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PREFACE

The writer has endeavored te present the causes, events, and work
of the Nashville Convention. The first part deals with the causes of
the Convention, while the second part describes its orpganization and
works

An effort has been made to narrate the facts, develop the princi=-
ples, and portray the results of this Convention, showing the sntagonistie
forces of freedom and slavery, and the striking confliet of interests
between the industrial North and the agrarian South, Many aspects of
the struggle lie outside the scope of this thesis, Each side knew that
it alone was right and that it alone was defending a fundamental and
sacred cause, Special effort has been made to give the relation of the
economic and social to the political factors.

The author hopes that this thesis will contribute something to a

clearer comprehension of the true nature and real character of that

system the South sought to perpetuate.

Stillwater, Oklahoma Do He We
¥ay, 1940
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CHAPTER 1

CAUSES OF THE COHVENTION

The Hashville Convention of June 3, 1850, was an outgrowth of the

conditions existing between the North and the Scuth.l

One could not
view the United States in the forties without realizing that, economi-
cally, the North was taking a course far different from that of the
South,

On both sides of the Mason and Dixon line there existed 2 teeming
civilization whose aspects were so numerons end whose interests so mani-
fold that it was almost impossible to deteet anti-Sonthermiem ng a
dominant interest in the North, or of the opposite feeling as & control=-
ling Southern motive, Yet this sectional difference developed into one
of the world's greatest civil conflicts.

The South felt that its constitutionel rights and privilepes were

being trespassed u:pon.z'

There appeared to be two weyes by which the
Constitution might be interpreted: one advoesting s strong central
zovernment, and the other very jealous lest the central govermment
should encrosch upon the rights of the states end individual oitizens.®

In fact, govermmental powers may be classified 2= follow: powers

11 ix to the C essional Globe, Zlst Congress, lst Session
(wash : Governni&%fm Tice, 1850), Vol, XXII, Part I,
Pe 294,

2 .
Ibide, pe 201; House Document No, 733, 56th Congress, lst Session
(Washingkon: Covernmemt Frinbing Offies, 1000), CXV, 785,

3‘_ sndix to the Congressional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,

Vol, XXi1, Part 1, pe 140.




specifically delegated to Congress; powers denied to the states; and
powers implicitly reserved to the states inasmuch as they were not
specifically given to Congress.®

The Supreme Court was so created that it has the right to declare
whether laws were constitutional or ncrl:..5 A section from the New Jersey
Plan was adopted, which demanded that state courts should look on Federal
Laws that were in accord with the Constitution as the "supreme law of
the respective 'states'" and superior to state laws. It was unity om
this subject that gave to the second section of Article VI of the Con=
stitution its famous declaration that the Constitution was the supreme
Law of the Land,

Such were the main points in the great dooument which was made
possible by the first compromise. Three other compromises also played
a part in completing the work,’

The South was flooded with Africans. Were they to be counted as
ecitigens, or inhabitants, or what? It was agreed to adopt the scheme
devised by the Continental Congress, and count a slave as three-~fifths
of a mn.7 A state, therefore, with 100,000 slaves, counted them as
60,000 pesople when reckoning how many members it could have in the House
by this compromise,® Congress agreed not to touch the slave trade (im=
portation of slaves) for twenty years, though a tax might be levied on

‘ssmto Document No. 232, 74th Congress, 2d Session (Washington:
Govermment Printing Office, 1938), XI, 294.

BIbid.; Appendix to the Co ggional Globe, 31st Congress, lst
Session, Vol. XXII, Part 1, p. .

6 ix to the cﬁuoul Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Sessiom,
Vol. » -T;PP- » -

"Ibid., p. 641,
®Ibid., pe 768



each slave imported. This was the third compromise.

One genuine objection to the Constitution was the faect that it
lacked a bill of rights, or set of laws that tended to safeguard the
personal liberties of the citizens of a nation, This lack the states
met by offering the fourth eonpreﬁho.e They proposed to ratify the
document with certain amendments which supplied such safeguards.l®
Congress finally adopted the suggestion and proceeded to add ten amend=-
ments in the nature of a bill of rights which limited the power of the
national govermment, but which in no way bound the states,

The Southerner's attitude toward law ineluded several of the
imperatives that control man and society.

The Southermer was aware of the authority of Federal law, es-
pecially the Constitution of the United States; of divine law as it is
stated in The Holy Bible; of those laws, most of which are made by the
states, that regulate the dealings of man with manj and of the wwritten
law of society.

The Constitution was considered the supreme law of the land and

was zealously upheld in the South for its defensive 'nluu.n

From
about 1824, when the South was declining in population end wealth, the
South emphasized that part of the Constitution that recognized the

existence of slevery and upheld states' right!.u

9Ibid.,pp. 594, 595.

10%‘ ssional Globe, 36th Congress, 2d Session (Washington:
Congress obe Office, 1861), Vol. XXX, Part II, p. 781.

ua?m_ the Congressional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Sessiom,
Vols XXII, s Do 2%&1 Tlobe, 25th Congress, 2d Session
(Washington: Congressional Globe ce, IBs'fs. Vi, 56.

12x o the Sengressiomm) Slshe, 51wt Cangress, 1st Session,
Vol, XXTI, T, p. €04,




In regard to the law of God, The Holy Bible was the supreme
revelation of God's law for Man's guidances Since there were many
passages recognizing the existence of slavery, the Southerner reasoned

13 e South interpreted
The Holy Bible literally and usually used verses of the 0ld Testament,

that slavery was sanctioned by the law of Code

It was convinced that it was adhering to the strict letter of religious
law, +%

In many respects the South was a frontier and inherited its share
of the frontier trait of personal law enforcement, which was called
lawlessness. Ruralnoss, slavery, the plantation system, and the exis-
tence of a strong umwritten code operated in the plantation areas of
the 0ld South to restrict the power of ordinary lew and to enlarge the
aree of life in which man acts without reference to legal puldance,

The Southerner was an individualist who shaped his actions according to
local custom and his own notions of how he should 'boha.w rather than
according to the laws of the land,

Slavery also affected legal customs and attitudes. Planters were
haughty and jealous of their liberties and so impatient of restraint
that they could hardly bear the thought of being controlled by any
superior power. They were invested with a sort of domestie dictatorship,
and they were tyrannical, arbitrary, self-willed, and dictatorial,

Slavery affected the planter's attitude toward law. The planter,

on his own estate, was lawgiver, executive, and judge. His word was

T3Ibid., p. 573.

1
bid., pre. 384, 465, 7693 The Holy Bible, King James Version
(London: Oxford University Press, 1t m%’. sis 9t 26273 14: 14,213
Exodus 21: 163 Leviticus 2531 44-46; Galatians 63 103 Joshua 9: 233
Jeremish 34: 8-223 Psalms 115: 163 I Corinthians 12: 13-26,



final in respect to the economic and social life of his slaves: work,
food, clothing, housing, marriage, divoree, and religion,

The slave owmer, while exercising the great power granted to him
by the stete, sometimes took yet more power, and quite often the state
upheld such mmohnmts.m Southern states left the slave owner free
to exercise some of the powers that usually belong to the state, and
even where there was law, the planter sometimes either paid it scant
attention or interpreted it with marked liberality,l®

The two ideas of the Constitution eround which the history of the
United States was to center was well expressed by Webster and Hayne:
National and States' rights., Hayne contended that the Constitution was
a compact, the states were sovereign when they formed it, and had
retained their sovereignty, although creating another sovereign power,
In case of deliberate and settled differences of opinion between the
parties to the compact as to the extent of the powers of either, Hayne
maintained that resort must be had to their common superior, three-=fourths
of the states speaking through a constitutional convention, This appeal
could be made by any state, for the federal government was bound to
acquiesce in a solem decision of a sovereipgn state, acting in its
sovereign capacity, at least so far as to make an appeal to the people

for an amendment to the Constitution, Webster, on his part, contended

ﬁcm%uioml Globe, 31st Congress, lst Session (Washington:

Government oﬂ'i—' 1850), Vol. XXI, Part II,pp. 1118, 1119,
mchu-lu 5. Sydmr "The Southerner and the Laws," The Journmal of

Southern Hi (Fet:nnr,r 1940), 10. Further evidence o

great power master over his slave, and of the states' recognition

of this power, can be found in cases sumarized in Helen T, Cotterall

(Eaitor), Judicial Cases Concerning Ameriocan g%-r_vg and the _ggm (5 vols.s

Washington: Cernegie 'fﬁetitution, 1926), 1,




that the Constitution was in no sense a compact, but an instrument
whereby the people of the United States established a strong centralized
government and endowed it with ample powers to enforce its righ'bnw
for & state to resist the enforcement of a national law wms revolution
if it succeeded, rebellion if it failed.

Upon such issues as states' rights, slavery, territorial expan=
sion, nullification and secession, wes the future of our nation baseds "

Muach of the ideal of the 0ld South could be expressed in terms of
an ordered society with well-defined classes, each living e self-
sufficing existence, free from excessive preccoupation with competitive
strugzle.t® It was a society where common folk should lmow their place,
and where the "quality" should take their deminance as a matter of course,
vwhere slaves should not hate their bonds, Professor Ulrich B, Phillips
has pointed out that Southern solidarity has existed despite the lack of
forces that commonly make for uniformity of thought and life. The South

hﬂmrhndufom.ac

Seloective migration, he found, did not account
for Southern unity, nor is it attributable to commmity religion, mor
one=orop tillage, nor state rights, nor free trade, nor even slavery,.

Nonwslaveholders in the South acted powerfully to preserve the

T7-*:!__ gional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI,
Part 11, pe
18
Samuel Flagg Bemis, Bg%n of State and Their
_9_12%1 (10 vols.; New Yo% he s " TfI, 51,
« Es Dodd, "The Emergence of the First Social Order in the United
States," American Historical Review, XL (January,1935), 217-231,

B, Phillips, "The Central Theme of Southerm History,"
American Historieal Review, XXXIV (Ooctober, 1928), 30,




institution of slavery; and this element, as well as free negroes,
geve warm support to the movement for Southern Mcpondmunzl Though
the influence of slaveholding magnates and large planters in setting
the pattern for Southern thought is obvious, yet this group carried on
with the support of the Southern masses. More important than the
specific relation of master and slave was the whole complex of social
relationship and biracial adjustment which arose from the presence
among the whites of vast numbers of blacks who had to be not merely
employed at labor but controlled in the interest of orderly government
and the maintensnce of Caucasian oivilization,??

In the ante-~bellum South, one found a conservative people who
were satisfied with their civilization and minded to preserve it. The
people found their ideal in the English Provinces, where man hed come
to terms with nature, Living materially along the inherited line of
least resistance, it was the wish of the Southerner to put the surplus
of energy into the free 1ife of the mind,>° With a comforteble rural
ostablishment, he could zive scope to the refinements of a settled life
and could foster the greatest of arts, the art of living.ot

When one took a closer view of Southernm culture, certain factors
emerged, In a large part, it was an Anglo-Saxon ecivilization. Thus,
native Amoricanism was an important feature of the Old South, as of

E; Py
ix the Congressional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session
Vol. xﬂ% 11,pp. 1410-1411, X

®21vid., Part I, p. 1793 Puillips, loo. oite

23 - .
A to the Congressional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
Vol. m’%t ‘p'.'ﬁ

24John Crowe Ransom, "The South Defends Its Heritage," Harpers
Yagazine, CLIX (June, 1929), 108,




the South today. NMany were the Southern homes that had remained
generation after generation in the same family, Attachment to the
soil was strongs the economy of the Socuth was agrarisn economy, The
industrial revolution had hardly arrived south of the Mason Dixon line.

Eeonomically, the 01d South was a "fabric of cotton,"?® The
production of this great staple, from 1820, inereased until it far sur-
passed tobacco, rice, indigo, and sugar in importance, and became the
leading export product of the nation,

In 1792, cotton production in the country amounted to only
14,095 bales. Two years later, Eli Whitney's cotton gin was invented,
snd by 1801, exports alome mounted to 100,000 bales., By 1834, produc-
tion was 1,000,000 bales.?® Ginned cotton in the United States in
1850 was 2,445,793 beles.>' From 1840 to the time of the Civil War,
Great Britain drew from the Southern states of America about fouwr-fifths
of all her cotton lmpar‘bhza During the fiscal year ending Jume 30,
1849, the South exported 63 millions of dollars of cotton,2’

Cotton was something more than a erop or an industry; it was a
dynastiec system, with a set of laws and standards elways under assault

and pecullarly resistant to change. It was map-maker, trouble-meker,

E'b.m South does now, and has always, depended upon cotton as
its finsncial basis, and the bedroek foundation upon which the material
development and progress of its industrial interests rest,"--Harvie
Jordon, "Cotton in the Southern Agricultural Economy," Annals of the
American Academy of Politicel and Social Science, XXV (January, . 1ﬂ6) 1-7.

rederick J. Twrner, The Rise of the New West, 1819-1829 (New York:
Harper and Brothers, 1906), 47.
2Ty Census of the United States, 1860 (Washington: Government
Printing Office, 1664), Xoiv, XXVie
28prank L. Owsley, King Cotton Diplomscy (Chicage: The University
of Chicago Press, 1931), 3.

