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of interzretctions of the coming of the tiar of 1312 from the tine

it occurred untii the present, and to voresent a critical anclysis
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e more ir-ortant ornes. The suudy contalns interpretations
that cre significant for their sinpularity as well s those that
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revresent cesidinznt oeints of

viei.
Ths methodolo;r used is thrcerold. ¥First, an attemat 1

riage to trace the most imnortant sources of an interrrztation.

Secorndlyr, tne interrretction is criticized in reletion to its owumn
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methodolo sy and iis resard for facts. Finaglly, an attemnt is mad
to acsyy its cinificance. Thesce thrze tools are usad in varying
nronorticins throusiout the thesis.

The situdy reveals that there have baen two cdistinct
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the wer generation an

of America's mcjor varitime crievances 2

anc the orders in council. Thay recoznized that the inland cection

of the countiry favored war, while the nmoritirie scections tended



to ornose it. Zut they cizclained thecz szetional differences in
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ter:s of the sunerior natrioticm of tha lest.

and explained the war ia terms of the material interests ol tue
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West. They were influenced in this course by Fredrick Jaciison

]
[&)
Fi
e
o
£
o
0]
@]
L
ct
&
[N
"S
o
=
purs
e
@
)
&
o.

Turner's work in relation to the sig:
by Henry Acams!'! questioning of llestern motives for espousing
riaritime grievances.

Since the early 193C's, interrretations huave tended to

include more and more the ideas of the maritine rights historizns
anc less and less those of theilr successors. However, while

frontier interretations are beconinz less accented awony historians
of the war, they ain cdominant in colle;e texts and vopular
litercture.
The siwilicent fact about the internrstations studied
is that they fail to attack the problem of ithe causcs of the
fror1 all pertirent noints of view. Rather, nany ol them contain
only one set of causes and tend to coutracict ccch other. Taus

)

the need is seen for a nore well rounced avrocch.
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The war of 1812 Las never received aaytiiing reseauvling
a definitive treztment froa historians. The relatively few who have
written about it have found it a rpotent source of controversy. Eut
they have usually confined their persvective to one set of causes.,
Somie of them have conceded thot other causes may have also beesn
impoctant, but have defended their particular tovic, wnhether maritiiie
rizhts, Wastern land hurnger, Indian troubles, or economic conditions
on the frontier, as the decisive factor. however, so many objections
can be raiced to each of these explanations that any one of thein seens
to be only rartially correct at best.

It anvears, therefore, that a definitive study would have
to view the causes of the War of 1812 from a broader perspective than
rolitical history, as nineteenth century historians and some more
recent ones have tended to visw it, or economical arnd socisl history,
as the generation or two followinz the publication of Fredrick Jackson
Turnert's frontier thesis tended to view it. 4 nwiter of points of
view would nave to be takcn into consideration, and the historian
would then have to attempt to determine their relative importance.

Such a study is overdue. The War of 1212 was probably more

1

than a minor skirmish tnat ended in a military stalemate. The
beginning of a wide-spread feeling of nationelism and of manifest
destiny seems to have been an outcome of the war. t is even voscible

¥

that without the unifying effect of this war, the nation could not

have survived the Civil Were. Yhether this same nationalism and



™

feeling of manifest destiny were also a cause of the war nas
conceraed hisvorians but has not bteen fully answered as yet.

The essay that follows analyzes the major scholarsiip that
nas been done on the coming of the War of 181Z2. It seeks to show the
strengins and weaknesses of tne major theses and tne significance

of their findingse. It offers suggestions as to how these findings

can be expandecd uoon to reach a fuller understanding of the causes.



CHAFTCN I

The War of 1812, szid ferry Acocus many years later,
"was chiefly rowmarkable for tne veleumence with which, from tlre
beginning to tie end, it was resicted and ithwarted by a very large
number of citizens who were comonly cornsidered...by ro reans the
least resrectcble, intelligent, or patriotic part of the country."l

The vote for war in the House of Reoreseutatives was
relatively close - 79 to 429 - and was in lar:ze part - cectional.
Cf the 79 veties for wer, only 17 were coast by rerresentatives fron

tatcs to the north and east of Pennsylvania. Cf tie 49 votes against
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waer, only 12 were cast Ly renresentatives from siat
2 .
and west of remmsylvania.” Cprosition was strongest in iew Znclard,
wihich freely traded wilth Eritain cduring tne war and withhield troogs
. ~n v ? - . o
and money frou tiae [ederal government.” In Decemver, 1814, lew
Ingland recrescentatives met in the Lhartlord Convention, the most
PR . T opha s s e e 4
radical menbers of which advocated the dissolution of the Unilon.
Cn the otlier hand, thz most outsroken acdvocates of tlie war cane from
tiie frontier - rerticularly Tennessce andé Hentucky - which sont riore
than its share of the so-called nar-liavk reorecentatives to the

5

Tuelfih Congress, including ienry Clay and Richerd Johnson or

Kentucky, and Felix Sruncy and Jonn Rica of Tennessee.

Viith war rosular in some quarters and wnipopular in others,

it is not surorising that confiicting intersrctations of its origin

1. Henry Adams, illsicry ol ihe United
Vols. (iew York, 139C), p. 224,

2. Sce hvvendix I.

3. Cnarles ¥. Wiltse, Tie low iation, 1800-1L
1961), ore 47, 43.

4o Toid., Do. U9, 50,

Stetes cf Anerica, 9

Lo (Lew York,

N
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aroce. In bhis war message to Congress on Jdune 1, 1812, Trecsident

James *adison attributed tihe need for war to the restrictions placed
upon Mfmerican cormerce by Zritain during her long and bitter strugsle
azainst Zonapartist France.5 Jadison listed four maritiue
agcinst Zritain. The first was lmpresoment, wiich was the Zritish
practice of bozrding neutrzl merchant ships upon the hijh seas in
search of deserters from the rorzl navy. DBecause Anericans olten

-

looked and talkad like Enslishaen, United States citizens were
scmetlimes anong those seoized by the =Zritishe The second grievance
wac tnat of Zritish warshins violating the coasts of the United
States and occasionally blockading an American port, althoush Eriiich

snins had been fortidden to enter &merican waters moct of the time

fair in 1307. Third wss the Eritizsh policy

iy

cince the Chesarcrliie a
of declaring poner tlocizades of particular continental ports. The
fincl meritime grievance was the britizh orders in council of January

and lovenber, 1807. The first of these orders had suthorized tle

1y

Zritish navy to seize necutral vessels attempting to enter any

Zurcrean or cclonial port from which napoleon had excluded Eritish

shins and : i £e

~itish s00ds oy kis Eerlin decree of loventer, 18006,

ti
+

The secend order had sougint fo license neutral trocde with these ~oris.
In addition to the maritirme cricvances, Hodison insinuated

th=t the Eritish in Canada had instiszted the trouble American

settlors were hoving with the Indians in the Fortawest. ALAnerican-
Indian relations had been varticulaeriy streined sinee the bettle of

Tipcecanoe in rovemver, 10611.

sion, Part I
ited as inpzls.)

/r'\

5e ifrnals of Corrress, 1Z2th Congress, lst Ses
(Washinzton, 1853), one 1624-1629.,  (Hereafter ci
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Hadicon's views were similar io tnose that had been
exrressed by the war hawks in their spezches calling for war against
Britain since the meeting ol the Twelfth Congress in llovenber, 1811.
In addition, tiwey somctimes blamed Sritain's restrictions for the
falling world prices of cotton, tobacco, and other American e:»'*ort.,.6
3ut although th2 suvporters of war tnus allered a numper cf grievances
against Eritain, they put the greatest emphasis uvon maritime restric-
tions, and esvecially ucon imnressment and the orders in council. Thomas
Jefferson, writing in anticication of the declaration of war in April,
1812, cougnt to justify the forthcominz measure as follows:

Surely tne world will accuit our government from
having sought it. lever before has there been
an instance ol a nation's bearing so much as wi
have borne. Two items alone in our catalogue

of wron:s will forever acauit us of being agsres-
sors: The inpressment of our szamen, and the
excluding us from the ocean. The first foundations
of the social corrvect would be broken up, were we
definitively to refuse to its menmbers the pro-
tection of their persons and property while in
their lawful pursuits.

The opronents of the wezr, of whom none was more outsproken
than the Iew Znzland Federalists led by Josish Quiney, adnitted tha
the Urited States had sufficient grievances azainst Rritein to
Justify wor. Iut they said the United States had been vartly to blame
for Ingland's actions. In the matter of impressment, for examnle,
Afmericans had encourzged Zritish scilors to desert the royal navy for
the better ray and concditions to be found in the Americzn neorchant

Y

marine.s Furtherore, they said, war against Sritein would be a most

€. See below, Cran. VI, n. 1.

7. Paul L. Ford, editor, The Writin:s of Thomas Jeiforson
(llew York, 1893), Ii, p. 343.

8. 132 estdly Pzoicter, IT (July, 11, 1212), w. 310

Oe ..1.L05 \IVVI’ N
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incxredient mezsure.  fnerican corrierce nad also suls

("

hands of Ia»noleon, whoss continen

trade with Eritain as well as Zritish trcde with the contirent

4
cred 2t the

. Thus

said the Federalists in a minority vcrotest following the dsclaration

of war:

It cannot be concealed that, to enzage in the ur
war azainst Inoland is to vlace ourselves on the

esent
side

F‘ance; and exroses us to ths vassalzze of states

serving under the banner of the French eaperor.?
Jesides stressing the inexvediency of the war, the
of the vprotest implied that they and the vuclic in general had
190

peen told tie real reason for the declaration. The "ostensi

reason was uaritime grievances. 2Sut they imrlied that the "reel" and

. . . . 11
the "ostensible" reacons might not have been the same.™™

The distinction bsiween rcal and ostenzible causes h

arnearcd imnortant to many historians of the Wwar of 13812. Aln

the bezinning, some of them began making such a differsntiatio

not

. L
ole,

e.S

2l systen souzht to pronibvit neutral

ost from

n. The

tendency Lecame accelerated early in the twentisth century, when a

nool of inter retation arose which found the rcal axnd ostens

causecs almost comrletely unrelateds. The opporents of the war

defeated in thzir attemnts to prevent it in 1812 and were disc
during and after the war because of the activitizs of soi2 of

rnost outsnokzn of their nwiver. Zut thelr views have exerizd
strong influence on thie historiography of the war. They have
to fare better at the nands of hictorians than have those who

tre war.

ivle

ware

' J
redited

31
10, Toid., II, pe. 310,
1l. Ivid., II, pn. 310, 31i.




clascified in general as "maritine rizhts" historians. The class-

ification is only a rouch oae, nowever. Some of them accente:
rnaritime rights uwnouestionin;ly as the real causz of ths war. Cthors
accented it only with gqualifications.

The evirenes in roint of view irithin the maritive rizhts scihool

1z

are illustrated by J. T. headley and Thoodore Dwigat. iieadley

clzimed tiat Britzin ctarted the war against France witiout provocation,
and thus:

In order to siaicld heresell from the infamy which
should follow sucn a violation of tae rignts o”
nations and waste o treasure and of blood he
nlanted hersclf on the grand nlatform of Drlx civle,
and insisted that she went to war to preserve
human liberty and the integrity of zoveriiicnNtSeeccese
With the declarations on her lips, she turned
and deliverate lj arntldled her agreemants with th
United States, and invaded her most sacred rights.
She imoressed our seanen, nlundered our conmnerce,
held fortresses on our soil, and stirred un the
sava_es to rnerecilezs uvarfare acainst the innocen
inhanitants of our Ilrontier.

C
=
joje
C I

Ezcause of IZritain's actions, said Headley, the United States was

corpelled "to declare war, or forleit all claim to tihe reswect of

. . o . . 14

the all right to an indenendent existence.
defense of tine Hartiord Convention, said

that 2k ;rounds uneon wnich war wes declared were impressient

. . ‘o 1 . , ;
and violation of neutrcl rigits. 5 Tuese nay have been the grouads

ey

12, J. T. Headley, Thi2 Second War with Zngland, 2 Vols.
York, 1853), I; Theodore Dvishh, His.ory of m.o Lorslord Con
(Ilew Tork, 1823).

13. Headle,, Zzzond tinr, I, 0. 27, 3.

4. Tbide, I, D. 55

15. Dvignt, dorilord Cenvention, pe 12,
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alco uron waich a mart of the nation Locmme aroused.  oul, accorcing

. R ) 1 . C vt .
to Dwint, ladicon, and Jefferson before him, shaped their nolicics

the war to coincide with Yonoleon's invacion of Pascia.

ost of the other historians of the veriod Jcll between the
eitrares of DIiiizht and dz2adley.  Richard Hildreth, a lew Inslonder

nioathies were toward the Federalists, sccorted the maritinme

It was an of fonsive wor, voluntorily undcortoien on
e port of the United States, to comrel Crent
Zritein, oy the invasion and coaquecst of her
Canadian territorics, to resvect our maritime
ri;hts.ls

zut, according to Hildreth, var wis wndertakesn oartly baca to

do so would be nclitically exraedient for the war havks, whooe

12
constituents bolicved Dritain must be niads to change her wnolicies.™
Yar also arnearcd econonlcally exredient to the country's ricing

" 20 .
clacs of ronufactarers. tut 1t s inerpedient for the lortheast.

Comterca would be dostroyed, rather than protected; ivreocsed sezamen

would not b2 sided by a wir on land; and to o to war azainst Eritain

1 ~1 N
Frznch trranny. "To help to overihirow

o
=

would e to fi kit in behalf

4

-

ve 27
A~

Ve 2; -:o

z -
lCo )

17. Tiid.

’
18, fdehard Zildreth, Tie Hictormy of tA; Liited Stotas of
4 < ey - EhEe
~e~icn, 6 vols., (Leu York, 135l), Vi, Pe 217,
™ - 100 >
19. It e, 199, 225, 21

20,

p. 718.
2. SRz, 2nh

163
ro. 192, 327, 30k,
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England was to help in prevaring a terrible yoke for ourselves"“‘2
Thus, according to Hildreth, while maritime grievances migzht have
argued for the justice of the war, inexpediency argued more strongly
azainst it.

Herman von Holst tock a similar position.23 He saw the
coming of the VWar of 1812 as an example of the tyranny of majorities.
The majority, he said, knew the strong moral objections of the Feder-
alists to a war with England and should not have undertaken a course
of action that threatened to strain the bonds of the Union. Wisdom
and expediency argued against war, even though there was legal justifi-
cation for :'Lt.24

James Schouler, on the other hand, called the war a maritime
rights measure, but said that while it might have been undertaken
rashly, it was strongly provoked and was preferable to "dishonor-
able submission."25 And A. T. lahan, who saw the war as an example
of the necessity for naval power, believed that the maritime differences
between britain and the United States involved questions of funda-
mental princivles and of necessity. The war was not only "Jjustifiable,"

126

but imperative.'

22. Ibid., VI, p. 324

23. herman von Holst, The Constitution2l and Political History
of the United Stztes, 8 vols. (Chicago, 1389), I.

24, Ioid., I, pp. 235-238.

25. James Schouler, Histcry of the Uznited States of America, 7 vols.,
(New York, 1882), II, p. 395

26. A. T. Mahan, Sea Power in its Relations to the War of 1812,

2 vols., (London, 1905), I, pp. viii, 2-4.

Other historians of the veriod who accepted the maritime rights
interpretation included Nicholas Butler, The Effect of the War of 1812
Upon the Consolidation of the Union (Johns Honkins Univers ity Studies
in Historiczl and Political SC1ence, Baltimore, 1887), Fifth Series,
Part VIII, pp. 22,23; Benson J. Lossing, The Pictorial Field-Eook of
the War of 1812 (New York, 1869), ppe. 212, 226, 230; Theocore
Roosevelt, The Naval War of 1812 (New York, 1869) p. 6.
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Thus nineteenth century historians were in fairly close agree-
ment as to what the causes of the war were. They differed principally
as to whether those causes were so great as to make the war both
Justifiable and necessary.

A question that was to bother later historians was why the
South and West supported a war for protection of maritime rights,
while the maritime section of the country opposed it.27 The maritime
rights historians, however, saw no paracdox in this. As Headley said,
"The peovle of the South and West, between whom and their country's
honor and rizhts selfish interests and bitter party hate did not come,
nobly sustained the war sentiment."28 Ficholas Butler, Schouler, and
Lossing a2lso accented the idea that the Soutn and West were riore
patriotic than the IIortheast.29 Hildreth, a bitter critic of slavery,
saw the war spirit as the manifest desire of young men, idled by

slavery, to win glory.go And both he and von Holst believed political
J

31 sut witn

ambition partizlly motivated the Congressional war hawks.
the exception of Hildreth, there is little indication that maritime
rights historians sensed that anything besides maritime grievances
lay behind Southern and Western war spirit.

The maritime rights historians tended to believe that

"history is past politics." They were later to come under attack

for failing to see that social and economic problems of the Soutn

27. See below, Chan. V, p.54.

28. Headley, Sscond War, I, p. 66.

29. Butler, Zifect of the ¥ar, pp. 22,23; Schouler, II, p. 395;
Lossing, Field-3o00k, pe. 230.

30, Hildreth, VI, p. 318

31. Hildreth, VI, p. 225; von Holst, I, p. 229.
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and vest contributed to the desire for war in those sections.

Their fzilure was due primerily to the fact that they viewed history
throuzh a particular philosozhical framework, just as their critics
were to view it througnh another. Within their framework, the
maritime rizhts writers saw politics as the most important element of
history. And as one of their critics was to point out, a political
study of the period indicates tnet maritiie zrievances were decisive

ol
in the coming of the war.3“

32. See below, Chap. III, p, Z2.
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During the 1390's the work of two historians led the wg
to a gradual revision of the maritime rights interpretation. The
first of these historians, Fredrick Jackson Turner, did not deal

specifically with the causes of the War of 1812. EBut his frontier
thesis had a pronounced effect on the historiography of the war,
Just as it had on the writing of most phases of Americen history.
Turner rejected the germ thzory, which taught that the
course of American develovment was a result of the planting of
Anzlo-Saxon values in the ecrly colonial settlements, from whence they
were carried inland along the advancing frontizr. Althouzh he did
not discount the importance of old-world institutions, Turner believed
they were shaped into a distinctly American culture by the presence
of free land on a vast, ever-movingz frontier, and by the consegquent
necessity for stromm, self-reliant men to adapt themselves to 1life in
the wilderness. He and his followers saw the frontier as the dominant
factor in American history and ths focal point from which Armerican
history should be studied. They rejected the lonz-held theory that
politics and diplomacy are at the core of history. Instead, they said,
politics and divlomacy are merely reflections of the conflict ol largze
social forces, whichh must be understood if history is to be meaningful.
Under Turner's influence, a nuwiber of American historians began to
chanze their point of view Irom the seaboard to the wilderness, froa

political and diplomatic to social and economic history. Julius W.

