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INTRODUC TION. 

In February,185~, Thomas Hart Benton was defeated for 

reelection to the Senate of the United States. This defeat 

I ' 

of Benton marked the culmination of one of the most exciting 

senatorial campaigns ever waged in the state. The Missouri 
1 

legislature,March 7,1849, had passed some resolutions of 

instructioAsknown, from C. F. Jackson who introduced them, 

as the Jaokson resolutions, instructing the senators from 

Missouri to vote for the Calhoun resalutions on' the slavery 

questions then pending in the United States Senate. 

• 

Benton refused to follOW these i .nstructions and appealed. 

from the legislative instructions to the people of the state 

in 8. speech of great length delivered at Jefferson City,May 26, 

1849, in which he denounced the Jackson. resolutions as designed 

for electioneering and disunion purposes and as a mere copy 'of 

the Calhoun' resolutions. This speech was followed by an ex-

citing campaign which resulted in the election of a legislature 

composed of almost equal proportions of Whigs, Benton Democrats, 

and Anti-Benton Democrats. After a deadlock of several weeks 

the Anti~Benton DemOcrats went over to the Whig candidate Henry 

S. Geyer, of St.Louis, and he was elected to succeed Benton. (1) 

The contest in which Benton lost his seat in the Senate 

bas several characteristiCS which make it stand out prominently, 

-- ------------------------------------------------------- -------
(lJ Statesman, Jan. 31, 1851. 

'. 
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not only in the life of Benton but also in the history of 

the state and even the nation. The passage of the Jackson 

resolutions marks a definite time at which the contest seemed 

to begin. Two questions which later became of great signifi

o~nce to the entire nation (the right of Congress to prohibit 

slavery in the territories and disunion) were the issues, and 

the fight was marked by one of the most spectacular and vindici

tive speaking campaigns ever witnessed in our history. The 

apparent suddenness, .the later significance of the issues in

volved, and the spectacular nature of the contest seems to have 

satisfied all investdgators that the overthrow of Benton was 

to be attributed entirely to this contest and to the issues 

involved in it. 

Meigs says, "So far as the records show, he (Benton) had 

little or no trouble to be reelected until his defeat in 1851, 

and he reoeived on most occasions twice as many votes as his 

opponents or even more. n (1) Later Meigs makes the statement 

that in 1844, Benton received only 74 votes while his colleague 

Atchison received 101.(2) Rogers, after describing Benton's 

first election to the United States Senate, says, "This was 

Benton's only serious contest until 1850 wheh he lost his seat. 

For the next four terms Missouri reelected him without more than 

8 formal vote." (3) Roosevelt says, "The large Whig minori ty 

had never been able to get control, but on the question of ex

tension of slavery the dominant party itself began at this time 
--------------------------------------------------~---------- ~ -
(1) Meigs, Life of Benton, p. 407. 
(2) Ibid., 408 
(3) Rogers, Life of Benton, p. 36. 
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(1849) to break into factions. Hitherto Benton had been the 

undisputed leader of democracy, but now the pro-slavery and 

, disunionist Democrats organized a very powerful opposition to 

him." (1) 

In 1909, P.Orman Ray published a monograph on "The Repeal 

of the Missouri Compromise". In this work two ohapters are 
9 

devoted to Benton's contest for reeleotion in Missouri. (2) Ray 

places the beginnings of the contest in the summer of 1844~ and 

makes the annexstion of ~exas, with spec-ial emphasis upon slavery 

and disu.ni.on, the ' issue which caused the beginning of the faction

al contest in Mis souri. He says, ."Deepi te the assault upon his 

position respecting Texas, Col.Benton was triumphantly reelect-
/ 0 

ed in January 1845, (3) and at the beginning of his fifth term 

was without question the most powerful man in Missouri politics" 
1/ 

(4) 

The purpose of this study is to find the real beginnings of 

the opposition ~o Benton which oulminated in his overthrow,and 

also to find the beginnings of the factions in the Democratic 

party in the state and the issues upon which the division was 

made. The Missouri sources show that Benton did have trouble 

to be reelected in 1844, that there was a serious contest to 

(1) 
(2 ) 
(3 ) 

(4) 

Roosevelt,Life of Benton,p.35l. 
Ray's, Repeal of the Missouri Compromise,pp.2~-7l. 
Benton was reelected November 20,1844, See House Uournal, 
1844-45,p.40. 
Eray's.Repeal of the Missouri Compromise,p.33. 
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overthrow him, that the dominant party began to break into 

faotions long before l849,or even 1844, that the break came 

upon the crurrency question, which was later allied to certain 

constitutional problems, and finally, that the Texas issue 

was seized upon by the already well organized opposition to 

Benton, and used effectively against him. 

This study attempts to present these developments as they 

arose; first the split upon the currency issue, then the consti

tutional problems which were injected into the contest, the 

alignment of the factions in 1842 followed by the open assault 

upon Benton, the contest for the control of party machinery and 

finally the campaign and election of Benton" in 1844. 





CHAPTER I. 

EARLY OPPOSITION TO BEUTOU- BAIJXING AIID CUR.~nCY. 

The purpose of this study is to desc~ibe the opposition 

to Thomas H. Benton which attempted and almost succeeded in 

effecting his overthrow in 1844 on the occasion of his fifth 

eleotion to the United states Senate. Currency and Banking 

were the chief issues in . this fight against Benton~ There

fore, Benton's policy upon these questions, the looal 

Missouri problems connected with them and legislative and 

publio opinion concerning them must be explained before a 

discussion of the actual fight is attempted. As the ques

tions of banking and currency were national questions as 

well as state question~ and as Benton's chief work was in 

the United states Senate and his viewpoint was from the 

.na tiona I side i t is ne ce ssary to give B orne a t .tention to the 

discussions and aotions of Congress in order to get Benton's 

policy. 

Among those opposed to the Seoond United States Bank 

probably Benton was the only leader who had a clear-out, 

definite, constructive ourrency policy. At any rate he had 

such a policy. In his plan he had something to take the 

plaoe of the banks, both the Bank of the United States and 

the state banks as well. Benton said that in the beginning 

'., f the bank fight he and Jaokson saw that the President was 

not strong enough to oppose both the United States Bank and 

1 





the state banks at the same time. Therefore, it was 

nooessary to use the state banks as a half way house. (1) 

Later in a speeoh Benton said, "I did not join in putting 

down phe Bank of the United states to put up a wilderness 

of looal banks. I did not join in putting down the paper 

ourrency of a lIational Bank to put up a natiQnal paper 

currency of a thousand local banks."(2) 

Benton's plan based on an extensive study of the mone

ta~J systems of England, France and the Spanish Americas, 

was to divorce the government from all banks, to provide 

2 

for the deposit of the government funds at the mints and in 

subtreasuries, and to encourage the use of hard money in 

every way possible. He would have had the government receive 
• and payout only hard money. (3) In order to further the use 

of specie in 1834 he secured a change of the ratio between 

silVer and gold, from fifteen to one to sixteen to one. (4) 

This act was often referred to by Benton and his friends as 

(1) Thirty Years' View, ·Vol. I.page 158. 
(2) MeigB~ Life of Benton, p. 260. 
(3) As evidence of proof of this sta tement see "GaJ..es and t;,. 
Seaton's Register of Debates in Congress". Part I.Vol.10.1833-
34. pages 1074-1107. This refers to a carefully prepared speech 

.which Benton delivered in the Senate upon the general subject of 
the currency during the consideration of the bill to recharter 
the seuond United states Bank, the chief object of which was to 
oppose the issue of paper currenoy, especially small notes,and 
to advocate the ratio of sixteen to one between silver and gold. 
He gave a detailed account of the ratios between silver and gold 
in England, France, Spain and the Spanish American countries, 
together with the .subsidiary laws effecting the circulation of 
the two metals. This speech showed an extensive knowledge of 
European monetary conditions and might be considered a keynote 
speech to Benton's constructive currency policy although ff had 
been opposing the Bank of the United States for six years. 
(4) Congressional Globe,Vol.X,Part I 1833-34, pp.l073-1107. 





the Oause of the greater circulation of gold and its merit 

was aoknowledged even by his enemies -although they atte~t

ed to rob him of the credit for it. (1) 

In 1836 when Congress had under consideration a bill 

oreating some half dozen small banks for the Diatrict of 

Columbia, Benton opposed the bill and offered so~e amend-

ments. These amendments and his speeches show his view;. 

of what a bank -should b~and what it should be allowed to 

do. One provision that he insisted on was that nothing 

but gold and silver should compose the ca.pital of the bank. 

Another was that no notes of a lower denomination than 

twenty dollars . should be issued. His reasons for the last 

named restriotion were: first, that small notes banished 

silver and gold fr om Circulation: second, that they were 

easily counterfeited and circulated among a class of people 

who were not skilled in detecting counterfeit money: and ) 

thlrd,that small notes threw the burdens and losses of the 

paper system upon the laborers and small traders in the COID

mun~ty, who have no share in the profits of banking and should 

not be made to bear i ts los ses • Benton did not favor banks l . ,".-
of issue at all, but he believed that banks should be restrict-

"3-
ed to reoeiving deposits and discounting notes. If he must 

have banks of issue he clung tenaciously to the plan of 

- ------------------~~--------------------------------- -------

(1) Penn Letters, No.V. Missouri Register.Dec.12,1843. 
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requiring 8 speoie capital and prohibiting the issue of notes 

of small denomination. (1) 

Benton's views, no doubt, had great weight in determining 

the course of banking and currency legislation in llissouri. 

The legislature was Democratic and its leading members were 

Benton's political friends and followed his lead upon all pub

lic questions. (2) While Benton was opposing and attempting 

to amend the Senate bill chartering the banks in the District 

of Columbia. his political friends in the Missouri legislature 

were \v.riting a part, at least, of his ideas of a bank into 

the charter of the Bank of Missouri. The most noticeable 

Bentonian feature of the charter was the clause prohibiting 

the issue of notes of a less denomination than ten dollars. (3) 

As shown in his speeohes in the Senate Benton believed that 

if notes of small denomination were prohibited coin of small 

denomination would circulate among the people uho handled 

only a small amount of money, and thus people who had only 

a little money would always have good money and could not 

suffer loss by the fluctuations of the currency. 
----------- -----------------~------------------------------
(1) Thirty Yenrs' View,Vol.I pp.63~,660. . 
(2) For example John F. Darby who was a member of the M~ssouri 
legislature in the session of 1838-39 and introduced some hills 
for the construction of railroads attribute cl. their defeat to 
Benton. He said that they were voted down by the Democratic 
majority of which Benton was t ho ·acknowledged head. Personal 
Recollections of John F. Darby,~Page 181. 
(3) Laws f)f Missouri 1836, 1'- 23. Bank Charter Sec.39. 





! 
. The hard money people were doomed to dissapointmcnt so 

far as Missouri was concerned. Their experiment did not 

receive a trial. Instead of coin of small denomination cir

culating as they had expected there was a great inflow of 

paper money of small denomination from other states, chiefly 

from Illinois. This influx was occasioned by the economic 

cond1tionSin st. Louis. The situation in that oity, its 

5 

importance in the affairs of the state, its special vested 

interests, the connection of these interests with the currency 

and banking problems, and their opposition to Benton makes a 

consideration of conditions there necessary. 

St. Louis was the only city of any size in the state. 

