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ABSTRACT

THE ORIGINS AND EDITORIAL POLICIES OF
THE RICHMOND WHIG AND PUBLIC ADVERTISER,
1824-1865

By

Robert Hume Tomlinson

John Hampden Pleasants founded the Richmond Whig

on February 27, 1824. Within a decade he made the paper
one of the important political organs in Virginia.

In its early years the Whig supported state rights
principles and opposed protective tariffs and national
banks. But by the mid-1830's it shifted position and
embraced protection and the Second National Bank. On
slavery the paper followed a moderate course favoring
gradual emancipation, at least until public opinion in the
South, aroused against northern abolitionists, forced the
Hgig to drop its anti-slavery program.

Throughout the period under study, the Whig sought
a coalition of northern and southern conservatives to pre-
vent a disruption of the Union. During debates over the
annexation of Texas, the Whig warned southern politicians
that disputes over territorial expansion and extension of

slavery could only weaken bonds holding the nation

together. Slavery, it explained, would set one section
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against the other. The free states, fearing a loss of
political power, would oppose the creation of new slave
states and therefore insist upon non-extension of slavery
in the territories; on the other hand, the South would
demand the addition of slave states and thus insist that
the territories be open to slavery. After the threat of
secession became critical in 1850, the Whig concentrated
its editorials on benefits states reaped from the Union.

In 1860 the paper supported the creation of the
Constitutional Union Party and endorsed John Bell as a
presidential candidate. Yet the election of Lincoln did
not induce the Whig to endorse drastic action by the
South. Until the firing on Fort Sumter, the paper cham-
pioned compromise in an attempt to settle the crisis
peacefully. But when Lincoln issued his call for militia,
the Whig changed editors and joined the ranks of seces-
sionists.

While the paper professed approval of the Con-
federate government, it soon became a severe critic of
Jefferson Davis' administration, and few cabinet members
escaped the wrath of the Whig's editorials. As the
South's military position deteriorated, the paper tried
to maintain southern morale by ignoring or discounting
the importance of northern battlefield successes. Even
as General William T. Sherman marched through Georgia,

the Whig confidently predicted victory!
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This study is based primarily on the Whig's edito-
tials for the period, but use was also made of the edi-

torials of the Raleigh Register, Knoxville Whig, Southern

Patriot, and the New Orleans Bee, leading Whig papers

whose views helped to place those of the Richmond paper
in perspective. Diaries and numerous secondary works
pertaining to southern journalism and journalists also
proved beneficial. A bibliographical essay is included.
This work has eight chapters. The first five
trace the development of the Whig as a major political
press and explain its position on national issues; the

last three pertain to the Civil War years.
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INTRODUCTION

From 1824 to 1846 John Hampden Pleasants, a

native of Goochland County, edited the Constitutional

Whig. After graduating from William and Mary College in
1817 he practiced law and in 1823 assumed the job of
acting editor of the Lynchburg Virginian. He soon left
for Richmond, the state's largest city, determined to
inculcate a greater appreciation for Thomas Jefferson's
Republican ideals. To accomplish this task he founded

the Constitutional Whig on January 27, 1824,l and since

his father, James, had served in the state legislature
and now occupied the Governor's mansion, young Pleasants
assumed his post with first-hand knowledge of Virginia
politics.2

In a "Proposal” the Whig summed up its political
creed by pledging to venerate the Constitution, oppose
extension of the tariff system, oppose national improve-
ments lacking authority of the people, and oppose all
standing armies. While the Whig obviously intended to
pursue a particular philosophy, the paper also promised
to open its column to men of all political persuasions
so that they could challenge or debate the paper's

editorials; the Whig accused Ritchie of limiting space



in his paper to articles that confirmed his opinions.
In a rather sarcastic tone the Whig expressed gratitude
to Ritchie for his former advocacy of the Republican
Party.

Because of the fierce competition between the
two Richmond papers, some uncharacteristically harsh
personal attacks filtered into the papers' editorials
with each blaming the other for the lack of harmonious
relations. After the Enquirer tried to ignore the Whig
by refusing even to mention the paper or editor, the
Whig belittled Ritchie by saying that his influence had
resulted solely from the absence of any competition:
clearly the Whig implied that Ritchie's competition would
keep a check on him and report his inconsistencies to the
public.