Pratt, whose Exnansionists ol 18512 (1925) becane the mest influential

revisionist interpretztion, expressed the contribution of Turner to

12



13
the historio_ranhy of the War of 1512 in saying that Turaer had
led hinm and his colleagues "to view the West - particularly the
‘Northwest - with more scrutiny," and to reach new conclusions about
the causes of the Nar.l
But frontier-oriented historians who turned their atiention

to the War of 1812 vprobably Jound confirmation of their point of
view in Henry Adams' nine-volune study of the Jefferson and adisoan
administrations, the first volwre of wihidch epneared in 1890.2 The
effect of Adams on thz revisionists was indirect. For, like the
maritime rights historians, he treated political, rather than social
factors as primary causes of the war. But he placed firmer empnasis
on the sectional character of the war party than had his predecessors.
And he attributed new motives to the leaders of that party, making
it apnarent thet their actions could not bz explained in terms of
disgust at Britain's maritine restrictions or even their own desire
for political popularity alone. Adams thus demonstrated the possibiliiy
of re-interpreting the war from a frontier point of view.

| According to Adams, patriotism played a part in war-hawvk

thinkinge. But he implied othesr motives, too. After all, he said, the

1. Julius W. Pratt, Liipansionists of 1312 (ilew York, 1925), po. 9,
10. The influence of Turner on revisionist tnought also is particularly
apparent in John ¥. Cedy, "iWestern Oninion and the Wer of 1312," CLio
Archasolocical and Historical Society Puclications, XXXIIT (1924), po.
L27-l76. Claude H. Van Tyne, who accepted essentially the maritime
rizhts internretation, also noted that Turner had demonstrated the
significance of the frontier to studsnts of the war. See "Why Did
We Fight in 1812? The Causes and Siznificance of our Last War with
Great Eritain," Indspendent, Li{IV (1913), p. 1231.

2. Adanms, History.
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United States had seethed over thes Chesancalie affair and the failure

——

-

of the Zrskine azreement, and yet had failed to carry out its threats
of war. In 1811-12, on the othsr hand, the’war hawks had no new
grievances to allege. At this time, with the country divided over the
question of war or veace, the treasure nearly empty, and Eritain's
policy no 1o§ger as bellizarent as it hed been under George Canning,
there seemned to be some basis for hone that the orders in council
. 5 '

would be revokad.” ot only were the reasons for zoinz to war with
Eritain no longer as clear-cut as they once had been, but the war
hawks, who talked/bf going to war to recover the nation's honor,
ignored the fact that war with Britain meant "continued submission
to one rovber (llanoleon) as the price of resistance to another."4

These observations lad Adums to conclude that the war party
tried to arouss the nation by apnealing to the Justice of a war at a
time when the only relevant question was whether or not war would be
gxmediernt. The justice of war long had been annarent, he said, but
war previously had been rejected on the grounds of inexpediency,
wnich grounds he said the war havks now ignored.5 To illustrate
this point he rejected a nwiber of arzuments that were raised from
the point of view of expgdiency. He dismissed for example, the
argunents that the nation would profit, from driving a hostile

power from the continent and that famiers again would be able to

W
g

id., VI, pp. 122, 123, 223-225.
«, VI, v 113. Sec above, pp. 6, 8.
5. Ibid., VI, o. 223. See above, pp. 6, 8.

+
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exnort their surplus crops at a fair profit. Adams, who made a

number of caustic corments about the mental canacities of most of

the leading fizures of the war period, czlled such argwnents
"declamation."

Probably these anpeals carried wcight with the

Western neonle; but even earnest supporters of wa

v micht cdoutt whether men of sense could be concil-

iated by such oratory.
The orators, said Adams, were nationalistic young Repuvlicans
from the newer parts of the country, who had become dissatisfied with
the whole Jeffersonian systen of weak govermment, as well as Jefferson-
ian foreizn policy, which was based on peaceful coercion. They tried
to effect a political revolution in order to replace that system with
one based on old-world nodels. Thus, according to Adans, war was to
have been a vehicle for a political revolution much like the one older
Republicans had accused Hamilton of plotting in 1798 - a revolution
vhereby government would asswie the function assigned to it by John

Calhoun. In what Adcms called an unprecccented sreech for a

Republican,7 Calnhoun said:

6. Ibide, VI, pp. 142, 143. Adam's sarcasm was not directed at
war hawks alone. He found the actions of Lkew ZIngland Federalists
irrational and at times almost treasonous. (VI, po. 153, 170-173) And
the Jelffersonian system of peaceful coercion seeiied insipld. Discussing
Jefferson's erbarzo, he said, "if war mede men brutal, at least it
made them strong; it called out the qualities best fitted to survive
in the struggle for existence. To risk life for one's country was
no nean act even vhen done for selfish motives; and to die that
others mizht more happily live was the highest act of self-sacrifice
to be reached by men. ar, with 211 its horrors, couvld purify as
well as debase; it dealt with hich motives and vast interests; taught
courcge, discipline, and a stern cense of duty. Jeffersor rust have
asked himself in vain wvhat lessons of heroism or duty were taught by
his system of peacesatble cosrcion." See harvey Wish, The Anerican
Eistorian (llew York, 1940), p. 170.

7. Ioid., VI, oo. 143, 144, 170, 171, 210, 211.
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I know of but one vrinciple to meke a nation great,
to produce in this country not the form tut the reel
spirit of union, and that is to protect every citizen
in the lawful vursuit of his tusiness....Protection
and vatriotism are recivnroccl. This is the road that
21l great nations have trod.c

3

o Adams the important point about the revolution was its
political maonifectations. Var howxks seeking to oring it about tried

to persuade Cld Renublicans, wno previously had resisted any mzasure

more bellicerent <lian econoriic coercion, "to do in a single session
what required haif a century or nore of time and experience, - to
create a new government and to invest it witn the attributes of old-
world sovereignty uncer pretext of the war por.:er."9 These lationalists
succeeded to the extent of securing a declaration of war. Adanms
believed the cuestion of war or veace finally was settled in Congress,
by Cld Republicans, who held the balance of power in the war vote and
were motivatzd by different considerations than those that caused the
var hawxs to press for warlo The Jeffersonians were persuaded in part
by patriotic "declamation" and pressure from war men in key chair-
manships in the EKouse of Revresentatives, he said, and in part by
iiadison, who "thorouzhly twisted" the threads of negotiation with
England in an effort to et a scitlerieat on his own inflexible terms,
and also pressed for a declaration of war when his efforis failed.ll
Even at the time of the vote, said Adems, there probably would have

been no war if the 0ld Republicans had knowvn Zritain was revoking

8. Linzls., 12, I, p. 479.

9. Acams, VI, po. 170, 171.

10. Ibid., VI, pp. 142-144, 146, 158, 159, 170, 171.

11. Ivid., VI, pp. 62, 117, 113, 175, 193-198, 205, 206, 220-229.

See below, Chap. VII.
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her orders in council in what seemed to be an effort to conciliate
the United States.l?

Thus Adams, althouzh attrivuting different motives to the
var havks than did his predecessors, internreted the decisive causes
of the War of 1812 in a volitical and diplomatic context. And thus
he differs from the revisionists, whose interpretations were based on
the asswiption tnat the decisive causes are to be found in the social
and economic probolems of the fronticr. That asswiption, as Fraett
indicated, was rooted in Turner. Eut such an essuwaption does not
necessarily preclude the possibility that frontiersmen were genuinely
concerned acout the honor the United States was sacrificing to the
bellizerents on the seas. The insignificance of such concern,
however, is anotner assumption of most revisionist writings, and seemns
to be a logical implication of Adams! interpretation. For Adams also
cdiffered from the maritime rizhts school in the amount of emphasis he
placed on war-hawk concern with national honor.

Adams' vredecessors had assumed that the VWest and South
"felt the humiliation if not the pecuniary loss occasioned by tne

13

British measures." Sut Adams scoffed at the idea that wmaritime
grievances had an important influence on frontier sentiment. The
war-hauk arcunent that 3ritain's persistence in the orders in council

co s cqq . nlé . .
merited war "was not skillfully made." And as for impressment - "the

12. Ibid., VI, p. 226.

3« Pratt, Z:pansionists, pp. 9, 10.
14, Adans, VI, p. 139.
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worst of all Americen zrievances" - war men bezuan to denounce it in
earnest as a volitical maneuver, whnich they uucertook only after they
had dectermined to have a war. They noned thersby to undcrscore the

- . . 3 ‘:
o their rosition 1/

[0

Justic Such an intercsretation, if accepted,

makxes it doubtful that war men had any concern for nationzl honor and

that their statements can be trusted. Adams himsclf continued to put

16

a degree of emchasis on concern for honor. And threc of his

. - . . 17 o - ..
succesors tock a similar point of view. 7 But voodrow wilson,

examining the maritime rights interpretation in view of Adams! work

o

found the causes of the War of 1312 "sincularly uncertain."l8 It is

not surprising, then, that revisionist writers were to generclly

-

iznore the imvortance of maritirme sgrievances and seek the trus causes
of the war in only thosz rroblems that affected tlie frontier materially.
Acams influenced the cdevelonment of the revisionist school in

another way also. s ~illL , Lie polnted

)
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o the specific froniier oroblens from which revisionists were to infer
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tie war. fildretn ana oiner maritime riguts nistorians
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had knowvn that Zrontisrsuen talked of conquering Canuda and Zast
Florida and that they vere emibittered by the belief that the Zritish
e s i s ; P o 19 - .

in Canada were benind thelr troubles with the Indians. But tnes
earlier writers, althouch not always witnout misgivings as to war-hawk

motives, never connected such problems with frontier war sentinent.

15. Ivid., VI, nz. 117, 113.

1%, Iiid., VI, »o. 115, 122, 123, 143, 144, 155, 210, 211.

17. Van Tyme, "Jauses and Siznilicance Pe. 1321; Albert . fart,
Tormntion of the Union, 1780-1822 (lew forL, 1323), pn. 204, 205.
Kendric C. Babcock, The Rise of American Nationality ( ew York 1906),
DDe 3’ 37, JO'—J‘"V 'J1"o b3¢ 9C.

18. Woodrow VWilson, A History of the Anerican Deovlz, 5 vols.,
(iewr York, 1906), III, v. Z212.

19. See, for examplz, Hildreth, VI, o». 251-255, 267, 311, 313, 222.

’
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Adams actually did not co so, either. 3ut he caie close at timese.
He said war havks were willing to risk war with Ensland "on the chance
of creatinz a nation, of conquering Canada and carrying the Anerican

2 .- .
120 I'e also sa2id they sought to over-

T2

flaz to Zobils and Key
throw the Reoublican party's stand against a strong amy at a time
"vhen no foreisn nation threatened attack, and...avowedly for the
nurnose of conquest.”21 And, he said, villiam Henry Harrison's

campaign azainst the Indians in Indiana territory was ag;ressively
undertvaiken and "besun for no other otject than to win the valley of
e RICH . s ps \
the Wabash."™~ GHow wmuch siznificance Adams personally placed on
these stoteients is difficult to say. In the context of his
interpretation, they appear to indicate steps the war party wished to
take in bringinz about a general nationalization of the country. Thae
reasons behind this prozran were of less interest to Adams than the

nolitical mansuvers undertaken to carry it out. 32ut to the revisionists,
who were nore interestsd in socinl and economic causes than in political
elfzcts, tnese statements concelvably could have apoearsd to point to

the real causes of the war.

Acams! istory did not necessarily lead to tie revisionist
internretations. In fact, some rscent non-revisionist internretations
are related mors closely to Adams' work than are those of Pratt,
Howard Lewls, and Louis Hacker, which nevertheless sesm to have

developed from it. On the other hand, the revisionists, who were

oriented tovards a frontier-social annroach to American history, might

20. Adans, VI, ». 123
21. Toid., VI, p. 154.
22. Ioid., VI, p. 140.
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have doveloped their interpretations indenendently of Adans! work
had there been reason to supnose the %War of 1312 would be a good
sudbject for re-internretation. Eut the war is a fairly oobscure
event in Awerican history. And if they saw such reason, it is
prooacly decause of Adans' respected study, wnilch vrasented
evidence of e inadeguacy of the maritire rizhts internretation
and imnlicd that the frontier had rezsons of its own for wanting



CHAPTER IIT

The year 1911, the 100th anniversary of the mzeting of the
Har Congress, saw two imvortiant dsvelonients. Cne was the intro-
ducticn of tiie monogranh as a vehicle for studyinzg the causes of
the war. The other was the pudblication of the first of the revision-
ist intervretations. Revisionism doninated writing on the subject
for 20 years, and remains influential today.

With the excention of militery or naval histories, such as
Senson J. Lossins's or lMahan's, historians mreviously wrote of the
er panorana of American history. Ilow

he comingz of the war. IHowrard Leiwds!
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"A Re-analysis of the Causes of the VWar of 1812" marks a turning
point.l Tne more intensive studies stermied from a series of new
approaches, from Pro-ressive deflation of nationzlisn, from the
Turner frontier school, and from llarxis:ie.

The monozravhic avnrozch to the War of 1312 sacrificed a well
rounded e:iplanation of causes to a study of ons or more couses fitting
revisionists' points of view. Ifineteenth century historians, such

as Hildreth, at least mention=d btoth the vroblems of the fronticr and
those connected with the war in Burove. In the major revisionist
monographs, nowaver, the s»otlizht was focussd almost entirely on
frontier causes, and rarely, if ever, on nore than one or two of the

imvortant Ifrenticr procleis. Thus itnz historian who thinks, as

w

1. Eoward T. Lewis, "A Re-anclysis of tie Causes of the War
of 1812% Arcricana, VI (1911), op. 506-515, 577-535.

21
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Pratt himself conceded, that maritime causes may have teen as
irnortant as frontier ones,2 rot only finds no mention of nmaritie
auses in tnese studies, but finds little evidence to help him gzauge
tue relative imrortance of various frontizr causes. The impression
usuclly geined from these studies, if college teiitbooks may e
considered an accurate gsouce, is that the only factors relevant to
the coming of the war are szlectad economic and social problems of
the snarsely settled frontiér.
Levdis, who wrote the first of these monographic studies,
recognized the implications of Adans! findings and concludzd:
The War of 1312 was not waced primarily over the
question of neutral rights and impressment, obut
was rather forced on by men who were prompted by

other motives using tais excuse.J

he use of the "excuse" he szid, makes it appear in a study of the

[

Annals of Conrress thet neutral rizhts were the most important causes

of the war Yet, if this was so, he asked, why did llew Znzlend,

the section moct vitally interested in Eritain's maritime restrictions,
[
vote almost solidly azainst war,” while "Pennsylvania and the states
z
to the West and South of it" voted almost solidly for war?®
7

Althou;zh other historians had veen struck by this paradox,

none had offzered the solution to it that Lewils did. EHe concludzad

that with the exception of possibly six votes cast by memoers of

the anti-Zritish Society of United Irishmen, and a few others cast

2. Pratt, Exnansionicts, p. 1b4.

3. Lewls, "Re- analysis.' p. 533.

L, Ibid., p. 506

5. Itid., p. 507. Rew Zngland cast 12 votes in favor of war
and 20 acainst it in the House of Reoresentatives. (4vnpendix I.)

6. These statcs voted for war, 62 to 14. (Anpendix I.)

7. Schouler, II, p. 395.
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by Congressnen vho reoresented manufacturing interests, the majority
of votcs for war were cast by renresentatives (including soime from
Pennsylvania and ilew York), whose interests were "as thoroughly

n3

Western....as those of Kentucky or Ohio. Tre Western interests they
renresanted had little to do with impressient or orders in council,
Lewis implied.

Western interests, he said, centered upon desire for land.
Wnat Henry Adams saw as one factor, Lewls saw as the whole explanation.
According to Adams, althoush the West blamed the Britisn in Canada
for inciting and arming Tecumsenh's Indian federation, it was Tecumseh'!s
ve£o of the cession of the Viabash valley to the United Steates that
led to war.? The white nonulation of the Indizna territory, szid
Adcms, "wanted the lands of the Viabash even at the risk of war."lo
Lewis took a similar vosition. He said the conflict between whites
and Indians, which led to conflict with Zngland, was the result of

. - 11

Arierican settlers! necd for Viestern land.™™

There were three possible ways to bring about an "absolutely
necessary" expansion and make lond available for the country's growing
poruwlation, according to Lewis. Americans could acquire land from
the Indians, "peacefully or otherise," could move into Spanish Florida,

9]
or could expand into Canada.l“

Zecause they wished to live under the
Jurisdiction of the United States, they tooik the first course and

rurchased land from the Indians until the rise of Tecuwiseh threatened

8. Lewis, "Re-anclysis," pp. 507, 510. Hildreth also mentioned
tiie nunber of Irishrien in politics and in editorial positions. e
attributed the observation to Aurust Foster, the Eritish envoy. (Eilc-
reth, VI, pn. 316, 217.)
9. Adams, VI, pp. 83, 140,
10. Ivid., VI, p. 14C.
11. Lewis, "Re-analysis," p. 511.
2. Ibid., po. 511, 51Z2.

— — Py
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the arrangenent.13 Thenceforth, a fear that Tecumseh, with Britisa

encourazement, mizht unite Iortnern and Soutncrn tribes to drive tue

14

vhite man off the frontier becaime a driving force. Frontiersmen

also believed "Enzlish zold and Znglish duplicity" had prevented tie
United States fron ecquiring Zast Florida from Spain.l5 Thus,
according to Lewis, conflict with 3ritain was the indirect result of
fmerican efforts to acquire territories held by allies of Eritain.

&rericans bitterly looked toward Canada and saw an opportunity to rid
thenselves of a torcnter vy concuering it. They also anticipated
Z
. o . 6 .
desirable political results.1 As Felix Grundy of Tennessee sald:

I zm willing to receive the Canedians as adopted
brethren; it will have beneficicl political effecti;
it will precserve the equilibrium of the zoverrnent.
When Louisiana shall be fully peogled, the Lorthern
states will lose thelir power; they will be at the
discretion of otiers, they can be depressed at
pleasure, and then the union misht be endangered -

I therefore feel anxious not only to add the Floridas
to the fguth, but the Ccnadas to the Lorth to the
enpire.

