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ABSTRACT

THE PUBLIC SPEAKING OF ZACHARIAH CHANDLER

by John H. Thurber

This study examines the speaking of Zachariah Chandler of
Michigan from 1851 to 1879. During this time he participated in
local, state, and national politics, and served as a Senator from
Michigan.

Chapter One sets forth the introduction to the study, the
rationale for the study, the methodology and the organization. Chap-
ter Two chronicles the history of the period during which he lived
and the economic, political, and intellectual factors affecting the
period, as well as the part which Zachariah Chandler played in shap-
ing events during the middle years of the nineteenth century. Chap-
ter Three deals with the issues upon which he spoke and the positions
he held with regard to them. Chapter Four analyzes his use of sup-
porting materials in his speeches as it is evidenced by ethical,
psychological, and logical proof. Chapter Five treats Chandler's
organization, and his arrangement of ideas within his speeches;
Chapter Six presents an analysis of his use of language. Chapter
Six also discusses Chandler's preparation and delivery. Chapter
Seven presents a summary of the study and a final evaluation of all
the aspects of Chandler's public speaking.

Chandler's continual use of the public platform in every
state and national political contest held during his years of public
service, and his frequent speeches on the floor of the United States

Senate give evidence that he held oral discourse to be an important
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John H. Thurber
tool in a democratic society. Chandler was a speaker whose public
pronouncements were violently partisan and Radical in the extreme.
His speeches reveal an intensity of nature, a positiveness of con-
viction, and a profound sincerity.

Based on a complete rhetorical analysis of thirty-five of
Chandler's speeches chosen from the total span of his career in pub-
lic service and including examples of his occasional speaking, as
well as his Senate and campaign speaking, it may be concluded that
Chandler did use supporting material in his addresses, the greatest
emphasis being placed upon psychological and logical proof. He drew
evidence from the usual sources and reasoned inductively from ex-
ample, cause, analogy and/or sign; as well as deductively. His
favorite tool of reasoning was the colorful analogy, which he used
with telling effect, especially in refutation.

Chandler seemed to use "rhetorical order" effectively, pre-
ferring to state his thesis near the beginning of his Senate speaking
and near the end of his campaign and occasional addresses. In the
Senate he chose to meet his opponents in direct combat, caring little
for audience adaptation in the sense of conciliation. When speaking
on the campaign trail, Chandler placed his thesis near the end of the
speech, not for the purpose of adapting to the audience in order to
conciliate them, but for the purpose of adaptation in the sense of
building to a climax. He preferred either the topical or chronolog-
ical ordering of ideas in the body of the speech, or a combination
of these orders.

Chandler's language style was simple and straight forward

without embellishment or flourish. He used words that were concrete,
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John H. Thurber

forceful, and easy to understand, and his favorite stylistic devices
appeared to be the question, dialogue, and satire.

Contemporary comments on his delivery suggest that it was
neither studied nor graceful. His voice was strong and projected
well. His gestures were not particularly smooth or practiced. Evi-
dence concerning his preparation indicates that he generally spoke
extemporaneously.

Zachariah Chandler was a powerful and impressive oral advo-

cate, and he seemed to be particularly effective on the campaign

trail.
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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION

On February 28, 1873, a bill was passed by the Senate of the
United States making appropriations for the payment of back pen-
sions. To this bill was attached an amendment extending pensions to
those who had served in the war with Mexico. Some in the Senate
felt that the bill had been adopted without full consideration, and
on the evening of March 2, 1873, a motion was made and carried for a
reconsideration. During the subsequent discussion of the bill, an
amendment was offered excluding from the pension all those who had
served in the Confederate army or who had held any office under the
Confederacy. After this amendment was defeated by a coalition of
Democrats and Southern Republicans, another amendment was proposed
which would have excluded Jefferson Davis from any benefits under
the bill.

A somewhat strange debate followed. For some hours the
Senate chamber rang with eulogies upon Jefferson Davis. The "Rad-
ical" Republicans in the Chamber were shocked to hear praises heaped
upon the former President of the Confederacy in the halls of the
United States Senate. Those Republicans who spoke for the amendment
did not put into words the thoughts they held; no one called Jeffer-
son Davis a traitor to his country.

After the debate had lasted for some time, Mr. W. E. Chand-
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ler of New Hampshire, who had been watching the proceedings from the
news gallery, sent word to one of the Senators on the floor urging
him to call Jefferson Davis by his "right" name--traitor. This the
Senator did in a speech delivered about 3:30 a.m. on the morning of
Monday, March 3, 1873. Few people were in the galleries at the time,
and those Senators who had chosen to remain at their desks had
lapsed into a listless state. When the Senator to whom W. E. Chand-
ler had addressed his note began to speak, however, the spectators
listened with renewed interest. Senators came in from the lobbies
and cloakrooms and the speaker's closing words, ". . . a double-dyed
traitor to his government," fell in ringing tones upon an intent
audience. The presiding officer could not check the applause which
erupted from the galleries.