When the Whig began in 1824, it published two
editions a week, but in 1828 the public support warranted
the expansion of service to a daily. Primarily the daily
edition served city residents while the semi-weekly and

weekly Whig (also known as the Country Whig) went out to

readers in the counties. By 1831 the Country Whig

claimed subscribers in every county of the state and by
1833 the daily Whig ranked second only to the Enquirer
in state-wide circulation. It was also in 1833 that the

paper changed its name to the Richmond Whig and Public

Advertiser. Finally in 1842 the Whig announced its long




sought after goal: possession of the state's largest

3 Not until just before the Civil War

subscription 1list.
did the Whig lose its number one position to the

Richmond Penny Post.

Even though the Whig enjoyed a large circulation,
the paper generally represented a minority opinion in the
state and nation. Nevertheless, awareness of the Whig's
views is important because they revealed a lack of una-
nimity in Virginia politics and on many occasions the
Whig's analysis of the nation's problems proved to be
more accurate than the editorials of its better known
rival, the Enquirer. For more than three decades the
paper served as the spokesman for the loyal opposition,
and if southerners had pursued more often the Whig's

alternatives they might have avoided much hardship.
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INTRODUCTION FOOTNOTES

lJoseph Butler owned half interest but in less
than a year sold his interests to Pleasants.

2Allen Johnson and Dumas Malone, eds., The
Dictionary of American Biography (20 vols.; New York:
Charles Scribner's Sons, 1930), XV, 7-8. See also
Richmond Whig, February 28, 1846, for Pleasants'
obituary.

3See Richmond Whig, November 15, 1828; January 1,
1833; November 5, 1833.
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CHAPTER I

THE BEGINNING: SEARCH FOR A CAUSE

Between 1824 and 1829 the Whig worked for the
election and re-election of John Quincy Adams and
attempted to establish itself as a spokesman for Repub-
lican principles. The Whig in 1824 and 1828 endorsed
Adams not as the ideal candidate but as a lesser evil
than Andrew Jackson. Understandably then, the paper
concentrated on attacking Jackson and the other candi-
dates rather than extolling the virtues of Adams.
Throughout the period the Whig desired primarily to
offer Virginia a choice in future elections and to chal-
lenge Thomas Ritchie, editor of the Richmond Enquirer,
who in 1824 espoused the cause of William H. Crawford of
Georgia. Both papers said they embraced Jefferson's
principles and both decried Andrew Jackson's militarism,
but on little else did they agree.1

Unlike the 1820 election, the press had many
candidates to choose from in 1824. Crawford, a huge
handsome man, enjoyed popular support from Virginia's
state rights advocates, who appreciated the Georgian's

2

refusal to oppose Monroe's election in 1816. Although
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6

Joﬁn Randolph and other opponents of the tariff and
national bank endorsed Crawford, the Georgian favored

a moderate tariff and the rechartering of the Bank of
the United States.3 In 1823 he, with service in both
Madison's and Monroe's cabinets, appeared to be a strong
contender until a stroke paralyzed and blinded him.4

Henry Clay, another presidential candidate, was
born in Hanover County, Virginia, but found little sup-
port for his campaign in the 0l1ld Dominion. Though he
visited Richmond in 1822 and conferred with Thomas
Ritchie, editor of the Enquirer, Clay could not persuade
the voters to accept his American System.5 At first
Clay seemed to be the West's favorite, but prior to the
election Jackson replaced Clay as that section's repre-
sentative; and by November 1824 the Kentuckian had lost
almost all his popularity in Virginia.

Others also vied for Virginia's electoral votes,
including John C. Calhoun. Long a national figure favor-
ing what the Whig called "latitudinarian" policies to
expand the role of the central government, Calhoun never
aroused much support in Virginia. Though the South
Carolinian possessed great intelligence, his austere and
condescending attitude evoked little popular enthusiasm
so necessary for him to achieve his lifetime goal, the
White House. Calhoun's frustrations in the 1824 election

marked the first of many he met in presidential
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sweepstakes. In appearance Calhoun was tall and gaunt.
The most striking thing about him was his multicolored
eyes, which seemed to bore through his opposition. With
his long black hair (in a few years it turned gray and
became an even more imposing sight) brushed back on his
head, Calhoun became the symbol of the 0l1d South's
spokesman. Yet his political theories and closely
reasoned papers failed in 1824 to stir the voters out-
side South Carolina.7