Louis Hacicer, tne only other major exponent of the land
hunger interpretation, read an entirely differcent motive into the
projected conquest of Canada. Kacker at this time accepted the liarxist
intercretation of history, and saw the War of 1812 as an illustration
of capitalistic waste making imperialistic expansion necessary.18
A pioneering society is always on tie move because its primitive
azricultural techniques rapidly wear out the land, said Haciker. But

s

the pioneers wno exploited the Chio River valley during ihe early

13, Itid., pp. 510-512.
14, Toid., pp. 513-516.
15. Ibid., po. 578, 579.
16. Ioid., p. 577.

17. wng..o, lg, I P L"A-C
13. Wish, American Historian, p. 203.




25
rart of the nineteenth century raced a dilemmz. If they continuzd
to move west they would run into the prairie, where lumber, fuel,
and water were scarce.l9 COn tne other hand, tae agricultural lands

of Canada were lush and inviting, but uncer the control of a Foreizn

ng,
vower, iiacker believed the frontier presssd for war with Great

Britain in order to seize these lands.” 20 Despite the "lofiy

pretensions in which war sentiment was wrapped," he sai

The War of 1812 was ordered by an agricultural
ceople interested and sustainsd by tie soil and
was to have as its goal the acquisition of Canada,
not so uuuch because that meant the cuttinz off of
the living threat of Zngland, as because Canada
stood for grcat recserves of azricultural land.

In short, the West desired Canada and...sousht
war with Zng and.ﬂl

dacker's arpwients can be criticized in several weys. First,
his interpretation imnlies that the “est brought about the war oy

itselfs It had neither the vopulation nor the representation in
22

3]

Congress to do so.
Secondly, althouch he clained that white settilers only vre-

tended to fear the Indian menace as a ricans of justifying war, his

evidence fails to show that the fear was not real. He baszd his

contention on the fact that white settlers brougiat much of the

P
2
. o

. . . . . &
trouble uvon themselves by treasiting the Indians like wild animals.

Am_qs 1’13(3. baen avare ox tl’lis but ne Uel‘theless ulc'.intained that the
?
~

.k . .
fear of the Indians was genuine. iacker, however, souzht to supoort

9. Louis M. Hacker, ": esuerﬁ Land Hunger and the War of 1812,"
13sciscivni Valley Historiczl Roview, X (1924), pp. 365-295.
C. Ibid., op. 371, 334.
21. Ibid., p. 365.
22. Seec below, Chap. IV, p.34
22. Hacker, "Land Zunzer," po. 372-374.
24, See f.n. 9, this chanter.
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his contention by setting up a false standard to Jjudze the proble:m.

Should not the question be, not were tne Indians

a menace to some isolated areas of settlement,

wrere both sides erred in tneir conduct, but, rather,

¢id the Indians a2s a host threaten the existence

of the white civilization in the Ohio Valley?<5
This should not be the question. As Adams said of the Indian problemn
followinz Tippecanoe: "A general panic seized the people. The militia
dered not turn out, for while they collected zt one swot, the Indians
nizht attack their isolated cavbins. Zven Vincennes was thought to

be in danger, and the stream of fuzitives passed through it as

w26

rapidly as possible until deoopulation threatened the territory.
The Incicn could strike quickly and discppear guickly. The irndividual
settler had reason to fear for his own safety and that of his fanily,
raticr than avout tie future of the white race.

Hacker took staterments out of context in order to illustrate
western cGesire for Canada. He said, for example, that John Randolph
of Virginia uncovered tiae real rotive of the war hawks in his state-
ment that "agrarian cupidity, not maritime rights, urges the war. 127
But Randolph, at one time or another, attributed various motives

28

to them. Hacker also igrored evide:ice in travel accounts that the
vrairies were considered a desirable place to live. He claimed that

"returning travelers could write only of the possibilities of grazing

25. nacker, "Land Huazer," p. 373.

256. Adans, VI, o. 110.

27. Hacker, "Land Hunger," vp. 387, 333.

23. At other tines, Randolph said tle war was to be fought for

he benefit of hemp growers, for those wio wished to make vrofits
selling to the Ary, anc to give the llorth poliiical dominance. (Annals,
12, I, op. 450, 553.)



in this region. However, there was no likelihood that the poor
Immigrent would be temnted on this score, for herds needed capita 29
As Julius Pratt has pointed out, however, Jonn Zradbury, one of
Hecxer'!s sources for this statement, called the lands vorderinz upon
the prairies the best in the United States and dascribed Idssouri
territory as unsurpassed in the opportunities it offered settlers.” 20
Pratt also has noted that in 1812 the United States still contained
within its bordsrs, vast arounts of virtually unreopled timberland,
including about onz-third of Chio, most of Indiana, parts of Illinois,
all of ¥ichigan and VWisconsin, mnuch of ilinnesota and a hardwood belt

<.,

10C miles wide stretching from tiie Assissinn
2

Arkansas into Oldlzhoma.”

3 v

throu h Iissouri and

P

Fincally cker read unwarranted meanings into his evidence.

For example, in cormizinting on an article in the l[otionzl Intellisecncer,

.

he said:

The writer, in taliring of the lands beyond the
lississipzi, of course declared that the river
bottoms were nost desiratvle. Eut he went on to
say (the “rulrwes) re by no means contemntitlec...
Grass, zrain, and even hewmn and corm, nay te
raised in abundance. Jzter is casily owtained by
¢izzinz, and there are coals for fusl. JFances may
ve olflzetsd by hedzing or by plowing un the touzh
sward of the prairies, cutiing i1t into chwixs,

and laying then up like stone or orick. &s for
buildings, carth houses would do ver; nicely.l2

This statesment, according to Haclker, illustrated the conteant in
wiiich the idea of setiling the vrairie was held. It is "an excellent
Fad

exanple of what moaern wnsycholozy has so antly naued the defense

29. Hacker, "Land Hunger," oo. 391, 292.

20. Julius ¥W. Pratt, "westcrn War Alus in thb Viar ol 181z,n
desissinnl Voller hi"*orical Deview, ZIT (1925), ». 49,
Jl . .TO_L_Q. N

52e Hacker, "Land Huager," po. 339,390.
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rnetnodolo y.
Hacker disarrced with Lewis as to tne im

anada in tie cominz of the war. Lewls thought Aiiericans could have

teen content to continue moving westuard if their orosress hod not
been blocked tiiz Indinns. e i1mnlied that desire to conguer

Carade canse into focus only alter a lonz list of gricvances cojainst
ettt A ,,311,- S

Zritain hzd accuwuleated. [mcker, on the cother
rnen had no intention ol moving farther west. Their real reason for

for Canadian farm lands.

ck

soing to ter was lus
Desoite this inmportant diiference, howvever, Lewls and Eacker

are vulnerzble on similar grounds. For both assumed the cxistence

of a comnelling land hunger. Their intsroretations both rest on

this assunvotion, which neither of them susportied with concrete

evidence. Lewls inferrsd the reality ol land hun_er from the fact

that the center of rorulation was novinr vestward.o> Hacker simrly

adosted the hywothesis that land hunzer is a characteristic ol a

nionzering sccietr. e tried to it the evidence to that hyvothesis.
Lack of evidence, tosether with the findings of George Rosers

Taylor, incicates that the asswantion is false. Taylor has sheim

that a trief vonulation too:n immediztely following the Louisizna

purchase sloved to a trickle bty 1807 - at leacsht three years before
4

Tecunisen beczme a threat and four years before tie west started

a7

taliking seriously about the conqguest of Coernadza.”® Thus it seeus
2. Ioid., ». 290C.
34, Leuis, "”O-ﬁnalvs is," mn. 510-515.
35. TO; d- y D Jll, 512-
~/Z .
>C. -

Georze Nogers Tarlor, "Asraricn Discontent in the rissisc
invi Vallery Freceding the War of 1312," Journzl of Folitical =
TKKI“ (ly;l), on. 472 2,
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The land hunger



CHAPTLER IV

The land-hunger interoretations of Lewis and Hacker have
won few followcrs.1 But some writers have cited Fratt as the authority
for statements that contain Hacker's intercvretation, as well as
Pratt's. For example, Charles and Mary Beard said in The Rise of

American Civilization:

If in form the war on Zngland was dzclared for
commercial motives, it was in reality conceived
orimarily in the interests of agriculture.....
This fact the scholarly ressarches of Julius W.
Pratt nave demonstrated in a convincing fashion.e.
«.The men who voted in 1812 for the declaration
of war on Znzland represented the agrarian
constituencies of the interior and their prime
object was the annexation of Florida and Canada.
«++ for the purpose of adding more farmers and
nlanters to the over-balancing majority.2

And according to Richard Hofstadter, the War of 1312 was caused
by

Ixpansionism - what John Randolpn called 'agrarian
cupidity'.... Soutnern planters wanted the IFloridas
and korthern farmers wanted Canadae....As Julius W.
Pratt nas shown, enthusiasm for war with Engzland

raged along the broad arc of the frontier; resistance
to war was hottest in the old Federalist and mercantile
sections.J

These statements are misrepresentations of Pratt's position.

Despite the title of his book - Exponsionists of 1812 - Pratt did

not say that expansionism, at least insofar as it manifested itself

in desire for Canada, was the primary cause of the war. He did charge

1. Cune exception to this is Samuel Eliot Morison and Henry
Steele Commager, Thz Crowth of the American Republic (wew York, 1937),
I, pp. 307-310.

2. Charles and liary Zeard, The Rise of American Civilization,

2 vols. (Jew York, 1923), I, v. 393.

3. Richard dofstadter, The American Political Tradition (iew

York, 1951), pp. 39, 40.




that the men of the Southwestern frontier, wnho wanted Florida, ware
orimarily exnansionists. 32ut he connected expansionism with a feeling
of manifest destiny, rather than 'agrarian cupidity.! The latter
interpretation is that of Hacker. Pratt disagreed with it and wrote
an article in which he attempted to disprove it.4

Before Pratt's interpretation can be appraised properly, it
is necessary to know its sources and its contents. As Kendric Babcock
pointed out in reviewing the book, it contained few new ideas.5 A
re-interpretation of previously developed ideas, it wove together
three main strands: The Indian problem of the Northwest, Southwestern
dreams of expansion, and the political vroblems arising out of the
conflicting war aims of these two sections.

The Indian problem had been stressed by scveral of Pratt's
revisionist predecessors. It was an important rart of Lewis! land-
hunger interpretation.6 Dice R. Anderson called the conflict between
whites and Indians a natural outcome of Vestern expansion, but put
less emphasis on the critical nature of the expansion than did Lewis.7
Caristopher Coleman likewise stressed the Indian problem.8 So did
John F. Cady, who said Canadza became the center of hostilities between
Indians and American settlers following the battle of Tippecanoe,

because:

L. Pratt, "Western War Aims." See above, Chav. III, D. 27+«

S. American Uistorical Review, XTI (1926), p. 364.

6. See above, Chep. III, p. 23, 24.

7. Dice R. Anderson, "The Insurgents of 1811," /fmerican Historical
Association Annual Recort, 1911 (Washinzton, 1913), I, on. 171-176.

8. Caristovher B. Coleman, "The Ohio Valley in the Prelimincuries
of the War of 1812," }ississipui Valler Historical Review, VII
(1920), pp. 41, 42, 48.




There was no lonzer an Indian town to attack; it
was no lonser possible to sirike at the hostile

Indians except in connection with their Zritish

allies in Canzda..esareat Sritain, in one of her
choicest possessions, wes open to atiack; and the
West suddenly became interested in it as a future
field for expansion.9

As for desire for the Floridas, botn Hildreth and Adams were

aviars of American intrizues in that area preceding the war.lo Zdward

Channinz called the vpossibility of conguerins the Floridas a motive
for war among Soutihern frontiersnen, and inolied there was a conflict
in war aims betwesen those who wanted Florida and those who wanted
Canada.™ These ideas form the structure upon which Pratt developed
kis intercretation. ZIZut he went into more detall than cid his
pradccessors and did a better job of docwienting his assertions. iis
worx also has been better accepted than any of the others. For
thiese reasons, his arijwient deserves consideration in some detail.
Pratt devoted tne first chapter of his booir to the Indian
rroblem cnd to the war fever he szaid develoned out of it. Tas
orimary cause of desire for war in the lortawest, he decided, was
"the corviction that the Eritish in Canada were in unnoly allicnce
with the Vestern Indians, and that only oy cutting off the Indians

from Zritisn sunvort could the West gain peace and security.”l2

9. Cady, Miestern Cpinion," p. L34,
10. Adams, VI, p. 122; “1lcr“t“, VI, p.
11. Sdward Channing, A History of thz United Statcs, 7 vols.,
(ZYew York, 1935), IV, p. 455.
12, Pratt, Zxnansionists,
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Other motives - comiercicl, zoliticel, punitive -
playad a ovart, but tie overmastering desire of the
neople of the Iorthwest was to feel free to cevelop
their country without peril from those Indian
concpiracies which were universally o°11eved to

have tnelr origin in 3ritish Ccnada.id
Pratt traced the origin of tials fecling to ike days
of the Revolution, when Zritein had enlisted the military aid of

the Indians. During the period between the veace of 1783 and Jay's

.

treaty, tiie Indians had resisted Arierican attempts to settle the

Jortivest territory in order to protcct their allies' monopoly of the

fur trade. Zven at tnis ecrly time, he scid, "relations between tne
14

2ritish and Incians vecame a staanding srievance to the United States."
Tension eased teuporarily along the border after Britein turned over

the lorthwest vosts to the United States in 1796, but began to increase

15

again after the breaking of the Teace of Amiens in Zurope. Such

war-like talk as camne from the frontier between 1307 and 1310 was
the resudt of imgressrient and other EZritish maritime offenses, said

Prett, but gracually the fear of renewed Indian attacxks in case of

V4
15 1150, increasing conflict

1

wer becane unpernost in testern minds.

with the Incians slovly helred to form new Vestern grievances against

o N

Eritain and to bring demands that, instead of fignting a defensive,

naval war acainst Britain, the United States should take the offensive,

drive Britain from Canada, and thus end the Indian menace for all time.l7

13. Ibid., po. 58, 59.

14, oid., p. 19, See also »p. 20, 27, 23.
15. Itid., po. 23, 24%.

16. Ioid., vp. 2k=32.

17. Ivid., pve 31-42,
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Pratt szid this change in cttitude was the result of "the rise of
Tecumsen and the Provhet, the battle of Tinpecanoe, the outspoken
vosition of their Conzressmen, tozether with the current belief that
the British were behind all their Indian troubles."18
Thus far Pratt's interpretation resembles that of Jady and
others. 2Zut the problem of Indian-3British relations was iimortant
vrimarily in the Chio V&lley,19 which at this time contcined only two
states. Chio and Kentuciy had a combined total of seven seats in
the House 0of Revresentatives and cast only six of the 79 votes for
war. <0 Among their representatives were such outspoken advocates of
war as Henry Clay and R. M. Jonnson of Kentucky. Zut earlier revision-
ists obviously took too narrow a persnective when they said, "that
section of the coutry, aided by elements in the South, virtually
brougat on the war "l After 211, those "elerents" in the South
cast nearly half the votes for wer
Pratt realized this. He also realized that the Indian
problem could not explain the Southern votes. Casting about for
a peculiarly Southern reason Ifor wanting war, he hit upon desire for
the Floridas and concluded that
If the frontiersman of the iorthwest demandzsd war
with Great Iritain as incdispensable, his kinsman

of the Southern bordsr at least saw in 1t a means
of fulfilling his expansionist Greams. <2

18, Itid., p. .

19. Pratt, "ider Adwms," pn.e 38, 37.

20. Annels, 12, I, p. 1637. Clay, the Speaker of the House did
not vote.

21. Colewun, "Chio Valley," p. 40. Sce Appendix I.

22. Pratt, Iimansionists, p. 120,
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Southern frontisrsmnen wanted war in order to conquer not
only the TFlorides, but the ilexican Zrivire as well, said Pratt.z3
But he could shou evidence of this desire only in the states of
Tennessee and Georzia, which sent such war men as Felix Grundy, Janes
Rhea, and George Trouv to the Twelfth Congress. This added six more
votes to the total cast for war, moking a total of only 12 votes for
war from the lorthwestern and Southwestern frontier states. These
states, it mey well be noted are tiie ones which test fit Turner's
definition of the frontier as the territory on the hither edze of

free land. The relative insignificance of the frontier, as Turner
defined it, in the coiing of the war is thus ovvious. Pratt, however,
called the war a frontier measure, and partially solved tne problern

of a lack of frontier votes by claiminz uncer this catezory riost

of the war votes of lew Hompshire, Vermont, lew York,zu Western
Pennsylvania and Soutn Carolina. Under his definition, the fronticr
consisted of the rim of a huge crescent strsiching from liew lampsinire
to Georzia. It included all the territory bordering on Canada, Indian
country, and Spnanish holdings.25 Along this rim lived those
representatives who were riost outspoken in cdemanding war and in
desiring expansion.26 (Pratt iuclied thet Chio Valley Congressrien

had teen ahead of their constituents in desiring the annexation of

Canada.)?? A vote cast by a represertative living on the rim of

23. Ibid., p. 225.
24, Some border constituencies in Vermont and ilew York did
not vote for war, however, wvhile one of the three new York votes

was cast by a rerresentative ITrom maritime Long Island. See voting
rap in Samuel F. Zemis, A Diplonatic History of tne United States,
(iew York, 1955), p. 157.

25. Prcott, Zxpansionists, ov. 126, 127.

6. Ibid., po. 126-1283.

27. Tbid., D. 4.
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the crzscent enerally was a vote for expansion, he said, while
Conzressmen living closer to the canter of the crescent tended to be
- . . 28 5 — < o ps s

disinterested in expansion. Zven under Pratt's cdefinition tle
war of 1812 doecs not anpear an overvnelminzly {rontisr-expansionist
enterprise. The votes from the "rim of the cresceat" included thre

ch from lew Lampshire and Vernont, two from llew Yorx (the other vots
for war in that state was cast by the representative from Loag Island),

Io)

one from Chio, merhans eizht from Pennsylvania,” =9 five from Kentucky,
three from Tennessee, possibly six from South Carolina (two other
South Carolina votes were cast by Charlestonians whom Pratt acdiitted
were not expansionists), and three from Georsiaz. The total is 34, or
31 less than the 65 votes that would have ziven the war neasure a
bare majority. ZEven with the possibls addition of two votes from
what was then the ilassachusetis district of laine, plus the votes of
Henry Clay and Peter Porter - war nen who did not participate in the
voting - less than half ths votes cast for war can be internreted as
revresentinz frontier interests. Furthermore, the totzl is even less
impressive if the six South Carolina votes are subtracted, as the

30

findings of Margaret Latimer sugsest they should be

3

~

28. Icid., ppo. 126-123
29. This is based on an estimate by Werren H. Goodaan, "T
of the Var of 1812; A Study of Chanring Interpretations," llissi:
Valley Historical va1vn, '"V“II (1941) pp. 171-136.