It had a population of 16469 in 1840 which hud increased to 

63491 in 1845.(1) Its business and commercial interests were 

keeping pace with the remarkable growth in population. In 

1840 the imports were estimated at from ten to fifteen million 

dollars. ·In 1844 the annual trade was estimated at fifty 

million dollars. The registered average tonnase which was 

14729 tons in 1842 had grown to 20420 in 1844, an increase of 

nearly forty per cent in two years. (2) It was the natural 

trade center, not only of Missouri, but also of Illinois·, 

Iowa and Wisconsin. The banlring bus ines6 was .na tura lly COID-

ing to be of great importance in such a commercial center, 
----------------------~------------------------------- ------

(1) United States Census Report of 1850.Page 52. Table XXXIV. 
(2) Scharf: History of st. Louis, page 1126. 





and there was an increasins demand for banking facilities 

and ourrency. However, the constitution of Missouri gave 

a monopoly, not only of the banking business of St.Louis but 

of the whole state as well, to one institution. (1) 

In 1837 the ninth sess,ion of the General Assembly made 

use of the power oonferred by the constitution and created 

a banking institution to be called "The Bank of the State of 

Missouri". The capital stock was to be five million dollars 

and one half was to be reserved for the use of the state. 

The bank was to be managed by a president and twelve directors. 

The president and six of the directors were to be elected by 

the General Assembly ~very two years. (2~ The Bank was given 

power to issue bank notes, but prohibited from issuing any 

note of a lower denomination than ten dollars. (3) The public 

money of the state was to be deposited in the bank or its 

branches, and the bank was to act as the fiscal agent of the 

state, negotiate loans, and transfer money from one agency 

to another without charge to the state. (4) The charter pro

vided that the bank should furnish the governor a statement 

(1) The olause on banks in the first constitution of Missouri 
is as follows:"The General Assembly may inoorporate one bank
ing company, and no more to be in operation at the same time. 
The bank to be incorporated may have any number of branches, 
not to exoeed five, to be established by law; and not more 
than one branch shall be established at anyone session of 
the General Assembly." First Constitution of Missouri.Art.VIII. 
(2) Charter of the Bank,Session Acts of 1836-37.pages 12-28 

, Seo.I. 
(3) Charter of the Bank of Missouri,Seo.39.Session Acta of 
1836-37.page 21. 
(4) Charter of the Bank,Sesaion Aots of 1836-37 Seo.42. 





of all its affairs semi-annually; that the governor should, 

after the August election, appoint a committee of three 

newly elected members of the General Assembly, not stook

holders in the bank, who should examine the bank and· report 

its general oondition to the legislature when it convened; 

and that either house of the General Assembly might appoint 

a oommittee to investigate the affairs of the bank. (1) The 

charter also contained the following olause: t.henever said 

bank shall atop speoie payment, the charter shall oease and -

determine; and it shall be plaoed in the hands of trustees 

appointed by the governor to settle the affairs of the bank". 

(2) From the above provisions of the cbarter of the bank 

two oonolusions are evident; first, that the governor and 

General Assembly through the power to elect officers, require 

statements and appoint investigating oommittees could oontrol 

the general policy of the bank; second, that the very exist

ence of the bank requlr~d that it should not suspend speoie 

payment. 

On the 9th of Ootober 1839 the banks of Philadelphia 

auspended specie payment. They were followed by all the 

banks of the South and West except the Bank of Missouri. (3) 

On Hovember 12th the directors of the Bank of Missouri met 

-------~---~--~---------~------------~---------------- ----
(1) Oharter of the Bank.Session Aots of 1836-37 
(2) Ibid. 
(3) Soharf: History of st.Louis,page 1373 • 

.. t. 

Soo.43. 
8eo.5'5. 
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and passed a resolution "That the bank will in the future 

receive from and pay only to individuals her own notes and 

speoie or the notes of speoie paying banks." (1) There had 

been a general movement of speoie to the East and the notes 

of the Bank of Missouri together with all the specie avail

able was not suffioient to meet any oonsiderable Rmount of 

the merchants' obligations daily falling due. (2) The notes 

of banks of other states formed the greater part of the local 

currency. By this act of the bank the notes of all suspended 

banks lost their character as money for the payment of debts. 

Great excitement was aroused among the merc.-antile and 

industrial classes. The Missouri Republioan of November 13th 

Sl:i.id, "The bank exci tement continued very high during yester

day. In fact, it is the only subjeot matter of oonversation 

or consideration. ' The merchants it might literally be said, 

have forsaken their oounting rooma,ana mechanics their shops. 

Wherever two or three met the aotio~ of the bank was the theme 

of conversation, and in every oircle that we have fallen in 

with,whatever m~ght be the politics of those composing it, the 

resolutions of the directors was condemned without measure or 

reserve. In truth, there never has been in this community 

so universal and unanimous a oondemnation of any measure as 

this. Exeorations loud and deep are freely uttered in every 

quarter, and by men of all parties." 
-----------------------~--------------------------------------- ~ 
(1) Soharf:History of St.Louis.,page 1373. 
(2) Edwards and Hopewell: The 'Great West:. page 368. 
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The situation of the merchants was ~r,y serious. They 

could not get sufficient bankable money to meet their obliga

tions. A meeting was oalled to oonsider the action of the 

bank, and it was reseolved "that, as the sense of this meet

ing, it will be no discredit to any individual having paper 

maturing this day at the Bank of Missouri to allow said paper 

to go to protest, if a tender is made at the bank or to the 

notary, of currency hitherto bankable and is refused". (1) 

The emergency was so great that several of the wealthier 

cj,tizens offered to bind themselves legally to indemnify 

the bank for any loss it might sustain by depreciation of 

the notes heretofore received, if it would rescind its 

action. (2) The directors of the bank held a meeting but 

determined to adhere to their original action. When this 

became known an indignation meeting was called and the con

duct of the bank severely condemned. Resolutions were adopt

ed recommending that those doing business with the bank with

draw their deposits. As a result ~ny of the heaviest 

depositors withdrew their funds and deposited them with some 

of the insurance companies or other oorporations.(3) 

-----~-----~-----------------~------------------------ -------

(1) Scharf: History of St.Louis, page 1373. 

(2) Edwards and Hopewell: Great West, p. 368. 

(3) Ibid. 





On the opposite side of the Mississippi river and in 

territory commercially tributary to st. Louis were numerous 

banks, practically without restriotion and often disregard

ing those which were provided, issuing a great amount of 

paper currency of all deno~inations. (1) The inevitable 

10 

result followed, Small foreign bank notes came in in large 

quanti ties. Clearly, the oommercial needs of St.Louis to-

gether with the legal restrictions imposed upon and by the 

Bank of :Missouri oreated most luorati ve opp0 rt-uni ties for 

illegal banking. These opportunities were made use of by 

the so-called insl~anoe companies and other corporations of 

St. Louis. 

Many of these corporations had been created by the 

legislature in 1836 and 1838. A law had also been passed 

in 1838 giVing to County Courts the power to grant charters 

to industrial oompanies. This law was repealed in 1841,but 

many companies had been created in the meantime. (2) In 1840, 

the .Jefferson Inquirer said that there were fifteen of these 

corporations in st.Louis, and that they had forced into cir

CUlation upwards of a million dollars of the depre.ciated 
--~-~-----------~-~-----~------~---------------------- -------

(2) 

Conant: History of Modern Banks of Issue,pages 328,329 & 337. 
Kno:x::History of Banking.Illinois Banks.,.page 720 • . , 
Ibid. Indiana Banks, page 702. 
Ibid. · Michigan Free Bankicg Law,pages 732-33. 
Ibid. Wisconsin wildcat ba!~s,page 747. 
Law. of Missouri, 1838-39, page 15. 
Ibid. 1840-41.pag~28 
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currency of banks of other states and territories. (1) 

Their method of operation was described as follows: "st. 

Loui~ owing ~o its situation is the center of capital for 

Illinois, Iowa and Wisoonsin. The drpreciated paper from 

these sections nat~rally flo~ to St. Louis. The brokers, 

merohants and insurance companies are enabled to purchase 

large amounts of this depreciated currency at greatly re

duced values. Then by agreement they proffer to s811 

eastern exohange for this paper. In this way the farmers 

an~ country merchants are induoed to receive this currency 

for their produoe. By this means in the short space of 

from two to six days they have raised this currency ffom 50% 

to par value, and then dispose of the whole lot to speculat

ors at a disoount for the purpose of purohasing oountry 

produce. These operations are . often repeated." (2) Often 

oompanies were incorporated for a specifio purpose,and 

instea.d of following that business did a banking business. 

An example of this was the st. Louis Gas and Lighting Company, 

oreated for the purpose of lighting the city. It neVer 

engaged in the work of producing light, but immediately began 

a banking busines~und in 1841 declared a dividend of 12%.(3) 

These statements concerning the business methods of the 

insura.noe companies and other corporations were taken from the 

---~------------------------------------

(l~ Jefferson Inquirer,Dec.17,1840. 
(21 Ibid. April 9,1843. 
(3) Jeffersonian Republican~July 24,1841. 
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opposition press, but the fact that they were doing a banking 

business and speculating in depreciated currency is unquest

ioned. The legislature of 1840., following the recommendation 

of Governor Reynolds appointed a committee to investigate 

these companies. (1) The commi ttee reported, "that the 

various companies have exercised banking .privileges not grant

ed by their charters". (2) In a test case against one of the 

st.Louis insurance oompanies Judge P. Hill Engle, of the Court 

of Common Pleas, decided that the COmp8QY was engaged in an 

illegal banking busines~ and that its aontracts were worth

less. (3) 

In the early forties heavy issues of shinplaster were 

added to the depreciated bank notes of other states, thus 

further complicating the currency questions. Shinplasters 

were warrants issued by an incorporated political body, 

usually a cit,y or a county. In 1841 the City of St. LoUiS, 

and also St. Louis County, issued large quantities of one, 

two and three dollar notes. (4) Boo~vil1e,Rocheport,Hrumibal 

and Boone County all followed the example of st.Louis. (5) 

These warrants were 1ssu.ed in such immense qua.ntities that 

redemption was impossible and rapid depreciation fOllowed. 

-----------------------------------------------------------
(1) Goverhor Reynolds: Inaugural Aldress,Senate Journal 1840. 

page 35. 

(2) House Journal. Session 1840-41, pages 468-471. 
(3) Jeffersonian Republican; July 24, 1841. 
(4) Jefferson Inquirer;Deo.30,1841. 
(I) Ibid. Feb.24,1842. 
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There were now so many kinds of paper money subject to 

continual fluctuations that elaborate quotations of notes 

were required, and brokers had a rich harvest in negotiating 

them. The business of these insurance companies and brokers 

was very profitable, They became so strong that, it seems, 

they were enabled to largely control the POl~tical leaders 

as. well ae the press of both parties in the city. In these 

oompanies and their follOWing' is to be found the most de

termined and deepseated oppostion to the aggressive hard money 

legislative program, and especially to Benton who was recog-
.. 
nized by all as the leader of the movement. 

The exclu~ion from the state of this foreign paper cur

rency beoame the chief object of Benton and his followers in 

Missouri politics. From 1838 to 1843 at each session of the 

legislature bills were introduoed for this purpose. The 

penalties provided in the earlier bills were very "vera, but 

this feature was mitigated gradually until the bill which 

finally beoame a law in 1843 was not especially marked by the 

severity of its penalties. 