Those present eagerly awalted a reply from the Democratic
side of the Senate, but none was forthcoming. When the vote was
taken, the amendment excluding Jefferson Davis from the benefits of
the bill was passed. Then the bill, as amended, was passed. Al-
though no answer was made to the speaker immediately following his
speech, subsequent Southern and Democratic denunciation of him was
abundant. The Northern Republican newspapers, on the other hand,
printed the short speech in its entirety and heaped much praise upon
it. Perhaps never before had so short a speech in the Senate caused
so much controversy in the country.

The Senator who delivered that ringing philipic was Zacha-
riah Chandler from the State of Michigan, the subject of this study.
In 1873, Chandler had served in the Senate for some sixteen years,

and as a member of the Senate and as one of the leaders of the Re-
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3

publican party, he wielded considerable influence. Prior to the
Civil War, Chandler had opposed with vehemence all efforts of South-
ern leaders to influence the question of the extension of slavery;
and during the Civil War he had been very active in the Northern
National Government. Chandler's resolution on December 2, 1861,

led to the creation of the Joint Committee on the Conduct of the War
in the Lincoln administration, and he was one of three Senators
chosen to serve on this most influential committee. As a leading
"Radical" Republican, Chandler was also one of the inner circle of
the Radical advisors to President Lincoln, and was prominent in the
internal affairs of the Government.

Zachariah Chandler served during his career in the Senate as
Chairman of the Committee on Commerce, and, in the administration of
President Grant, he held the post of Secretary of the Interior. As
a leader in Michigan of the Republican party and as the controller
of patronage in the State, he wielded his influence to keep Michigan
consistently Republican in the popular elections held during his
lifetime. 1In 1876, Chandler was selected Chairman of the National
Republican Committee and was influential in the election of Ruther-
ford B. Hayes to the Presidency. According to some political writers
of the time, the prospects of Chandler's being nominated as the Re-
publican candidate for President in 1879 were good. His death in
Chicago in October of 1879, prevented the possible fulfillment of

this prophecy.

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of this study shall be to examine and evaluate



L
the public speaking of Zachariah Chandler. It shall be concerned

with the situations in which he spoke and the audiences to whom he
spoke, as well as an internal analysis of the speeches themselves.
The concern of this study shall be with Zachariah Chandler as a
speaker--who he was, when he lived, his influence, the issues he
discussed, the speech occasions and the audiences, and an internal
analysis of what Chandler said and how he said it. This study shall
consider Zachariah Chandler as a product of his time; and as a poli-
tician in state, regional, and national affairs as reflected in his

actions and his public utterances.

A Rationale for the Study

It must be admitted that, today, Chandler is not a well known
figure in history. Though he was one of the founders, however re-
luctantly, of the Republican party; though he spoke in most of the
Eastern and Mid-Western states during the national campaigns of the
period during which he lived; and though he was known throughout the
country as one of the leaders of the Radical wing of the Republican
party, he is today one of the figures who has faded into the limbo of
the past.

The fact that he is little remembered today, however, legit-
imately gives rise to the question: "Why study the speaking of Zach-
ariah Chandler?" There seems to be merit in studying little known
figures from history as one method of gaining a better understanding
of the period. The study of the speaking of one of these figures can
be defended on the basis that it adds to the storehouse of informa-

tion on the part played by the public platform in shaping the events
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of history. In addition, certainly there were influential men and
competent oral advocates whom history has not graced with the title
of "great men." This is brought out by Earl W. Wiley in an article

in The Quarterly Journal of Speechl in which he suggests that the

"new direction" in rhetorical research often leads to unhonored and
unnamed people of the hinterland. This article, it is true, deals
only with state and regional individuals, but the same concept can
be broadened to include national figures, such as Zachariah Chand-
ler--men who did wield influence and who did make their mark on
their time.

Because Chandler is not a well known figure in history, it
might be expected that little has been published concerning the man.