)O. Marzeret K. Latimer, "South Carolina - A Protazonist of the
War of 15812," American Eistorical Review, LXI (195¢), pp. 914-929.
According to liss Latimer, South Carolina alresady was a hoaozeneous
state. Tidewater planter and upland farmer both faced the sane major
oroblem - the nrice of cotton. The effect of 3ritzin's naritime
restrictions on that price influenced South Carolina's attitude
toward war, accorolng to Xiss Latinmer.
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Thus asswiins for the monent that even 34 or 36 votes did

represent exnansionist sentiient, it seems clear tnat the outcome
of tnhe vote on war cannot be explained in teras of expansion alone.
At least 43 votes for wer were cast by Congressmen living toward the
center of the crescent, who, by Pratt's adiission, were not interested
in expansion. At least four of these votes were cast by ilassachusetts
men, one was from Kew York, two from Iew Jersey, at least eight from
Pennsylvania, 14 from Vircinia, and six each from Maryland and lorth
Carolina. Thus it would seem reasonable that a meaninzful analysis
of the vote should consider their motives, as well as thoss of
frontiersmen, since it is evident that the men {rom the rim of the
cresceny, who adwrittedly included in their nuroer wmost of the talent
of the war party, did not have enouzh votes to pass the war nieasure
21 .
by themselves.”™ Pratt's analysis of the proceedings of the Tielfth
Conzress does not take the motives of non-expansioaists into account.
Pratt believed that the Vier of 1812 was the result of a
deal between Iorthern and Southern frontiersmen, who entered the
Tvrelfth Congress in a mood to fight a war for expansion but nearly
changed tuneir minds after the debate over Congressional reapportion-
ment underscored the differences between lorthern and Southern
interests. They finally agresd to declare war only on the condition
that both Canaca and the Floridas would be incorporated into th

0
Union to preserve tae sectional balance of power.””

ol

31. Wor leaders who ¢id not represent froantier interests in-
cludad Robert Wright of liaryland, Lan:sdon Cheves and William Lowundes
of Charleston, South Carolina, and perhaps John C. Calnoun, if iiss

-~

Latiner's analysis of South Carolina ccuses is corrccte
52. Pratt, Zxnoncionists, Chan. III.

I
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Sven if this anzlysis were correct, a full explanztion of
the war vots would still recuire a study of the motives of the more
than 40 men who apnarently voted for war for some reason other than

exnansionisn. However, cven this nmartial explanation cannot be

suprorted.

o

The Concressional annortionment of 1311 was the ons bit
of concretes evidence which Pratt could nresent to support his

nortionment in the Twelfth Congress (1811-13) had

intercretation. Apr
been based on the ratio of one renresentative to every 33,000 residents
of a stzte. TFollowing the census of 1310, sevaral other ratios were
nrorosed, includinz 35,008, 37,000, 28,000, and 40,000. The one

finally decided upon in the House of Reoresentatives was 37,000 -

the highest ratio at which no state would lose a representative. The

9

Senate, however, changed the ratio to 35,000, wiich would give ilew

Yorx, ilassachusetts, and Pennsylvania two extra seats each, and llew

Hampshire, Vermont, Delaware, Virginia, and Georzia one acditional

scat.o” The House turned down this amendment but voted again when the

Senate refused to yield. This time it approved the 35,000 ratio,

to 62.34
Pratt sz this vote as evidence of a serious Lorth-Soutn

clezveace in the country, with lorthern Reoublicans and Federz

votinz tog

=) (&)

ether azainst their Southern counterparts and orthwestern
frontiersmen votiny with the lorth azzinst the South and Southwest.

An @l most solid North faced an almost solld South across thne Fotowmac,
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illustratinz a "cleava:z bestween the commercial and nlanter states,

W25

the free and thz slave staies. s a result, the war party solit

and »lans for war nearly were discardzd.

al leaders of each section, rezardiess of

trusted any acdition to the vower of tne

;ould seem natural thet rorthern and

Southern Rznublicans should have viewed different

the crogrom of territorial erpansion now before

t.e coun .  Lorthern Renublicans, thousn till now

nev had surnortzd the occupation of Florida and

tne adnission ol neiw states to the Soutnwest,

would Zear the additional oower th:t such measures

voqu even*uaWIy sive the South. Jnd on the other
and, could a Soutihcrn Reoublican...favor wholecheart-

9313 the annexction ol Cﬂnad vwhich would mean

evantually the adcition of several northern states?
ntuckians, oerhaps, mi ht wish with ecual zeal

For exnansion north and south,....3ut tne states

north and northeast of Kentucliy could hore to

receive no bernefit, and must see a political danger

in annezxing Florida, wiile the states to the soutn

end southeast must feel a sin 1larlj lukeswarm interest

in the annexation of Canada.J0

0 Q

This interrretation is highly cuestionzble. There is
evidence that other intesrestis ws 2t least as imortant 2s cecetional
the reanvortionnent vote. IZ the vote was
strictly a scctionel one, it would mean that Georgia, Zlaryland, and
Delaware, which voted for the amendient, must hove identified their
interests with those of the Iorth, whilz llew Jerscy and Chio, wihich

el Dna y ilioning themselves with the South.

"1t the excertion of ilaryland, however, the vote of each ol these

states coincided with the statshs own interest.:

ct
5
g
6]
2}
3
o

Georria and Delaware, each stood to gain an additional sca

35. Pratt, Exnansionists, vpn. 135-128.

26. Ibid., p. 139

37. Statistics relatin: to the reanportionment vote are to be
found in Avoencdix ITI.
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ariendrent, which was introduced by Senator Jemes A. Dayard of
Del':u-:':n‘e.j'S Chio and Kew Jerssy, on the other nend,faced larzer
ur.r e oresented fractions if 25,000, rather than 37,000, wecre

sulat

o
o
Q.
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o
o
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o
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ons. This meant they would be relatively

less well reprcsented thon states whose fracticns were sneller, aund

1

would heve to nay higher tares ver reprcsentative. 29 Thus self-interest,

rather than sectionsl fecling, prouably governed the votes of thece

four states. :
Self-interest may have influenced the vote of every frontier

stute, as well. In addition to Georgia, the states of Vermont and

v

Ilew Hanpshire each stood to gz2in a seat. GBSach voted for the emendnent.

L

.

So did Liew York and Pennsylvania, which had frontier districts, and
vhich stood to rain two seats each. Kentucky, Tennessee, and South
Carolina, which foced much higher unrepresented frantions at 35,000
than at 37,000 voted azainst the amendiient. Thus it is pernaps
significant that tiie votes of every frontier state except Geor_ ia

) 1,

and Chio coincided with both state and sectional interssts, but that

1 . .

in thoss two instances, it was state interest that toox preccdence
In adcition, Chio's vote can be seen as failing to coincide witn

5

sectional interest only if one asswies that Chic considered itsell a

orthern, rather than a lestern state. There is no evidence that

it did.
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This feslinzs played no ceron-
stroble role. If the discussion is cxpanded to include non-fronticr

states, it will be noted that Loth Raode Icland and Conrecticuti,

I (December 7, 1312), p. 252.
409,
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o

which faczd larcor uwnrepracented fractions wnder the amencacnt,

nevertheless voted for it. Z2Zut lew Snzlancders had objected stren-

.

vously to the idea of admitiinz Louisiana and othner new asrarian

ne Union, out of fear that their own sccticn would be

«
o+
(@]
ct
(]
19}
ct
o
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strinped of its politicel power. Under the amendnent, lew Zngland

by

stood to zain four seats, whicn would increase its repressntation in
T 9, Al L'(O
the House by more than 10 por cent.
Virginia, which voted unanimously azainst the amendient,
may also niave been motivated ty fear of losing political power.

The "ecradle of Presidents" was in sowme danger of losing its near-

niononoly of that office. Dewitt Clinton, a lew York Republican, was

attomnting to rally liorthern and Westcrn surnport to end Virginials
e ws L1 o sq n . P

domination. Ard the Revuolican faction that included Senators

Sarmuel Smith of Ilaryland aond iichael Leio of Pennsylvaenia and Iditor

1.

Willian Duane of the Pailadelvihia Aurora, already had broken with
Hadison over his cdismissal of Smith's brotner as secretary of state
and his retention of Albert Gallatin es secretary of the treasury.
- . e e . L2
This group was moving into the Clinton camw. Thomas Ghiolson of
Virginia pointed out that tie lorthern and eastern states stoed to
(=) L

gain nine seats under the amendment while the South and West would

only goin two. Gholson mey uell havz been referring to the bLackers

L0, At a ratio of 27,000, ilew Zngland would have had 37
renresentatives in the Thirteenth Congreos; at 35,000 it was to
have L1,

4l. Irving Zrant, Jomes liodicon, The Precideont, 18C9-1812,
(Zlewr York and Indicnapolis, 195G), noe 452, 453.

Clinton vas wasuccecsiul in his efforts to gain tne support of
Vicctern Reouolicens. Lowecver, it is ironic that the Zrie Canal. the
construction of which Clinton wos urging in 1811, wvas to play a
important role two or thireec decedes 1ater in helping to 5lean1"n the
viest to tne lortheast oolitically and economically.

2¢ Ibid., p. 455.




L2
of Clinton when he charzed the rorthern stotes with seekiny political

vrenonderance. For Charles Cutts of Lew Hampshire, 2 iadison

suvporier, interoreted the Senate amendnent as an attemnt by Lortherrers

LVL:' Ab <,.F

to gain electoral wvol rate, Virginia was the only state

=)

which voted azainst the amendzient in the face of a potential extra

seat.&5 The amendment would have given her 23 representatives. But

according to GCholson, Virzinians originally favored maxing the ratio

~

40,000, even tnougn tnat would have given them 20 seats - two fewer

, b6 r

than they already possessed. nder thet particular ratio, the

states to the north and cast of Virginia would have gained only five

¥

sezts over their renresentation in the Twelfth Congress, while the

South and Yest would have gained nine seats, cespite Virginia's loss. b7

(=]
Thus the South and Viest would have made a net gain of four scats.
At the ratio of 37,000, the Scuth and Vest would have had a nst zzin

of three seats. 2Zut at 35,000, the Iorth and Zast were to gain a

o

A LS e s . .
net of four seats. Virginia's vote thus may represent a sectional

-

interest. But her own arbition to rewain the home of Presicents ney
1
have caused her to identify herself with a certain section.
Other than in Virzinia and the two llew &ngland states

previously mentioned, the voles on reapnortionment in only tuwo other

states seen to Jusiify thne conclusion thnat any factor beside state

L3, Aanels, 1z, I, oo. 411, 412.

L, trent, Th2 Presideont, p. 384,

L5, See Avpendix II.

bé. innels, 12, I, pp. 411, 412,

L7, iiled Resister, I (lLov. 30, 1811), De 237.

S. Iu‘Lq.

49. Ferhaps it is not entirely coincidental that Virzinia and
the states to tne south and west of her all voted for iladison in
1312, Cnly thres other statzs - Vermiont, Pennsylvania, and liary-
land - Jjoinsd themn.
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interest was cdecisive.

amendment, desp

-~

wnrecresented fraction. And Pen

by a vote of 11 to 7, cdesuits

additioncl seatg.)o

quarrel of the political leaders of

thne administration.

the House of Feore wnich

Dec. 5, voted to

atives from a2 from Pe

wland and one
in favor of it, while two other Pen

51

the first time also voted for it.

ilaryland cast

ite tue fact tnaat sha

It is interesting to note

only one vote against th

=

was thercby voiling for a larcer

nsylvania voted for the amendient only
the fact that 1t offered her two

Zoth of these votes, however, mey reflect the

~

Haryland and Pennsylvania with

in this resard, that

L

turiied cown the Senate amendrent

accert it Dec. 18 orimarily because tihree represent-

Ia
adic

nnsylvania chanzed their votes

r1sylvanians who feiled to vote

The Pennsylvania and Maryland

votes thus apnear to revresent rolitical maneuvering, rather than

the deen-seated, ssctional interests sugzested by Pratt. Pennsylvania
. . e . 52

was still a strong-hold of Jeffersonian Republicanism. Aand

Pennsylvania and raryland were to join Virsinia in voting for liad

in 16812, thus thuarting

who could hava defcated

A
h

little to indicate that they would I

if sectional or factional interests

thie Clintoni
hin with their

s for the states on the edge of

ison

ans and other onponents of liadison,

co-onera tion.”?”

ratt's Crescent, there is

-

ich

ave voted aguinst state interest

A
dica

d failed to coincice with it.

50. Apmendix IT.
5l. Iilecs! Ao
defeated Dec. 5, 05 to Gi; it
who changed tneir votes

g ot
paioyve!

-~
WS

in favor o:

.f‘

or, I, po. 256, 29

CA.

25, 296. The anendient was
ssed Dee. 13, 72 to (2.

it were Joseph Kent, Petx

.
L1088

er Little,

and Samuel Ringsold, of laryland, and Aaron Lyle of rennsylvanize
Villiam Rodman and 4dsm 8 ybert, of Pennsylvania, were tne two who
had rot voted the first tine. A1l were Republicans.

52. J‘Lflr'll":lu, VI, e 1'7'\ 171,

2. Madison defeatad Clinton in the electorzl collz s, 123 +o
39. The 36 electoral votes of Pennsylvania and Maryland wers
necessary for his victoryr



1 b
1

Cutts, o suonorted the odiinistiration, unsverineless votzd for the

amend:iie waiclh gave lzw damvwsnire an extra csat in Congress. 3o
did Janes Fick and trne rest of the Vermont delcegation.  Vernoat, the

only lew Inagland state to vote for iladison in 1312, zlso stood to

cl—

s N

zaln ons seat. TFisx, wWho was a war nen, Justified the amendient

the zround that it provided well-deserved seats for Vermont

o

1

and Fedcralist Delaware, Lotih of which previously had had large
unrenresantad frnctions.yé And Jaes Aneca of Teoanessce, ©
of wiich stete coineidad with that of Virzinia, nevertheless lwip
inia with the othor large states - lew York, Pennsylvanla, and
assachuscits - denouncing a neasurs that would ive
fraction lar;zr than the couninzd total of these lour statcs.55
Fron a study ol the Congressional detates and the rocsults
of the votc on reasportionaent, it is evideat that state interest
was thes cdomilnant issue. Tiere is no evideince that tais vote
illustirates sectionzl interest in any of the states unich Fratt clained
were reoresented by expanscionists. Thus there sesuis to bs no basis
for Prati's conclusion that the reapnortionnent vote proves tne
e:iistence of a s»lit within the war oarty which had to be mendod
beforzs war could be daclarsd.

whether one accents Fratt's interpretation of a split in
the war party thus depends larcely on wnether he is convinced that

the apportionment vote proves the existencs of such a solit. liost

of his other evidsnce is circuastantial and, as Pratt adaitited, would

54. Annals, 12, I, . 4OS.
55. i01d., De hO?.



4s
prove little excent for the "xmown situation" that he claimed his
analysis of tiis one vote demonstrated. This evidence consists
imarily of a statement by Grundy, replies to it by John Randolph,
the results of the detote over usz of militia, and the conjecturss
of tio Federalist senators.

Grundy's statoment is tae often-cucted ona in which ne said
he was villing to receive both Canada and the Floridcs into the Uaion
in order to rreserve the political belan 3.56 It may be significant
that this stateuent was made while the apportioament bill was being

b o0

decided and was nreswicoly of grect ilaportence in the ninds of

. e

Conzressien. 1t would be even more siznificant to know to whom the

staterent was direcied. I it was intended for fellow mewmbers ol the
frontier wor party, tnis is evidence of a split. However, if Henry
Adans was correct in asswiinz that this and &ll other remarks of the
war hawks were dirscted at the "40 or 50" Housz menbers imo "would
vete for war only if they must," this does not indicate that namvers

the war party were worried svout aansxation. 57 4 study ol the
apportionment debates and vote indicates, as has been stated previously,
that revresentatives from the "centar of the Crescant," such as Rebert
Wricht of lzryland and Gholeoon of Virzinia were more conceriied chous
the sectionel balance of pouer than wers frontiersien, wao tended
A
to thinlk in terns of their own states! interes'r,s.50 Tirus il there wss

.

any rear at this tin

Eal

2 as to the consegquences ol a war for sxpaneion,

it probably was being expressed by meumbers of a zroup that was not

o

interested in expansion anyiay.

55 See avove, Cnan. III, p. 24.
57. Adams, VI, pp. 153,

~

5. Annals, 12, I, po. 40L-412
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O
If the "school of Virginia and Peansylvania® actuclly was

the tarzet of thais and other Congressional speechies, Rondolpa's

b}

rexly mekes more sense than it otherwise would. There would be

.

advantages in war for men from boih "Tennessee aond Genessce," he

-

said. Zoth the rorthwest and the Soutnuvest would prorit from the

;4

acquisition o7 Canadz. It was the IDastern seabozrd, sald Razndolpn,
that had nothing to goin and much to lose from ware It would be
cefenseless in tne face of Zritisn invasion and probable slave
uorisings, while he said he could see the capitzl wmoving pro ressivel
westward.59
Randoloh, as Pratt adiiittzd, stood alone at the tiie and
picked any argumént he could find to discredit the war party. €0
This does not mean, however, that he hoped or attempted to discredit
these men in their owvm eyes. His chief hone ol preveating war
lay in convincing the "40 or 50" that war was not in their interest.
It was provably to them that he addressed these remarks.
Pratt, however, concluded that for once Zzndolvih's remarks
made such an impression on Southeri war nmen that they refused to
grant permission to the Fresident to usc militia for tie conguest

of Canada.él The vote on that issue 1s not recordzd in the Aunals

of Conzress, but the "wearying debate," which Pratt neglected to

P Y

analyze, gives some indication of the rsasons permission was not

granted.
59. Ibid., p. &:1.
€0. Fratt, Ziooncionists, o. 144. Sse above, Chan. IV, f.n. 28.
61. I.}ido, ppo lL"'J‘, l'J’5o
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A Tew s»eckers - notably Cheves of South Carolina, Tirigit
of iaryland, and Samuel iicKee of Kentucky, argued that although the

Constitution liuits the use of militiz to executing the laws of the

. . . .

