what it may, soon beccmes debased in public
estimation. It is considered low, and unfit for freemen.
I cannot better illustrate this truth than by referring to a
remark of the honorable gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. Clay.)
I have often admired the liberality of his sentiments. He is
governed by no vuloar prejudices; vet with what abhorrence did
he speak of the performance, by your wives and daughters, of
those domestic offices which he was pleased to call servile!



Waat coaparigon did he maks Leiiopn the "black slavos" of
Rentucky and the "walte slavers” ©F tne Morth; and how iastantly
did ne strike a kalance ir faver oF uhe condition of the
fermer!:  If cueh epinionz and e2xpressions, even in the ardor
cf debate, can fall from that hooorable gentleman, what ideas
dc you suppese are entertalinad of lahoring men by the majority
cf aslaveiholders? A gentleran from Virginia (Mr. Farbour)
replies, they are treated «ith confidence and eateem, and
their rights are respected. 83ir, I 4id not imacine they were
put out of the protectina of law. 7Their persons and rroperty
arc deoubtless secure fror viclence, or, if injured, the
courts of justice are cron for their redress. Ent, in a
country like this, where tie racile are zovereign, and every
citizen 13 entitled to ~quel righats, the mere exemption from
flagrant wrong ig no creat nrivilege. In this country, no
class of freemen should ~e excludad, either by law, or by
the ostraciem of nublic rrinion, more powerful than law, from
competing for offices and olitical distinctions, Sir, a
humane master will recrzzct the richts of his slave, anda, if
worthy, will honor him with confidence and esteem., And this
same measure, I apprehaond, is dealt out, in slavenolding States,
toc the laboring class of their white porulation, %ut whom of
that class have they ever called to fill stations of any
congiderable responsibiility? When have we seen a Representa-
tive on this fleoor, frow that section of ocur Unior, who was
not a slaveholder? ¥ho tut elaveholders are eicuited to their
State Legislatures? Whe but they are aprcinted to fill their
executive and judicial offices? I apreal to gertlemen, whether
the selection of a laboring¢ man, however will sducated, would
not be considered srn extracrdinary event? Yor this I do not
reproach my brethren of the fcuth. 7Thevy doubtliess choose
those to represent them in vhom they mest confide:; and far
be it from me tc intimate that their confidence is ever mie-
placed. But my obhjcction is to the introduction of a systen
which cannot but produce the effect of rendering laitor dis-
graceful.

An argument has been urged Ly a gentlemar rrom Virginia
(Mr, Barbour) against the nroposed amendment, connected with
our revenues, the sa’’, that by nrohibitinag the further intro-
duction of slaves into the vrovesed State, we should reduce
the price and 4diminish the sales cf cur puhlic lands. In my
opinion, the effect would e rrecisely the revsrse. True,
it is, that lands
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for cultivation have sold higher in klazrara thean in Illinois,
but thie is owing not to the reijecticn of sisvery in the one
and its admission into the other, but to the different staples
they are capable of producing. The advanced price of cotton
L.as created in market a demand for iands suited to its culti-
vation, and enhanced their value far beyond any former prece-
dent. But, to test the truth of the position, we must ascertain
the relative value of land in adjoining States, the one



