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ABSTRACT

The creation of a new political culture, comprised of the
Democratle and Whig parties, in Rutherford County, Tennessee,
resulted from 2 community division over the desirability of both
political and ecomemic change. Before the early 1830s, Rutherfard
had been 2 Democratlc party stronghold. But when, in light of the
community's own economic stagnatlon, those who doubted the Democrats'
wisdom in opposing a national bank joined Jobn Bell and Hugh Iawson
White's political revolt in 1835, = new way of polities soon appeared
in Rutherford County. The Depression of 1837, which sevexely rocked
Rutherford Countians, turned more "true” Jackson men toward the ranks
of the opposition, Once the fimaneial policies of the Jackson and
Van Buren administrations were discredited, a consistent majority
of Rutherford Countians became loyal members of the Whig party.
Parties, therefore, bad crystallized by 1839. Despite Democratic
efforts at regaining the state capital for Rutherford County and
maintaining the traditiomal character of the community, most
Rutherford Countians opted for the Whig view of the world, even if
that meant significant ecomomic changes would occurs

The ¥higs and Democrats of Rutherfard County were different
men. A majority of Whigs lived in the Garden of the community,
while most Democxats lived in the Barrems, Whigs, therefore, were
wealthier men. They also held different occupations, with one-
fourth of the Whig party leaders engaged in commerce and/or
manufacturing.

Quite possibly, the author suggests, the concept of moderni-
zation is a good explenation of the changes that Rutherford Countians
experienced from 1800 to 1850, They did construct a recognizably
modexn political system and the issue of modern finance——the fate
of the central banking system of Nicholas Biddle's Bank of the
Unlted States--was the major issue undermining the county's Demo-
cratic consensus.
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FPREFACE

This dissertation concerns the evolution of the second party
system in a rural Southern county and the effect of the construction
of two competitive parties on everyday community life. The setting
is the heart of Mlddle Tennessee, Rutberford County, during America’s
“niddle perlod;™ the focus is on the interrelationships between the
community's social structure, economic system, and future goals and
the creation of 2 new party system in Ruthexford. The dissertation
enpiasizes the cleavage of the Democratic coalitlon of Andrew Jackson
into the Democratic and Whig parties, Wt this study alsoc tells the
story of a community in conflict-—a clash engendered by rising com-
mercialism, community instability, and ambitious politicians,

The significance of this investigation lies in the fact that

while one reads much about Andrew Jackson and his coalition in

Tennessee, one knows nothing about the age Whig or De tic
political activist in the Middle Tennessee region. By concentrating
on a single county, one located at the state's geographic center,
durdng the years of party formation, one can discover the social,
economic, and political dynamics that created the Whig and Democzatic
parties, This dissertation is among the first to direct atiention
toward the part of the South that nuriured Andrew Jackson amd his

i of democracy.
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The second party system evolved in Rutherford County because
differing opinions on the leading economic issues of the day shatiered
the Democratic consemsus among the county's politicians. In 1833-
1834, factionalism among the county's Democrats began over the persomal
and political rivalry between two United States Congressmen, James
K. Polk and John Bell. The leading families of Ruthexrford County
‘became intensely involved in this contest because Folk and Bell had
been local attorneys and had maxried local women, but both sides tried
to keep the rivalry from destroying community harmony. The actual
creation of a Whig party occurred after the 1836 presidential cam-
taign; yet, there was more to the cleavage than clashing elites,

The divergent concepts of the Whig and Democretic parties on the
county's economic future meant that the politics of Rutherford County
would never be the same after the 1830s. At its inception, Rutherford
voters were Jeffersoniar in politics; then they joined the ranks of
Andrew Jackson. But by the early 1840s, the Whigs had gained the
voters' loyalty with a grip so tight that it took Reconstruction to
tring the Democrats back to power.

Chapter one is a bibliographical introduction to the subject.

The second chapter describes the early economic and _pclitiuﬂ. develop-
ment of Rutherford County and explains what kind of society it was

on the eve of the party formation period, Chapters three through
five describe the behavior of politicians and the issues that moti-
vated them to create a two party system during the years 1834 to 1840,
and then shows bow 2 community in Jackson®s own backyard became a

Whig stronghold by 1844, Chapter six is a quantitaiive-based
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investigation of the type of man who f£illed the ranks of the Whigs
apd Democrats in Rutherford County and compares those men to their
counterparts in neighboring Middle Temnnessee counties. The final
chapter is a speculative suggestion that the socizl science concert
of modernization might be one way of apalyzing the development of
the second party system in Rutherford County.

The author cited all quotes in this study as they were in the
original texts, unless otherwise noted. Original spellings and

punctuations have been kept.
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Chapter I

A Bibliographical Essay

The maturation of Rutherford Cournty's polities imbo a highly
competitive, two-party political culture was part of a mationwide
transformation in the political system that many historians have
described and analyzed. Traditionzlly, they have dubbed this era
+the "Age of Jackson,” the time of the creation of the second American
Tarty systems The historical literature on the middle period offers
2 pat explanation as to whai caused the emergence of the county's
second political culiure: dJifferent opinions about the matiomal
issues of the day, sectionalism, and the power politics of Washington
created the Democratic and Whig perties, These natiomal parties then
merely grafied themselves orto the landscape of America., But could
purely rational concerns have touched the life the average man of
Rutherford County so deeply that nearly everyone voted in the 1841
state elections or the 1844 presidential cnavass?

Well over a generation ago, Thomas Cochran warmed scholars of
the inherent dangers of a "'presidential synthesis'™ of the past.1
Cochren believed that too many historians concentrated on this or
that administration and gave far too much emphasis to matiomal poli-
tical debates. Yet his admonition has had 1little effect. Scholars

still describe America’s political maturation during the middle years
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6
as the "age of Jackson," “"Jacksonian America,” or merely “"Jacksonian
democracy."”
There are alternztives to this repetition of trite phrases.
In 1852, Karl Marx offered a most perceptive comment on American
society in the Eighteenth Brumaire of Iouis Bonaparte., America, Marx
believed, was a conservative form of bourgeois soclety in which "the
classes already exist, but have not yet acguired permanent character,
are in constant flux and reflux, constantly changing their elements
and yielding them up to one a.nctha-."z Viewing the country from this
perspective could provide a solid foundation for understanding America's
political culture, but most middle period scholars have chosen not
to follow ¥arx's formula,. Instead they have pursued the intellect-
-wal theme that Alexis de Tocgueville and Thomas Hart Benton introduced
in Jackson's times, that of one man and his heroic fight for demo-
cracys Ever since, middle period historiography has been clouded
by nineteenth-century partisanship and mired in the guicksand of
presidential sy'z:rbhes:r'.s.3
Frederick Jackson Twxmer's portrait of frontier America firmly
rooted Andrew Jackson in the center of our picture of the middle years.
Turner contended that "Old Hickory" personified the characteristics
of western demccracy a2nd that Jackson had led a basic trensformation
in the Americen govexnment. Henceforth, politics would be more
democratic and less aristocratic, The image of Jackson, frontier
democrat, received little challenge; few doubted that the phrase
"Jacksonian democracy™ was an apt ome for middle period si:udies.u

Even 2 study of the origins of the Whig party concluded that
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Jacksonian democracy had not only dominated government, but also
shaped the character of its opposition.5 Those who studied separate
states recognized that class differences affected political acti-
vity apd Thomas Abernethy even claimed that Jackson was a frontier

aristocrat, but no one sted that Jackson's d y did not

dominate American society.6

Arthur M. Schlesinger, Jr.'s Age of Jackson interpreted Jackson's
democracy for 2 cold war genm‘bien.7 He found that the essence of
Jacksonian democracy lay in the class antagonisms of +the wrban morth-
east--a struggle between the business aristocracy and the people so
that freedom could prosper in a liberal democratic society.
Schlesinger changed the western wear of Turner's Jackson for the
clothes of the eastern warkingman and, taken together, the two defined
the democratic Jackson~—an image which historians of 211 persuasions
have debated vigorously ever since. But whetever the verdict, the

phrase "Jacksonian democracy" played the central role in the debate,

For many scholars what Jackson did while President explained the
creation of the second perty system. Since Schlesinger, scholars
have created a closed debate that does little to explain those times.

Critics of Turner and Schlesinger have been and persis-

tent. Richard Hofstadter believed that Jacksen did not champion the
lower classes so much as he pursued the construction of a lassiezm-

faire capitalist state where frontier aristocrats like himself could
compete with eastern business interests, This ideal of a competitive
marketplace was the goal of the new Democratic pa.rby.a Hofstadter's

thesis rapidly gained popnlarity, especially with economic historians.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



Bray Hammond applied the "entrepreneurial" thesis to Jackson's
activities during the Bank War, then concluded that Jackson was not
a cammoner but a common liberal capitalist and that his followers
were not ideologues but political hypocrites. A flurry of books soon
lent support to the Hofstadter-Hammond hypothesis, but by the 1960s
the entrepreneurial Jackson was under attack by numercus banking
stusies.” John M, McPaul's Bolitics of Jacksonian Fimance re-
enphasized the economic portrait of Jackson which Twxmer and
Schlesinger earlier had advocated. McFaul felt that the Jacksonians
were not demagogues or hypocrites when they attacked the Bank of the
United States. Their political motivation was sincere. MNcFaul
suggested that the Hofstadter-Hemmond thesis be abandoned .10

Beonomic motivation was not the only thing that interested
historians about Andrew Jackson——the ideas of his time were also im-
portamt, Yet intellectual historians were also unable to look beyond
the imposing visage of 01d Hickory. For these scholars, Jackson was
the "symbol for an age," the guiding light for those of the
"Jacksonian persuasion" who, by advocating a lassiez—faire philosophy,
paradoxically paved the way for the destruction of their professed
agrerian ideal,!! Traditional political historians during the
1950s continued the partisan wax over the period as they pictured
the "01d Hero" as either ignorant, naive servant of those around him
or a passive instrument for party reformers who desired to create a
strong and wnified Democratic perty.t?

In the nineteen sixties, the academic dialogue over antebellwm

America changed its tone, The "ethnocultuzal™ thesis of Iee Benson
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and his students added 2 decidely dissonant chord to the heretofore
harmonious chorus about those times. Neither sectionalism nor eco—
nomic classes, Benson asserted, plezyed a decisive role in the middle
period's political culture, His interpretation stressed that the
seeds of an age of egalitarianism were contained in one's ethnocul-
tural background. Through this ethnocultural prism, Benson saw
mid-nineteenth century America as a world in which one's economic
status hed 1ittle, if anything, to do with one's cultwral makeup and
identity. Religion 2nd ethnic origin were the most Important factors.
ther ethnocultwral historians extended this social analysis of
political behavior from New York to Michigan and Illinois, coxclud-
ing that Jacksonian democracy had more to do with resistance o
traditional "Yankee" values than with any class struggle. The ethno-
cultuzrel thesis was a significant departure from the writings of
Turner, Schilesinger, and Hofstadter. 3Benscn demonsirated that a socio-
political methodology could uncover new questions and answers; yet
his thesis seemed applicable only to areas which had significant
ethnic diversity.lj
Benson's most important legacy has been his gquantitative method-
ology. This type of inquiry became the analytical foundation for
many middle period scholars during the 1960s, Unfoxtunately,
quantitative scholars like Richaxd McCormick, Edward Pessen, Douglaes
Miller, and Donald Cole bave not advenced our understanding of the
era's political life much beyond the point to which Arthur
Schlesinger, Jr. carried ite.

Pessen and Miller refuted Schlesinger's notion that Jacksonian
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democracy was an urban, northeastern, d tic revolution. Accord—

ing to Miller, the aristocracy of New York increased its power during
those years, and he suggested that the least appropriate way of study-
ing the age of Jackson was through its rhetoric.m TPessen's eaxly
studies contradicted Schlesinger's assertion that organized labor

was consistently Jacksonian,!” After exploring the elites of five
major urban areas, Pessen further argued that Schlesinger had written
not a history, but & mythology: the age of Jackson was actually "an
age of materialism and opportunism, reckless speculation and erratic
growth, unabashed vulgarity, and & politic, seeming~-deference to

the common man by uncommon men who actually ran ‘bl'x:'mgs.“16

Thus,

2 social and economic elite tesed on inherited wealth and social status
dominated America during the middle period-—there was neither
Jacksonian democracy nor an age of ega.li‘(’.a.rianism.l? Yet Schlesinger's
Jackson (and part of Turmer's too) found support in Donald Cole's
study of New Hampshire politics which reaffirmed the legitimacy of

the Jacksonian democracy ccncept.ls Like the others, Cole used quanti-
tative evidence to buttress his case, but it was not wtil the

studies of Thomas B. Alexander and Joel H. Silbey that historians
employed sophisticated quantitative methods to study middle pexriod
politics., Alexander amalyzed the roll call votes of the House of
Representatives and discovered that sectional interests influenced

2 congressman's vobing bebavior to a far greater degree than his

rarty affiliation, Using similiar methodology, Silbey reached the
opposite conclusion-—that party, not sectionalism, was the dominant

influence behind a congressman's vote.lg
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11,

While their studies showed the promise of the computer as an
analytical tool, Alexander and Silbey both used the new methods to
address old questions. Their contrasting conclusions from the same
evidence and by the same methods should remind scholars that history,
even with computers, is not a science. While American historians
often accept on faith quantified evidence, troubling questions can
be raised about a number of computer-based middle period studies.
Richerd P, McCormick's widely accepted thesis of the emergence of
the second party system is a case in point. McCormick hypothesized
that the Whig and Democratic parties did not emerge from congress—
ional divisions, new popular attitudes, or the remnants of the first
party system; rather the presidential campeigns from 1824 to 1840
created the parties. Competitive parties, he surmised, formed at
different times in different regions depending on the length of time
it took an area to embrace one presidential candidate or the other.
By 1840, & fully functioning party system was in place—a system
-which allowed national parties to exist by controlling regional
biases and djfferences.zo

Central to McCormick's thesis were his statistical talles list-
ing the increasing competitiveness of the presidential elections
and the expanding voter turnout in the pe:r:?.cni.21 From these tables
he concluded that there was a positive correlation between tke close-
ness of an election and voter turnout. Fram the close elections and
high turnouts in the 1840 and 1844 presidential races he developed
a simple hypothesis that identified the existence of the second

party system: when a region had both close elections and high
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TABLE T.1
TEST OF MCCORMICK®S CIOSENESS OF OUICOME/HIGH TURNOUT HYFOTHESIS

Election Pearson's R Belationship?
1828 -~ 56763 moderately strong
1832 -69733 strong

18% -.35064 weak

1888 =a37495 weak

1844 ~s37398 weak

n=25 states, SPSS scattergram test.

NOTE: Without specifically naming McCormick or citing his work, Thomas

B. Alexander suggested this test in "Some Natural Limits of Quantification
in History," unpublished paper presented to the 37th Annual Meeting of the
Southern Historical Association, Houston, Texas, November 1971,
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TABLE T.2

TEST BY CATERGORIZATION OF MCCORMICK'S HY FOTHESIS

Eection Gamma Belationskip?
1828 -+83929 very strong

1832 -.83193 very strong

18% -.58273 moderntely strong
1840 ~ 42857 moderately weak
184 =326 weak

n=25 states. SESS crosstabulation nine-cell table.
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TABLE 1.3
VOTER PARTICIPATION, RUTHERFORD COUNTY ELECTIONS, 1835-1845

Year Total Votes Cast Turnout (%) Closeness of Margin Difference (%

1835 2810 R.7 3046
18% 2178 71.8 7.8
1837 2514 8.9 4946
1839 2973 87.6 32
18%0 2810 82,8 134
1841 3346 9846 2.2
1843 2953 87.1 74
1844 330 9542 72
1845 3056 0.1 [

SOURCES: The mumber of qualified voters in 1837 and 1839 were 3032 and
3392 respectively, Nashville Union, Jan, 1, 1840, For elections 1835~
1837, the zuthor used the 1837 figure; for all other elections, he adopted
the 1839 figure. Thus, the percentage turnout from 1840 to 1845 is pro-
tably listed as higher than the actual mmber who did participate in
those elections. The total votes cast was based on those who voted in
the governor's race. Nashville Republican Bammew, Aug. 11, 1835, Aug.

7, 1841, Aug. 11, 1843, and Nov. 11, 184; Nashville Republican, Nov,

12, 1836 and Aug. 8, 1837; Nashville ¥hig, Nov. 6, 1840; Jonesborough
Whig and Independent Jowrnal, Sept. 10, 1845.
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TABLE I.b4
RUTHERFORD COUNTY ELECTIONS, 1835-1845: TEST OF MCCORMICK'S
K FOTHESTS

No. of Elections Analyzed Pearson's R Relationship?
nine -.18169 no
(eli.min:iﬁ 1837) -401223 no
~e51545 yes

seven
(elininating 1835 and 1837)

n=%elections, SESS scattergram tests
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turnouts, two competitive parties must be present, While his tables
at first glance supported his conclusions, his hypothesis does not
stand up to more rigorous guantitative testing. After analyzing
his data as cited, one found little correlation between closeness
of election and voter turnout (see Table I,1). Aciually, his thesis
was statistically correct for the two elections, 1828 and 1832, which
he admitted had little to do with an organized, two-party system,
but not for the key elections of 1836, 1840, and 1844 when organized
parties did tattle with each other.

McCormick's ideas about the creation of the second party system
cammot be rejected out of hand. Catergorizing the measurements into
a low, middle, and high range shows & positive correlation for his
pivotal elections of 183% and 1840 (see Table I.2), Furthermore,
aprlying the electoral activity in Rutherford County from 1835 to
1815 to the thesis reveals an even greater trend (but remember that
such a test changes McCormick's level of measurement from states to
elections within ome county). After eliminating the iwo campaigns
in Rutherford that did mot involve fully orgenized parties (see
Tatles I,3 and I.4), Rutherford County offered positive support for
the McCormick thesis.

How a man expressed himself at the polls gemerally involved more
than a simple preference for one candidate over another. To suggest
otherwise is misleading. The rroblems of Richard McCormick's thesis
remind us that historians should retain a healthy skepticism about
quantitative inquiry. Quantitative historians, for the meost part,

have failed to address or create new historical questions and have
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concentrated on analyzing aggregate, not individuel, behavior.

But statistical evidence can be utilized fruitfully if scholers
place those records of jindividual behavior into a holistic framework
which combines the methodologies of the "new social™ and the “new
political” historye Only then can middle period historians break
away from the old debates of traditional historiography. One of the
first American ‘historians to adopt some of these concepts was Frank
1. Owsley.

Three decades ago, Owsley's Flain Folk of the 01d South revealed

that the old stereotyves were wrong: zxural Southern culture was mostly
niddle-ctass, complex, and diversified. Owsley based his story on
"counting evidence™ such as tax lists and manuscript census reports
because he believed that through analyzing “plain folk™ the tale of

a past people could be fully told. Owsley let the actions of the
inarticulate speak for ‘Lhemselves.ZS A decade passed before others

L

took up his 'bannar.z Yet those who followed Owsley took their cue

from American colonial Studie525 and the "new urban" h:ls'hor,y,26
rather than Owsley's work. They dropped his aggregate statistical
rethedology in faver of an individual mode of analysis. This new
social history opened up ihe middle period dirlogue on the inarticu-
late; on its heels came the new political history, New issues came
to the fore: population mobility, wrbtan rioting, working-class

novements, and increasing state pat lism, These concexrns indi-

cated that scholars had begun to realize that the presidential
synthesis of the middle period had seriously distoried our

intertretation of antebellum Americe..27
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Today new methodologies and modes of analysis have stripped away
layers of myth that have veiled the middle period, in the process
resurrecting interpretations that conce had been discredited. For
example, the cwrrent picture of the slave South-the peculiar insti-
tution as a way of life-—does not differ greatly from earlier
portraits. Todzy historians realize that, despite the power of the
white society, blacks created a thriving Afro-American culture marked
by stable family networks, class relationships, and an enriching
community life .28

Commmity studies of mid-nmineteenth century America have also
opened the dooxs to a richer appreciation of the dymamics of ante-
bellum societys From studies of Lowell and Lynn, Massachusetis;
Milwaukee, Wisconsin; Kingstion, Rochester, and Rockdzale, New York;
and Newark, New Jarsey, & complex mosaic has appeared. The Industrial
Revolution propelled change throughout society. As America's
working class expanded, many men adopted a proletarian mentality,
but class cleavage and a rising capitalist spirit did not necessarily
destroy community values. As a matter of fact, a different sense
of community evolved as many groups formed separate enclaves within
their towns in order to pro%ect their cheracter and social status
from the intrusion of capitalism and immigration. These northern
comnunities did survive and maintain their own identities.zg People
dominated politics, not the other wey around. Most communities were
like Kingston, New York where matiomal political issues only matitered
“when Kingston began to experience those economic and social chenges

that altered ihe substance of government in the nation as a whole,
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and when Kingston acquived the machinery to carry imto politics the

local manifestations of economic and social chanse."3 0

According
to these studies, the family, emerging industrial capitalism,
nillennial Christianity, assimilation, and growing class conscious—
ness influenced middle period America more than did Andrew Jackson.
Often, however, the commmity studies failed to deal adeouately
with 2 town's political cultwre, For any holistic synthesis of a

society, its politics must be d; d. The period's scholarship

mst integrate political and social h:istoz:,'.31 J. Mills Thornton
adopted a social and political approach to analyze amtebellum
Alabama, but created only a restatement of the old Jacksonian demo-
cracy theses of Turner, Schlesinger, and Fessen. Thornton, like
Richard H. Brown before him, concluded that southern Jacksonianism
was true Jacksonian democracy. On the other hand, Harry L. Watson
recently focused on how the creation of the Whig party undermined
social stability in Cumberland County, North Carclinma, Watson's
Jacksonian Polibics and Community Conflict studied the effect of the
second party system on Southern society, btut his analysis still relied
on the concept of Jacksonian de\noc:r'ez.cy'.32 Thus, not only is 2 social
and political methodology a necessity, but the historians who use it
must move away from the usual rreconceptions about the middle period.
Already there are signs that some writers are trying to grapple with
thet society as it reflected its own cultwre.”” While it is diffi-
cult to produce an integrated history of a society amd of a cultwre,
French historians offer perhaps the best model in the Annales school

of total history. Ferdnand Braudel and Emmanuel LeRoy Iadurie have

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



20,
shown thet through total history (a combinetion of history, other
social sciences, and even the natural sciences) past cultures can
be recreated with a high degree od acc!.trdcy.% It is precisely this
+type of approach that antebellum scholarship lacks, but there are some
American historians too who would endorse the concept of Hotal history.

A quarter of a century ago, two American historians mredicted
that their profession would have to change directions. Frank Owsley
thought Clio®s future would be secure once scholars began to explore
+the resources of county archives and census lists, for then Americans
would be able to demythologize their past. His contemporary, David
M. Potter, asserted that the emerging social sciences offered a lesson:
that together with history the sciences “ean help to explain the
mature of the actors in the historical draza."> While colomial
histoxians expand the social and political methodology, too many
antebellun interpreters loyally carry on the closed Turner-
Schlesinger~Hofstadter-Pessen debtate, %

Some scholars are aware of the promise of social and political
analyses., Edward Pessen chided himself and his co-workers for being
too busy counting heads and counting votes-~the “characteristics of
the actors”~-ratther than addressing larger truths by measuring the
"consequences of action.” But Pessen argued for a reorientation merely
to enlarge the dialogue on Jacksonian politics, not to alter its
airection.’’ While recognizing that the new political history had
confined itself to the framewerk of Jacksonian democracy, Joel Silbey
hoped that, once students placed their political inguiry within a

commumity setting, rew historical questions would be uncovered. This
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suggestion became the centerpiece of Ronald Formisano's 1976
review essay on Jacksonian politics. Arguing that social and poli-
%icel history must be integrated, Formisano believed that as the
study of Jacksonian politics became more interdisciplinary middle
peried scholars would discover that "the comparative analysis of
commumities offers one of the best ways to sort out conflieting hypo-
theses."38 Unfortunately, Formisano, like Pessen, perceived the new
commmity inguiry as simply a2 more accurete method of testing the
concept of Jacksonian democracy.

This study concerns Rutherford County, Temnessee, from 1800 to
1850, Tis focus is on that commumity's development of 2 second
Politicel culture.>? The whole of Rutherford County’s antebellum
past cannot be recaptured on these pages, but the author hopes to
show that the ancestors of today's Rutherford Countians were more

than Jacksonian democrats,
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CHAPTER TI

Early Society and Politics in Rutherford County

There are three “"grand divisions" in Teunessee: East, Middle,
and West, These geographical regions are divided by the Appalachian
nmountain range and the Tennessee River, Rutherford Coumty is not only
the geogrephic center of the state, but part of the central besin
of Middle Temnessee, often called the "Garden of Tennessee," Yet the
southern and eastern edges of the county are extremely hilly, even
mountainous, This is the beginning of the Highland Rim, a plece of

‘limestone and shale outcroppings usually described as the "Barrens
of Tennessee."1 As the pioneers settled the county, these two geo-
graphic regions demanded two types of agrarian life within one
community: a planter's life, concentrating on cotton, tobzeco, and
other staple crops in the plains and, in the hills, a small farmer's
life of diversified crops and herds {see Map II.1). Iife in the
"Gaxden" was very diffexrent from life in the "Baxrens," and during
the 1830s, these diffevences in one's way of life helped to create
profound divisions ameng Rubherford Countians.’ ’
Those who settled first in Rutherford ignored the hills and moun-
tains of the southeast. They chose the bountiful Garden. If one
aspired to be a plamter, however, there was another necessity besides

fertile land--a way to transport the crops to the outside world.

27.
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MAP I1.2

WATERWAYS IN RUTHERFORD COUNTY

SOURCE: 1878 Mep of Butherford County, Lineteugh Public Library,
Mufreesboro, Termnessees
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Fortunately, Stone's River bestowed upon Rutherford County 2 river
systen whose upper half comnected the county by flatboat to the Cum~
berland River, providing a route to New Orleans and the world
marketplace beyond (see Map I1,2). Cotton would flourish in
northern Rutherford, btut it would not appear in the Barrens because
of the terrain and limited access to the Stome's River waterway.’

Before the whites arrived in the last years of the eighteenth
century, the Cherokee and Chickesaw nations had long appreciated the
‘bounty of Rutherford's land and water. For the Indians, the place
wes a hunting territory shared by both tribes, but by the late
eighteenth century Black Fox, a Cherokee, had constructed an Indian
trading center at a salt lick near the west fork of the Stone's River.h
The first whites chose not to live near this patch of tamed land—
the waterway was too shallow and narrow for flatboats. Rather, they
decided to dwell where the Stone's River split into its east and west
forks. In time this initial settlement came to be called Jeffersonm,
after the current mesident,’

Rutherford County was no longer an untamed wildermess. It became
Tenrnessee's twemty-fourth county in 1804, The xapidly growing towns
of Nashville and Columbiz surrounded the initial settlement at
Jefferson, It would still take, however, a particular brand of
“pioneer" to live in Rutherford. The Indian wars had ended only a
decade before, and more land had to be cleared before extensive agri-
culiure could be practiceds Over thirty years ago, the historian
Frank Owsley suggested that the hunter, the herdsman, and the small

farmer first had to tame southern land before the planter could
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survive and prospsr. Rutherford County was not an exception to this
::u.'l.s:.6

in 1804, Jefferson, as the mreeminent settlement in the area,
became the first seat of government jin Rutherford Coumty. It was
the only trade town, an important stop in the region's flatboat
traffic. The land surrounding the village was among the most fertile
in Middle Temnessee., dJefferson's early investors reasonably believed
that this village had a bright future. Indian trails were the only
roads for miles around, and they were inadequate for commercial
traffie. The river was the only means of transportation, and
Jefferson stood at the apex of this communication network. Surveyors
neasured some one hundred and fifty town lots, ani once placed on
the market, the lots sold quickly. For ten years, after the comple-
tion of the county courthouse in 1806, Jefferson prospered as a
commercial centar.7

Only a decade later, however, Jefferson began to slip steadily
into oblivion, the viectim of demographic and economic shifts. By
1811, Jefferson was no longer the demographic heart of the counmty,
and those who lived nearer the middle of Rutherford's Garden wanted
‘the county's political center nearer to their homes, One of them,
Charles Ready, offered his land in the Barrens for a new couniy seat;
another, Thomas Rucker, wanted to sell some rrime basin acreage in
south Rutherford; and Willjam Iytle offered to texrtex the center of
the county—rich land just east of the Stone's River west fork, As
2 local historian aptly said, "naturally there arose & bitter and

determined struggle among several localities to secure the seat of

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



32.
Jusbice, as it was realized what a distinctive benefit it would be
io the successful commu.ui‘by.“s QOf the three bids, Ready's and Iytle's
red the most advantages. "Readyville" offered a gateway to the
Highlani Rim and the proprietor's own successful water mill. Iytle’s
land presented 2 waterway o the Cumberland (Iytle's Creek) and 2
place cemtrally located in “he county. Iytle won, plying the county
commissioners with sumptuous entertainment (Ready and Rucker tried
this too) and a bribe of sixty free acres if he was given a prime town
lot in return. Thus the seat of govermment in Rubthexford settled at
the center of the county, the region, and the state. At first
Rutherford Countians called the town Cannonsburgh and later
Murfreesborough, after Iytle's friend, Hardee Hu:ri‘ree.9

As the competition for the county seat indicated, many separate
“neighborhoods™ which closely matched the geogrephical and economic
divisions ¢f the region composed the community of Rutherford County.
The centers of the rrincipal neighborhoods were the major villages
of the Barrens (Fosterville, Big Spring, and Readyville), those of
the Gardens (Jefferson and Milton), and the most important of all,
+the new town of Murfreesborough.