29y ix to the Congressional Globe, Jlst Congress, lst Session,
Vol. xﬂf% T, 7. 6




history-malker. It was cotton that made the South into a section.
On cotton, the South built up a social and political economy essentially
different from that prevalling in the rost of the cowntry,°° The full
study of cotton in its relation to the life of the 0ld South, important
and elaborate as were its agricultural aspects, was more than an
agrarian study, It was a field in which polities, finance, business
organization, economics, chemistry, and social psychology were ela~-
borately intermingled. It was a culture complex. Despite the fact
that cotton growing and slaveholding directly involved only a minority,
it was nevertheless true that standards, conditions, and patterns of
soclety were set by the basie stlplo‘n
West of South Carolina, land was bought at government sales at a
dollar and a quarter en acre or was even seized without the formallity
of a purchase by squatters who entered the public domain, built their
cabins, cleared patohes of land, and then defied the Federal officials
to oust them, The ease with which one might ralse a cotton crop and
the relatively large returns whiech it brought, drew men of all classes
to the lower South. Thousands of square miles of rich lands within
easy distance of navigable rivers gave the people of the region a sense
of new opportunity, a feeling that the world belonged to him who can

exploit it, and a restless oraving for a new life and wide acres--all

mﬂu Torl:o%‘, June 1, 19303 Turner, op. cit., 48; Robert B.
Vence, Human in Cotbon cmma (Chape 14TT: The University

of North Carolina Press, 1929), 262; A % to the _wioml Globe,
3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXIT

Sly1rieh B, Phillips, "The Decadence of th- Flantation System,"
Amnals of the Ameriecan Academy of Political and Social Science,XXXV
tJ‘m" mm 33: I‘
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of which influenced profoundly not only the lower South but the whole
course of American history. Detween 1820 and 1850, almost anything
seemed possible to the enterprising man of the cotton country.

After the planters of Georgia, and later those of the other states,
had gained the territory from the Indians, they had then to obtain the
labor requisite to eultivate the vast area. Between the War of 1812
and the amnexation of Texas, this problem solved itself. On the river
bottoms of Maryland, Virginia, and North Carolina, or in the counties
which bordered on the Piedmont region of those stetes, there were more
than a million slaves whose mumber doubled every twenty years. Since
the demand for tobacco had not greatly incremsed since 1800, and there
was a general exhaustion of the soill, there was no profitable employ=
ment for these growing hordes of blacks, so emigration to new lands
became necessarys About the only plece they could go was to the lower
South where the master could take his slaves with him. Thousands emi-
grated, thus adding their number and wealth to the cotton belt. Year
alter year the influence and power of the planters became more evident
to the rest of the eountry.az This migration caused many of the poorer
white settlers to go to the Northwest and also to Alabama and Mississippi
where they established themselves as planters on a small scale. These
pioneers became the most resolute and uncompromising of all the enemies
of the Indian and the most ardent advocates of the institution of

shwry.“ Thus, practically the whole increase of the slave and the

ppendix to the C« sional Globe, 31st Congress, lst Session
o Tt e ¥ ; 3

ssional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol., XXI, Part II,
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white populstion. in the older South was emigrating and most of it was
going to the new cotton region.

The census of 1850 gives the lower South, including Arkensas,
as having 2,137,000 white people end 1,841,000 blacks, Hearly all of
the negroes were slaves, ¢ Practically all the produce of these .
lower Southern states was exported. But because nearly half the people
of the cotton states were property, the per capita wealth of the planter
was much greater then that of the Easterner; and notwithstanding the
most unfavorable balance of trade against his section, he made great
display of his wealth.

Rapidly increasing wealth made the planters begin a most vigorous
campaign for the annexation of Texas.° From all parts of the 01d
South and from the East, adventurous men and prospective planters hur-
ried into the disputed region, took up lands, and began the ocultivation
of cotton and the importation of slaves from the older South.5¢ They
were winning for the United States a new and promising empire, and
wresting coveted land from the hand of Mexico., The Revolution of 1836
brought independence to the Republic of Texas and, eventually, annexa-
tion to the Union, through a coalition of Southern and Western party

7

groupc.3 The Mexican War followed and still other wvast areas of land

were annexed, What cotton planters wanted, Congress somshow found a
way to grant,

-

54y ix to the Con ional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session
Vol. xﬁ% e . 5

s Do .
”Ibid.. Pe 606,
561p1d,

ST1bid., pe 4733 Vol. XXI, Fart I, p. 479,



If ever people were taught to believe themselves invineible in
politics, it was the people of the cotton country during the two
decades which preceded 1850,°° A vast region of rich cotton lands had
been rapidly opened up to them; the natives had been diiven beyond the
distant Red River; a new state embracing more than two hundred and

fifty thousand square miles had been mnmd;a

end the protective
tariff poliey by which Eastern manufacturers sought to possess the
Ameriecan markets free from competition had been abandoned. Thus, the
motive of American expansion in the South was the sequiring of more
lend for sgricultures=for cotton, tobacco, and cene.®® The South
remained agricultural while New England was becoming & manufacturing
center.
The unprecedented migration across the ;l.lloghmiu brought a

great demand for the manmufactured products of the Bast, and the vital
factor of improved transportation methods became & national necessity.tl
Coastwise ships and steamers served to unite the North and the South,
But between the manufacturing North and thriving but needy West, lay
only the poor roads and Indian trails. 8o these two sections agreed
on a sectional policy of intermal improvements, causing an extensive
campaign of road and canal building which led to extravagance and debt.
It became very plain that national aid to projeets such as road=-
building, canaledigging, and railroad comstruetion, which would bind

38
A to C ssional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
Vol. BTF% 'r,",s.t—h%a%. SRR ' .

%91v8d., pe 178,
401vid., Part II, p. 1412,

4lynited States Statutes at 18th to 23d Congress (Zoston:
Charles Little and James Browm, 1850), IV, 22, 23,
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the industrial states of the North to the agricultural states of the
West, was not popular in the Southland; it would have to pay its share
for them without receiving proportional benefit.

Bothﬁorthmd-ﬂonthh&ddiffutgntﬂm on government aid to
internal improvements which were in-m in the national conventions
of 1831, 1840, and 1848.‘3

On the tariff question, the South felt that an overpowering Nerth
was going to use federal authority, sooner or later, to impose Northerm
will for the promotion of Northern advantage, destroying the Southern
industrial and scocial order quite regardless of local consequences
and of financial ruin,*®

The main breeding ground of discontent lay in South Carolina.%4
Kore specifically in the coastal plantation district near Charleston
where the negroes outnumbered the whites several fold, and where a
planter's family typically dwelt amid & horde of blacks, ocomplete and
chaotic ruin was envisaged as & result of upheaval or overthrow. These
lowland planters, numbered by hundreds rather than by thousands, were
far too few to ocontemplate a separate political destiny for themselves;
and South Caroline was too small to make of herself an independent
republic unless in dire emergency and in prospect of prompt adhesion

by neighboring states.
The tariff act passed in 181€ had imposed a heavy duty on all

Zgorace Greeley and John Cleveland (Compilers), Political Textbook
of 1860 (New Yorks The Tribune Association, 1860), 11, 13, 1%

48, .
A ix to the C ssional Globe, 8lst Congress, lst Session,
Vol. xﬂ% 15 Pe ﬂ%.

“Geng-cuiml Globe, 5lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI, Part I,
Pe 453.
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cotton end woolen goods imported from abroad,®® which wes unfavorsble
to the interests of Southern slawveholders, but benefited the
agriculturists of the West and the manufacturers of the Nor‘!:h.*e

The Southerners were greatly angered by the passage of the Tariff
of Abominations in 1828,%7 and the leaders used it to promote the open
declaration of states'srights dootrine,® Five Southern legislatures
protested against the Act, and the legislature of South Caroclina set
forth its ideas in an Exposition and Protest, drawn up by Calhoun in
December, 1828, in which it was argued that the state can use the
power of veto to compel the general government to abandon an unconsti-
tutional power., It suggested that a convention of the state of South
Carolina should be held, to decide in what menner the Tariff Aet ought
to be declared null and void within the limits of the state. So
threatening was the outlock that Webster was thoroughly convinced that
the plan of a Southern confederacy had been received with favor by a
preat many of the political men of the South. Nothing more was done
at the moment, because the Southerners expected to find in the newly
elected President, Andrew Jackson, & champion of their cause,*?

In 1832, Congress took up in earnest the subject of tariff

‘g;m% of the Q%u of the Uni.tod aum 14th Congress, lst
Session (¥Was and Seaton, 1864), XX1X, 1347, 1351;

_ﬁ%ﬁi to the w Globe, 3lst cemgnu. lst Session, Vol, XXII,
OPPO

“j. 1o the _g#-ouiml Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
vOI' I 3 I., Pe 1

4Tpesister of Debates in Congress, 25th Congress, 2d Session,
(Washingtonr  GaTss and Seutorc 1058) = IV, 758, 786,

48
A ix to the C ssional Gla'b-__. 31lst Congress, lst Session,
Vol, XX1I, I, P 19%

49““.. Fe 662,
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revisions”0 the rates were lowered, but the protective system was
reorganized on what promised to be & permanent basis. The South
Carolinians determined to resist it, and to try the weapon of minorities,

% The leader of this movement was Cnlho:mf'z

"state interposition."”
and the upholder of the rights of the federal government was Andrew
Jacksony2® who had given plain intimation of the line of conduct he
would take if South Carclina should attempt to assert her pretended
right of veto of national laws, and threatened to hang the first man
who caused & drop of blood shed in opposition, %

The panie of 1837 ended & period of prosperity for the Southe
Hard times in England made it necessary for English banks to withdraw
their funds from the benks in New Orleans, which were needed for markete
ing the cotton orops When the New Orleans bank failed, this caused
the bankine systems of Louisiana and Mississippi to fail.

Scores of new banks created during the migration failed when the
declining price of farm products made it impossible for the farmers to
repay their loans.

After the fall of the NHational Bank had removed all effective
restraint on note issues, the Southwest, like the Northwest, had

ongre “, be, 27th Congress, 2d Session
(was on: Govermment r » 1842), pp. 108, 109,

51y ix 4o the Cone uiml Glabo 31st Congress, lst Session,
Vol. XX1I, I,pp. 140, 75 : nel em» sht Congress, lst

Session, Vol, XXII, I, p. €87 3. F. Bhodos, T of the United
Seetes LY voine) Tow Yorki® Pho Thediiiie Cumang ) T."Fs%t—c

T BZpgetgter of Debstes in Congross, 224 Congress, 2d Session (Washe

8 ﬁi“m. m 2 » 791,
53y, ix to the essional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session
Vol, xﬁﬁﬂf T, 7. ! :

5411id,, also Part n. pe 1492, 1495; James Schouler, of
the Unifed States (7 vols.; New York: Dodd, Mead & cm%

’ -
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speculated in wildeat banking in which great quantities of bank notes
were issued without a reserve. The withdrawal of the public funds
from the fifteen "pet banks" to mest the installments of surplus dis-
tribution to the states climaxed the orash,5®

As hard times followed the panic, taxes ceased to be paid, public
revenues dwindled and disappeared, and the credit of the states them=
solves was shaken. MHNost of the Southern states, with exceptions of
Delaware, Ceorgia, end North Carolina, were staggering under & burden
of obligations which amounted to seventy-five million dollars. These
debts had been accumulated by the lending of state oredit to banks and
by works of internmal improvements such as roads, cenals, end railroads.

Many of the Southern states had banks owned, finenced, and managed
by the state, such as Georgia, Alabama, South Carolina,and Arkensas,
while other states of the South, by the sale of state bonds, had taken
stock in private banks, so the failure of many of these banks deprived
the state treasuries of the dividends on which they depended to meet
the bond issue., When Florida became a state in 1845, it repudiated
bonds which it had issued to its Union Banks, to the amount of three
million nine hundred thousand dollars.5®

Bank failures in the South incressed in the years from 1837 to
1841, Because of the faect that cotton prices remained high for several
years, the South yielded to the panio slowly. In 1837, cotton prices
dropped from fifteen cents to ten, had & quick recovery, then a gradual

Ein r of Debates in C 20th Congress, lst Session
(st et aaf Tetas: S XIT1, 879, 382.

5CR. C. MoGrame, "Some Aspects of American State Debts in the
Forties," American Historical Review, XXXVIII (July, 1933), €80.
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decline in 1843 to six cents, and cotton growers faced ruin,

Diversified agriculture had been practiced in the upper South,
s0 this section suffered less from the panie. In the newer states,
tobacco had its place as one element of general farming, and as
prices fell, the farmer depended on other farm products. Femp dis=-
rlaced tobecco as a staple in middle Tennessee and FKentucky from 1819
to 1834, since the tariff protected it from foreipn competition, and
the superior fertility of the soil protected it from domestioc competi~
tion, Most of 1t wms sold to the cotton states in the form of cordage
and cloth for baling, Other Southern states, such as Kentucky and
Missouri, raised livestoeck, but the cotton grower had no substitute for
cotton.

Northern finaneiers controlled the cotton markets, low prices, and
cost of marketing. The planter sent his cotton direetly to a factory
in a port city or to his local agent, and was paid in drafts on New
York or London, which were discounted at local banks, the rate of dis~
count depending on the time element and the rate of excheange in New
York., The planter lost the emount of the discount., The agents for
Northern or English firms and New York banke were gebtbing the profits.57?

Two=thirds of the cotton crop went to England, The freight charges
on its transportation across the sea amounted to a large sum, nearly
a million dollars in 1843, and since most of the ocean shipping was
ovmed by Northern interests, the freight charges went inte ¥orthern
pockets., The North profitted on both exports and imports at the expense

_E?A. He Stone, "The Cotton Factorage of the Southern States,"
American Historiesl Review, XX (April, 1915), 657.
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of the South, which amounted to §88,436,728 in 1849, while the

huge profits of the South flowed North through consumption of Nerthern
goods, tariffs, cost of cotton marketing, and the unequal operation of
the federal povernment,

The irritation felt by the Southern leaders over the graft of the
Worth was intensified by the growth of the abolition movement there
caused by: plous cranks es Benjemin Lundy, J. Cs Birney, William
Lloyd Garrison, John Brown, Harriet Beecher Stows, and others; by the
underground Railway; by the Nat Turner insurrection; and by ecclesias~
tieal mgitation,5?