2tion, suppressing insurrection, and repelling invasion, tne section

that grants Conpress ths rizht to declare war and rzise armies permits
it to designate other uses to which the militia may be put, as long

as those uses are 'necessary and prover."
Reoublicans, on the other hand, took the view that Conzress must
1imit the use of militia to the soecific situations prescribed by
the Constitution, rather than read imrlied nowers into the rizht

€3

to declares var. The cuestion thus was a constitutiornzl one, and

Grundy, wno believed it would bs unconstitutional to uss the militia
to invade Canada, said he favored keeping it within the United States
to release volunteers for the invasion. The action of Congzress,

he said, could not make an unconstitutional measure constitutional.
Therefore, the decision as to how to use the militia should be left
up to Madison.64 There is no evidence thati any member ol the war
verty was trying to prevent the conausst of Canada. The perty
traditionally had chamnpioned strict internretation of the Constitution,
and most of its members undoubtedly found it difficult to see how
implied powers could be read into the use of militia, when thae
Constitution snecifically listed the conditions under which militia

could be employed. Again a "imown situation" would have to be asswnied

in order to recad anything more than an honest difference of Constitu-

€2. Annals, 12, I, op. 735, 739, 743, 752.

63' LJ_JE." pp‘ ?L"O’ 760) 765-768’ 771"') 775) 77?: 7?3s 7911 79 ’
799

6‘1”. Iuifii, pp- 7:3, 7730
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tional internrctation into the debates on this natter.

The remainder of Pratt's evidence consists primarily of
suesses by Bayard and william Hunter as to the rmotives of the war men.
Bayard urote to his nenhew in illay, 1812, that the war vote had been
held up by a srlit in the war party over incorvorating Canada into
the United States.65 Hunter, sneaking acainst a declaration of war
uvon Spain in 1813, charced that lortherners and Southerners had rade
a deal to split the sn»oils of war. M"le consent thal you may conguer
Canada, permit us to conguer Florida."66

Bayard adaitted that his conjecture was based on rumor,
althouzh "I am inclined to think it true."67 But it may be signif-
icant that he said no more about the matter, although he could
write on June 11, "there is no secrecy between the menmvers of the
two houses." In the same letter, he said:

You will perceive the propriety of not quoting
my name for any orinions you rigy rorm inferred fron
sy letters. What I suggest is conjectural and has
no advantage over your own congectures......Uu
4Ls for Hunter's cnarge, Pratt noted that Zunter "wos a Fecerelist,
and his testimony relative to Henublican log-rolling is to be
received with caution, but this statenent fits so neatly wita tae

. . \ ve . £9 o s
known situation thot we canrot disrezard it."%7 Azein it must
be stresssd that Fratt rever successfully established the existcornce

of this "knovm situation."

Annual Rernort of the Amcrican
pr. 1956, 197.

CO. .n...ﬂglo, 12, TI PO 51,&), 5:’.'.

¢7. Duzyard, v. 197.

68. Izid., p. 200.

69. Fratt, Zzponsionisis, po. 149, 150.

IT'
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Thus Tar the discussion has been concerned wita denonstrating
the lack of evidence for Prati's internretation of & split betlieen
northern aad southern girancionistce .ow a further question must
oe asked. Did the war pcrty went wor srimarily as a means of
brincins about territoriel excansion?

As Pratt said, Congressien from the lorthwest gradually came
to call for an offencive war z;ainst Sritzin, "perhaps rost of all
[because 0f) sheer e rasneration at the long continued dilatory fashion

f handlins the nation's Zoreirn af’airs."7C Murthermore, accorcingz
to kis testimony, if rorthirestern Congressnen wanted war for expansion,

they evidently did not reflect the attitudes of their constituents.
Thus on the tasis of his own admissions, it is difficult to sece how
Pratt could justify his excansionist internretation of the causes of
whe war.

should be recucibered in this connection that there nad
been war hawks in Congress vefore 1811. As rorman Risjord has shown,
the electicns of late 1610 and 1S1l added considerably to the talent

the war party in the persons of Calhoun, Join Harper of lew

Hampsaire, Peter Porter of llew York, and others. Zut this party
was no stronger numerically than it had been in tihe Elcventh Coa:ress,

from which Pratt cited only three snecches urgzing the conguest of

Canada or ezpounding manifest destiny.72 In one of those specches

]

Clay told the Senate, "the cornquest of Canada is in your powar," and

said he saw a "nzw United States...embracing not only the old

70. Ibid., pe 42. This is similer to what Adans had said. Sce
Adams, VI, pp. 115, 123, 155,

71l. Seze above, Chap. IV, »p. 33, 3.

72. lorman K. Risjord, "1clZ2: Conservatives, War Howks, and
the Nation's Honor," Tillici and inry Quorcerly, XVIII (lool/, p. <0Q0.
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thirteen ciates, but the entirs cowntry ecst ol tihe ldsslissipei,
inclucing zast Floride, and soue of the territories to tue north of
< Virginia Senator willian Giles, wio later voted a_ainst

a resolution callin; for the invaslon of botn Cancda and Zast Flofluu,/4

(=]

n

ursed curing the Zleventh Congress tie expulsion of the critish from
Canada.  So cdid Johnson oi Kentucky, vho saw tne conquest of Ccnada
mointaining tiie "maritine and territorial" rijnis of
he natio&.75 Ctiier thian these tarec sneechies, all tihe statements
Pratt cited as indiceting desire for Canada werc made after the batila
of Tionecanoe in Loverber, 1811l. llor did Pratt show any eviczice o
such sentiment in the lorthuestern press belfore Tionecanoe. Yet a
war party existed for song reason in the Ileventh Congress and wos
elected to the Twelfin Con:raess as riuch as a ryear belore tne West and
its revwresentotives began to call seriously for tie conguast of

Canade. It opuears, thnen, wWiot even as an explanation of the

actions of Con ressiien from the northern Ifroatier, Fratvi's exvancionist

intersretation is superiiciczl.
The same stateuent can be made about his explanction of

causes of war in the South, where he claimed both Conzressuen and
their constituents wented war for exnansion. A recent article by

William A, Welier, Jr. sunports Prati's contention thut Tennessceans,

ct least, were cxmansion-ninded vrior to tie Vor of 1812, Zut
neither Wzlker nor Pratt has chowm that Tennessseans needed or even

7. Arnels, 13, I, w0, 579,
4. Frate, 4:>ﬁ“"1o;1"*:, jofe
?5' Ann £~131 11, I9 PP 579,
76. Willica A. valker, jr., "Mio
the War of 1312," Tenresces listoriczl Luarts

20-37.
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thouzht they needed a war in order to fulfill the destinay they
fimozined was theirs. Until the time war was declared, it was far
froa certzin that tie United States would khave to i ht the most
poueriul nation in tie world in ordsr to tcke the Floridas from a
eax Sgain.77 west Flerida revolted ancd was incorporated into tne
United Siates by Zecutive order even before the war party was
lected to the Twolith Co"‘re°s.f0 In January, 1011, Con;
gave lladison authority to occuny Zast Florida either as 2 result of

)

veacelul nejotiztions with the Spanisa cuthoritics or as a means

of mroventing Zritish occupation.‘9 Zven after April, 1312, wien

the Frecicent's asent, Georse iliathews, nada to be disnissed for

n
b}

b

violatin: tiz nzutrality laws ol tlie United Statecz so flazrantly

=3

as to tring strong proiects from btoth S:icin and ner Lritisn ally,

Iz
445

tierec is no evicence that the Amcrican policy of suvporting insur_ent

fezctions, as continuved by D. B. Iitckell, was not exvecied to bring

o
all of Florida under contrvl of the United States eventaally.“o
Ls 1t was, Pratt chowed rno evidence that the press of Tennessce
and Gzorzia linked the conquest of Florida with a war with Sritein

vefore tie Twel th Conzress met, ot which time, as Adans yput it,
wor fever sont the nation.
In viewr of the 2bove discussion, Frati's intcroretation

b)

se2us neither newr, profound, nor corraci. Yet it enjoys presti

[ply \ ™ m TTead L A LAt o L Tt 2 Al T et Ll
7. A. L. Zurs, Tho V“*p:¢ £uooss, Greoay Zritoin, and Zritish

Uorth Aterica (Iew Heven, 1940), n. 205.

~4 At o~ A
/Q. uru. t ..1‘“ l“ﬂu iO.AU, _OD. lUl--li)O-
Lok s . ~~de "
['90 roe vb’ —4.4- u.Al__s)A _Luluu, po "7}3’.

'3 . I_,_LCA- ’ I):). 115—1.1_90

ole hAqums, VI, pe 112,



amon. texnt-boox writers, ™ walle historians cevaloping totally
13 2ferent internretations have accentzsd poerts of its thesis without

an

question.”~

Th.e reason for tiils »restije wmsyr lie in tie fact that

(e

o
oY
3]

Tooncionists of 1012 rellects an agsroach to hisiory thed

voptlar 40 years @0 and still Tinds suonorters. Pratt's

J.

was disillusioned by the coursc of covaslonieat the United States had

talien since the Civil tler. American society had become class-ridan

w

and dominated by irres»onsibls canitvalists. The country hacd token a
Crief fling at imverialisn. The wer to Macke the world safe for

deviocracy™ had ended in another zrab for spoils and in the failure of
the Sencte to ratify the Treaty of Versailles. The United States wes

{
iato smug complaceancy, with the zeal of the prozrecsive
L v Iy o

movenent avnparently gone and its goal of a more democratic society

2]

~

apnarently forcotten. The intellectunls of Fratt's fereratiocn saw

it
ct

no reason Zor Anericans to feel morally superior to the rest of tlhe

world and to cbsolve theuszlves fron a2 share in thz blamz for the

world situation. The historians ol this zeneration, who looked at

story throush the disillusioned eyes of tne 1920's, attaciced nuch

oy
IS

of what they found in American historiography as pious, nationalistic
mytholozr. They attacked longz-standing interpretations of colonial

el

society and the American Revolution, 2s well as iaterpretations of

82.3e11s, Dislonatic Zistorr, p. 158; William Miller, A Izu
Historrr of the Unitad Siates (Lew York, 1059) DDe 14/ 1425 enry
5. rarkes, The Unitzd Siotes of Ailorica (Zlew York, 1959), De l”j;
George . Stephenson, Anericon Historr to 1865 (Hew York, 124C),
pp. 217-219; W. Z. voodward, i .ei Asoricon tistory (llew York, 1936),

-t

Irocident, »e 112.  See clso below, Cazoh. VI. p.6b.
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poct-Civil ar events. Tuey were also willing to takz a hard loox
2t the Vor of 1812,which, nst to the Revolution, "has DEChe..mOST
exnloited by the natriotic tyne of historiansg. 1OF

Horry Zlner Sornes out hils generation's quarrel with the

noritine rizhts

3
sy

"inrrone who holds to
our waakneas

comicreial ns-otiztions

interreretation in an eorly
7 ha

chould delvz 1

in Latin Ansrica and

-tuwentieth century conteit

t Inzland was extortionate in exploiting

into the hicstory of satericon financiael and

the Far Zast durinz the

o

last zeneration.”™ IZa_ land, he said, mercly "looled upon tihe United
States after 173% +-ith the sarme omused and seni-benevolent contarnipt

vizred Cubz and Puerto

Rco in 1
Such an attituds rcllects less desire to discover the actual
causes of the war than sinsly to cdeflate American netionalism. The
iews expressed in Iizoncionisis of 1212, of course, fit eacily

into such

0

an iconoclastic atmosnhere.

Proti's work is relatively

)

well documented in combdarison with other revisionist writings from
oz
wirich it vorrouwsd. 3eard colled it scholarl:r. ©° Zut the fact
tiiat Beard and others have uiscoatrued Pratt's interpretation
itself indicates that Tooonsionizis of 1812 nas besn more valushle
2s an illustration of the naterialistic and scliisn riotives Lenind
Anericon nationalisn than 25 an exannle of accurate historicol
research. 4As an interire ion of the causes of the Var of 131Z,
rratt's vork is inaccurate and nisleading.

o)

&b, Larry Zluer Eor
Awerican rercury, IV (19
35. Ibid., »p. 459,
6. Sce above, Chao

es, "The Second War for Indepandence,
5 p- Lx"':)go
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Ver hawks blawmed 3ritish commercicl restrictions for the
low prices of certain azricultural procducts and arsued that iaproved

prices would be one recult of war. ilenry Adaus, however, found this

o)

an unconvinzcinz arsunsnt,“end Fratit and many other historians of the

2
var have discounted low farm prices as an important factor in ¢

mnortant factor on the frontier.

e
3
e

coming of the wor - eshecially as a

e real zrievances which caused

.,
ct
s
(]
©
'
[0
+
Fae
®

why wes war to radress those grievances onposed 0]

section of the nation and ur:ed by the inland ssction, which they

A0

scarcely affected?”

~

Such a cuestion imnlies tuo felse asswmptionse The first

()

is that Liew Znzland opnosition to the war can be explained primarily

that the West had no econoriic

e

in econonic terms. The second

interest in comerce and therefore was not genuinely interecsted in

John Adaris, who cnlled the iew Inzland Fedecralists of the
time the "calves of Joan BEull," imrlied in a letier to Jelferson that
oopocition to war measures on comilercial grounds was a pretense upon
which ex-3enator Timothy rickerinz and others hoped to build a

rit of disunion in the uOPtlngtou

l. fnnals, 12, I, po. 414, 42L, 470, L71, 482, 503, 517, 518,
€47, 625, 805, 8L6, 977.
2 hdt_-.h)’ \/I, PNPe 1)9, 140.
3. Pratt, “Y‘“LulO“-StS, De 9
L. Lester J. Cannon, editor, The Adomo-Jef
s. (Chanel Eill, 1959), II, p. 333




Thus, althouzh comicrcial cons

rallying point for 2w Ingland onnonents of tie war, there evidantl;

55
I hove long opoosed these people in all such oroject
but the nationcl zovermicnt by embarsoes, non-

Ty

importations, non-i‘ter urses, and avove zl11, by tas

opnosition to z2ny navzl nover, havae been constantly
nlavins into taeir hands. S

a

were other motives also, which can be explained only in lizht of

the political clinate of Lew Znglana.

nationzl honer dictated a de

iderations annarently vers a ponrular

At any rate, a recent study

tladison administration indicates that while indison believed

the "oitter" Federalicts were the one faction in the country that

would unalterzbly ovnose such a nolicy.
J it - %

6

Tezlings of kinship for Eritain and hatred for France

orobably helped to cause liecw Znzland onposition. 4£s Eildreth

nut 1t:

It is therofore annmareont that liew Zngland op

To the Federclists of this scnool a war with Za.land

.

was excecdingly abhorrent; not merely as a throirinz
awray ofrcreat comercial opnertunities; nor solely
nor chiefly by reason of the alarm and the danger
to which it would exncsc the whole maritine szction
of the country, and the blood and moncy 1t would
uselessly cost; but on far more Iuancomentzl consid-
erationg, noral and volitical. To take sicdzs with
Frence in the “Dﬁdlug struzzle - and to neke war
on Inzland would be to take sides with France -
appeared to then a high criwe azainst the bect

[}
.

interests of humanity, the taking sides with a tyran

znse of comiercial ri hts, he reclized

t

nostile alike to trhe rizhts of nations and the ri;hts

of ren,whon to helw to overthrow Znzland was to helo

in prevorinz a terrible yoke for oursclves. 7

i

sosition to

Y
}
L

War of 1812 cannot be exnlained solely in econciile teriise Zut on

Teid.
crant,

Hildreth, VI, Do Sl

m

The Prosident, poe 111, 112,
!,
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ovuer hanc, the fact thabt moritinme lew Znjland onposcd wur docs

P

not necessarily oiclude the possibility that t

oL

it narily because of maritinie grievences. Fratt erred in disuaissing
tile possibility that Westerrners "felt the hwiiliztion if not the
vecuniery loss" brouzit about by the telli creuts!' naritine
restrictions.8 To suvnpose that depth ol patrictic feeling can e
necasured in terms of ecconomlc interests is to set up a false
standard.9 However, even if such a stendard is used, there is

reason to believe tuat the West was conccrned over wialt was harpeining

EN

to American cortlerce. It had an interest in the exnort trade.

Grundy put 1t this wey:

It is not the ¢ urryinj trade, »roperly so called,
coout wnich this nation and Grect Eritain are now
contending. Tere thiz the only quzsiion now uncer
congideration, I should feel great unwillingicss
(however c’ ar our clcini rijnt be) to invoke tlha
nation in war for tihe asseriion of o rijat in tne
enjoynent of wiiich the coummuni{y at large are not
nere deeply concerned.  Thae true guestica in

convroversy, is of a very different charzcter; it
involves the right of the whols nation: It is the
risht of exvorting the productions of our own soil

and incustry to forsisn markets.dO

m ]

The carrying and re-cxport trades had cccounted for much

of
volue of donestlc cmports merely doutblza curing the periocd, the esarain

nercased Ifrom $5.9 million to $42.1 million, and

<
)
15}
o
o
iz}
o
1.
&
(_.'-
=
&)
o
[
l.h

ade mushroomed fron $3CC,000 to $359.6 nillion. The

0. Pratt, Zxmancionicsts, ». 9. Prott conceded in his introduction
that the gbove nicht ve a partial explconaztion of liestern sentlientse.
But he thereclter i;no*ed sucit a possivility.

9. ?y enalozy, it mizht be wondered if the only Anericans
zenuinely disturvbed Ly Ficel Castro's recent seizure of anerican

o) I

c
3rogcrtles in Cuba were those who hLeld st
10. Zanals, 12, I, p. 424,
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last fizure erescded the velue of domestic exrorts by 11 million

.ll The re-eroort i

)

P

brougnt to comerce a tecauporary,

C)

n 1307

f=e

war-tornc nrosperity thet would diszuonecr as soon as tie uar in

= 120 . . ey s . . ,
Durone onced. Frimerily it involved trade in such products as
coffee, cocoa, surar, and nenper, Trom the West Indian and South

Americca colornies of Francs, Sooin, and, to a lesser doyrce, Znzland.