Such is the case. In 1880, the Detroit Post and Tribune published a

book titled Zachariah Chandler: An Outline Sketch of His Life and

Public Service. Since this book was published by the newspaper

which Chandler helped found, 1t contains little information of a
critical nature. It is really more of a memorial to Chandler. In
1917, Wilmer C. Harris wrote a very brief study called The Public

Life of Zachariah Chandler, 1851-1875. This work was written for

the Michigan Historical Commission and is the published version of
his doctoral research at the University of Chicago. These publica-
tions are historical and biographical in nature and do not consti-
tute attempts to deal specifically with the speaking of Chandler.
Research has been done in the past eight years on Zachariah

Chandler by a doctoral candidate in history from the University of

lgar1 w. Wiley, "State History and Rhetorical Research,"
The Quarterly Journal of Speech, XXXVI, No. 4 (December 1950), 51k.
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Wisconsin (never completed), a graduate student at the University
of Michigan, a private researcher, a professor at New York Univer-
sity, and a professor from the University of Chicago. This informa-
tion was offered by the Curator of Manuscripts at the Burton Histori-
cal Collection of the Detroit Public Library and the identity of the
several researchers is unknown. However, an examination of the var-
ious compilations of graduate writing proposed or in progress in the
field of speech reveals, to the best of this writer's knowledge, no
thesis or dissertation on the public speaking of Zachariah Chandler.
Because Chandler spoke many times on many issues throughout a
long career and because no rhetorical critic has attempted to examine
these speeches, this study will be concerned with the entirety of
Chandler's career and will attempt to draw together a lifetime of
speaking. Since no research has been done on this area of his life,
1t is left to another researcher to narrow the subject to a specific
series of speeches on a given issue; or an "in depth" study of one
particular speaking situation. It seems a reasonable first task to
place Chandler's speaking in perspective and to bring this subject
under the light of rhetorical research in order to provide a broad

view of his life and his speaking.

Methodology

This study is based on the premises that speechmaking is a
useful art and that the critic should realize that speaking takes
place with an audience for the purpose of having an effect upon those
listeners who hear the speech as well as upon subsequent audiences

who may have occasion to read the text of the speech or a report of
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it. Thus, this writer has investigated the history of the times as
a part of the rhetorical biography of the speaker; the climate of
opinion of the times; Chandler's position on the issues of the day;
the nature of the audiences to whom he spoke; and the speaker's
reputation, objectives, preparation, and effect.

In addition, the rhetorical critic must discover and use
norms to determine the quality of workmanship demonstrated by the
speaker. In the description, analysis, interpretation, and evalua-
tion of Chandler's speaking, norms based on the classical core of
rhetorical theory (Aristotle, Cicero, and Quintilian) and certain
twentieth century restatements of these theories provided the struc-
ture for internal analysis and evaluation.

A complete discussion of the methodology employed in the
analysis and evaluation of Chandler's use of the constituents of
rhetoric is presented at the beginning of the chapter or the section
of the chapter in which each is specifically examined. A general
statement of methodology, however, seems in order.

As a result of an investigation into various sources (992:

gressional Globe, Congressional Record, newspapers and personal

papers) one hundred and thirty occasions on which Chandler spoke
were discovered. It is believed that there were many more occasions,
but information concerning the speeches he gave on his campaign
tours was frequently not available.

Of these one hundred and thirty occasions, seventy-five of
the speech texts or reports of the speeches were located. All sev-
enty-five speeches or reports of speeches were utilized in writing

Chandler's rhetorical biography and in examining the issues on which
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he spoke, but thirty-five speeches were chosen for rhetorical
analysis.

Three considerations determined the choice of the thirty-
five speeches. The first of these considerations was the complete-
ness of the text. Further, the speeches were chosen so that they
covered the total span of Chandler's public service. Finally, an
attempt was made to choose a representative sample from each of the
three situations in which his speeches were given: (1) Senate;

(2) campaign; and (3) occasional. This was not possible because of
the small number of occasional speeches available, but a reasonable
distribution between the first two categories listed above was accom-
plished. Since only five occasional speeches were available for
study, they were all included.

These thirty-five speeches were then carefully analyzed for
organization and arrangement of ideas; supporting materials (proof);
and language style. Comments on Chandler's speaking were examined
for the analysis of delivery. For each of the thirty-five speeches
a complete substance outline was constructed with a careful noting of
organization and arrangement, including internal summaries and tran-
sitions. Then a "technical plot" was constructed for each of the
constituents of rhetoric mentioned above, except delivery. Examples
of both the substance outline and the technical plots appear in the
appendix to this study.

Conclusions presented in this study are the result of this
analysis and the proof presented in support of these conclusions
represents typical examples of the material used to arrive at the

conclusions.
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Organization of the Study

The study is organized topically. Chapter Two deals with a
political and rhetorical biography of Zachariah Chandler; Chapter
Three is concerned with an examination of the issues on which he
spoke and his position with regard to them; Chapter Four discusses
Chandler's use of supporting material (proof) in his speaking; Chap-
ter Five examines his organization and arrangement of ideas in his
speeches; Chapter Six deals with his language style, and delivery.