After the sale of town lots in 1812, Murfreesborough grew stead—
ilys In 1812 Joel Dyexr moved his tavern tusiness and Marmen Spence
his dry goods store from Jefferson to Mumfreesborough., 4 cotten and
tobacco warehouse soon stood on Main Street; 2 newspaper began publi-
cation in 1814, and the town's M. Moriah Mason's Iodge received its
charter in 1817, A year later, all tree stumps Were removed from

the streets and one resident built 2 twick house. Even the town's
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MAP IL3

1819 SURVEY OF EUTHERFORD COUNTY
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EXPANSION OF TOWN LIMITS OF MURFREESBOROUGH, 1817-1925
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first municipal serviece—a well--was under construction. A4s the town's
size increased, so too did its appeal to the state government.
Since the town was at the state's geogrephic center and obviously
enjoying consistent economic expansion, Middle Tennessee lawmakers

argued, it was only logical that the state government move from

Knoxville in East T to Mumfr ighs  The citizens of
Ruthexford did not disagree. In 1819, the state legislature, in defer—
ence to the expanding demographic strength of the Middle Tennessee
region, voied to move the capital to Mlzfreesborough.m

During Murfreesborough's reign as the state capitel (1819-1826),
the community of Rutherford County enjoyed its greatest prominence.
The general assembly met at the newly constructed courthouse umtil
it was destroyed by fire in 1822, after which the legislature held
its sessions at the Presbyterian church. Along with community pres-
tige, the legislators, clerks, and executive officers also brought
& new economic order to the community. Taverms and lawyers abounded.
Govermment paironage laid prosperity at the doors of meny: George
A, Sublett became the state printer and David Wendal the unofficial
state quariermester. The county's population grew to over 26,000
by 1830, with 800 of those living within the corporate limits of
Murfreesborough (see Map IL.4). But during these same years, Nashville
enjoyed a phenomepal rate of growth, By 1825, it was the major city
in Tennessee, and when the Bank of the United States finally located
a Yranch office in the state in 1826, the tank was placed in Nashviile.
Murfreesborough's location no longer seemed so important, and in 1827

the capital moved to Nashville. Despite this loss, Muxfreesborough
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TABLE II.1
CHURCH MEMBERSHIP, RUTEERFORD COUNTY

¥hite White Black Black

Church Yoles Females lales  Females
Salem Methodist, 1812-45 ¥ *% 0 0
Hopewell Methodist, 183233 54 55 0 0
Bock Spring C. of Christ, 1820 2 48 10 20
First Baptist Church, 1843-44 9 10 0 0
First Presbyterian, 1812-45 k38 486 0 o]

SOURCES: Lucia S. Muse, ed., Salem Methodist Church, Butherford County,
Tennessee, 1812-1975 (Nashville, 1976); Mrs. Robert V. Gwynne,
Sre, "Bock Spring Church of Christ,” Rutherford County Historie
cal Society Publications, No. 3(Summer 1974), 70-78; lawra
L. W. Coffey, "Records of Hopewell Chuxch, 1832-1833," ibid.,
No. 7(Summex 1976), 22-72; Personal Church Records of First
Baptist Clurch, Murfreestoro; Mary B. Tankersley, compe,

First Pres Church, Murfreesbero, Tenmessee: Rostexr
Of Members, 1812 to 1 Murfreesboro, 1977).
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continued its ecomomic momentum, and by 1833 its population was over
1000, Tis service as the state capitel trensformed Muxfreesborough
into the county's commercial and political cemter; its power now match-
ed its geographical location. Jefferson was mo longer a competitor.
By 1833 it was merely a post town at the forks of the Store's R:'Lver::.11

During its term as state capital, Murfreesborough evolved into
a commercial center. A professionmal and mercantile elite emerged
which led the town to unexpected, but not undesirable, accomplistments.
Farmers and planters did not have to be so self-reliant as in the
pasts Merchants could supply them with some necessities. The simple
days of Jefferson had disappeared, Rutherford County was no longer
a place of isclated farms and plantations, and an inter-dependence
between the town and the countxryside soon developed.

Those whe lived in Rutherford were mostly descendants of English-
men, although & contingent of Scots-Irish and a few descendants of
Huguenots spread themselves across the countryside, Many of the
county’s first settlers had originally moved to Middle Tennessee via
the "Great Valley.," Some came from Virginia, others from western
Pennsylvania, and still more arrived through western North Carolima
and East Tennessee. There would not be major ethnic differences in
Ruthexrford County until the 1850s when a sizeable contingent of
Germans settled in Murfreesboroughs But if the etlmic mixture was

hormegeneous, religious faiths Va.ried.iz

The Baptists organized the
first church: the Republican Grove and Mount Fleasant churches were
formed in 1800, and by 1822 there were twenty-two Baptist congrega-

tions in the county. These churches formed only in ruxal Ruthexford
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and touched only rural people. There was not @ Baptist meeting place
in Jefferson and would not be one in Murfreesborough until 1843.13

Out of a schism within the Baptist Association arising from the
teachings of Alexander Campbell came the Church of Christ, like the
Baptists a rural evangelical movement. Neither faith had an intricate
theology; the major requirement for membership was belief in Jesus
Christ as the son of God. At least in the Rock Springs Church of
Christ, neither race nor servitude was a tarrier to membership (see
Table I1.1). The Rock Springs Church {i820) is the earliest kuown
"Campbellite” congregation, and not until 1859 was there a Church
of Christ building in Murfreesborough. The Methodists founded a
Murfreesborough church in 1820 (perteps the capital brought in an
influx of Methodists) and bty the 1830s the town had two ministers
at different locations each Sunday. The services of all three evan-
gelical sects, however, were much alike, noted for their emotional
outbursts, frenzied conversions, shrieking, and a2 general lack of
deccnm.lu

The largest and most influential church in the county, the First
Presbyterian Church of Murfreesborough, was & paragon of decorum when
compared to the evangelicals, The evangelical element of the
Presbyterian had formed its own church, Cumberland Preshyterian,
during the Great Revivals, but the Murfreesborough church for many
vears strongly objected to the emotionalism of the camp meetings
used by other churches to convert the sinmer. But as the evangelical
sects began to make inrcads on the membership of the First

Presbyterian, the church’s leaders decided thet a "toned-dowm
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evangelism" would be permissible and First Fresbyierian spomsared its
first camp meeting in the late 18205.15 While other churches formed
in the county before coming to the county seat, the Murfreesborough
congregation was the first Presbyterian church in the county. Since
it was located in the county®s political and commercial center,
the First Prsbyterian Church, as Rutherford's most recent historian
has remarked, "has long been identified with many of the county's
leading families, Especially this was true in the pre-Civil War
day.“ls Presbyterians, compared to evangelicals, tended to be mer-
chants, lawyers, and manufacturers rather than planters or fammers
although they had their share of the latier too. Their church, much
more siructured in its theology and services than that of the evan-
gelicals, valued order and stability. 4 report about an 1831
Presbyterian meeting at McEKnight's camp ground siressed that "'oxder
was the prevailing characteristic, it seemed that the power of God
and his presence were felt and recognized by a.'ll."'i?

The First Presbyterian Church was an almost perfect reflection
of the county's elite., Two types of people belonged to both the
church and the elite: the "founders" who first twought property
and wealth to Rutherford and created Jefferson and Murfreesborough,
and the "upstarts,” people of new wealth who made their fortunes

in service capacities (lawyers, , printers, tavern k )
during and after Murfreesborough’s term as state ecapital. This
dichotomy between the "founders® and "upstarts™ adds amother layer
of potential conflict within the county to those contrasting pat-

terns of life found among the people of the Gaxden and Barrenms, and

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



those of differing religions.

During the first genmeration of settlement, Rutherford County
was an agrarian community. Mercantile wealth was limited tc 2 very
few, and nearly all of these men lived in the two towns. Once
Murfreesborough became the state capital, the infusion of capital
from the state govermment resulted in the town's xapid rise to ecomo-
nic predominance; Murfreesborough's commercial capacity expanded to
serve better the members of the state government. With this develop-
ment, the county's rurel population could rely on store goods from
Murfreesborough if they wished; the totally self-sufficient, isolated
farm or plantation became rare. The county underwent this commercial
development without any discernible discontent from the farming
section, In other werds, there was 2 conmsensus that the economic
growth of the 1820s had been des:'l:m.ble.18

In the 1830s, expanding commercialism began to require greater
financial complexity. By 1834 there was even the faint beginning
of an industrial base--a cotton factory employing approximately one
dozen men. There was no usaninity of opinion among county residents
on the desiradility = of Mu~freesborough's rapid expansion and
the stagmation afflicting the rest of the county., There had been
1ittle growth oubdside the county seat since the late 1820s, The 1830
population totaled 26,134, By 1840 the county's population had
decreased to 24,280, clearly a no-growth period even after eliminat-
ing the population loss caused by the formation of Cannen County from
part of Rutherford in 1835.19 By contrast, Murfreesborough had

passed through a readjustment period, changing its ecoromic system
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40 a broader, commercially-based ome and had prospered, Im 1830 the
town's population was 786; three years later it was over ome thousand.

4 1833 state survey recognized the self-sufficiency the town's eco-

nomic system had developed after the capital left the county. It
listed Murfreesborough's attributes as:
10 to 12 stores
10 lawyers
6 carpenters
5 cabinet makers, 5 shoemakers
4 doctors, 4 tailors, 4 blacksmiths, 4 bricklayers
3 saddlers, 3 hatters
2 tamners, 2 taverns, 2 cotion gins
1 gunsmith, 1 painter, 1 silversmith
The town also had a grist mill, a carding machine, and by 1834 its
own cotton factory whose introduction, the local newspaper believed,
"shouid be greeted by us as the forerunmer of general pz‘osperity."zo
By 1834, Murfreesborough had a market mentality very different
from that of the rest of the county. Not all cotton had to be sent
to faraway New Orleans., Now some could be processed and readied for
sale within the town's boundaries., Unlike Jefferson, Murfreesborough
did not tie its prosperity solely to the river system and distant
markets; instead it began in 1831 an ambitious turnpike construction
oroject which aimed for the development of a regiomal market, A
macadanized road comnecting Murfreesborough with Nashville and
Shelbyville (Bedford County) was begun in 1831, and within five years

residents made plans for one road to Manchester (Coffee County) and
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another to Nashville. In 1834, the town even considered linking
Murfreesborough to Columbia by sixty miles of railroad. Clearly
town leaders understood that a powerful fimancizl engine would be
needed to cortimue this process of change--one capable of pro-
ducing a susteined infusion of capital,’t

Ruthexford County leaders were well acquainted with one finan-
cial engine in particuiar, the state tank of Tennessee, The Bank
of Nashville received the first state benk charter in 1807, and for
the next twenty-five years the Tennessee political climate had been
generally favoreble for banking ventures. In 1811 the Bank of
Ternessee opened tranches in Nashville, Jonesborough, (larksville,
and Columbia. Under the able leadership of Hugh Lawson White, the
Bank of Tennessee prospered until 1828, when it closed after White
resigned its presidency to become a member of the United States
Senate, In 1814 Felix Grundy, representative from Davidson County
and the Middie Temnessee region, urged the House of Representatives
to adopt a new mational tenking system, With the chartering of the
Second Bank of the United States in 1817, Grundy and several other
future Jackson men, including William Carroll, atiempted to push

through the T general assembly a bill to charter a branch

of the new nmatiomal bm.k.zz A majority in the assembly decided to
retain the state tank system, however, and approved a fifty-thousand
dollar apnual tax on any such branch of the patiomal bank, thus
effectively killing any chance that one could be located in
Tennessee at that time. In conjunction with its action on the

national tank, the assembly established ten additiomal tranches of
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‘the Bank of. T o be 4 et the state, and in
1820 chartered 2 second Bank of Temnessee, headquartered in Nashville.
Even though in 1819, the United States Supreme Court ruled in
McCullough v, Maryland that the states had no power to tax the
x:e.tic;ml bank, that decision did not change the minds of Tennessee
legislators, The Bank of the United States would not be chartered

in Tennessee foar another seven years.23

By the 2id-1820s, Tennessee's collection of state banks had en-
countered serious economic problems, and most tranch banks had
failed. Therefore, the political drive for a branch of the Bank of
the United States gained momentum. In the 1826-27 legislative session,
the state lawmakers repealed the fifty-thousand dollar tax on tenks
not originally chartered by the state, and soon thueaftez- a branch
of the Bank of the United States opened in Na.shvi’lle.zq’

The national btank certainly could supply the needs of
Mmrfreesborough®s commercial and industrial expansion, but it also
represented a drastic alteration in the prevailing economic system.

The state banking system had been decentzralized and based upon the
principle of hard currency. Those tenks had limited their operations
to the discounting of notes and the purchase of bills of exchange,
services designed primerily to assist the planter and the merchant
who served him, The potential for large capital ventures was
severely limited, if not altogether impossible, While the national
tenking system offered a great expansion of credit, it demanded in
return central control from Philadelphia, a2 sounder currency, and

support for speculative ventures .25
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While nearly everyone in Temnessee in general and Rutherford
County in particular could support the state trnk as a mere adjunch
to an agrarian soclety, there was no agreement about the merits of
the new national bank, Men whose futures depended upon the non-
agricultural sector of the ecomomy raturally welcomed the new
financial system and generally accepted the entailed trade-offs.
Meny other men—primarily those whose future was as deeply rooted
in the Middle Temmessee scil as was their past--viewed the national
Yank as a direct threat to their way of life., For the first time
since the creation of the county there was an issue so divisive that

the original pelitical culture cowld not contain it. In the end,

the divergent interests helped to a new system of politics
in Rutherford County, ome that quickly replaced the community's
oxiginal political culture,

This first political system began its development in 1790. That
Moy, the ¥Washington administration appointed William Blount as
governor for the territory which North Caxolina had ceded to the
United States. Blount, a delegate to the Philadelphia Convention
of 1787 and considered to be a "fedexalist™ of good standing, was
a menber of the North Carolina ruling elite and 2 prosperous land
speculator who owned thousands of acres in Tennessee. As governor,
Blount was a political pragmatist. Well aware that his selection
had not pleased the mountain people of Fast Temnessee, Blount
quickly struck a shaky but viable political understanding with John
Sevier, the wildly popular Indian fighter, The goals on which these

two men agreed defined the issues of Tennessee politics for the rest
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of the century: 1) a tough Indian policy leading %o the expulsion
of Indians from the rest of the territory and 2) achieving statehood
as soon as possible. The statehood issues was of particular impor-
tance since joining the union would raise land values as a result
of the pressure of an expanding population. Statehood would also
allow Blount to attain high governmental office (United States Sena‘be)
while at the same time the popular Sevier could be elected governox.
With both men sharing similar political goals, political preference,
once statehood was a reality, was merely a matter of selecting the
personality one liked best., Blount and Sevier were the founders of
Tennessee; political support for them was the natural response of a
people accustomed to the deferential politics of the colonial and
mich of the revolutionary era.s.zs

The statehood guestion also served to ally the pioneers of
Tennessee with the Democratic-Republican party of Thomas Jefferson
because, during the 1796 congressiomal debates concerning Temmessee's
admission to the union, federalists strongly opposed Temnessee state-
hoods There were few men in Tenmessee who voted against Thomas
Jefferson that year, and his party afterwaxds. The designation,
»federalist,"” became a stromg political epithet.

Before applying for statehood, Tennesseans drafied a
constitution—a document that defined the institutional structire
of Tennessee's first political cultwres The govermor and all members
of the two-house general assembly would stand for election every two
years., While any white adult could vote in these state elections,

his infiuence on local politics was small., The general assembly
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would select each county's Justices-of-the~peace, and these magis-
trates, sitting as the county court, would appoint the sheriff,
trustee, and all other local officia.ls.27 Therefore, by 179 the
basic outline of Temmessee's political culture for the next forty
years was clear, First, political mreference would be based on pexr-
sonalities, rather than issues because there was no crucial political
question which divided Temnesseans. Second, there was & secure con-
sensus on the major issues the government should address. Third, there
would be only one party—the Democratic-Repubican—but that party
would soon split into two greedy and ambitious factions. Fourth,
voters had no choice in selecting their local rulers and were
expected to defer to the wishes of the state leadership that controlled
the general assenbly. The fathers of Tennessee especially received
voter loyalty. Sevier, for example, remzined in high office unmtil
his death in 1815. Election day turnouts, even with universal man-
hood suffrage, remained low until the mid-1830s. Temnessee's first
political institutions might have been more progressive than others,
‘but they were far removed from the second American party s_‘,'s*l:em.28
After statehood, the factionalism inherent in Temnessee politics
solidified, Sevier was popular, but Blount was better organized and
was able to compete with the Easi Temnessean by bringing such men
as Andrew Jackson of Nashville into his fold, thus taking advantage
of the expanding population of Middle Temnessee, After Blount died
in 1800, Jackson emerged as the leader of Middle Tennessee peli-
ticians, He soon found himself embroiled in a major feud with John

Sevier .29
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Conflict first appeared in Temnessee politics when Jackson's
military ambitions clashed with those of Sevier. The Constitution
of 1796 prohibited Sevier from serving mere than three consecutive
terms as governor. Therefore, in 1802, Sevier and Jackson locked horms
in an election for the position of Major Gemeral of the state militia.
When Governor Architeld Roane cast a tie-breaking vote in favor of
Jackson, Sevier and his East Tennesseans were outrageds Shortly
thereafter, Sevier chastised Jackson in the streets of Knoxville for
his bigamous marriage to Bachel Donelson Roberds. dJackson immedi-
ately challenged Sevier to a duel, but such a meeting on the field
of honor never took place. Instead, Jackson's popularity was damaged,
and for most of the next ten years the East Tennessee faction of
the Democratic-Republican party dominated state poli’bics.Bo

Only a year after Jackson's fall from grace, the state legis-
lature created Rutherford County. The assembly named its primary
political leaders (William Iytle, Thomas Rucker, Charles Ready, Joel
Childress, and Hardee Murfree) to important local positions., Those
who conirolled much of the county's land also controlled its govern-
ments In fact, each of the county's justices was from Rutherford's
founding elite and was a strong supporter of the old Blowmt factionm.
As Rutherford County quickly rose in population, so did the rest of
the region, and by the Waxr of 1812, Middle Tennessee surmssed the
Eest in both wealth and in numbers. The war and that demographic
shift trought about significant changes in the ways of Tennessee
poZL:‘:l:iz:s.31

Andrew Jackson's victory at New Orleans on January 8, 1815, not
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only made "01ld Hickory" @ hero of Tennessee, 1t ‘transformed him into
a national hero virtually overnight, With Sevier's death that year,
no one in the state could eclipse the popularity of Andrew Jackson.
Jackson's arxival as a nationmal hexro, coinciding as it did with the
demographic shift from east to west, made Middle Tennessee the poli-
tically dominant region of the state umtil the Civil War. For those
who wished to play a role in state politics, a conmection with
Jackson became a virtual prerequisite, especially once this victory
at New Orleans earned him an appointment as a major general in the
United States Army, a position with considerable patronage power.32

By the 1820s, the old Blount faction controlled the state, In
1821, voters chose William Carroll, Jackson's second-in-command at
New Orleans, as govermors. Once he and 014 Hickory had patched up old
differences, factionalism temporarily disappeared and a coalition of
politicians, devoted to the political cause of Andrew Jackson, ran
Temnessee with litile opposition. Between 1821 and 1835, Carroll
was governor for twelve years (usually he hed no opponents) and for
the other two-year term, Tennesseans chose another loyal Jackson man,
Sam Hous‘bon.33 But as Charles G, Sellers has demonstrated, these
Jackson men had "feet of clay." They promoted 0ld Hickery not so
much because they believed the General would make a good president
ut because these Middle Tennesseans kmew that, with Jackson in the
White House, their own ambitions in Tennessee might be achieved.%
To strengthen his presidemtial bid in 182%, the assembly nomimated
Jackson for the United States Senmate., His opponent was cme of the

remaining members of the Sevier faction, John Williams, After &
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dramtic late night dash from the Hermitage to Murfreesboxough, Jackson
appeared before the generel assembly and won the conbest. A few months
later, the general assembly nominated the 014 Hexro for the presi-
dency.35

Throughout the 1824 presidential campaign, Jackson's managers
promised the American public that his candidacy pledged to reverse
the "dangerous trends of the modern age® while restoring "the cherished
values of old." Such pledges were umnecessary to convince Tennesseans
+o support their mative son, but nationwide the Jackson candidacy
had 2 surprising appeal. After the near-victory in the 1824 presi-
dential campaign, Tennessee politicians understood the fascination
that the name Andrew Jackson held for voters throughout the country.
Only a handful rejected a place on the Jackson band 3 T

began to insist that the “corrupt bargain of 1824" between John
Quincy Adams and Hemry (lay must be avenged in 1828.36

Among ‘the most rromirvent in the halls of Congress who demanded
revenge were two Tennessee congressmen, James Enox Tolk and John Eell
of Meury and Davidson counties respectively. Both, however, shared
close ties to Ruthexford County for they had earlier practiced law
there when Muxfreesborough was the state capitel, and each had
married a Murfreesborough woman. Sarah Louisa Dickinson, the grand-
daughter of Cclonel Hardee Mumfree, had wed Bell in 1818, The
connection boosted the young state legislator's ambitions for when
Bell merried into the Dickinson clan, he joined Murfreesborough's
second wealthiest family--and one, as a result of conrections with
the Muxfree family, closely allied to William Iytle, the town's
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tetriarch (if ome man can be designated as such). Bell was a member

of the county's bux ing plant ranks, Even after Sally
Dickinson Bell's death in 1832 and Bell's subsequent remerriage to
the widow of one of Nashville's most prominent bankers, the
Devidson County congressman always received consistent support from
the powerful Dickinson-Iytle family networke One of Sally Dickinson's
school friends, Sarah Childress, bad married an ambitious clerk of
the general assenbly, James K. Folk, in 1822, Thus, the Maury
Countian also joined one of the county’s founding families——one
which already included more than its shere of the county's profes-
sicnals. Sarah's brother, John W. Childress, was a lawyer who
achieved local political success as county attorney general. Another
of the Childress women, Susan, had married William R. Rucker, a
young Mmfreesborough doctor, James Polk was a part of Rutherford's
rrefessional-planter social ranks, Yet with the consensus behind
Jackson's rresidential candidacy, the differences between Polk's and
Bell's Ruthexford in-laws caused no antegonism between the two
politicians nor did they lead to hard feelings among the families.
Andrew Jackson was the hero of all Rutherford Countians, and his
coalition was in complete charge of Tennessee politics.37
Rutherford County was no exception to the general tenor of state
polities. It had been Jeffersonian in its early years; now it was
a Jackson strongholds The thirteenth amniversary of General Jackson's
New Orleans victory offers a good example of this wmanimity. The
festival of Jan. 8, 1828, was an unusually long affair, The party
began at daytmreak and did not end until midnight. Anyone who was

I
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"anybody" was present at the public celetration in Mofreesborough,
the county sezt: William and Samuel Rucker, Weltex Xeeble, Sammel
H. Taughlin, William Ledbetter, George A. Sublett, and John W.
Childress were just some of the county's elite attending the festi-
vities. At the evening banquet all offered toasts to Andrew Jackson
because it was the 014 Hexo who enjoyed on thet day "the proud
triumph of having saved the 'beauty and booty' of a eity." They
were proud of this son of Temnessee and confident that *0ld
Hickory" would win the upcoming presidential race, Natwrally, they
tossed barbs at Jackson's antagonists, Herry (lay and ‘Ib.niel Webster,
Jolm Quincy Adams' “iwo Fbomys." This was 2 petriotic gathering.
When Johm W. Childress raised his glass in a toast to the Star
Spangled Banner—="'tis the pride of our eyes; may it wave forever'--
his audience cheered wildly,., Everycne knew that the 014 Hero had
never allowed the flag to falter or droop at New Orleans, The county
elite wanimously admired Jackson and his cause, and Rutherford County
itself wes a calm and harmonious place, Throughout the day, as the
town paper noted, “from the gay virgin in her teens, to the sober
matron and grave justice, peace, joy, harmony, and good will seemed
to pervade every 'bosom."38

But by the time the second term of Jackson's presidency neared
its completion six years later, the "mow and good will" of the
county's political ways had become strained. The consensus om a
Jackson presidency was no longer relevant afier the 0ld Hero ammoumced
that he would not be a candidate in 183%. Factionalism again appeared

in Tennessee when the divergent interests of the coumty, and of the
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state in general, could no longer rally around 0ld Hickory, With

the economic questions of the early 1830s eroding the Jackson consen-
sus in Rutherford, a two-party political system emerged, thus
providing voters a new framework within which they could express

‘their now divergent points of view. Ronald Femmisanc has written

that the early republic's political culture, as it neared the 1830s,
was in a transitional phase "between treditional forms and mass party
politics, having some features of both. w39 Such was surely the case

in Ruthexrford Coumbty, ZFolitical d trations were not

during the Jackson administration, but the politicians still expected
Rutherford Countians to follow the wishes of the "father" of

Democrecy, and hero of Temnessee. Those deys, however, Wwere about

to change.
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CHAFTER I1T

THE NEW FOLITICS MAKES ITS APPEARANCE

In late July, 1838, William Scott Haynes, editor of the Democratic
Murfreestorough Weekly Times, urged James K. Polk to leave Congress
and run for governor in Tennmessee in 1839, FKaynes felt that, in this
time of trouble, a Folk candidacy was the only way Democratiic prin-
ciples could be saved., By ithe first of August, Folk had confided
to his Rutherford trothers-in-law th2t he would throw his hat into
the ring, and he announced his candidacy in Murfreesborough later
that month. On August 30, Rutherford Countians came to the largest
Democratic demonstration yet held in the county seat, one full of
festivities and laced with traditional appeal. Polk"s speech,
designed to uncover the "Federalist" heresies of Hemry Clay and his
Whig supporters, reminded the audience of two thousand that, as in
1825 and the time of the "Corrupt Bargain," he was fighting Henry
Clay for the sake of democracy, Folk denounced the idea of a
national bank as a Tory evil imported from England, Following a
remerkeble feast (the crowd consumed forty sheep, six beeves, and
300 pounds of ham), Polk accepted a call to rum for governor in 1839,
tut only after former governor William Carroll had declined the same
offers Carefully rplanned and orchestrated, the party leaders

designed the day's affairs to ensure that the voters understood that

6.
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they endorsed James K. Polk as the party's undisputed leader and that
he deserved their umguestioned a:l_leg:iam:e.1

In response to the closing toasts, there were the usual hurrahs
for Jackson, the flag, and Tennessee. But this Democratic party was
quite different from the one that once ruled the county, and some
of the toasts spoke of this new spirit, John C. Freeman said, "The
provd sons of Tennessee will ever defend and support the freedom puxr-
chased by our forefathers.,” John W. Childress then told why the
Democrats had to defend the Revolution. "Modern whiggery," he
laughed, was a mixture of "Fedexalism, Bankism, and Abolitionism."
And when candidate Folk saluted those present, he revealed his dreanm
for Rutherford's futures The Democracy would “"sternly rebuke," he
said, "the attempt now making by selfish and ambitious mer to trans-
fer them to the Federal ranks.®" Such was the spirit of the new
Democratic party of Rutherford Courty.>

A month later, Rutherford's Whigs responded to the Democratic
challenge, William Lytle and others pleaded with leading Whig mem—
bers throughout the state to attend a Murfreesborocugh gathering.to
counter "the various great and powerful influences™ that their rivals
now had on their side, The Whig banguet was not a solemn affair;
rather it was one of parades and music thet brought out a large
crowd. Before an audience of 3500 to 4000, Jolm Bell spoke for
four hours after Ephriam Foster of Nashville spent two howrs prais-
ing the notion of a national bank, John Bell did not come 0 be
declared the leader of the party, but he did want to praise Whig

mrinciples, hoping they would take root and grow in Rutherford

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



58,
County >
Shortly after his Murfreesborough announcement, Polk wrote to
Andrew Jackson to report that, with his candidacy, there would be
"a complete political revolution in Rutherford." What Polk 4id not

Tealize was that this revolution was already taking p]aoe.q'

Men of considerable national reputation provided the catalyst
for the ensuing political upheaval. James K. Polk and John Bell were,
until 1833, among Jackson's closest lieutenants in Washington. During
that year John Bell's silence in the debates suxrrounding the fate
of the Bank of the United States and later during the uproar about
the removal of the federal govermment®s desposits from that benk
raised suspicions among Democrats that Bell was not a loyal admini-
stration supporter., BEven though Bell voted against the recharter
of the Bank of the United States in the summer of 1832, skepticism
about his devotion to party mrinciples increased. When in 1833 he
deliberately avoided voting on a resolution stating that the
government's deposits were safe in the Bank of the United States,
most Democrats openly doubted the Nashvillian's loyalty. On the
other hand, Polk remained a "loyal" Democrat. He voted consis-
tently with the administration and, more important to Jackson, gave
a2 mmber of polemical speeches to Congress defending the fimaneial
policies of the administration, By the close of the twenty-second
Congress, Pclk was Jackson's most trusted legislator, but the
President considered Jobm Bell, the rerwresentative from his home.
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district, 2s 2 maxginal Democrat at ‘besb.5
When the next Congress met in the spring of 1834, Presidenmt
Jackson plucked Andrew Stevenson of Georgia from his chair as Speaker
of the House of Rerresentatives and appointed him United States Mini-
ster to England., That vacancy in the House eventually created many
headaches for Jackson once both Bell and Polk decided they wanted to
be Speakers. They staged a2 furious battle to occupy the chair. Bell
thought his intellectual gifts enough of a recommendation; Polk ran

on his rarty loyalty. In May, Jackson invited both congressmen to
the White House where he tried to strong-arm Bell into acquiescing
to Polk's election. Surprisinrgly, Bell, rebuffing the President,
refused to withdvaw confident that a temporary fusion of anti-Polk
Democrats and pro-Bank congressken could elect him, Balloting began
once Stevenson sutmitted his resignation on June 2, 1834. Bell's
confidence was waxranted; he emerged the winner and among others,
John Quincy Adams, escorted him to the Speaker's chair., Greatly em-
bittered by his defeat, Polk vowed to destroy Bell's Tennessee power
base by presenting Bell's "courting" of opposition votes as a
desertion of principle and party. Yet, 3ell was hardly a man who
would take lightly Polk's meddling in his home district, Thus, a
cortest between these two very ambitious politicians became a poli-
tical war and, when Congress adjourned at the emd of Jume, their
ennity spread quickly thmough the political elite of Rutherford
Cotmty.s

No other county was affected as much as Rutherford because these

new political strains weakened the cormmity's political consensus.
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While the Bell-Polk squablle was distant and not very imporitant to
most, it did divide the ranks of the elite, whose umanimity had until
then lent some stability to the social order, The family networks
of Bell and Folk extended too far for the rivelry to be meaningless.
Once these family comnections began to tatile, complete political
war would not be far behj.nd.7

Word reached Murfreesborough on June 28 that Bell had been elected
as Speaker of the House of Representatives; within days of his return
to Neshville, his brother-in-law David Dickinson (who was also the
United States Congressman for the eighth district), William Iytle,
and others asked Bell to come to Murfreesborough where he could have
a fair chance to explain at a public dinner why he allowed John
Quincy Adams to escort him to the Speaker's chair., Bell declined
the invitation, publicly denying every allegation of disloyalty and
opposition electioneering, 3But allegations that Bell had gone ovexr
+to the ranks of the detested Adams and (lay were not quelled, and
naturally, the Polk faction continued to stroke the flames of con~
troversy. On August 6, 1834, United States Senator Felix Grundy
(who had disliked Bell since the Nashville atborney had defeated
him for Congress in 1827) came to Murfreesborough, ostensibly to give
a speech against the Bank of the United States. Grundy not only gave
the Bank a "funeral dirge,” but hinted broadly that Bell and

Dickinson supported both the Bank and a policy of soft-cmency.s

As for himself and other loyal Ik its, Grundy that "we
would enjoy in Jjingling [ in] our pockets the money oux fathers were

accustomed 'bo."g The Senator spoke to those in the county who

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



61,
feared centralized btanking, to traditiocnal men who favored a hard-
currency financial policy. These same men would be consistent
supporters of the causes of Grumdy and James K. Polk from this
summer dey to Folk's election to the White House in 184k,

Realizing the damage that would occur in Grimdy's words went
unchallenged, David Dickinson rose and rebutied the Semator, assert~
ing that he and his brother-in-law remained loyal to the
administration, The local merchants and memdfacturers who supported
the notion of a federal bank but understood that Bell and Dickinson
were walking a political tightrope in Washington trying to balance
their own commercial leanings with the demands of party unity.
favored the words of the Murfreesborough congressman, In a letier
to the editor of the Murfreesborough Central Monitor, & "Citizen of
Rutherford” supported Dickinson, charging that Grundy was unfair.
"God forbid," the citizen said of Grundy's desire for "filling our
pockets with the money of our fathers. I trust we shall never have
a currency which shell zaise the price of a horse to $25,000, which

10

was not uncommon with our ancestors.™ On the other hand, Polk's

followers decried "little Davy's" effort at rebuttal as "the
lamest speech » o « evexr heard from any ma.n."11

Bell supporters considered Grundy's Murfreesborough appearance
2 thinly disguised a.‘t:back.i2 Once Grundy left, the "whole hive was
in an uproar™ because they believed that Polk and Grundy had
launched a systematic attack on John Bell's local political image.