2ritain's novel pouer had cut off Trence end Srain from direct trade

tith their cclonizs. The war 2lso had creatcd a burden which Inglicsh

bear alone. #lthoush ithe belligerants nad

Fh

“roil tielr colonial trad:

(]
(o
<
1
b
D
(@)
4]
o
[}
(6}
d—
F
W

they wers forced to oren a large azmount of it to neutrals during

or.  American merchants, in order to comnly wita a liberal interpre-

ation of the Zritish Rule of 1756, vwhich vroclainved that a couwntry

whici excluced other nations Iron its colonizl trade in tine of peace

could not oren that trade to neutrals in time of war, were reguire
to land colornial zoods in the United States and pay cuty on than

tefore re-shinrving to Eurove. Thus the re-export trade ot its

]
'_lo

nore. Mis trads ore
exarinle, Robesrt Cliver of Zaltivors, wio quickly earred a fortwac
from a connlicated seriss of transactions involving both Eritish a

-ho

French merchants, which resulted from Sonain's nesd of soecie fron

[o}
(OS]

d

South American coloniss to pzy tribute to ilapoleon. Fortunes earue
11. Douglass C. iorth, Thz Zconomic Growth of the Uniicd Sicies,

o
1790-1860C (4nrletooa Cliffs, ii.d., 19CL), oo. 25, C2l, k.

12, Its value slinped from p46.6 million to $13.6 million during
the rperiod of peace betwesen 1801 and 1303. (iorta, Zcononic Crovtl,

p. 221.)
13. Stuart W. Eruchey, Robert Cliver, llzrchant of Ezltiirore,

<

17

o
O

~
-t

1319 (Tolno Hookins University Stucdies in distoricol and Folitical
Scicnce, Laltinore, 19546), Vol. LIV, Iioer 1, Chap. Vi.
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in the re-exmort trade lzter were invested in

c('
,_.
o

Liecrican indus

l,)

country's four larpest ports - lew York, Failladelvhia, Loston, and
}Jaltimore.l4 As Grundy szic, "Lhe cormunity at lorge" was not grectly

t ang was mors inte

concerned vith the re-erport and carriing trad

o
9}

in the effects of belligerent restrictions on the douestic exiort
rode, in wnica producers as well as shippers werce concernsd.

Selore 1971, historians evidently did not belizve that even
L .

the couzstic exvort trode was of irwortance to the community at

lzrce.  Southern rlanters, of course, had an interest in it and

and cotton zrices. Rebert wirisht of .iarrlend blamed these falling
pricss on oleon's contirental syston, tnicih created a paner
blockeade of the Zritish Isles and vprohibited shi-s coaing frou Ingland

to cnter Juronzen ports, and on the meltaliztory Zritish orders in

irst souzht to vnronikit trade with Frenca-held

A5

council, vwhich

ports and then sought to licensc sueh trace
The price of cotton daended on the deuand for the

manufacturss oi the article; tne Ens 11°? rnade cottons
cdepended on tie COhuthqtul narizets, from wiich
Zritish manufzctures were e ccluced. The price of
tobacco never was moverially varicd b" e conswiption
in Znglond, but cdevended on the foreipn de ‘and fron
Great britain, whicly, by their excl“'1on Irom the
convinent, is almost entirely crre osted. 1O

]

John Zach ileilster, writing towvard the end ol the nineteenti century,

PETS

inplied that economic distress influcnced Southerners to seei

14, lorth, Zcoronic Groith, =. 43.
15. Zruchey, Cliver, =»n. 355-333.
‘onals, 12, I, ool 470, 471,

resed
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war, valch, if successfully nprosecuted, would forece the re-onening

N - hl — y s m
of cld-world mericets.~? Zui reither he rot any other writer saw any
truth in Zrundy's cormleint:

1
qatl to ”F““ th;y were in forwmer yezrs, they will
r hac no stimdus left, since their
urplus crodacts n_ve no orkets.tS

Inguire of tne western peo; ')_.e Tyosaelr Crops arc not
Y v
B}

«“ (J ()
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Zvidontly no one could believe that the rrivitive test had been

avle to croducc enousa of a surnlus to worry avoul forzijn nariets.
In 1931, however, Czor_e Ro_ers Tarlor undsriock a study of

“Friczs in the Mississinci Valley Precedinz the Ver of 1512," on

the asswition that there had Leen a connection tewiieen war santirient
and Zallins fara preices in that arca as well as in the Soutiieast.
fie found that hemd, cotton, and tobocco alrecady were boing srown in

)

large cuantitics in the Zouthrast and that the prices of these and

all other Lestern farn products at thz port of izw Crlemns followed

a steadily cdovnward trend from 1805 until late in 1311. A sli:ht rise
p S

ot that time vas not larce enouh to help produccrs.  Cobtoa prices
in Deccimber, 1811, were cbout one-third of the ruling price in
=) x

Secauber, 1505, and hed hit a low they would not reach aszein until

N~/ :]_ Al --‘

3Z2¢E. .ile ciiport prices dronozd, wroductlon costs and prices of
nN
. : e e

LIZOrTSs Ioriclntd Nl

17. John Zech Ilcinster, 4 Nistors of the fconle of ihe nited

<

Statcs, 8 vols. (lew York, QOu/, III,

18. Annnls, 12, I, el L3

1%+ Georze Rorers T.ylor, “P“: ces
Frececins the Wor of l,_,.,," Journal of
III (197°1) 1433,

]

oid., p). 15r 159.
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In a sz2cond arivicle, Tgrlor soujhat to explain iy fellin:

oricas had o devastizting elfiect upon tas vest and viyy tas effzct is

3
nertinent to ciay analysis of the causcs of tine wrr 2o hen world
nrices were ni~ch, he said, western oroducts could te sold et a nrolid
abrozad. Eut in a cdull nariket, such s the one brought about by taez
smaritime restrictions ol Fronez, Creat Sritain, and tie United States,
Western faraers oncrated ot a loss. The lasy was a nmarginal arse

distances to uarkets, lack of meriieting orzanizations and marks:
data, a shortece oi cashi and cepital, infleriorivy of ajsricultural
rrocuacis, a1d poor wmetnods of paciaging.  Ziport zoods had to be
oile pronibitive costs of

4

sortation, but imporis had to be brousznt in across the

@]
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©
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£
5
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mountvains until the introcduction of the steamboat peruitied ucriver

-

navigation. Furthsriore, teccausz of the lack of marketinz orsanizations,

<

farrners often had to takz their oom zoods to liew Crlzans on flat boats.
Zecauce of the great distanczs involved, ilew Crleans mariet news

often was tuwo nonths old before it recched tne farmier ana ne could
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ed, he usuclly was forced to sell his
nrocucts as soon as possitle, regardless of the tine of market he

found, bececousz of the unhsaliny clinate. Finclly, .Jestern goods

[oR

shinned fron Lew Crlecns, such as cotton, tobacco, nemp, susar, &n

£

corn, not only were inlerior to the same nroducts srowm elsewiizre in

the country, but oftan svoiled enroute to rnarkasl because of incorrect
>l

o £
nackasinz.

23. Teylor, "Azrorian Discontent."
2t Teoide, pp. 471431,



lest ermwerienced 2 brief powulation boom followrding the Loulsiana
nurchase. Sut when noritinme restriciions caused wrices to fall,
the boow collansed and "acute denrassion" set in by 1808. "Ziesnt

for hzmn -rovers in fentucicr anc infent nenulacturing interests

secording to Taylor, Westerners believed tie embarjo woula

force Zritain and Fronce to 1ilt tiuelr restrictions. They supoorted

oV

S+ - Falh P v h Fal ~ A\ - - ~ 5 L S .3 e
it even alfier its rewnzzl.” wot for lonz, however. as the deoression

worsened, "froatlersien showcd no desire to raopeat the atienpt at

)
*.l.
—
=

lures had shalken their faiti

Hy
IS
i

conizreinl coercion; nact
R PN n="7 . s £ -
nacific meccures * Ther were ready to rress for iar.

2y Tuylor's oom adnission, his work was an analysis of only

- e} - N
uct as Fratt's had tezn.”™ e made no attemnt to

.

problen, Spenish restrictions on trode through the Floridas, Reouoc-

)

lican diclike of Eritain, and reaction to impressiient and the

other maritine grievances, 211 of which hz cdmitied were irortant

H

factors in the couing of tne wer.”™ Thus his ariicle tarcw cnother

Tronticr cousec of {he war onto the scale without atteroting to assess

)’34 Nno )5
137439
497,

50k,




rever will te knoini.  owever, it sesms »nossivle to resen the

tentative conclusion that it wzs of considarcule iuporcancs in the

ATNS L Ay - YA~ e s - o -
1wbitonts was net procucing for the export mariet

.

N
= - - - - h] - -2 .
resularly. - overthcless, tie west already was Tscoriing inportant

as an axporier. 1a 1799, downriver trade reachin; iew Orlecns

$1 million; eight yeors later the total

& iqqe 21 PR ns 1on . .
was $5.4 million. In view of the obstzcles to vrofitcoble nroduction,
this wes a sizecblo increcse. Hod world prices remaeinsd hizh, it

is possible tiat ths nooulction boowm wouwld have coitinued and that

neny farners who rewmainsd i~heral to the mariet would have

enterad it. AU any rate, the evidencs nreosented by Tarlor indicates

that the west was bitter over falling prices and »lazcsd the blaue

on the bellizerents - varticularly on Grect Britain. Thus as Teylor,

said, "the attitude of the lestern saiiler can hardly be evalucted
thout an understandin: of 1is zcononic position."32

It orobably would be & mistzlke, howsvar, to asswie the
existence of aipthing rescibling a direct, one-for-ons relationshin
Letr2en orices and vor sentivent.  lapolzon announced his continental

- .

srsten in Dovember, 1305, and the total value of Anerican do.iestic

exoorts did not deeline until 1303. A lerce droon in Western public

D)

land szles during the fiscal yeor ending Cent. 2C, 1806, however,

~orth, Zconoric Crout
It “d., ;. 5.

- [ BN S, . AL Aaad . )
Taylor, "i:rarisn Discoatant," v. 504,
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indicoigs - that other provle.is in addition to falliiy: zrices hel sed

o monulation boori.-- 1gze vrobleoms, whatever they were,

rye

a3

ct
(@]
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may also have to te taken into conszideration in order to under-
stand Vesiern war sentinent. In this rec
that while Thcnas Zerry was able to find a fairly close relationsuip
ceteen variations in asricultural vrices and variztions in land

4

tionshin was only a rouzh one betuesn 1802 and 1812.-° Lozically,

land sales, as well as war ceantinent, should have becn stron:ly

~

lzst vord in re-2rd to econonic causss of war sentiient in the est.

zest a grect ceal that was not known rpreviously
=) J 2

. s D cntan R s L ) - 1 PR L 4
and 1t is unfortunzis that with the eieontlon of llar;aret Latiumer,
- el . 1 - £H o~ - L 2 ~ L] al 43
w20 suressaed the vrobvlom of Zcllinz cotton nrices in non-Trontie

Ly one recent writer has ziven serious consider-

25
ation to Teyler's interoreintion.””
Torylor's eacll ruizer of followers, novever, noy not indicate

~

tixe immortance of

o
}J-

s contribution to the histoerio-rc hy of the

Viar of 1812, TFor it noy be no coincidonce that his first i

successors turnzd to nors traditvioncl interoretations of the comin:
. 25 . . . s e s -

of thie war.” Teylor's owm »oint of view wos revisionist. He
confinad his discussion to social and econoric nrobloms of the

33, See Armendix IIT

24. Taomas S. Eerry, tistom 2g Tefors 1271 (lorvard Zeon-
criie Siudies, Canbridoe, ’ ‘, De 573. See hAvnendix IV.

35. Zegincld Horenan, Mizstern VWor Adms, 1811-1812," Indisns
Innnine of History, LIII (1957), »». 1-18.

36. 3ce below, Zhap. VI
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frentier, Zut he may hove provided a link of understandin

his conterinoraries and the historizns ol the ninetesnta conitury -
2 lirk thot hod been wiccirnc since Zornry Ldnis choroed the tar
hardcs with hidden wotives. Teylor made it unnccess to continus

he scarch for hidden notives and clandectine dzals. Iz saowed thct

N

- . [ T DR Ll R T KRR EX LR
They were as Irank in aduitting "interest" as in clainin

for "honor."” Clay, Tor exancie, cz2id fcilure to fitht Sritaein

2y

would nean the loss of both cormcree and characicr. "ID zecunizry

conzideretions alones cre to povern, thcre is sulficient zotive

~D
jIo}
for war."”

Unlike other revisionists, who concerned tiensslves with a

szarch for M"interests" and verc susticious of th

=

~ o AN H
idca of “honor,"

(@]

Tceylor irsisted thiat "national honor aind national interest scldom

£2i1 to coincide."” This idea can be asnlied in two It
suz~ests that the wor havks mey also have believed the nation's

interest reculred the vcrotection of her honor frou 21l forei:n

frontier couses of the var sus;
which 211 the factors pertinent to tiie coiin
conciderad. Such an ennroach would arncor neeced: Althoush Taylor!:
successors have suitched their point of biew awey Iro the Irontier,
+tho

they have failed to broaden their outlool:.

~v

d - . P o]

7. ”avlor, Micraric scontant," . 50C.
.l..s’ I, r’po 59?-LCC.

. . ~ | _ emn

"A~rcrion Diccontent," pe 50C.
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“he

Ly

“irst deecade followinz the rublicetion of Taylor's

articles saw 2 return to older noints of view. Two major intervreta-

tions apreared during the neriod. In one of then, Zernzrd liayo

1 .

he imnortance of frontier nationalism in the coming of

In the otacr, 4. L. Zurt returned to a maritime ri;nts

. . 2
inter>retzation. Eoth writers made us

the war.

(0]

f the findings of the

. .

revisionists, althou;h Zurt did so to a lesser dezree than cdid lizyo.

But eazch stressed 2 point that had been emvhasized by maritine ri;hts

.

historians - the emotional sensitivity of liestzrners and thes in

of maritime grievances. Xeither laoyo nor Burt used the vehicle of the
rmionocravh, which had been povular with the revisionists.3 For cid
either write solely to exvlein the causes of the war. Iayo was
interested vrimarily in the role clayed by Henry Clzy, while Zurt's
study covered American-Sritish relations during the period betuween
1776 and 132C.
llzyo's interpretation of froantier nationzlism contained ele-

meitts of both the revisionist and maritime rights inter.retations.
Frontiersmen were so sensitive to insults ajainst the nation's honor

vhat they felt outrace at the plight of far-away seamen.u itlowever, he

imelied that he thouzht the war was not fouziit vrimarily for maritiae

rig;hts.5 Rather, local rroblems were a more cdirsct cause of frontier

rnard lisyo, Tarrv Clov (Boston, 1937).
t Urited S5otas (Llew Eaven, 1940).
auove, uncp. IIT, on. 21, Z2.
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sensitivity. liaro relied on the firdings of rratt, Taylor, and

»

others &s explanations of tihzse rrovleiis. ie accented Pratt's con-

}..J

clusions conceriiing the Indian situation, expansion, and conflict withn-
in the war party. He also made use of Taylor's interpretation of
the causal elfect of fallinz farm prices upon war sentiacnt. Sut

whereas most revisiorists had vut pricary emshasis on tne importance

ol "intersst" and only paid lip service to the rcle played by "honor',

5

in thes coming of the war, liayo atiributed as rmuch l:mporiance to the
latter zs to the fomwer. The War of 1012 wes not fouguht primerily

for matericl csain, he said. Rether, it was brougiit avout by "Iree
Sons of tne west," who were "uncontauinzted by tihe seabouard's intimate
tritisih ties," and "had a deever uncerstanding of nationalisa and
cenocracy" than ¢id the Surovean-oriented sasterners. 7 The vest's

nationaliom was emotional, rather than rzational and calculating. and

Westzrners felt that

Outright war was preferzble, and even desirable,
to a monzrel neace in which Anerica, lsft naked and

unarried ty a logocratic Jonzress, was assaulted and
robted with imvunity, sutjected to a Canning-Jackson
insolence, and taunted by DPickeronians (who frustrated

all efforts to avoid coth i:r and outrijhi sutiission)
without vein; so craven that she could never evan te

iclked into Lar.3

®

Although the influence of Turner and Adams can te scen in thes
rosition also recembles that of the maritiue

statements, koyd'ls

rizhte writers.9

o

pp. 329-352, 392, 39%, 430.
AL

Noe :3. _:‘L,Oo

Jey, Pe 327,

above, Chap. I, . 9, 10C.
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Zach of the revisionist writers whose fincdings he used

had attempted to prove that one particular czuse wes decisive. layo,
nowever, was unwillirng to call one frontier cause decisive or even to
call one nore imvortant than another. Liany factors tleyed a part

in the coming of war. All were important, he imlied.

t may well be that the cominz of the War of 1812 can be
explained only in terms of a multiclicity of causes. But it is
also provably true that some factors weigied wore hecvily than
others. Thus layo's anproach would seem to be valic only if it
were impossible to differentiate between facters. As Rezinold
Forsman has sugzested, however, it prooably is possible to differ-

10 T . ‘s . c
Tne historian can set up a critical standard to Jjudge

entiate.
any cause and compare it with others. Ey asking questions avbout

the nunter of votes in Congress it could have influenced, the number
ol neople alfeccted by a nmarticulear grievance, its imwortance at
critical times vhen war was beinz advocated most strenuously, and

the imvortance which contemvorariss seeciied to attribute to it, he

can begin to understand which causes were of major imnortance and
which were not. Such an annroach adiittedly would worx best in
analyzing those grievarces in which interest, rather than honor,

was at stake. Zut having checkad tie valicity of war-nawk statements
in rszard to those grievances in whicn material interests were ricas-
urably affected, one would azlso have an improved basis for jud:ing
the trustworthiness of vronouncements in regard to insressment and

other non-cconoriic g¢rievances.

10, Forsncn, "Jar iiuas," o, L,
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ng the equal iaportance ol hLieny causes, nay
have been reactinz z<zainst the tendency of revisionists (and other
historians of the war as well) to be uncritical of the particular
causes whose importance they siressed. Revisionists had feiled to
take into consideration such evidence as wizht disprove tne de-
cisiveness of their czuses, and confusion had resulied. Hcwever,

~ -

it might be wondered if iajyo's anproach is any less confusing.
To make no effort to differentizte when differentiation is seeningly
vossible is to zive undue importance to some causes and too little
importance to othners. Such an apnproach stons far short of the
knowveble truth atout the causes of the war.