A specific examination of the audiences to whom Chandler spoke and
the situations in which he spoke is presented, not as a separate
chapter, but as an integral part of the other aspects of the man and
the speaker mentioned above. Chapter Seven contains the summary and

conclusions.



CHAPTER II

THE SPEAKER: HIS LIFE AND TIMES

Before examining Zachariah Chandler as a speaker, it seems in
order to first make inquiry concerning Zachariah Chandler as a man.
We shall first paint a general picture of the times during which he
lived and was active politically; then move on to examination of the
part he played during this period of history.

Zachariah Chandler lived in a new era of American history.
Following the War of 1812, the United States had begun the "Age of
Expansion." Territorially, we had moved westward.

The manufacturing system, though slow to begin, grew by leaps
and bounds. Facilities for the manufacture of such significant arti-
cles as paper, leather goods, woodenware, and iron goods multiplied.
The lead among the sections of the country in this shift toward man-
ufacturing was promptly taken by New England.

Perhaps the greatest single trend in the early years of the
nineteenth century was the shift toward nationalism. Patriotism be-
came almost a national obsession. While still dependent on Europe in
some ways, Americans saw little reason to esteem the ways of the 0Old
World, where economic opportunity was limited.

With nationalism and manufacturing came internal improve-
ments. In 1820, there was not a single railroad operating in the

country; by 1850 the East and the West, at least to the Great Lakes,

10
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were connected by a large and expanding network of steel rails. By
1825, the Erie Canal had been completed, and the development of tel-
ography had "changed every aspect of communication."t

In a nation growing with such rapidity, nationalism not unex-
pectedly gave way to sectionalism in the fight for progress. With
the rise of the cotton growing industry, brought on by Eli Whitney's
invention of the cotton gin in 1793, slavery began to expand just
when it had seemed destined to die a natural death. While some his-
torians question the causal relationship between slavery and the
growing sectionalism,2 the problem of human bondage was destined to
loom larger in the mind of the nation. Slavery became a moral issue
on which to base growing antagonism between the North and the South.
It had played but a small part in national politics until Representa-
tive James Tallmadge of New York successfully proposed an amendment
to the Missouri Enabling Bill, restricting slavery as a limitation
pursuant to a territory becoming a state. Though declared unconsti-
tutional, this act served as one of the first wedges in the ever-
widening breach between the North and the South, the culmination of
which was the Civil War.3

Aly and Tanquary state succinctly other reasons for the grow-

ing split between the sections following 1820.

lwilliam Norwood Brigance (ed.), A History and Criticism of
American Public Address (New York and London: McGraw Hill Book Co.,
Inc., 1943), p. 92.

2See Charles A. Beard and Mary A. Beard, The Rise of American
Civilization (New York: The Macmillan Co., 1933); and Alexander H.
Stephens, A Constitutional View of the Late War Between the States
(Philadelphia: 1868).

3John D. Hicks, The Federal Union (New York: Houghton Mif-
flin Co., 1937), p. 35k.
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Despite the phenomenal physical and political changes in the
nation, however, the sectional divisions had not been ameliorated.
The. complaints that Southern men had uttered in 1820 were in 1850
still unremedied. The significant feature of the time was the
continued expansion of sectionalism. . . . The tendency of Euro-
pean immigrants to prefer the "free" states, and the consequent
growth in wealth as well as in population of the free territories
in the North and West; the establishment of new lines of trans-
portation prevailing from East to West, rather than from North to
South; the divisions between the developing urban economy of the
North and West and the continued rural economy of the South--all
tended to make possible if not actuﬁlly to perpetuate the spirit
of controversy between the regions.

Thus, to blame slavery, per se, for the breach between the
North and the South would be to fail to realize other factors which

6

made the conflict seem "irrepressible."”? The Beards,” refer to a
speech by Jefferson Davis in which he stated that the real purpose of
those opposing slavery in the territories was to gain political as-
cendancy in the government in order to fasten upon the country an
economic policy that meant the exploitation of the South for the ben-
efit of Northern Capitalism. Later, Davis reiterated this view in a
speech to the third session of the Provisional Congress in Richmond
on July 20, 1861. As President of the Confederacy, Davis said that
the purpose of the North was to completely subjugate the South econ-
omically, politically, and militarily.'

While the problem may have been basically political and econ-

omic, as Davis suggested, and the slavery problem secondary, feelings

uBrigance (ed.), p. 92-93.

oA speech of William H. Seward at Rochester, New York, Octo-
ber 25, 1858, in which he coined the phrase "irrepressible conflict.”
From George E. Baker (ed.) The Works of William H. Seward, IV (New
York: 1853-54) p.292.

6Charles A. Beard and Mary A. Beard, p. 5.