In this alleged plot the first vietim in Rutherford County was to
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be Dickinson; next would come Bell himself, These anxieties about
political rivalries running rampant were too emotional to be a zesult
solely of family Jjealousies, ZPart of the reaction resulted from the
comnections most voters made between Bell, his Trother-in-law, and
the national hank's future survivals At the very least, the
"Citizen of Rutherfoxd" supported a more flexible fimancial system
and realized that if Democrats like Polk could eliminate Bell and
Dickinson from Congress, or even discredit their ideas in the com~
munity, eve:; economic debate would be clouded by the call for the
"money our fathers were accustomed to." Because they did not
believe that true ecoromic growth could occur with a hard-cuzrency
financial system, Bell's family and his supporters were certain that
a plot was afoot to destroy Bell. That would be a disaster, they
thought, because Polk's faction umwisely opposed necessary economic
clﬂ.nge.iB

Over the next two months, Bell's faction in Mufreesborough
took on the difficult task of sharing up the Bell-Dickinson image
in the community. One method was to downplay and rebut Grundy's
address, For example, a public but wsigned letter in the local
newspaper laughed at Grundy for wasting his time in the county seat.
The voters of the county did not need an address about national
finaneial policy to remain "othrodox" on the subject, Yet argument
through the newspapers, especially when the editor of the Central
Monitor was Edwin Keeble, son of the wealthiest plamter in the
county, was not very successful. In a reply to the unknown

correspondent, Reeble cwrtly told the commmity: "¥r, Bell must
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either be against a m2tional tenk or against General Jackson; there
is no alternative, the President will admit him amongest the number

otk In order to get their side

of his friends, upon no other termsa
of the story befare the county, the Bell faction agreed that the
Nashville congressman must make a persomal appearance. Since
Murfreesborough was usuzlly crowded when the cireuit court met, the
faction set the date for Bell's speech to coincide with the cpening
session in October, Bell, however, had to have a pretext; public
electioneering was unseemly, at least by the old rules. In
Murfreesborough, that posed no difficulty-—he would come to town
to visit his family where the people would call upon him te give
an address.15

On the night of October 7, 1834, 2 full courthouse eagerly awaited
the Speaker's address, and Bell disappointed no one with what began
as 2 passionate defense of himself and ended as a flaming tirade
against the Democratic leadership of Tennessee. His argument empha-
sized two points: ihat Jackson's no~bank and hard curremcy policy
was just an "experiment” which he would support unless it failed
(Bell hinted that he thought failire was imminent) and thet he won
the Speakership because his talents and support for the administration
made him the best man in the eyes of Congress. These were woxds
that cut both ways. Bell's admission that Congress hed the
constitutional power to charter a btank and his assertion that
Feper currency was protebly a necessity pleased some in the audience
who were aware of the potential of those fimancial changes, but

upset those who feared a centralized bank. When Bell indireetly
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condemned the persomal motives and politics of James XK. Folk, their
anger boiled ove:r.16

Werming to the moment, Bell claimed that only his talent and
influence had provided the major administration measwures with clear
sailing tlrough Congress, and he had supported and worked for these
causes solely out of party loyalty, not because he saw any rarticular
wisdom in their design. This tackhanded slap at the paternal way
Jackson ren the party raised a few eyebrows. William Brady, a
Murfreestorough attorney, opined that if Bell "would so speak of
the Chief Megistrate,” no one was safe from criticism, Already
treading on shaky ground, Bell would not leave well enough alone;
he tlurted out that he did not want the cwmrency of the fathers and
said that “great clamor about such a circulating medium was a
humbug, a trick by politicians™ -2 charge that directly touched
Jackscm.17 Moreover, Bell's allegation indicted a good many of those
present. The Speaker had slipped; he made public his growing dis-
teste for the party's principles, Many men in this county had no
use for someone who so openly rejected the politics of the past.
If such criticism within the ranks was not muted, Rutherford's
Democratic consensus could not survives

Writing to Polk a few days afterward, William Rucker reported
that Bell's “speech was the most intemperate and i1l advised
defence thet I ever heard," and Rucker quickly added, "I am confi-
dent that he will lose a good many friends in consequence of his
abuse of you & especially of Genl Jackson." The man Dickinson had

defeated for Congress the previous year, William Brady, gave a

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



5,

similar reports Bell “evidenced the most consummate arrogance at
one moment and cringing sexrvility at another « o « o the Speaker
made an indiscriminate slaughter of all his enemies." Rutherford
Countians were not used to this style of partisan politics. They
had always been loyal Jackson men, and the spectacle of the Spezker
of the House of Representatives publicly vebuking the President's
chief lieutenant in that same body bothered them, No doubt what
upset Rucker, Brady, and the others most was Bell's underlying
theme: not only was the fimancial scheme of Jackson a “humbug,”
Tut so too was the President®s leadership of the Democratic party.
Daniel Graham spoke of Bell as one would ap unruly child: "Did he
not say Humbug of Jacksons metallic experiment . o « » Who can excuse
‘the insolence?“18

The speech so irritated Brady that he sent 01d Hickoxry a
detailed letter to explain that Bell "spoke in derision of the idea
of Gold and silver ever becoming the circulating medium of the
country. Pronounced it all a Humbug and [said] he had never tricked
the people with such fallacies," Remembering that Bell had refused
his advice not to seek the Speaker's chair and still angry about
Bell's silence during the deposits detates, Jackson considered Brady's
letter carefully and then decided that this report of disloyalty
could not be ignored., On the letter®s cover, Jackson wrote his own
congresshan out of the Democratic party: 'Mr Bells speech at
Muofreesborough « « o shews Mr Bell is incapable of the truth,”

014 Hickory bhad little need for an untrustworthy 1ie1.rtenazrt..19 Yet
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in Rutherford County it was not the Nashvillian's purported incon-
sistency that caused Bell and his Wwother—in-law problems. Rather,
their woes resulied from two impressions Bell's speech had lefd
with politically-active Rutherford Countians: that Bell had called
Tolk an ambitious, glory-seeking politician and that he and
Dickinson thought that financial development by means of a cen-
traelized banking system was the wave of the future, The first
impression was the dominant one in the fall of 1833; consequently,
the disintegration of the old political system began with a
division within the elite ranks of Murfreesborough into pro-Polk
and pro-Bell groups. Factionalism had veplaced the Democratic
consensus.

Political harmony in Rutherford County d4id not return when
Bell's October blast subsided. Democrats there continued to urge
Polk to come to Murfreesborough and challenge the Speaker's
heresies, but Polk thought that the time was not yet ripe. His
faction, however, eagerly published Bell's Murfreesborough speech,
confident thait once other Democrats saw the facts, they too would
realize the Nashvillian's insolence. But, with a single brilliant

political manvever in D ber, Bell suddenly reversed his fortunes

not only in Ruthexford County but throughout Tennessee, After
calling together most of the Tennessee congressional delegation for
a secret meeting, Bell convinced his fellow representatives to nomi-
nate Hugh Iawson White, Tenmnessee's senior United States Semator,
for Presidert, In this operation, Bell tied his political fortune

to the name of the most popular Temnessean outside of Andrew
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Jackson.zo

As a symbol for his political principles, Bell probably could
have found no better man than Hugh Iawson White. By refusing to
acquiesce to Jackson's own presidential choice, Martin Van Buren
of New York, Bell's support for and White's acceptance of the
presidential nomination opened a gaping hole in the state's Democzatic
consensus, For those tired of always having to demonstrate their
loyaliy to Jackson, White's candidacy had an irresistable appeal--
how could you be accused of being anti-Jackson when you backed a
close friend of the 0ld Hero? Many Temmesseans, furthermore,
natuwrally preferred one of their own to an outsider from New York,
But more importantly, White's bandwagon was good camouflage for
those who wanted to try new roads to economic prosperity yet realized
that open support for the mational btank, if one remained within the
Democratic fold, was political suicide, White's past service as
president of the Bank of Temnessee was part of the public record.
Since most Tennesseans, however, were better acguainted with the
Judge®s services to the state and friemdship with Andrew Jackson
than his econcmic ideas, & vote for White was considered a vote for
Tennessee. But with Bell standing squarely behind the Judge, the
reality was something else. Bell's economic platform had been
clearly stated in Muxfreesborough that fall; selecting White
meant that Tennesseans were imadvertantly supporting new political
and economic paths, Bell could not have chosen a better ally to

break the Democratic in D
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Over the mext two yezrs, politics in Ruthexrford County began
to treak away from its traditional mold. The FPolk-Bell rivalry
became an undisguised war qentered on the presidential candidacy
of Hugh White. The state elections of 1835 and the national
election of 183 would demonstrate that the political umanimity
which had provided the glue for the commumity of Rutherford County
had seriously deteriorated.

Yet, factional polities were not the only force unmsettling
affairs in Rutherford County. On September 6, 1834, the
Murfreesborough Central Monitor published the mnratified draft of
the new state constution. The 1834 constitution proposed a signi-
ficant changes in the institutiomal features of the county's
political cultures It called for popular election of county offi-
cials where before the state legislature had chosen life-tenure
members of the county courts who then appointed sheriffs, trustees,
and other officials. Now each voter in the county had a voice in
local govermment. The constitution also eliminated land ownership
as a qualification for officeholding. Ruthexrford Countians also
took note of the constitution's command that the 1843 state legis-
Jature select a permanent location for Temnessee's capital:
perhaps Murfreesborough would be that place. Furthermore, land
was to be taxed according to its value—a provision aimed at
eliminating the ™tax tweak" owners of town lots had received since
1796 and Taising the texes that planters owed the state.2l

These fundamental changes facilitated the rise of a new

political culture in Rutherford Coumbty in a number of ways. With
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the choice of county officials now in the hands of the voters,
what the office seeker stood for and whom he represented became much
more important. Party Izbels emabled voiers to recognize quickly
the stands each had teken. Popwlar election of county officers
further weakened deference to the old political elite, and at the
same time, opened up the political process to the ambitions of more
men. Since life appointments had been eliminated, local politics
became a very active field, and interest on that level spurred
political involvement in state and federal elections.

A few months after the ratification of the 1834 constitutionm,
an outbreak of cholera rocked Rutherford County, seriously disrupt-
ing the state elections of that year. Throughout the spring isclated
cases had appeared in several Middle Temmessee localities. 3But not
until the summer months, in fact during the most heated period of
the 1835 state elections, did the disease reach Muwfreesborough,
where it spread with unmatched ferocity. At the end of the first
week of July there had been fifty cases of cholera with twenty-fouxr
deaths. After another week, six more had died, Although the
disease was confined to Mufreesborough and Jefferson, almost forty
were dead by election time, including William Brady, the Polk-

Van Buren candidate for the United States szgr:ess.22

Daniel Graham of Rutherford County reported the news of Brady's
death to Samuel laughlin, 2 former Murfreesborough lawyer whe was
now the editor of the Nashville Union. Laughlin then informed
James X. Polk that "Brady's death (we coulé bebber spared a better

nan) is a heavy loss to us.™ Iaughlin predicted that the White
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candidate would be dected-ZB

The vote to ratify the constitubion and the cholexa outbreak
led made this campeign quite different from anything that Rutherford
Countians had ever experienced and the issues raised in the 1835
campaign further served to exacerbate political tensions in
Rutherford County. The 1835 election is interesting because it
clearly jindicates that the political way of life in the county was
in transition. The good old days of the pro-Jackson one party
political culture were receding; yet some of the old traditiomal
ways still existeds And neither side had really decided upon 2
consistent platform to sell to the public, But, of course, it
vwas due to this fluctuating political situation, along with the
many issues thrown at the public, that the politics of that year
so unnerved the community,

For example, the lists of those attending pro-White meetings
indicates the transitiomal nature of polities in Rutherford at that
time, TIn April 1835, Rutherford Countians held their first public
meeting about White's presidential nomination in Murfreesborough.
Of the twenty-six listed as officers or members of a pro-White
campaign committee, six later became Democratic party activists and

three of these six became pert of the D tic party's leadership

core: David B. Molloy, a 1844 presidential elector, George Th

party leader at Jeffewson, and Henderson Yoakum, the county's
leading Democratic activist, member of the general assembly

from 1839 to 1841, 1840 presidential elector, and chairman of the
Democratic state convention in 18‘1—3.2?
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As long as political unanimity had a2 chince of survival, the
cause of Hugh Iawson White would receive support from traditional
men in Rutherford County. Five years later, Yoakum explained his
and his fellow Democrats® actions in 1835:

from 1796 till the close of 1834 the State . . » had
been sailing with 2 prosperous gale, in that old repub-
lican ship, of revolutiomary mould, in which the cxrew had
unanimously confided. But at the latter period, a new
ship was got up, and the report heving gone abroad that
she was made of the best white oak, and was to be com-
manded by some of the ablest and best sailors of the
demoeratic party, the crew of the old vessel, for the
most part, were induced to sign the ship’s papers and
embark in it. They were told by some, it is true, that
she was bound for some sinister port; yet, being assured
ty the commander, until they were sailing for a
Republican port, they were satisfied.2d

Many partisans, however, did not look so favorably upon the
April resolutions of the White faction. Meny Democrats believed
thet only those who strictly adhered to the policies of Jackson and
Polk could be men of high political and moral principles. The Polk
faction in Rutherford believed that stability could be restored only
through the destruction of the overzealous ambition of Bell and his
followers. "Tennessee may be deceived and imposed upon,” by the
political hoves of John Bell, Gramville S. Crockett of Murfreesborough
+told Congressman Polk, "but I am unwilling to believe that such de-
ception can be long practiced upon her,” Daniel Graham remarked
that "™r. Bell had several objects in view, either of which would
in his estimetion, justify him in sacrificing Judge White." One
objective was the restoration of 2 national banking system. Tolk,
naturally, concluded that another object was his downfall and he

asserted that if "war is forced upon me . . + I am prepared to meet
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it o . »+ o and maintain firmly the ground I have taken." His words
soon filtered through the ranks of the Democrats in the county, where
they discoversd that Polk was correct; it was 2 "war to the kni.fe."z6

Supporting someone like John Bell, with his financial views
and questionable loyalty to the Democratic party, was incomprehens-:
itle to a man such as William Rucker. He believed that the people
had erred politically because they ignored the advice of their old
political leaderse. He simply could not fathom why the people 'are
not willing to be convinced that they have been imposed upon but
obstinately persist in their errors, They are not willing to have
it understood that they have been foclishe" In other words, they
did not demonstrate the proper deference toward the traditional
leadership, Hence, Democxats such as William Bucker argued for
years afterwards that once Democrats lifted this veil from the voters®
eyes, the Democratic party would recapture its power.2’7

Yet this rationzle was faulty. Many people sincerely believed
that some type of economic change and a more open political process
Was a necessity——even if that meant a centralized tanking system
and an end to Democratic consensus in Rutherford County. Refusing
to take such concerns seriously, however, Democrats persistently
carried out a maive strategy of merely exposing Bell and White as
frauds, confident that afterwards everything in local polities would
return to normal., In 1835-%, they perceived the White agitation
as an aberration and failed to react pragmatically to the emer-
gence of a proto-Whig opposition party.

Both factions lacked ideological cohesiveness in 1835 as can
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be seen in the editorial emphasis of the pro-White newspaper, the
Murfreesborough Central Periscope. Calling itself an "independent”
newspaper, its editorizl policy did its best to straddle the eco-
nomic issues of the day. For example, the raper took the positions
of being both anti-monopoly and pro-railroad. The paper stated that
it favored a striet construction of the Constitution; therefore,
it was amti-tariff and strongly against "Bapking monopolies.” The
peper also took an editorial stance ageinst internal improvements,

but the editor backed a proposed Murf: h-to-Mississippi

River railroad project and believed thet if that mroposal proved
imprectical, the town should support the Nashville-New Orleans
railroad pmoject. The Central Periscope tacked White's claims to
the presidency because it considered the Judge to be a loyal Demo-
crat, Thus, the paper was not independent in the political senmse.
Because of its support for larger commercizl markets and its anti-
benk stand, however, the Cemtral Feriscope exhibited clearly the
confusion within the commumnity about economic expansion that
existed at that t.ime.za

With politics in Rutherford County in such a transitiomal stage,
it is @ifficult to analyze the results of that summer's elections
with any great degree of certainty. Table ITI.1 indicates that
the pro-White faction carried almost every contest that year, But
was & pro-White vote cast as an act of loyalty to & son of Tennessee
or did the outcome indicate that voters preferred a more open poli-
tical process over Jackson's leadership of the party?

The controversial candidacy of William Carroll, the six-term
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TABLE III.1
1835 STATE AND CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, "RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Race Contestants Affiliation Votes #Votes
Governor N. Cennon White 1820 6448
We Carroll Democrat 9%61 3442
W. Humphreys - Democxet 29 2.0
Us S. Congress A, P. Maury White 1637 51,7
R, Jetton Democrat 1530 48,3
State Senate Wa Ledbetter White 1277 46,1
A. P, Gowen Democrat 1052 38.1
H. Teft Democrat 436 15.8
State House C. Crockett Democrat 1658 29.7
(vote for two) €. Ready White 1483 26,5
H. Norman White 793 14.2
R. Weakley Democrat 328 5.9
others Democrat 308 5

SOURCE: Nashville Republican, Aug. 11, 1835
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incumbent governor who claimed that the new state constitution mzde
him eligible far & heretofore unconstitutional seventh term, further
clouds the issue. Carroll argued that the 1834 constitution hed
wiped the slate clean and, accepting this argument, the party leader~
ship ren the governor in 1835. But did Rutherford Countians vote
for a member of the old Sevier factior, Newton Cannon, because this
Middle Tennessean supported White's presidential nomination or
because they believed Caxroll's candidacy was illegal?e)

The evidence is not clear, but the political cause of Hugh
Iewson White was a deviation from the traditional Demccratic consensus
in Rutherford County—and obviously that had heightened political
sensibilities in the community. Turnout for the elections was very
high (92.7%). White's support in 1835 was probtebly a manifestation
of voter dissatisfaction with Van Buren and Democratiec policies in
general, Rutherford Countians also realized that politically the
White faction did some things differenily. They had an active party
orgen in the Central Periscope; public rallies had been held; and
White men did not compete against each other in any election. Com-
pared to the Democrats, such discipiine was a real deperture. For
example, two Democrats ran for the one State Senate seat while four
candidates who aligned themselves with the adninistration vied for
the two lower house chairs, Neither did the Democrats organize
public rallies nor a political press.

The £inal dissolution of the communal assumptions of

Rutherford County politics begen during the first months of the

winter of 1835-3% when both sides actively pursued the creation of
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a pertisan society. The 1835 state election brought pro-White
factions to power throughout Tennessee and White's followers won
najority comtrol of the state legislature. When Charles Ready and

¥Willian Ledbetter, the faction's tatives from Rutherford

County, arrived in Nashville, they became exmbroiled in discussions
over the fate of tro-White politics in the state. They agreed with
the proto-Whig leadership that if it was necessary to gerrymander
the entire state in order for their cause to gain victory, they must
do ite They wrged the creztion of 2 mew county in Middle Temmessee
that would take away from Rutherford County its strongly Democratic
Barrens districts. Ledbetter and Ready sought a physical dismantling
of the county because it was in their direct political interest.
Van Buren strength wes based in the Barrens (see Table V.l). Since
the districts to be eliminated from Ruthexford were heavily Demo~
cratic, tazking them out of the county removed the threat of amy
future Democratic revolt while at the same time eliminating z large
body of people opposed to substantial economic changess The
general assembly approved this gerrymandering proposal. It named
the new county Cannon, after the pro-White govermor, Newton Cannon—-—
a2 nzme that so galled the inhabitants that they changed the name

of the coumty seat from Danville to Weodbury, in homor of the
Jackson czbinet member Levi Woodbwry. Ironically, however, the
creation of Camnen County had a delayed effect, for not wmtil

after the 1840 census did those districts vote separately from
Rutherford County >

Another disrupting factor in the 1836 campaign was that the
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mroto-Whigs challenged some of the age-old tenets of Rutherford's
political culture, They particularly rejected 2s undemocratic

the principle that since Jacksen had chosen Van Buren, the peorle

should follow his wishes. They thought "it was anmusing” to hear
one Democratic crator give “a speech of great length, in which the

name of Van Buren was membioned terely once. The cry was Jackson!"

The opposition laughed at this expression of unquestioned loyalty

+to the Democratic rarty, considering such rhetoric to be

ridimﬂous.31
Rutherford Democrats did not sit idly on the political sidelines.

A week after the election of 1835, a mro-Van Buren newspaper, the

Mirfreesborough Centrel Monitor, printed its first edition. There

was only one reason for the revival of this ¢ld Democratic paper:

to boost Martin Van Buren for the presidency. Its support for the

Little Magicilan had a simple appeal, one that grasped the allegiance

of the county's traditional Democratic constituency. Van Buren

should be elected because "General Jackson wishes him elec‘bed."32

The party's leaders realized that Van Buren's background could

hardly match the appeal of Judge White in Temnessee, Therefore,

they conducted Van Buren's candidacy as if it were a referendum

on the reputation of President Andrew Jackson., The Old Hero wanted

the Little Magician; so despite Van Buren's New York origims,

these Tennesseans were asked to defer to the President's wishes,

It was the White faction®s rejection of deference to the dictates

of the Democratic party that outraged many traditional Democrats

in Ruthexford Couriy. That rejection wes a significant treak with
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the palitics of the past.”>

The Central Monitor received support from Democrats thxoughout
the region, James Polk wrote Francis Blair, editor of the
Washington Globe, uwrging cooperation with Edwir A, Keeble, editor
of the Central Monitor. ILocated “in an impgrta.nt part of the state,”
Polk believed that the paper “cawnot fail to be useful to us." Yet
within two months, the newspaper stopped its pwesses, and Keeble
so0ld what was left to his pro-White competitor at the Central
Periscope. There was now only one paper in the county: the Monitor,
which by mid-November, according to the Nashville press, was "per-
fectly White." ZKeeble's Central Monitor failed, John Childress
believed, because there were several "neighborhoods of wealihy Van
Buren nen where not a single copy of the Monitor was 'r.aken."y}

Although Keeble®s newspaper was not a success, its appearance
was & sign of how desperately some men wanied a partisan paper.
They thought that the paper's failure was an unqualified disaster.
Despite his failure, however, some Democrats wanted to reward Keeble's
efforts, Childress and Polk txried to secure a govermment position
in West Temessee for the young editor during the winter of 1835-36.35

Setting up a partisan newspaper was an indication that Democratic
lezders in Rutherford County understood that the old one-paxty
consensus in the commmity had weakened, The leadership in
Murfreesborough acknowledged that the party's strength wes concen—
trated in certain parts of the commby. About the time that the
Monitor raised the flag of Hugh White, Polk's txother—in-law

reported that "I observed in conversing with people about the Cowrt
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House, that a laxge share of those living in the Hills at a dis-
tance from town are with us.” Cultivating "the men 1iving remote
from town and town influence," offered hope of regaining lost poli~
tical momentum, and Polk's victory over Bell in Decembexr for the
Speaker's chair in Washington raised Democratic expectations for
the future even higher. Dr. Rucker concluded that “the people o s o
are beginning to see things in their proper light.” In fact, &
"little exertion and some talents™ could carry the county for Van
an.%

Traditional Democrats had refused to acquiesce to White's
norination; they remained true to Andrew Jackson. Yet in demon-
strating that loyalty, Rutherford Democrats had done their part
in creating an increasingly factious community--something no one
really wanted in 1835 and 18%. The party took such an wmcompro-
mising stand against White, however, not so much because he had
defied Jackson's wishes, btut because of the politician who stood
behind the Judge's campaign., That is a crucial point in undex-—
standing the paxrty’s activities from 1835 forward. John Bell and
his principles were the real enemy. William R. Rucker clearly made
this point during the winter of 1835, Bell, the Doctor alleged,
wanted to farm & pro-tank coalition; indeed he had already

l1aid the foundation of ome(in his late marraige to a

widow of ome of Nashville's leading financiers). At

any rate he is strongly allyed to the Clay faction and

has demonstxated thet he is not only in favowr of the
Benk but was strongly inclined to have & Bank however

eenly the banking estahlishment migl

Democrats in Rutherford County professed an umendirg faith to

Jacksonian principles and an undying batred of John Bell and his
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Less than a month before election day, the White faction of
+the county held the only major pubtlic demonstration of the campaign
in Murfreesborough. But this dinmer, which atiracted about 800
people, was quite different from those that had often celebrated
+the various campaigns of Andrew Jackson—this was an anti-Jackson
nmeeting. Judge White, John Bell, and the Nashviile attorney Ballie
Peyton each addressed the crowd, speaking unfavorably of Van Buren
and the administration's fimancial policies. This pro-White
spectacle brought to the surface the worst passions of some tradi-
tional Democrats, dJohn Childress reported to his brother-in-law
that Edmmd Rucker arrived in Murfreesborough the morning of the
White dinner, "'armed in panoply & cased in Steel' for the purpose
of chastising the Honl. John Bell, but was dissuaded from it by
Dr. Rucker, The fact is known oaly to one or two and it is
desired that it should not be made public.” The Democrats® fear
of publicity was justified. FRutherford Countians were not ready
to accept political violence, no matter how “dangerous” the chosen
victin might be, o

Partisan consciousness awoke in Rutherford County during the
1835-3% elections; the first steps toward 2 divided community had
been taken. A completely pertisan community, however, had yet to
be created, Voter turnout fell by twenty percent from 1835 (see
Table 1.3). White's Temessee background and his prior commection
to Jackson, along with an uncertainty among voters on how to express

best one's party loyalty, clouded most discussions of ithe
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issues; ecoromic questions played only a secondary role, Since the
campaign never crystallized as a clash of different ideclogical
platforms, it iIs not surprising that the white males of Rutherford
refused to rush to the polls in 183 as they would in following
elections (see Telle m.z).

The presidertial campeign of 183 marked a departure in
Rutherford's pelitics, The Polk=Bell rivalry, White's candidacy,
and doubts about the "money our fathers enjoyed" had combined to
fracture the wmity of Rutherford's traditional Democratic political
culture, Nevertheless, there was a serious effort on the part of
all concerned to retain social harmony. Most people, it seems,
tried to rationalize the White-Van Buren fight as merely intraparty
bickering; only some were prepared to renounce their Democratic
heritage. After Van Buxen'’s election was a certainty, the
Murfreesborough Monitor sounded a concilitatory notes "The strife
of antagonistic parties madly conbending for victory," it said,

no longer disturbs the repose of the political heavens

s o » We acknowledge to its fullest extent the principle,

'that the majority should goverm,! and however much we

may regret that we have been wmmsuceessful, we shell yield

with all cheexfulness that cught to characterize a

minority, and wish not that the administration ¢ o .

be embarassed by frivolous cpposition, but that concext

of action and urnanimity of feeling may pervade every

department of government.

A desire to maintain politieal wnity still existed, Bubt while the
county was promised harmonmy, cooperation, and unanimity, the
economic questions that had been raised over the last few years
remained to be resolved., During the next two years, Ruthexford
Cowrtians discovered that little of their jest could be salvaged. )
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TABLE ITT.2
183% FRESIDENTIAL ELECTION, RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Candidate Rty Yotes otes
Hugh Iawson White White 1178 5349
¥artin Van Buren Democrat 1008 4641

SOURCE: Nashville Bepublican, Nov. 12, 18%.
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Ir

Tn 1837, an economic depression began to turn the political
world of Rutherford Countians upside down. MNurfreesborough enjoyed
an economic boom (a drug store, a grocery store, and a large
caxriage factory opened thet year), but with staple prices dropping,
rurel Rutherford was in ruins. New Orleans cotton brokers had paid
fifteen cents a pound in 1835; in 1837 they offered only nine cents
a pound, Democratic financial policies bore the blame for the
sudden down'burn.l"o

During the middle of the summer, Dr, Rucker reported on the
effects of the depression on county polities to James K. Folk.
"Folitics,™ he lamented,

is as unsettled in this County as the waves of the sea.

The failure of the Banks to pay specie, although z Whig

neasure and although it was mainly mroduced by them for

the puxchase of coercing the govermment to recharter a

United States Bank and with a view of injuring the repub~

lican party, yet they have been very droit in atiributing

all our present difficuliies & emba: ts to the mea-

sures of the last & the present administration of the

general government and have induced a good many of our

party to believe it because, as they think, their pecun-
jary interests are affected by it.

By mid-year every Democratic candidate supported the idea of some
type of benk and paper cixrency. Neo one wanted the hard money of

their fathers Jingling in their pockets, In correspondence about

the congressional rece, a Ruthexford Democrat told James Folk that
the town's "merchants & those under their influence are all bitterly
opposed to Crocket & in favor of Meuxy [respectively, the Democratic

and Whig congressiomal candidates]. But Crocket says from the towns

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



84,
he does not expect much support but that his prospects are very
flattering in the county & especially through the hills,” Still
the Democzats felt compelled to come out in favor of some sort of
tenk. Before the summer of 1837, Rutherford's Democracy had stead-
fastly disaprroved any banking scheme, bub the depression of 1837
changed the minds of many on the question of banking in Rutherford
County. Democrats still opposed the national bank, but they admitted
that 2 new state ank was a possibili‘ty."u

The guestion of whether or mot tanks should become part of the
landscape of Rutherford County dominated the 1837 state elections,
Democxats statewide nominated one of their more traditional parti-
sans for governor, Robert Armstrong, the Nashville postmaster who
was a very close friend of Andrew Jackson, James X. Polk, and John
Bell. Arastrong hardly mounted any campaign, believing that if he
deserved the post the people would elect hime Democratic activity
in Rutherford Coumty thwoughout the spring and summer was virtually
non-existent. With the county mired in the depression, Armstrong
failed ‘o pmrovide the charismatic leadership needed to divert
attention away from the economic prohlems of the Van Buren admini-
stration. The primexy tactic of the Democrats was to use the
fedexal frank to send documents to most households in the community,
but even in that, Childress complained, "our friends have been very
remiss," The pro-White incumbent, Newton Cannon, however, was on
top of the issues which concerned Rutherfard Countians. Cannon
supported the creation of 2 new state bank and, in 1837, people

voted their pocketbooks. The proto-Whigs swept every election
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TABLE ITT.3

1837 STATE AND CONGEESSIONAL ELECIIONS, RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Race Contestants Party Votes cte
Governor X. Cannon White 1830 748
R. Armstrong Democrat 634 25.2
U. S. Congress A. Maury White 10972 h2.4
G. Crockett Democrat 1488 526
State Semate  W. Ledbebter White 1491 5940
E. Keeble Democrat 1034 5.0
State House A. Hoover White 1399 28,1
J. Fletcher Democrat 1315 264
L. Wade White 1275 25.6
J. laughlin Democrat 986 19.8

a‘l‘b.u:z:; failed to caryy Butherford but he did win the eighth
district congressional races

SOURCE: MNeshville Republican, Aug. 8, 1837.
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August (see Table ZIII.B)-LI'2

The Depression of 1837 brought to the suxface the major issue
that divided Rutherford's traditional political culture into one
comprised of two competing parties. Evenis over the next two years
would help to crystallize that division into 2 new, more modern poli-
tical system. For a third of a2 century the politics of the
Democratic-Republican party and the Jackson coalition had served
Rutherford Countians very well indeed. This original pclitical cul-
ture had sustained factionalism and feuds without major damage.
Much more important, it had been flexitle enough to accomodaie
the tensions between the several constituencies into which the
county natwrally divided. One might live in the Gaxden or the
Barrens, in Jefferson or Murfreesborough; belong to the Presbyterian
church or follow a more evangelical religion; be an "upstart™ or
claim "founder" lineage—and still subscribe to the tenets and
follow the leaders of the Democratic party. But afier 1837, it
was impossible for all men in Rutherford County to join together

under the Democratic umbrella.
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CHAPTER ITT

THE NEW POLITICS MAKES ITS APPEARANCE
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CHAFTER IV

THE MATURING OF A TWO PARTY SYSTEM IN RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Throughout the winter of 1837-38, the economic picture remained
bleak in Putherfard County. The bad times even touched the residents
of Murfreesborough; the Washington Cotton Factory, so herelded just
a few years earlier, failed despite an infusion of capital and a
new $25,000 engine. However, when the Whig—dominated generel assem~
bly approved the creation of 2 new Bank of Tennessee, headquartered
in Nashville, the citizens of Mufreesborough hoped that recovery
was near. But the bank bill which passed that January was a com~
promise, The Democrats had done their best to keep the bank from
the contxol of & "monied elite,™ While it had a thirty-year charter,
the state was the sole stockholder and the governor would nominate
the bank's directors every iwo years and the general assembly would
confirm these nominations. Clearly, the directorships were patron-
age plums. The party in power would control the bank. But the
most important stipulation deali directly with the traditiomal
concern aboui btanks and economic change, By law, this state tank
was kept under the waichiul eye of agrarian capitalists: at least
one-third of the directors had to be in some other occupation
besides manufacturing and merchandizing, This one-third, of course,

would have no real power, bub the stipulation gave the Whigs a

3L
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counter to the charge that the tank and its branches were mere tools
of the speculator and the ma.!:uzfa::\‘,1.17:9:.1

That spring, the Whig faction in Rutherford County lobbied
for a branch bank for Murfreesborough. I began a new newspaper
organ, the Murfreesborough Temnessee Tels ph, in part to constantly
renind the voters who was to blame for the current calamity and in
pert o encourage community support for banking. For example,
a Telegraph colum in April stressed that things were getting worse
every cay because of the “"destruction of the U. S. Bank," reminding
everyone that with such a financial institution, Rutherford Countians
would enjoy a "national, scumd, wiform currency." A Telegravh
article in late April on the currency stressed that Democzatic
Tinapeial experiments had left everyone in a "poor state” and, a
week later, a column entitled "What Is To Be Done?" wondered if
Rutherford Countians should support Henmry Clay for president in or-
der to gei out of the current "fimancial disaster," But when the
government amnounced the branch locations in Mey, Murfreesborough
was not on the list, Betrayal! cried out those whose diligent
efforts during the tast summer had convinced so many that banks were
a necessity. Convinced that Murfreesborough had been passed ovexr to
weaken its claims to the state cepital, the proto-Whigs angrily called
2 public meeting to protest this injustice., At that assembly, ex~
clusively attended by future Whigs save for two Democrats undoubtedly
there to gather political intelligence, Rutherford Countians approved
bitter resolutions, alleging that the tank sites had been selected

according to "clearly sectional and personal views; to the promotion
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of the few, to the injuxy of the mauy."z

As long as the depression lasted, economic guestions would domi-
nate political detates in the county—-and would spawn the development
of a partisan consciousness that emabled the people of Rutherford
County to identify with either one faction oxr the other. The develop-
ment of this partisen consciousness finally twoke the last strands
of one-party Democratic unanimity in the county, leaving in its wake
a functioning two-party political culture and a hopelessly shat-
tered community of Rutherford County. As a matter of fact, the two
parties often seemed to have become armed caups.