Another candidate, Andrew Jackson, also saw his
hopes frustrated in 1824. By virtue of his military
career, especially the Battle of New Orleans, he was well
known and admired before his entry into national politics.
Because of his Florida military activities in 1817,
Virginians, especially the Whig editors, feared that
Jackson was too much the military chieftain and unwilling
to abide by Constitutional restraints.8 Unfortunately
for Jackson's hopes in 1824 and for Thomas Ritchie's
aspirations for national influence, the Enquirer's editor,
with the endorsement of other state rights advocates,
called the o0ld soldier a military despot too naive to be
trusted with power.9 Consequently in later years when
Ritchie switched to support Jackson, the editor encoun-
tered a cold reception from his old foe; the editor,
therefore, while in his most productive years, remained

stranded in Virginia while men like Francis P. Blair
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went to Washington to edit the Washington Globe for the
10

national administrations.
Throughout the campaign, the Whig recognized that
Crawford was probably the first choice of Virginia voters,
but editorials also warned that the Georgian had no
chance to win the Presidency, whereas Adams might win
with Virginia's electoral vote. Why, asked the Whig,
throw away the state's vote on Crawford and thus indi-
rectly aid Andrew Jackson's chances of success? The
paper maintained that Jackson was gaining strength in
the nation and that Adams, while not the perfect candi-
date, was the lesser of the evils. Since the Enquirer
spoke of Jackson as a military despot, the Whig hoped
that Thomas Ritchie would drop Crawford in favor of Adams
just to defeat Jackson.ll
In response to the Whig, the Richmond Enquirer
lamely stressed that Crawford was the choice of the
Congressional caucus, a body that had in the past desig-

nated the best national candidate.12

Crawford's sup-
porters tried to secure Pennsylvania's endorsement by
selecting Albert Gallatin, but the Pennsylvania legisla-
ture upset their plans by nominating Andrew Jackson.
Since few attended the national caucus on February 14,
most realized that the nomination in Washington gained

13

few votes for Crawford. In October Gallatin withdrew

to allow Crawford's party the opportunity to offer Henry
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Clay the Vice-Presidential spot on the caucus ticket.
But realizing the weakness of Crawford's candidacy, Clay
scorned'the proposal.

Wasting no time the Whig ridiculed the importance
of the caucus nomination: since only sixty-six of the
two hundred sixty members of Congress attended the meet-
ing, the paper could justly say that the designation

14 The sixty-six

hardly represented a national consensus.
represented sixteen of the twenty-four states but four
states (New York, Virginia, North Carolina, and Georgia)

15 When it is

accounted for forty-eight of the total.
realized that two hundred twenty Republicans were in
Congress, the Whig's contention that the caucus revealed
Crawford's weakness not his strength seems correct. The
Whig feared that Crawford would only divide John C.

n16 But sensing that

Calhoun's "high-handed federalism.
the Georgian's people in Virginia would not back out
before November, the Whig suggested that the General
Assembly clothe the electors with discretionary powers
to allow them to vote for the candidate whom they thought
had the best chance of defeating Andrew Jackson and
Calhoun.17
Calhoun, who soon became the South's spokesman,
still appeared to Virginia Republicans in 1824 to be an
advocate of federal power: national bank and internal

18

improvements. Five years later the South Carolinian
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10

changed his image and formulated the nullification doc-
trines which eventually led to disruption of the federal
union; ironically the man who became the symbol of state
rights in 1832 could not in 1824 meet the test of the
" Whig which claimed to represent the state rights doc-
trines of 1798 and 1799. But a group's identificatibn
with the o0ld Jefferson ideals was typical, because to
win in Virginia most politicians embraced Jefferson's
philosophy even though in practice they ignored his
ideas.19
By spring Calhoun's cause was fading and
Crawford's backers became disheartened when they heard of

their candidate's illness.zo

Despite his managers'
attempts to keep the severity of the stroke secret,
rumors spread. The Whig surmised correctly that while
Crawford would survive, he would be unable to assume high
office; expecting Crawford to withdraw, the Whig invited
the caucus candidate's followers to join the Adams move-
ment.21

The Whig's editorials in the spring tried to
explain away John Quincy Adams' federalist ideas of the
past and to define his position on the tariff and inter-
nal improvements. While reporting on a tariff bill (it
later became known as the Tariff of Abominations) in
Congress, the Whig commented that Adams opposed the

tariff but that Jackson, if President, would sign it into
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11

1aw.22 It was inconceivable to the Whig that North

Carolina and South Carolina would continue supporting

Jackson since he favored a tariff.23

The Richmond paper
excused Adams' record as that of a federalist who had
been following his father's policies. Since Crawford had
also belonged to the federalist party, the Whig did not
consider Adams' record damaging to his candidacy in
Virginia; in the eyes of the Whig, John Quincy Adams now
offered the best protection of the United States Consti-
tution.?? 1o support their case, the Whig's editors
reminded readers that all but one congressman from Massa-
chusetts opposed a new tariff in the last session of
Congress (Virginia's representatives did no better than
that).25

