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This coalition of Hamiltonian Federalism with the Yankee spirit had produced 
as incongruous and absurd a system of politics as ever was exhibited in the vagaries 
of the human mind. It was compounded of the following prejudices:-

1. An utter detestation of the French Revolution and of France, and a corre-
sponding excess of attachment to Great Britain, as the only barrier against the uni-
versal, dreaded empire of France. 

2. A strong aversion to republics and republican government, with a profound 
impression that our experiment of a confederated republic had failed for want of 
virtue in the people. 

3. A deep jealousy of the Southern and Western states, and a strong disgust at 
the effect of the slave representation in the Constitution of the United States. 

4. A belief that Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Madison were servilely devoted to France, 
and under French influence. 

Every one of these sentiments weakened the attachments of those who held 
them to the Union, and consequently their patriotism .... 

It will be no longer necessary to search for the objects of the Hartford Conven-
tion. They are apparent from the whole tenor of their report and resolutions, com-
pared with the journal of their proceedings. They are admitted in the first and last 
paragraphs of the report, and they were: 

To wait for the issue of the negotiation at Ghent. 
In the event of the continuance of the war, to take one more chance of getting 

into their own hands the administration of the general government. 
On the failure of that, a secession from the Union and a New England 

confederacy. 
To these ends, and not to the defense of this part of the country against the for-

eign enemy, all the measures of the Hartford Convention were adapted .... 

C. The Missouri Statehood Controversy _______________ _ 

I. Representative John Taylor Reviles Slavery ( 1819) 
The slaveholding territory of Missouri applied to Congress for admission as a state in 
1819. Representative james Tallmadge of New York touched off the fireworks when 
he proposed an amendment to the Missouri statehood bill (a) prohibiting any further 
introduction of slaves and (b) freeing at age twenty-jive all children born to slave 
parents after the admission of the state. During the ensuing debates, a leading role 
was played by Representative john W Taylor, a prominent antislavery leader from 
New York who was to serve for twenty consecutive years in the House. The South 
never forgave him, and later engineered his defeat for election as Speaker. In his 
speech for the Tallmadge amendment, what were the apparent contradictions in the 
attitude of the South toward blacks? 

Having proved ... our right to legislate in the manner proposed, I proceed toil-
lustrate the propriety of exercising it. And here I might rest satisfied with reminding 
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my [southern] opponents of their own declarations on the subject of slavery. How 
often, and how eloquently, have they deplored its existence among them! What will-
ingness, nay, what solicitude have they not manifested to be relieved from this bur-
den! How have they wept over the unfortunate policy that first introduced slaves 
into this country! How have they disclaimed the guilt and shame of that original sin, 
and thrown it back upon their ancestors! 

I have with pleasure heard these avowals of regret and confided in their sincer-
ity. I have hoped to see its effects in the advancement of the cause of humanity. 
Gentlemen now have an opportunity of putting their principles into practice. If they 
have tried slavery and found it a curse, if they desire to dissipate the gloom with 
which it covers their land, I call upon them to exclude it from the Territory in ques-
tion. Plant not its seeds in this uncorrupt soil. Let not our children, looking back to 
the proceedings of this day, say of them, as they have been constrained to speak of 
their fathers, "We wish their decision had been different. We regret the existence of 
this unfortunate population among us. But we found them here; we know not what 
to do with them. It is our misfortune; we must bear it with patience. " 

History will record the decision of this day as exerting its influence for centuries 
to come over the population of half our continent. If we reject the amendment and 
suffer this evil, now easily eradicated, to strike its roots so deep in the soil that it can 
never be removed, shall we not furnish some apology for doubting our sincerity 
when we deplore its existence? ... 

Mr. Chairman, one of the gentlemen from Kentucky (Mr. Clay) has pressed into 
his service the cause of humanity. He has pathetically urged us to withdraw our 
amendment and suffer this unfortunate population to be dispersed over the country. 
He says they will be better fed, clothed, and sheltered, and their whole condition 
will be greatly improved . ... 
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Sir, my heart responds to the call of humanity. I will zealously unite in any prac-
ticable means of bettering the condition of this oppressed people. I am ready to ap-
propriate a territory to their use, and to aid them in settling it-but I am not willing, 
I never will consent, to declare the whole country west of the Mississippi a market 
overt for human flesh .... 

To the objection that this amendment will, if adopted, diminish the value of a 
species of property in one portion of the Union, and thereby operate unequally, I 
reply that if, by depriving slaveholders of the Missouri market, the business of raising 
slaves should become less profitable, it would be an effect incidentally produced, but 
is not the object of the measure. The law prohibiting the importation of foreign slaves 
was not passed for the purpose of enhancing the value of those then in the countty, 
but that effect has been incidentally produced in a very great degree .... 