The importance of these bills in Benton's career makes 

it necessary to examine them in some detail. The first one 

was introduced by Redman of Howard County in the session of 

1838~9. It provided that no person should pass or receive 

ani bank notes or paper currency of a less denomination 

than twenty dollars (the notes of the Bank of Missouri ex-

oepted) • It also provided that all money brokers or ex-

ohange dealers must take out a license for which they were 
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required to pay one thousand dollars annually. All persons 

who violated this act by attempting to pass, by passing or 

by reoeiving paper currency were liable to the amount of the 

notes passed. Any agent, dealer or broker who violated the 

aot was subject to a fine of ten thousand dollars. All persons 

oonvioted of violating the act were disqualified from holding 

any office in the state. (1) 

~his bill did not pass and in 1840 Governor Reynolds 

devoted a paragraph in his inaugural address to the currency 

q~~stion. Resaid, "The evils of an unsound and fluctuating 

ourrenoy are so apparent and universally felt, that it is need

less to dwell upon their unh~py influence. This fluotuation 

is mainl1 the result of the operation of the suspended banks, 

and whether produoed by deSign, to operate upon and control 

the eleotions of the oountry,or mismanagement the effeot is 

equally diaastrous and oalls loudly for a oorrective. The 

rightful authority of every state;; to prescribe the kind of 

bank paper that should be permitted to oiroulate within it 

is denied by few. The policy that will inorease the ciroula-

tion of gold and silver, 'the standard of value, should be 

desired by all, and can only be attained to any considerable 

extent, while banks of issue exist, by the exclusion of small 

bank notes, which usurp the plaoe of the precious metals. The 

people, by their representatives . in 1836, deoided, and that 

deoision is yet unreversed, that the Bank of lvtisso .. uri, the work 

-~--------------------------~----~------------~------- ---------
(1) R~dman bill • . Printed in the Missouri Begister,Apr.9,1844. 
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of their own hands, and in which they are the largest 

stockholders, should issue no notes of a less denomination 

than ten dollars:and that policy would be suicidal which would 

extend to banks of other states privileges which we have 

denied our own. Conourring fully in the limitations imposed 

upon the Bank of Missouri, I should feel myself derelect in 

duty to our common constituents, if I omdtted, on this 

ocoasion, to urge the propriety of prohibiting by law, under 

suitable sanctions, the circulation of all bank paper of a 

less denomination than ten dollars." (1) 

Following this recocmendation Redman introduced another 

currency bill similar to his former bill, but without such 

severe penalties. This bill simply provided that any person 

who passed paper currency of a les.s denomina.tion than twenty 

dollars (the notes of the Bank of Missouri excepted) should 

be liable to the amount of the notes passed. Incorporated 

oompanies who violated the law were to forfeit their charters. 

(2) This bill passed the House but in the Senate it was 

postponed until the next session by a majority of one vote. 

It came pp the last of the session and two democrats were 

absent. (3) 

In 1842,Hustoh,of Lincoln County, introduced two billa 

for the purpose of oorreoting the currenoy troubles. The 

first one provided that any corporation, corporate body or 
----~-----------------------------~-------~----------------

(1) Governor's Inaugural Address: House Journal l840r pages 28-354 
(2) Redman bills.Printed in Missouri Register,Apr.9,1861. 
(3) Kissouri Register,Feb.25,1841. 





body politic, (eEcept the Bank of U1asourif which issued 

ourrenoY,did a banking business of any kind, passed 

currenoy of any suspended bank, or any paper aurrenoy of 
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& less denominoation than ten dollars should forfeit its 

oharter. The seoond provided that no paper currenoy of less 

denomi.nation than ten dollars should be passed", and that 

ourrenoy of suspended banks should not be passed. All per

sons asking for lioenseto' follow any trade, profession, 

oooupation. business or oalling; or any one qualifying for 

~ . publio offioe which paid fees were oompelled to sign a 

written statement that they had not knowingly violated the 

provisions of this law. (1) 

These bills were buried in oommittee and in their plaoe 

two bills were reported baok by c. F. Jackson. The Jackson 

bills passed and were approved by the governor, one February 

17th and the other February 23rd 1843. (2) 
-----~---~---~-------------------------~-----~-~---~~---~----
(1) These four billa, two by Redman and ~wo by Huston, were 
oalled "bills of pains and ~enaltiesft by the Whigs and anti
Benton Demoorats. The olause of the HUston bill which re
quired various olasses of oitizens to sign a statenant de
olaring that they had not knowingly violated the proviaf. on of 
the aot was referred to by the opposition press as a test 
oath. One of the oampaign cries against Benton was "Bills of 
Pain and Penalties and Test Oathsft. 
(2) Moll8.ster, His,tory of the Un1 ted States Vol. VII,pages 10 
and 11, tells a story of a riot in st. Louis which was direct
ed against some of the currency brokers. ' .He quotes a Phila
delphia newspaper as his authority.' Following the story of 
the riot and in the same ~aragraph, with the inferenoe that 
the D&'8sures were the result of the riot"he says the legis
lature suppressed thesoript and forbad the oiroulation of 
bank Botes under five dollars. ,He then gives refeTences to 
the JaoksoB aots of ~eb.17,and Feb.23,1843. As oan olearly 
be seen from the above disoussion these la~t~ere the . 
oUlmination of the efforts of the Hard mone-y '6f Missouri to 
'banish paper ourrelloy of small denomination '~rom oiroulation. 
!h1spurpose bad been resolutely pursued for at least five 





These laws did not make the passing or receiving of paper 

money by a private citizen unlawful as the previous bills 

1'1 

had sought to do. They provided that no corporation, 

oorporate body or body politic (inoluding the bank of 

Missouri and its branches) nor any money lender or exchange 

broker shoUld pas8 any bank note or pap'or currency of les8 

denomination than ten dollars. Bor should they receive or 

pasB any suspended or non~specie paying bank notes or post 

notes is~ued as currency. These acts further provided that 

DO oorporation, corporate body or body po11ticCthe Bank of 

Missouri and its branohes exce.pted) should exercise any 

banking privilege either by issuing notes, receiving deposits 

or discounting notes. Tho penalty for violation of the law 

was, in the case of oorporations, corporate bodies or bodies 

politio, the forfeiture of the charter of inoorporation; in 

the ,case of money brokers or exchange dealers forfeitUre of 

lioense and a fine of f~om $260 to flOOO. (1) The essen-

tial difference between the Jaokson billa which passed and all 

of the previous bills was that these bills imposed no penal

ties upon th. ordinary oitizen and did not even make tOe 

passing or reoeiving of foreign bank notes unlawfUl. 

These rest~io.iTe measures were important in their 

bearing upon the oareer of Benton and the rise of OPPOSi

tion to him in two ways: first, the severity of the penalties 
----------------- ------- --------------------------- -------
years by Benton and his followers. Of four newspapers of the · 
per1o~,printed within the state,now accessible in the Missouri 
State Historical Sooiety Library at Columbia no one of them 
~ent1on8 the StJLou1s .riot in oonnection with the ourrenoy 
lesialation. Yet, all of them discuss t~e currenoy bills. 
(1) Jefferson Inquirer ,Mar •. 9.,lSQ, 





and their application to all citizens, it was alleged, 

indioated that the Hard money people were willi.ns to 

saorifice, or at least place in jeopardy, the well being 

and happiness of any oitizen for the sake of a theory. 

~his attitude was denoU!loed aa the worst of tyr8JlU!lY by 

the oppoai tion. Second, the law which finally passed 
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had the effeot of driving out of a luorative business a 

large and powerful class of citizens of st. Louis. Finally 

the authorship of and responsbility for these billS, which 

probably neither Benton nor of his.friends ever denied was 

brought home to him in the following manner. Edward Bates, 

of St.Louis, in anawer to an inquiry from the "Palmyra 

Whig", wrote that it was generally~nderstood that Benton 

was the author of the Redman bill of 1838, but that he had 

AO definite knowledge. However, he knew that Benton was 

the author of the Huston bills. Huston had told him that 

Benton had written the bills and that afterwards he (Bates) 

had seen the original copies in Benton's own hand-writing 

in Huston's office in Troy, (1) After the app~arance of 

Bates' letter, the Missourian, the' Benton paper of St.Louis, 

made the follOWing comment: 'tIt is perfectly well known 

that Col.Benton wrote letters and sent drafts of his bills 

to his friends at Jefferson City, to let them see precisely 
-~----------------~~--~--------~---~-----~-~---------- -----
(1) Edward Bates was later a member of President Lincoln's 
Cabinet and s87ved as Attorney General from 1861 to 1863. 
The statesman, a Whig paper of Columbia copied Bates' letter 
from the Pa!mYralWhig ~ebruary 23,1844. 
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what his ideas were. Those letters and bills were not 

seorets, but were frank and free oommunications, for the 

inspeotion of all who ohose to see them. They were seen 

and read generally and (1) with more or less alteration 

were adopted and presented by members". These bills were 

designated as "Bills of Pains and Penalties" by the Whig 

and Anti-Benton, or Soft Demooratio press, and beoome one 

of the chief oampaign slogans of the opposition. 

(1) Copied from the M!ssourianAin the States~ Mar.15,la44~ 
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CHAPTER II. 

EARLY OPPOSITION TO BENTON - conSTITUTIonAL QUESTIons. 

The question of the ourrency was the real, vital issue 

of politioal principle upon whioh the opposition to Benton 

aroae in Missouri. Other questions were -dragged in./but the 

real alignment oame upon the ourrenoy QUestlonJ To Benton 

this was the all important question of state policy. His 

political friends in the state government took up his side 

of the question 'and fought it to a suocessful issue, so far 

as law was concerned, and Benton, no doubt, considered him-

self under obligations to them for dOing so. On other 

questions in which he was not personally interested Benton 

incurred bitter opposition for the sake of his political 

friends who had aided in securing his favorite currenoy laws. 

These questions were the reapportionment of represen

tation in the lower house of the General Assembly, the limita

tion of judicial tenure of offlce,and the adoption of , the dis

triot system in the election of congressmen. The first two 

questions caused a demand for a constitutional convention. 

The life tenure of the judiciary was contrary to the 

ideas of Jacksonian democracy \7hich demanded the t offices be 

passed around. The state constitution provided thn t each 

oounty should have one represent~tive but that the total 

number of representatives should never exceed one hundred. 

As the frontier counties increased in number and St.Louis 
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and the older portIons of the state increased in population 

representation became unequal and the value of a man's vote 

in state legislation was much greater in the thinly populat

ed frontier counties than it was in St.Louis. The solution 

of these problems could be effected either by amendments to 

the constitution, proposed v~d passed by the legislature, or 

by a constitutional convention. Both methods were proposed. 

In 1835 ~ proposal for a constitu.tiona1 convention was sub

mitted to the people and voted down, but the agitation became 

stronger and stronger until a convention was called in 1845. 

·This agitation must be considered in connection with the rise 

of the oPPosition to Benton. 