As the campaign progressed the Whig attempted to
woo Crawford's voters to Adams' banner. When Ninian
Edwards accused Crawford of wrong-doing while Secretary
of Treasury for Monroe, the Whig denied the accuracy of
Edwards' charges and reported that a congressional inves-
tigating committee had found no evidence against Crawford.
The Whig emphasized that Adams did not support Edwards,

26

and in fact had termed the charges ridiculous. Regard-

ing the tariff, the Whig conceded that Crawford's
position was similar to Adams': both favored a tariff

27

for revenue only. The defense of Crawford against

Edwards' accusations and the Whig's favorable words about
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12

Crawford on the tariff issue revealed the paper's
attempts to please Crawford's men. If the election went
to the House of Representatives, the Whig seemed to be
banking on them switching to Adams to avoid the election
of Clay, author of the American System.28
Just prior to election day the Whig concentrated
on Crawford's poor health and stressed that votes for the

29 but the paper's

caucus candidate indirectly aided Clay,
efforts failed: Crawford easily carried Virginia with
over eighty-four hundred votes to Adams' 3,189; Jackson's
2,861; and Clay's 416.3°

Since no candidate received a majority of the
electoral votes, the selection of the President depended
upon the House of Representatives. Even though the House
settled the election, the Congress stirred lasting con-
troversy by choosing Adams who received fewer popular and
electoral votes than Jackson. Under the Constitution
each state has one vote for President when the election
goes to the House; so in 1825 Adams won with thirteen
votes while Jackson and Crawford followed with seven and
four respectively. Jackson and his supporters cried that
Congress had cheated them and began campaigning immedi-
ately for the 1828 contest.

Was Jackson cheated? On the surface Jackson's

vote total appeared to make him the'popular choice since

he garnered forty-seven thousand more votes than his
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13

31 But no exact account of the

nearest competitor, Adams.
popular vote is possible since all four candidates
appeared on the ballot in only five states; three men in
six states, and only two candidates in seven states;
moreover, state legislators chose the electors for six

other states.32

Yet Jackson's people stored up a lot of
political capital by labeling Adams' appointment of Clay
as Secretary of State a "corrupt bargain" although they
never produced hard evidence to support the charge.33
While the Whig had expected Congress to name

34 the November election was not too

Jackson president,
disappointing to the paper. It believed that Virginia
voters had gotten a choice and although Crawford carried
the state, he had done poorly in the nation. The Whig
correctly surmised that the method of selecting candi-
dates via caucus had received a death blow. With the
election over the Whig claimed that it had never really
expected Adams to carry Virginia; the important thing was
that Virginia had an alternative.35
Gradually the Whig began to anticipate that Adams
just might be able to beat out Jackson in the House. 1In
January the Richmond daily said that Adams might win by
picking up strength in Congress from Crawford's sup-
porters,36 and by the first of February, after Clay's
endorsement of Adams surfaced, the Whig realized that the

New Englander's chances were good. The opposition press
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14

had already accused Clay and Adams of a corrupt bargain,37

whereby Adams was supposed to have obtained Clay's sup-
port by offering to appoint him Secretary of State.38
On the day before the balloting, the Whig pre-
dicted that Adams would win. It was to be a victory over
Jackson, the candidate of the most "ignorant portion of
our population," and the editorial stressed that those
who favored law over force should be delighted with the
outcome.39 When Clay accepted his cabinet post the paper
defended the new Secretary from the corrupt bargain
charges by saying that he was the best man for the job
and that his vote for Adams should not exclude Clay from
office.40
If the corrupt bargain charge went unchallenged,
the Whig anticipated that Jackson could use the accusa-
tion to Adams' detriment in 1828; for the sake of future
elections the paper published for several months Clay's
speeches defending his action. Yet the editors admitted
that even though Clay convinced them of his sincerity and
ability, they feared (and as events turned out, justifi-
ably) that the people did not accept his explanation.41
Clay, in a speech to his congressional district, explained
that he had determined by the end of November to support
Adams long before a cabinet post was offered. Because

Adams was "learned" and "experienced" in domestic and

foreign affairs, the Kentuckian concluded that of the
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three candidates the New Englander was clearly the best
man. To conclude his address Clay said that Adams
offered no new dangerous precedents (a reference to
Jackson's military career and questionable actions in
Florida) and promised to follow the ideals of Jefferson
and Madison.