The political violence which occurred in Rutherford County from
1837 to 1839 demonstrates the dissolution of the commmity's origimal
political culiure. There had been violence between Tennessee poli-
ticians before the late 1820s, bub since the creation of the Jackson
consensus among the state's politicians, politically-motivated duels
and violence had not occurred, There had been one case of threatened
violence against John Bell in 1835, yet the threat never material~
igeds A . political leader would not condone that type of action.
But in the last years of the 1830s, not only did they look the other
way when men raised their fists in anger, they often encouraged parti-
sans to strike down the hereties.

In an early 1837 column in the Nashville Union, John R. Taughlin,
a Democratic candidate for the general assembly and son of the
Nashville Union's first editor, charged that the White-Whigs of
Rutherford County were infected with “'uppyism'" which he defined

as "a young upstart, who taies to act the man, and assumes the airs
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of a gentleman, before he is either . . o or qualified to fill the
claracter of eithers™ Democrat laughlin taunted the Whigs in his
father's former newspaper:

Stop, rash Monkey, stop and think,

Before you higher go

For if you venture to the bnﬁk

You'll show your shame beloWa

Tmmediately following the appearance of Iaughlin's column, William
Sneed, editor of the Whig's Murfreesborough newspaper, assaulited
young Iaughlin with a cane in the streets of Murfreesborough.
Laughlin, however, disarmed his assailent and pulling Sneed by the
hair into the mud, beat him uniil some Whigs came to the editor's
rescue and pushed Iaughlin away. In his campaign for the Temnessee
legislature, the problems of the young Democrat intemsified. He
had to face the constant berrege of & bired heckler who followed
him throughout the county. That August, Iaughlin lost ty 2 wide
nargin (see Table ITL,3)s A month later, Laughlin was salving his
campaign wounds with the bottle and the horse races at Bradley's
track, just outside of Murfreesborough. His Whig heckler appeared
apd seizing the advantage, attacked Iaughlin with a knife, Within
days, John laughlin was dead.5

Some Democrats saw laughlirn's murder as an assassination not
Just of laughlin, but of his Democratic political ideals. Orne wrote
thet the opposition believed that if one was “"an administration man,"
one, of course, "did not deserve to live," These "petty politicians
and tools of party" had to be stoppeds Democrats felt that the mur-

der indicated how desperate the Whigs were to fulfill their
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ambitionss When the heckler-murderer was freed (he pleaded self-
defense), the Democrats' worst fears had been confirmed. The fate
of John Iaughlin was to them a sign of things to (:ome.6

The violence did not end with the murder of John Iaughlin. A
second incident occurred shortly after the 1839 Jan‘les Polk-Newton
Cannon gubermatorial detate in Murfreesborough. In a Murfreesborough
Tennessee Telegraph editorial, Elijah King impugned the character
of Edwin 4. Keeble. As Doctor Rucker told his sister-in-law, "Mr.
Keeble went immediately in search of him and chastised him mest hand-
somely with a small hickory sticke” The symbolism of the hickory
stick (Andrew Jackson) striking down the heretic was apparent to
everyone involved: the Tight involved more than a personal feud;
it involved a fight between two political pzrbies.7

Consequently, Whig revenge struck the Polk family network within
weeks of the King-Keeble fight., At the urging of lccal Whigs, the
"town bully" assaulted Williem Rucker on the streeis of
Muorfreesborough, but “"greatly to the surprise of everyone,” Rucker
was "in a fair way to give the fellow a sound drubbing when they
were sepa:zﬁ.‘l:ed."8 Viclent encouniers such as these heightened the
candidates' emotions as they toured the county. Often, debates be~
came actual rather than verbal slugfests. John W. Childress wrote
in May 1839 that "I presume this state of things will cease however
when tWo or three more of them [the Whigs] are flogged."g

The resort to physical violence was an index of the intensity
of the partisanship that emerged in Rutherford Cownty in the closing

years of the 1830s. A second indicator was each party's repeated
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use of the term "Federalism" to describe its oppoments. In middie-
period America, to call someone a Federalist or a Tory implied that
+the person was anti-revolutionary, and thus anti-American. The
allegation was not really 2 new one in the rhetoric of Tennessee
politics, The plrase is liberally sprinkled throughout the poli-
tical letters of Andrew Jackson and in some of the congressional

speeches of James K. Polk.lo

For example, William G. Childress,
the Democratic congressional candidate in Rutherfoxd's district,
asked James K. Polk in early 1837:
Is it possible that time is to come or is near at hand
when Republican Tennessee is to act in concert & to fight
side by side with the Federalists, the abolitionists,
nullifiers & the old Bank party & against the pure and
undefiled republican, denying those principles that has
ever been her principle characteristic? I hope &
trust in God not, and to avert that tuxn & day I an
willing to make bare my bosom to the enemy. I am wille
ing to spill my blood in defeumse of those doctrines and
principles which was purchased with the blood of the con-~
seript fathers of the revolution.ll
But Butherford's Demecrats did not adopt such rhetoric until Iaughlin's
death, His obituazry described Iauvghlin as "the first victim of the

relentless spirit of Tennessee federalism, 2

and from that time
forward, the allegation of "Federalism" became a standard feature
of Democratic rhetoriec in Rutherford County.

The war of Wwords intensified that fall. Colonel Ephraim Foster,
an attorney and important Whig from IDevidson County, caused guite
an outery by denigrating Thomas Jefferson when he addressed a large
Whig gathering in Murfreesborough in September 1838, Afier he step-
ped from the stage, the Nashvillian remarked to those around him that

“you know that Mr, Jefferson was as great a demagogue as any man
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of his 't:'i.me."j'3 As the former Murfreesborough lawyer, Samuel H.
Laughlin, told James K. Polk, "The people in great numbers were
disgusted.” By means of the party press, Foster's words became com-
mon knowledge throughout the region. Criticism of Polk, Grundy,
and other Democratic rexrty leaders grated on the ears of agrarians
within the county, but could be tolerated. OCriticism of the founder
of the old Democracy could never be condoneds The Democrats of

Rutherford County considered Foster's evidence of a Whig

conspiracy to "blast [Jefferson's] deserved fame by undermining the
great principles of liberty which he did so much to establishe"
Despite heated denials and Whig allegations that the county's Demo-
cratic paper was a disreputable "Tory" press, the Democrats
Tresented Foster's words as proof of the Whig conspixacy to overthrow
repuh]iea.nism.lu
The historian David Brion Devis has asserted that in the middle
period "to a striking degree, Americans when they tacked a new coali~
tion of intexests sought to make it legitimate by picturing their
opponents as heirs of the British and Tories--as an un-American
elite.” One of the most common ways of accomplishing this, Iavis
explained, was to link ome's opponents to the old Federalist party,
especially to the Hertford Convention of 1814, Davis’ amalysis pro-
vides an accurate assessment of events in Rutherford County, The
Hartford Convention epithet was particularly powerfui there, especi~
ally among old Jackson men, They knew how the 014 Hero felt about
that gathering. In a letter widely published in 1824, Jackson re—

marked that bad he been the militery commander in New England in

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



98,
in 1814, "if it had been the last act of my life, I should have hung
up the three principle lezders . « « » These kind of men altho called
Federalists, are really monarchists, and traitors to the constituted
Government."15

The justification for bullding an organized political system
was evident to every Democrat: Whigs were subersives, and it was
up to the Democracy to defend America's revolutionary heritege., In
Rutherford County, Democrats were older than their rivals. In fact,
five of the party's activisis were revolutionary war pensioners while
no Whig activist bad served in the war. The Democracy felt that its
lineage--Jefferson, author of the Declaration of Independencs, and
Jackson, the hero of New Orleans--gave it peculiar responsibilities.
They were the guardians of the revoluiionary heritage against the
ambitions of Federalism and Toryism. Henderson Yoakun remarked in
1840 that while “ambiiion was a good quality,” the Whigs had so
"perverted it to the atieinment of dishonorable ends" that it was
now a "xmisauc:e."lé The county's Democratic newspaper simply
asked: "Will you be sold to these old Federalists against who you
have tattled so nobly? Awake one and all, and rebuke this insi-
dious scheme."17
Whigs in Rutherford County reacted indignantly to the charge
of Federalism, Gentlemen did not care to have their ambitions de-
scribed as "dishonorable." Consequently, they steged 2 two-pronged
cournteratiack to check the controversy generated by Ephraim Foster's
remarks about Thomas Jefferson. First, ihey asserted that those

comnents were off-the-record and were not designed to tarnish the
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character of Jefferson. Second, the Whigs charged that not only
were the Democrats Federalists, bui that they were abolitionists
as wells, As & matter of fact, the forthcoming gubernatorial contest

tween James K. Folk and Newton Cannon was & war betiween "the

Federal Abolitionists of the North and the Republican Slave holders
of the South.” Both parties Justified their positicm in the emerg-
ing two party system by tying themselves to the cause of the
Revclution.ia The Murfreesberough Tennessee Telegraph stated this
simply in March 1838; the paper's editor boasited that "Ternessee is
a Whig state--she has tzken a fearless stand upon the doctrines of
'76, from which she will not be shaken."19

During the. eighteen months, the final dissolution of the
original political culture had taken place. Political polarization
began with the John Bell-James Polk feud, expanded during the 183%
presidential campaign between Hugh White and Martin Van Buren, and
gai.ned‘ a necessary ideclogical component with the bank issue during
the 1837-38 depression. The introduction of political violence and
rhetoric which harkened tack to the Revolution were the final, and
most obvious, signs of disintegration. When the Whigs castigated
the name and administration of Andrew Jsckson during that summer's
gubernatorial campaign, the days of one party Democratic umanimity
in Rutherford County were gone forever.

The political polarization beiween Whigs and Democrats in
Rutherford County came into focus for the average voter during the
Polk-Cannon gubernatorial debates, & series of statewide encounters

between James Polk and Newton Cannon which began in Murfreesborough
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on April 11, 1839, The speeches both men gave that day illustrate
the ideology of the parties in the county. The contrast between
+the two must have been perfectly clear to everyone.

Sefcre two hundred and £ifty men and women in the courthouse
and another one thousand surrounding the building, Polk stood first
and gave a two and a half hour address that almost completely recited
the platform of the county's Democracy. He called Henxy Clay a
"second Hamilton” and concluded that Clay's followers must be
Federalists as wells Henry Clay h2d opposed Jackson during his admini-
stration and, as party to the "Corrupt Bargein of 1824," had
deliberately subverted the will of the people. Clay, therefore,
had forfeited his claims to America's revolutionmaxy heritage. Even
though he was running for a state office, Rolk told the cxowd that
this campaign turned on national issues because the goal of the
party was to complete the work of Andrew Jackson by ending the
financial power of banks in the counby. FPolk suggested that if he
were elected govermor, there would be no banks in Rutherford
Coun'l:y.20

Governox Cammon's reply was a vicious attack on patermalism
and deference within the Democratic party. He thus became the first
major Whig to assault verbally the heretofore irreproachable figure
of Andrew Jackson in Rutherford County. "I believe I have always
been a Democrat," said Cannon., Yet, he disagreed with Jackson's
financial policy for 01d Hickory's "tinkexing™ (through the
adoption of the "Specie Circular") had ruined the currency. The

governor also resented the fact that Jackson had chosen Folk to
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oppose him in this campaign. Polk had never demonstrated any inde-
pendence, and his association with the 0ld Hero did not impress
Cannon, The Whig vemarked simply: “I never clung to the skirts
of Jackson's coat, or, when danger approached jumped into his poe-
ket," Cannon stressed that he was the true independent candidate
in this contest; he even bragged that he had been an enmemy of Jackson
for many years. As he finished his speech, Camnon delivexred one
last blow by asserting that "Gemeral Jackson was a tyrant by nature
and education. He had witnesses his movements on many occasions—
seen his various plans of operations, when he had his clans about
him--and be zlways would have his clans, but no man in them . + o
who Wwould not be his tool and his slave.” Cannon told the voters
that choosing Polk was a vote for slavery, but they could vote for
freedom simply by sclecting Whig candidates.or

Town polities exploded afier these words. One townsman could
not believe that Cannon had impugned the virtue of "the avenger and
protector of the South against savage barbarity." Another claimed
that no one should listen to the governor since in the War of 1812
he had been a "DESERTER and should be shot." In his rebuttal, Polk
said that if Cannon was right, Hugh lawson White had been a slave
of Jackson's as well, 01d Hickory was shocked by Cannon's "temerity
to make this wambon attack upon me."a Cannon's remarks polarized
many men who had yet to make a choice between the two parties.

The campaign that followed the Murfreesborough debate was a
bitter one. Epithets continued to fly freely throughout the com-

mmity, especially after the Tennessee Telegraph hired the noted
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satirist James R, Hallam to write its editorials. For example, one
Telegraph column charged thet there were "living witnesses™ who would
swear that Henderson Yoakum, the Democratic candidate for the State
Senate, had once burmed Andrew Jackson in effigy. Yozkum, of course,
denied the allegation as "utterly false,” Yet, despite Hallam®s
best efforts, Rutherford Whigs were umable to counteract the i1l
effects of Cannon's Murfreesborough speech. One voter who had sup-
ported White in 183 publicly announced his intention to vote for
Folk because Cannon opposed the measures of Andrew Jackson and he
claimed that almost all of his neighbors tacked Polk for the same
reason. Of course, the anger of traditiomal Demoerats over Cannon's
address knew no bounds; they considered the remarks as anti-Jackson
and, therefore, anti-paternal. After visiting the O0ld Hero at the
Hermitage, Thomas Hogan, the new editor of the Democratic
Murfreesborough Weekly Times, reported that

to hear him denounced as a "despot by nature and educa-

tion, recognizing no man as his friend who would not be

his tool,' is enough to pain and disgust amy one with the

politics and politicians which require or sanction such

an unhollowed invasion of private life and the sacred

retirement of an emirent patriot.
Even when the Whig press claimed that it bad no personal quarrel
with either Jefferson or Jackson, the Democrats haughtily replied
that, if they revered these men so much, the Whigs should follow
the principles of both men, especially those on banking and finance.

Democrats in Rutherford County omee again took the offensive on the

economic problems facing Rutherford Countians. The Murfree ~ough

Weekly Times admitted tbhat its opponents were "peculiarly skillfud"
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TABLE IV.1
1839 STATE AND CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS, RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Race Candidate Party Votes ates
Guvernor J. Polk Democrat 1749 516
N. Cannon Whig 1643 8.4
U, S. Congress W. Childre: De t 170k 51,0
M. Gentxy Whig 1639 .0
State Semate H. Yoakum Democrat 1693 5142
Co Ready Whig 1615 18,8
State House  J. Fletcher Democxret 1698 25.7
J. Smith Democrat 1666 25.2
H, Norman Whig 1632 28,7
J. Gooch Whig 1615 2k 4

SOURCE: Nashville Whig, Auge 5, 1839; Nashville Union, Aug. 5, 1839,
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at producing “pecumiary distress among the people and turn it to
profit,” But events over the last few months, the Weekly Times
concluded, would open the peorle's eyes to the Whigs' financial de-
ceptions.23

As Table IV,1 indicates, the voters in Rutherford County knew
that the 1839 gubernatorial election involved a true political
choice, They came to the polls on election day in record numbers
and voted the Rutherford Democracy back to power (see Tatle I.3
and Table IV.1). Andrew Jackson sent Folk his congratulations for
retmin‘g "old Democratic Temnessee io the republican fold," and
predicted to the governor-elect that not for one hmdred years would
Tennessee "permit herself to be duped into her late false position
Ty such Jesuitical hypocrites and apostates as Bell White and Co."zu

4 rare surviving list of the precinct voting results for the
1839 gubernatorial campaign indicates where the stremgth of each
party lay in Rutherford County. As Table IV.2 shows, Cammon's
remerks at Murfreesborough and the record of his administration sat
well with most in the county outside of the Barrens; indeed, if
not for the five Cannon County districts that voted with Rutherford's
mecinets, James Folk would have failed to caxry his wife's home
county. Actuelly, Polk had not carried Rutherford; nevertheless,
bis offiecial victory did treak the earlier Whig hegemony in the
county .

Maps IV.1 and 2 further delineate the geographical breakdown
of Democratic and Whig votes in the 1839 elections. Comparing

Map TIT.1 o maps in the second chapter which explained the county's
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TABIE IV.2

RUTHERFORD COUNTY DISTRICT RETURNS, 1839 GUBERNATORIAL CONTEST

District Bolk Cemmon  ZRolk ZCamon
1. Senders 40 60 50,0 60,0
2, Bumet's 78 82 48.8 51,2
3. Hart Spring 4 47 53.5 4.5
4. Hechaniesville 78 83 8.4 516
5. Fall Creek 24 98 19.7 81.3
6. Jefferson 48 123 2841 7149
7. Hilkerson Crossroads 70 i 0.8 40,2
8. Murfree's %] 52 43,5 36k
9. Sulpher Spring 10 49 17,0 83.0
10. Ammstrong 6 22 214 786
11, Bairfield's 4o %) 50,0  50.0
12, Salem 62 20 756  2hb
13, Mufreesborough 155 239 39.3 6047
1%, iiddleton 63 107 37.0 6340
15. Valley 9 69 11.5 88.5
16, Milton 62 7t 46 534
17. Meknight's 50 B 5.8 43.2
18, Fox Camp 2 11 b 256
19, Temnison’s 57 6 5543 Lh7
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20. Fosterville 8z 25 766 234

21, Bushnell Creek 33 sk 4.3 58.7

22, BRaleigh 13 64 1649 8341

23. Youree's 71 3% 664 336

24, Big Spring 1wy % 80.5 19.5

25, Millersbturg 107 16 87.0 13.0

Totals: Rutherford I}g E E 51—6

Cannon County Districts

District Folk Cannon %Polk  ZCannon
1, Nichols' 62 39 S 38.6
2, Alexanders' 62 14 81.6 19,4
3. Broms' 3 3 58.7 2.3
4, Williams' 23 10 69.7 30.3
5. Pattons' 120 14 89.5 10.5
Totals: Cannon ;1; 10-—‘¥ 74,9 2541

SOUBAE: MNashville Whig, Nov. 6, 1840.
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MAP IV.1
WHIG/DEMOCRATIC VOTING STRENGTH BY DISPRICE, 1839 ELECTTONS

legend: Districts that voted Whig: [HLLY
Districts that voted Democretic: [____]
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MAP IV,2

DISTEIBUTION OF DEMOCRAT VOTES, 1839 ELECTIONS
{in pa:oentagess

SOURCE: Nashville Whig, Nov. 6, 1840; author's own compilations.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



109.

MAP IV.3

DISTRIBUTION CF WHIG VOTES, 1839 ELECTIONS
in percentages
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SOURCE: Nashville Whig, Nov. 6, 1840; author®s own compilations,
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geographical features shows how much the Whig voting stremgth was
concentreted in areas of good farmland, towns, and easily accessible
watexways, Already the districts containing the primary commercial
towns of the comnty {Jefferson in district six and Murfreesborough in
district thirteen) were Whig strongholds (see ¥ep IV, 3). On the
other hand, those of the hills and mountains clearly tended to be
Democretic; after all, it had been the mowntain men of Cannon Coumby
who provided the margin of victory for the Democrats that summer
(see Mop IV,2), The issues of the 1839 elections had produced 2
clear split in the community between the peorle of the Garden and
+those of the Barrens--and that chase would grow wider as both sides
frantically pursued additional support in the 1840 presidential

canpaigne

The Whig reaction to the 1839 election results was much dif-
ferent than that of the opposition in “he county's last hotly
contested campaign in 183, Embittered by the severity of their
defeat, Rutherford Whigs pledged to deny Martin Van Buren anmy poli-
tical support from their county. No longer was there a pretense
about the necessity of an unified society: "The party lines are
now distinetly drawn," This, the Tennessee Telegraph said, made it
proper "to have an efficient organization in each county." The Whigs
Iroposed that the paxrty build in each county a “vigilance committee™
composed of twenty-five subcommitiees from every civil distriet of
the county in order to watch "the movements of the enemy™ and to

diffuse "political intelligence among the people," The Whig message
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was clear: Van Buren's party and economic policies had to be
crushed-25

Naturzlly, the Democrzts believed that their rivals' novel organ-
ization technigues represented more than a desire for greater
efficiency and representation. The Democracy called a public meet-
ing in order to, as the announcement said, “resist a system of
esplonage, and party control about to be established over the good
people of this county." As John Childress informed Polk, the party
leaders hoped to convince the community that the Whig commitiees
were "to be overseer of the people . . . selected from the wealthy
with the view of operating by means of their money upon poor & de-
pendent people.," Democrats denounced the committee idea as "a
system of party tactics, inimical <o the freedom of the elective
franchise,” because the commitiees had no purpose but "to gperate,

or drill, or manage the people so that their votes may be obtained

for Clay" in :1.814-(1.2'6 The very idea insulted the Democrats' faith in
individualism, When the Democracy of Nashville suggested to
Rutherford partisans that they should fight fire with fire and or-
ganize themselves in a sinmilar fashion, the Hurfreesborough Weekly
Times, for the moment, rebuked this suggestiion, saying not "as the
Whigs do, neighbor.”?’ But within months, the party trosdened its
organizationzl base in a frantic effort to keep pace with the Whigs.
When the Whigs discovered that Democratic propaganda had sube
verted their organizational scheme, ithey opened the political waxr
on new fronts. One reason for the vigilance commitiee proposal had

been an alleged concern over fradulent voting in the past election,
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frands, according to one Whig from Murfreesborough, that would “as-
tonish the world." The Whigs hinted that they had wanted to keep
this ecandal within the community, but when the Democrets reacted
so wafairly to the notion of vigilance committees, it was obvious
that something had to be done about fradulent voting. Therefore,
the Whigs explained, there was no altermative but to expose the
irregularities to the entire state, One hundred Whigs presented

a resolubion of protest to the general assembly, demanding an investi-

tion of the 1839 elections, Having lost an election, the Whigs
were prepared to label their antagomists as cheats and frauds. There
are few better indicators of how completely the traditionm2l com-
mmity of Rutherford County had deteriorated then this pe‘{‘,:r'.tion.z8

After the presentation of the resolution of protest to the

legislature, newly-elected Democratic State Semator Henderson Yoakum
defended his party, pledging to cooperate with any investigation
and promising to xesign if the Whig allegations were true. But even
though Yoakum presented a cool facade, the Democrat was appalled that
+the Whigs had stooped to such a petty ploy. Sercastically, he said
that "he could not for a moment suppose that the whigs of Rutherford
had ten times the honesty of the democrats." Corruption could be
found in both parties. Yoakum, in the Senate, and James Fletcher
and James Smith, in the House, blistered the eaxrs of their collea-
gues with fervid rebuttals, Fletcher said that ihe entire matter
hed been agitated by a few Whig party leaders in Murfreesborough
who wished to assail the virtue of farmers in the mowntain districts

of Millersburg and Big Spring. After the ineffectual testimony of
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a delegation of Rutherford Whigs before the Committee of Elections
in Nashville, the Whigs gave up their drive for a criminal investi-~
gation and electoral refarm. Soon thereafter, the controversy died,
Tut the Wnig inftiative in political organization did mot end.>d
TIn Fetruary 1840, one hmdred and twenty-five party members attended
a district convention in Nashville, where the Ruthexford men had the
distinet honor of witnessing their own William Ledbetter elected
chairman, pm-tem.Bo

The polarization of Rubtherford's voters into two sepaxate poli-
tical perties during the 1839 state campaigns also meant that the
Democrats rushed to organize themselves for the upcoming presidential
contest, despite their victory in August. The party had first exer—
cised its federal patromage clout in December, 1838, when local
Democrats persuaded the Van Buren administration to remove David
Wendal, a2 Whig merchant and manufacturer, from the postmastership
at Muxfreesborough and replace him with a “true"™ Democrat, David
B. !‘Ir:lloy.31 This obvious political aprointment aroused much con-
troversy in the towns Since the town's beginning, Wendal had been
one of its leading citizens. When he was removed for purely poli~
tical reasons, the Whigs charged the Democrats with hypocrisy. The
Nashville Republican-Banner asserted that if, as the Democrats
claimed, aptitude and reputetion mettered more than partisanship,
then Wendal should have kept his position.>? Such criticism did
not deter the Democrats; in 1840, they boldly engineered the removal
of Charles Ready, Sr., one of the county's founders whose son was

2 mjor Whig leader, from the position of postmaster at Readyville.
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A local Democratic farmer, George Brandon, replaced the elder Ready. >

As an answer to the Whigs' proposed vigilance committees,
Rutherford Democrats also strengthened their party organization.
In late 1839, Demccrats statewide created a2 state committee and Dr.
William Rucker, Moses Ridely, and James O. Moore were the counmty's
representatives, Soon thereafter, Govermor Folk appointed Edwin
Keeble as an execubive aide, Expanded organization within the lower
levels of the parity's hierarchy soon matched these statewide initi-
atives. By the end of Janwary, news that the party would hold a
mess meeting at Murfreesborough in order to select county delegates
for a state Democratic convention had spread throughout the community,
After that gathering, almost two hundred delegates trevelled to
Nashville and helped to choose the party's electoral candidates for
the 1840 presidential mpaign.y"

These Democrats were the first in the county to meet with their
political brothers from neighboring counties in a convention setting.
These conventions marked & new stage in the maturation of the
Democratic party; more important, they marked a shaxp break with
the elitist politics of the past because they allowed a troader voter
participation in the party's activities, Rutherford Democrats
asserted that the forthcoming election gave the party an opportunity
to secure the commmity from "the aspiring designs of the moneyed
power,™ and they altered their tactics and strategy so that they
could fight the Whigs on an equal tasis. 3By the end of 1840, the
party had created a civil disixict network of committees, and by

the first of the new year, a county convention had selected its

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



115,

candidates for the general a.ssemhhf.%

In his study of the formation of the second party system,
Richaxd McCormick hypothesized thet by 1840 organized, competitive
political parties had emexged in Tennessee. McCormick also be-
lieved that the presidentizal contest of that year acted as the
primry catalyst to this crystallization of a new party sysivem.36
While the Whig and Democzatic parties of Rutherford County had cer—
tainly metured into a second party system by 1840, McCormick's
explanation for that emergence is wide of the mark, The presidenmbtial
contest played only a2 secondary role. From 1834 to 1839, local
issues such as political feuvds and the desirability of banks, had
played a pivotal role in dividing the coumby's original one party
political cwlture inte a highly competitve two party system.

As a new decade dawned, the voters of Ruthexrford County would
be participating in a political culture more like ours of today than
that of their fathers.! Three chracteristics marked this new
method of polities, First, there was its partisan nature. While
the region had witnessed fierce factional contests for many years,
the campaigns of the new polities used no-holds-berred tactics,
Compare Bell's Murfreesborough speech of October 1834 and its veiled
references to Jackson with Governar Cannon's xremarks at the April
1839 detate with James K. Folk, William Rucker had described the
former as “most intemperate” but the latter so inflamed Rutherford
Dermocrats that one partisan thought Canmon should be shot. From
1839 omward there would be warring parties in Rutherford County,
not just competitive factions, A second trait of the new politics
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was that it was issue-based rather than persomality-based. As
loyalty to the party and its platform became more important, the
power of deference to the social and economic elite of the community
decreased. In 1840, one of the preeminent founders of the county,
Charles Ready, Sr., was removed from his postmastership. Ready's
position in the community, by 1840, mo longer offset his political
preference, On the national level each party would have its sym-
bolic head—Clay, Van Buren, Harrison--nevertheless, no personality
such as Jackson dominated Temnessee politics after the eaxly 1830s.
Even James K. Folk would be unable to recreate the Democratic con-
sensus in Rutherford County. Finally, the new politieal culture
was broad-tased, more "democratic" im its inclusion of the community's
white males. Voter turnout was consistently high from 1839 to 18435,

This mass participation in the electoral machinery was a significant

departure from the old style of politicss Furthermore, each party
‘broadened its orgenizational tese by means of the county and district
convention, Common men would play a part in the polities of the
next decade (see Table L.3).

The creztion of two parties of contrasting ideclogies demolisked
the political unity of Rutherford Countians and completely shatitered
their old communal assumptions, By 1840, the events of the past
few years entrenched a mew political culture in the society and,
for the next four years, that way of politics served as the founda-
tien for a political war over the economic and political future of

Rutherford County.
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CHAFTER V

CONSTRUCTING A WHIG STRONGHOLD

The presidential contest of 1840 was the first election in
Rutherford Comty involving two fully organized politicel parties.
With the county still suffering from the recent depression, local
Democrats were wary of their chances for victory that fall despite
James Polk's recent gubernatorial success. In April, William
Rucker wrote his brother~in-law that in his opirion Rutherford would
soon be "in the particular keeping of the Whigs" because they were
"determined to do all they can to get a majority."l The doctor
proved to have a gift for prophecy.