TBruce Catton, The Coming Fury (Garden City, New York:
Doubleday & Co., Inc., 1961), p. 430.
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could be raised and men could take a more firm stand when the issue
was moral, rather than "bluntly political or crassly economic."
. . and when finally the sections chose war to resolve
their ‘'irrepressible conflict,' both were glad to make it a
great and holy_crusade, for the good against evil, for right
against wrong.

By 1856, the country had reached a point when the slavery
issue was fast approaching a dreadful crisis. In the view of North-
ern members of Congress, the advocates of slavery had walked off with
concession after concession gained by Southern Senators, who, at this
proint in history, controlled the national legislative halls. The
Northern legislators had noted the war with Mexico, designed, in
their opinion, to gain new areas for the expansion of slavery. They
had been forced to accept the Fugitive Slave Law, the admission of
Texas as a slave state, and the Missouri Compromise. They had viewed
with alarm what they deemed a violation of the Missouri Compromise by
the Kansas-Nebraska Bill of 185h, which opened the vast region known
as Kansas and Nebraska, and the territories of Washington, Oregon,
and Minnesota to slavery. Chandler voiced the views of Northern
political leaders when Kansas applied for admission as a state in
1857. He called the Lecompton Constitution an aggression of slave
power which would lead to the subversion of the Constitution and the
Union. To him, it was a death blow at State sovereignty and popular
rights.9 At this point, the Southern power seemed almost invincible.

However, the election of 1860 brought into office the first

President of the new Republican Party and a man opposed to slavery

aRichard Heffner, A Documentary History of the United States
(New York: The New American Library, 1953), p. 106.

Ispeech of Senator Chandler in the Senate, March 12, 1858.
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extension.’® "For the first time the South had been defeated, the
charm of invincibility was broken, the prestige of success was
gone."ll

Between the election of the new President, Abraham Lincoln,
and his inauguration, seven states seceded from the Union--led by
South Carolina, which severed itself on December 20, 1860. President
Buchanan, while he believed secession to be unconstitutional, did not
take decisive action on the issue. He attempted only to contain the
movement to the deep South and not allow it to spread to the border
states. It was his hope that the new Republican President would be
able to cope with this unique problem.12

Lincoln attempted to placate all factions. In his inaugural
speech of March L4, 1861, he stated to the country that secession was
unlawful. He promised to execute the laws of the nation in Eii the
states and to "hold, occupy, and possess the property and places be-
longing to the government." This declaration appeared firm enough to
satisfy the "war hawks" of his own party, of which Chandler was one,

but the new President softened the effect with his final conciliatory

words. Lincoln said: "You [the South/ can have no conflict without

yourself being the aggressor."l3

This promise of Lincoln's did not prevent Congress from pas-

10r0rd Charnwood, Abraham Lincoln (New York: Pocket Books,
Inc., 1957), p. 133.

llKenneth M. Stampp, The Causes of the Civil War (Englewood
New Jersey: Prentice Hall Inc., 1959), p. 1ll.

1270seph B. Mitchell, Decisive Battles of the Civil War (New
York: G. B. Putnam, 1955), p. 17.

1310rd Charnwood, p. 22k.
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sing the Army Act, which authorized the enlistment of 100,000 men

for a year's service. The die was cast. On April 12, 1861, at
4:30 in the morning, the Confederate forces attacked Fort Sumpter
and the War had begun. For four years the conflict over the Union
and Slavery raged, until the latter part of May, 1865, when General
Kirby Smith surrendered the trans-Mississippi forces of the Confed-
eracy to Federal troops.

We shall examine specific issues of the war and Chandler's
part in them later in this study. Suffice it to say at this point
that the North was victorious, the Union had been preserved, slavery
had been abolished, and the period of Reconstruction began.

The end of the war revealed a great gulf between the former
antagonists. For one thing, many of the Anti-bellum commonalities
between the sections were destroyed by the war. The religious groups
which had once formed a bond between the people of the sections were
split by the hostilities. The political parties, once national in
nature, were now to a great extent sectional. The Democratic party,
split asunder in 1860, was not yet united.l)+ The Republican party
had been sectional from the beginning. Commercially, too, there was
a split. Commerce had been a unifying force before the war--now
trade between the sections had collapsed.

The close of hostilities also brought an immediate necessity
for the answers to certain questions which had been on the minds of
Washington politicians for a number of years. Among the more impor-

tant of these were: (1) What was the status of the states recently

ll"Frza.nk Zornow, Lincoln and the Party Divided (Norman: Uni-
versity of Oklahoma Press, 1954), pp. 119-122.
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in rebellion? (2) What was the status of members of the Confederate

government and the Confederate military? (3) Where did the power to
conduct Reconstruction lie--with the President or with Congress?
() By what means were the freedmen to be assured of their rights?