Although unsuccessful in convincing most Vir-
ginians of Clay's innocence, the Whig still took great
delight in baiting the Enquirer's editor, Thomas Ritchie,
about Crawford's defeat. After the election the Whig
published an editorial entitled the "Death of Thomas
Ritchie." The sarcastic and witty political obituary
illustrated the fierce competition between the two papers
and the anger of the Whig over Ritchie's attempts to
ignore his newest competitor. According to the obituary
the malady first appeared when Ritchie endorsed the
caucus candidate, Crawford. The editor, said the Whig,
had the "whimsical notion" that the Republic was in
danger and would collapse unless the populace endorsed
the Enquirer's choice; thus when Crawford failed to stir
the voters, Ritchie became depressed and babbled that
without him the nation could not continue.

Continuing the joke, the Whig described Ritchie's
last moments:

For several days Mr. Ritchie was kept alive by the

stimulus of anxiety. To hear from New York, North
Carolina, and Ohio was his last wish. His friends
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began to hope that cheering news from these states
might revive him, and even restore him to health
again. Vain hopel! and [sic] evanescence as vain.
On Saturday night Mr. Van Buren wrote that all
"except honor" and four electors were lost in New
York. On Sunday night it was ascertained that North
Carolina had abjured the Caucus. It seems that the
spirit of Mr. Ritchie lingered to carry these disas-
trous tidings to Heaven. It fled immediately upon
their annunciation, refusing like Patrick Coutts,

to wait for the news from Ohio. . . .

For fifteen years he had ruled public opinion in

Virginia, and in all that time he had never dissented

from the majority. He was so good a Republican that

he refused to express any opinion, to advocate any

measure, before he had clearly discovered on whose

side of the question public opinion was. His own

sentiments were cheerfully sacrificed to those of

the majority. Where is the man, living or dead, who

has given stronger devotion than this to the "will

of the people" or paid greater respect to the

"omnipotence of public opinion"143

The 1828 campaign had already begun. For the
next four years Ritchie, far from being "dead," attacked
Adams at every opportunity while the Whig defended the
administration and tried to launch an offensive of its
own against Calhoun and Jackson, two men sure to oppose
Adams. Some unprincipled and unpatriotic Virginians,
lamented the Whig, were plotting to oppose all adminis-
tration actions without regard for their worth, because
those in the conspiracy seek only to elevate Jackson to
the presidency.44
In Virginia anti-administration forces were form-

ing against Adams, and they gradually began to accept
Jackson as the logical candidate to oppose him. Working

closely with Martin Van Buren of New York, a strong
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Jackson man, Ritchie and other Virginia political leaders
including L. W. Tazewell, Andrew Stevenson, John Randolph,
John Floyd, and William C. Rives, organized to elect
Jackson and secure for Virginia the spoils of office.45

Ritchie's full endorsement of Jackson (no sur-
prise to the Whig) came in January 1827 when the editor
reacted to an apparent defeat of his political faction.46
In 1826 John Randolph's turn in the Senate expired
(Randolph completed James Barbour's term when the latter
resigned to join Adams' cabinet). The Adams-Clay faction
wanted dearly to defeat the administration's most abusive
critic who relished the opportunity given him in the .
Senate to expound for hours on the short-comings of his
opponents.47 During Jefferson's term, Randolph led the
"Quids" in opposing the embargo and hence it was logical
that he was in the forefront of another anti-administra-
tion faction. When Adams proposed to send delegates to
the Panama Conference, Randolph led other southern state
rights advocates in denouncing and then preventing Adams
from sending his mission until the conference was almost
over.48

By a vote of 115 to 110 on January 13, 1827, the
Virginia Legislature elected John Tyler to replace John
Randolph in the United States Senate.49 Tyler, who had

been Governor for little more than a year, was favored by

the Adams' men, but the victory proved costly to them
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when Tyler, after finding out that DeWitt Clinton of New
York was not going to be a candidate, came out in support
of Jackson for President in September 1827.50 About the
only consolation for the Adams men was that Tyler's
manner of opposition would be more reasonable.51

Tyler's election was the final shove needed to
push Ritchie into Jackson's corner. Although the editor
had been moving towards the 0l1d Hero, Ritchie had not
openly endorsed Jackson, but in January 1827 the Enquirer
did so and in fact became Jackson's strongest advocate in
Virginia. Rather than discouraging the opposition's
forces, the Adams-Clay faction helped unite them.52

Adams' first annual message, which outlined the
President's plan for internal improvements (roads and
harbors), also aroused strong objections and weakened the
Whig's chances of maintaining an administrative party in
Virginia. Because of the President's support of internal
improvements, men like William B. Giles deserted Adams
and joined Ritchie and the other anti-administration men.
Giles championed resolutions in the Virginia Legislature
denouncing the tariff and internal improvements, and
while Governor from 1827 through 1830 he endorsed seces-
sion as a legitimate means of opposing federal encroach-
ment.53 Regretably for Giles, he allowed personal
animosity to mar his political judgments, a trait making