One clause of the constitution provided thnt one bank and 

no more might be created and that the bank might have five 

branches and no more. (1) Those who favored removing this 

restriction on banking naturally favored a constitutional 

convention. ~e Whigs as a political party,and also the 

citizenship in general in St.Louis without regard to party, 

desired the removal of the banking restriotions and were, 

therefore, gener&ly in favor of a constitutional conven-

tion upon the issue of currency and banking as well as upon 

other issues. On the other hand, the frontier counties, (2) 
-----------------------------------------------------------
(1) OBnstitution of 1820~Art.VIII. v 
(2) Probably the phenomenon of hard money frontiersmen needs 
some explanation. In Missouri the situation vms a special 
one. The personal influence of Benton and the fact that he 
advocated hard money,no doubt, had much to do- with public 
opinion. The experienoes of Missouri in the money paniC of 
1819 attended by the failure of the territorial Bank of 





22 

Benton and the Hard democrats were well satisfied with the 

banking restrictions and if there had been no other question 

involved would have voted against a . constitutional convention. 

They were a~raid that a constitutional convention would remove 

the restriotions against banking. 

Missouri and the Bank of St. Louis with the depreciation of 
their paper currency and the consequent loss to the people 
p~obably hadmuoh to do with it. ~he people were told that 

'() 

the bankers ·and money changers were getting rich from their 
losses. They were made to bellve tha.t the banking uistocre.oy 
desired a fluotuating aurrency so that they m1ghtoontrol its 
movements and speeulate on them. Thus sentiment was created 
against banking at j~st the right time to oause banking 
restriotions to be plaoed in the state constitution. Later 
when the Bank of Misso)uri was ohartered Benton's poli tical 
friends suooeeded in providing against the issue of small notes. 
'hen oame the effortAto prevent the circulation of the small 
notes of the banks of other states, on the 'part of the Hard 
leaders. The laok ofourrenoy in st.Louis really crippled 
bueiness and when the Bank of .Missouri refused to deal in the 
ourreony of suspended banks in 1839 the insurance and other 
inoorporated oompanies begen a big business in this depreoiat
rd ourrenoy. The H$rd money leaders then attaoked the oorpora~ 
tiona and 'vested interests of St.Louis and claimed that the 
losaes of the pe ple by depreoiation of the various kinds of 
ourrenoy was not only due to the operation of these vested 
interests but that these losses of the people oontributed 
directly to enrioh the monopolies of St.Louis. Thus a direot 
antagonism was oreated between St.Louis and the frontier . 
oounties of the state. This antagonism was ~ncreased by dif
ferneoes on other ':questiollS suoh as apportio.riment of represen
tation, taxation, wolf-soalp laws,eto. The resu~t wa~ the 
phenomenon of 8 business community whioh might be expeoted to 
favor a sound ourrenoy favoring oheap money and striv1ng to 
introduoe the depreoiated bank notes of the banks of other 
states in order to supply the dire 4eoessities of trade; while 
on the other hand the frontiersman beoause he thought be was 
being robbed by the vested interests of St.Louis through ' the 
depreo1.a ted currenoy was striotly in fayor of h~rd money. 
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A large and growing body of voters were demanding a 

oonstitutional oonvention for the purpose of securing a 

readjustment of representation in the General Assembly. The 

constitution of the state contained the following clause: 

"Each county shall have at least one representative but the 

whole number of representatives shall never . exoeed one hun

dred." (1) The result of this clause was a growing inequality 

in representation. The General Assembly of 1836-37 made an 

apportionment of representatives for the ensuing four years 

as follows: St. Louis County seven, Boone County five, Howard 

County four, seven counties three each, eleven oounties two 

each and the remaining thirty nine counties one oach. (2) 

.The legislature of 1840-41 incrensed the number" of counties 

to seventy seven and the number of representntives to ?ne 

hundred, the constitutional limit, and distributed them thus: 

St.Louis County seven,Boone and Howard oounties three each, 

thirteen oounties two each and the remaining sixty one counties 

one eaoh. (3) The le gi s la ture of 1842 -43 created nine teen new 

oounties making a to.tal of ninety six, and the legislature of 

1844-45 in making the apportionment gave st.Louis County four 

representatives. Platte County two and the remaining ninety 

four oounties one each. (4) The inequality of representation 

was now so great that Caldwell County with a total population 

of 1583 (5) had one representative while Boone County with a 
---------------------------------------------------------~---

. (1) Constitution of 1820~Art.III.Seo.2.· .. ·/ 
(2) Laws of Missouri l836-37,,<pa.ge 6 • .,,-/ 
(3) Ibid l840-4l,page 8. 
(4) Revised statutes of MissQ,ur1 1845~page 1l3~ 
(I) Census of Mo. 1844.House Journa.l l844~45,Appendix,page l58~ 
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total population of 14290 (1) had only one, and st.Louis 

County with a total population of 47668 (1) had only four,or 

approximately one representative for each 12000 inhabitants. 
(7 

This inequality tended to become greater as the popUlation of 

St.Louis increased much faster than that of the frontier 

counties. (2) 

The older and more popupous counties Vlere usually Whig. 

The new counties were Democratic. The Whigs of the older 

counties early saw what must happen to them as the number of 
't 

. oounties was increased. b Therefore, as early aa 1832 the Whig ----
members of the General Assembly began to fight the creation of 

new countles.(3) ~t the Democratic majority in the legisla

ture together with the fact that the new counties were sure to 

be Demooratic made their fight 8 hopeless one from the begin-

ning. Upon this question of reapportionment the interest of 

the older and more populous communities caused them to be 

very decidedly in favor of a constitutional convention. The 

frontier counties, hO· .. iever, were afraid a readjustment of re

presentation might Cause them to be grouped into legislative 

districts, and they did not care to ~ their individual 

representative •• 
-~~------~----- ---------------------------------_ ._------------ -(11 CellBus of Mo.l844.House Journal l844-45.Appendix,pe.ge 15~ 
(2 The Census Report of 1850 gives the population of St.Louis 
County 104978 and Caldwell County 2176. (page 655) 
(3) Jefferson Inquirer, Oct. 26, 1843. 





Benton's politioal sucoess ~ms naturally favored by a 

large Democratic majority in the legislature, but there is 
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no evidenoe that he objected to a constitutional oonvention 

on the question of reapportionment. While the interests of 

Benton and the Democratic party would cause them to oppose 

such a change the funde~ental political principles which they 

professed, and which most of them really felt1 demanded it. 

The third clause of the Constitution with which there 

was general dissatisfaction -\7~S the one providing for a judic

iary.(l) This clause created a supreme court with three judge~ 

and gave the General Assembl:.r power to crente circuit courts, 
• 

as well as inferior courts. All the judges were appointed by 

the Governor and held office for life. ~he dissatiSfaction 

was chiefly with the life tenure provision., The democracy 

thought these offices should be passed around. The very 

thought of an offioer holding his position for life met with 

s. negatIve response in the hearts of all good ~rissouri Demo

orats, unless perchance it were the judges themselves. As 

the judges were all Democrats the Whigs were naturally willing 

to see the life tenure abolished. This argument for a con

stitutional cohvention appealed to more people and with stronger 

force than any other. 

The Democrats tried, too late, to amend the old constitution 

and thus remove the judicial question as a cause for calline 8. 

eo88ttd:tutional convention. In order to ohange the old constitu-

(i)-C~~;t1;;ti~~-~f-i820~&;t~V~s;~:i3:7-----------------------
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tion it was necessary that an amendment be passed by a two 

thirds vote by two consecutive legislatures. The legisla

ture of 1842-43 which submitted the question of calling a 

constitutional convention to the people also passed an amend

ment limiting the judiCial tenure of the supreme court judges 

to ten years and the circuit court judges to six years ( The 

amendment also contnined a clau'se which said, "that the 

offices of the several judges of the supreme court, and the 

several judges of the circuit courts of this state, shall be 

vacated on the first day of January 1845." (1) To make it a 

part of the constitution the amendment had to be passed again 

by the legislature of 1844-15. As its passage would have 

given the Governor the opportunity of immediately filling all 

the judicial offices of the state, and thus given him a chance 

to reward his political friends, the Hards, the Whigs voted 

solidly against the amendment when it came up for seoond pas

sage,and it failed to receive the necessary two thirds vote. (2) 

The constitutional questions had been of sufficient impor

tance to oause the proposition of a constitutional convention 

to be submitted to the people in 1835. The act providing for 

this convention made the county the basis of representation 

in the convention. oIt was so evident that the frontier 

Democratic counties would be in control that the Whigs and 

(ii-~;~-~f-Mi;~~~~i:-i843:-;;;~-9:~---~---------------- - -
(2) House Journal,1844-45, pages 296-297. 

Senate Journal, 1844-45, pages 99,lOO,and l08.~ 





27 

more populous counties defeated the proposel by a vote of 

two to one. (1) The question of a convention continued to 

be agitated until the legislature of 1842-43 again submitted 

the proposition to be voted on at the August election of 1844. 

This act made the senatorial district the basis of representa

tion in the convention. The Democratic leaders who at heart 

were probably opposed to a convention soon saw that it would 

be impossible to defeat it and, therefore, came out for it. 

The vote for the convention was 37426 while that against it 

was only 13750. (2) 

A special election was called, delegates were elected, 

and the convention met in the fall of 1845. A new constitu

tion was drafted and submitted to the people at the next 

general election in August 1846. It corrected the problem 

of representation by creating legislative districts of the 

thinly populated counties, but the constitution was rejected 

by a majority of about 10000.(3) Although Benton had been 
---------------------------~-------------~------------ ----
(1) Missouri Intelligencer,Sept.12,1835. 
(2) Statesmtln. Uov.29,1844. 
(3) There seems to h.sve been three distinct reasons for the 
opposition to the proposed constitution. The article on 
banking and corporations forbad the creation of any corporation 
whioh could issue a circulating medium; provided that all 
corporation charters (municipal,eduoational and charitable 
excepted) had to contain a olause giving the legislature the 
right to repeal and annul the charter by a majority vote; and 
also provided that stockholders in all private corporations 
(educational and oharitable excepted) should be responsible 
in their individual and privnte oapacity for all debts and 
liabilities of every kind incurred by such oorPoration. This 
probably aooounts for tho etron8 negative vote of St.Louis 
in spite of the faot that St.Louis would have been very much 
benefitted by the provision for the rea.pportionment of rep-





deoidedly involved in the question of calling a convention 

the Benton Anti-Benton fight did not in any way enter into 
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the question of the adoption or rejection of the ne-v"' constitu

t1o.n. 

The question of districting the state for the purpose of 

electing members to Congress came to be of equal,if not greater, 

importanoe than' that of a constitutional convention. The Whig 

Congress passed on aot, approved June 25,1842,regulating the 

election of congressmen. This nct provided that in each state 

the state legislature should divide the state into as many dis

tricts as the state had representatives in Congress, and that 

resentation. The article on education provided that the pro
ceeds of 500000 aores of land which had been given to the state 
by the national government for internal improvement should be 
used instead for eduoational purposes. This clause accounts 
for the strong opposition of the people of the Osage and Grand 
river oounties who expeoted to be directly benefitted by the 
internal improvement projeots dependent upon the public land 
grant. The 'article on apportionment of representation in the 
lower house of the General Assembly was the one of most vital 
signifioance and the one upon which the most determined fight 
was made. It provided for representative districts instead 
of the county as a basis of apportionment of representation. 
However, each county whic h had a free whi te population equal 
to three fifths of a ratio to be obtained by dividing the 
entire population by OBe hundred was to be a representative 
district. The practical effect of this. clause would have 
been to take away individual representation from all the 
frontier oounties and group them in representative districts. 
The speeohes and newspaper discussions show that this question 
of apportionment was the paramount issue of the campaign, both 
in the frontier and the oentral counties. The appended map 
shows haw decidedly the frontier counties opposed the adoption 
of the constitution. 
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one oongressman should be eleoted from eaOh district. 