The charge of failing to differentiate cannot be made apainst
Fayo's successor, Zurt. A diplomatic historian, zurt viewed the
coriing of the war grimerily from a maritime-rights point of view.
During the vrevious 30 years or so, maritime causes nad been largely
igrnored. Those historians whao discussed them at all, such as

Harry Barnes, dllen Johnson, &nd Ralph Paine, considered maritiue

L]

factors less imvortant than the Indian provlem and desire for
11 . N . e S PO
Canada. Burt, on the other hand, discussed tne problems cof thre
Zrontier only briefly and dismissed them as ol decicdedly less
iroortance than maritime causes.
Accorcding to Burt, the vroblen of maritine rignts opened znd

continually widensd the rift betweesn thne United Stutes and Gre:st

Eritain. The two nations had conlliciing interwretations ol national

11, Barnes, "War for Indsoendence," wp. 473,474; Allen Johnsorn,
ve.ferson and Eis Collsa~ues (g‘; orniecles of fmcrica Szrics, lew
Haven, 1921, ZV, oRe &0, 205; Reloa De Puine, The Fisht For a Froz

Seo (Chroniclos of fnerica Sgries, lew Haven, 19:21), ZvII, 2p. 3, 4.

—




ricnts to jurisdiction on tiae hish seas, and these interpratations

iz

L

reflected vital irnterests vhich could nct be compromisad.

was fi-hting for existence, and therefore felt entitled to clainm all

™

thae rizhts to vwhich the suoeriority of her navy eatitled ner. Che

previously had accented the vrincinle that neutrals could trade with

belligerents in any articles except contraband. Sut now she claianed

that necessity zave her the rizat to stoo any vocsel aviennting to
. n 12 ., - X

reach a contineantal zort, rezardless of carso.”~ Hurtasrmore, she

claimed tnat the necessity of moeintaining @ voweriul navy entitled

3 .. . . \ 14
Ler to board aeutral shiss at sea in secren of deserters,

Americans, on thie otiwer hand, believed 32ritain was usin

-

zaininz a nonopoly over the comrcrce

wartime necessity as an excuse for
of tke world.15 Lzcking a powerful navy to protect her merchant

marine, the United States insisted uvon what wos then a new princinle:
That Armerican privatzs shins, as w2ll as ouclic ones, weres suvject only

16 ‘rr\ ™ t_‘L. b}

to Anzrican law at se I2 British law and oractice ware to rule

©
t
t

the 1aves because of EIritish vpower to enlorce them, Americans

3

believed their courierce could not be indenzncent. '
Leutral tracding rizhts were an isportant asnect of the
stru;;le feor Jurisdiction, accordin: to Zurt, ond the United States

had a greater grievance against Britain in this respect than against

France.” ™ For rnoct of Eritain's seizures were rade a2t sea, uiere,

)

13. Inid., b, olb.
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.
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o
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15. Ioid., b. 223.
15, Inig., v. 212
17. Icide, oo D4
18, Tuide, 2. 222




accordinzy to her Joruer rractics, che had no rizht to intorifere wiil

neutrzl ships not corrying contrsband. Izoleon, on the othar hand,
uszually wmode his seizures in contincntal ports, where his jurisdictiion

could not be disputed. In addition, French seizures could not ve

construed as an effort to injure Anerican chining in order to aid

1 compierc2, since France'!s merchant marine had virtually ccased

to exist. ut Inzland's seizures cowld bte and wers thus construed.

ders in council scened to be "desizned to sstablish the

]
=7
[0
@]
'3
-

economic sunerioritr of In:zland

As ~rent as were the wnroblams associated witn the richt to

“

trode, howvever, the protlsms resulting froam imprecssuent were even

(=)

creater. Lives, rother than zoods, were touched by imnressment.
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]
ct
(0]
0
ct
pee
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And abuses on botin sides continuzlly contributed to
i11-will. 3Zritish boardinz varties often were brutzl in their
treatnent of imerican crews, waile the American sractice of wnroviding

idontification which our sallors could easily sell to britisa

desariers kent the British susnicilous of the Unitsd States.

(O]

any tize (Lmoressment) misht couse violent clashes, and all trhe tine

(=)

)

27
it was producing litile ineidents wnhich hod a cwwlative effect."™

=

1252
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dent

e
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n

, according to Burt, influenced the imerican

3

decisions to invoks enberso, non-intsrcourss, and other Torns of

economic cosrcion . With its roots in the iAmerican Revolutioa,

19. I p

Q.

IL__., n. 213
Tvid., »n. 297
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econonic coercion ameared to be a wecoon that naturc "had placed

2N
v

in the American arory. It involved less dancer tnan war, and

was the only comnronise that could be reached tetween tnose who
19

wanted war and those who favorsd su‘u:nission.‘“5 Lccordinz to Alexander

Balinky, th

Y

[}
5

iscal vcolicies of Jefferson and nis secretary of the

treasury, Albert Gallatin, played a decisive role in the choice

ct
8]

hat was made. Thelr emnhasis on the orimary importance of debt

retirement nad not only dzorived the nation's deilenszss of adecuate

financial suzport, but had also swent away the legislative and
.)6
adninistrative machinery whereby needed revenue aizht e recovered.”

nr n . ~

Taus when econoulce coercion failed to force Lritain to revoke the

orders in council or relinquish the rijzht of impressment, Atericans

", .

had to =hoosc betwsen suomission and a war Ifor which they were

L

"
u"l“ﬂ’»‘\’) ‘\am ?
Accordinz to Zurt, Eritain's rcfusal to revoke the orders in

]

council until the weell that war was dasclared wos the imriediate ¢

W
o
b

var.s” As Ingison said ia later rears, the decision to ask for
war vas based on a letter froa Castlerez-i to Foster, rzad by

Lin s .- q1o 28 - e ey

ladison lzy 27, 1312, in which "it was distinctly and emzhatica2lly
stated thiat the ordzars in council, to which we had degclared we

would nov suoiiit, would not be reoealed...../ith this formel notice,

A
1

no choice remaincd but between war and de;redation, a cagredation

inviting fresh provocations and rencdering wor soonar or later

2k, I:zid., p. 255.

25. Ioic., pe 231.

z5. Alexander bullnAJ, ‘dbert Gallatin, Fiscal Thcorics and
Policies (lew Erunswick, i.d., 1953), ope 130, £f.

27. 2urt, United Statss, po. 315, 316.

28, Brant, The fFresident, p. 466.
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zad the reneal of the orders beean substituted [for
the ceoclaration thet they would not be renealsd,
or nad they besn renealed but a few wesks sooner,

our cdeclaration,of war eas proceedingz {roam tha
cause would have been stayed, and ne:oclations

on the sudbject of (Linressment), that other great
cause, would have besn pu‘suod with fresh vigor
and nones, under the ausnices 9; success in the

case of the ordsrs in council.-V

However, desrite the revecl of the orders in council, it was impress-
ment that prevented an early armistice. Lord Cartlereagn told

Jonathan Russell, the American char-e d'affaircs, who had bezn

instructed to make zritain's abandonmniant of inpressment a necessary
Lo}
condition of armistice:”
You are not aware of the great sensibility and
Jealousy of the veonle of =nzland on the subject;
and no administration could expect to remain in
power that should consent to renounce the rizht
of impressrient, or to sus-end the practice, witnout
the certainiy of an arrancement which should
obviously be calcul%ted to most uneguivocally
secure its ouject.”~
Like a nwiber of historians of the VWar ol 1812, Zurt seems to have
sone too far in atiempiing to vortray maritine causes as the
decisive ones. The national-ricshts implications of the orders in
council were extremely immortant to Amcrican diplomats. But Burt's
arzuwrent that maritirme causes were the decisive one in thne minds of
frontiersmen was not adequatsly suvrorted. It is possitle that

Westerners were ewotionally involved in the wroblens of Amsriecan

cormerce and szamen. out it misht be wondered how Zurt could

29. Gaillard Eunt, editor, The lritin £ Jomes ladison,
9 vols. (Jlew York, 1910), IZ, po. 27Z, 2?3.

20. Jrid., II, ». 273 Sec also, »». 195, 196.
21l. fmerican State Paners: Class I: Forein Relotions
(Hashington, 1332), Vol. III, p. 535.

52. Idid., III, o. 59%4.
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Justify his dismissal of the Incian prooclem because its roots were
. . . . 33
"in a reriote corner" which had few renrescntatives in Consress.-

For he contended, on the other hand, that vesterners fzlt the shame

occasioned by Eritish maritime restrictions more dsenly -than did

Sasterners, prinarily because they were farther rewoved from the

Oll’
dancers of a naritime war and had no direct interest in comucrce.”

In addition, Zurt's assertion that the »roblem of falling prices

sas not imcortant outside the South - "the one section of the country

ot

e
that was vitally denendent upon the marlets controlled by ianoleon"-~

%

. . . o

hly auestionable in view of Toylor's evidences of Uestern

belief that only il continental merkets were opened would Aserican
goods cease glutting the marxket and inferior ‘estern goods be sold
36

at a profit.

ctciled, well documented discussion of the maritime

¥
Q

s a
causes of the war, however, 3Burt's study is oprobatly without equal.
His findings in recard to the importance vhich Madison placed uvon
tne revocation of the orders in council have bezn corroborzted

in a recent, ecually well documented study of the lindison admin-

2 . s
tration.'7 Ilis apparent overstatement of the importance of

{e
6]

maritime srievances to the West i1s more thon offset by the 1light
ke shed on an as~ect of the cowing of the war that had too long

been nezlected.

2. Burt, United States, »e 309.
34. Tbid., p. 303,

36. Taylor, "Agrazrian Discontent," puo. 484-496.
oelow, Chan. VII.
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key rolitical ideas containzsd in fenry Adams!' Zictory. In one of

. - ~ e

them, Irving Zrant closely scrutinized tie rcle of President iladison

Q
ts

s e . . qqs 2 ; - b ome s s
in the coning of the liar of 181Z. In the other, llorman K. Hisjord

analyzed the nert nlayed by Southern conservatives in the Twelfih

)

Conzress.

D)

According to Erent, ladicon had been a strons nationnlist

at the time of the Constitutional Convention, be;an to champion state

rizhts prinerily because he dislilied the natiornalistic vrogram of
alexandsr Hanilton and the Fedsrelists, and acted as a nationalist
azain as President. Jlthoush dedicated to psace, he was willing to
risk a war with either Eritain or France in order to co.iel thenm to
resnect the rizhts cof the United States. He played an zctive part
in the events leading to war.

Zrant's interpretation differs considerzbly frem that of

Iilcreth, who claimed that Ilacison secretly orposcd the policy of

the war hawks, but erercised such feevle leaderchin that they were

o]
6]
t‘.
ct
[
[oN
c*.
o

(%
it}
[
3
Q
o
5
]
]
=
Q
h

Conzress. The war men becwie so pouer-
r viere avle to ofler lizdison the cnoice of

ither suprorting their war measurcs or bein: defcated for re-nomin-

ction in 1812.1+ The Precident was forced to come to ter:s with then

1. Ses above, Chan. IT.

2 ¢ EBrant, Jz2nmes lndicon, The Precident, 1800-1%17 (llew
anapolis, 1958).

3 sjord, "Conszrvatives."

L, Hildreth, VI, no. 229, 316.

7



he war party were ineorctle.
cean to te iorccd on Lz wresident;
r uar - dut hls. A cormitiee
Olo Cley, walted wron hin with
"fect. He must c0hscdt to
ioa cf wer, or the;r would not
C to5

“re

Von lolst, le.lster, and Schouler accepted Hildretinls

interyretation. Acame, however, declarsd there was no evidence of
a cdz2al and no reason to suprose that lladison had to be =on over
to the war-havk causz. "The President, as his office recuired,

tood midwey between the mazsses of his folloers, tut never failed

n’?
e |
lien

to ancrove the acts and mest the vishes of the wer rizmbers.

gven the war hawks anncared to falicr in the face of continued

bl
19}

‘rance, licdison helped to rekindle the sparx.
He made public the Hdenry letlers, wiich, he claimead, proved the
enistence of 2 treasonous tie Letween lew Zngland Federzlists and
b Davison 8 g ~ . 4 o .

the Zritish. Fe was not forced into ccllinz for war. On the
contrary.

10 sizn of hesitation could be detected in lMadison's
conduct betiueen the 1oet-“g of Conzress in itovernber
and the ceclaration of war in June. Thatever were
his nrivate Teelinus, he acted in constzant “"r>e'ent
with the majority of his narty, and at most asked

only time for some sli:ht “Pl:ﬁeﬂt8.7

Acams was unsyvmnathetic with Madison's policy. Hc sa2id the

Fresident cluns to the fiction that Jaroleon had revoked his decrees

=y

"until the world lauzhed in his face," in an efZort to force Zritain

50 T“:‘uo, ‘II, Te 29?0
18]

6. Von Holst, I, pr
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to revoke the orders in council.l® when the British refused to
comply, Madison saw no choice but to call for war. In order to win
votes for war in Congress, he designed his war message to make it
appear that impressment, rather than Britain's refusal to revoke
the orders, was the casus Eglli.ll Thus:

If students of national history can bear with

patience the labor of retaining in mind the threads

of negotiation which President Madison so thoroughly

tangled before breaking, they can partially enter

into the feelings ?f citifgns who held themselves

aloof from Madison's war.

This interpretation of Madison made little impression on

Adams' immediate successors. Francis Walker said the charge that
Madison sold out to the war hawks in return for their political support
could neither be proved nor disproved.13 Babcock, who withheld the
charge that a deal had been made, implied that Madison had gradually
been won over by the war hawks.14 And D. R. Anderson, one of the
first revisionists, implied that if the war hawks did not actually
put pressure on Madison, at least he recognized the importance of
politics in the coming of the war. Pratt, the one notable exception,
confined his discussion to sectional politics within the war party.16
Madison's role was largely ignored.

In 1932, however, Theodore Smith sought to revive interest in

Madison as a progenitor of the war.l7 Like Adams, he believed Madison

10. Ibid., VI, pp. 117, 118.

11. Ibid., VI, pp. 220-224.

12. 1bid., p. 225.

13. PFrances Walker, Making of the Nation, 1783-1817 (New
York, 1895), p. 224.

14. Babcock, American Nationality, pp. 51, 52.

15. Anderson, "Insurgents," p. 170.

16. See above, Chap. IV.

17. Theodore C. Smith, "War Guilt in 1812," Massachusetts
Historical Society Proceedings, LXIV (1932), pp. 319-345.
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should be censured, rather than praised for his role. But Federalists
and historians had blamed Madison for the wrong reasons, he said.

According to Smith, the standard interpretation of Madison,
first stated by Hildreth, was based on several false conjectures.
Hildreth read an unwarranted meaning into the fact that the Republican
caucus, which ordinarily met in April of a presidential election year
to endorse a candidate, did not meet to endorse Madison until May 18,
1812. He also accepted a rumor, begun by Foster and Federalists
Alexander C. Hanson of Maryland and Josiah Quincy of Massachusetts,
that the war hawks forced Madison to accede to their demands.l8 And
Hildreth incorrectly supposed, as Smith put it, that "Madison was
known in the winter and spring of 1812 to be positively averse to war
and that some form of coercion, open or veiled, was needed to overcome
his reluctance."l9

Smith, asserted that Madison's actions had been mis-
interpreted. Quiet and aloof, the President never bothered to
answer his attackers. He permitted himself to be misunderstood.Z20
But according to Smith, a study of Madison's letters and papers
indicates that the President was neither indifferent nor hostile to
the war spirit. On the contrary, Madison was privately impatient with
the slowness of the nation to act. Smith cited a letter written to
Jefferson in Pebruary, 1812, in which Madison criticized the
recently passed army bill as inadequate.21 In another letter to

Jefferson, Madison wrote that the House finally had "got down the dose

18. Ibid., p. 338.
19. Ibid., p. 329.
20. 1bid., p. 320.
21. Ibid., pp. 329, 330.
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of taxes. IU is tue sironzest nrool they could give that they do nowu

reen to flincl: Tron taz coantect to wiilch the wmad concuct of Great

~~
v

ritein cdrives thon."T  Aain, uvhen Conoress seciaed to falter from
its wovement toword wer in ilzreh, llodison corivleined to the Freach

ministcr, Louis Zerrurier, that Irance's continued policy of seizing
American vessels had nrevented a dzclarction of war azoinst tritain.

v

that the United States still considered the I'rauch dlcr2ecs roocaled. ™

Zven vhoen he called for an eubarzo asainst Eritain in April, 1512,

nocioon nade it eleor in his correcoondence that ne wes not recorting

oilce more to econoriic cocrcion, as the feacrulicsts accused i of
¢oinse He told Jelferson:

4L Tl L AN vy A -
eeo(the Zritich) prefer var with us
thele orcders in council. e lLiave
ne

relore, bul vo make ready Ior it.
an evbar=o for £0 doys wus recoaiendad

Thus, according: to Sniith, "thers is no need of the bar.ain story to

erxplein anrthiny, for it lacks any basis of fact as fo its wuain

of war or peace actually

L | PO .
L2 war havio lezders.

o an ultinctwi. Lor

‘ v ER)

clthoush the proshects of cecuring a doclaration of war had Lzen diiasd

- FREN

aznin in iy by tie continued actlons of France, "so far wos lladison

1M AS san Peoaa FTTT - o
o indisen Poocrs, VIII, 2. 10Z.

Taay L° (N an N
o Smith, Maor Guilt," on. 251, 372,
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giscuict ovor tii2 wreainess of vONIT230.

Joveormzar, 1211, that i the Azerican skiv Hornet, about to sall for

Turose, srouwld redurn with acws that oritoin still persisted in the
ordcrs in council, thz Thited States would hove to clter its polic:r.