In the South there was a class of people who thought that
economic and political measures were not suffieient to equalize the
North and the South. They thought thet the only way the South eould
rid itself of subservience to the North was by leaving the Union,®0

In the late forties, two factors caused controversy and strife:
economic sectionalism and the intensification of the slavery issue by
the singling out of one narrow aspect--slavery expansion in the ter-
ritories=-01 £i11 it became the equivalent of "Southern rights" when
viewed by one set of leaders, while by snother group, the checking of

such expansion was represented as synonymous with democracy and fmdom.sz

58 ' |
ix to the Co ional Globe, 31st Congress, lst Session
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The restless forties had been a period of notable expansion into
Texag, Oregon, Uteh, and California. The far West in 1840 had been
but a vast expanse of unsettled country traversed by herds of buffalo,
peopled by a sparse Indian population, and kmown only to a handful of
white traders and trappers. There were few roads; the aridity of the
land presented unfamiliar problems to men of the Hast; there was great
hazard where crude tralls forded rivers or crossed mountain and desert.
In the Southwest, Sem Houston, by 1836, had won a quiek decision for
independence as leader of American settlers in Texas; and by 1845, the
force of expension had brought the great new commonwealth into the
Union.®® Polk concluded & treaty with England by which the Oregon
claims were compromised on the line of the forty-ninth pnnllel.s"

A curious migration hed brought the Mormons, fifteen thousand strong,
to the shores of Sslt Lake by June, 1848, In January of the same yeer,
gold had been found on Sutter's ranch, and so occurred the gold rush
into Californie.®® By the olose of the year 1849, Celifornia had &
population of one hundred thousend, ¢

With the help of Larkin, the American consul at Monterey and
Fremont, the "Pethfinder" events moved rapidly towerd making California

en independent stete with a prospect of annexation to the United States, 7

ac% sional Globe, 29th Congress, lst Session (Washington:
Congresei obe m 1846), Vol. XV, Part I, Pps 38, 99,

®4Gonpressional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI, Part II,
T 1663,

“I‘eid.-. Part 1, pe 476,

A ix to the C sional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session
Vole xﬂ%:, Pe 2'3?. g
671vid., Part II, pp. 1365, 1366.




By 1842, they had perfected a counstitution end were asking for admis-
sion as a free state into the Union. Ilcanwhile, the Mexican War having
been waged,®® the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, February 2, 1848, had
elinched the Amerioan claim to the Rio CGrande boundary of Texas, and
had transferred to the United States a vast new territory whieh was
to comprise California, Utah, Nevada, large parts of Arizona and
New Mexieo, end portions of Colorado and Wyomingoeg

While the nation wes accustoming itself to the new territorial
expansion, the slavery controversy caused men to question whether the
republic was not to be shattered nﬁd whether there wms to be one nation,

70

or two, or several. There had come loud complaints that the lMexican

VWar was & war of slavery expansion; and the Wilmot Proviso had presented
to the statesmen of the period the challenging problem of comehow guiet-
ing extremists on both sides, protecting Southern rights, preventing
war, and preserving a threatened Pnion. This Proviso, which declared
that slavery was %o be prohibited in the whole of the territory to e
acquired from Mexieo,”} failed to pass the Senate.

Thomas Jefferson had long ago shuddered at the consequences "of
the coincidence of a moral principle and a geographical line," But
John Quiney Adems had said when celebrating the semicentennial of the

ﬂ%%gxa_]__ﬂebo 30th Congress, lst Session (Washington:

Congressiona obe Office, 1848), Vol, XVII, Part I, p. 295.
895enate Document No, 357, 6lst Congress, 2d Session (Washington:

Government Printing Office, 1910), Vol. XLVII, Part I, pp. 1107-1119,

7°§ppendix Yo the Congressional Globe, Slst Congress, lst Sessionm,
Vol, XXII, Part I, p. 1468,

T 1v4d., pps 266, 257.




21

Constitution in 1839, that if the day should ever come when the
affections of the people of the states should be alienated from each
other, it would be far better for the people of the disumited states
to part in friendship from each other, than toc be held together by
constraint. But later, Webster, on the celebrated seventh of March,
1850, stated that he was convinced that slavery was excluded from the
Mexloan acquisitions by physical geography, comsidering that both
California and New Mexico were destined to be free, and nne would not
teke pains to reaffirm an ordinance of nature, nor teo re-enact the
will of God.7? And it would not be wise to put in a Wilmot Proviso,
for the purpose of a taunt or a "npmdh"n Southerners were making
demands for Congressional sanction of slavery's territorial u:pma.ton.u
In 1850, Congress, while sdmitting California as a free state’®
and thereby destroving the sectional equilibrium in the Semate, had
organized Utah and Hew Mexico as territories without exeluding slavery
from them.’® Worthern predominance in Congress was made complete, while
at the same time, the territorial demand of the South prevailed.”’
Meanwhile, in the South, reaction from an outraged justice con=
corning the threatened exclusion of Southern property from national

%‘uiom Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI, Part I,
Pe 430,

731bid., pp. 451-456, 481,
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territory had gone far to solidify that consciousness of common
culture and common grievance which was to become the essence of

Southern Ratimlimn

It wes becoming evident that the South would
secede rather than submit to the Wilmot Proviso.”®
One of the disturbing factors of 1850 was the prospect that the

exaot numerical balance of free and slave states was about %o be upsat.ae

In 1812, there were nine free and nine slave states, Then six more
states in the Horth had been balanced by six in the South.al so that
in 1850 there were fifteen states on each side of the line., With the
probable admission of California, however, the free states would have
a majority, and the South saw no elear prospect of restoring the

balmao.az

The prospect was that the free states would increase and
that the population of the North would gain, thereby reducing the South
to a position of distinet inferiority in the national congnsl.ss Ifr
the Wilmot Proviso should be made to epply to all future territory,
thus shutting off the hope of admitting so much as a single additional

slave state, the South would become "swallowed up,” the maintenance of

T84,
Go%ﬂoml (Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol., XXI,
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Southern "rights" in the Union would become hopeless, and disunion’
would offer the only hope of preserving a distinetly Southern oulture,’4
South Carolina was rightly the center of the drive for Southernism in
1850, btut it was considered politic to have the movement apparently
initiated elsewhere, and through the efforts of Calhoun, a convention

in Hississippi was induced to propese an all~Southern convention to be
held in Nashville, Its purpose, the moderates said, was to consider
what sction should be teken in case essential Southern measurcs should
fail in Congress; to the extremists the purpose was to strike at once
for Southern independence regardless of Congress. Within South Carolina,
a struggle was being fought out between those who, like Rhett and Bluff-
ton, 0 favored secession by the state, and "cooperationists" sush es
Langaon Cheves, A. P. Butler, and R. W. Barnwell, who favored secession
undertakings as would move side by side with similer efforts in other
states of the Souths As for Unionism in South Carclina, favored by

such men as J. L, Pettigra and Joel R Poinsett, who were squarely
against secession whether by cooperation or not, it was already outside
the main current of politieal agitation.‘ The vital gquestion in South
Carolina in 1850 was not "Shall we secede?", but "Shall we secede
independently?". Though the aggressive tendency was less manifest in
other states, mass meetings were being held in various parts of the
Sonth.ae

aﬂmo Document No. 733, 56th Congress, lst Session, CXV, 778, 779;
%&l_ﬁ the Ean'waion'si Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol, XXII,
s Pe 619,

85¢, 5, Boucher, "The Amnexation of Texas and the Bluffton Movement
in South Carolina," Mississippi Valley Historical Review, VI (June, 1919),
3
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CHAPTER TI
THE NASHVILLE CONVENTION

The so=called Nashville Convention, which met in the ecity of
Nashville, Tennessee, June 3, 1850’87 was a meetiang of Southern men
representing a mumber of slaveholding states.>C The chief purposs of
this meeting was gemerally conceded to be the presentation of a united
protest from the South against the attempt to exclude Sowthern men
with their slaves from the natlonal territories, which had recently
been won from Nexlco=-in other words, to protest against all forms of
the Wilnot FrovisosS®

; The advocates of the movement declared in support of their plan
that the Constitution and the Union were in lmminent danger from the
threatensd aggressions of the solid Nerth; that the contimuwation of
the Union in its integrity depended upon the organization of a great
Southern sectional party; and that this was the aim of the convention, 20"
On the other hand, those who emphatically opposed the plan, charace=
terized it as a treasonable scheme instigated by ultra-factiocnal

leaders in South Caroline and Mississippi to sever the Union and

ﬂEm gional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Veol. XXI,
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21

form 8 Southern confederacys. These accusations came largely from

members of the Whig party, who further stigmatized it as a second
Hertford Convmtiomaez
The Nashville Convention pgrew direetly out of & call made by a
State Convention held at Jasckson, Mississippl, October 1, 1840, But
there is evidense to show that the concepbion originated with some
Southern representatives in Congress, the most conspicuous of whom were
Senators Calhoun and Butler, of South Carolina, and Davis and Foote,
of Miasiasippt.”
On the 3th of Nay, 1850, Senator Houston of Texas said that he
regretted that the South deemed it necessary at this time %o resort
to the extraordinary mode of remedying existing evils, and averting
others, by calling a convention; that it would not do to start in
South Carolina, where discontent had in former times existed to an
wluciy extmt’;‘th&t it was unwise for Missiasippl to be the champion
and forerunner of this movement, even though Tennessee would become
the theater for the organization of the different representatives from
the states,

Mr. Foote replied that the sovereign State of Mississippi, in the

o1
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inoiplent movement towards the National Convention, for which che
wns responsible, was not instigated by South Carolina or her statesmen,
but that Mississippl had acted upon her wnbiased Judgment, without
instigation from any qmrter.“ However, by December, 1850, Foote had
changed his mind and framkly adnitted Calhown's influsnce in instigabe
ing the movements in Mississippl whioh led o the calling of the
Hashville cenvmtim,w and that the Convention was more or less
marked out by his grest intellect,>C

The Mississippl eall for the Nashville Convention was eclosely

connected with the ones famous Southern a.ddresa” issued by a mumber

of Southern members of Congress in Janmary, M.m The Mississippi
Convention which issued that ecall referred to the address of the
Southern delegation in the last Congress, to which the resolutions of
the central sad primary meetings in the State, and the proceedings of
the Convention which followed them may be regarded as the response of
manissippl.ml

In regard to this address, Semator Butler stated in the Senate
that the meeting of Southern members of Congress, which resulted in the
address, did not originate with South Carolina, nor was it sugzested

primarily by either of the senators or representatives of South Carolina;

Ibid. .
91-—‘-
A to _ onal Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Sessiom,
Vols nﬁ%’i‘; Pe ﬂ ' ‘ ?

- 'MIQPOM

1007314, , Vol, XXI, Part I, pp. 578, 579.
; id., Vol. m!. Part 11, PPe ISW, 1391,



27

that ¥Mr., Calhowm knew nothing of it, and thet there had been two or
three meetings before he was consulted;102 and thet it did not originate
with him, but that Mr, Poote of Mississippi, end ¥r., Hunter of
Virginia, met accidentally in a committee room of the Capital and they
decided that matters hed assumed suech an aspeet, end the positiomn of
affairs was such that something of the kind was ealled fors 8o the
Convention idea originated with these two gentlemen, including
¥r., Turney {rom Tennessee and Senator Houston fyom Texas, and was
adopted afterwards by all.m
Although the plan may not have been the econception of Mr, Calhowm,
as penerally charged at the time, it is 2 fact that he irmediately

adopted the idea, and became the leading exponent of it.]‘“

Yhat
reelly took place was essentially this: on the 23d of December, 1848,
e cauens of sixty-nine Southern Congressmen wes held in the Scnate
Chember, to consider some plan to avert the dangers that threatened
their section. A committee of fifteen was appointed, which committee
cormigsioned five of its members to prepare an address. lMr., Calhoum,
who wes the guiding spirit of this committee, drew up an “Address of
the Southern Delegates in Congress to their Constituents." %® oOn the

13th of Jamuary, 1849, the address was reported to the whole cammittee,

T021344,, Part I, ps 101

1
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104pe publican Benner and Nashville Whig (Nashville, Temnesses),
June 13, 1850,
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and it was finelly adopted on Janwary 22, 1849,100

and sent to the
newspapers of the South for publication, Only forty-eight Southern
Congressmen signed the address and only two of these were Whigs
(Mississippi)s The address, after setting forth the attitude of the
North, urged the Southern people to forget their political animosities
and unite in one party for the defense of the South, The purpose of
the address was primarily to promote a Southemn party to include all
Southern people. Whigs opposed it as they thought the program would
be a Democratic program,

Although the address issued no call for a Southern convention, it
has its part in promoting it. Apparently influenced by the address,
a meoting in Jasksén, Mississippl, May 7, 1849,2%7 tesued a call fora
state convention to meet in October to consider the rolations of the
Yorth and South. %% The proceedings of this May meeting were sent to
Calhoun, who suggested that the October meeting issuve a call for a
general Southern omonﬁmms

Prior to the May Mississippi meeting, Mr. Calhoun wrote certain
significant letters te leading men in the various Southern states,
which indicated clearly his interest in the movement and his influence
on its

In a letter to John H. Means, of South Carolina, April 13, 1849,

he said:

mﬂemnn Eduard Von Holst, Constitutional Hi of the United
States, 1846-1850 (Chicago: Callaghan and Company, 1900), 11, 412~422.
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I am of the impression that the time is near at hand when the
South will have to choose between disunion, and sulmission,

I think so, because I see little prospect of arresting the
aggressions of the North. If anything can do it, it would be
for the South to present with an unbroken front to the North
the altermative of dissolving the parimership or of ceasing
on their part to violate our rights and to disregerd the
stipulations of the Constitution in our favor; and that too
without delays see But it will be impossible to presenmt

such a Hmt, except by means of a convention of the Southern
States. 0

Mre Hilliard M. Judge, of Alabama, on the 29th of April, replied
to a letter from Mr, Calhown, dated the 15th of March, in this language:

Your sugrestion as to the necessity of a convention of the
Southern States is perfectly obvious. We can not get along
any other way--the North will not be deterred from her course
of wanton aggression by resolutions of the State legislatures,
but let the legislatures first declare the prineiples and the

people of tﬂ States can give them force and effect in
convention, 111

To Andrew Pickens Calhoun, on the 24th of July, who was at the
time in Alabama, he suggested the same plan, and asked whether Alabams
wmight not be induced to make the call, adding that Atlanta would be a
good point for the meeting,

In a letter to Colonel Tarpley, of Mississippi, dated July 9,
1849, he saids

I am greatly obliged to you for a copy of the proceedings of
your meetings I have read it with a great deal of pleasure.