It is further objected that the amendment is calculated to disfranchise our 
brethren of the South by discouraging their emigration to the country west of the 
Mississippi .... The description of emigrants may be affected, in some measure, by 
the amendment in question. If slavery shall be tolerated, the country will be settled 
by rich planters, with their slaves. If it shall be rejected, the emigrants will chiefly 
consist of the poorer and more laborious classes of society. If it be true that the 
prosperity and happiness of a country ought to constitute the grand object of its leg-
islators, I cannot hesitate for a moment which species of population deserves most 
to be encouraged by the laws we may pass. 

2. Representative Charles Pinckney Upholds 
Slavery ( 1820) 
Angered southerners spoke so freely of secession and "seas of blood" during the Mis-
souri debate that the aging Thomas jefferson likened the issue to "a fire bell in the 
night." The ·argument inevitably involved the general problem of slavery, and the 
view of the South was eloquently presented, in a justly famous speech, by Represen-
tative Charles Pinckney of South Carolina. Vain, demagogic, and of questionable 
morals, he was nevertheless touched with genius. As one of the few surviving mem-
bers of the Philadelphia convention that had framed the Constitution in 1787, and 
as South Carolina 's former governor and U.S. senator, Pinckney was in a position to 
command attention. What is the most alarming aspect of the speech? 

A great deal has been said on the subject of slavery: that it is an infamous stain 
and blot on the states that hold them, not only degrading the slave, but the master, 
and making him unfit for republican government; that it is contrary to religion and 
the law of God; and that Congress ought to do everything in their power to prevent 
its extension among the new states. 

Now, sir, ... is there a single line in the Old or New Testament either censuring 
or forbidding it [slavery]? I answer without hesitation, no. But there are hundreds 
speaking of and recognizing it. ... Hagar, from whom millions sprang, was an 
African slave, brought out of Egypt by Abraham, the father of the faithful and the 

2Annals of Congress, 16th Congress, 1st Sess., 1323-1328, passim. 
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beloved servant of the Most High; and he had, besides, three hundred and eighteen 
male slaves. The Jews, in the time of the theocracy, and the Greeks and Romans, 
had all slaves; at that time there was no nation without them. 

If we are to believe that this world was formed by a great and omnipotent 
Being, that nothing is permitted to exist here but by his will, and then throw our 
eyes throughout the whole of it, we should form an opinion very different indeed 
from that asserted, that slavery was against the law of God .... 

It will not be a matter of surprise to anyone that so much anxiety should be 
shown by the slaveholding states, when it is known that the alarm, given by this at-
tempt to legislate on slavery, has led to the opinion that the very foundations of that 
kind of property are shaken; that the establishment of the precedent is a measure of 
the most alarming nature .... For, should succeeding Congresses continue to push 
it, there is no knowing to what length it may be carried. 

Have the Northern states any idea of the value of our slaves? At least, sir, six 
hundred millions of dollars. If we lose them, the value of the lands they cultivate 
will be diminished in all cases one half, and in many they will become wholly use-
less. And an annual income of at least forty millions of dollars will be lost to your 
citizens, the loss of which will not alone be felt by the non-slaveholding states, but 
by the whole Union. For to whom, at present, do the Eastern states, most particu-
larly, and the Eastern and Northern, generally, look for the employment of their 
shipping, in transporting our bulky and valuable products [cotton], and bringing us 
the manufactures and merchandises of Europe? 

Another thing, in case of these losses being brought on us, and our being forced 
into a division of the Union, what becomes of your public debt? Who are to pay this, 
and how will it be paid? In a pecuniary view of this subject, therefore, it must ever 
be the policy of the Eastern and Northern states to continue connected with us. 

But, sir, there is an infinitely greater call upon them, and this is the call of justice, 
of affection, and humanity. Reposing at a great distance , in safety, in the full enjoy-
ment of all their federal and state rights, unattacked in either, or in their individual 
rights , can they, with indifference, or ought they, to risk, in the remotest degree, the 
consequences which this measure may produce? These may be the division of this 
Union and a civil war. Knowing that whatever is said here must get into the public 
prints, I am unwilling, for obvious reasons, to go into the description of the horrors 
which such a war must produce, and ardently pray that none of us may ever live to 
witness such an event. 

[Other southerners, so reported Representative William Plumer, Jr. , of New Hamp-
shire, "throw out many threats, and talk loudly of separation. " Even "Mr. [Henry} 
Clay declares that he will go home and raise troops, if necessary, to defend the people 
of Missouri ." But the Tallmadge amendment was rejected, and the famed Missouri 
Compromise was finally hammered out in 1820. The delicate sectional balance sub-
sisting between the eleven free states and eleven slave states was cleverly preserved: 
Maine (then a part of Massachusetts) was to come in as a free state and Missouri as 
a slave state. But henceforth slavery was forbidden elsewhere in the Louisiana Pur-
chase territory north of the line of 36° 30'-the southern border of Missouri. john 
Quincy Adams wrote prophetically: '1 take it for granted that the present question is 
a mere preamble-a title page to a great tragic volume. '1 