Missouri had been ele.cting by general ticket. The state 

had been entitled to only two members until 1842 when the 

number was increased to fi~e. The greater part of the state 

offioers and congressman had been residents of the central 

part of the st.nte. Thi·s was the oldf3st a.od most thickly 

settled p~rt1on of the state, (exqept st~Louis wbich was a. 

Whig c.ity i'n D. Democratic state and did not get many of the 

state offioials) and it w01l:ld naturally be expeoted to fur-

n1sh 8. la~rge pr~ortlon of the officials. -In the central 

counties the sentiment \'Ina very strong against the distriot 

system. The-Democratic leaders urged that the state should 

not be hampered by th~ na tiona 1 gove.rnme n t in the cho.ice of 

its representatives, but that it should ~e free t~ choose the 

most exp~rienQed and best qualified men it had. The faot 

that these experienced and qualified men lived in the oentral 

pert of the state was not mentioned in their arguments. 

But the Demoorats (!lJf the border oounties never forgot 

that, "experienc-ed and best qualified men," generally meant 

men Who lived in the central part of the state,and they 

thought tbat the frontier oounties should have their share 

of the officials. oThe Jefferson Inquirer argued that a 

de~~rat was a demoorat and that the state should have the 
• 

services of its beat men irrespective of their place of 

residence. (1) 
--------------------------~--------------------------------
(1) Jefferson Inqulrerp Aug.25,1842. 

Ibid. Feb.23,1843. 





This in general was the sentiment of the office holders. The 

strong sentiment of the democrnts of the bordering countics,of 

the state in favor of the distriot system vms expressed by their 

newspapers. The Ozark Eagle at Springtield in the southwest, 

The Platte Eagle and The Liberty Banner in the northwest,The 

Missouri Reporter of St.Louis. lh! Missouri Register of Boon

ville, and the Glasgow Pilot, all Democratic papers, favored 

distrioting the state. 

The Whigs were in faTor of the district system beoause 

from a national point of view it was a Whig measure,and then. 

if the state were districted they might get a aongressman, 

while there was no ohance to elect one if the general ticket 

plan of eleating members to Congress were continu&d. These 

reasons, which caused the Whig party to favor the district plan, 

would naturally cause the Demooratic party to oppose it. oIn. 

the Demooratic oonvention of 1842 the feeling of the frontier 

counties was so strong on the subject that the convention 

divided the state into distriots for the purpose of nomina-

ting oandidates for Congress.(l) 

The d1strioting of the state was one of the leading ques

tions during the legislature of 1842-43. The Senate passed ~ 

districting bill by a vote of two to one, a bill which the 

House refused to pass, but instead passed one which provided 

for the election of five members tQ Congress by the gereral 

---------~~------------------------~--------~------~~--------
(1) Jefferson Inquirer, June 9. 1842. 
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ticket plan at the election of 1844. The Sennte accepted 

the House measure. (1) Durmng the fall of 1843 and the spring 

of 1844 the sentiment Qf the people as a whole became so stro~ 

for the district system that in practically all of the Demo-

cratic county conventions a resolt1on favorins it was voted 

on and in many cases carried. 0 In Pl~tte County the resolution 

proposed a compromise by favoring the nomination of candidates 

for Congress by districts and their election by general 

ticket. (2) This was n safe proposition for the Democrats end 

was seized upon as a solution of the question by many, both of 

those who had favored and those who had opposed dlstricting. 

But the discussion had gone too far. The district system had 

appealed to the people's sense of fairness and the Democratic 

press and leaders changed front on the question in 1844. oThey 

then said that the district plan was the fairest and best plan 

and that they had only opposed it as a matter of principle in 

opposing federal interference in state affairs ~that the po

sition of Missouri had been fully vindicated when her delega

tion of 1842 elected by the general ticket plan had been ad

mitted to Congress. (3) ~A districting measure was passed by 

a Democratic legislature in 1844. (4) 

(1) statesman, Feb.24.1~43. 
(2) Platte Eag<la. Quoted in Jefferson Inguirer,3ept.21,1843 
(3) Jefferson Inquirer, Dec. 7, 1844. 
(4) Revised Statutes of M1ssouri~ 1845, pages 213 and 214. ~ 
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These issues of a new constitution and of districting 

the state are of interest in this study because Benton was 

practically compelled to take the unpopular side of both 

questions~ His sentiment against paper currency and state 

banks of issue was so strong that upon that question alone, 

so far as his speeches or letters show he was opposed to 

callins a constitutional convention. no doubt his politioal 

theories as well as his sense of fairness would have caused 

him to favor a convention UpOG both the question of reapportion

ment and the judicial tenure, but he was afraid a convention 

would do away with the cona·titutional restrictions against bnnk

ing.~ In a letter to the Democratic committee of Clay County, 

dated August 16th 1843, he said, "The constitution of the state 

of Missouri places some restrictions on the legislative power 

Over. the creation of banks; they are not sufficient, but few 

~s they are, the Paper Money Party, are looking to the contin

gency of a state convention to sweep them all away and lay the 

state open to the mad career of free a.nd universal banking." 

(1) This statement i ldicates that he wae opposed to a c on

stitutional oonventionand gives his reasons, but there is no 

evidenoe that he aotively aided the opposition to a convention • 

. The question of districting the state for the purpose of 

eleoting members to Congress was of greater importance, to 

the crowd of politioians who posed ab Benton's friends, than 

the question of a constitutional convention. There is no 

evidenoe that, ei"'r from a standpoint Qf prinoiple or direot ____________________ ,_ t ____________________ - _________ - ______ -

(1) pdssouri Register, Oot.17,1843. 
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personal interest-, Bellton opposed districting the state. In 

faot, the eVidence points the other way. Distrioting as a 

political method was more Demooratic tha.n the general ticket 

plan of electing oongressmell. Benton was a typical western 

Demoorat and from prInCiple shou~d have favored the district 

plall.His enemies olaimed that he had favored that prinCiple 

~d had ohanged front. For proof they quoted Benton's 

report of 1826 in favor of ohoice of eleotors by districts.(l) 

oPe.an, edi tor of the Missouri Reporte.l:.a.. in his letters to Benton 

8aid~ 'In your report of 1826 in favor of the choice of electors 

by distriots, you . furnish an argument against the general ticket 

system, to a great extent applioable to o. the eleation of represen

tatives to Congress, you say, 'In eleotion by general ticket 

the oandidates .are presented to the people en mass; etc. you 

'also state that the ' ticket bearing their names i~ sent forth 

to the people to be voted for by many who know them not'. You 

assert that the eleotion was intended to be a real and not a 

barren pow.~ in the bands of the people',- shOwing that you 

regarded it as a oomparatively barren power under the general 

tioket system". (2) 

Why, thea, did Bepton oppose the district system? The 

only reasonable explanation is that he opposed it not because 

of the prinoiple involved or because of his direct personal 

(1) Thirty Years' View. ' "1[0+. I.pages 78-80. 
(2) Missouri Register .. Nov.21,1843.Penn's Letters. 

"' 
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interests ( for he could have had none ) but because of the 

personal Intersts of his political associates in Missouri. 

Prominent ~ong these .political friends were Minor, Edwards, 

and Price of Cole County; C. F. Jackson, Dr. Lowry, Dr.Scott, 

Redman, and Rawlins of Howard County; Marmaduke and Dr. Penn 

of Saline County; and Sterling Price of Chariton County. All 

of these men lived in the central part of the state and if the 

state were districted would likely be thrown into one district 

and only one of them would have opportunity to go to Congress. 

They therefore opposed the district system because of their 

personal interests. Benton was not concerned in the question 

personally except so far as his interests were bound up with 

those of his political associates, and as will /be shown later 

did not come out on the district Question until he was c.ompelled 

to do so. 
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CHAPTER III. 

EARLY OPPOSfTIOU 1'0 BEUi'OH - ORGAnIZATION OF FORCES. 

After this analysis of political condit1o~s and issues 

it is possible to discuss the origin and development of the 

so-oalled "Soft" faotion in the Democratic party; a faotion 

at first opposing the rigorous restrictions on banking and 

small notes, later advocating oonstitutional changes, but 

, soon developing into the open personal attaok on Benton whioh 

is the subjeo't of this study. 

After the action of the Bank of Missouri of Novemeber 12, 

1839, refusing to receive or payout the currenoy of suspended 

banks, the excitement in St. Louis run high for several days 

and uncertainty prevailed ever.ywhere: business was almost 

suspended until the readjustment to the new conditions could 

be made, deposits were withdrawn rom the Bank of Missouri and 

plaoed with the various companies ra~idly tnking the place the 

Bank bad formerly occupied, the people were urged to de:posi t 

all the money they could possibly spare in order that sufficient 

ourrency for , business purposes might be available. (1) The 

Whig preas was especially active in the agitation. 

'l'he Demooratio organ, the Argus, sustained the Ba.nk in 

its Botion. The Bank was a partisan institution. Its presi

dent and ,the majority of the direotors were Democrats, elected 

by the Demooratio legislature, and naturally felt in some 
~---~~~~~------~---------------------------------~-~---~~--~~ 

((1) St.Louis Republican, Jan. 28, 1840. 
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degree responsible to the body which elected thmm. One 

of these direotors, A.R.Corbi4, was proprietor of the Argus. 

On Sovemeher 20,1839, just a few days after the Bank~s 

ourrenoy resolution, Corbin sold the Argus to A.J.Davis,who 

seems to have been a highly respected oitizen. The Argus 

oontinued its policy of defense of the Bank's aotion, and 

probably witp more effeotiveness since its proprietor was not 

a director if the Bank. Thus the Bank's aotion and the prob-

lems growing out of it were oonsidered by .~l to be politioal 

questio.ns. The exoitement, unoertainty, and business depres-

sion were used by the Whigs as politio~l oapital. 

The oity eleotion in the spring of 1840 gave the first 

opportunity for the Whigs to turn the popular indignation 

against the Bank to politioat advantage. From the latter part 

of January until after the April election the daily Republican 

usually oontained from a half column to two columns condemning 

the Bank or attaoking the Democratic party on some phase of the 

ourrenoy question. The Redman ourrenoy bills were deo1ared 

to be ~he issue of the contest. (1) Tho Republioan in an edi

torial headed "Ciroui t Attorney", said, ''Whigs, remembe r there 

are but two oandidates for Circuit Attorney in the field to-day, ' 

~ Bent,Whig, and Thos.B.HUdson, Looofooo. Remember that 
\ 

Col. Benton is determined to pass his ourrenoy bill at the 

next session of the legislature, and just refleot how you may 

feel under the proseoutiob of .~ ~ooofooo oourt, for the 
--------------------------------- ----------------------------
(1) St.Louis ~blioan, Maroh 13,1840. 
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violation of 8 Locofooo law. It is too late to oomplain when 

the injury is aooomplised. (1) 

The Demoorats oonduoted an aotive oampaign in defense of 

the Bant and against depreoiated ourrenoy. ~ohn Smith,presl

dent of the Bank, took a prominent part, and was ohairman at 

a Demooratic rally, at whioh N.BaineY,ex-governor of Iows,and 

Thos.B.Budson, both prominent later in the Soft faotion,spoke. 