A [o¥a)

ot finally arrived (oy 22, 1t brouzht the following

e .o

ke Ve i AN T At
Jessale Iren vC‘.Sulel":‘ldl O [0SsLer:

Greot Zritain alweyes avowued..oh
ner orders, SO 500N a5 Franca
and unconditiornally ner cdecrees
to renenl these orders, 2 §e
Jeaving them in force )
condition that Froancs would excen
cpeeially amezricoa from the oper
She could not ¢o s=o, without ti:
es &s

to her allies &

2 c.ciness to rescind
2 solutely
en_azed
zlone,

Ty

ALl

L) -
[&]
¢

VY
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ilavin been showm tiils note, ilndiscn rnow hesiitcted only because he

couvtad the willintness ol a majorit

This dount was rewmoved during the visit of thne Jongrossionzl leaders.
Josepn Gales, editor of the somi-olficiszl Irtioncl Intelli~eoncer, at

the time war was declared, ceseribed the meeting in leter yeors

25 folloirs:

o

4 cdemutotion of meazers of Coipross...weited uson
e President, and, wron the resresentations ol tae
readiness ol a majoriiy of Con_ross to vete e wor

. )

if recoimended, the President, on the 1

in June, t tted his mzossce suomittin
. N . o e 20

quection to thelr decicion.<”

28 Ivic, . 375,

27. A.5.E.7.R., III, o. 457,

200 Sudith, :War Guilt," ». 30, Se= avove, Chan. VII.

29 CGoillard Imnt, "Josz Goles on the Var Lanifecsto of 1212,%
Mizricon Historical Rovizw, ZIIT (1902), n. 309.
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attributed to Czolhoun, Zilth cited the testinony of Goles as evidence

thet the adiinisteotion premcrcd it. "IT wos @n elaoborate manifecsto..
..and concluding in...lo2nmaace which no one wio had ever hesrd L.
runroe (sic) discourse wson the susjsct could doust to hava teen his.
Tz, according to Smitn, ilndison helozd to wring sbout the war of

t lz2ison

[

nis ovm volition. Tederclists had reason to detest hin, ©o
was neither a wealllinz nor a tool of fthe war navis.

lladicon rad the kind of tenacity, stuthornness,
S ich a snell, cried-un n
: an outlast the most vocifeorous
snersy of 2 dominating mersonality. He was not
1 i he had a tackvone, and indarlencitle
dirlomacy was, he wsat to war wiih his eyes
d ac vhe nscessary conscquence of his omm

Srant csresd with Adams end Saith that Indison plejyed on

active, willing role in the coudins of the ¥or of 1812. 2ut he did not

-

zoree that I

adison!s policies wers indefensible. Brant depurited froa
1

his predscessors prinarily in matiers of interpretation. Althouzh

leaer A4S

his arguacnt was more fully docwiented than thossz of

)

or Saith, its factual basis was similar to theirs. Brant interarecied

acts in a manner favoreble to liodison.

to Zrant, cdison was dedicated to peace, but

1

According

was extremely sensitive to slisits ucon the characier of his country.

.

He was 111ling to risk wor if var was needed to make the United

20
1 - -~ . RN P pre ] N i) . N . R ~
ates resnected by otlier nations. Thus, altnouh he noned war

(&)
C

20. Ihid., ». 210. The draft ol tie monifesto - in ilonroe's
handwriting - was acouired oy Franklin D. 2ooscvelt in 1914,  See
Zrant, The Precident, illustration facinz p. 416,

Zle Soiith, "oar Guilt," v. 345.

[oXal

22+ Zrent, Tig rzsident, »n. 112.

n20
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would not be necessary, he unhesitatingly rioved "alonz a path thet
out neace in ever deeper JOOLEfQV."“J From the time he became
Fresident until the decision was made to asi for war, iadison
souznt to play one belli-erent acalnst the other in an effort to
zet them 1o ramove theilr moritinie resirictions.
Zefore Ilacdlson had been two uweeks in olffice he
nad nut the full weicht of the Presidanc 1

a secret understanding with either Za~land or
France, involvin: a uall for war against tae other

s

-

wnless it too stoppsd rolssting Anerican commerce..
oo This cocs not wmezn uddt he eithzr wished for or
exmected wor in 1809, His hone was to use an azree-

ment ulith either belligerent to obtain one witn the

asbout six wezks after he entered office, :adison becawme a

hero to Repuvlicans and Federclists alike by signing the Erskine

azreenient. Under this asrecment Eritain was to revoke the orders in
cowcil insofar as they affected American shivning, and the United
States was to withdrow non-intercourse azainst Britain and keep it
in effect czoinst France.- o Towever, Inzland's envoy, David il
Srskine, failed to infom Xadison that the Zritish govermment ncd
denmanded a written guarantee from tie United States that it would
suocmit to enforceorient of non-intercourse zcainst France by the rojyal
i )

Zritain's subsequent re-~udiation ol the ajresement brou ht

quick disillusiomient. lindison believed the Eriticsh had "reverted to

The failure of the Irsitine agreement brought aboul two

L 1

develoornients in lladison's volicy, according to Zrant. Abroad, he

2L, Trid., ol 42, 43,

5. bemlu, Dinlowmatic Histor-, n. 153.
35. Erant, The Prcosident, vo. 73, 7h.
370 _I‘.\-.LC:. y e '(710
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coasaed to home tnat either bellis

+ [N
restrictions ot oncs. Therelore, h

bellirerents

tenrted "to

crent would

2oenl 2ll its
o crur the tvo

to a series of alternate Jjwins," in which

tacr would

reniove tizir rectrictions cradually. "The difficulty was to moke
either of them jumn first."i3 At homez, in order to win supvort for
this "foreizn policy btascd on the economic self-intersst and chesty

cdeveloment and national s

belind him "all

. "lr\
iclerinz."

HS

youns

and growing nation,"

self-

factions, excent

Politically this meant that the 1

ke bezan aavocating

tlie btitter Faderalist
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rdustria
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o unite

s led oy
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dison adiinistration

-’ A
could scfely accent increasing hazards in a 'risk of
war! policy. If it succeceded in protectins commerce

by nejotiation, all but tie most fanatic
would be won over. If ne~otiation failed, every stap
that led toward wver would be backed

the T

uritg el‘*cnt and tue territorial e
very
trade would ve offset cuon:

and hi;h nﬂulonallum of

War itself - fatal to

o+
fast-

Tederalists

Ly the scll-iunterast
soreading manufact-
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volitical loss growing out of damagzz to foreisn
the new incustiriclists.
overscas trade - would bring

self-coniainment to a clime:, sustaining the ;overn-
ment against those injured Ly the disraniion of
cortierce -
a neans of Lunlerenting nis forciyn wolicy, iadicon toox

idg,

an extrcordinzry step for a Hermublicon. e
for incrensed funds for military svendin:,
tact cafense avpronriations be cut in nalf.
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not ready Tor suclh a st p.43 Lor wcs it reacdy to renlace the Cying
non-intercoursze btill with a stronser form of econromic cocrcion, as
ladison wisheds ™™ Zut it did ress locon's Zill Nuwarer Two, which
eave Madison a small lever to use arsoinst the belliserents.e The

11 restored trads with both Zniland and France, but proviced tha

o’
[

(=8

if either of tlhem should rzovoke its restrictions befcre iiarenh 5, 1311,

ainst the other in the event

45

ron-intercourse vould bz restored a
that it did not fecllow suit witnin itnree monthc.

fi .~ ~

Alter loverier, 101C, llzdison soushit to use the lever
nrovided by tre Ilicon bill against Zritain. The Zuc d2 Cadore,
anoleon's rinjster of foreign alfairs, had anncunced Ausust 5 that
as of lovcmbar 1, Froncel!s decerees would cease to nave effect, "it
teing urderstood that, in consequence of this declaration, the Zn-lich

shall revolie their orders in council end renouncs tihe new princicles

of blockadee....or that the United States...chall cnuse tieir rights

Ls . .
to be recsmected by the Zaslish."™ lMadison had reservations as
to the realily cf tie reneal. Francs ctill cloimed the risht to

license fmerican shins and to linmit the nwaber sdaitied to continental
L h7 . . . . -
roric. She alco continued to seize shiins w.der the cuise of the
rizht to make muricionol regulations, rather than under internctioral
s - . e L s as cqs
law. zut, accorcing to Zrart, iodison was willin
Tiction of rereal because his only hore of wettin: Zritzin to make

the hext Junp" was to do so, and because America's grievances

Pe 217
~
~
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I

oinst Zritain were rreater than her grievances against Fraace
Trereafter, he consistently worxed to gain the rewveal of the orders

in councile. Ilien Con-recs voted to dsclarc war in June, 1812, no

one in the United States rezlized that Modison finzlly had succe ‘3d.5o
rent's interpretation fortifies the contention of Adoms

and Smith that [ladison has been misundercstood. He vwresented

evidence to shiow that it was Lodison wio wrote tousn disloantic

notes ovel the si-nature of his incomretent first vecretary of state,

wno pullished dinlomatic dispotches containing news of nsw bellizerent
outraies in order to encourz:e taz election of a militant Twelith

Congress, and wiho tine and ajnsin wrrned sSnglish and French minlcters

.o

of the possivle consequences of tiasir govermments! actions.- = is

tr)

ront also nointed out, if Hadison actazlly had been at the mercy
of the Twelfth Congress, he could not have assured rester in lov-
enper, 1311, that there would bte no serious cnange in relations
teticen tne United States and Great Eritain belfore the return of

tiie Hornet with EZritoin's ansuer to the demand that siie revoiwe the

(This) was in effect an assurance thet there would
be no declaration of war belore Anril cr llav.
Counled with other remarks...it furnished clear
oroof that tlie I'resident regorded ainmsell as gulding
national policy. This was mace e¢ven rnlairer by his
blunt refuscd to let the contreovercy with jntland
hinrs on the misconcduct of France. .idison we
offering CGrent kritain a period of Zrace in wnlcn

to charge her policies withiout a sacrifice ol nrias
and escare an otiicrwlse ilnevitatle ware””

L9. Ioide, rre 279, 340. ficcorcing to Zrant, Impressncht was
tie grievance thiat set of Eritain from irance.

50. Zritain removed the orders in council June 15; the United
States declared war June 10.

51l. Zrant, The Precident, Fassine

4
~ ™5 -~ 75N ey
52. Ibid,, pue 570, 371.
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Tecnite the evidence that [ndison has teen miswundcorstood,

it may still te wondered if the Tact that he wogs misunderstood wos

—

t in its2lf a Tactor in the coaing of the War of 1212, The

ct

n

(o]

)

foilure of Consress to nass a sirong coercive bill in 1210, for

Q.

zxonnle, moy have been partly due to the foct that Congressmen di
not know where edison stood.”” Erent could

From oster's oum dicspatcnes it is clear that the
Frecident laid cdown a »olicy witih full knowledze
tiat it would lead to war if Creat Zritain did not
crnan’e her course....taod the oritish envey trons-
mitted the bare verbzl records of his talks with
rodison and ronore, and had no rFecernlist speeches
or editorials reached znglard, tae critish cabinet
mizht hsve peen alle to discern American intentions
and act on tre basis of its knowlec:e.-

But Foster, who had direct contact with Hnadison, nevertieless
accented ithe Federalists! interpretation of him &s weck and in-
decisive and termrered his dicmatchcs accordinzly. He interoreted
the "period of crace" as evidence that odison wantsd to delay the

actions of a Jongress he was too wezk to resist.”? Federalists,

“

who convinced Foster thiat their intercrctotion of llndisen was the
correct one, were vrejudiced and undouvbiedly guilty of wishiul
thinkinge. Zut even var houlis wers sometimes unsure of tiie Pres-

e

ident's leadershiz. "If tie trumpet give an uncertzin sound,”

56

Ut

said Calhoun cof Iizdison, "who shall prepare for the vatilelM

s

che coming of the war rrouvably cannot be explained with

Zut that role secris
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to have had negative asnecis as well zs tiie positive ones 3rant
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stressed. Iiadison lacked leadcrshinz. Contemporarics often were
wnavare of his true feelings. e was unable to convinee his own
porty in the Zleventh Conzress of the neccesity for wmilitary
crenaredness. It would seem that 3Srant fziled to emphasize these
negztive factors pronerl

n 1 -~ 4 ] PPN Sy
T the two key factors in Ienry Acaus!

intervretation of tihe causes of war - the role of liadison. liormian

Y]

-

Risjord emphasized the other - the role cl conscrvative hepudblicans

ngs supported those of Adans.
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or individuzl Congressional
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no evidence that the winners
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were civen a mandate to vote for war. lost of the Southarn repre-

sentatives in the Twellth Congress were holdovers irom previous

o
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Songressess, cnd many of then uere re-electzd without oonosition.

Some of the new rembers repnlaced like-minded representatives wno had

]

chosen not to ss2zk re-clection. Ivan 1n those cuses where t

»
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<
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was closely contested, "the election seldom turncd on the issucs

Fed L3 : ‘-:8 < o~ ) g 1 N (I}

of foreizn policy."” Sorie of the coutherners who entercd the
Twellfth Congress ¢id so with a dscided rrefersnce for war. Others,
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including some wno later voted for war were decidedly for peace.”
Thus, althougih be Southeastern states of larylend, Virginisa, iortn

Carolina, and South Czcrolina were to cast 34 votes for war anc only

11 ezainst it, Rsjord found no evidence that the vote rellacted

o
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for it zrecdusllys tecame convinesd thet wor was inovitatle ovocause ol
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the fzilurz of econorilce cozarcion ang the intraasiceiice of zZritala
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that only war would —revant tain from ti-rterning her maritie
Ko}
restrictions still further.™” Ctill cothers suecorted tho military
nrocaredness rneasures of the weor houlks, but "eouwld ot mniie wo
£
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their minds on the iscue of war or rewce until the last niinute.!
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because they bcliovad the country had already movzd too for in the
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Girzetinn ol war to back dowmm vitihout Jisgracing itee

Zouth voicd for vor in tie Leliel thiat uar was tie ordy honorab

t least as far as the South wns conceracd,
it on by ncn who hza haa a Dall ful of
onsland, no

lvuu or Indiarz, or nriccs in toa lowerx
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dojord directed his arzunicnt 2

to believe taat the soclal and =scononic wrovlens of the fronlier cre
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- to the coming of ihe ware. Thus ne indirzcily naid trisute

o the durnbility of the revicionist »noint of view, whlch norsisis
in genersl studies ol ithe reriod, if not in trne vritinss of historinn
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concerned orimorily withi the cadsss of

tiie couces stressed oy ths revisionists were not ilumwertant cven in

the Test, and acserted that "the only unifding Tactor, preccent in
all sections of the country, was the ~rowing {feeling ol patrioticn,
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the realization that somethin: iwus
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rational nhonor."¥! Iz also nlaced ~reat ewnshacis on the idans tuat
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-~ vee . . - ~
rom the Couth and the !Gdddle Atlantic states "JTuraicshed

the mojor sunvort Jor var,! and "nad little to gain eccnomically
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froa the contlict.

Somz of the statements mace by Zisjord in support of thece

ascartions cnnpear insccurnte ana poorly ClOSulie 10F €X:

s2id that "the War of 1212 was the most wnecoromic war t
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States nos ever fougnit."”” zut he loter hod to quulifly

saying thaetb economic facters were nresent, exnecially in tn2 west.
ind althouzh economic factors cannot by themselves account for

"the generzl demand Ifor war," he sald that "the finzl synthesis of
ti2 causes of the wor will have to tadie into eccownt vericus material
fzetors. ™!

e dismissed Toylor's intercretation by scying thot the

extent ol Zritish responsibility for falling prices cannot be
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detemiined. ' However, Tav
actually vas recronsitle, bLut vhethzr Wosterncrs thoullit sue wos.

Mo, in criticizing Fratt, RUsjord said that tne idea of tie

6. Cne of the most reccnt studies of the carly nationcl
veriod accents the Frati thesis. See Charles . wiltse, Th2 Hew

Iotion, 1220-1%435 (llew York, 1901), oo. 41-43,
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siord's reneralizations avouat Vechtern causes illustrats
iictorizas ol tle Tnr of 1012: To study

orly ore sa2t of causes and to zeneralize too Ircely avout oticr
Tacters. hHis findinzgs in recard to tie role of Couthern Conservatives
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he cordnzy of the war cannot ve understood witiout a knowled 2
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£ tre morivas of tie Precident who aciked for war with Zritain and
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ongorasanen 1o cact nzarly half the voies Jor it.  Dut it
woild te unfortunate i these uotives should tacoie the bosis of a

new schiool of theoutiit ubiich i-mored tac rolz of the war haviis, who

also played an inrortant rolec. In order to gain a fuller understancding
of the czuses of the Var of 1812, it is nzcessary for histerians to

ake a more talanced annroach than Risjerd, Zrent, or auy of their

wwve peen willing to taie.
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21 1981, Tarren H. Goodiwal wrote a historio raniical essay

on the cowdns of the wor of 1312 in which he colled Zor a M"aclinitive

0
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th2 sources." Until such a study was mads, he szid, the

N

cauczs cf the wur would ronaln 'singderly unccrtain.
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later, thiez firdin s of rurt, Srant, Acjord, and others nove rrevided

' - o e ] ] - T
additiorel inforiation chout ihose causes. These fiadiugs incicote
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citiier the maritine ri htc historionc or the revisionists susroscd.
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the necessary worit alreoady Lhas becn done.  Suen

setors ag snierican reoction to maritime rectrictionc, thoe Incdicn

nrovlon, manifest czstiny, desire “or Cenada and the Floridas, oricss
Py J 9 by

L 1., -~ < I, L34 1
RORAVIOE Y] ﬁ"O(....C\;, wLil I'0.C

rlayed by tie Frzoicsat, and the notives

evuvlicuns &1l have tecn dovelorsd by rrovious ristor-

0] 1

10u:h more can be learncd zvout all

srowlans, the

princinle tack is to diccover 2ir cffects wroan eazh other aac

to atieunt to nieasure their relative inrortance. This 13 2 jou

imnortonce of rectlilyin: tiis ondlrcion bas bocn one of Hhe nojcr
[v)

coicerns ol the forejoiny discucsicon.
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1. Goodman, "Changing Intervrcetations,”, v. 129.
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VALUZ CF AZRICAI DOIZSTIC ZIP02TS, 179C-1515

(Thousands of Dollars)

-,

X, jr T, ~ '~
Jonr Ixneorts Tazr —orts
2 DCrLS PRcici o

+

1750 19,595 203 52,406
1791 18,512 134 41,467
1792 19,752 13805 2,387

1737 ohoEe 130¢ 41,253
1794 26 5++ 1327 5,699
1795 :"" ,«") :CS 9:4/\4
1796 40,104 303 21,405
1797 29,350 1210 2,367
1756 28,527 111 45,254
1792 21,143 131z 30,028
13C 47,473 1313 25,003
1582 36,7C8 1514 £,752

1315 Ls,975

Source: lorth, Zcononic Crouin, pe 271
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ATPI

P

oI IV

VI2STZRY LAND 34L23, 1802 - 1217
Thousands of Acres)
Teor Lcros Jecr
13¢2 Lo 1611
1323 199 1812
12Qh ST 1513
13C5 €19 1814
1306 L7 1615
12¢7 5L 1315
1538 196 1317
1309 143
1310 15
Source fmexdcon Sinte Forers, Clogs IIT, Firance,
Vol. II, pp. 7, £fe; Vol. III, pp. 29, :C%.
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