Fron 1840 to 1843, the Whig party of Rutherford County rebounded
from its defeat in the 1839 state elections to gain political con-
trol of the county. Indeed by 1844, its grip hed tightened so that,
even with James K. Polk as the Democratic standard bearer, their
opponents could not win that year's presidential contest. The Whigs
gained control because of the Democrats® blunder regarding the state
capitel issue and their failure to develop viable altermatives to
‘the Whig-supported national bank proposal. The Whigs' own rapid
adoption of popular politics and greater organizational ability,
along with @ period of consistent ecomomic growth within the

county seat, also helped to solidify the Whigs® positiom, The
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campaigns of the early 1840s not only were notable Whig victories
but 2lso sexved notice that the voters of Rubhexford County had re-

Jected forever the old ways of politics.

So many bitter partisan allegations and so much bombastic
rhetoric £illed that fall's campaign that it seemed as if both parties
wished to begin a class war. Concern focused during the winter of
1839-40 on one question—who was to blame for the failure to move
the state capital to Murfreesborough? From 1840 to 1843 that issue
dominzted the political and economic detete in the community. The
removal issue had cropped up periodically ever since the Constitu-
tional Convention of 1834 had mandated that by 1843 the state
legislature must select a permanent capital. ILocating the seat
of govermment in Murfreesborough appealed to members of both parties,
although for different reasons--differences that depended upon
whether or not one thought that banks should play a part in the
county's economic growbh.

The Democracy believed that if the capital could be restored
to Murfreesborough the lost agrarian-tesed prosperity and harmony
of the 1820s would alse return, and in the bargain, state govermment
would be freed from the corrupting grasp of Nashville. Whigs, on
the other hand, saw the opportunities of the capiial in a different
light. They assumed that the location of the state govermment in
Murfreesborough would gurrentee the placement of a tank in

Rutherford Cownty.
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Experience, however, had taught Whig leaders that all was not
lost if the capital steyed in Nashvilles The evolutlon cf the local
economic system would continue even if there were no new bank in
Rutherford County. Mejor economic transformations were already occur—
ring in Murfreesborough, though not in the county as 2 whole. The
town's first industrial vemtures had been successful and these busi~
nesses employed almost one hundred men.2 In the fall of 1841, Whig
businessmen opened a new drug store and a private high school in
Mutreesborough while another party member, Johm G. Bostick, began
to plan the construction of the town's fixst ho‘bel.3 The pulse of
life had begun to change Iin the Garden of Rutherford County. The
economic expansion of the past few years had brought rrosperity and
for the moment, the mechanics of the community were consistently
voting for the Whigs. As Semuel H. Iaughlin warned Governor Polk
during the 1840 campaign, the "strong mechenical interest" in
Murfreesborough "is against us."LI'

But the Whigs feared thal economic expansion would slow unless
a new banking system was approved. The Whigs demonstrated their
apprehension in the summer of 1841 when President Johm Tyler
(although 2 Whig perty member, Tyler was a states rights Democrat
in p’:inciple) vetoed a Whig-sponsored national banking bill, Few
doubted that banking legislation on the federel level was dead as
long as the Virginiar was President, This turn of events outraged
the Whigs, They hanged Tyler in effigy in the town square of
Mirfreesborough and redoubled their pro-bank efforts. The

Muxfreesborough Temnessee Telegraph simply said: "As the Whigs of
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the Revolution fought better, and with more success, after Arncld
betrayed them, so will the Whigs of this day fight better, and with
more success, now that they have been betxayed by Tylar."5

The issue of the permanent site for the state capital became
the primary question in the 1840 presidential campaign in Rutherford
County as soon as Temmessee voters elected James K. Polk as governor
in August, 1839. Iater that month, the Rutherford Democracy init-
iated a propaganda campaign in favor of Murfreesborough's claims
to the capital. And Jolm Childress bluntly informed his brethezr-
in-law that the county's Democrats believed that since Rutherford
had given him crucial support that summer, the Govermor should, in
return, help Murfreesborough become the capitals Shortly thereafter,

the party's newspaper boldly predicted that the next general assembtly

would move the state gove t to Murfreesboroughe When the legis-
lature began its winter session, it seemed that some political deal
h2d been made, for on January 31, 1840, the legislature resolved
that Murfreesborough would be the next meeting place for the
general assenbly, The Democrats were overjoyed; the legislature's
action strengthened Murfreesborough's chances of becoming the perma-
nent state capital. So encouraged were they that the county's
legislative delegation tried to push through the general assembly

a resolution that would have immediately moved the state bureaucracy
and executive btrench to the town. Then, suddenly, the legislature
reversed itself and resolved to continue meeting in Nashville, For
an explamation of the reversal, all eyes looked toward the Gwa:nor.s

When Polk heard of the resolutions to move the state
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government to Rutherford County immediately, he passed the word to
his friends that such a move would De inconvelent and impractical.
Nevertheless, Rutherford®s Democracy would not compromise; it wanted
all of the state govermment in Murfreesborough without any delay.
That refusal to compromise destroyed the coalition of Democrats which
had supported the temporary removal of the state govermment to
Murfreesborough, and the legislature rescinded the original resclu-
tion. Never again would the general assembly consider z home other
than Nashville, Loco foco Democrats from the rurel areas of Tennessee
had supported the move to Rutherford County because of its geographic
location and because its agrarian character meant much to anti-bank
Democrats, bubt the legislature elected to follow the wishes of

G Polk, Rutherford Democrats were too eager. The Governor

reacted negatively; the state party followed his lea.d.7

This sudden twrn-of-events caught the Democrats of Rutherford
County off-talance. They were outraged that the man they had so
ardently supported in the last campaign had betrayed them. Quite
aware of the fury his decision had caused, the governor coached John
Childress as to the proper explanation to give io his Rutherford
alliess Folk told his brother-in~law to deny the allegation that
the governor had taken an active role in either the passage ox
failure of the resolution; instead Childress was to remind the party
members that Polk had “endeavowred to abstain , . . from interfering
in the business properly belonging to the legislature and in rela-
tion to the seat of Govermment [Folk) was particularly cautiocus,®

The governor wanted his position of this subject to appear passive;
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Childress could say that Polk would obey the will of the legislatwre,
whatever that might be. But even armed with {his explanztion, Polk's
chief lieutenarts in Rutherford County convinced few that the gov-
ernor was not a traitor to the }a.z-by.s

As the legislature and the governar thrashed out the removel
issue in Nashville, Rutherford Whigs remained quiet. Though they,
too, wanted the capital, they certainly did not wish for their rivals
all the glory. Since the 1839 state elections had all tut eliminated
their party's influence in state councils, the Whigs had no albter-
native but to wait patiently for an opportunity. The failure of
the Democrats to win the capital for Murfreesborough gave them that
opening.9 It soon became a standard feature of Whig speeches to
claim that Polk's "political friends" had preferred to see the capi-
+2l remain in Nashville, 'rather than Col. Polk and the officers
of state be compelled with the requiremenbs of the law, and remove
forthwith to Murfreesborough.” Democrats denied those allegations
as "destitute of foundation in fact,” and the Murfreesborough Weekly
Times alleged that the Whig press in Nashville was trying to dupe
the people of Rutherford into believing that Polk favored Nashville
as the capital while at the same time telling the voters in Davidson
County that he supported Mmfreesbarough's claims, Many, however,
ignored these Democratic counter-charges. Folk was effectively
disaredited.lo

These allegations dealt the Democrats a severe blow in

Ruthexrford County. Some rrominent Democrats deserted the party.

Those who stayed tended to be die-haxd agrarian capitalists,
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‘bidding good riddance to their past colleagues who believed the
Whigs®' explapations, For example, Democrat John G. Bostick, a towm
merchant, who invested heavily in Murfreesborough rezl estate in
the hope of comstructing a hotel for the future legislators, joined
the Whigs. William G. Roulhac, who remained in the Democratic fold,
wrote of that defection: "Oh! Patriotism, Oh! Consistency, Oh!
Morality, Oh! Decency, Oh! Religion, whether hast thou i‘lmm-"n
The removal issue seriously undermined the Democratic party's efforts
in the 1840 presidential election in Rutherford County because Folk
was the party's figurehead--and the man who Andrew Jackson had hand-
picked to xally the Tennessee Democracy to the cause of Martin Van
Buren, After the events of early 1840, Folk's popularity in
Rutherford County was mever again as high as it had been in 1839,
Almost as much as the capital issue, the role of banks in the
community was fiercely disputed in 1840. Iocal Democrats uxged Polk
to remove any state tank officers who might be working for the Whig
cause in the county., One former state assemdly candidate begged the
governor to select any Rutherford Democrat as the county's represent-
ative for the Bedford County trench tank since the current Rutherford
director was Lewis Jetton "who knows as much about financial matters
as a hog does about the 25th day of December" and, amyway, Jetton's
“appointment was made to answer the ends of the Whig leaders about
Murfreesboro®, who would move heaven and earth to get a majority"
that fall. Democrats strongly supported Van Buren®s fimancial poli-
cies, In a summer speech at the county courthouse, Henderson Yoakum,

the party's electoral candidate, demanded proof that the Bank's
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destruetion had caused finaneial havoc, Yoakum recollected that
when the federal government removed its money from the matiom2l bank
in the early 1830s, coitton prices rose; consequently he supporbed
the Independent Treasury proposel of the Van Buren administration.
Edwin 4. EKeeble charged in August that Rutherford Whigs were peli-
tical hypocrites for supporting banks when they had once a2bhorred
them, But Keeble talked about bygone d2ys when there had been 2
community consensus about most issues facing Rutherford Countians.
Those times had disappeared long ago.l2

Rutherford Whigs not only used the bank issue to their advan-
tage in the controversy over the location of the state capital but
+they constantly reminded the voiters of the failures of Jackson's
and Van Buren's economic policies while hinmting that William Hemry

Harrisom, their presidential nominee, repn ted a break from those

experiments and favored new capitalistic ventures. The political
symbol for the type of economic structure the Whigs of Ruthexrford
County preferred had been Henry Clay. He would bave been their first
choice for the presidential slot in 1840. As ear)y as 1838, the
Murfreesborough Tennessee Telegraph announced its support for the
Rentuckian, remarking that "we would think almost three-fourths of
owr acqguaintances are friendly to Mr, (ay.” But Karrison was the
czndidate and the party loyally backed him since the westermer opposed
the financial policies of the Van Buren administration, In a
Hurfreesborough debate, David Dickinson claimed that because of

the Democrats "the price of produce had fallen—the currency had

become deranged, and the only safety could be found in a resort to
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the United States Bank." Two momths later, William Iedbetter re—
peated Dickinson's allegations at the courthouse, indicting Van
Suren for "tinkering with the currercy.” When James XK. Folk turmed
down a2 reguest from the Jefferson "Tippecanoe Club” to detate John
Bell at a Whig gathering, the Murfreesborough Temnessee Telegraph
had 2 ready explanation for the governor's decision. Polk feared
such a challenge because the governor had "the ability and ingenuity
to speak well and argue well--but not to sustain his lame and halting
course, against a Whig speaker armed with the txuth.” And ta the
Whigs that truth was that the Van Buren 2dministration was 2 disaster
and that new economic programs had to be adopted to pull the
county out of its depressicn.lB

Another issue in the campaign involved the qualifications and
"principles” of William Henry Harrison, the Whig rwresidential nominee.
For example, two Democratic party leaders, Zdwin A. Keeble and
Henderson Yoakum, often stressed ihe danger of Harrison's vagueness
on the issues. Keeble constantly canvassed the community, detating
anyone who cared to face him and hammering at Harrison's vague prin-
ciples, According to the Murfreesborough attormey, voters in the
county should not choose & man with undeserved military lawrels.
Yoakum, another Democratic tower of sirength, engaged the Whig
David Dickinson in a series of detates held throughout the congres—
sional district., Yoakum also consistently emphasized Harrison's
lack of public principles and his '"Pederalist” badqground.m'

The Whigs took to the stump to defend their candidate. David

Dickinson, the Whig electoral candidate in Rutherford's congressional
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district, followed the exanple of Governor Cannon'’s 1839 re-election
canpaign when he compared Jackson's and William Henry Harrison's
military records in the Waxr of 1812 and then concluded "that the
former when compared with the latter dwindled into utter insigni-
fica.nce."15 The Murfreesborough Tennessee Telegyaph maintained that
Polk, while governor, had attempted "to set the country 2gainst the
towns," a tactic which it denounced as "ome of the lowest steps of
demgognisn.*i® Iater in the £all, Yoalkum and Dickinson agreed to
write to their candidates for their views on the issues. While the
answers both men received were mostly uninformative, the letters
ended the controversy about Harrison's "principles," As Dickinson
told Herrison, the letter enabled the Whigs to put “down the charge
that you were desirous of concealing your sentiments."]'?

Throughout the contest, both parties urged that the cormunity
increase its political participation. According to a report by
Democrat Henry Trott, & former state assembly candidate, Whig poli-
tical activists distributed a special political pamphlet, the Spirit
of '76, to almost every household in the Camnon County electoral
districts. The editor of the Temnessee Telegraph flooded districts
which had been strongly Democratic in the past election with free
coples of his paper in hopes that some people would “read the
Telegraph occassiomlly™ and vobe the Whig ticket that fa11.18
Even women Were encouraged to participate in the parties® various
public demonstretions and djmna‘s.19 Whig speakers also crisscrossed
the area from the first days of spring until election day in November.

AJ1 together, ten different Whig speakers, most of whom had
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statewide or even mational reputations, gave twenty-two major addresses
in the cou.uty.zo

Rutherford Whigs also participated in large numbers in the majoxr
political event held in the state that summer: the Whig Southwestern
Convention at Nashville, This convention featured a mejor address by
Henry (lay., OFf the ten thousand who heard Clay in Nashville, almost
one thousand came from Rutherford Coun'by.21 Those who attended the
convention came because of party loyaltys; it had been uncertain umtil
the last moment whether or not any national Whig leader would address
the gethering, These large meetings of the party faithful reinforced
their sense of shared interests and political consciousness. Whigs
a2lso held smaller demonstrations in the county throughout the elec-
tion. They were loud and boisterocus, with boys and blacks doing
most of the whooping and hollering, One Democrat told his father
that about all that stood behind the Whig cause were "flags with
Tarrels of hard cider emblematic of their party principles with this
typical inscription Tip, Tyler, & the _Tgii’__f_."zz Their loud demon=-
strations, especially those on Sundays, caused Democrats much anguish,
Judging by their behavior, the Whigs really 4id not care if their
"uproarious singing and hurrehing at night” disturbed the town, or
the services of the Methodist Church, as long at it upset their

opponen'bs.z3 And it always did that. Andrew Jackson cried out in

disgust that the Whigs® Sou & don had “d teldl
the sabath.” During the next presidential contest, Rutherford
Democrats complained even more about Whig tacties, asserting that

their opponents were too loud and boisterous while their own
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political meetings were not composed of "irregular, confused mass
and reckless partisans, infuriated with azrtificial stimula.uts."zu
Rutherford Demccrats never matched their rivals® cempaign tac—
ticss They failed to recrult regional party speakers who could excite
the masses in the county. A. O. P. Nicholson, the Maury County attor-
ney, was an exception. Moses G. Reeves of Murfreesborough thought
that Nicholson's July speech in the county seat "was decidedly the
best and was listened to with more attention than any other that has
been made in the county by amy body." But some Democratic detaters
did more to hinder than help the cause, as in the case of the mayor

of Nashville whose rambling, boring speech disgusted many Democrats

when he spoke in Mmfreeshorough that sumezazj Fur ore, Democxat
public dinners and demonstrations did not generate as much excite-
ment as those of the Whigs. Mostly, they were dignified affairs,
reminiscent of the politicel celetrations of the pasts For example,
at & staid dinner at Weakley's Spring in the northern part of the
county in 1840, over two thousand partisans heard the likes of former
governor William Carroll, Colorel David Craighead of Nashville, and
Henry Watterson of Bedford County blast the “factious peraphernalia
of whigism into shreads and tatters with biting sarcasm and wither-
ing ridicule,” Moreover, Andrew Jackson paraded himself before them.
For most Democrets, the appearance of the rarty's figurehead that

day must bave had, as 01d Hickory opined, "a good effec't."26 But
treditional political technigues no longer excited Rutherford
Countians, As one Democrat warned Polk, "in the absence of something

real & tangible there is a danger that some of our fellow citizens
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will be led astray by the deafening shouts of log cabins, hard cider
& gouzds."27

When election day arrived, many Democrats just did not go to
the polis, but the Whigs furned out in large mmbers, As Table V.l
compared to Table IV.2 shows, the total Whig vote in 1840 was only
fifteen votes higher than in 1839. But since the Democrats failed
to generate much enthusiasm for the party's standard bearer, the
Democratic vote in Rutherford Gounty had decreased by alzost 18 per-
cent within a year's -l:ime.z8

Maps V,1-3 indicate the districts where Democratic strength had
eroded., In 1839, the Democracy had carried four districts which lay
between the ihe Garden cnd Barrens of the county, b in November,
the only districts the party won, except for the heavily-Methodist
district twelve, lay in Rutherford's hills and mountains, The hard
times of the last three years had turnmed the rest of the commumity
against the perty's cause. The bungled capital removal had hurt,
but the election was also 2 referendum on Van Buren and Democxatic
finaneial policies. Rutherford County voters rejected those too.

In 1840, the community emerged from the election more politi-
cized than ever befare. The Whigs had built a more efficient
political machine than the Democrets, who were stuck with a presi-
dential nominee tilamed for the recent matiomal economic difficulties,
Voter turmout was higher in 1840 (83 percent) than in 18% (72 per-
cent), but when the two political parties turmed ito battle over state
and local supremacy almost every adult white man in Ruthexford County

would state his political pzeference.zg
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TABIE V.1
RUTHEHFORD COUNTY DISTRICT BETUENS, 1840 ELECTION

District Van Buren Herrison @Van Buren #Barrison
1. Sanders 38 56 4044 59.6
2, Hart Spring 65 & W2 55.8
3. Burmet's 78 81 49.1 509
4, Mechanicsville 68 3 48,2 51.8
5, Fall Crwek 21 30 .2 58.8
6., Jefferson 2l 88 2144 78.6
7. Wilkerson Crossroads 52 71 42,3 5747
8. lMurfree's 35 52 40,2 59.8
9. Sulpher Spring 7 49 12.5 87.5
10, Armstrong 6 31 16.2 83.8
11, Bairfields 35 73 R 67.6
12, Salem 64 28 6946 3044
13. Muofreesborough ol 167 %0 64.0
1%, Middleton 51 85 37.5 6245
15, Valley 1% 7 15.9 84,1
16, Hilton 51 61 45.5 S4e5
17, HcKnight's =) " 5040 5040
18, Fax Camp 13 62 17.3 82,7
19, Tennison's 52 43 547 4543
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20, Fosterville 66 54 55.0 4540
2. Bushnell Creek 65 52 5545 U5
22, Raleigh 4 95 4.0 %40
23. Youree's 116 iy 7245 2745
24, Big Spring 111 27 8044 1946
25, Millerstug _8 s Zhe2 25.8
Totals: Rutherford 1260 1550 4343 5647

Cannon County Distriets

1, Nichols’ 28 4% 37.8 62.2
2, Alexander's 50 14 7841 21,9
3. Browm's 43 34 5548 ez
4, Williams' 23 25 47.0 52.1
5. Fattons’ & 23 222 2,3
Totals: Caunon 224 147 604 3946

SOURCE: Neshville Whig, Nov. 6, 1840,
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MAP V.2

DISTRIBUTION OF DEMOCBAT VOTES, 1840 ELECTION
in percentagess

SOURCE: Nashville Whig, Nov. 6, 18403 autbor's own compilations,
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MAP V.3

DISTRIBUTION (F WHIG VOTES, 1840 ELECTION
(in percentages)

SOURCE: Nashville Whig, Nov, 6, 1840; author's own compilations.
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The capital question remairved the major issue of the 1841 guber-
natorial campaign, The Whig victory in 1840 convinced perty members
that Polk could be defeated easily that summer, and Rutherford Whigs
knew who should slay the Democratic lion—~the Governor's former neme-
sis, Dewvid Dickinson., The choice of the Murfreesborovgh attorney
was hardly a surprise; he had done yeoman service for the perty dur—
ing the 1840 presidential election. More important, the ideas of
Dickinson and his brother-in-law John Bell embodied the Whig party
line, Dickinson represented benks and prosperity; in 1849, four
years after his death, the value of his town mroperty still was higher
than that of any other Rutherford Golmtian.ao

There were two reasons why the party thought that Whigs state~-
wide could be persuaded to accept Dickinson as the gubermatorial
noninee, First, John Bell favored Dickinson's candidacy. Second,
the first statewide Whig convention, a meeting that weuld nominate
the gubermatorial candidate, would hold its sessions in Murfreesborough
in Fe‘bzﬂ.\az:,r.3 1

The Whigs met in convention early that month. 4s the two hun-
dred and fifty delegates from forty counties in the state gathered
in the town, the party's leaders canvassed them, trying to determine
the extent of support for Dickinson. Discovering that Dickinson
hed little chance of being nominated without splitting the party,
Charles Ready moved that Dickinson's mame be withdrewn from comsid-
eration. A grateful convention accepted the motion and nominated

Jemes Ca Jones from Wilson (:ouzrl:y.32

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



139

Undoubtedly, the failure to gain the gubermatorial nomination

for Dickinson upset many Rutherford Countians because they had been
confident that, with their man as the candidate, the Democrats would
be soundly defeated that summer, But at the time, Jones® nomi-
nation hurt local Whigs because it gave the Democrats a chance to
stir up troubles Doing its utmost 4o turn Dickinson's wmsuccessful
race for the nomination to their own politicel advantage, the
Democretic Weekly Times introduced 2 new editorizl emphasis as soon
as the convention adjourned, one that stressed that now there should
e a commumity consensus behind Governor Polk's re-election because
"he prefers the good of the whole state te the aggrandizement of
the money jobbers about Nashville," Of course, according to the
Democratic newspaper, it had been those same "money jJobbers™ who
had arranged Jones' nomination so that the capital would not move
awey from their influences The Weekly Times asserted that Jones
received the party's nod over Dickinson because the Lebanon attormey
was "a men who will use his influence for the concentration of the
money power " and “the political power" at Nashville——"this was the
cause’ of Mr, Dickinson's evident defeat, and consequent 'd’itl'xizawl."33
The paper’s editors gladly accepted the morel mission of moving the
stete capital "away from the influence of mexrcanitile ard benking
:‘nfluences."%
Rutherford®s Democracy demonstrated a heretofore unseen sense
of political acumen in this attempt to use the capital gquestion
against its oppoment. Jones should be defeated, the Democrats argued,

‘because he voted against making Murfreesborough the temporary capital
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in the last general ¥Ye The D ts rerely brought up the

party®s standard platfornm in 1841, concentrating instead on the single
issue of the state capital, The Whigs understood that such an alber-

ation in their rivals’ tactics constituted, as the Repulilicen Banner

said, "the gr 'k of an pt to revolutionize the politics™
of Rutherford, an attempt which every party member had to be ready
to combat., A few days after the publication of the anti-Jones edi-
torials by the Weekly Times, the county’s Whigs convinced James Jones
to come to Muarfreesborough, before the beginning of his formal delates
with Polk, and rebut the Democratic offensive .3 5
Although the Buthexford Whigs certainly had their hopes dashed
at the convention, they did not forget their larger goals, The evi-
dence strongly suggests that Rutherford Whigs struck a deal at the
convenbion: Dickinson would withdraw his candidacy in exchange for
a pledge by the party's nominee to support Murfreesborough as the
permanent state capital. Ten days after the conventior, James C.
Jones eame to town and fulfilled his side of the btargain. At the
courthouse, he indirectly pledged not to block the county's claims
on the state government .36
In 2 speech in which Jones also carefully emmciated his eco-
nonic platform-—support for "a sound Natiomal Bank" and the “status
quo™ in state intermal improvements——the Whig nominee promised "all
those who heaxd him, that, if he should be elected Governor of
Tennessee, and the Legislature should remove the seat of Govermment
to any point in the state, he would not expwess a regret, ror-ask
to remain a moment in Nashville, but would cheexfully pack up 2 btag
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and baggage and go along with i'b.“3? In other words, the Whig pledged
not to be 1ike Polk in 1840, and implied that ked he been governor
in 1840, the capital would already be in Rutherford County. That
implication revived an earlier impression: Polk had betrayed the
rarty and the county.

43ditional factors also influenced the voters in that summer's
election, Through the Whig state convention, those who lived in the
coumty seat received a taste of what the town would be like if it
became the state capital. Business matwally boomed while the poli-
ticians were there. However, the presence of the comventioneers
upset some townspeoples For example, the Meihodists of the town
Triskly rejected the Whigs' offer to hold the convention in their
meetinghouse, Consequently, the convention made its home at the
First Preshyberian Church, which did not please some of the congre-
gations Mrs, Joel Childress told the Reverend Mr, Ezgleton that
"she would never feel at home in her own church a.gain."38

The 1841 elections also gave the Whigs their first chance to
use presidential patronage. Shortly after Hexrison's inaunguretion,
David Wendal regained his postmaster position in Muefreesborough,
and Charles Ready, Jr. was named postmaster at Readyville. Beyond
those removels, however, the Tyler administretion played little ox
no role in the campaign. Rutherford Whigs also reised a large sum
of money to enable the Murfreesborough Tennessee Telegraph to hire
"a. first rate editor" and print and distribute extre copies of the
paper free of charge. By the middle of the winter, Democrats were

complaining that the Whig press reached "every fireside," 3But as
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=5 the Whigs increased their partisen efforts, they also increased
community disharmony. That the wealthy merchant David Wendal replaced
the Methodist preacher, Gerald T. Henderson, as Murfreesborough's
postmaster outraged evangelicals, Sarah Childress Polk told her
hustend, that because of Henderson's removal, "The Whigs will lose
some votes where ever the towns have no influence. There is a good
deal of excitement in the little place about the removal," But

the Whigs could 4zke pleasure in seeing Wendal resume the position
that he deserved.39

In 1841, fewer demonstrations, detates, or vitrolic speeches
rocked Rutherford County than a year earlier, But this quiet did
not indicate a lack of interest on the pert of the people; 98 per-
cent of the voting populetion participated that August. There were
few speeches and demonstrations because early in the campaign the
issues that divided the two parties were clearly placed before the
votexrs. The statewide gubernatorial debates between Polk and Jones,
which eventually entertained thousands of Tennessezns, began that
year in Mufreesborough., The people of Rutherford County had enly
to hear those two speeches to know what future each party envisioned
for the community.%

Governor Folk's speech boosted the enthusiasm of his followers.
Despite his position in the state government, he did not touch on
stete issues. Rather, he spoke of his past essociation with the
county, the "Federalists" in Washington, and his support for Jackson's
and Van Buren's economic policies. He consistently stressed his

devotion to principle. After taking the podium, "Lean Jimmy" Jones
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TABLE V.2
1841 STATE AND CONGRESSIOMAL ELECTIONS, RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Bace Candidete Tarty Yotes #Votes
Governor Je Jones Whig 1711 51.1
o de Polk Democrat 1635 48,9

U, S. Congress M. Gentry Whig 1413 62,1
T. Hogan Democrat 81 3749

State Semate W. Ledbetter ¥hig 1707 515
H. Yoakum Democrat 1606 48.5

State House He Burton Whig 1729 25.6
Ha Norman Vhig 1721 25.5

J. Fletcher Democrat 1667 2.7

E. Keehle Democrat 1624 24,1

2Special election held in May, 1841,

SOURCES: RNashville Union, May 17, 1841; Nashville Republican Banmer,
Auge 7, 1841,
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asserted that Harrison was no Federalist but 2 famous military hero;
moreover, the chalienger laughed at the Democrat's consistency. He
had heard of a case in Wilson Counbty where "some witness had teen
examined in court and stated that a certain horse was sevenieen feet
high. 'Seventeen high,' said the Judge?" According to Jomes, the
witness replied, "'Did I say seventeen feet? Well, if I said it,

I stick o it; he was seventeen feet high.'" Jones and his audience
burst out lavghing at the virtue of c(ms:‘nsten(:y.q'1

Disconcerted by his rivel's jokes, Folk admitted that Jones
™was a promising young manj but . . . as for his being Governor that's
211 a notion," Polk was the incumbert and 01d Hickory's ally. In
Rutherford's old political system, the governor would have had little
+to Worry about; Jones® candidacy would truly have been only "a notion.”
But in 1841, Rutherford Coumby wes no longer a Democratic county.
Jones crushed Polk that August (see Table V.1) and the Whigs swept
every state election, re-establishing their dominance. The upper-

hand in ‘the new two party system belonged to the Wh;igs.""2
IoT

Democratic political power continued to diminish over the next
two years, When Martin Van Buren visited Tennessee in April and
My of 1842, he did not, despite the pleadings of county Democrats,
come to Murfreesborough. "He has many very warm friends here,™
Henderson Yoakun reminded James Polk, “if he fwould] come and show
that he is like other men~—would have many more., Some very foolish

rrejudices might be removed," But state leaders probably felt that
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%3 Further-

2 visit would be a waste of the former President's time.
more, that fall the legislature, securely under Whig control, began
o redistrict the state's congressional districts to conform to the
1840 census. In an effort to bolster strong party regions, the Demo-
cratic leadership in Nashville considered sa2crificing Rutherford %o
+the Whigs by acquiescing to a plan where Rutherford County would be
placed in a new congressiomal district with Wilson and Williamson
counties. Yoalum begged the state leadership to reconsider:

T hope that the galantry with which we have fought, in

times past, will win for us, at the hands of our friends,

a better fate, And you can readily see also, that the

fall of Butherford, which had hitherto been the berrier

against Nashville federalism, will open the way to the

subversion of democracy in all the counties south & east.
That warning persuaded Polk to speak up for Rutherford Democrats.
"I know the difficulties attending the subject," he told Sam Iaughlin,
"but still hope that she [Rutheﬁoxd) may be saved « . » The centxal
position of that county makes it more important that we should pre-
sexrve our strength there, then in any other gcounty in the state.,”
But this plea was ignored and the county became part of the Wilson-
Williemson district. Rutherford Whigs were estatic about the change,
which probebly guaranteed David Dickinson's election to the congress
in 1843, ILocal Democrats felt betrayed and humiliated, but they
blamed the politiciams at Nashville for their predictament, remain-
ing loyal to the cause of the party. "We fight for the good doctrines
still,” Henderson Yoakum told Polk, “they are our doctrines, we cher-
ish them and hope to live o see their triumph in every part of the

county, it
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The ongoing controversy involving the "Immortal Thirteen"--a
group of Democrats in the State Senate who refused to compromise
with the Whigs on the election of Temnessee’s U. 5. Senators, thus
leaving the state without a representative in Washington--also gave
local Democrats a black eye throughout the summer of 1842, The
stubborness of the Thirteen, incidentally led by Samuel H. Laughlin,
stiffened the btack of many a Democxat, but left the party wide open
to the charge that Democratic princirles wers based on party needs
and were not grounded in the best interests of the state.