You ask me for my opinion, as to the course, which should be
adopted by the State econvention, in October next. I have
delayed answering your letter until this time, that I might
more fully notice the developments at the North, before I
gave it. They are more and more adverse to us every day.
There has not been a single occurrence, since the rising of
Congress, which does not indicate on the part of the North
a fixed determination to push the abolition question to the
last extreme.

110,
Vol. XXI,
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In my opinion there is but one thing that holds out the
promise of saving both ourselves and the Union; and that is
a Southern conwvention, and that, if much longer delayed,
cannot, It ought to have been held this fall, and ought
not to be delayed beyond another year, All our movements
ought to look to that result. For that purpose, every
Southern State ought to be organized, with a central com=
mittee, and one in each county. Our is elready., It is
indispensable to produce concert and prompt action. In
the meantime, firm and resolute resolutions ought to be
adopted by yours and such meetings as may take place be-
fore the assembling of the Legislature in the fall, They,
when they meet, ought to take up the subject in the most
solenn end impressive menmner, The great object of a
Southern convention should be, to put forth in a solemm
manner the causes of our grievances in an address to the
other States, and to admonish them, in a solemm manner,
as to the consequences, which must follow, if they should
not be redressed, and to take measures preparatory to it,
in case they should not be, The call should be addressed
to all those who were desirous to save the Union and our
institutions, and who in the alternative, should it be
foreed upon us, of submission or dissolving the partner-
ship, would prefer the latter.

No State could better take the lead in this great con-
servative movement than yours, It is destined to be the
groatest of sufferers, if the abolitionists should succeed;
and I am not certain, but by the time your convention meets,
or at the farthest, your Legislature, that the time will
have come to make the call,

With great respect, I am 112
Js Cs Calhoun

As to Calhoun's influence in fostering the Southern convention,
we had the testimony of Foote in a personal letter to Calhoun on
September 25, just five days before the lississippi meeting was held:

I am pratified to have it within my power to inform you that
several leading gentlemen of both the two great political
parties in Mississippl have promised me at our approaching

convention to ast upon your '“Mﬂ relative to the recom-
mendation of a Southern convention.

T12This letter is mot in the collection edited by Professor J. F.
Jameson for the American Historical Association. It was published in
many Southern papers in 1850, See ublican er and Nashville Whi
Hay 27, 18503 also Nashville Free Fhig, Jume 1, 3 elso see Von onﬁ‘stéi,
John Ce Calhoum, B
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This influence was further shown by a letiter written to him by
A, Hutchinson from Jackson, Mississippi, on Cctober &5, 1849, just
after the Mississippi convention, He wrotes

Two of your letters to General Foote were enclosed to me, to
be used according to my disoretion on the question of the
orisis. That sugpesting a Southern convention was shown by
me to our mutual friends Chisf Justice Sharkey and Judge
Clifton, who, although Whigs, are well up to Southera
rights. Ve adopted the idea with ardor, but all concurred
in opinion, that if we should proceed on a course recon-
mended from South Carolins, we should fails The idea of

a Southern convention had previcusly occurred heree=but

you may well appreciate how much your opinion strengthened,

confirmed, and animated us. I dropped a note to Gemeral
Foote stating that it had occurred in Mississippi that
a Southern convention was_the important action required.
You will understand this,114
The Mississippi state comvention, assembled at dJackson, October 1,
1849, was composed of both Demoorats and Whigs; its chairman was the
Whig chief justice, William L. Sharkey. The convention summed up its
work in a series of resolutions, one of which was a call for a general
Southern convention to meet at Nashville, Tennessee, the first Monday
in June, 1850, "to devise and adopt some mode of resistance to these
aggressions," 118
Other resolutions were that the South would entertain a devoted
and cherished attachment for the Union as it was formed, and not as
an instrument of oppression; that if Congress passed the Proviso, or
prohibited interstate slave trade, or abolished slavery in the District
of Columbia, the legislature should authorize the govermor to call a

state convention to consider the mode and measure of redr_ousne

1147he Mississippien (Jaokson, Mississippl), October 5, 1849,
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That the institution of slavery in the Southern states was
guarenteed by the Constitution to be exelusively under the control
of the states in which it existed as & part of thelr domestic policy,

vwhich they only, had a right to regulate, ebolish, or perpetuate, and

‘ that all attempts on the part of Congress or of others, to interfere
with slavery directly or indirectly, were in violation of the Con=-
ati.tntion;u?

That the passage of the Wilmot Proviso by Congress, which would
in effect, deprive the citizens of the slaveholding states of an equal
participation in the Territories would be considered as an unjust dis-

118 snat the legislature should

erimination to the states of the South;
pass such laws that would encourage the immigration of citizens of the
slsweholdingl states, with slaves to the new territories of the United
Statess

That the rights of the South in African service, existed not only
under but over the Constitution, They existed before the govermment
was formed and that the Constitution was rather sanctioned by them
then they by the Constitution., Hed the Constitution not admitted the
sovereignty of those rights, it never would have been itself admitted
by the SBouth. It bowed in deference to rights older in their dates,
stronger in their c¢laim, and holier in their nature, than any other

which the Constitution could boast. Those rights could not be changed

11?0@9«310&1 Globe, 36th Congress, 2d Sessiom, Vol. XXX, Part II,

Pe 970,

118, iae the g%uiml lobe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
Vol, XXII, T, Ppe




OKTAHOMA:
ABRICURTIRAL & 31! FANICAL COULEGY
LIB R AR'Y

even by & ohange of the Constitution. They were out of readhUér e 1940
nation. The confederacy might dissolve and the Constitution pass

away, but those rights will remain unshaken and will exist while the
South exists and when they fall the Sowth will perish with thems'l®

That a committee of six be chosen by the Convention to prepare
en eddress to the people of the slaveholding states. 20 Also, an
eddress to the people of the South was drawm up and edopted, stating
that the controversy was a most alarming one to every lover of the
Union 12l Tt was a dispute between fourteen states on the one side
end sixteen on the other side, or of fifteen on each side, if Delaware
ghould fraternize with the South;

That the Union must be preserved. The slave states, in resist~
ing such dangerous end destructive usurpations of the federal govern=
ment, were defending the Constitution end the Union. Their position
was wholly defensive--defensive of their domestic relations, and their
private rights of property--defensive of their laws, upon which these
domestio relations and rights of property were founded==defensive of
the Constitution and the Union~-defensive of lew, order, and pood
government, of the right of the people to govern themselves, by the
govermeents and laws of their own making, throughout the world, 2>

1195%"1@5;1 Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI,
Part I, pe 578. Bee Appendix for complete resolutions.

1201444, ; The Mississippian, October 5, 1849,
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But should the non=-slave stetes conbine to enforce anti~
reclanmation acts, and continue to pess laws to provent the extension
of slevery into the Territeries, or further atbempt to abolish it in
the Distrioct of Columbia, or attempt, by an amendment of the Constitu-
tion, toc abolish it in the slave states--what protection did the
slave states have against these aggressions, and these dangerous
usurpations of undelegated power, under a Constitution by which they
ought to be enabled both to protect themselves and possibly save the
Union. The states, before the ratification of the Constitution, had
been assured that states, as organized commmities, could successfully
resist all such nggressiom.lzs

Because the sixteen non-slave states exceeded the muber of slave
states by two, and could send a majority of four senators to Congress,
and by their population, having a larger majority in the House of
Representatives, and Free Soil and Abolition Senators and Representa-
tives, and a Froe Soil and Abolition President, they could mke the
federal government a means to destroy slavery in the fourteen slave
states~=Lirst by excluding slavery from the Territories, in order
thet, by admitting new states into the Union, they might inorease the
nurber of non~-slave states to three-fourths; second, by abolishing
slavery in the District of Columbia, or in all places where Congress
might exorcise exclusive legislation; and lastly, by changing the
Constitution by an amendment, to abolish slavery in the United States.
If the slave states submitted to it, they would cease to exist as

128 -
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gtetes and as sovereign parties of the Union, Resistence to such
usurpations was their morsl, social, end politieel du‘ﬁy.m
Mre Calhoun wrote to Andrew Pickens Celhoum on October 22, 1849, .
sanctioning Mississippi's action on the slave guestion, shating that
every Southern state should send delepates to Huahﬂlle.m
Some sort of action with reference to the convention wns teken
in wvarious Southern states, following the Mississippi Convention of
Cetober 1, 18‘49.126 A majority of the state lepgislatures passed
resolutions endorsing it, and in wost instanees, avthorizing some
plan of rsprosaxtn‘l:ion.lz? However, there was little regularity in
the methods of selecting delegntes. As shown above, Missiesippi's
October Convention appointed delegates. But on the 20th of March
following, the legislature met in joint session and for some wnlmowm
roason chose other delegates. This rction caused considerable dise
setisfaction, especially aerong members of the Whig p&rty.ms A protest
wes enbered, signed by twenty-seven members of the legislature, in which
they slleged that the majority had overstepped their authority. Im

imitetion of the method of choosing delegates to a matlonal convention,

mlﬂﬂ.. Vol. m.. Part 1, P 678,
1251bid. 3 House Mﬁ loe 783, 56th Congress, lst Session,

CXV, 772, 775. See Appendix for names of Delepates,

mﬁﬂg%ndml Globe, Slet Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI,
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1287y, E% ip (Vicksbuwrg, Mississippi), Merch 20, 1850,
had this to say of the tude of the Whigs toward the action of the

state legislature: "Nearly all theWhigs of that body have placed on
record their solemn belief that as the October Convention pledged the
people to abide by the Washville Conventlon, it must be peculiarly ap-
propriate to permit the people to have soms direct agenoy in the
appointment of delegates,"
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they seleocted delegates upon a basis of two for each representative

in Congress, making four from the state at lerge, and two from esch
Congressional district,

In Alabara and South Carolins, the state legislatures pessed
resolutions endorsing the issue as proposed by Hississippi, and
providing for the election of delegatess Leter, in Alabama, a preat
deal of harsh criticism wes provoked in the ranks of the Whig party,
becsuse, as they claimed, the legislature had usurped the privilege
of the peoplesie?

My, Hilliard, a prominent Alabamian of Whig sympethies, opposed
the convention in a letter (dated April 21, 1850) to a friend., THe

said:

Ae to the Nashville convention, my opinion, as things now
stand, is against it. I adhere to the position taken by me
last sumer--~that no comvention ought to be held in advance
of some act of aggression on the part of the government.
The most of the legislature should have done, wms to agree
upon some clear, sensible, firm resolution upon the subject,
and empower the govermment, in the event of an aggression,
to call a convention of the people to consider the question
- in a1l its bearings: the wrong, the remedy.

I quite agree with you that there was no authority on the

part of the legislature to appoint delegates, COur friends

ought not to comnect themselves with it.

TWe shall settle the question, Californis will be admitted,

and the other portions of the T %toryormiudim

governments without the Proviso.

In order to pacify these rurmmrings and to wnite the two parties,
the legislature subsequently empowered the govermor to call conventions

in the various counties of the state in order ihat the people might

1293 ppendix to the omal Globe, Sst Congress, 1st Sessian,
Vele s PE s PDe 38 iean Banner end Nashville Whig,
hpril 23, 1850, =
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approve or disapprove the action of the legislature, These meetings
were usually well attended, and, almost without exeception, endorsed
the methods and cendidates of the legislature.l®l

The Georgia legislature passed resolutions in the latter part of
March, or early in April, wherein they endorsed the convention and
empowered the governor to hold elections for the selection of delegates,
In these resolutions, they declared the proposed admission of Cali-
fornia would be a good and sufficient reason why the Union should be
dissolved. Mr., Toombs himself repudiated this features At the elec~-
tions held soon after, although & majority of the counties that held
them voted for the conmvention, not more than one-twentieth of the
state's entire vote was pollad.u’z

In Florida, the governor was invested with the power of appointe
ment by the legislature, which also endorsed the plan, It is interest-
ing %o note that Governor Brown, in reply to a letter from the Florida
delegation in Congress, prior to the action of the legislature, urging
him to exert his influence to have delegates appointed, refused on the
ground that the plan was of a revolutionary chearscter. The Governor

mx'bi.d,. Pe 308,

1321me Re Banner and Nashville of June 21, 1850,
quotes from ste Chromiole (Auguste, Coorgia), June 21, 1850,
the fellowings: 3 over the delegation from Georgia, we felt

some curiosity to see how many voters they represented, and therefore
addressed ourselves to the investigation, by which we ascertained the
following results: HNessrs. McDonald and Colquitt were appointed by
the legislature, and may, therefore, be regarded as representing that
body. Of the others in attendance, Messrs, Bemning, Crawford, Gibson,
end Fouche were elected by the people of their respective Congressional
districts, end received in the aggregate, 2,409 votes, whom they may be
considered as representing. The remaining four are appointees of
Governor Towns, and may be supposed to represent his Excellency.
Georgia numbers probably one hundred thousand voters, and yet these
men who receive less than one-fortieth part of them, assume to represent
her in this assembly,"



advocated constitutional methods of redress for all wrongs, end sug-
gested that the South might obtain justice through the Supreme Court
in oase of any infringement of rights,153

The North Carolina method, so far as it was carried out, seemedto
have been for each Congressional district to meet in convention and
elect two delegates to the Nashville Convention; and to elect six
delegates from each county, who should assemble at Raleigh to elect
four delegates from the state at large.