The Constitution gave no clear answers to these questions.
In 1863, however, Abraham Lincoln had laid down what seemed to him to
be practical conditions of restoration. In his proclamation, he of-
fered amnesty to those who would take an oath of loyalty for the fu-
ture, accept the acts of Congress, and subscribe to the Emancipation
Proclamation. Whenever as many as ten percent of the voting popula-
tion of 1860 of any of the seceded states took this oath and estab-
lished a state government, Lincoln agreed to recognize such a govern-
ment as legal. At the same time, the President stated that it was
the right of Congress to decide whether Representatives and Senators
from such states would be allowed to take their seats.l?

The Radicals in Congress, however, including Chandler, were
unwilling to agree with the President's plan because it was too len-
ient for them, and they further asserted that it was the right of
Congress and not of the President to determine the conditions and
processes of Reconstruction. Hence, they passed the Wade-Davis Bill,
stating that only when a majority of the white male citizens of the
states lately in rebellion took the oath of loyalty to the Constitu-
tion should there be restoration to the Union. This bill also ex-
cluded many more individuals from a voice in the Southern state

governments than did the President's proclamation. All those who

15Nelson P. Mead, The Development of the United States Since
1865 (New York: Harcourt Brace and Co., 1930), p. 3.
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bore arms, encouraged hostility, or voluntarily yielded support to
the Cbnfederate cause were to be excluded. In July of 1864, Lincoln
vetoed the bill by allowing the Congressional session to end without
signing it. He indicated that he was not willing to deny the states
which had already established governments in accordance with his pro-
clamation. However, he indicated that he was willing to accept any
states which might adopt the Congressional plan.l6

Unfortunately for the country and particularly for the South,
Lincoln was killed on April 15, 1865, by a bullet from the gun of the
actor John Wilkes Booth. Some historians imply that the whole his-
tory of Reconstruction might have been different had Lincoln lived.
Others feel that, while Lincoln would have had to reckon with a Radi-
cal Congress, he at least would have avoided the bitter controversy
which his successor, Andrew Johnson, precipitated, and consequently
the South might have escaped the misgovernment that the Radical Con-
gressional program of Reconstruction inaugurated.17 These specula-
tions are irrelevant, however, because Lincoln did not live, and it
was left to Andrew Johnson, a man of a far different nature than Lin-
coln, to grasp the reins of government left untended by the death of
the "Great Emancipator.”

While these political and Constitutional arguments were rag-
ing in Washington, what of the two sections recently in conflict?
From the South's point of view, the very principles which they had

fought to protect had been endangered by secession and destroyed by

16Samuel Morison and Henry Commager, Growth of the American
Republic, II (New York: Oxford University Press, 1950), pp. 32-33.

17Mead, p. 10
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war. Their plantation system was utterly devestated. Slavery was

no longer in existence. They had lost any political bargaining power
which they may have had prior to 1861. They were, in fact, placed
under military governments of occupation by Congress. The section
seemed completely demoralized by defeat.

The North, on the other hand, was in the driver's seat fol-
lowing the war. Population and wealth had increased. The per capita
wealth had doubled in ten years. Higher tariffs brought higher in-
dustrial profits. Michigan, Chandler's home state, had increased her
gross product and wealth four times over during the war.

Thus, the end of the war did not bring a re-United States.
The North and the South were perhaps even more different after the
war than before. 1In addition, the North and the South had learned to
hate, and it was not easy to forget the "war psychosis."18 In 1876,
Federal troops were still "occupying" certain Southern areas. Part
of the "bargain" of the Hayes-Tilden election controversy in the
Presidential election of that year was that Hayes would remove the
troops.t? It was not until 1898 that final ammesty became a fact .20

This, in very brief form, was the period of American history
during which Zachariah Chandler lived and during part of which he
wielded his political power. It saw the beginning of the rapid

growth of the United States as distinct from European influences, the

18pau1 s. Buck, The Road to Reunion (Boston: Little Brown &
Co., 1938), pp. 4k-72.

19F0r a definitive study of this Presidential election cri-
sis, see C. Van Woodward, Reunion and Reaction (Garden City, New
York: Doubleday Anchor Books, 19560).

2OJohn Hope Franklin, From Slavery to Freedom (New York:
A. Knopf: 1948), p. 328.
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growth of industry and agriculture, the split of the nation during
the Civil War, and the period of Reconstruction. With a general
over-view of the period in mind, let us now turn to the life and
political career of Zachariah Chandler as he played his roll in shap-
ing the destinies of his party, his state, and his country.