54

his career erratic. But for the time being he and
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other conservatives like William C. Rives and Andrew
Stevenson swelled the ranks of Jackson.55

As the opposition grew, the Whig renewed its
attack on Jackson's militarism, since, to the paper, he
was "the most dangerous man in this confederacy.”56
After Jackson resigned from the United States Senate in
October of 1825, the Whig pictured him as a man lacking
the talent and ability necessary to function in the
Senate; therefore he had remained "dumb" during the
debates on the tariff and canals (internal improvements)
and then fled the Senate to avoid unfavorable comparison
to his able colleagues.57

To combat charges that Adams was not a Republican
but a Federalist, the Whig countered by saying that Adams
left the Federalists the day he supported President

Thomas Jefferson's embargo.58

Since most people now
respected Adams as a Republican, the Whig questioned the
logic and consistency of men like Giles and L. W.
Tazewell of Virginia who denounced the President when he
espoused moderate tariff policies and plans of internal
improvements quite similar to those advocated by
Jefferson and Adams.59 When those two Republicans pro-
posed a tariff or improvements, said the Whig, Giles and
Tazewell "applauded."60
Another issue also stirred opposition in the 01d

Dominion to Adams' administration: the Panama Conference,



designed to a

tvards Spain

Zion" among

Xssage in De
&cest an invs
teleqates, S:
Heventeqd Spa
S20rted the
R‘JSSia by she
South Amerjc:
o fenry Cla:
Gﬁllatin was
2 of the £
dnee of the

But
d the W

i
MRS
:ajOt poll t.

&AQ goals °

Tt Ada:;s |



20

designed to arrange commercial treaties, a unified policy
towards Spain and the Holy Alliance, and "to cultivate

61 In Adams' annual

union" among the sister Republics.
message in December 1825, he announced his desire to
accept an invitation to send to the conference American
delegates. Since "language of the United States" had
prevented Spanish intervention in Latin America, the Whig
supported the President's attempt to deter Austria and
Russia by showing continued United States interest in
South America.62 The Whig suggested that Albert Gallatin
or Henry Clay be sent to represent the government.
Gallatin was an experienced diplomat while Clay had been
one of the first to call for the recognition of indepen-
dence of the South American Republics.63

But administration critics disagreed with Adams
and the Whig and made the proposed mission to Panama a

64 While not directly attacking

major political issue.
the goals of the conference, the opposition protested

that Adams had accepted the invitation to send ministers
without consulting the Senate. The Whig countered by
saying that while Adams selected the ministers, he did

not intend to send them until the Senate confirmed them.65
As the opposition increased its attacks and appeared to
make political capital out of the issue, the Whig tried

to back away by implying that while the conference

promised few benefits, no harm could result.
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The Senate conducted debates and committee meet-
ings on the conference, and unfortunately for Clay and
Adams, a number of Clay's enemies sat on the Foreign
Relations Committee: Nathaniel Macon of North Carolina,
the chairman; Littleton Waller Tazewell of Virginia; and
Hugh L. White, the man who succeeded Andrew Jackson.
Since John C. Calhoun, the Vice President, had helped
name the committee members, the Whig charged him with
stacking the committee to hinder Clay and therefore
improve Calhoun's chances for the presidency in 1828.66
Macon, a veteran of the Revolutionary War, took pride in
opposing every appropriation bill. 1In 1825 he had voted
against confirming Clay as Secretary of State and was
generally known as a "local-minded" and opinionated per-
son who seldom acted as a constructive force during his

67 As chairman of the

thirty-seven years in Congress.
Foreign Relations Committee he strongly opposed the
Panama Mission.68

Tazewell led the effort to organize forces in
Virginia against Adams. Although Tazewell wrote little
of lasting value, some of his contemporaries, including
John Marshall, Spencer Roane, and William Wirt, praised
his intellect; but a lack of human sympathy and common
Sense deprived the Senator of broad popular support.

He publicly opposed the celebration of George Washing-

ton's centenary because it savored too much of "man
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worship"! Such a man could not be dissuaded from oppos-
ing the Panama Mission.69
The third foe of Clay on the Foreign Relations
Committee was High L. White who had replaced Jackson when
he resigned from the Senate. Being a firm supporter of