Despite the setback of the previous year, however, Democratic
hopes for a lasting victory in its batile with the Whigs were never
higher than during the 1843 election campaign. The prospect of the
state govermment moving to Rutherford County served the interests
of both parties to such an extent that the Democrats began a rumor
alleging that a Whig-Democrat compromise legislative ticket for that
summer's election was to be constructed so that no matier which party
won control of the gemeral assembly, Rutherford Cowntians could exer-
cise some influence on the decision about the state capital site,
But such a compromise ticket would also take away one of the mrimary
Whig weapons against James K. Folk, the Democratic gubermatorial
nominee. Obviously, Rutherford Whigs believed that their best chances
for the future lay with their party's continued ascendancy. John
Childress' prediction that the Whigs' “party feelings will in all
Probability overcome their sense of interest" was corrects The
roposed compromise ticket never materia.lized.% Within 2 month,

Devid Currin, the Democrats® assembly candidate in 1843, published
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a brozdside asserting that even if the party won control of the state
legislature, "of what advantage will it be to us, if WE are revresented
by ¥higs?" He urged Rutherford Countians te vote Democratic so that
"a common epd, of equal importance to beth Whigs and Democrats,”
could be rachieved, Whig politicians, of course, argued their case
in the same ve:'t.z:m.“"7

Once the compromise had been rejected, Rutherford's Demccrats
corcentrated most of their attention on the issue of the state capi-
tal. TIn the winter of 1842, Henderson Yoakum reminded Polk, "The
seat of government will be a serious question with us. Yet we will
not be foolish about it." Yoakum did not want the capital question
+to destroy party unity. According to the Murfreesborough lawyer,
the goal of the party was first o remove the capitel away from "the
commercial influence" and second, to place it in a central geograph-
jcal location. To the Rutherford paxty leader, Murfreesborough was

the obvious solution. Yoakum's feelings were widespread throughout

the party. One Rutherford correspondent of the Nashville Union re-
marked that the state government needed to be "free from the money
corTupting and meb-controlling influences of a large commereial
citye" Three weeks later, Yoakum confidentially told the formex
governor that the party intended to send letters to both gubernaterial
candidates asking for their preferences for the state capital. He
further informed Polk that Rutherford's Democracy plarmed to publish
a petition in favor of the couniy's claims, and the Murfreesborough
Jawyer flatly warned Polk that if he planned to cerxry the county I

1843, he must state publicly that he fevored placing the capital
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near the center of the territory and population of the s'hate.“s

About a month later, the paxty's petition appeared in the
Nashville newspapers. It offered two primary reasons why the capi-
tal should be restored to Rutherford Cownty. First, the capital
should be placed in Murfreesborough because the town sat at the cen-

tex of the state. Second, if the capital returned to Murfreesbonough,

the good old dzys of the general bly, when sessions were short
and state expenditures were low, would reappears, That past, in other
words, could be recreated. The resolution explained that since the
government bad left Rutherford County, so many charters had been
grented by the legislature that corporations and menopolies operated

freely in the state, Moreover, because the community was one of

"agricultural people" and not trokers, e gance in gov

would disappear once the capital was restored to Muxfreesborough,
Both of these points rested on the assumption that the behavior of
lawmakers reflected the character of the population where the legis~
lative sessions were held. "If they abound in wealth, extravagance,
‘trade and speculation,” the petitioners asserted, "the law-maker

ir mingling with them soon catches the tone, becomes socizl, desires
to please, forgets his constituents, their economy and poverty, and
votes for charters, appropriations and schemes utiterly foreign to
his views when he first took his sea ."49 In Murfreesborough, so
Democrats thought, lawmakers would not be transformed; they could
remain virtuous.

For weeks after the release of the petition, the Ix 130

press constantly blasted the Whigs for their failwre to secure the
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capitel for the county during Jones' first term as governor, but
this negative approach to the issue failed to help the party. It
only served as a reminder of Polk's own failures in early 1840,

The Democrats were also wmable to take advantage of a brief factional
split among their opponents, The division occurred when both David
Dickinson and William Ledbetter announced a desire to be the party's
congressional nominee. Dickinson received the nod from the state
leadership, and despite some angry allegations, the treach between
Dickinsen and Ledbetter was mended and party unity restored.5 0
By the summer, one cocky parity men bragged, "The Whigs here
are as firm to their principles as the anvil to the beaten strcke,”
concluding that without a2 doubt 211 Whig "candidates will come out
ahead, without any difficulty.'ji No doubt, his confidence reflected
the party's skiliful use of the capital issue. Flaying a cagey ganme,
BRutherford Whigs reminded the electorate late in the contest that
Polk and the Democrats bad voted to move the capital to
Murfreesborough in 1840, then suddenly rescinded the resolution.
Why should they be trusted to place the govermmeni in the county
now? Even If, on the election's eve, the Nashville Union told the
county that the stories alleging that Polk interferred in the 1840
resolutions were "utterly unfounded," the voters remembered the
Democrats® problems of that year and decided not to trust Polk and
his fn]lowers.sz In the county at that time, none of the policies
that voters identified with James Polk were an effective counter
to the campaign chetoric of the Whigs. The Columbian lawyer received

a decisive defeat that Augusi (see Table Vi3)a
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TABIE V.3
1843 GUBERNATORIAL ELECTION, RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Candidate Party Yotes EVotes
James Jones Wrdg 158 53.7
James K. Polk Democrat 1367 46.3

SOURCE: RNashville Republican Bamner, Aug. 11, 1843,
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The 1843 election, in which the Whigs won evexy ccutest, demon-
strated that Rutherford County had become a Whig stronghold, Their
rivals had beer unzble to shake off the twin albatrosses that the
candacies of Jemes K. Polk (the capital recission of 1840) and Mertin
Van Buren (his administration's economic failures from 1837 to 1840)
hed placed around their necks. Nor did the Democrats have any new
economic answers to offer the voters of Rutherford County while the

national bank remained a major part of the local Whig platform.
prs

During the spring of 1844, the gquestion of the anmnexation of
the Republic of Texas reverberated throughout the halls of Congress,
and that issue revived Democratic hopes in Rutherford County more
than any event of the past months. Acguiring Texas for the Union
was an old dream for many Tennesseans. Of course, Sam Houston, the
former Democratic governor, was the president of the republic, and
other Tennessee Democrats had played a role in the formation of the
independent Texas s'l‘.a.'l:e.s3 But in the summer of 184%, this vision
received a startling setback. Martin Van Buren, still the party's
logical presidential nominee, released 2 statement that, despite
its vague and cereful wording, cleaxly indicated that he did not
support the immediate annexation of Texas. Rutherford's Democracy
was thunderstruck, Hendersen Yoakum wrote Folk to demand that either
the party or Van Buren clarify the Democratic position on Texas,

In Rutherford Cownty, Van Buren's letter cost him all the popular

support the Little Magician had garnmered when he visited Middle
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Tennessee in 1842, "We are all free Democrets," Yoakum reported,
but he reminded Polk that "so also are we friends to the South."y"
The acquisition of Texas would have completed some of the Jackson
administration's unfinished business——and would be in the interest
of Southern agrarian capitalists. Ten years earlier, support for
Texas would have been upanimous throughout Rutherford County. But
+those days had passed, and the partisan split on the question of
the Texas annexation is one of the best indicators that 2 new and
quite different political culture was part of Rutherford Couwmty.
Rutherfoxd Whigs exacertated the Democratic dilemma over Texas
by making political hay out of Van Buren's remarks, While Henry
Clzy also opposed the immediate annexation of Texas, that did not
‘bother local Whigs. Instead, the perty held a large rally in May
to confirm the presidential slate. Reminding the large crowd gathered

in Murfr h that the De tic and Whig struggle must con-

tinue because Democratic "doctrines and measures fare] incompatible
with our prosperity, and safety, and the preservation of our insti-
tutions," the day's main speaker, John Bell, further claimed that
the corrupt targain of 1824 had never heppened and that Clay's vision
of the future was the one Rutherford Coumtians should endorse. In

a closing address, Gustavus A, Henry defended the Whig policies of
tariffs and banking, all the time maintaining that "the mischievous
mrincirles of modern democracy must be opposed." Then, to show the
party’s disregard of the Texas issue, the Whigs of Rutherford County
unanimously resolved that they could ornly support Texas annexation

when it could “be dome without violating our nationmal faith, and
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endangering the u.uion."55
But the election of 1844 was turned upside down when the Demo—
cratic National Convention at Baltimore named a surprise nonminee:-
James K. Polk of Termessee, Folk naturally supported the amnnexetion
of Texas and QOregon. Thus not only did the Rutherford Demccrats
have a plaiform to offer the cowntry, more important, they had a
candidate who was almost a native son. Celetrating the startling
news in Murfreesborough, Democrets hanged a raccoon at a mass meet-
ing, and this symbol of the Whig party was "placed in a Tine walnut
coffin, carried to the grave, followed by a consideralle procession,
and buried with all the honowurs of whiggery."jé Many Democrats
believed that Polk's nomination assured them of victory that
Novembe:':.57
Throughout the campaign, Democratic rhetoric did not emphasize

Polk's close ties to the community as much as his support for wesi—
ward expansion and his opposition to banking. A public letter
addressed to Jackson elicited a vigorous endorsement from the 0ld
Hero for Polk and Texas. Annexetion, Jackson said, was a necessity
since "our Union is not safe as long as Great Britein can be encour-
aged in her designs upon these territories." A party meeting in
‘the Barrens district of Big Spring resolved that "we are for annex-
ation; and those who are against it can join the Mexicans or the
British, as may suit their taste." Three thousand people, includ-
ing six lmdred women, attended thati ga.thez‘ing.5 8 Despite such
passionate appeals, however, Rutherford Whigs continued to hold the

allegiance of the voters.
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The key to Whig success was the pariy's siress on the economic
ideas and programs of Henry Clay. Furthermore, Whigs continued to
scathe their opponents for constantly attempting to campaign on the
coattails of former President Andrew Jackson, During a 1844
Murfreesborough meeting, W. L. Muxrfree said he respected General
Jackson, but then laughed at how the "Locofoces thought Jackson's
fame [has] negotiable” even though "they had already transferred
it once."59 But of more value to the party was its efficient organi~
zation and its willingness to use new political tactics and symbols.
Rutherford Whigs were always united, When told to "explain your
principles to your democratic neighbors" so to “disabuse their minds,™
they did so.éo County conventions became yearly events, and party
meetings were held monthly in Murfreesborough, except during the
worst months of winta‘c.& During the 1844 presidential campaign,
the Whigs developed "(lay Clubs" in every civil district and organ-
ized armed "military companies" to march and perade in their public
demonstrations. These wnits always took great pride in their pre-
cision, The party's symbols Were neither the flag nor Jackson, but
raccoons, log cabins, and precision-marching soldiers, all of which
were to serve as 2 reminder that Whigs too had ties to the past—
that they were old revolutionaries, struggling "to Tring back the
pure days of the Hepu‘blic."sz

The Whigs" symbolism often mocked the traditionalism of their
oppenents, Martial parades were held on Sundays, exciting both the
young men and free blacks of the commmity, By appealing o the

younger hlf of the county through demonstrations and singing clubs,
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the party gained a distinet advantage over the Democrats. Thousands
attended the party's rellies——places where they usually heaxd the
herces of the party described as rags-to-riches men. The party's
goals in 1844, as they evolved in the Whig press, were clearly dif-
ferent from those of the Democrats. Whigs favored a protective
tariff, a tenk, and industrizlization. In this community, such
pledges Were welcomes

Just how much Whig ideology the community zccepted can be mea-
sured by how irraitionally their opponenis reacted to the Whig symbols
and rhetoric, Democrats deplored the military companies., After
a parade by the volunteer companies in Murfreesborough, one Democrat
angrily remarked that he was "mot willing to sulmit to such another
visitation, without being equally prepared to resent and resist vio-
lence," Another believed that the military demonstrators were 2
conspiracy between the "gentry™ and "boys « « . + to insult and
menace their poiitical opponents," Most Democrats felt that the
Whigs' public celebrations and meetings were "a triple blow" against
"the flag, the constitution, and the religion of the cmmtzy."éB

But even with the Texas issue and the candidacy of a near-
native son, Rutherford s Democracy fared nc betier that November
then it had during the last two state elections (see Table V.4).
The Democrats ran a campaign based on "measures, not men" and the

Whigs of Rutherford County decisively defeated them.

Why did these years witness the decline of Democratic political

power in Rutherford County? The party's fall from dominance had
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TABLE V.4
1844 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTION, RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Candidate Party Votes #Votes
Henry Clay Whig 1730 53.6
James K. Folk Democrat 1500 464

Source: Nashville Republicen Banner, Nov., 11, 1844,
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been so swift and so decisive that one wonders if even Jackson could
have won an election irn the county. The answer camnot be totally
accounted for by the failure of the party to capture the imagination
of the voters through the state capital or the Texas annexztion
issues. Those two failures were merely symptomatic of the party
leadership's failure to grasp the dynamics of the new political cul~
ture and o use the two party system to its advantage. Bul the
failures did prove that the party's complete reliance upon the appeal
of agrarian capitalism, to the exclusion of all other economic alter-
natives, was a great handicap.

Tn a 1843 letter to the editors of the Tennessee Agriculturalist,
William G. Roulhac outlined the Democratic party's ideology. Roulhace
believed that America must remain a nation of farmers, not manu-
facturers. Indusirialism in particular was useless in the South
because of the competition it faced from foreign imports and cheap
northern labor. He was confident that most Americans could enjoy
greater prosperity in an agrarian-commercial world than under a
modern capitalist way of life., Hexe in Rutherford County, he added,

a laboring man can make on a little farm a decent support

for his family, make cotton or tobacco, ship abroad and

pocket from one to two hundred dollars + « « » And in

whatever country this is so, it is weak, if not wicked,

‘to persuade persons to change their occupation. Agzin,

a commmity situated as ours is, (i, e, on farms mostly)

is free and irdependent, and provides the best citizens

of this or of any other govermment, because gmong other

reasons, they are less liable to corruption. 4

Democratic stump speeches still echoed the themes of an older
day. For example, in a detate with Dr. James Richardson in 1843,

Captain James S. Smith told a group of farmers that they should elect
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him to the general assenmbly because "their interest was his interest"
since "he was raising 2 family of children amongest them; who were
40 share alike the results of his measures.” The party's newspaper
that year was the Jeffersonian--and the philosophy of its namesake
heavily influenced the editorial comtent of this newspaper. For

instance, in early May, the Jeffersonian satirized the notion that

a netional bank and soft currency were necessities. What was needed,
the editor said, was a financial institution that neither dabtled
in politics nor did more then merely facilitate frade exchanges.
A Yank that went beyond the agrarian-commercial economic sphere, in
other words, did not benefit everyone. Only a decentralized btank
of such limited power could be "the people's servant and not their
master.” This editorial echoed Jeffersonian fears about financial
developmert that many in the county's Democracy shared. That winter,
one of Rutherford's first settlers, Hugh Robinson of Bradyville,
testified that he had

watched the system for fifty years—-and have found that it

Trought one expansion and corntraciion after another, enrich-

ing the few and impoverishing the many « « « « It Was not

the intention of the makers of our constitution, that such

a system of monopolies should ever be established in our

country. . « + I do not expect to live very long but hope 5

to see before I die, a return of the good old Jackson times,

Precisely because it was a way to flout the party's tradition-
alism, the Democrats adopted the Star Spangled Banmer as its symbol
in 184k, According to one Democrat, that banner was "the flag demo-
cracy should display® since their opponents had “"discarded their
country's flag, and strive to alter the constitution——while we stick

to the flag and constitution of our fathers.” Indeed, the party's
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platform for the 1844 campaign emphasized that the Whigs were Feder-
alists and Tories, and at times compared the polities of John Quincy
Adams and Herry Clay to those of Ioxd North during the American Revo-
lution, Whiggery's “distinguishing chaxacteristic," in the opinion
of Rutherford Democrets, was its "assumption that the mass of the
people have not virture nor intelligence sufficient for self-
government.” Therefore, the upcoming election was one between "WEATH
and PRIVILEGE" and "NATURAL RIGHTS." The Whigs favored class legis—
lation and corporate monopolies; Democrats stood for individual
freedom. Hence, before the Texas issue came to dominate the coumty’s
politics, the Democrats often couched their rhetorie in the language

of class conflict, -66

But none of the Democratic sitrategies worked.
Democratic tactics, as a matter of fact, were so ineffective that
Clay defeated Polk in 1844 by a wider mexgin than ever before (see
Table Vk) .67 Douttless, the Democreis' persistent stand against
change was the major reason Rutherford County became a2 Whig commumity,
By 1845, the community of Rutherford County had been transformed
by ten years of partisan strife. James K. Polk's final failure to
carry the county in 1844 stood as 2 sign of the times. Modern poli-
tics meant that when men voted for either Henry Clay or James Polk,

fenily ctions or a T Dirthright meant little. What

mattered was party principle,

At first glance, James Polk's decisive defeat in the 1844 presi-

dential campaign, in the county where he had many personmal ties,
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night be unexpecteds Yet, considering the power of the Whig poli-
tical machine, Polk's past fajlures, and the weakness of deferential
polities in the community, the real surprise would have been a Clay
defeat. After the fall of 1845, once the Democrats had once agein
failed +to win even one state election during that summer, the years
of party strife began to fade away. Polk's defeat in November 1844
had proved that the Democratic party of the pest-—the one which hed
held high the banner of Andrew Jackson and traditional America--was
all tut dead, Henderson Yoakum described to the president-elect
the wreckage that the new way of politics had made of the community
of Rutherford County:

‘the elections here Wwas attended with some of the richest

scenes you ever wWitnessed. There was kidnapping enough

on both sides to put half the county in the penitentiary.

I hope never again to witness the like. Indeed I am fully

fersuaded this county camnot stand another such campaign,

and I am sure no one can j?dge of tt_le policy decided upon, 68

when the talance of power is determined by barter and sale,

Having spent "ten years here in almost fruitless controversy,”
Yozkum chose to “go away from strife™ and seek his forture in Texas.
As Yoakum departed the scene, so did many other party leaders from
both sides, David Dickinson died in 1845; a year later, the Demo-
cratic leader Graanville Crockett died, By the close of the decade
the Democracy's figureheads, Jackson and Polk, and the Whigs' Henry
Clay, were also dead. The passing of the old guard loosened the
albtatross of tradition that had hung around the necks of Rutherford
Democrats, Moreover, a new generation of the elite emerged, one
mrtured in 2 newer world. Thexefore, from 1845 to 1848, the here-

‘tofore conflicting world views of Ruthexfard's Whigs and Democrats
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began to merge into a new single outlook on life, By the decade's
close, there was a new consensus in the commmity: railroads would
bring peace and prosperity to Rutherford County.

In 1847, public stock in the Nashville-Chattancoga railroad
went on sale, and Rutherford Countians purchased 1,975 shares in
the venture, accounting for almost twelve percenit of the stock-
holders® voting power., Significantly, an almost equal number of
Democrats and Whigs invesited in the project. Once construction was
completed, the railroad passed tlwough the entire county, entering
at the third district, passing through Murfreesborough (completely
‘bypassing Jefferson), and exiting at Fosterville, For the first
time, a comprehensive transportation network united the Barrens and
‘the Garden of the coun'by.ég

The construction of the railroad, however, accomplished much
more than uniting the variocus geographical regions of the county.

It symbolized the new economic way of life upon which the now-united
commmity had embarked. The railroad meant that the economic needs
of the farmer in Fostexville were no longexr so different from those
of the mexchant living in Mumfreesborough. The outcome of the last
elections told the politicians that the people knew what they wanted
and that they realized that econcmic change would conmtinue, The
railroad was a step in that direction, Furthermore, the consensus
about the railroad allowed Rutherford Countians to regain the sense
of harmony and good will that it had last enjoyed in the 1820s and
early 1820s. It had taken a generation, but the editors of

Hurfreesborough's newspapers could once again say what their
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predecessor had seid in 1828: "peace, joy, harmony and good will
[seen} to pervade evexy ‘bosom, "0

Butherford Countians fulfilled the Whigs' dream during the 1850s.
Tn 1852, businessmen established the Exchange Bank in Murfreesborough,
and it did a thriving business until financial nismanagement caused
its failure in 1858, But its closing did not deter Rutherford
Countizms in the least; the next year, John W. Childress and William
Iedbetter, respectively the former Democrat and Whig party leaders,
began new careers as the presidernt and cashier of the Flanters Banke
Banking had arrived in Murfreesborough and won acceptance by Whig
and Democrat alike.71

The decade was also a time of ecoromic growth in Rutherford
County. In 1850, Murfreesborough doubled its territorial size.
Five years later, W. S. Huggins opened the Rio Mills, a large four-
story twick factory in the town. The construction of the first gas
works in Murfreesborough began iwo years later. TIn 1854, the Spence
fanily®s Cedar Bucket Factory began production. By the winter of
18%, the Rutherford Telegraph claimed that business was good and
according to the "weekly gossip,” everyonre in the county appeared
"to be driving a good 'bns:'n.!:tess."?2

The railroad brought potential pezce and economic prosperity,
but ir the 1860s when it carried the Army of Cumbexiand toward Atlanta,
it hrought destruction. The community became one of the major btattle-
fields of the Civil War, Cobstrxuction of the gas works stopped;
the doors of the bank closed; both sides ravaged the Cedar Bucket

Factory and the Rio Mills. Then from December 31, 1852, to January
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3, 1863, the batile of Stones River reged just outside of Murfrees—

borough, Over ore hundred thousand soldiers were there; over twenty

thousand were either killed or ded, The Confederates were unzble

1o defend the town and on January 4, Generel William S. Rosecrans
and the federal army entered Murfreesborough. The county was

occupied until the end of the war; in fact, it served as a steging

ground for the later invasion of Georgia.?3

The Civil War left Rutherford County poverty stricken, but the
answers that the leaders of the community proposed to restore
Rutherford's economic prosperity had changed little since the 1840s.
One Mirfreesborough resident remarked in 1867:

The Future prosperity of Murfreesborough must depend upon
the industry, skill, taste, and active use of the capital
of its citizens, In proportion as these instrumentalities
are employed and encoureged, in the same proportion will
our city flourish and take its proper ranks as the first
interior city of the States It is true that a fertile,
prosperous surrounding country is a great feeder to the
growth of towns and cities, and greatly aids to establish
commercial centers. But we must not rely alone on this
suppert to give growth to our city. We must look to emter-
prise, to the building up of mamrfacturers, and othexwise
affording employment to mechanical skill and industry. Is
+there not umemployed capital in our midst that could find
profitable investment in cotton and woolen mamufactories?
Will not our morneyed men look into the profits of such in-
vestments, and their corresponding influence on the value
of property and the growth and prosperity of our ci'by?'m’

The Whig party was dead, but their ideas lived on in Rutherford County,

Tennessees
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CHAPTER V
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CHAPTER VI
THE WHIGS AND DEMOCRATS OF RUTHERFORD COUNTY

Over three generatioms ago, at the end of the Progressive era,
the Tennessee historian Samuel G. Heiskell commented that while his
day believed it had seen "some hot politics," in no way did those
politics compare with the time of the creation of the Whig and
Demoeratic parties, If the facts of the story had been stated cor-
rectly, Heiskell said, "mractical insanity™ must have reigned
throughout the country and "especially in Tennessee."l The previous
four chapters detailing the reactions of Rutherford County voters
to the formation of the second zarty system support Heiskell's judg-
ment. Polities in Rutherford were often violent and seemingly
irratiomal.

But merely tzacing the development of 2 new party system does
not fully explain why "practical insanity" often ruled Rutherford
County during these years., There is a more complete answer in the
roles played by everyday politicians, In trying to decide what fac-
tors influenced party preference in the 1840s, few historians have
analyzed the "two-step flow of communications” within the voting
populace.’ This term, borrowed from political sciemtists, means
that among factors which influence votirg behavior, casual contacts

between politically active citizens and their friends and

169.
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acquaintances are mch more important than speeches given by the
candidates or the editorials of the partisan presses. The "first
step” takes place when major party leaders educate the local acti-
vist about the party's platform bty means of correspondence,
newspapers, or speeches. The "second step” takes place when the
local politician passes this information on to his friends and neigh-
bors at, perhaps, a church supper, & crossroads store, or & tern
raising, Undersianding the backsground of these political activists,
+their occupation, relgious preferences, wealth, ard age, begins to
explain why some men becane Whigs and why some remsined Democrats
when two parties formed in Rutherford County.

The political activists are not impossible ito identify. For
this study of Rutherford County Wnigs and Democrats, the author per—
used the Nashville and Murfreesborough newspapers from 1838 to 1844,
in hopes that some of the activists in the county could be found.
There was much evidence to be analyzed. In 1840 and 1843, the
Denocrats held state nominating conventions; the Whigs gathered at
sinilar meetings in 1841 and 1843, For each of these conventions,
local varty nembers selected large slates of delegates at the county
level--and the parties duly reported the names of these delegates
in their newspapers in Nashviile, The author heavily relied on these
state convention delegates foxr the nmames of politicaliy-active
Rutherford Countians, tut he also expanded the list with the nanes
of those who publicly supported Whig or Democratic resolutions.

These names indicate who played that vital commumity role of dissemi-

nating political ideology io the common voter of the middle period.3
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This study follows the "collective biography" methodology.
To discover what a typical Whig or Democrat in Rutherford County
was like at the time of party formation, one must link a2 large sam-
ple of local activists to existing county tax lists, newspapers,
and the 1840 cenmsus, for bits of biograprhical information on each
man. This methodology is not new to middle period historians.
Edward Pessen, and more recently Burton W. Folsom, III and J. Mills
Thornton, III, among others, have used the technique to expl2in the
traits of Whigs and Democ.:ats.u Their aprroach, however, concentrated
almost exclusively on state legislators and other holders of high
public office. The author analyzed the local county-level political
activist, the ordinary man who through his everyday contacts within
the community probebly influenced more voters then even the most
virulent speech in Congress. The sample for Rutherford totaled 209
Democrats and 129 Whigs. Each of these mer held at least one party
post from 1838 through 1844, and most in the sample held at least
two party positions. Whig and Democratic party workers in the
neighboring counties of Davidson, Maury, and Wilson provide ready
comparisons with the Rutherford men.5
To ensure that the activists of Rutherford County were not
atypical, the author compered them to other politicians from the
neighboring counties of Davidson (143 Whigs and 125 Demaccats),
Mury (54 Whigs and 120 Democrats), ard Wilson (120 Whigs and 172
Democrats), Throughout the years of confrontation between the Demo-
cratic and Whig perties, the preferences of voters in these three

counties were consistent. Despite close elections and frenzied party
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TABLE VI.1

WEALTY MEASUREMENTS IN DAVIDSON, MAURY, RUTHERFORD, AND WILSON
COUNTIES, 1836, 1839, and 1841

Davidson Maury Rutherford

Value of land, town
lots, slaves, and $10,906,993 $,840,647 $5,499,2%
carrisges, 18%

Value of land, town
lots, slaves, and $10,576,702 46,948,615 $5,594,287
carriages, 1839

Value of land, town
lots, slaves, and $9,841,628 $6,927,100 $5,509,916
carriages, 1841

Wilson
Value of land, town
lots, slaves, and $3,787,506
carriages, 183%
Value of land, town
lots, slaves, and $4,153,506
carriages, 1839

Value of land, town
lots, slaves, and $4,177,486
carriages, 1841

SOURCE: Nashville Uniom, Jan. 1, 1840 and Oct. 13, 1841,
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TABIE VI.2

NUMBER AND VALUE OF TOWN IOTS AND CARRIAGES, 1841, IN DAVIDSON,
MAUHY, RUTHERFORD, AND WILSON COUNTIES

Davidson Maury Butherford Wilson
N of carriages 170 Sk 62 10
Value of carriages $50,.507 $33,484 $22,260  $3,225
N of Town Lots 913 422 199 170
Value of Town Lots $2,718,521  $506,364 $211,238 $156,489

SOURCE: Nashville Union, Oct. 13, 1841
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competition, the Whig party won the majority of contests in Davidson
County, In Wilson, the Whigs dominated totally, handily defeating
any Democratic opposition. But Mauxy County was a Democratic strong-
hold, home of James K. Polk, the leader of the Tennessee Democracy.
In their economic development, both Davidson, home of Nashville,
and Mawry Counties had larger county seats and higher levels of
wealth than Rutherford County, 3But Wilsen County, due to its rocky
terrain, was not as wealthy. Tables VI. 1 and 2 further illuminate
the econonic d&ifferences between the four counties. Taxable property
in Davidson County was worth almost double of that in Rutherford.
And Meury County property was worth nearly $1.5 million more than
property in Rutherford, almost matching the difference in value
found between Rutherford and Wilson counties (see Table VI,1). More-
over, according to Table VI.2, the towns of Davidson and Maury were
much more developed than those of Rutherford. While more people
in Rutherford County oWned town lots than in Wilson, both were dwarfed
by the number of town lot owners in Meury and especizlly Davidson
County, Therefore, taken as a group, the four counties rrovide a
political, geographical, and economic sample of Middle Tennessee,
Each of the forthcoming tables in this chapter compares the politi-
cians of Rutherford Cowmty to their cownterparts in Middle Temnessee.

From the collective picture of the two groups, it is clear that
Rutherford County, at the time of party formation, was a society
composed of several social ranks. Both Whigs and Democrats came
from all points on the socio-ecomomic spectrum, It was also a2

rural, agrarian county in 1840, with 91 percent of the households
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engaged in agriculture, and 8 percent in commerce and mamfacturing.
Only a handful were professionals. Whigs and Democrats in Rutherford
County, however, were different men.6

Maps VI.1-2 indicate that most Whigs lived in the Garden of
the community while most Democrats lived in the Barrens. 4s is evi-
dent in Map VI,1, almost tWwo-~thirds of the Whig party activists lived

in the county 'be.si_u? while one in eight lived in those districts

lying at the foothills of the Highland RJ'.m.B Even more so than the
party as a whole, Whig activists came from the fertile areas of
Futherford. The party's leadership especially located itself in
the thirteenth district of Murfreesborough. This geographical dis-
tribution is not surprising: the activists were usually members of
the socizl and economic elite.

Furthermore, the Whigs of Rutherford tended to make their homes
along, or near, the Store’s River and its major tributaries, Three-
fourths of the Whig pertisans had easy access to this transportation
nebwork; overall, nearly two-thirds of the county's Whigs could count
upon the river system as an outlet for their commercial and/or agri-
culturel pz’cduction.g Wherever the river system did not reach, men
uswally did not favor Whig prineiples. Thus, those who expressed
a Whig political preference enjoyed both benefits of the land of
Rutherford County--its fertile Garden and its river. Only 2 few
Whigs were mountain frontiermen.

Whigs were also town dwellers, although not to the same degree
as their counterparts in neighboring Davidson and Wilson counties

(see Table VI.3). Experiences in Murfreesborough naturally differed
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DISTRIBUTION CF WHI: PARTY LEADERSHIP
(in percentages)
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MAP VL2

DISTRIBUTION OF DEMOCRATIC PARTY IEADERSHIP
in percentages)
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TABLE VI.3

TENDENCY OF PARTY ACTIVISTS TO LIVE IN THE COUNTY SEAT

50% E = Whigs
D = Democrats
36.7
28.7
26.0
20.5
—4 18.2
=
—
Davidson Rutherford Mavry
Sample size:

Davidson: Demoerats, n = 104; ¥Whigs, n = 123
Maury: Democzats, z = 100; Whigs, & = 39
Rutherford: Democrats, n = 170; Whigs, n = 108
Wilson: Democrets, n = 102; Whigs, n = 83
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from those in rural Ruthexford. The taverm, the store, and in the
1830s the factory became part of one's daily landscape.