The Virginie resolutions, adopted by the legislature on the 4th of
February, looked upon the proposed Nashville Convention as a body to
consult and to advise what action should be taken in case of any inter=-
ference with slavery., In case the Wilmot Proviso should be passed, the
governor was authorized to call a state convention which should be em=-
powered to seleot delegates to a Southernm convention, HNevertheless,
public meetings were held in many counties to elect delegates. ladison,
Jefferson, Westmoreland, King George, and Princess Anne Counties
elected delegates. In Richmond and Albemarle Counties, the convention
element was defeated, In Albemarle, immediately after the regular
meeting adjourned, those who favored the convention met and appointed
seventeen delegates to their distriot convention, Nr, Stevenson, late
minister to London, presided at this Ming.m There was little or
no sympathy with the movement in western Virginia, T. Hayman, of
Virginia, declared in the House of Representatives, May 21, "Sir, the

g%g %o the Co: ional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Seassion,
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effort to get up meetings to send delegates to the Nashville Convention
has been almost an entire failure in Virginia," 5®

The general assembly of Temmessee passed resolutions of endorse-
ment, and provided for the appointment of delegates by the governor
in the ratio of two for each representative in Congress. This law was
killed, however, by the Whig Senate. The citizens of Davidson County
held a convention in the eity of Nashville, at which the convention .
element was voted down, and the meeting seems to have ended in a aplit.m
The minority, which favored a convention, then met behind closed doors,
passed the resolution offered at the former meeting, and selected
delegates to attend the convention.

On February 27, 1850, Mr., Anderson, of Kentucky, introduced in
the legislature resolutions favorable to the convention, which were
killed by a vote of twenty=-six to nine,

In compliance with the law passed by the Texas legislature, elecs
tions were held in eastern and western Texas for the selection of
delegates. Very little interest was manifested in the matter,

Thus, recognition of some character, generally by their legisla-
tures, was almost universal through the South during the fall of 1849
and the spring of 1850, The delegetes were given no definite instruc-
tions, but were left to exercise their own judgment as to what sction
they should take, The scts of the convention were not intended to be
final or to have any binding force. But it was to consult, to sdvise,
and to recommend, leaving to the people of the states oconcerned, the

m%%! %o the C sional Globe, Zlst Congress, lst Session,
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138yashville True Whig (Washville, Tennessee), May 7, 1850,




privilege of adopting or rejecting the results of its deliberations.l57
The convention held two sessions. TFor comvenience, they may be
designated the session before and the session after the Compromise of
1850, Vhen the first session adjourned, Mr. Clay's famous Omnibus
Bill, afterwards known as the Compromise of 1850, was pending in
Congress. These measures were passed before it reassenbled, o0
The convention met at Nashville, June 3, 1850, with one hundred
and seventy-nine delegates in attendance. Representatives from only
nine states were present, although others had been appointed. They
were as follow: Virginia, sixj South Carolina, seventeen; Ceorgls,
twelve; Mississippi, eleven; Texas, one; Alabama, twentyeone; Arkeansas,
twoj Florida, six; and Termessee, one hundred and two, >0
The meotingl®® was formally called to order by Governor A. V. Brown,
of Termesses. Judge William L. Sharkey, ¥l of Miseissippi, was eleoted
president by acolamation. Honorable Charles J. MeDomald,142 of Georgia,
was chosen vice president. The convention next undertook the examina=
tion of the credentials of all delegates, after which they took their

187y prendix to the jonal Clobe
, Olst Congress, lst Session,
Vol nﬂ’%‘ 11, Pe

1351!11‘., Part I, p. 645,
‘Republican mimd Hashville Whig, June § and 6, 1850, See
.Lppundh: for names gates.
‘ml'howooudi.ngi qi'thocomntimmﬂ fullyraportedi.nt-hn

Nashville papers, especially the Bnmer and Nashville |
The reader is referred to these uu ) authority for all sta

ments unless other reference is speeifically giun.

14lyi114em 1L, Sharkey was Chief Justice of Mississippi. He was one
of the leaders in the convention of his state that called the Nashville
Convention,

142y.ponald wes elected Governor of Georgzia in 1839 and re=elected
in 1841 by the Union party. In 1851, he became the candidate of the
Southern Rights party, but was defeated by Howell Cobb of the Union
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seats,

The question of the ratio of representation in voting provoked
mach discussion, There was & strong sentiment in fevor of voting by
states, each state counting equally. This meihod was finally adopted.

A resolution, introduced by Governor Brown, of Tennessee, was
adopted, which provided that cach state delegation should choose two
of its members to serve as a conmittee on resolutions, and that they
might report on any other matter that they thought necessary. The
members of this committee were: MNessra. Newton and Gordon, of Virginia;
MeDonald and Benning, of Georgiaj Barmwell and Hammond, of South
Cerolina; Murphy and Campbell of Alabama; Boyd and Clayton, of Missis~
sipi; Henderson, of Texasj; Forimen and Pearson, of Florida; Brown and
Nicholson, of Temnesseej Roane and Powell, of Arkansas, Gordon of
Virginie was elected chairman,

In taking the chair, Judge Sharkey addressed the comvention, He
made an earnest appeal for harmowny, and insisted that they should
adopt courageous but conservative measures, and bear constantly in
mind the great object for which they were assembled; namely, the
perpetuation of the Union in its original purity,l4d

The session continued ten days, and during that time many resolu=-
tions and measures were proposed, These were freely discussed, after
which they were referred to the committee on resolutions. The come
nittee's draft of the resolutions was submitted late in the session,
and was read before the convention by lir, John A, Campbell, of
Alabama, They were essentially those earlier proposed by him, With

185 onal Globe, Slst Congress, st Sessiom, Vol, XXI,
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e few minor changes, they were unanimously adopted.

The same committee prepared and sulmitted along with the resolu-
tions an address to the people, This was finally adopted, although
some opposition was manifested, especially te that part that opposed
specifically the compromise measures.

So far as evinced by the report made, the entire proceedings,
speeches, and resolutions of the several states were thoroughly
harmonious upon the main issues to be considered; namely, the absolute
equality of the states, the dootrine of state sovereignty, the right
of a state to settle its own domestic relations and shape its owm
policy toward the institution of slavery, and the right of each state
to an equal partieipation in, and protection of its property in all
national territory. The HMissouri line of compromise was regarded as
a generous concession from the Southern states, but acceptable as the
price of peace, in defeult of their just claims,1%¢ No threats were
made in anticipation of the defeat of their demands, but simply a prow=
vision for the reassembling of the convention after Congress had ade
journed, to devise further and effective means of redress in that
ovent, 148

The address was styled "An Address to the People of Maryland,
Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, ete." naming all the Southern
states, This lengthy, exhaustive, and logical document was written
by Mr. R. B. Rhett, of South Carolina, a leader of acknowledped ability
in his state, and an extremist on Southern rights, It geve first a
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historical review of the inereasing aggression of the Horth, 146 1%
asserted that the South was reviled by the North on account of slavery,
and that its condition in the Union was growing from bad to worse,
The different measures of the compromise were severally taken up and
thoroughly eritieized. With the single exception of the Fugitive
Slave Law, they were condemmed in no uncertain terms. The Address,
in conclusion, however, declared itself in favor of reagonable and
adequate compromises, urging thet the Missouri line be extended, 4’
Referring to the bill to admit California in 1849, it stated
that the South was exeluded by the bill from the whole of that part
of Californie lying on the Pacific, indluding one hundred and fifty
thousand square miles of territory, by the legislation of Congress,
erecting California into a state and excluding slavery, an exclusion
which almost every Southern state in the Union had declared she would
not submit t0,1%® A free people cannot be satisfiod with the mode in
which they are deprived of their rights; & sovereipgn state will dis-
dain to inguire in what manner she is stripped of her property, and
degraded from an equality from her sister at:ltnong
In regard to the partition of Texas, it continued, the bill took
from Texas, territory sufficient for two large states, and added it
to New Mexico, which, like California, would be admitted as a state

IE& to the C sional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
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with a constitution excluding slavery from its limitse=for without

such exclusion she could not hope to be admitted by the non-slave-
holding states into the Union, The effect would be that territory,
over which slavery did not exist, equal to two states, would be wrested
from the South, and would be given up to the non-slaveholding states.
By the bill, two states were to be taken from the Southern and given
to the Northern states; and this wrong was ageravated by compelling
the South to pay for ity through the Treasury of the United States,

It then proceeded to discuss the bill to abolish the slave trade
in the Distriet of Columbia, which declared that if any slave was
brought into the District for sale, they should be liberated and freeds
the South thought the next step would be to liberate slaves because
they were in the District, 50

The Fugitive Slave Bill perpetrated an usurpation on the reserved
rights of the states. P} It could abolish slavery in the states.
Thus, a power was assumed in the bill whieh virtually extended the
jurisdietion of Congress over slavery in the stetes,l5?

The South was willing to compromise end proposed the Missouri
Compromise three times, only to have it rejeoted by the North; them
the South twice proposed a compromise by which she consented to leave
it to the courts of the United States to determine her rights, but
this teo was rejested by the Northe >

0144,
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8ome in the South thought that the Missourl Compromise, if ex=
tended to the Pacific Ocean, should be accepted, provided there was
a distinct recognition of their right to enter the territory south of
36 doérua 30 minutes north lat‘ltudc.m

As stated above, the delegotes were not a unit in their endorse~
ment of the address,l®®

The committee was divided, and, being unable to compromise thelr
differences, & nminority report was guﬁitted, which caused some ex=
citement in the Convention. The opposition ceme principally from the
representatives of the Whig party. They simply stated their reasons
for not supperting the address, however, without entering any protest.
These were:t First, because the Convention had given them no
authority to prepare an address, but simply report resolutions; and
Second, that they themselves were not prepared to say that the ime
pending compromises might not be so altered as te make them acceptable,.

After a continuous session of nine deys, the Convention adjourned
June 12, 1850, In the event of failure on the part of Congress te

comply with their demands, it was agreed they should reassemble on the

T64Republican Bammer and Nashville Whig, June 13, 1850,

1557hen ¥r, Hammond took his seat, the previous gquestion was

called, and sustained. The main question was then put and the address
edopted unanimously by states, the amendment being cut off, "r.
Abercrombie then moved that the states be ealled, that those who were
opposed to portions of the address might record their vote in the
negative, The call wes made accordingly, and Messrs. Abercrombie,

Davis, Murphy, Judge, Byrd, and Hunter, of Alabama; Gholson, of Virginiaj
Forman of Floride; and Sharkey of Mississipri; recorded their votes in

the nogltim'-ﬂopgb_li% Banner and m}ne June 13, 18503
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sixth Monday after Congress had adjourned, or at such a time after
Congress had acted as the President might appoint, The proceedings
and spirit 250 of the first session were firm, menly, and dignified.
Throughout the Southern states, conventions and public meetingsl®7?

338('!'ho h:hﬁ.Llc Tru June 18, 1850, saids
"We have beenm 1ed to ! ections by the action of the so-called
Southern convention, aonnnod in this eity, and the spirit in which it
has been received ‘n this immediate community. We have no sympathy
with the movement. Vie regarded it from the beginning as unwise and in-
auspicious-=-os a dangerous, and at the same time, an inefficient remedy
in its self for the grievances of which we complaine-as we shall show it
to be in the end. But whatever may be said of its impolicy, or its un=-
authoriged and unconstitutional character, or the old heresies of nul-
lification and secession which it has put forth in all their odiousness,
it embodied a vary large smount of talent, eloguence and learning; it
wes composed of individuals of extensive popular influence in nine of
the Southern States; its deliberations were conducted with marked
ability, and indicated throughout a thorough determination on the part
of the large majority, to carry out, in spirit and in letter, the pur-
port of their published proceedings."”

15771e Alabama Journel (Montgomery, Alabama), July 23, 1850, pave

the following account of & ratifiecstion meeting’in Montgomery, Alnbama
"In accordance with a notice which had been given in all the papers of
the ¢ity, a large and intelligent meeting of the eitizens of the county
and city of Montgomery, assembled at the court house, to ratify and
approve the action of the Nashville Convention,
"lMr. GColdthwaite commenced by giving a full account of the convention
and its proceedings. He passed & high encomium on the abilities and
patriotism of Judge Tucker, of Virginia, Langdon Cheves, the favorite
son of South Carolina, from the generation of a former age, around
whose venerable brow clustered the homors of more than half a century's
devotion to the cause of his country, and upon whose heéad had fallen
the snows of' eighty winters, was there to lend to their councils the
wisdom of experience and the dignity of age. Mississippi was there
represented by her learned chief Justice, and other distinguished eiti-
gens, as firm in the ocouncils es they had ever been gallant in the field;

and so on of the rest. He traced the unjust and unconstitutional ac-
tion of the North from theé ordinance of 1787 down to the present time==
their entire faithlessness in observing the Constitution as well as the
legislative compromises whioch they forced upon the South, The associated
and affiliated abolitionists pressed slavery in the States. Urged on by
& blind and bigoted fanaticism, they claim a dignity and a relipgion
higher and purer than that of Christ, and e political conscience above
the Constitution. All this they claim for the purpose of supporting
those insurrectionary movements, which will spare neither helpless ine

fancy nor hoary age.
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were held, at which the action of the Convention was mdorsodalsa

Occasionally, however, the address met with some opposition,
The second session convened at RNashwville, November 11, 1850, 1In

the meantime, Congress passed the famous compromise maa.aurea.lsg

157 continued)
"The Missouri compromise was offered in the convention as an extreme
concession=~thig had been in effect rejected by the Senate of the
United States, which offered only another indication end an additional
proof of the urgent necessity for prompt and efficient Southeran
organigzation,”

1587he Republican Banner and Nashville Whig, July 2, 1850, con=
tained the following ascount of a speech by lr. Rhett at Charleston,
South Carolina:
"He declared the Federal government to be a failure, so far as the
South was concerned; and frankly and boldly unfurled the flag of dis=-
union, as the only refuge of the South, and as offering her not only
a release from the fetters of a faithless and oppressive confederacy,
but as caleulated to erown her with prosperity end glory. Nay, he even
went so far as to contend that, if every Southern State should quail
and cower in the existing crisis, South Carolina alone should make the
issue, and either live free or perish with honor. He undertook %o
maintain the paradox (to use his own language) of 'proving to freemen
that they were not free'; and went on to establish the propositions
that the people of the South, under the workings of our present system
of government were slaves. 1. In respect of Federal taxation; 2. In
respect of Federal expenditures; and 3., In respect of their peculiar
domestic institutions, He showed that the Nashville Convention had
done muchj; contrary to the evil vaticinations of its enemies and the
acknowledged apprehensions of its friends, It had meteethe South had
at length dared to meet, and, with great unanimity, had proposed the
Higgouri line--not, however, on the old prineiple of positively in-
hibiting slavery North, and admitting or excluding it South of the line,
as the people of the region should deeide, on their coming into the
Union as States, bul with a positive recognition of slavery south of
the line, as an equivalent for its exclusion north of the line. The
proposition was therefore a partition of the disputed Territory, between
the North and South, adapted to the ecircumstances of the case. The old
¥igsouri compromise was applied to slaveholding territory--the new com=
promise is to be applied to non-slaveholding territory--and hence the
reason and necessity of the change. He was frank and candid enough,
however, to avow that the idea of effecting an adjustment, on that basis,
was utterly hopeless==the North would never assent to it."