(2) The Whigs eleoted their entire ticket by a good majority. 

It was during this campaign before the city eleotion of 

-1840, that the first defection from the Demoor~tio ranks was 

noticeable. Mr. B. Lawhead, a well known Democrat, addressed 

a Whig meeting. Disoussing his defeotion the Republican said, 

"But a short time since he was the main pillar of the adminis

tr~tlon. He was the owner and ohief support of the Argus,and 

had probably rendered the administration more service than any 

other individual citizeh. He has come boldly out againt the 

measures of his party". (3) 

By May 1840 enough Democrats in St.Louis had became dissat

isfied with the currency policy of the Democratic party to hold 

publio meetings and advooate a more liberal banking policy. They 

were deSignated the "Bank Demoorats". The Republican in describ

ing one of these meetings said, "A meeting of the Bank Democrats 

was oalled for Monday night. The Anti-bank Democrats turned out / 

(1) St.Louis Republioan,Bab.ll,1840. 
For discussion of currenoy bills see pp.12-17. 

(2) St.Louis Republloan,Maroh 25,1840. 
(3) Ibid. Maroh 18,1840. 
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in force and the crowd was divided about equally, Darnes and 

Lawhead, favoring 8 National Bank and Riley and Trotter oppos

ing- Hudson and Rainey would not respond." (1) The Argus re

fused to publish the proceedings of this meeting. William P. 

Darnes, one of the speakers, was secretary of the meeting. 

l Edwards in his "Great West" described Darnes as a respectable 

citizen, (2) and the Republican commended him very highly and 

said, "This movement created consternation in the ranks of the 

party and having failed in their attempts to bribe Darnes they 

commenced to abuse and slander him." (3) Darnes wrote Davis, 

proprietor of the Argus, and asked if he was referred to by 

oertain articles which had appeared in the Ar~s. His letter 

was returned to him without reply and the next day made public 

in the Ar~s. Soon after, Darnes met Davis on the street, and 

a fight followed in which Davis was killed. Darnes' trial came 

;~in November of the same year and ,he was fined five hundred 

dollars (4) After Davis' death A.R.Corbin soon beoame propire

tor of the Argus for the second time. 

In the summer of 1840 when Benton returned from Washington 

he seems to have taken some part in the discussion of local pol

itical affai~B. The Repliblican said, "The Colonel finds,'city 

expenditure', 'additional cou~thouses' 'spurious banking', 

'soo1+ notes', and last though by no means least 'recrean"t Demo-

(1) St.Louis Republican, May 27,1840. 
(2) Edwards, rYGreat " e stn~ pal)e 370. , 
'f3) St. Louis Republican, June 11,1840. 
(4) Edwards, Great West, page 371. 
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crats'. The burden of his song relates to city expenditures 

and unoonstitutional, spurious banking which is carried on 

within the city". (1) The above expressions appear to have been 

taken from a speech Whioh Benton made just before his departure, 

acoording to the Republican, "for the upper country for the pur

pose of winding up the legislature for another year, should it 

not be incompatible with his other engagements. (2) 

Benton arrived at Jefferson City in the early part of October 

and on the 8th addressed a large delegate convention, the great 

rally of the presidential campaign. (3) This speeoh was ohiefly 

upon the ourrenoy question and was one of Benton's great speeohes 

upon that subjeot. Three years later when the confliot between 

the Softs and the Bards had become well developed this speeoh was 

published by the Jefferson Inquirer for oampaign purposes (4) 

Benton said, "The currenoy quesjion is the great question of the 

age". , Then he ga. ve a brief history of the ourrency of the Un! ted 

States. He said that those who had struck down the seoond Bank 

of the United S-ta:tes had put in its plaoe the consti tu-tional cur-

.renoy, gold and silver; that in order to accomplish this a number 

(l)st.Louis Republioan, Sept.lO,1840. 
(2) St.Louis Republican,Sept.30,1840. 
(3) This oonvention,like many other rallies of the period, was 

8. real del,_gate oonvention. County meetings had been held and 
delegates appointed to attend. It was not a nominating oonvention 
and seems to have had no work to do beyond listening to speeohes, ' 
stirring up enthusiasm,and appointing a oommittee to issue an 
address to the publio. 
(I) Jefferson Inquirer, Aug. 31, 1843. Benton wery likely had 
his 1840 currenoy speeoh reprinted at that time as an expression 
of his sentiments. At any rate he had just visited Jefferson 
City and was still in the central part of the state at the time 
of its publioation. 
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of aots had been passea, namely: the repeal of the act of 1819 

against the circulation of foreign silver, the aot oorrecting 

the ratio between silver and gold, the aot oreating branch 

United states mints, the act which excluded small notes - all 

under twenty dollars - from the reoeipts and disbursements of 

the government, and the a.ot creating a United States treasury. 

But yet other measures were neoessary to complete the great 

objeot. Onewss to suppress all paper money under twenty dollars. 

(1) This had been attempted, but had not yet been accomplished. 

He continued, "Let every state suppress within its own limits 

the ciroulation of all paper under twenty dollars. I repe~ 

it, the ourrency question is the great· question of the age; it 

absorbs and swallows up every other; the Democraoy must purify 

and proteot it; they must save labor, industry and oommeroe, 

from the depredations of depreoiated paper; they must stop the 

banks from suspending when they please, and resuming when they 

please; they must reduoe oorporations as well as individuals to 

the subordination of the law; they must maintain the specie 

oirculation; they must do all these things or surrender the 

government both s'tate and federal. They will iose all power 

if they do not ~'and what is more they will deserve to lose it." 

This speeoh coming as it did just before the meeting of the 

General Assembly whioh .onvened the third Monday in November 

beoame a keynote to the pol'oy of the legislature. 

(1) Eenton's ourrenoy speeoh, Inquirer,Aug.31,1843. 
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Col. Benton remained in Jefferson City and vicinity until 

he had to start to Washington if he were to get there for the 

opening ,of Congress. His political opponents claimed that he 

was using undue influence with the state le:gislature, outlining 

its work, direoting its leaders, making slates, etc. The Republi

oan of November 18, said, that Col. Benton was in Jefferson City 

for the purpose of organizing the le'gisle.ture. 

The legislative program upon the currenoy and related pro

blems was qu11Je ambitious. The course of the Bank in repudiat

ing the notes of suspended banks was approved by a resolution 

(1) whioh was::psssed by a large majority, and legislative sanction 

was also indioated by reeleoting John Smith presIdent of the Bank. 

(2) A resolution providing for a commdttee to investignte the 

business of the insurnmce companies was p~sed. (3) A law was 

enaated taxing brokers and exohange dealers on all bllls,notes, 

eto. handled for others than citizens of the state, also a tax 

on all notes for money loaned and also upon property or money 

held in trust for citizens of other states. (4) The Redman cur

rency bill was passed in the House and failed on passage in 

the Senate by only one ·vote.(5) But probably the most important 

of all these measures in its immediate effeot was an aot amending 

the aot of incorporation ~Ir St.Louis. (6) 

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Deo.17,1840. 
(2) BOuse Journal 1840 pages 116-118. 
(3) Jefferson Inqu1rer,Dec.24,1840. 
(4) Ibid., Maroh 11,1841. 
(5) Missouri Register. Feb.25,1841. 
(6) Laws of Missouri,1840-41, pages 129-141. 
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This act was introduced by Redman, of Howard County, and 

pushed though over the protest of the delegation from st.Louis. 

Circumstances attending the discussion of the aot produced con

siderable feeling in st. Lou1s. The oorrespondent of the 

Republioan oondemned the act in strong terms, called it an out

rage,eto, ~d said that it had been sent to Jefferson City already 

prepared. (1) For th1s he was expelled from the privilege of going 

within the bar of the House. (2) The Republican made as mucb 

oapital as possible out of what it called the tyranny of the 

legislature in attempting to prevent the . freedom of the preas. 

The other newspapers of St.Louis allowed it the use of their 

correspondenoe, and all St.Louis papers Whig and Democratic alike 

oondemned the action of the legislature. (3) Thus the antagon

ism between st.Louis and the state government was intensifie~ 

and pub110 opinion in St.Louis tended to become unifie4 ooncern

ing all sub~ects upon which there was a difference of .op-1nion 

be~/een the city interests and the central government. 

The most important features of th~s st.Louis incorporation 

aot were: the change of ward boundary line~,which was favor~ble 

to the Demoorats, the removal , of all property qualifioations for 

suffrage in city elections, the removal of property qualifioations 

for ho~ding city offioes,and the ohange of the offioes of register, 
~---------~---------------------~--------------------~ -------------
(1) St.Louis Republican, Jan. 1, 1841., 
(2) Ibid. , Jan. 11, 1841. 
(3) !bod. Jan. 12, 1841. 
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auditor, and city marshall from appointive to elective positions. (1) 

These measures were all democratic in nature .or in the direct inter

ests of the Democratic party in st. Louis-. 

The total effect of this legislative action and the discussions 

grolnng out of it ill the ~t. Louis situation appear to have been 

peculiar and in some ways unexpected. The removn 1 of the prolE :i:ty 

qualification for suffnage enlarged the city electorate and favored 

the Democratic party. The change of the vmrd boundaries effected a 

gerrymander so evident that in two wards of the city no Whig candi

dates for the city council were nominated, and in two other wards 

no Democratio candidates were placed in the field, while one ward 
.I 

was doubtful, and in this there was a spirited fight. (2) ? Corbin 

the ~emocratio candidate and editor of the ArguS was elected to 

the city oouncil by a small majority. Commenting on Corbin's 

election the Republican said,nOther circumstances than mere par:f:y 

strength elected him and we hope that other than mere party consid-
. 

era tl ons" wi 11 go vern his ac ti on. (3) The 7efferson Inquirer quoted 

the above comment of the Republican and in an editorial on the sub

jeot inferred that the "other circlmstances" had reference to the 

TOUTrr~~cYJl~ogl~1X!..141 ""' ~ -r - - - ! ?\ ,. I - - - - - - - - - - - -1 ~ws o~ ~issouri,lo4u-~1, pp. 2~-~4. 
(2) There WRsa close fight for mayor, therefore';' there was a 
full vote in all the wards of the city. ~he vote cas. was as 
fo1lows:-first ward 79, second ,vsrd 492, third ward 617, fourth 
ward 500, fifth ward 727. In the first and second wards there ;' 
were no Whig candida.tes for the counci 1, in th.e third and fourth 
wards no Democratic candidates and in the fifth Shere was a con
test. The Republican suggested tha.t · phe governor call the leg
islature in extra seasion and have the first ward which cast 79 
votes divided into a half dozen wards ,and then there could be no 

r
uestion of ])emocratic control in the · ~ city council • . 
3) St.Louis Republ1lJan, April 7,1841. 
') Jefferson Inquirer, April 15,1841. 
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The Argus, in December 1840, had beg~n to favor edi

torially a limited partnership bill which was then pending 

in the legislature, and was nttacked by the Inquirer for 

favoring irresponsible corporations. The Inquirer said. 