Because they lived outside of the Garden, most Democrats Inew
little besides agrarian capitalism, Map VI.2 and Table VI.4 show
that party strength tended to be concentrated in the poorer dis-
tricts of the county. Cedar glades and limestone outcroppings often
composed the land, This area was not prime farm land. Yet, nearly

o

one half of the party's activists were from the Ga:rden,l while only

about one cut of three came from the foothills of the Highland

R:Lm.li Even though more Whig than Demecratic activists lived in
the county's basin, the d of the D ic party workexrs

to settle in the Garden, compared to the concentration of Democratic
voter strength (see Maps IV,1 and V.1) in the Barrens, cannot be
ignored. Activists were men who lived on the county's better land
and enjoyed & higher soecial and economic level than the represent-
ative Democxatic voters

John W. Childress was right when he told James K. FPolk that

12

those far from town influence were Democratic According to Table

VI.3, Democrats were not town people. Fewer than one in five lived
in Murfreesborough, and only a few resided in Jefferson., The many
Democrats who lived on the outer fringes of Rutherford rarely en-
countered townlife. They interacted with the merchant and the
tavernkeeper infrequertly, perhaps only during seasonal events like
market days or for political rallies. Theixr experiences were
governed by the monotonous beat of the agrarian li.fe.13

Where the Democrats and Whigs of Rutherford County made their
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TABLE VI.4

COMPARATIVE VALUE OF IAND IN RVI‘HEEFOED COUNTY
(average dollar value per acre

Garden Districts”  Barrems Districts’
183% Tax List $9.88" $5.03
1849 Tax List $11,80 $6449

1Average dollar value per acre was computed by dividing the total
value of the land in the Garden or the Barrens districts by the total
acreage in each reglom.

zDefined as Districts 6, 7, 9, 11, 18, and 21, District 13 (which
ineluded Murfreesborough) is excluded since the town lots greatly
magnified the value of land per acre. For example, the value of
the 1849 tex 1ist with District 13 included was $15.16.

JDefined as Districts 14, 17, 19-20, 23-25.
uHean values are givenm; median values could not be calculated
because the tax records did not record a dollar value per acre.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



18t,
homes was a major reason vhy the two groups looked at life--and
politics~—differently. Since the Whigs tended to occupy the moze
prosperous land of the community, one could reasomably expect that
indices of wealth would demonsirate a sizeable variance between the
average Democratic and Whig activist and Tables VI,5 and VI.6 indi-
cate that Whigs, as a group, were richer men than their Democratic
counterparts. Many Whigs were Wealthy landowners, but simply to
define the Whigs as Rutherford County's planter class would be an
error. Although there are more large landowners among their pumbers
than among the Democzats, these men were different from most
Wnigs.1¥ Nearly the same mmber of Whig activists owmed mo land
as those who owned a thousand or more acres .15 These non-landowners
Were not peupers, but men who endorsed the Whig dream of the future,
They were mechanics and l@borers who planned to earn their keep in
the new jobs that the community's economic expansion had created.
As Samuel Iaughlin told James Polk, the “strong mechanical interest"

6 Table VI.5 also shows that the tulk of the party

was Whiggish.l
activists lived on middle-sized farms (100-500 acres). While almost
10 percent of these partisens possessed a town lot in Murfreesborough,
half owned land elsewhere in the county. The wealth of the Whig
party was not based solely in the town.17 It was a group, however,
whose social and economic rank often was bound up in the land.

The representative Democratic activist in the county owned a
farm of about three hundred acres--land usually worth about ten
dollars an acre (see Tebles VI% ard VI,6). Anong his party cohorts

from the region, a Rutherford Democrat was a large landowmer, but
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TABLE V1.5

IAND OWNERSHIP OF WHIG PARTY ACTIVISTS
(in percentages)

Owned Owned only ZIess than 100-500 500-999

County no land town lots 100 acres acres acres
Davidson 19.7 27.3 3ok 31.6 12.8
(@ = 117)
Maury 15.6 17.8 2.2 40.0 2.2
(n = 25)
Butherford 10.6 5.9 8.2 She1 9.4
(n = 85)
Wilson 144 16.9 10.8 37.3 18.0
(n = 83)

M¥ore than

1000 acres
Davidson 5.1
Maury 2.2
Rutberford 11.8
Wilson 2.5

SOURCE: 1839 Tax List, Davidson County; 1840 Tax List, Meury Coundys
1836 Tax List, Rutherford County; 1842 Tax Iist, Wilson County
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TABIE VI.6

IAND OWNERSHIP OF DEMOCRATIC PARTY ACTIVISTS
(in percentages)

Owned  Owned only Less than  100-500  500-999

County no land iown lots 100 acres acres acres
Ievidson 1647 30,0 647 244 12,2
(o = %0)
Maury 11.9 13.9 19.8 46 14,9
(a = 101)
Butherford 15.5 70 963 50.0 14,1
(n = 142)
Wilson 19,2 4,0 13.1 51.5 10.1
@=9)

More than

1000 acres
Davidson 12.2
Meary 2,9
Rutherford 3¢5
Wilson 2.0

SOURCE: 1839 Tax Iist, Davidson Coumty; 1840 Tax List, Mawxy County;
18% Tax Iist, Rutherford County; 1842 Tax List, Wilson
County
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even though his farm was usually larger than even those of wealthy
Democrats in Davidson and Maury cowmties, the typical activist was
not a plantation owzer. Neither was he 2 wealthy man. With his
ferm situated in the Barrens, the party's activist discovered that
his neighboring Democretic co-workers, while poorer in acreage, were
richer in substance. The averge acre of Democratic—owned land in
Davidson County was worth almost three hundred percent, and in Maury
County over fifty percent, more than that of a Rutherford County
activist. He might e 2 sizeable land owner, but he was not
actually weal’v:.hy.18

Slaves, along with land, were a2 primary souxce of a man's wealth
in the middle period. In Rutherford Cownty, Whigs tended to own
more slaves; but of course, men of the Garden needed their dozen or
so Wacks to remain competitive in the marketplace.19 Yet a size-
able rumber of the Whig activists in the county did not have a large
mmber of blacks, According to Table V1,7, well over one half of
the Whigs owned ten or fewer slaves with about one-third of that
nmmber possessing five or fewer blacks. But their political rivals
within the community owned a smaller numbexr of slaves (see Table
VI.8). One out of four Democrats owned no blacks at all, and well
over half owned no more than five slaves. Once again these tenden-
cies among Rutherford Democrats differed from those shown among
Democrats in Maury and Davidson counties. With slaves and land as
2 measurement of wealth, Rutherford Democrats were mot omly poorer
than the Whigs tut less prosperous than their Democratic trothers

elsewhere (see Tatle VI.8).
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TABLE V1.7

SLAVE OHNERSHIP OF WHIG PARTY ACTIVISTS
(in percemtages)

Over
County Zero 1-5 6210 11-19 20-29 30-39 40-k9 50

Tavidson 5.0 3.3 23.2 28,3 10.9 2.0 0.0 2,0
(n = 99)
Maury 5.6 1647 3046 16.7 11.2 11,2 5.6 2.8
(@ = %)
Rutherford 5.8 31.4 18,6 244 6.9 8.1 47 0.0
(n = 8)
Wilson 19,2 356 247 13,7 247 1.4 0.0 2,7
(o =73)

SOURCE: 1840 Cenus for Davidson, Maury, Ruthexrford, and Wilson
Counties
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TABLE VI.8

SLAVE OWNERSHIP OF DEMOCRATIC PARTY ACTIVISTS
{in percentages)

Over
County Zero 1-5 6-10 11-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 0,
Davidson 8,0 30,7 17,3 16.0 840 647 2.7 10.7
@ =75
Maury 16,7 3.2 13,5 177 8.3 42 52 3.l
(d=9%)
Rutherford 23.4 27.8 146 18,4  10.2 bakt 19 1.3
(n = 158)
Wilson 40,0 32.4 143 6.7 3.8 1.9 09 0.0
(a = 105)

SOURCE: 1840 Census for Davidson, Maury, Ruthexford, and Wilsen
Counties
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4 third index of sociad and econcmic status is estate value.

No surviving evidence lists an individual's full estate value. For
Rutherford Coumty, there are two tax list: which roughly cover the
period of party formation--1836 and 1849, These lists indicate what
tax 2 person paid on his property for 2 given year. By using this
tax information as a substitute for total estate value, ore can de-
termine the relative standing of the taxpayer in the community and
discover which perty tended to have the greater fortune, Such a '
substitution is valid because those whe had the most valuatle tax-
able property paid the highest taxes.

Tn 1836, the median propexrty tex that a Whig party activist
paid wes $6.23; the Democrat's median tax was just tweniy-five cents
less, $5.98. But by 1849 there was a significant difference between
the activists for the two parties, The median tax was $14.15 for
Whigs, and $10.50 for Democrets. Although during the years of party
formation, Whigs did enjoy greater prosperity than their rivals,
the variance in the tax paid by Whigs and Democrats in 1849 also
reflected changes in Tennessee's tax laws since 183%: by the 1840s
the state no longer levied taxes solely on land, slaves, and carri-
ages. It was in the newly taxed area of persoual property that the
Whigs' true riches lay.20

An examination of the variables of land, slaves, and property
taxes reveals that the Democzets of Rutherford Coumty were poorer
than the Whigs, The Whigs even owned more oa.zziages.21 This dif-
ference in economic status between the two parties increased during

the years of party formation, Table VI.9 demonstrates why Rutherferd
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TABIE VI.9

INCHEASE OF WEAITH, 18%-1849: DEMOCRATIC AND VHIG PARTY ACTIVISTS
OF RUTHEEFORD COUNTY
(median values in paremthesis)

18% 1849
Categary Democrets  Whigs Democrats Whigs
Mean Acres Owned 326.4 3841 423.7 55746
(267.0)  (254.0) (292.0)  (35945)
Hean Value Per $9.60  $14.,00 $10,80  $14,89
Acpe?
lean Slaves Owned 4,5 549 7ol 11,5
(4.0) (%0) (6.0) (7.5)
Mean Value Per $54.47  H38.73 $451 .46 $458,29
Stave3
Mean Estate Tax $9.28  $11,92 $14.36 $25402
($5.98)  (%6.23) ($10.50)  ($14.15)
% Assessed Only a 10.6 12,9 4.6 6.7

Foll Tax or Less

Lonly those found in both tax lists have been analyzed. Whigs,
n = 50; Democxats, n = 83,

Zﬂomueperm is listed in the tax records; thus only amsan
values can be caleulated.

3No value per individual slave is listed in the tax recoxds;
thus only mean values can be calculateds

SOURCE: 183 and 1849 Tax Lists, Rutherford County
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Democzats believed by the 1840s that their struggles involved more
than political advantage. The increasing variance in the wealth

of each party proved to most Dk ts that btedly they were

fighting a war between "WEAITH and PRIVILEGE" and "NATURAL R]I}HI‘S."?z

Members of both parties expanded their fortwnes from 183 to 1849,
but Whig relative wealth increzsed at a greater rate—with the key
indicator teing the more than 100 percent increase in the median
estate taxes Whigs paid in 1849 compared to 1836. Moreover, Whigs
increased their slave holdings by almost 100 percenmt (93.6%) while
Democratic slave ou';ership increased at only half that rate (55.8%).
Whigs also expanded their hand holdings by 45 percent compared to
the Democrats® 30 percent. Throughout these years, the Whigs had
assumed that economic change within the society would return the
county to the prosperity of the rast. For Rutherford Whigs, those
days did return.23
(learly therxe were distinet economic differences between the
Democrats and Whigs. What this variation meant is more difficult
to say. The lower economic status of the Demoerats helps to explain
why they struggled to preserve agrarianism. Because of the consensus
about the commercial development of the county, Democrats did make
economic gains during these years, It is also clear, however, that
their prior economic experiences left Democrats ill-equipped to
accept any economic expansion beyond that achieved by the eaxrly 1830s.
Living in the hills where the land was of poor quality and isclated
frem the trensportation netwoxk of the Stone'’s River, these Demo-

cxats did well if they met their immediate needs. Hard momey had
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a particular meaning to these men. They had a2 sitrong work ethic,
based on a simple faith: +that if one worked hard and saved enough,
his status could evolve from that of a small landowner with a few
slaves to that of a small planter with more slaves. The rising
farmer, like his predecessors, could become paxrt of the world agri-
ecultural market and die a wealthy man, leaving each of his sons a
chance to prosper in the next generation.

Rutherford Whigs thought that vision of the future was too
limited. They discovered that modernizing their agricultuwral prac-
tices was not sufficient to stimilate economic growth. Whigs,
therefore, explored a new road to properity, one that poinied toward
a more diversified economic world. The Whigs pursued economic
change so passiomately because it promised a way to m2intain their
newly acquired social status; afier all, they were the "upstarts™
of Rutherford Co\mty.za'

Tables VI.10-11 show the occupations of the party activists.
The county's Democrets were overwhelmingly agrarian: more than 70
percent of the partisans made their 1iving from the land, compared
to 2bout 40 percent of the Democrats in Davidson County. Moreover,
the Demoerats refused to dabble in the more modern capitalistic ven-
tures associated with commerce and manufacturing, An examination
of three key indicators--—the occupational categories of commerce,
manufacturing, and ccmerce/mnufa.ct\rri_ug—mveals that only one
of ten Democrets in the counmby was employed in those fields, compared
to 30 percent in Davidson Coumty, 22 percent in Mawry County, and

14 percent in Wilson County. Democrets in Rutherford County were
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TABLE VI.10

OCCUPATIONAL TENDENCIES OF DEMOCRATIC PARTY
(in percentages)

Davidson Maury BRutherford Wilson
n=8) (c=99) (n = 168) (v = 109)
Farmer 18.7 4.4 5646 6649
Flanter! 2.3 15.1 10.7 4.6
Commerce 10,0 14,1 4,2 2.8
Manufacturing 20.0 8ol 4.2 11,0
Lawyer 10.0 841 2.9 9.2
Doctox 7.5 561 4.8 1.8
Agriculture/ 3.8 2.0 7.1 3.7
Manufacturing
Agriculture/ 2.5 0.0 1.8 0.0
Commerce
Manufacturing/ 0.0 040 1.2 0,0
Commerce
Eeitor 3.7 4,0 1.8 0.0

1) planter is defined as having more than twenty slaves and
as having an agricultural occupation.

SOURCE: 1840 Census of Davidson, Meury, Butherford, and Wilson
Co es
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TABLE VIell

OCCURATTONAL TENDENCIES OF WHIG PARTY
{in percentages)

Iavidson ¥aury Rutherford ¥ilson

Farmer 33.0 28.9 46,2 4.5

Planter' 10.7 2.2 11,8 5.2

Commexce 10.7 11,1 13.9 1.3

Manufacturing 97 8.9 746 7.8

lawyer 22.3 2242 43 6.5

TDoctor 5.8 6.7 Suk 12.9

Agriculte/ 5.8 0.0 2.1 3.9
Manufacturing

Agriculture/ 0.9 0.0 0.0 2.6
Commerce

Mannfacturing/ 1.9 0.0 2.1 1.3
Cormerce

14 planter is defined as having more than twenty slaves and
as having an agrienitural occurmtion.

n = 103 (Davidson); 45 (Mauxy); 93 (Butherford); 77 (¥ilson)

SOURCE: 1840 Census of Davidson, Maury, Butherford, and Wilson
Counties
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farmers who were preoccupied with the idea of individual competition.
They were farmers who rrized their independence and who retained
their seif-esteem. As William G. Roulhac said, they were the
"agricultural people” Jefferson had so often rraised, totally ill-
sulted for industrialisn,’>

The Whigs, on the other hand, Were far more varied in their
occupations, According to Table VI,11, while almost sixty percent
were engaged in farming on either a swmall or a plantation scale,
few were doctors and lawyers, Rutherfoxd Whigs, for the most part,
Were not professionals—-a marked difference from their counterparts
in Maury and Iavidson counties where almost 25 percent of the party's
activists were professionals. One quarter of Rutherford Whigs were
engaged in commerce and/or manufacturing, howevexr, and it is simple
to understand wnly the party supported economic change.aé Many of
the values of an agrarian society, such as localism, fatalism, and
particularly the timelessness of the traditional way of life were
of little interest to them. These industrial and commercial Whigs,
proportionately a larger group than in Nashville, were well aware
of the potential of economic change, and they bvelieved that the
adoption of more flexible financial methods could spur the county

to prosperity. They desired a "matiomal, sound and wuniform"

currency, but not a2 money supply controlled by a & tralized bank-
ing system.27

The religious preferences of Rutherford Whigs followed trends
earlier noted in other Southern states: Whigs usually were members

of older, orthodox sects, In Rutherford, they were overwhelmingly
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of the Presbyterian faith, and rejected the evangelical sects, especi-
ally those most fervent evangelicals, the Bapiists and Church of
Christ. No doubt, this Presbyterian tint reflected their greater
wealth-zs

Most Democrats belonged to the evangelical sects of the county.
Almost one-third of the party's workers were Methodists, while
another third were Baptists and members of the Church of Gk:rist.zg
The experiences one encountered at these evangelical meetings dif-
fered sharply from the typical religious message a Whig might receive
each Sunday at the First Presbyterian Church. The camp meetings
of the evangelicals emphasized individual freedom: you had the power
within yourself to be saved; you were free to express your conver—
sion in any way you desired, and evexyone had comirol over his or
her own salvation and destiny, For these people, evangelistic theo-
logy re~inforced old notions of individualism, & major component
of the Democratic world view can be found in the evangelicals' faith,

Age is one last way of contrasting the Democrats and Whigs of
Futherford County. Table VI.12 compared the age of Democratic poli-
tical activists in Rutherford County to their fellow Democrats in
the region. According to this table, fifteen percent of the Demo-~
cratic partisans in Rutherford were over sixty years old--some Were
even in their eighties. Even though both rarties were roughly equal
in the mumber of partisans under the age of forbty (and could be thus
termed "youthful"), the Democrats preferred to act upon the advice
of the community's oldest fathers. It would be natural to find that

the county's elderly would be drawn to the party that espoused
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TABLE VI.12

AGE OF DEMOCRATIC ACTIVISTS
in percentages)

AGE

20-29 39-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80-89
Davidson 12,8 21.8 359  19.2 7.7 2.6 0.0
(a = 78)
Maury 13.7  39.5 274 17.9 8.4 2.1 6.0
(@ =95)
Ruthexford 1348 319 2.5 16,9  10.0 2.5 2.5
(n = 160)
Vilson 2,9 294 193 2.0 3.7 1.8 0.9
(z = 109)

SOURCE: 1840 Census of Davidson, Maury, Rutberford, and Wilson
Counties
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TABLE VI.13

AGE OF WHIG PARTY ACTIVISTS
(in percentages)

AGE

20-29 30=30 40-49 0-58 60-69 20=79
Tavidson 12.0 26,0 26,0 28.0 7.0 1.0
{n = 100)
Maury 28.6 25.7  20.0 5.7 143 547
(n = 35)
Rutberford  18.6 2.6 27.9  11.2 5.8 345
(a = 8)
Wilson 18,9 R4 27,0 13.5 6.8 1.3
(@ =74)

SOURCE: 1840 Census of Davidson, Maury, Rutherford, and Wilson
Counties
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traditionzl values, The Democrats in Rutherford, to an even greater
degree than their colleagues in meighboring counties, had a large
mmber of the county’s founders among their ranks, and every third
Democratic activist was over the age of fifty. Furthermore, the
mmber of fathers and sons within the party's ranks indicates that
it was also a patermalistic party. It was only natural that a party
which looked backward included men of the pasi among its membe1s.3o

The Whig party, on the other hand, was not chained to the past.
They were youthful (see Table VI,13). With neaxrly a majority of
the party's workers under the age of forty, the answers that the
Whigs thought would restore economic growth were not only & resuli
of the new social and economic forces, but also a result of new ideas

and leadership from the second gemeration of Rutherford's elite.

If there was one factor which determined membership in the
Democratic party it was where ome lived in the county. Out of the
Barrens of Rutherford County came men who aspired to be planters.
They adopted agrarian capitalism because it was the way their fathers
h2d existed, because of where they settled and how the environment
of the Baxrens shaped their patierns of living and because of their
evangelical faithe They believed in that society because their way
of life offered few altermatives to this tradition.

Just taking ome typical Democrat, in this case Jehn Pruett of
the mountainous twenty-fifth district, gives some flesh-and-bones
to the dry numbers of this chapter. ZPruett, a delegate to the two
state Democratic comventions who owned five slaves and 520 acres in

the Barrens of southwest Rutherford, was a sixty year—old farmer,
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Even though he owned a large tract of land, it was worth only
$5 an acre, His complete estate was taxed at $5.98, While by no
means a poor man, nor was Pruett a politician with silk stockings,

Democrats such as John Pruett believed that fimencial and in-
dustrial development could destroy the comnty’s rurel innocence
because of what those two evils had done to Davidson County. The
"genius of monopoly" now made its “favorite home" in Nashville.
They did not trust economic change because few Democrats had ever
become involved with its machinery. For Ruthexford Democrats, .banks
and factories went hand-in-hand with vice and corruption. Farty
members also feared that change would undermine democracy. 'Lei
every man make what he honesily can of his money and means,” the
party newspaper said in 1843, "but let not the law step in and give
him priviieges above the rest of his ::cmn‘l:::ylman."3 L

Democrats were Jefferscnizns with a vengence, They considered
unchecked financizl growih a potential threat to the social order.
They believed that the future of the county could be served by main-
taining the agrerian woxld that had nurtwred them. Democrats were
self-assured, independent farmers, poorer than their antagonists
and afraid of the prospects before them, but unwilling to a2ccept
econonic change.32

David Mitchell, a Whig committee man who lived in Rutherford's

Garden, was 2 typical Wiig activist of Rutherford Counbty. Mitchell

was a Presbyterian whose property was taxed in 18% at $7.20. He
owned four slaves and only 194 acres of land, but this was land worth

as nuch as those 520 acres of John Pruett. Mitchell was a young man,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



199,
around the age of thirty, but he dreamed of greater status, signing
his name David Mitchell, Esg.

Compared to others in the community, Whigs such as Devid Mitchell
envisioned a novel world, They believed that 2 diversified economic

system could solve Ruthexford's econcmic illuess. If the counby

remained agrerian, econonic progress would be cuite slow., The Whigs
presumed that only by rejecting the traditional economic scheme of
things could change occur. At least, this is what they accomplished
in the political sphere. To achieve a future of stability and pros-
perity, Whigs in Ruthexford County felt they needed a world that
planters and fermers did not deminate, a woxld in Which bankers,
ranufacturers, farmers, and planters all played important roles.
Moreover, since nearly every white man participated in the heated
campaigns of the day, it was obvious to the Whigs that political
competition promoted democracy within the county. They maintained
that tommerrow's ecomomic thrust would not corrupt the cowntry's
demoeratic traditions nor the Jeffersonian dream. Despite its numer-
ous workshops and small factories, the county had retained its
virtue. Its workers were not paupers. One oui of eight Whig acti-
vists in the county were almost without taxable property, but ‘hey
did not rebel against their fate. Like their employers, they too
wanted 2 new eccnomic world.33
At the time of party formation, the Whigs and Democrats of
Rutherford County were different men, To a significant degree, these
differences influenced political evenmts in Rutherford County

throughout the time of party conflict.
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CHAFIER VI
THE WHIGS AND DEMOCBATS OF RUTHERFORD COURTY

1. Samuel G. Helskell, Andrew Jackson and Barly Tenmessee
History (Nashville, 1918-21), II, 195,

2, Paul lazarfield, et al., The Teople's Choice: Eow the
Yoter Makes Up His Mind in a Presidential Campalen (New York,

T648), 151-57; J. Mills Thormton has prb this model to good
use; see his Folitics and Fower, 156.

3. For the state convention slates of 1840 and 1841, far
example, see Nashville Union, Feb, 12, 1840 and Nashville Whig,
March 10, 184,

b Pessen, Jacksonian America; ibid,., Riches, Class, and Power;
Folsor, "Politics of Elites,” 359-78; Thermton, Politics and
Power; Formisano, Birth of Mass Political Parties; Frank M.
Lowrey, "Tennessee Voters During the Second Two-Farty System,
1836-1860: A Study in Voter Cozstancy and in Soclo-Economic
and Demographic Distinctions,” Doctoral dissertation,

University of Alatama, 1973; Jolm M. Rogett, “The Socfal Bases
of Party Comflict in the Age of Jackson: Individual Voting
Belavior in Greene County, Illinois, 1838-1848," Doctoral dis=-
sertation, University of Michigan, 1974,

5. See Rutman, "Commmity Study,” 29-41 for more on the prospo-
grephical methodologye

[N 1840 Census, Rutherford County. N of households was 8290,
N of agricultural households was 7563. N of commerce and manu-
facturing households was 662 while n of professionals was 65.

7o Districts 6, 7, 9, 11, 13, 18, 21 comprised the tasin,
Activists from this area comprised 65.8% of the ¥hig total,

8. Districts 14, 17, 19-20, 23-25 made up this area, Acti-
vists from these districts totaled 12.9%.

9 75.2% of the Whig party activists lived along the rivers

and creeks of Butherford while measuring by voting strength,
61.6% of the Whigs lived nearby this system.
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10. Districts 6, 7, 9, 11, 13, 18, 21 comprised the tasin,
45,9% of the activists came from this area.

11. Districts 1%, 17, 19-20, 23-25 comprised this area. 29.4%
of the party activists came from these distriets.

12, Jobn W, Childress to Folk, Nov. 22, 1835, Weaver, Polk
Correspondence, IXI. 372-73.

13, . Henretta, The Evolution of American Society,
zoo-1815_ (Im::!nston Mass,, 1973), 194-%.

14, The mean land holdings of Whig party activists were: 241,9
acres in Davidson County (n = 117), 33%.1 acres in Moy County
(o = 45), 349.7 acres in Rutherford County (n = 85), and 280.0
acres in Wilson County (n = 80). The median calculations for
the four counties were:s 97,0 acres in Davidson, 211,0 in Maury,
261440 in Ruthexford, and 198.5 in Wilson. The Davidson County
acreage is artificially low since 27.3% of Whig land ownexs
possessed only town lots and for compazative purposes, that
fact should be kept in mind, 1839 Tax List, Davidson Countys
1840 Tax List, Maury County; 1836 Tex List, Rutherford Counmty;
1842 Tax List, Wilson County.

154 10.6% of Whig activists in 183% owned no land; by 1849 this
percentage had decreased to 6.7%. In 183, 11.8% of the Whig
leaders had more than 1000 acres, but by 1849, this had decreased

to 8.

16, Samuel H. Laughlin to FPolk, Aug. 3, 1840, Weaver, Polk
Carrespondence, V, 527.

17. The 18% tax list has 9.4% of the Whigs owning a town lot.
But only 5.9% of the Whigs had only town lots for their landed
property.

18. The mean land holdings of Democratic party activists were:

29743 acres in Davidson County (n = 90), 244.4 acres in Maury
County (= = 101), 298.1 acres in Rutherford County (n = 142),
and 228.3 acres in Wilson County (n = 100)s The median calcu-
lations for the four counties were: 90,5 acres in Devidson,
135.0 acres in Mawry, 250.0 acres in Rutherford, and 170,0
acres in Wilson, The Davidson Gounty acteage is artifieially
low a high of Da 'ts were only
+town lot owners, The mean value per acre of Democxatic-

owned land was $27.79 in Davidson, $14,52 in Maury, $9.60 in
Rutherford, and $7.17 in Wilson. 1839 Tax Iist, Davidson County;
1840 Tax List, Maury County; 183 Tax List, Rutherford County;
1842 Tax IList, Wilson County.

19. The mean slave ownership of Whig party activists were:
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12,2 slaves in Davidson County (a = 99), 15.9 slaves in Maury
Comty (n = 36), 12.3 slaves in Butherfoxd County (n = 8),

and 7.9 slaves in Wilson Coumty (n = 73). The median calcu-
laticns for the four cownties were: 8,0 slaves in Davidson,
10.0 slaves in Mauxry, 8.0 slaves in Rutherford, and 5.5 slaves
in Wilsons The mean slave holdings of Democratic party acti-
vists were: 18.0 slaves in Davidson County (n = 75), 12.2
slaves in Maury County (z = 96), 9.8 slaves in Rutherfoxd County
(n = 158), and 4,9 slaves in Wilson County (n = 105)s The
median caleulations for the four counties were: 8.0 in
Devidson, 6.0 in Maury, 5.0 in Rutherford, and 2,0 in Wilson,
1840 Census for Devidson, Mawry, Rutherford, and Wilson Countles.

20. Tax Lists of 1836 and 1849, Rutherford County. 183%, Whigs,
n = 85; Democrats, n = 142y 1849, Whigs, n = 60; Democrats,
n = 108.

2L, The 183 Tax List had 10.6% of the Whigs (n = 85) and 6,3%
of the Democrats (n = 142) as possessing carriages.

22, Nashville Union, Nov. 11, 1843,

23. Tax Lists of 18% and 1849, Rutherford County.

24, Nashyille Republicon Bamer, May 15 and 20, 1844,

25 Nashville Union, Sept. 19, 1843,

264 Henty H. Simms, The Bise of the Whigs in Virginia, 1824~
1840 (Richmond, 1929), 164-65; Axthur W. Thampson, Jacksonian
Democracy on the Florida Fromtier (Jacksonville, 1961), 23-41;
¥ex R. Willlems, "The Foundations of the Whig Party in North
Carolina: A Synthesis ard a Modest Proposal,™ North Carolina
Historieal Review, XIVIT(April 1970), 129; Thormton, Folitics
and Tower, 40-41,

27. Murfreesbtorough Temmessee Tel h, March 14, 1838,

28. The religious affiliations of the Whigs of Butherford
County (n = 35) were: 77.1% Presbyterian, 11,4% Methodist,
8.6% Baptist, and 2.9% Church of Christ, Coffey, “Hopewell
Church,” 22-72; Gwynne, "Rock Spring,” 70-78; Muse, Salem
Fethodist; Tankersley; Roster of First Presbyterian; Homer
Plttard, Pillar and Ground (Murfreesboro, 1%8 s 823, For
other Whigs in the South see: Thomas B. Alexander, et, al,,
*¥ho Vere the Alabema Whigs?” Alabtama Review, XVI(Jan., 1963),
16~19; Gene W. Boyett, "Quantitative Differences between the
Arkansas Whig and Democxatic Parties, 18%-1850," Arkansas
Historical 1y, XXXIV(Autumn 1975), 224-25; Folsom,

"Politics of Elites,” 370
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29, The relgious zf¥iliati of the D ts of Butherford
County (n = 40) were: 37.96 Jz:esbmxnan X5 uethodist,
10,07 Baptist, and 20,08 Church Coffey
Church,” 22-72; Gwynne, “Rock szd.ug. ?0-78, Huse, Salen
Methogist; Tankersley, Boster of Pirst Preshyterian; Pittard,
Pillar and Cround, 8-23.