189 poendix to the Congressional Clobe, Slst Congress, lst Session,
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President Sha.rlceylso did not issue a call for & second meeting of
the convention,

16°Judgo Sharkey does not seem to have had very firm convictions
as to what was the wisest policy. Personally, he believed in the jus-
tice of the full Bouthern claims, Ne did not think that these were
granted by the compromise measures; but he did not consider it wise to
insist on more than could be obtained, nor to advocate more than
Southern public opinion could agree upons

Before the first session of the Nashville Convention met, he
became discouraged and wrote to Senator Footes
"We must take things as they are, and not as we would have them, and
shape our conduct sccording to exigencies. It would have boen folly
to have insisted on what you and I may regard as strictly Southern
rights. Nothing could have been obtained by that course., If the com=
promise can be adopted, our honor at least is safe. Indeed, it secures
the prineiple for which we have been contendinp. The mass of the
Southern people would be content with it, True, it does not suit all
meNs eee Could you do anything that would please all even of your
own party? I think not. Ultra men can never be pleaseds ... Take
my word for it, conservative men will apProve your course. The Whigs
generally approve it, and the moderate men of your own party. In
short, I think it will be approved by the people,"--Republican Banner
and Nashville Whig, June 15, 1850,

r the first session met and showed some vigor, he

his mind. On June 21, he wrote to the editor of the Southron (Jackson,
Yississippi). Referring to his letter to Foote, he said:
"ess The letter was written at a time when it was believed by me as
well as by others, not only here but elsewhere, that the convention
movement would result in total failure. Some of the States had declined
to appoint delegates; it was believed the delegates appointed by others
would not attend, and everywhere great opposition was manifested toward
the measure. It seemed impossible to rally the South in vindication of
her rights. The advice from Washington City seemed to dispel amy hope
of & creditable convention, and a failure could have no other effect
than to encoursge aggressions on the South. It was also believed that.
the compromise was the best that could poseibly be obtained; so, indeed,
I was distinetly informed. Under such circumstances, I wrote the let-
ter referred to, in reply to one which contained but a syllabus of the
compromise, not having seen the details of the measure. But, in ex-
pressing that opinion, I did not intend to admit that the South was
entitled to nothing more. My opinions on the subjeot of her rights are
too well known,'I trust, to be the subject of doubt. I repeatedly
declared that the South was entitled to an equal portion of the new ter-
ritories. Sinee that letter was written, the Nashville Convention has
met, Its enemies have been disappointed and its friénds gratified. s..
"I trust the whole South will unite, in & spirit of firm determination,
to insist upon the line of compromise which we have recommended. This
shall be my course, and 1 hope by pursuing it to accomplish the preserva=-
tion of the Union unimpaired."--The Bufeula Demoorat (Eufaula, Alabama),
July 2, 1850, For some reason he seems to have changed his mind again
and determined to take no part in the second session,
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But as the former meeting had daoi;dod upon & day for assembling,
the prosident's call was regarded as a mere matter of formality, and
preparations were made for the seoond session. INew delegates were
appointed by the state legislatures or conventions of the people in
gome instences, while in others the former ones were sent and the
vacencies filled.

The body reorpanized on the motion of Cenersl Gideon J. Pillow,
by calling the former viece president, Crover MeDonald, of Georgias, to
the chair, On the following day, Tuesdey, he wes unenimously elected
to the presidency by scclamation. Honorsble Reuben Chapman, of Ala=
bama, was chosen viee president at the ssme time, President MoDomald,
on teking the chair, addressed the convention in a short but eloquent
appeal, in vhich he tentatively favored secession, without actually
recommending that extremity,l6l

161y, MeDonald said, in parts
"The Constitution, then, is the great temple of our religious, poli=-
tical, and individual liberty. The sacred rights of millions of free=-
men are intimately interwoven with its structure. If it be destroyed,
they must perish with it, unless they can be otherwise preserved. The
polluted and polluting hands of a wicked fanaticism and sectional am=
bition have already sheken its foundation stone. It is in imperial
peril. Unless it can be rescued from the machinations and violence of
evil men, it must fall. Every breese that comes from the North, wafte
to our ears the intelligence of some fresh wrongs and injustice, of
tumults and insurrections against the Constitution, and the laws. It
may ve that while I now speak, the life blood of citizens of Georgia
erimsons the streets of Boston, and that, for the prosecution of their
rights under that Constitution and those laws. Can it be the settled
purpose of infatuated and maddened fanatics to drive the states of the
South to the last measure of safety, short of revolution, secession
from the Union--a measure that should be resorted to only in cases of
extreme necessity, and after all other measures have failed? I do not
speak thus to excite resentment, to exasperate. WNo, it requires wisdom,
calmess, moderation, courage, to meet the orisis. Those who will con~
template the immense blessings which have flowed from the Constitution,
when faithfully administered, cannot fail to see the finger of CGod in
its wonderful construction., Let us then set to work earnestly to



On the second day, it was found that several members of the
former committee on credentials had not returned, whereupon new ones
were put in their place.,’®? Later, the committee anmounced that the
following states were represented: Alabama, Florida, Mississippi,
Tennessee, South Carolina, Georgia, and Yirginholss

The different states then announced the new appointments to the
general committee on resclutions., Ceneral Gordon was retained as

chairman of this committee.

161 G ontinmed)
preserve it, trusting in Him to direct us in the means., Shall we rest
guietly, seeing the approaching dissolution, and make no exertion to
avert it, and adopt no measures of safety if it must come? No, no.

If the Constitution be doomed to perish, we must nerve our arms to
secure the rights it was intended to guarantee, relying on the guidance
and aid of the Omnipotent in so just a cause.,"-=Nashville Americen
(Nashville, Temnessee), November 12, 1850,

1621ne following were the committee in full: Messrss.Pillow, of
Tennessee; Hutehinson, of Mississippi; Buford, of Alabema; Gordon, of
Virginia; MeWhorter, of Georgia; DuPont, of Floridaj Pickens, of South
Carclina. From the Naghville American, November 13, 1850.

18310 following is & list of delegates representing the different
states:
Alabama--R, Chm, G, We Willim, Ce Co Clly, sr.‘ Je M, Calhoun,
and J, Buford.
Florida=-=C. He. DuPont. Ja He Vardiﬂ'. Ps W, 'hit. Jdno, E, neG.hg..
Mississippi==J. Macker, J, J. Davenport, A. Hutohlnlon. We K. Kilpat=
rick, P. Smith, T. J. Wharton, J. C, Thompson, C. M. Lawn.
Tennessee=-A, V. Browm, G. J. Pillow, A. O. P, Nicholson, A, J. Donel=-
son, J. B. Clements, T. Claiborne, M. Esselman, W, G, Hard-
ing, F. McGavock, T. Morton, W, H, Polk, J, MeClarin,
J. D, Moseley, end L, P, Cheatham,
South Carolina=<Langdon Cheves , W. J, Hamna, F., W, Pickens, W. C.
Yam‘. Je N Ihitner. Je Bndlcy, S. Ot'b.ﬂoﬂ.' Ds lhnoa,
D. F. Janmison, W. Gﬂgﬁl; Ge As rm' Je S Wilson,
J. Chestnut, Jr., W, DuBose, R. B, Rhett, end R, Barnwell,
Goorgit—-J. Ge McWhorter, Je A, Jones, Jno. D, Stesl, W, P. Parker,
C. R. Hunter, R. Bledsoe, J. M, Bethune, J. Sneed, C. J.
MeDonald, H, G. Benning, Mr, Daniel.
Virginia--Ceneral Gordon
From the Nashville Gasette (Nashville, Tennessee), November 15, 1850,
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Resolutions were introduced from almost every state, which
claimed to be an expression of its attitude towards the questions at
issue. Set speeches were made during the convention by Messrs. Cheves,
of South Cerolinaj; lcWhorter, of Georgiaj end Governor Brown, of
Tennessee. Throughout the session of seven days, a merked change from
the conciliatory tone of the June meeting prevaileds The Tennessee
delegation, although dominated by the conservatives, was itself divideds
Genoral Pillow's resolutions, on the part of the Tennessee delegation,
indicated an acgquiescence in the late acts of Congress, but declared
a determination to resist any further aggression against Southemm
rights. Honorable Langdon Cheves, in the resolutions introduced for
his state (South Carolina), indieated secession as the proper remedy
for the grievances of the South, and followed it with a speech of about
two hours, in which he reviewed the difficulties between the two
sections ol the Union, the several recent acts of Congress, and
reconmended secession as the proper means of future security. In the
course of his speech, when he reached the climax of his eloquence on
the present condition of the South, he excleimed: "It is already dones
the Rubicon is crossed; even now the Union is divided."16¢ Nessrs.
Hunter, Jones, and Sneed, of Georgia, also introduced resolutions, in

which they took essentially the same position as South Carolina.

16mgg call this srgument of Mr. Cheves the manifestowwthe hand
of South Carolina, Coming from the most able of her sons, there can-
not be a doubt that it meets with the hearty approvel of the able, but
misguided delegation. We cannot dignify it with e higher appellation,
South Carvlina may be correctly represented in this convention, but we
cannot be cajoled into the belief that the people of any Southern
states are leagued with her in her designs upon the wunity and peace
of the Republic,"-=Nashville Cazette, November 15, 1850,
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¥r. MoWhorter, of Ceorgia, later addressed the convention for one
hour. He denounced the Fugitive Slave law as a "quid pro quo of a
false character,” "Union and slavery,” said he, "cannot long exist
together, and what is the South to get? Self-preservation is the
first law of nature, with states as with individuals,®®

¥r. Claiborme, of Temmessee, then followed in the same strain
for himself, as he said, rather than for his state, as he was in the
minority in his delegation. Secession was boldly and freely spoken
of as the only hope of the South. The resolutions, proposed by
¥r. Clay, of Kentucky, on February § and 6, were bitter and uncom=
promising in their condemmsation of the compromise measures, which were
termed the "adjustment soandal,"}66

Resolutions were introduced by Mr. Davenport, of Mississippi, in
support of which, he seid, a majority of the people in his state had
acted favorably, They endorsed the right of secession, and enumerated
the wrongs inflieted upon the South: "In view of these aggressions
and outrages inflieted upon the South and those threatened and impend=-
ing," they recommended that each of the Southern gtates appoint
delegates to a general convention, the time end place to be determined
laters that these delegates be

clothed with full authority to deliberate and act, with all

the sovereign power of the people, with a view to arresting

further aggression, and restoring the constitutional rights

of the South=-if possible==-and if not, then to provide for 167
the safety and independence of the South in the last resort.

“16Byashville Gazette, November 15, 1850,

Iaéﬁ.qndix to the G?rsuiml (lobe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
Veol. . I, PPe 1 » Y .
16Tyashville American, November 19, 1850,
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The Mississippi, Alabama, and Georgia delegations proposed in
their reports that a Southern convention or congress, as the Alabama
report styled it, be held at some fubure dates delegetes to be chosen
by "primary meetings of the people," in such manner as might be suit-
able to the states participating; end that they be clothed with power
to take authoritative action with reference to the late acts of
Congress. The Alebama report said:

We recommend to those States who think themselves ag-

grieved by those acts (compromise of 1850), and who

wish to wnite ageinst future aggression, to eleet dele-

zates to meet in Ceorgia some time next spring,168
Montgomery was also suggested as a suitable place for holding this
Southern congress,

The conservetive element, who favored peaceful acquiescence in
the compromises of 1850, upon the one condition that they be faithfully
executed, constituted a very small minority of the second convention,
The Temnessee delegation favored resolutions endorsing these compromisess
They, however, were almost alone in that position, there being only a
few individuals from the other states of e similer mind,

All resolutions were referred to the committee on resolutions,
whose report was made just before the convention adjourned, and was
adopted by a vote of six to one, Tennessee voted in the negative,

Some excitement and disorder was witnessed at the closing secene of the
convention, because, as previously agreed upon, the report was adopted
without further dinou’niou.ms No address was issued.
Of the closing scenes, an editorial sgid:

lésnom'bnm Banner and Nashville Whig, November 20, 1850.
169ashville American, November 20, 1850,




That the matter may be understood, we give a brief history.
The committee on resolutions had unenimously instructed their
chairman, on reporting the resclutions on Monday morming,
to move the previous question on their adoption. The members
were anxious to return home; it was known that if a debate
once commenced it would be almost interminable. Mesars.
Brown and Nicholson, representing Tennessee on the committee,
both stated in convention that while they dissented from the
report, they would take some other opportunity of laying
their views before the public, and admitted that the reasons
for teking the vote without debate were satisfactory, and,
in committee, oconsented that the previous question should be
moveds The previous gquestion was sustained and the resolu=-
tions adopted. Major Donelson then moved a reconsideration
of the vote adopting the resolutions, stating thet he had at
the meeting of his delegation voted in favor of them, for
the purpose of moving e reconsideration, The president
stated that as the vote had been taken by states, each state
giving one vote, a recomsideration could only be made by a
state~=that the convention had no lmowledge, and could
have none, of the votes of individual delegates in their
private conferences--and that, as the state of Tennessee
had voted in the minority, her delegetion, and much less
one member of it, could not move a reconsideration,17

The resolutions, which were prefaced by a lengthy preamble, were

as follow:

Resolved, That we have ever cherished, and do not cherish a
cordial attachment of the constitutionel Union of the States,
and that to preserve and perpetuate that Union unimpaired,
this convention originated and has now reassembled.