"If such a measure can receive the approba.tion,support, 

or even countenance of any true democrnt, then we ask such 

to review his profession of polcity, and see how it cor

responds with his principles. We say purge us from such 

demooraoy- thats all". (1) The criticis.m of the Inquirer 

did not seem to affedt the polioy of the Argus in the least. 

Soon after in an editorial it said, "The loahing of money 

itself, buying or selling a bill of exohange,or receiving 

money on deposit does not constitute banking unles~ a person 

or oorporation makes a distinotive business of one or all of 

them." (2) This definition of banking would clearlY exolude 

the oorpor,tiona of St.Louis. and the Argus was again attaok

ed by the InqUirer_for favoring oorporations. J.J.Lov/ety. 

president of the branch bank at Fo.yette,also replied to Uor
bin's editorial in the Boonslick Demoorat published at ~ayette. 

Corbin replied to Lowery's article in a long letter in which 

he prpfessed great respeot for Dr.Lowery as an older man and 

a Demoorat of longer standing than himself, but stood by his 

definition of banking,and also said that while he was against 

the issue of small notes, yet they should be excluded "in 
--------~--~---------------------~--------~-------- -- --------
(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Deo.17.l840. 
(2·) 'QUoted in the Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 7,1841. 
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such manner as not to interfere, 1st, with the liberty of 

the citizen, 2nd, With the principles of free trade as de

fined by Jefferson,or 3rd, to create distinctions among men 

by prescribing test .oaths to some while exempting others 

therefrom." (1) He also defended the corporlltions for re':' 

oeiving deposits and .lendine money. Fran the above contro

versy of :the Argus with tVlO of the leading Demoora.tic papers 

of the central pa.rt of the state it is clear that the St.Louis 

paper was shifting its ' position on the currency and banking 

problems in general. 

The Argus was not alone among st.Louis Democrats in this 

movement. The existence of the faotion lead by Lawhead and 

Darnea, and the allusions of Col.Benton to "recreat demoor~tsn 

haa already heen noted. Soon after the legislature of 1840~'1 

adjourned the direotors of the Bank of Missouri rescinded the 

order of November 12,1839, and from that time on the Bank dealt 

in the paper currency of other banks. (2) There seemed to be 

a gradual development of a.greement among st. Louis people upon 

the problems connected with the currency quest1on,a1ohg with 

the rise of an antagonistic spirit towards the "up state" sec-

tion. The Republican, which had always as a matter of party 

policy opposed the Bank of Missour:i,i.n. January,1841, complimen

ted the new Board of Direotors very. highly upon the excellent 

(1) Corbin's Lette.,Published in the Inlluirer,Feb.ll,1841. 
(2) Republiaan,Maroh 13,1841. 
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start they hed made in the management of the institution. (1) 

Later it heartily approved of the course of the Bank in res

cinding the order ooncerning depreciated currency, and quot

ed a long artiole from the Argus on the insurance companies, 

endorsed it fully, and complimented the editor for his good 

sense; but noted the fa.ct that it was a complete "oontrast 

to the prinoiples and sentiments heretofore avowed by the 

same press. and re-eahoed by nearly every leader of the Van 

Buren party." (2) 

The attitude of many Democrats in St.Louis was probably 

like that of General Miller the Democratic postmaster, evi

dently not a. man who had been unfriendly to Benton or he 

could not have held that position. When he was removed by 

the Tyler administration in the summer of 1841, the Inquirer 

oommented thus, ~e are not afraid to say that a. respeotable 

number of Democrats (not oil and water men) were ready to 

sanotion t~e removal of General Mlller at any time during the 

past two years, not that be was either a drunkard or a gambler, 

but that among other reasons he was suspeoted of being neither 

a Whig nor e. Demoorat". (3) 

As was to be expected, when the Ar~s took its new posi

tion on the banking questions and refused to hoed the criti

oisms of the Demooratic press of the state. the Inquirer made 
-------~-------~------------------------~-------------------~ 
(1) Republican,Jan.7.1841. 
(2) St.Louis Republioan,Jan.6,1841. 
(3) Jefferson Inquirer,June 24,1841. 
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a series of attacks upon its editor for having a squinting 

toward bank aristocracy, (1) for desiring to divide the 

Democratic p&rty, (2) because he was a traitor to Democra~y 

and thereby secured eleotion to the oity counoil of the Whig 

oity of St.Lo~1s.(3) It also said in the issue of August 26, 

1841, "Although the Argus hangs on the name of Co1.Benton,our 

friends \vill ere long find, what we lv-st winter proclai~d, 

that he 1s an enemy in disguise." As early a.s April, 1841, 

the Inqui~~ had suggested the need of anot~er Democratic 

paper in st. Louis, in the fo11oYiing language, "Our oandid and 

deliberate opinion is that the Demooraoy of St.Louis and the 

whole state, owe it to thomselves, to establish another press 

in the citr, one in which the party can have confidenoe,that 

will speak their sentiments and maintain their principles". 

(&) This suggestion was approved by most of the Democratic 

press of the state. 

On the other hand the ArguS attaoked Governor Reynolds, 

Dr.towe~, the Inquirer, the Bo~nsliok Denocrat, and others 

as the "Central Clique". Its general course was one that 

tended to widen the breach and increase the feeling that 

already existed be~vecn the oity and the .entral government. 

The Republican in commenting on the situation said, "On 

recent occasions the editor (Corbin) has thought proper to act 

and speak aocording to the diotates of reason and common sense 

in relation to our local institutions, and this aot of self-
------- .---~~---------------------------~-~-----------------
(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Jllarcb" 2~, 'l81rl. 
(2) Ib14., Apri11,1841. 

(3) Ibid., April 15,1841. 
(4) Ibid., Aug. 26, 1841. 
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judgment is amply suffioient to d~~ him with the leaders 

of his party. We are well aware that it is very important 

that he oonoiliate and make peaoe with the great head,the 

oommander-in-ohief of Missouri Looofocoism. Corbin has got 

himself in the mire and if the Colonel comes not to his 

resaue he is irretrievably swamped with the Looofoco leaders." 

(1) 

Finally in the fall of 1841 Corbin sold the Argus to 

Shadrick P'enn Jr. who changed 1 ts name to the Missouri 

Reporter. Penn was an editor of lO~8 experience,who had moved 

from Louisville,Kentucky to st.Louis. The Reporter was wel

comed by the Democratic preS3 of the state. Its prospectus 

was notioed and Democrats in all parts of the state were urged 

to support it beoause of the need of a pure Democratio paper 

in st.Louis. 

Political motives and plans are diffioult to discern even 

when all published material is accessible, for politicans 

do not publish their plans; but judging from the conditions in 

St.Louis and from the results which followed as well as the 

later actions and writings of Democratic leaders there seems 

to have been adopted, on the part of the St.Louis democracy, 

a definite polioy of conoiliation toward the up-state democ

racy, and e. t the same time a oareful se.leotion ' of safe men 

for offioe. And safe men in st.Louis meant men with liberal 

ideas on ourrenoy, oorporntions and banking. The Reporter 

(1) St.Louis Republioan, Ap~il 21.1841. 
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cultivated friendly relations with the Democratic press 

of the state and carefully avoided any reference to the 

Ce~tral Clique. Penn even went so far as to publicly 

repudiate Corbin who was a candidate for Congress. He 

refused to publish an article for a correspondent lauding 

Corbin and after it had been publis hed by another paper 

in the city, came out with a long editor~al stating that 

he had been :aB l:ed to publish the article and had refused. 

(1) The Inquirer copied this editorial and praised the 

Reporter for its sound democracy. Among other good things 

it attributed to Penn's influenoe was the cessation of 

faotional )strife· in the city democracy. It said that the 

nominations of de1~gates to the state convention had been 

made without any friction which was an unusual thine for 

st.Louis Democrats. (2) 

The currency question seemed to drop out of politics 

so fnr as st.Louis was concerned. Nativism sprang up there 

and the Whig party became hopelessly divided. The Democr8ts 

carried the City in April,l842, electing the mayor, and a 

majority of the city council, and in August they also elected 

one senator and ~ive out of seven of the representatives to 

the state legislature. This was but little more than three 

months after the publication of the Reporter had cOffiflenced. 

Penn in la.ter artic·les inferred that the Reporter had been 

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 20,1841. 
(2) Ibid. , 
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the means of securing the Democratic victo~J in the city, 

normallY Whig by from 500 to 800 majori~. (1) No doubt 

he did contribute to the viotory, but the enlargement of 

the eleotorate and the rise of Nativeism were the ch~' f 

cause~and what Penn did db he must have done by going with 
~ 

and giving expression to the popular sentiments in the city. 

Such a Victory could be won onty by selecting men who 

could be trusted to refleot the popular sentiment toward the 

most vital public question of the day- that of banking. In 

St.Louis, that was the side of liberal construotion of the 

banking and corporation laws. A oity that had become as 

thoroughly aroused against the policy of the Harda as st. 

Louis had, that had rewarded Corbin for his conflict with 

the Central Clique by eleoting him to the council, that had 

elected a Cirouit Attorney upon a p8lioy of non-enforoement 

of the banking and corporation laws, that had a Postmaster,

oertainlY a Benton man when appointed- of whom it was aaid 

by the Hards " that it could not be told whether he was a Whig 

or a Demoorat", most surely would not have elected Democrats 

unless it ~. d been certain of the personal opinions on cur-

rehoy questions of those whom it was electing. Proof that 

these men were selected with a view to their opinions on the 

banking question is not only found in the fact that proba

bly no other kind of men could have oarried St.Louis, b~t also ** ., '. ---------------------- ---------------------------------------(1) Penn's Letters to Benton,Missouri Registe·r.Nov.l4,1843. 
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in the fact that both the men themselves and the issues upon 

which they were elected were displeasing to Colonel Benton. (1) 

There was only one standard by which these men,being 

Democrats, were likely to have been condemned by Bent on and 

that was with respect to their views upon banking. But that 

was the important question both to Benton and to St. Louis. 

It was the one subject upon which the legislature could touch 

St. Louis most vitally. A Democratio delegation vdth liberal 

views on banking and currency could be of ~reater service to 

St.Louis in a Democratic legislature than could a Whig delega-

tion. The opportunity for this service came in the legislature 

of 1842-43 on the election of the President and directors of 

the Bank f As noted above,soon after the legislature adjourn-

ed in 1841, the Bank by a vote of its directors decided to 

receive deposits of depreciated currency. The Hard money 

Democrats of the state were opposed to that policy of the Bank 

and decided to elect Dr.Penn, of Howard County, a Hard Democrat 

whom they were sure they could trust, to the presidency of the 

Bank. (2) The St.Louis Democrats were very much averse to a 

(1) Penn in his letters to Benton published in the Missouri 
Register of November 14, 1843, said, liOn your visit to this city, 
some sixty days after the August election of 1842, I soon learned 
that you were dissatisfied; that, in your estimation, every thing 
was done wrong; that improper pcm i tions had been taken in the oon· 
tests preceeding the eleotions mentioned; that you disapproved of 
the oourse of the oity administration, and believed that a proper 
seleotion of men had not been made to represent St.Louis County 
and City in the legislature." 
(2) Dr.Penn must not be confused with Shadrick Penn,editor of 
the Reporter. Dr.Penn was a Democratio politican of Saline 
County and a leading member of the Central Clique. I shall re
fer to him as Dr.Penn and to the editor as Penn. 
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Hard Democrat from the country being made president of the 

Bank and determined to elect Kennett, one of the directors for 

the preceding two years. He had voted in favor of receiving 

deposits of depreciated currency, and had been elected to the 

legislature at the next election. (1) ) 
I 

The St.Louis delegation under the leadership of Thos.B. 