30. There were 15 father~son combinations within the ranks of
the Democratic activists, See Richaxd D. Brown, Modernization:
The Transformation of Ameriean Life (New York, 1976), 9-12,

122-23, 152,
31, Nashville Union, Feb, 21, 1843.
2, Ivid., Nov. 11, 1843,
33 For confirmation of this idea of ¥Whig ideology from an in-

tellectual approach, see: Daniel W. Howe, The Political Culture

of the American Whigs (Chicago, 1979), 31, 101, and the
hapter on Al of Georgia.
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CHAFTER VII

1800-1850: THE BEGINNING OF A MODZRN RUTHERFORD COUNTY—A SFECUL-
ATIVE CONCLUSION

Christmes 1980 came eaxly to the people of Rutherford County.
That November, the Nissan Corporation of Japan announced its inten-—
tion to tuild its first American automotive assembly plant, along
with its American corporate headquarters, in Rutherford Cownty.
The Japanese red bestowed a gift of one thousand well-paying Jobs
upon this rural Southern county. A few days later, the state’s
Republican governor, lamar Alexander, came to the commmity to bask
in his administration®s triumph. But at a public meeting, Alexander
faced much skepticism about the Detsun factory. Cne of the first
questions struck at the heart of the matter: wonld Rutherford County
become another Detroit? Govermor Alexander first said no and, then
carefully explained his a.nswer.l

The governor understood that many xural Tennesseans equated
industrialism with corruption and vice and that for many decades
the region had rejected industrialization, Alexander noted the
irony thet at approximately the same time Nissan decided to move
+to Rutherford, Vanderbilt University was sponsoring a symposium on
the classic st2tement of Southern anti-industrialism, I'11 Take My
Stand: The South and the Agrarian Tradition, writien ty the famous

group of Southern writers known as the "fugitives"—one of whom was
204
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a native of Rutherford County, Andrew Nelson Iytle. In I'11 Take
My Stand, Iytle hed wazmed the community a half century earlier to
avoid "industrialism like a Dpizen sna.ke."2 For many generatioms,
Rutherford Countians had followed his advice; the governor felt thit
had been a mistake. He delieved in the value of industrialism
because of his family's experiences over three generations with
the Alecoa Aluminum Corporation in Anderson County, Tennessee., Pros—
perity did not undermine that community; the fugitive writers were
wrong., Industrialization had brought to Maryville ome of the best
school systems in the state, good sireets, 2 strong business commun-
ity, and fine race relations. The same things, according to
Alexander, would happen in Rutherford County. The govermor believed
that industirialization would not corrupt, but rather strengthen the
ccnmm.mj:hy.3 As Alexander said afterwards, the decline of Southern

hospitality and family life could not be blamed on Southern indus-

trialization, He reminded all Tenn ns that “conversation and
intact family life come more easily when parents have one good job
instead of two bad ones that keep them absent from ancther and still
poor. Evenr hospitality is encowraged by those who can afford to
have others o d_inner."b

In December 1980, Mayor Sam Ridley of Smyrna, Ternessee;when
asked about the impact the proposed Nissan automotive factoxry would
have on the community of Rutherford County, said

If we are wise, we can still have 2 rural atmosphere. I

don't think it will be a little Detroit. Mamy people will

be here. There will be more homes, Bub many people will

still live on the farm, By that I mean they will live on
five acres cf land or so in the outlying areas. We'll still
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have individualism. We will have our pie 2nd a little ice
cream on top.d

This dissertation descrides a time when Rutherford Countians
first debated whether or not to remain an agrarian community. As
the author gathered the information for a general history of
Rutherford County and the surrounding area, the social, econonmic,
and political changes which occurred in Rutherford County from 1830
to 1850 fascinated him., Obviously, their ancestors shared some of
the concerns of todzy's Rutherford Countians, Throughout the past
six chapters, the author analyzed the social and economic change
that Rutherford Countians passed through during the middle period
of American history. Clearly during these years the traditional
agrarian community that Rutherford had once been evolved into some-
thing quite new and different.

Political life in this southern county underwent drastic change.
Politicians no longer denigrated Henry Glay as a slave of John Quincy
Adams. A hero's mahtle had replaced that earlier demeaning portrait.
For some Rutherford Countians, Clay even served as a substitute for
01d Glory. A main actor in the "corrupt bargain of 1824," the
Rentuckian had gained in popularity to such an amazing extent that
in the 1844 presidential contest he carried Rutherford County easily
over James K. Polk, a man who was 2lmest 2 native son of the commun-
ity. Since nine out of ten voters consistently stated a preference
for either the Whigs or the Democrats, the issues involved in the
campaigns must bave mattered to the electorate, But what wexe these

issues and why did they inflame the community of Rutherferd County?
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Tn arguably the best account of the rise of the Whig and Demo-
cratic parties in Tennessee, Thomas Abermethy concluded %lat the towns
of the state were usually Whig, while the backcountry tended  to be
Democratic, Thus, the party conflicts of the 1830s and 1840s in
Tennessee were "clearly a case of commercialism against ag'a.ria.nism."6
But this study of Rutherford County proves that such a conclusion
is too sweeping. The outcry over the Nissan plant of today and a
similar reaction one hundred and fifiy years earlier to a new Tank-
ing system are sirikingly similar., The awthor suggests that
Rutherford Countians saw both as no mere economic developments, as
evolutionary steps in the capitalistic system, but as significant
breaks with the county's agrarian tradition., This chapter will
speculate whether or not the concept of modermization explains the
genesis of a two party systen in Rutherford County betier than the

compercialism versus agrarianism interpretationa

The adoption of the iterm "modernization™ rather than ihe phrase

"econonic development™ might be puzzling. Herely to state that the

explanatory power of nmodermization is much greater than that of eco—
nonic developmeni does litile to quiet doubts. Thus, to explors
the origins of the term and to anmalyze its possible use in this
study will be beneficial,

Mocernization comes to us courtesy of the social sciences.
While historians often speak of the economic develoment of a mation,

sociologists, political scientists, and econonmists spezk of the
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modernization of a society. Tt not only addresses economic alter-
ations but related changes in the political and socizl spheres of
life. The term's lineage can be traced to the work of Max Webter
and his disciple Talcott Parsons and the profound influences these
two scholars heve had on the American social sciences.

¥ex Weber's The Protestant Bthie and the Spirit of Capitalism
(1905) is rightly considered among the clzssics of sociology. His
comparative methodology along with his insistence that capitalism
wWas & primary factor behind the modernization of westerm civiliza-
+tion found great favor among America's academics. Furthermore,
VWeber's many theories offered a socio-economic altermative to the
perceived threat of Merxism-Ieninism emerging from the Soviet Union,
His analyses of history and the process of change greatly influenced
the post-World War II generation of social scientists. Weberianism,
although originally influenced bty Marx's writings, rejected most
of Marxism's basic assumptions. Marx siressed that ideology and
social values were & result of the meterial structure of society,
especially socio-economic forces., Weber, however, believed that
the ideclogical values of a society shaped a society®s economic and
political institutions. Moreover, while the dialectic of Marx strove
to solve the "contradictions" of society, Weber argued that such
an analysis was ahistorical; modernization deseribed ithe real his-
torical process because societies were constantly evolving from a
gesellschaft social arrangement to a gemeinscheft commmity. There-
fore, Weber perceived the modern societies of the West 2s the

natural outcome of his'tory.?
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In 2 1946 essay, Weber's English translator, Talcott Parsons,
argued that the Weterian aitermative was the best hope for the fu-
ture revitalization of Japan. To avoid both radical and reactionary
revolution, Parsons asserted, Japan had to continue on its course
of modernization. Anmy deviation from the status que could open the

doar to instability, dicte ip, and bardarism. It seemed obvious

to Weber and Farsons that only those nations that had passed through
the long process of modernization could remain stable, and it
sesmed egqually clear to most American social scientists of the mid-
twentieth century that the best chance that the new‘iy liberated
nations of the Third World had to retain stability was to eschew
Marxism-Ieninise in favor the the true historical process of modern=~
ization. Simply put, many Awerican scholars assumed that since
modernization had "worked" in the United States, certainly it could
"work" in South America, Africa, and the Middle East. As John V.
Dower recently concluded, altermatives other than those based on
modernity were seen to be "unrealistic, because what was, Wwas 'What
had to be.'™ To the proponents of the modernity theory, xadicalism
"was anti-historical, because resolution of contradictions ran
against the natural course of historical modernization. And it was
self-defeating, for it could only pave the way for a new form of
cppression."s

Thus, in the era of the Americen Century, modernization became
the theory by which the world could be restabilized. W. W. Rostow
discussed the economic ramifications of modernization in The Process

of Economic Growth (1952) and hypothesized that there were five
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stages of econchic modernization—-steps up the ladder of progress
+that any nation could achieve so long as it became more Westerm in
its cultural outlook and material structure. Once the Cold War
‘between the United States and the Soviet Union centered om “the bat-
1le for the Third World" at the end of the 1950s, westermers could
argue that modernization, on the western example, brought faster
and more profitable socio-econoric changes than any model of Soviet-
inspired socialism. Friedrich Tonnies® Community and Association
(1955) and Taleott Parsons® Structure and Process in Modern Societies
(1959) trought together the various elements of the modernization
theory that had been discussed for the past decade and developed
these analyses into a systematic methodology. Modernmization, to
most social scientists, was no longer a vague concept but a reliahble
theory that could overwhelm communism in the battle for the Third
World.9
The 1960s, in the opinion of American scholars, opened the door
for "the Age of the New Nation." As the editors of the popular
“Modernization of Traditional Societies Series" remarked in 1966,
“the compulsive emergence of the colonies inte independence and their
subsequent struggle to join the ranks of the prosperous, powerful,
and peaceful is the most remarkable revolution of our t:‘n.me."lo
Litrary bookcases were soon filled with monographs explaining this
"revolution.” From the Middle East to the Far East to Africa and
to the Americas, specific case studies demonstrated how influential
Western ymodels had been in the socio-economic development of the

11

Third World, Furthermore, by the middle of the decade, social
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scientists and historians had a number of different theories of the
modernization process from which to choose, One of the most popular
definitions was one formulated by Myron Weiner in the introduction
to Modernization: The Dymamics of Growth. Weiner emphasized that
if a generic definitiorn of modermization was to be achieved, its
tesis must be grounded in the character of individuals and not the
character of the society; Weiner did not want his definition to be
culturally bizsed, Thus, a proper definition really did not define
modernization; instead it described the modern mentality that people
must have before they could evolve beyond a traditional world view,
Weiner described these moderm attitudes as

‘a disposition to accept new ideas and txy new methods;
a readiness to exgress opiniocns; a time sense that makes
men more interested in the present and future than in

the past; 2 betier sense of punctuality; & greater con-
cern for planning, organization, and efficiency; a

tendency to see the world as calcuable; and, finally,

a belief in distributive justice,'!?

Once the social scientists' understanding of modernization crys-
tallized around the transformation of traditional to modern
mentalities, models of such a transfer quickly materialized, For
example, in a 1970 essay on the theories of modernization, Francis
Botchway hypothesized that in a time of political and socizl change,
there are always two opposing forces pulling at the attitudes of
individuals, One acts as a catalyst for modernization because it
awakens the consciousness of people to the advantages of change;
the other acts as an inhibiting forece since it reminds people of
the benefits of tradition, Botchway assigned the following five

characteristics to each of these forces:
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Pro-modernization

1} awareness of new oppartunities

2) generation tension

3) prophetic proncurcements; moral indigmation
4) emotional mass movement

5) proponents of change; the modernizing elites
Pro-treditionalism

1) fear of the unknown

2) generation-to-generation perpetuity

3) presexvation of the existing order of society

4) retention of traditional authority and acceptance of traditional

institutions

5) rrotectors of the old order; traditicnal leaders

Botehway's model was based on an assumption thet has supported most

definitions of modernization: in 2 modexrnizing society, there will

always be a2 nixture of modern and traditional characteristics until

some day in the future when almeost everyone accepts the proposition

that change is desirable, This transformation in mentality is cru-

cia1-13
Once the theorists of modernmization agreed on a mentality-based

definition, they discovered that a number of historians and social

scientists were vehemently rejecting the concept. Modermization,

according to Samuel P. Huntingdon, wes too vague and imprecise to

& In an introduction to the work of

15He

e an useful analytical tool.l
Z. H. Norman, John W. Dower articulated a second criticism.
asserted that modernization was another example of western cultawral
arrogance; cries for modernity were atitempts to impose bourgeosis
western ethics on nations with totally different cultural traditions.
According to Dower, modernization buttressed the status quo in many
developing countries at the expense of the welfare of the rest of

the societies.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



213,
Socizl scientists admitted that such criticism had some merit.
Oyril Bleck attempted io answer the oft-mentioned allegation of vague-
ness by asserting that modernization involved both the develorment
of new attitudes and new tec;hzmlcg.16 But the cherge that western
intellectuals had urged newly independent nations to modermize so
that those couniries would become pert of the capitalist, rather

than the socialist, sphere was not answered so easily. One percep~

tive scholar noted in 1675 that the current understanding of
nodernization “essentially met the needs of United States policy
in Asia, for it permits tactical (’constructive') criticism of
American actions, but provides 1little tasis for fundamental recon-
sideration™ of that policy--"to say nothing about incertive for a
nore cynical appraisal of capitalism and the actual motivations of
American involvement abroa-d."j'? Modernization, John Dower concluded,
has been transformed into an intellectual weapon which basically
maintained that the United States was the "most genuinely revolu-
tionary nation in the world today" and the most sensible model for
Third World countries to emulate .18

It was not until the 1970s that American historians borrowed
the concept of modermization to explzin historical behavior.
Seymowur M. Lipset's The First New Natjon (1963) was a sociclogist's
atiempt to demonstrate that America had been the firsi Third World
nation, but scholars did not widely adopt Lipset's comparative
approach until the 1970s. Colonial historians were among the
first to use the concert. Other American scholars utilized the

theory to explore the roots of modern America. Reimondo Iuzxaghi's

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



214,

1972 essay stressed the colonial relationship beiween the North and
the South and the South's persistent trafitionsl agrarian mentality
as primary factors behind the Civil War. Eric Foner's 1974 review
zrticle on recent scholarship concerning the causes of the Civil
War also concluded thai the theory of modernization opened up pro-
mising new directions of investigation, Richexd D. Brown's
Modernization (1976) wes the decade’s outstanding example of an
American scholar using the modernity aodel to invesiigate thes
early socio-econcmic development of the United States, Brown hypo-
thesized that the evolution of a modern mentality from the
traditional world view of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries
was the mrimery catelyst behind the iransformation of American life
from 1600 to 1865.°°

By 1980, however, even Eric Foner seered ready to dismiss the
modernization model as a mere fad among historians. Vaguemess and
concepiual ethnocentrism remain the major indictments against the
concept--why, then, may the term be used to describe socizl and
economic change in this study of middle period Rutherford County?
First, while modernization is not applicable to nations with cul-
turel traditions outside those of the western capitelist countries,
the concept can help to uncover the development of a capitalist
gommunity like Rutherford Coumty. Second, as Eric Fomer has pointed
out,

the modernizatien model does have two great virtues.

Firsi, it enmables us to see that what bappened in

nineteenth-century Americe was not a unique or loeal
occurrence, tut a process which had deep affinities
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with events in many other arezs of the world,

Secondly, it demands that political historians place

their work in the largest context of the develop-

ment of American society.

Modernization allows us to undersiand that the forces of change in
Rutherford County in the 1830s and 1840s are related to those of
the 1980s.

Taking Rutherford County as a case study of the eaxly moderni-
zation of American scciety could allow one to understand better the
fo:rces that so disturdb that same community today. 3By 2pplying the
the model to the evidence of the first six chapters, one can under-
stand just who were the Whigs and who were the Democrats of Rutherford
County, The county undexwent three different stages of modernity
during the niddle period. One was political--the evolution of the
second party system which has remained the foundation of our poli-
tical wey of life. The other two wWere economic in nature. Commercial
rnodernization had begun decades before; by the 1830s it was gener-
ally accepted within the society, In this study, the author defined
the term as the developmeni and perpetuation of an agrarian,
capitalist marketplace which was national in scope and which featured
commercially~developed cities and towns that could serve the needs
of the surrounding populace. 7Totally self-sufficient farms and
plantations Were rare in such a system. The second phase of the
county's economic modernization involved modern finance. Modexrn
finance bas been defined a2s a monetary institution which had a
centralized banking system with flexible cwrrency that is primarily

concerned with speculative tenking practices ard currency regulation.
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Before 1826, the Tennessee tanking systez merely facilitated trade
and exchanges and directed itself to the needs of the agrarian capi-
talist. But people had doubts zbout the Benk of the United States
vwhen it arrived in Nashville in 1827,

As economic historians such as Bray Hemmond and Relph Catterall
have pointed out, Nicholas Biddle, after assuming the presidency
of the Second Bank of the United States in 1823, took steps to
meke the national bank a true central banking system, one which
tightly regulated the state and private btanks. Its power was such
that the nztional bank, under Biddle's direction, regulated the cur-
rency as the Comptroller of the Treasury and the Federzl Resexrve
Bank do today. Biddle's system of discounting bank notes rrovided
a growing ecomemy with an adequate, but controlled, line of credit.
The Democrats® cry for hard money was designed to inmpede this expan-
sion of credit, and of speculation. it as historians have siressed,
Biddle acted as "2 modern central benker" and the conflict he had
with the Democrats was basically the result of too many men being
"unfamilizr with modern ideas.”™ In other words, Biddle's Yank was
2head of its time; centralized banking would not be widely accepted
£41 after the Civil Var.2l

In Rutherford County, modern bankirg, r2presenied y the Second
Bank of the Uniied States, became the decisive economic issue during

the tine of party formatien.
pans

In the Rutherford County of the 1830s, modern economic values
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touched almost everyone, Southerners had stopped being simple
agrarians when they began to produce and sell & marketable surplus;
in Rutherford that day arrived once the county fathers founded the
town of Jefferson at the forks of the Stone’s River-—a ready trans-
portation network which drained the Garden of the county. Within
a few years, Jefferson had two trade good stores and a first phase
in the commercial modernization of the community had been completed.zz

After the county commissioners placed the county seat at
Murfreesborough in 1812, commercial growth remained concentrated
in Ruthexford's Garden, By 1820, there was a cotton and a totacce
warehouse on Iurfreesborough's main street, and the town also had
a public well, an established newspaper, and three stores ‘23 This
commercial growth, however impressive, could not maich the boom years
of the 1820s, when Hurfreesborough served as the stzte capital. The

business of gov: it 1 a the demand for commercial sexvices

2nd local entrepreneurs responded to the challenge. By 1833, the
town hed ten to iwelve stores, five cabinetmakers and five shoemakers,
tWwo taverms and two cotton gins, along with a grist nill and a
carding machine, Moreover, Murfreesborough's population had reached
one thousand; the town was the center of an agrarian-commercial
economic system.zu'

In 1834 the town's economic institutions expanded for the first
+time beyond the agrarian-commercial sphere, In order that the
planters of the region might process their cxops locally, a cotton
factory was built. That was an early sign that it would be diffi-

cult to limit economic change at the commercial level. Whether a
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a commercially modernized economic system would, in time, encourage
further economic change became & concern for seme Rutherford Count-
ia.ns.zj

For the rest of the decade the agrarian-commercial market in
Rutherford County continued to expands. A number of turnpikes con-
nected the county to other markets ithroughout Middle Tennessee,
Construction of railrcads became & possibility. New stores appeared
in Murfreesborough; a carriage factory employing a large p:oup_of
men Wes added in 1837. In a short time, the legal boundaries of
the town had doubled and while the rest of the county suffered from
the depression of 1837 to 1841 (see Tables VI. 1 and 2), the people
of Murfreesborough enjoyed prosperity .26

One would have been hard pressed to find somecne in Rutherford
County who did net think that the development of an sgricultuxal
market, ¢long with a parallel development in commercial services
which could alleviate the burden of household nanufactures from the
the farmer (the value of household mamufactures in Rutherford reached
its peak in 1840, declining steadily thereafter), was not 2 welcome
economic change. There iIs no evidence to suggest that there was
ever a community division over the commercial modernization of the
period, In 1836, sixteen delegates from the county, almest equally
divided between Democrats and future Whigs, attended & state initermal
improvements convention in Nashville where the men discussed how

T sven

best to improve Tennessee's intermal market connections.z‘
years later when Rutherford Countians invested in the Nashville—

Chatianooga railroad project, an egual mumber of i'higs and Democrats
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‘bought stock.zg

After economic stagnation appeared in the county in the early
1830s, however, other economic alternatives began to be discussed.
The economic debate in Rutherford County during the years of party
formation never centered on whether or not economic modernization
was for the best, Clearly, commercial growth was desirable.
Instead, the major quesiion that evolved in the 1830s was simple:
could the people of Rutherford County accept economic expension
beyond the agrarian-commercizl sphere? In answering this query,
Rutherford Countians focused their attention on the role of banks
in the economic system.

Their concerns centered around the issues of cwxrency and the
future of the Bank of the United States. DMost accepted traditional
finaneial practices. The politicians debated whether or not 2 power-
ful centralized banking system which was empowersd to establish a
de facto national curxency and allowed to speculate and encourage
investment was preferable to & financial system that operated banks
primarily to facilitate agricultural markets. In other words, would
a modern financial institution like the Bank of the United States
guarantee future economic prosperity or would it become a monster
with enough financial power to destroy any capitalist who defied
its powexr? Clearly, some Ruthexford Countians never trusted the
Second Bank of the United States; others, however, wanted to give
Mr. Biddle's institution a chances

On the suxface, it might seem surprising that such financial

issues mattered so much to local politiciens. Until the 1830s, the
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history of banking in Tennessee had teen a calm one, and bapks had
inveriably been Democratic-sponsored measures in this one-party
state, But financial power in the state remained decentralized and
the primary servieces “pexformed by the banks were the discounting
of notes and the purchasing of bills of exchange" which allowed
farnmers and Rerchants to borrow money and to sell their crops in
New Orleans. Since this type of financial institution aided the
agrarian~capitalist, and because its decentralized nature meant that
it was not considered an economic threat, it received consistent
support from Ruthexrford Countians, But true Jackson men always cast
suspicious eyes toward the Bank of the United States because it
was a direct threat, once Biddle assumed its presidency, to the
traditional finaneial ways of the Tennessee banks, Those suspicions
turned to hatred once the Bank opposed Jackson's monetary experiments
of the 1830s, such as the Specie Circular, Its centralized power,
its opposition to "haxd money," and its ability to control the cur~
rency combined to make the Bank a financial institution quite unlike
those Ruthexford Coumtians had experienced. As econonic historians
have stressed, too meny men in middle period Anmerica were not pre-
pared for such modern financial practices, Democrats in Rutherferd
Cownty agreed with Jackson; centralized tanking had to be crushed.?’

After United States Senator Felix Grundy implied that John Bell
and Devid Dickinson were among those who opposed "the koney our
fathers were accustomed to" in a Murfreesborough address during the
swmer of 1834, modern finance became a divisive issue in Rutherford

County politics. Grundy alleged that John Bell apd his
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Hurfreesborough trother-in-law favored the rechartering of a national
benk and opposed Jackson's financial experiments., Those Words intensi-
fied the emotional feud then raging beiween James K. Polk and John
Bell and began to polarize the county's political leadership, The
genesis of Rutherford's Whig Party can be traced to these times.
Those who agreed with Bell and Dickinson that 2 national benk was
constitutional believed that the hue and cry in favor of a "hard"
money currency and a decentralized benking systen was exiremely um-
wise. They believed that old fimancial methods would not continue

30

comunity mrosperity.

On the other hand, Democrals who aligned themselves with the
Polk faction assumed that Bell's deviation from Democratic prinei-
Ples was & sign that his greed had eclipsed his political loyalty.
Ioyael Jackson men perceived Bell and his followers as unprincipled
men Who had rather see the society destroyed than let their ambitions
stay unfulfilied, Afiter Bell emerged in early 1835 as the leader
of a political faction touting Hugh Lawson White for the presidency,
Democrats concluded that Bell designed White's candidacy as a2 cover
for his ambitions and his support of the Bank. Willizm Rucker, a
Democratic leader, szid in disgust that Bell wanted a national bank,
no matter how "unseemly” it might be.31

During the depression of 1837, the issue of banking policy be-
came the cominani political question, Voters blamed the traditional
finencial policies of the Democratic party for the sudden bad times,
and with the Democrais' experiments discredited, more Rutherford

Countians listened to the Whigs® different economic position.
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During that summer's state elections, county opinion swung decidedly
in favor of at least the re-institution of a decentralized banking

system on the state level. Opinion too b many felt

that their early fears about the destruction of the national tenk—-
that it would lead to econcmic chaos--had come true, Those men
concluded that 2 new mational bank had to be cxreated, In the winter
of 1838, the Whig—dominated general assembly created 2 new Bank of
Tennessee.se

By the time of the emotional campaigns of 1839-1841, voters
understood the division between Whigs and Democrats on the issue
of banking, James K. Polk, a man whom Jackson had wanted to give
a medal for the role he played in the downfall of the Bank of the
United States, was the Democratic gubernatorial nominee. Moreover,
the elite of the county realized which side controlled the Nashville
ban’. ng system (see Table VIT.1),

Judging from the Whig electoral victories from 1840 to 184k,
however, 2 majority of Ruthexford Countians trusted the Whigs, more
so than the Democrats, on the banking issue. BEven the mechanics and
artisans of Murfreesborough were strong Whig supporters .33 Only
the traditional agrarian capitalists of the community believed the
Democratic allegation that the state govermment had to be saved from
"the money-corrupting and mob-comtrolling influences" of Nashville.y“
The Democratic party called its newspaper in 1843 the Jeffersonian,
and its editor preached the Jeffersonian atiitude toward banking,
The newspaper satirized the notion that 2 national benk and soft

currency were necessities, What wes needed, the paper s2id, was a
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TABLE VIL1

POLTTICAL ACTIVISTS WHD SERVED AS BARK DIREUTORS, NASHVILLE,
TENNESSEE, 1835-1842

Institation Years Surveyed ¥higs Democrats
Union Bazk 1835, 1839, 1842 13 6
Planters Bank 1835-37, 1839 5 1
Bapk of the United States 1835 [3 2
Bank of Temmessee 1838, 1840 13 7
Yetman, Woods, and Co. 1835 2 0
Totals: 39 16

SOURCES: HNashville Unlon, June 1 and Dec. 9, 1835, March 15, 183%,
March 18 and May 16, 1837, Jan, 27 and May 28, 1838, Jan,
1 and March 6, 1839, Jan. 29 and May 4, 1840, Jan, 12,
1842; Nashviile Whig, Jan. 29, 1842,
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finaneial institution that neither dabbled in politics nor did more
than facilitate trade exchenges. A benk that went beyond the agrarian-
comnercial economic sphere, in other words, did not benefit everyone;
only a cecentralized bank could be "the people's servant and not
their master."
In the 1844 presidential contest, the Democrats iried their
best to pertray the economic issues as being between "WEALTH and
PRIVIIEGE" and "NATURAL RIGHIS." But the voters of Rutherford
County did not listen. The Depression of 1837-1841 tarmished
Democratic economic policies, When the Democrats refused to change
their economic principles, even after the depression, more and more
Jackson men in Rutherford County turned io the Whig party.js
Not wuntil the 1850s would Rutherford Democrats join with their
cppon;n'hs to create & new economic consensus. During that decade,
therford businessmen buili large factories (the Rio Mills and the
Cedar Bucket Factory); several Germen immigrents arrived; and capi-
talists created 2 loczl bank in 1852 and again in 1859. The officers
of ihe Planiters Bank demonsirate that the elite of Rutherford County
now accepied economic change--the president was Joln W. Chiléress
ané the cashier, Willizm Ledbetter. )
The econonic debates of the 1830s and 1840s shztitered the origi-
nal politicel culture of Rutherford Cownty. In 1828, it had been
2 place where "harmony and good will® resided in "every bosom."
However, in less than a generation one's political beliefs, at
least in the case of Jomm Iaughlin, meant the difference between

1ife and death, For the first three decades of Rutherford Coumby's
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existence, it had a one-party political culture which closely
identified with the ambitions of Andrew Jackson. It had been
Jeffersonian; now its loyalty lay with Andrew Jackson, This tradi-
tional political culture was tased on 2 consensus anong the
politically poweriul on every major socio-economic issue. But
the question of whethexr or not economic modernization could be
expanded beyond the agrarian~commercial sphere was too divisive;

a political system which required near unanimity could not answer
” _38

Therefore, once the traditional political culiure of Rutherfoxd
proved incapable of allowing a fuii debate or the ramifications of
the Democratic anti-tenk policy, & new style of polities quietly
begen to emerge. Rutherford Countians developed their first modern
instituticn--the highly competitive iwo party political system of
Whigs and Democrats,

The first serious opposition in Rutherford to the county's
Democratic unanimity appeared in the aftermath of the national bank
debate of 1834. Felix Grumdy's luxfreesborough speech, along with
James Folk's posturing, drove Jomm Bell and David Dickinson to the
conclusion that they were the objecis of a deliberate conspiracy
to drive them from polities. Jackson's patronage had always been
inconsistent and if the Democratic leadership could not be convinced
of the wisdom of a new financial policy, then Bell and his followers
felt that little cheice remained btut to begin their own faction,

Tn December 1834, the faction chose Hugh Zawson White as their 1838

presidential nominee, White was the ideal candidaie because he was
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an old hero of Tennessee. DMamy Democrats supported White for Presi-
dent. White was a transitional candidate between the old and new
political culture. His imege could draw Democratic votes, but his
bank background and anti-Van Buren candidacy made hin atiractive
to those who favored a treak with Jackson's policies.jg
Bet those who tecked Bell and White scon discovered that fac-
tionalism within the Democratic party could not provide a sturdy
platform from which the issues that mattered so much to them could
be debated. What they needed was a two-pariy system in which an
open political debate could occur--and that meant thet the Democratic
coalition which had ruled Tennessee politics over the past decade
had to be destroyed. It was the gubernatcrial campaign between James
Polk and Newton Cannon in 1839 which polarized completely the poli-~
tical elite of Rutherford County, because in this contest, Cannon,
then others, publicly casiigeted the name of Andrew Jackson. When
the voters of Rutherford County supported Cannon over one of their
ex-sons that summer, even ihough the incumbent governor had asserted
that "General Jackson was a tyrant by nmatuwre and education,” there
couli be no doubts that a new politizal day had d.awned.“o Outbreaks

of politically-motivated violence became lace once again in

Tenressee. Moreover, politicians on both sides roamed the county
charging that their opponents were Federalists and Tories, thus
legitinizing their partisanship by claiming that they wexe protect-
ing America's revolutionary heritage. The Democrats especially tried
to poriray themselves as protectors of the revolution; they saw

their rivals® politicel ambitions as being those of spoiled
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children, Whigs were throwing tantrums because society did not give
them the social and political prominence that they selfishly desired
and did not deserve.u'i

By 1840, the old political culture had been shattered. Men

of such reputation as Dr, William Rucker could be attacked on the
streets of Murfreesborough solely for their political beliefs.
Others, like two of Ruthexrford's founding citizens, David Wendal
and Clarles Ready, Sr., discovered that their postmaster positions
could be taken away if they left the Democratic party. Loyalty to
Jackson was immaterial; even with 014 Hickory's strong endorsement,
James K. Polk couid not carry Rutherford County in any election,
even ageinst Henry Clay in 184%4. Two grounds for consensus among
the elite existed: that slavery must continue and that a two party
political system was a necessity.zé2

Therefore by the 1840s, the county's first modern institution--
a fully organized, competitive two party system--was fumeticning.
In its structure, it differed only slightly from the two party sys-
tem of today. The Whig and Democratic parties, because of their
different ideas about the commmity's future, excited the voters.
Extremely high levels of votexr turnout (see Tehle 1.3) indicate how
they invigorated the cownty politically.

A culture which encouraged more participation in the electoral
process replaced the elitist pelitics of the old system. The
various state and regionmal conventions held in 1840 to choose party
nominees trought many men of “middlin'" means, and some even poorer

then that, into the political councils of Rutherford County. Just
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six years befare, the voters could not select even their local offi-

cials. The convention forms of party ma 't became a t
trait of modern politics, While the elite still mzde most of the
decisions, the voice of the average white man could be heard at the

party councils. Furthermore, the political nmodernization 1ished

ty such organizational injtiatives had not damaged the society.
Rather it had increased the democratic potential of the political
cult + Democrats had faithfully believed ihat modernization would
turn their world into chaos. The Whigs had proved that it would

43

not.'
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