Resolved, That the Union of the States is a Union of equal

and independent sovereignties, and that the powers delegated
to the Federal government can be resumed by the several States,
whenever it may seem to them proper and necessary.

Resolved, That all the evils anticipated by the South, and
which occasioned this convention to assemble have been
realized, by the failure to extend the Missouri line of com=
promise to the Pacific Ocean, By the admission of Califormia
as e States By the orgenization of Territorial govermments
for Utah and New Mexico without giving adequate protection
for the property of the South. By the dismemberment of Texas.
By the abolition of the slave trade, and the emancipation of
slaves carried into the District of Columbia for sale.

Resolved, That we earnestly recommend to all parties in the

1701pia,



55

Slaveholding States, to refuse to go into or countenance any
National convention, whose object may be to nominate ecandi-
dates for the presidency and vice presidency of the United
Stetes, under any party denomination whatever, until our
congtitutional rights are secured.

Resolved, That in view of these aggressions, and of those

threatened and impending, we earnestly recommend to the

slaveholding States, to meet in a congress or conwention

to be held at such time and place as the States desiring

to be represented, may designate, to be composed of double

the number of their senators and representatives in the

Congress of the United States, entrusted with full power

and auvthority to deliberate and act with a view and in-

tention of arresting further aggression, and if possible,

of restoring the constitutional rights of the South, and

if not to provide for their safety and independence.

Resolved, That the president of this convention be re-

quested to forward copies of the forepoing preamble and

resolutions to the governors of each of the slaveholding

States of the Union, to be laid before their respective

legislatures at their earliest assembling,l71

The convention adjourned sine die November 18, 1850. A few words
will sum up its history. During the fall and winter of 1849-650, the
outlook seemed to indicate success, and the prospects up to the early
spring of 1850 were full of encouragement to the leaders of the move-
ment. In most of the Southern states, many of the most prominent men
in both politieal parties expressed themselves favorably toward it;
and in a few instances, public opinion rang clear upon the issue, Al-
ready several of the state legislatures had rendered a favorable ver-
diet, Even in those states never represented in the convention; namely,
Maryland, Louisiana, Missouri, Kentuecky, snd Horth Carolina, some sort
of encouragement was promised, But so far as kmown, delegates were
not actually appointed except in the case of North Carclina. The

Kentucky Senate killed a resolution of endorsement in the spring of

1T p14,
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1850, which seemed to have ended her part in the matter; and in Mary-
land somewhat the same fate overtook the movement. Governor Johnson,
of Louisiana, in a published letter upon the subject, said:

It is with a feeling of lively satisfaction that I see the

SBouth poising herself in a lofty and patriotic attitude

in defense of her rights, In my opinion, there is little

reason to believe there will be any cessation of hostilities
at the North, end I earnestly recommend to the State of

}I;:uisim that she promptly 1?7.%3 the necessary steps to
ve delegates at Nashville.

At a meeting of Southern Senators, held in Washington, April 16,
at which all but four were present, a full recognition of the necessity
for holding & convention was wnsnimously recognizeds’’> But by this
time a persistent state of indifference among many Democrats, and a
growing disaffection among Whigs generally, had grown to threatening
propertions, To counteract this tendency, much zeal was spent by
those deeply interested. Open letters were writtem by Southern rep-
resentatives in Congress to their constituents, In some sections,
speakers addressed the people in stirring words of eloquence. The
sympathy end support of the West was sought and promised. Honorable
John W, Davis, ex-Speaker of the House of Representatives, in reply
to an invitation to attend the convention, expressed himself as sorry
for having it reach him so late thet he could not attend. He said:

Had it reached me in time, I should certainly have given it
my attention with a view to serving the South by attempting
to bring the West to the rescue of the South in maintaining
the Constitution against the attacks made upon it at the

North. I earnestly urge, however, that the South forego a
threatening aspect for a time at least. In my opinion, the

1% Advertiser (Montgomery, Alabama), February &, 1850.
1%1p14., April 16, 1850,
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¥West will stand for the Constitution. I think the South

has very just ceuse to feel deeply interosted in the matter

of wanton disregard of the Constitution practiced by the

North fanétics. I believe the Govermment is with the

South, 174

In those days, when confidence and hope reached the high-water
mark, the opinion was frequently expressed in different parts of the
country, "that upon this vital question to the South there is perfect
union of parties." These rumors caused a state of alarm at the North
of sufficient intensity in some places to call forth public meetings
of such a character and in such numbers as to justify the conviction
that Northern representatives in Congress would be forced by publie
sentiment among their constituents to submit to the Southern demands
in yegard to the territorial guestion,l™® The exelitemsnt and appre=
hension was sufficient at one time to cause the ecirculation of the
report that the president would issue a proclamation about the middle
of May wmrning the citizens of the Southern states not to take part
in any treasonable action; and that General Scott would be ordered to
the neipghborhoed of Nashville with a military force to put down any
movement against the government,l’®

The satisfaction of the Southern leaders also reached its climax
then, and their confidence found expression in the prediction that the
convention would accomplish its chief aim so effectually, even before
it could assemble, that there would remain little necessity for

actually holding the meeting. Congress, they thought, would interpret

1¥gow Orleans Delta (New Orleans, Louisiana), December S, 1860
17%ontromery Advertiser, April 24, 1850,
1781314, , March 27, 1850,
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the bent of public sentiment throughout the Union, and yield to the
South upon the gquestions agitating the nation. Some expressed the
belief that the great, patriotic, conservative heart of the nation
would respond to the ap-pea.l, and the whole gquestion would be finally
and satisfactorily settled if the states were fully represented in
the convention.

But during this period of uncertain promise, the movement passed
its palmiest days. In most insteances, the favorable action of the
state legislatures and the poorly attended conventions proved to be
hasty end wnrepresentative of the whole people's attitude; for the
fact soon beceme apparent, as the pulse of the Southern masses was
tested more accurately, thet the plen must be a signal feilure so far
as the accomplishment of its original intent was onmmod.]‘?? The
irregularity in the method of the selection of delegates, and the
indefinite instructions given them, were further indicative of the
fact that the people were not deeply concernmed and were disposed to
await developments., This was especially true of the leading repre=-
sentatives of the Whig perty. Still others were never quite decided
in their opinions as to the motives inspiring the movement and the

objects to be attained,t’C

1" sarrar Newberry, "The Nashville Comvention and Southern Senti-
ment of 1850," South Atlantic Quarterly, XI ( March, 1850), 259-273.

ITGGuvemor Brown, of Florida, in reply to an address from his
state's representatives in Congress, requesting him to cause the selec-
tion of delegates, he said: ™I have no right to recognize such a cone
vention, and, furthermore, believe it Vo be reveolutionary and contrary
to the spirit of the Constitution, which says, 'Ho State shall enter
into eny treaty, alliance,.or confederation.'"--Monigeméry Journal,
(¥ontgomery, Alabama), March 17, 1850, o
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Extreme conservatism in a few instances, bitter ultraism on the
part of some, ' ° party jealousy and distrust, militated mach more
against the success of the convention. At a meeting in Montgomery,
May 13, Messrs. William He Yancy and Jefferson Noble pled wit.h all
true lovers of the South to stand together upon this issue, "Already,"
said kr. Noble, "the opposition to it and the disunion of the South
upon this great question had worked us more real harm than all the
abolitionists at the North combined," 80

The Whig press, as the time for the assembling of the convention
approached, became, almost universally, loud and bitter in its con=
demnations "Ultraism," "treascn," "traitor," and "rebellion" were
comnmon epithets. Its originators were often held up to the publie
as ambitious demagogues and dissatisfied politicians seeking to gratify
their own selfish ambition, and ready in their recklcss desperation to
destroy the Constitution and the Union.

Mre Clay's ability and reputation kept many Whigs hopeful that
Congress would settle the territorial guestion satisfactorily. Be-
sides, Mr, Webster, in his 7th of March speech, by his conciliatory
attitude, and by his cordial support of Mr. Clay, aided in the

17%n o pamphlet, entitled "The North and the South," published
at Columbia, South Carolina, and circulated throughout the Southern
states, the view of the situation taeken by the extremists wms set out
in fine propositions:

"First, there is a controversy between the North and the South,

"Second, this controversy camnot amicably be settled.

"Third, a collision is inevitable.

"Fourth, immediate dissclution of the Union--a Southern Confederacy
and a taking possession of certain Territories by forece of arme, is the
only remedy.

- "Fifth, that this should be the object and action of the Nashville
Convention,™
Guoted from Montgomery Jourmal, April 23, 1850,

180 ontsomery Journal, April 26, 1850,




reactionary sentiment among Southern men. On the 3lst of March,
¥re Calhown dieds °} When his part in getting up the convention is
borne in mind, there can be no doubt that his death was an in-
estimable loss to the movement.

Whatever possibility there might have been for the union of the
whole South upon this hn.a, vanished when Congress pluod.-tha com=
promise measures; o2 thet was, indeed, the final stroke that killed
this forlom hope. A majority of the people in the South accepted
this adjustment, no doubt, in a spirit of sacrifice, for the common
goode It will be remembered that President Sherkey refused to ocall
the November session on the ground that, while not all that he had
wiohod, b eompiiiten s th Dewt SIRE wipht- be sapectuds 08
Following his example, few, if any, Whigs or conservative Demoorats
attendeds In the slections that followed in the next few months,

a great majority of the Southern people ratified the action of

Congress,

mc' ressional Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session, Vol. XXI,
Part I, pe

182y, ix to the onal Globe, 3lst Congress, lst Session,
Vol. XXII, 1. ps

1%16@, PPs 595. “5. 780«




APPENDIX

Following is the list of delegates to the Nashville Convention.

It seems to contain some names twice and probably contains some mis«

prints, but it is given precisely as it appeared. (From the Republican
Banner and Nashville Whig, June 5 and 6, 1850.)

Virginia Delegates: Willoughby Newton, R. H. Claybrook, ¥m. F. Gordon,
We 04 Goods, Thos. 8, Gholson, and Beverly Tucker.

South Carolina ¢t Le Cheves, R. W, Barnwell, J. H, Hammond, Samel
Delegates Otterson, Jno. As Bradley, J. W, Whitner, A. Cs
Young, liaxey Gregg, James Chestunut, Jr.,
We J, Hanna, R. F, W, Alston, F, W, Pickens,
Drayton Hance, Geos A« Trenholm, Wm, DuBose,
De Fe Jamison, and R, Barnwell Rhett,

Georgia Delegates : lon, Walter T, Colguitt, Hon. Chas. J. MeDonald,
Col, He ¥. Benning, M. J. Crawford, Esqe,
Obediah C. Gibson, Esq., Jas W, Ramsey, Obediah
Warner, Simpson Fouche, Gen. Robert Bledsoe,
Andrew H. Deswson, Dre. Jno. G. McWherter.

Alabama Delegates : Cov. B, Fitazpatrick, Jno. A. Campbell, Jno. A.
Winston, L« P, Walker, Nicholas Davis, Jas.
Aberecrombie, W. M, Murphy, S. B. Bethea, B. Boykin,
Ge We Guyon, 8. Buford, R. Shorter, Geo. Goldthwaite,
Jo 8. Hunter, Daniel Coleman, Wm., Cooper, R.
Chapman, Thos. A. Walker, G. S. Walden, Jno. L,
Erwin, W, ¥, Byrd.