Zachariah Chandler was born in Bedford, New Hampshire, Decem-
ber 10, 1813.21 The family into which he was born were descendants
of one William Chandler, who came from England during the Puritan
immigration about 1637 and settled in the Massachusetts Bay Colony.
The Chandler's of Bedford, New Hampshire were the posterity of Zacha-
riah Chandler, Zachariah's Great-Great-Great Grandfather.

Zachariah's father, Samual, was born on May 28, 1774, and in
1795 married Margaret Orr, daughter of Colonel John Orr, first offi-
cer of General Stark during the Revolutionary War. They had seven
children, one of whom is the subject of this study--Zachariah Chand-
ler.

In the family Bible, preserved for some years by Zachariah's
sister, Mrs. Samual Lee, we find his birth recorded as Zacharias
Chandler. He generally used only his first initial, but eventually
adopted the name of his Grandfather, Zachariah, who died in Bedford,
April 20, 1830, at the age of T79.

From boyhood through manhood, Zachariah demonstrated inde-
pendence, tenacity, pluckiness, quick temper, and self-reliance. His

biographers attribute these character traits to his New England back-

2lEarly History of Michigan with Biographies of State Offi-
cers, Members of Congress, Judges, and Legislators (Lansing, Michi-
gan: Thorp and Godirey, State Printers and Binders, 1888), p. 16k.
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20
ground.22 Following Zachariah Chandler's death in 1879, his boyhood

friend, the Reverand S. G. Abbott, of Stanford, Connecticut, wrote
concerning their associations some fifty years before. Tinged with
emotionalism, the letter describes "the old brick schoolhouse" where
their rudimentary education was gained, the store of Zachariah's fa-
ther, the "broad fields and forests" where "we use to roam and hunt,"
the tavern of Zachariah's Uncle, and the rough, overgrown, good-
natured boy who "went by the name of zach."23

Chandler attended a common school to the age of fifteen and
then studied for a time at Pembrook and Derry Acadamies in New Hamp-
shire. During the winter of his sixteenth year, he taught school,
but was less than successful at this pursuit. He did, however, have
discipline. The boys in the country school in the Piscategoug school
district were an unruly lot, prone to frequent serious breaches of
discipline. It was only by physical force that the young Chandler
established his supremacy. What he managed to teach or in what de-
gree he accomplished his educational goals remains a point of conjec-
ture. Later in his 1life, Chandler spoke with interest of this brief
contact with the teaching profession, but laid no claims to succe&&gu

Early in life, Zachariah established himself as a man more
capable of giving orders than of taking them. As a member of the lo-
cal militia company in Bedford, he proved himself incapable of "per-

fect obedience." The young commander of the company was no match for

22Life of Zachariah Chandler (Detroit: The Detroit Post and
Tribune, 1860), p. 33.

23Life of Zachariah Chandler, p. 40.

2bife of Zachariah Chandler, p. LO.
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the strength of character or the physical power of Zachariah, and it
was not long before this recruit was arrested for insubordination and
held to await court martial. Fortunately for Chandler, the court
martial failed to convene at the appointed time and he was released.

In the year 1833, Chandler worked in the store of Kendrick
and Foster of Nashua, New Hampshire, and in September of that year
moved west to Detroit. The move was prompted in part by his father's
desire that Zachariah "make something of himself." He offered Zacha-
riah a choice between a gift of one thousand dollars with which to
start a business, or a college education.

The choice was not too difficult for Zachariah to make. He
had tried the academic world and found either it, or him, wanting.
On the other hand, he had tried farming and business with some suc-
cess. Perhaps an even greater motivation for him to avoid higher
education was the fact that his brothers had tried it to the ruin of
their health. Samual Jr. took four years at Dartmouth and Union
Colleges and lost his health through close confinement. He came to
Detroit a semi-invalid and died there in 1835. John Orr Chandler,
another brother, graduated from Dartmouth and spent a year in Andover
Theological Seminary. As a result of his labors at these institu-
tions, his health failed and he too came to Detroit to make his home

with Zachariah. When he continued to fail, he was taken for his
health to Cuba, where he died in 1839.

Whatever the reasons may have been, Zachariah chose the one
thousand dollars and started west to make his fortune, arriving in
1833, at the age of twenty, in Detroit.