0l1d Hickory, White never hesitated to make life difficult

for Clay and Adams, especially on a matter of foreign

policy.70

Both the Senate and the House refused to endorse
the mission until Adams revealed more details about the
conference. The Senate especially requested the privi-
lege of seeing the letters that the Panama Conference and
the administration had exchanged. In a message to
Congress in March, the President rejected the Senate's
request but explained the objectives of the mission to be
(1) to abolish private war on the ocean, (2) to obtain
South American concurrence in the Monroe Doctrine which
prohibited further European colonization in the Western
Hemisphere, (3) to coordinate efforts to suppress the
African slave trade, (4) to consider the problem of Haiti,
(5) to discuss the conditions in Spanish possessions of
Cuba and Puerto Rico, and (6) to consider the religious
rights of Americans while staying in South America.71

The Whig fully approved of Adams' objectives and

said that they conformed to the goals of "peace, commerce,

and honest friendship with all nations, entangling
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alliances with none."72 Gradually public opinion seemed

to support Adams, but by the time the Senate and House
acted favorably on the measure the conference was almost
over.73 Convinced that Adams' critics opposed him not
on principle but for personal reasons, the Whig warned
its readers that the Union was threatened.74 The paper
maintained that Ritchie, White, and the others strove
only to elect Jackson. Therefore the Whig's adversaries
were denouncing a government which "conformed to the
practice of Government under all administrations," and
the Whig argued that "never have the United States in
the aggregate been more prosperous or flourishing at home
or more respected and deferred to abroad."75 These favor-
able conditions resulted, said the Whig, from filling
diplomatic stations with good men and protecting the
national Treasury.76

Even though the Whig praised Adams' strengths and
accomplishments, the editorials also attempted to dis-
credit Jackson and to prove Adams innocent of the corrupt
bargain charge. Some, said the Whig, preferred Jackson
because he was from a slave state, but if Adams was
excluded because he was from Massachusetts, then what had
happened to the equal rights of the states? To deny
Adams support because he was from a free state was to

deny the "spirit of the Constitution. Some supporters

of 01d Hickory pointed to his military career as proof of
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his ability to be president, but the Whig contended that
military skill did not necessarily establish a person's
fitness for political leadership. The paper reminded its
readers of Julius Caesar and Napoleon Bonaparte, both of
whom proved better generals than politicians. Jackson's
boldness, said the Whig, would threaten the nation's
security, because the General showed no respect for law:
rather than carry out law, he preferred "originating"
it.78 Recognizing that much of the administration's
opposition resulted from Clay's appointment as Secretary
of State, the Whig often tried to assure the public that
no corrupt bargain took place. Frequently the Whig
defended Adams by pointing out that Thomas Jefferson
acted similarly. In 1801 the presidential contest went
to the House where Jefferson was elected President, and
some of the congressmen who favored Jefferson later
joined the cabinet as Attorney General and Secretary of
the Treasury. But no one raised the question of a deal,
and justly so said the Whig, because there was no wrong-
doing just as there was none in 1825.79
As the campaign rhetoric became more heated, the
Whig commenced to question the future of the nation.
Since it was apparent to the Whig that those opposing
Adams did so for patronage not principle, the paper cor-

rectly prophesied that if Jackson got into office many of

his supporters would desert him. The "outs" would covet
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the place of the "ins" but once the opposition achieved
power they lacked the unity of principle to rule.80 In
fact it was clear to the Whig that Jackson served only as
a "cat's paw" for hungry office seekers. According to
the Whig only the re-election of Adams or a constitutional
amendment restricting the presidential tenure to one term
of six or seven years would prevent further development of
factions. When a person got to the White House with a
limitation of one term he would not have to spend his
first four years trying to secure his re-election. The
paper believed that if Adams defeated Jackson in 1828
then maybe principle would again return as the basis for
criticism.81
In September 1827, the Whig endorsed the call for
an anti-Jackson Convention to meet in Richmond and nomi-
nate an electoral ticket for 1828. The Whig assumed that
a convention would prevent the legislative caucus from
dictating to the people; since an "inequality, monstrous
and unjust, exists in the representation," the paper

82 To insure

mocked as insulting any caucus nomination.
the convention's success, the Whig urged county leaders
to hold local conventions to designate delegates to go to

Richmond.83

Because the paper believed that "the people
have had no influence in the choice of President" the
editorials depicted the convention as "an experiment to

ascertain if the people of Virginia are . . . competent
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« « . to nominate a President of the United States"--
without the unasked for assistance of a legislative cau-
cus.84 The editorials claimed that people who valued the
Union, now threatened by Jacksonianism, were going to
unite in the convention behind Adams.85
On January 8, 1828, the Anti-Jackson Convention
convened in Richmond with over two hundred delegates
representing eighty of the one hundred five counties.
The delegates promptly named an electoral ticket support-
ing John Quincy Adams and Benjamin Rush of Pennsylvania,
and in an "Address to the People of Virginia" (much to
the liking of the Whig) the convention vigorously