Hiesissippi s+ Judge¥m. L. Sharkey, C. P. Smith, A. ¥, Clayton,
Delegates Je Ve Mathews, T. J. Word, J. L. Neil, J. J« Pettus,
Je Jo MoRae, E, Ce Wilkinson,

Texas Delegate :+ Gen, Js P, Henderson
Arkansas Delegate : J. Powell

Florida Delegates : Jas, Hernandez, B. Y, Pearson, A. J. Forman,
O Ho DuPont, Je F. ¥eClellean, G. E, Cabel,

Tennessece : Cols Rs Warner, R, Jones, W, A. Sewell, F, W,

Delegates Brents, Howell Taylor, Jas. L. CGreen, Thos,
Shepard, Gen., W Hall, Wm, B, Bate, E. Broddie,
Geos W, A.Ilan, Ge We 'Iimhel‘ber, Gen, De Donelson
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t+ G. W, Bond, Isaac M, Gower, Boling Gordon,
S+ Bs lioore, Edward Cantet, J. W, Whitfield,
B, B, Satterfield, G. B. Fowlkes, Jas, Fatterson,
T. J« Kennedy, A. Egell, Geo, T, lMelone, F, T,
lMclauren, Geo, BEverly, Thos. Buford, Col, Jno,
Dergln, D. Rs S, H“lin, N, ¥, Cavett, J. E. R, -
Ray, Jno. Poindexter, H. L. Johnson, D, P, F.
Norflett, Wm. Overton, Jas, H, Egtill, C. C. Garner,
W, E. Venable, H, R, Estill, Thos. Jackson, Gen.
G Je Pill“, Vim. K. P°1k. W G sm. G. R.
Gantt, A. J. Porter, W, C, Whithan, C. Je Dickin-
son, Jas. Walker, F., Watkins, Robert G. Payne,
htillo. P&ttﬂn, R. A. L. "H.lkﬂl. C. Pﬂlk, R. DC
cu..y’ Tho.. H. Hopﬁm. ‘. P. RUI].BI, wllb B.
Hall, Wm, Moore, A. W. Overton, A. Ferguson, Gen.
Robert Armstrong, Gov. As V. Browm, A, O, P,
Nicholson, V. K, Stevenson, Wm. Williams, Dr. Jdno,
Maxey, J« J+ B. Southall, Jno. Melntosh, Dr. J. N,
Eseelman, Andrew J. Donelson, Willo Williams,
Jacob McGanock, Daniel Graham, A, W. Johnson,
Andrew Jackson, W. F. Watkins, Frank McGanock,
Gen., W, G, Harding, Thos. Claiborne, L. P. Cheat-
ham, W, E. Owen, M. Barrow, W. B. Shepherd, Gen.
E. W, Hiclkman, L. Hunter, H. Atkinson, J, B,
Clements, T« D. Mosley, F. Robertson, Gen, Daniel
Donelson, Westley H. Humphreys, Geo. W. Buchanan,
Jno. T. Neil, Samuel Doke, Sam H. Whitham, CGeo. M.
Cunningham, E, L. Paget, J. ¥, Quarle, R. F,
Eupton, Jno. Stephens,

On the third day, the following new names were enrolled:

From Arkensas, Ex-Governor Sam C. Roanej;
From Alabama, Thos. J« Judge.

The following delegates' names were stricken from the list, not
being present on June 63

General Robert Armstronz of Tennessee; Jas, N. Fernandez; E. C. Cabel
of Florida,



The full resolutions of the Nashville Convention of 1850 are

given belows (From the Republican Banner and Nashville Whig, June 13,

1850)

1, Resolved, That the Territories of the United States belong

to the people of the several States of this Union as their
common property. That the citizens of the several States! have
equal rights to migrate with their property to these Territories,
and are equally entitled to the protection of the Federal Govern=-
ment in the enjoyment of that property so long as the Territories
remain under the charge of that govermment,

2, Resolved, That Congress has no power to exolude from the
territory of the United States any property lawfully held in
the States of the Union, and any act which may be passed by
Congress to effect this result is a plainviolation 6f the
constitution of the United States.

3« Resolved, That it is the duty of Congress to provide proper
goverment for the Territories since the spirit of Americar ine-
stitutions forbids the meintenance of the military government in
time of peace, and as all laws heretofore existing in Territories
belonging to foreign powers which interfere with the full enjoy-
ment of religion=-the freedom of the press-~the trial by jury
and all other rights of persons and property as secured or
recogniged in the constitution of the United States are neces=
sarily void so soon as such Territories become American Terri-
tories, it is the duty of the Federal Govermment to make early
provisions for the enactment of those laws which may be ex-
pedient end necessary to secure to the inhabitants of, and
emigrants to, such Territories the full benefits of the con=
stitutional rights we assert.

4, Resolved, That to protect property existing in the several
States of this Union, the people of these States invested the
Federal Government with the powers of war and negotiation, and
of sustaining armies and navies, and prohibited to the State
authorities the exercise of the same powers. They made no dis=-
erimination in the protection to be afforded or the description
of the property to be defended, nor was it allowed to the
Federal Government to determine what should be held as property.
Whatever the States deal with as property, the Federal Govern=-
ment is bound to recognize and defend as such. Therefore, it
is the sense of this convention that, all acts of the Federal
Government which tend to denationalize property of any deserip-
tion recognized in the constitution and laws of the States, or
thet disceriminate in the degree and efficiency of the protection
to be afforded to it, or which weaken or destroy the title of
any citizen upon American Territories are plain and palpable
violations of the fundamental law under which it exists.



5. Resolved, That the slaveholding States cannot and will not
submit to the enactment by Congress of any law imposing onerous
conditions or restraints upon the rights of masters to remove
with their property in the Territories of the United States,

or to any law making diseriminations in favor of the proprietors
of other property against thom.

6., Resolved, That it is the duty of the Federal Government
plainly to recognize and firmly to maintain the equal rights
of the citizens of the several States in the Territories of
the United States, and to repudiate the power to make a dis-
erimination between the proprietors of different species of
property in Federal legislation, The fulfillment of this duty
by the Federal govermment, would greatly tend to restore the
peace of the country end to allay the exasperation and excite-
ment which now exist between the different sections of the
Unions For it is the deliberate opinion of this convention
that the Congress has given to the notion that Federal
authority might be employed incidentally and indireetly to
subvert or weaken the institutions existing in State confes-
sedly beyond Federal jurisdiction and control, is e main

cause of the discord which menaces the existence of the

Union and which has well-nigh destroyed the efficient action
of the Federal government itself,

7« Resolved, That the performance of this duty is required
by the fundamental lew of the Union. The equality of the
people of the several States composing the Union, ocannot be
disturbed without disturbing the frame of the American in-
stitutions, This prineiple is violated in the denial of the
citizens of the slaveholding States of power to enter into
the Territories with the property lawfully acquired in the
States. The warfare against this right is a war upon the
Constitution. The defenders of this right are defenders of
the Constitutions Those who deny or impair its exercise are
unfaithful to the Constitution, and if disunion follows the
destruetion of the right, they are disunionists,

8, Resolved, That the performance of its duties upon the
prineciples we declare, would eneble Congress to remcve the
embarrassment in which the country is now involved. The
vacant Territories of the United States, no longer regarded
as prizes for sectional repscity end ambition, would be
gradually occupied by inhabitants drawn to them by their in-
terests and feelings. The institutions fitted to them would
be naturally applied by government formed on American ideas
and approved by the deliberate choice of their constituents.
The community would be educated and diseiplined under a
republican administration in habits of self=government, and
fitted for an association as a State, and to the enjoyment of
e place in the confederacy. A commmity so formed and
organized might well elaim admission to the Union eand none
would dispute the validity of the claim,
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9. Resolved, That a recognition of this principle would
deprive questions between Texas and the United States of
their sectional character, and would leave them for adjust-
ment without disturbence from sectional prejudices and
passions, upon considerations of magnanimity and justice,

10s Resolved, That a recognition of this prineciple would
infuse a spirit of coneciliation in the discussion and ad-
justment of all the subjects of sectional dispute, which
would afford a guarantee of an early and satisfactory
determination,

11. Resolved, That in the event a dominant majority shall
refuse to recognize the great constitutional rights we assert,
and shall continue to deny the obligations of the Federal
Government to maintain them, it is the sense »f this conven-
tion that the Territories shall be treated as property and
divided between the sections of the Union, so that the rights
of both sections were adequately secured in their respective
shares. That we are aware this course is open to grave ob-
jections, but we are ready to acquiesce in the adoption of
the line 3€ degrees 30 minutes north latitude, extending to
the Pacific Ocean as an extreme concession upon considera=-
tions of what is due to the stability of our institutions,

12. Resolved, That it is the opinion of this counvention that
this comtroversy should be ended, either by a recognition of
the constitutional rights of the Southern people, or by an
equitable partition of the Territories, That the spectacle
of a confederacy of States, involved in quarrel over the
fruits of a war in which the American arms were erowned with
glory, is humiliating. That the incorporation of the Wilmot
Proviso in the offer of settlement, a proposition which
fourteen States regard as disparaging and dishonorable, is
degrading to the country., A termination to this controversy
by the disruption of the confederacy or by the abandonment
of the Territories to prevent such a result, would be a
climax to the shame which attaches to this sentroversy,
which it is the paramount duty of Congress to avoid,

13, Resolved, That this convention will not coneclude that
Congress will adjourn without making an adjustment of this
controversy, and in the condition in which the convention
finds the question before Congress, it does not feel at
libverty to discuss the methods suitable for e resistance to
moasures not yet adopted which might involve a dishonor to
the Southern States.



Given below are some extracts from "An Address to the People
of Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolins, eto.,"

(naming all the Southern states). (From the Republicen Bannor and

Nashville Whig, June 13, 1850.

Referring to the blll to admit California, it said:

The South is excluded by the bill from the whole of that part
of California lying on the Pacific, ineluding one hundred and
fifty thousand square miles of territory; and if this be done
by the legislation of Congress, the mode in whieh it is done,
is of no importance. California belongs to the United States,
and all action by the individuals in that Territory, whether
from the United States or from the rest of the world appropriat-
ing the soil to themselves or erecting a government over it,
is of no validity. They constitute a people in no proper
sense of the term; but are citizens of the States or countries
from which they have come, and to which they still owe their
allegiance, When, therefore, Congress attempts to carry out
and confirm the acts of these individuals, erecting California
into a State and excluding slavery therefrom, it is the same
thing as if Congress hed originally passed a law to this
effect, without the intervention of these individuals. The
exclusion of slavery from Califormia is done by the act of
Congress and by no other authority. The constitution of
California becomes the act of Congress; and the Wilmot

Proviso it contains, i§ the Wilmot Proviso passed and en-
foroed by the legislation of Congress. Here, then, is that
exclusion from this territory by the act of Congress, which
almost every Southern State in the Union has declared she
would not submit to, plainly and practically enforced by

this bi1ll. A free people camnot be satisfied with the mode
in which they are deprived of their rights; a sovereign State
will disdain to inguire in what manner she is stripped of her
property, and degraded from an equality from her sister State.
It is enough, thet the outrage is done, The mode is of little
consequence,

In regard to the partition of Texas, it continued:

The next measure is in perfect keeping with this first feature
of "the report.” It takes from Texas, territory sufficient
for two large States, and adds them to New Mexico. What the
bill contains with respect to slavery will be of little con=-
sequence; for it is designed that next winter New Mexico

thus constituted, shall follow the example of Califormia,

and be admitted as a State with a constitution excluding
slavery from its limits--for without such exclusion she can=-
not hope to be admitted by the non-slaveholding States into
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the Union, The effect will be that territory, over

which slavery now exists, equal to two States will be
wrested from the South, and will be given up to the non-
slaveholding States. The pretext is, that there is some
doubt as to the bounderies of Texas. Texas, by her laws,
when she was admitted into the Union, had but one boundary
towards the west, end that boundary was the Rio Grande,
Congress in the resclutions admitting her into the Union
recognized thies boundsry, by laying down & line of limita=-
tion between the slaveholding and non-slaveholding
States~-(Being the Missouri compromise line of 36 degrees

30 minutes parallel of north latitude)=-through that very
part of her territory, her right to which is now questioned,
Her boundary of the Rio Grande to its scurce alone gave

her this country; and wms thus recognized and ratified by
the resolutions of annexation. To vindicate this boundery
for Texas, as a member of the Union, the Hexican war took
place; and in the treaty of Caudalupe Hidalgo, it was finally
vindicated and settled by a clause in the treaty, designating
the Rio Grande as the boundary between Mexico and the United
States. Thus, by the laws of Texas, by the legislation of
Congress, and by & solemn treaty of the United States, the
Rio Grande is the western boundary of Texass. Yet the preten=-
sion is set up, that her territory does not extend te within
three hundred miles of the Missouri compromise line, where
Congress in receiving her into the Union, determined that
her territory should be divided between the slaveholding

and non-glaveholding States. Texas is the only State in

the Union which has the solemn guarantee of the government
of the United States in every possible form to her boundaries.
Yet this is the government which disputes them; and under the
pretext that they are very doubtful, proposes to take from
her nearly one=half of her territory. It is by virtue of
such pretemsions, that by the bill two States are to be

taken from the Southern and given to the Northern States;

and this wrong is aggravated by compelling us to pay for it,
through the Treasury of the United States.

It is undoubtedly proper, that Texas should be quieted as

to her boundaries; but she should be quieted by a law of
Congress, plainly acknowledging them. If after her boundaries
are settled, the general govermnment, to carry out the pur-
poses of the constitution, or in good faith to fulfill all
the obligations the ammexation of Texas to the Union reguires,
should think proper to purchase any territory from Texas, the
arrangement may be unobjectionable.

It then proceeded to discuss the bill te abolish the slave trade
in the District of Columbia, as follows:

Ho one can suppose that Haryland and Virginia, slaveholding
States now, could have designed to give Congress power over



the institution of slavery in this territory. Independently
of the wrong to the people of the Distriet, to emancipate
their slaves, it would be an intelerable evil to have a
District between them, where emancipation prevails by the
authority of Congress. Congress, in the bill reported as
a part of the so-called compromise, now begins the work

of the emancipation by declaring that if any slave is
brought into the district for sale, he shall be "liberated
and free,"” If a slave is liberated because he is brought
into the Distriet, the next step, to liberate him because
he is in the District, is not difficult,

In regard to the Fagitive Slave bill, it said:s

If these authorities do not enforce the requirements of the
Constitution, and aid in the reeapture and recovery of fugi-
tive slaves, Congress can do little to enforce them.

The bill providing for the cooperation of the few officers
of the United States povernment in a State, is practiocally
quite insufficient to accomplish its aim.

* ¥k k¥ #

The bill then, is, in the first place, quite inadequate to
restore to us our fugitive slaves, and in the second place,
rives the South nothing but what she is entitled to, If

this was all, there would be nothing in the bill for which

we should concede anything to the North, But it is not all,
Under the pretext of bestowing on us & benefit, it perpetrates
a usurpation on the reserved rights of the States, It provides
that a slave may arreign his master, by the authority of laws
made by Congress, before the courts of the States and of the
United 8tates, to try his right to his freedom. If Congress
ecan legislate at all between the master and slave in a State,
when can its power be stayed? It can abolish slavery in the
States. Thus a power is assumed in the bill, which virtually
extends the jurisdietion of Congress over slavery in the
States.
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