His brother-in-law, Franklin Moore, was already settled in
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Detroit, and it was at his suggestion that Zachariah chose this city
in which to live. Chandler invested his father's gift of one thou-
sand dollars with the capital of Moore and the two gentlemen opened
a general store on Jefferson Avenue. This location had been the site
of a hotel named The Biddle House, and it was not long before their
store building was purchased by parties who were building a new ho-
tel. The firm of Moore and Chandler then moved to their permanent
location on Jefferson Avenue north of Woodward Avenue.25
The business partners agreed amicably in everything but bus-
iness. Franklin Moore was lax in his methods, sometimes inclined to
rash ventures and reckless buying. By contrast, Zachariah was very
strict and conservative, and kept a weather eye on his little capital
of one thousand dollars lest he lose it. Always a close figurer and
a hard loser, Zachariah soon decided that in order to avoid danger-
ous risks through his partner, he must make a move into the business
world on his own. Thus it was that after two years, he bought out
Moore's interest. Moore returned to the grocery business, while
Chandler concentrated on dry goods. The date was August 16, 1836.26
On August 17, 1836, Chandler found himself the sole pro-
prietor of a business and in debt to his brother-in-law. With little
money to operate, he had to be both proprietor and clerk. He was up
at daylight, sweeping the floor, dusting the counters, putting his
stock in order, and building a wood fire in the big box stove. He

showed and sold goods all day and lighted candles to set in the win-

23Life of Zachariah Chandler, pp. L2-L3.

26G. B. Gatlin Manuscripts, Burton Historical Collection,
Detroit Public Library.



L — R R

3 S "t ) £y s LY ! N
;) ¥ 2 b2 ] ol 8] S

8 & Ie) (g L] x

. a4 o e 42 o °

) @ *

9 1 i i
f M . ¢ | et
W i B ] I ‘g
1 " & N 4

) i . -




23

dows and along the counters after sunset to show goods to the evening
traders. When nine o'clock came, he locked the door, made a crude
bunk on the back counter, and slept soundly until the roosters
sounded his reveille. This spartan existence even included making a
lunch of crackers and cheese during the noon hour and showing his
goods to his customers while chewing vigorously.

His biographers tell us that he lived during this time on
$300 a year, avoided society, and allowed only the Presbyterian
Church to divide his attention with business.2'

Chandler developed into a good salesman, particularly with
people from the country. "In his younger days he was a tall, big-
boned, awkward young man with sandy hair and wide blue eyes. He was
frank, outspoken and so commanded confidence. His big hands and feet,
and his awkward gait which had been acquired on plowed ground among
the New Hampshire hills made farmer folks feel at once that he was
one of them.28 "He had . . . a popularity with his rural customers
that foreshadowed the strong hold of his later life on the affection-
ate confidence of the yeomanry of the State."2d

His reputation as a shrewd and honest businessman held him
in good stead in the financial crash of 1838, during which many wild-
cat banks and infant businesses in the state of Michigan went under.
During the financial trouble, a note of Chandler's for $5,000 came
due to a New York firm, and he could not pay it. His lawyer, James F.

Joy, a Bedford friend who had settled in Detroit, saw no reason to

2TLife of Zachariah Chandler, p. 45.

28Gatlin Manuscripts.

29,ife of Zachariah Chandler, p. 45.
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2l
declare bankruptcy as Chandler suggested. He advised Zachariah to

write to the firm and request extension of the note. This Chandler
did, it was granted, and he was on the road to mercantile success .39

Zachariah was naturally a quick-tempered man, and his finan-
cial troubles of 1837-38 did not provide oil for troubled waters.

He became very irritable. One day, Enos Jones, a Detroit business-
man, got into some sort of a dispute with Chandler in the store,
whereupon Chandler rushed him out to the sidewalk and gave him a
sound thrashing. Perhaps this was not typical behavior of a store
owner, but it was not atypical of Zachariah Chandler during this
period of his life.31

As time passed, Chandler's trade grew and he was compelled
to hire clerks. He proved a very exacting employer and several of
his earlier clerks either left or were discharged after a few weeks
of trial. He no longer slept and lunched in the store, but began
taking his meals at the new Michigan Exchange Hotel at the corner of
Shelby Streets and Jefferson Avenue in Detroit. For a time he and
his wife lived there.

In 1843, his was the first business in Michigan to amass
sales exceeding $50,000 in one year. Moving to wholesale goods, and
branching into real estate and other business pursuits, Chandler soon
amassed a sizeable personal fortune and his enterprises became the

leading ones in Michigan.3% Still, every year he drove through the

30Letter of James F. Joy to Chandler, January 18, 1839;
James F. Joy Papers (1810-1896), Burton Historical Collection,
Detroit Public Library.

3lGatlin Manuscripts.

32Farly History of Michigan . . . , p. 16L.
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state, visiting its pioneer merchants at their homes and in their
stores. He thus kept himself thoroughly informed of Michigan and

its leading citizens, a knowledge which was to form such an important
part of his influence in public life.33

We have thus far a picture of a man who was coarse and
strong; practical and prudent in business; and of remarkable energy
and force of character. It was exactly these traits that were to be
a cause of strength to his political friends and a constant source of
criticism from his po<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>