86

attacked Jackson. Because a man of "military reknown"

threatened civilian control of government, Andrew Jackson

87 The Address

was "altogether unfit for the Presidency."
judged as unsatisfactory Jackson's service as a delegate
to the Tennessee Constitutional Convention, as a Repre-
sentative and Senator in Congress, and as a judge on
Tennessee's Supreme Court. Alluding to Jackson's past
reluctance to assume office, the convention reminded its
readers that the 0ld Hero resigned from three of his
positions and had acknowledged his unfitness for all
offices.88 Since the delegates wanted to use his mili-
tary record as proof of his unfitness, they charged
Jackson with having kept martial law in New Orleans two
months after the enemy left and resurrected his execution

of two British citizens during his Florida campaign.89
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On the issues of the tariff and internal improve-
ments, the delegates tried to sidestep by affirming the
right of Congress "to regulate the tariff of duties, so
as to give protection and encouragement to agriculture,
manufactures, commerce, and navigation.“90 They asserted
that Congress must apply that power to benefit the whole
nation, not just one sector of the economy. While the
Address acknowledged Virginia's opposition to federally
funded internal improvements, the convention alleged that
good arguments for and against improvements existed. The
delegates contended that Adams' administration had done
no more regarding improvements than Jackson would do.91
From the Address it is obvious that the delegates hoped
to carry Virginia for Adams by arousing the voters against
Jackson rather than for Adams. There was little hope of
initiating mass support for the President.92

On January 14, 1828, the Virginia Legislative
Caucus (Thomas Ritchie, editor of the Enquirer, acted as
Secretary) nominated Andrew Jackson for President and
John C. Calhoun for Vice.President. Again the Whig
declared that the caucus could not represent the people,
because of the unequal distribution of representatives in

93

the legislature. But the Whig confessed that Jackson

was strong in Virginia and estimated that he then had
about a three thousand vote majority of the sixty thou-

sand freeholders.94 When the editors calculated Adams'
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strength nationally, they found things more to their
liking. 1In March, the Whig published figures which gave
Adams a five-vote edge in the electoral college.95
During the campaign the Whig stressed Jackson's

weaknesses rather than trying to identify Adams' positive
qualities.96 To cast doubt on Jackson's loyalty, the
paper tried to connect the General with Aaron Burr's con-
spiracy by reporting that Jackson urged a judge in

97 No evidence was offered.

Tennessee to join Burr.
Although the Whig said that Virginia had to put up with
the slave trade because of the shortsightedness of states-
men, the paper doubted the wisdom of elevating to high

office a man who was a slave trader himself.98

Lamenting
the rise of fraudulent voting practices, the Whig blamed
Jackson and his followers for corrupting the country's
democratic institutions.99 But the threat of Jacksonian-
ism as described by the Whig failed to turn the tide in
Adams' favor.

In the nation and in Virginia, Jackson swept the
election by carrying fifteen of the twenty-four states;
he received 647,276 popular votes and 178 electoral votes
to Adams' 508,064 popular votes and 82 in the electoral
college. Similarly in the 0l1ld Dominion Jackson polled

100

over 26,000 votes to his opponent's 12,000. While

Adams did well in the northwest counties, he was over-

101

‘whelmed in the east and southwest. For the Whig the
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only bright spot was the good showing Adams made in metro-
politan Richmond: Adams carried the city of Richmond and
the counties of Chesterfield, Henrico, and Hanover by
more than a two to one margin.102

Immediately after the election the Whig openly
declared its intention of being an opposition press.
Despite the promise of the Enquirer and other Jackson
supporters to judge Adams fairly, they had attacked him
during his term without reason and in spite of the fact
that the country's affairs were "prosperous." Adams was
"able" and had tried to do his duty, said the Whig, but
his opponents preferred to level partisan attacks at him,
even at the cost of national progress.103 If the Whig
believed its own editorials criticizing Jackson, the
paper explained that it had no alternative except to con-
front the new administration at every opportunity. While
the Enquirer had been "hypocritical," the Whig said that
it was warninngackson of what he could expect.104

Between 1824 and 1829, the Whig had moved from a
paper supporting the state rights principles of the
Virginia Resolutions to a paper determined to oppose
Andrew Jackson and the Democrats. Initially the Whig
opposed the tariff, as well as other measures that tended
to strengthen the central government. But by the late

1820's and the early 1830's, the paper began to shift

ground because the strongest candidate who could oppose
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the "0Old Hero" was Henry Clay, the architect of the
American System. To accept Clay entailed endorsement
of some form of the tariff and the Bank of the United

States, neither policy being very popular in Virginia.
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