allewing aad tie other rejecting slavery, wihere the climate,
coil, productions, and aavantages of warket are similar.
SoiaiSy lvaiiia and Marylana fucais.a fair speciwens of comparison
in all t.easc respects. wout Liere tiie result is in direct
bvyu~*ulud to the bOdJubLure of cile gentieman from Virginia.
uauu ca tae Pennsylvania side of tue line, where the power
cf woldiag slaves does not exisc, uniformlv sells at a higher
price tuan lands of egual quality on tue Maryland side, where
Lue power is in full eacrcise. It taerefore is provavle
ti.at tae farther introdaction of slavery into Missouri, far
Zroa increasing, would actually <diminisu the value of our
Sawslic lands. 3ut, siould cne fact ve otuerwise, I entreat
gentleaea to cunsider waetiier it become the hign character
of an american Congress co barter tine present hapniness and
future safety of unvorn willions for a few pieces of pelf, for
& iew cents on an acre of land. Yor myseli, I would no sooner
Ccuntawinace the national [freasury with such ill-gotten gold,
cuais 1 would tarnisn tne fame of our national ships bv direct-
ing Gaeir employwent iua the African slave trade. But, what-
ever way be the influence of the subject in controversy upon
tie original price of land, it must be evident to all men of
owiservacion that its ultimate and permanent effects are very
prejudicial to agricultural improvement. Farms in Maryland,
wotwithstanding the mildness of its climate compared with
LW 1oxn, I am informea, may ve purchased at five or six dollars
i acre, wihile lands, by nature not more fertile nor more
auvantageously situactea, in tiie last mentioned State, sell at
a race ten times uicher. Had not slavery been introduced
11To mMaryliand, ner numercous and extensive old fields, which
ilow appear to be worse tual useless, would long since nave
supporied a dense population oi industrious freemen, and con-
crivuted largelvy to tne strenatn and resources of the State.
Wi uas travelied alono the line which divides that State from
Fennsylivania, and has not ouserved that no monuments are
necessary to mark the boundarv; that it im easily traced by
following the dividina lines vetween farms highlv cultivated
anu plantations laying open to tune comuon and overrun with
weeus; betwean stone barns and stone bridges on one side, and
stalk cribks and no pridues on the other; between a neat,
Llooming, animated, rosv-cheekeo neasantrv on the one side,
anc a sgualid, siow-motionea, rhlack nonulation on the other?
vur vote this dav will determine wnich of these descriptions
will nereafter best suit the inhahitants of the new world
bevonda the Mississirpi., I entreat aeptlemen to rnause and
soiennly consider
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how deeplv are involvea the destinies of future generations
in the decision now to he mace, If 7 agreed in opinion with
the centleman from Georaia, (Mr. Cenb,) that thies amendment
uo@s not present an insurmountaple barrier against the further



~ntrowaction of slavery, u.aw -issours, after becoming a
w LTy, way vall a conveuntion ano clanve tals feature of her
Ceissbiculaddm—aven tuen I -acald consider the anendaent
starcely less important uiaa id it verce a fundamental and
adabudw.te compacit. O Luds suoject we have excerience, and
Lie Lesuldl das justifield Lie best ncpas of ovr country; while
maded Lne goveriwent of Jouycess, slavery waa excluded from
tiae rerritories, now Lhe states, norca of the Ohio. Our
powek ovel their muanicipal regalations aas siace been with-
urasin; chey aave taken tice yovernaent inte their own uands.
~ucC «.i0 das aot seen tie wweral effect produced con the
iauacitants 2y the ordimance of 17472 It is as sermanant as
Lii€ 3044 Over whichi it was esdtasliched., The exclusion of
siavery from all tnese Scates 1s nos more effectually insured
=y paslic sentiment tihaun oy their Constitutional prohibitions.
negyaire tuie government of sMissouri to cowmence riocht, and the
saide moral effect will cuen we gsroduced. Ho conveation of
ciie oeople will ever permit the future introduction of slaves.
weC tueir political iustitutions be established in wisdom, and
£ swail confidently truszt in the good sense of the people to
Jdirect tiem thereafter. .ut, ke the event as it may, I at
wcast suall have tue sacisiaction of reflecting that, if the
wisfortune of slavery su«ll Le entailed upon this country,
everyeouing in my power will nave been done to vrevent it,

dg. Cnairman, it was ay intention to say sometuaing of
cag noral and politcical iaterests involved in tiais guestion.
sut, unaving already occuwied wore of your time than was3 my
nucpose wnen I rose to aduress you, and being admonisgned,
v tne multiolicity of vuwortant »ills waich, during tae
few remaining days of tuie session, demand our atteontion, I
forvear to discuss or even couch upon tinose parts of tne subject.
it moreover is thne less necessary, because tiose views have
orten veen presented to tne runiic, and nave doubtless been
seriously considered vy avery mewver of this Committee. The
facts and arguments to wiica { have drawn your attention,
more varticularlv relate to our condition as a Federsal
wenurlic, and our auties ro wmisscuri, arising from the
relation in which sne stands to tane Union. ¥aile regretting
tnat 1t nas not ceen 1wy wower to 10 more ample justice to
tnls 1mpoxtant suwject, owinc in mart to the unexvected
mannher in which it was taken 1>, T a~apneot s2it down without
axnressing an earrest hone trnat our vresent decleion may be
such as will nremote the ~avmanant amion, starility, and
gecurity »f our crratysr,