Hudson ran Kennett for President of the Bank and elected him 

by a good majority in spite of all that C.F.Jackson and the 

Central Clique could do. Hudson seems to have forced the 

fighting immediately after the legislature o onvened. There 

was an agreement made between the friends of Dr.Penn and Ken-

nett to settle the question of their oandidacy in a oaucus of 

the Democratio members. Both candidates agreed to abide by 

the 'reSUlts of the caucus. (2) Just before the caucus meeting 

Hr.Whipple, a Hard, offered a resolution calling for a special 

report of the investigating co~nittee which Governor Reynolds, 

in accordance with a provision of the Bank charter,had pre

viously appointed ,to investigate the affairs of the Bank. (3) 
----------------------------- - -------~---------------- ------
(1) Jefferson In~uirer, Dec. 15, 1842. 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer, Dec.,16, 1842. 
(3) Mr. Whipple's resolutions House Journal of 1842 pages 92 
& ,3 Resolved, That the committee appointed by his Excellency 
the Govennor, to examine tnto the condition of the Bank, furnish 

, the House with any information in their possession, or within 
their knowledge whether written or verbal, whereby reasons were 
given by any director or directors of the institution, for vot
ing for or against, or protesting against the resolution adopt
ed by the Board on the 12th of March 1841, for receiving de
preciated paper on deposit, and for the payment of debts due 
the Bank. Resolved, That the committee be requested to state 
whether 'n their opinion any information proper to be communi
cated to the Legislature, has been withheld by the officers of 
the Bank. 
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The order of the Board of direotors of March 12,1841, for 

receiving depreciated paper on deposit was to be the subject 

of the speoial report. The friends of Kennett, evidently, 

did not dare to vote against the resolution and it passed 

without opposition. C.F.Jaokson, a Hard, introduced a series 

of resolutions oalling for a very detailed and extensive report 

from the cashier of the Bank, After an amendment by Hudson, 

Soft, of St.Louis, to make the resolution applicable to the 

Branch Bank at Fayette (there were two other branohes whioh 

Hudson did not include in his amendment)" the resolution with 

the amendment passed by a practically unanimous vote. (1) 

The investigating committee's report cast such reflections 

upon the management of the Bank and by inference upon Kennett 

who was a direotor, that his friends refused to go into caucus. 

Instead they determined to push his eleotion in the open House 

where they could have the Whig aupport.(2) On December 5, the 

day set for the election of the President of the Bank, after 

the two Houses had assembled and Hudson had plaoed Kennett in 

nomination,Jackson offered a resolution to postpone the eleotion 

until the seoond Monday in January in order to give the Assemb~ 

time to receive the report of the cashier requested by the res

olution of December 3rd. Wells, of Warren County, rose to a 

point of order. The speaker,Sterling Price, who was a Hard, 
----------------------~------------------~~-----~---------------
(1) House Journal of 1842, page 94. 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer, Dec., 16, 1842. 
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decided the resolut104 in order. (I) Jackson's motive for 

int~oducing the resolution was assailed by HUdson and others. 

"It was charged that he introduced them for the sale purpose of 

injuring the prospects and preventing the election of Mr.Kennett 

(2) Jackson's resolutions were voted down in '.joint Assembly by 

~ vote of 42 ayes and 86 nays. 

The first real line up of the factions is shown in this 

'vote. In previous legislatures there had been a few Soft 

Democrats, but the Whigs had always assumed the leadership of 

the opposition to the currency measures of the Hard Democrats 

and the Softs had voted with the Whigs. Here for the first 

time HUdson and the Soft Democrats take the leadership against 

Jackson and the Bards and the Whigs vote~ith the Softs. An 

analysis of the vote shows nearly all of those, who were in the 

Assembly and who became leaders of the Hards in the campaign of 

1844, voting with Jackson, and but one man who became a leader 

of the Softs so voting. Among those voting with Jackson who 

became noted as Hards were Fort, Gilliam, Massey,Rawlins of 
j J , 

Hownrd,Wolfskill,Minor of Cole, Soott, "'Shields, Wheaton, Whipple 

and Sterling Prioe. Among those voting with HUdson who were 

later reoognized as leaders of the Softs were Boggs, Ellis, 

Campbell of Dunklin,Hudspeth,Yo~ and English. The vote on 

,these resolutions indicated that Hudson had his forces much 

better organized than Jaokson. 

(1) House Journal,pp 100 and 101. . 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer, Dec.15,1842. 
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After this defeat the Bards did not put Dr.Penn in nomina

tion, but put up Robert Campbell of St.Louis. Kennett was 

eleoted by a vote of 91 to 38. Most of the Bards who had prev

iously voted with ~ackson voted for Campbell, but some scatter

ing votes were cast and five of them went over to Kennett. (1) 

This was the first definite conflict between the Bards,led 

by a group of men 4ubbed by their opponents the "Central Clique" 

and the Softs among whose leaders were HUdson of St.Louis, 

English of Cape Girardeau, Boggs of Jackson County, Ellis of 

Clinton County, and Wells of Lincoln County. Conspicuous among 

the leaders of the Central Clique were C.F.Jackson,J.J.Lowery', 

Dr.Scott,Redman,and Governor Reynolds all of Howard County; 

and in addition to these, sometimes called the Fayette Clique, 

Dr.Penn,Sterline Price, and Marmaduke should be mentioned. 

The Jefferson Inquirer became the champion of the Hards a.nd the 

Missouri Reporter of St.Louis was the leading newspaper of the 

Softs. 

The Reporter now came out openly and condemned the Central 

Clique in even stronger terms than the ArguS had done. Penn 

declared that a. few men in the central part of the state were 

trying to run the affairs of the whole state, and were parceling 

out the offices among themselves. (2) Until the fight over the 

election of a bank president the Inquirer and the Reporter had 
---------------------------------------------------------------
(1) House Journal of 1840, page 102. 
(2) Quotation from the Reporter in the Inquirer, Dec.l5,1842. 
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maintained friendly relations. The Inquirer had reproved the 

Reporter for its kindly regards for Campbell who was running 

independently for Congress, but it was careful and friendly 

in its methods. (1) As late as November,1842, the Inquirer 

found a passage in the Reporter on the currency question that 

it could quote with approval. (2) 

After the Bank fight opened stinging articles appeared in 

both papers weekly. At first they purported to be written by 

oorrespondents, but on December 29, the Inquirer issued a for

mal deolaration of war -in which it said, "You have commenced the 

war and we shall defend to the last ditch".(S) In the next issue 

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, July 28,1842. John P.Campbell of Greene 
County, was a candidate for Congress under rather peculiar cir
oumstances. Before 1842 Missouri had been entitled to two rep
resentatives. The appotiDnment bill was pending in Congress 
when the Demoor~tio convention met in June, 1842. The bill had 
already passed the House and according to its provisions Missouri 
was entitled to seven representatives. The convention, there
fore, nominated seven men for Congress. As a precaution in case 
the bill did not pass or was ohanged the convention by resolution 
decided that the nominees should draw for numbers, and in oese 
of failure or ohange of the apportionment bill those having the 
highest numbers were to be dropped wntil the nu~ber of nominees 
oorrespomded to the number of Congressmen to be elected. The 
apportionment bill was so amended in the Senate that Missouri's 
delegation was reduced from seven to five. Campbell had drawn 
number six and acoording to the resolution he was not a nominee 
of the convention after the apportionment bill became a law. 
Campbell, however. olaimed that he had never consented to the 
arrangement and would not withdraw. He was strongly supported 
by the Ozark ERgle published at Springfield and favorably men
tioned by the eporter. 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer, Nov. 10,1842. 
(.) Ibid., Dec. 29, 1842. 
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the Inquirer said, ~ar has been declared by the press of 

St.Louis both Whig and Democratic, and it is a war in favor 

of small notes, against hard money; in fswor of shinplaster and 

swindling shops, against half eagles and Benton mint drops; and 

every member of the legislature who does not bow submission to 

the coalition will be marked for proscription at the next 

election. Their hate extends from Benton to every member who 

does not obey implicitly the coa~nds of their St.Louis masters. 

We say to the Democracy of the country every man to his post. n 

(1) 

The fight was noV! on in dead earnest. The Inquirer rang 

the changes on shinplaster, small notes, rag money,and corpora

tions, and accused St.Louis of trying to dictate to the whole 

state. (2) The Reporter with more skill attacked the Central 

Clique for its past dictation and its schemes for the future. 

It crowded to the front the issues of districting and a cons

ti tutional convention, and made a special point of hi tting at 

Governor Reynolds at every opportunity. (a) 

The ReForter had struck a popular chord in advocating dis

tricting and a constit~tional convention. The blows of Penn and 

his followers were 1:e ginning to tell. Something had to be done 

or the Bards would be overthrown. Col. Switz1er, editor of the 

Statesman, a Whig paper, in commenting upon the Demooratio mass 
--------------~----------------------------- ----------------
(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 5, 1843. 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer, Jan.12,17,abd 25,1843. 
(3) Ibid.) Feb. 2, 1843. 
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meeting in Clinton County which had proposed David R. 

Atchison for governor said, "This will :prove serious and 

annoying to the Central Clique", and referring to Penn, 

"He will either whip them into the open advocacy of his 

dootrines, or he will guillotine every mother's son of them 

from his excellenoy dOVln rt • (1) 

After the bank election the faotional contest opened u:p 

8S a newspaper fight. The Democratio :press of the state 

began to take sides either with the Reporter and against the 

Central Clique, or with the Inquirer and against a depreciated 

currency. New papers were started at strate~io points by both 

factions and efforts were made by each to overthrow the presses 

of the other. ~enn by shifting the issues from currency 

to the constitutional questions secured the support of seve r al 

papers in the border of the state, The Soft :press of the 

state included in addition to the Reporter, the Ozark Eagle 

published at S:pringfield, the Liberty Banner in Clay County, 

the Grand River Chronicle at Chillioothe, the Osage Yeoman 

at Warsaw, the Glasgow Pilot, and the Missouri Registe·r at 

Boonville. The unquestioned Hard papers who adhered to the 

Central Clique were the Jefferson Inquirer, the Boonslick 

Demoorat in Howard County, the Fayette Democrat in Howard 

County, the Paris Sentinel, the Western Miasourian in Jackson 

County, the Boonville Argus and the Missouri Standard (later 

the Missourian) published in St.Louis. The Platte Easle was 

for distrloting but seemed to be in acoord with the Central 
---~----------------------------~--~------~------~---------~ 
(1) statesman,April 21,1843. 
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Clique on other questions. Of the above named papers the 

Liberty Banner and the Osage Yeoman,Soft, and the Missouri 

Standard and Boonville Arsus, Hard, were established during 

the year of 1843; and the Paris Sentinel, the Boonslick 

Democrat, the Weste£n Mlssourian,and the Missouri Standard, 

all Hard, failed during the same year. (1) 

Such was the political condition in Missouri when Col. 

Benton arrived from Washington in the summer of 1843, and 

threw the great weight of his influence into the contest on 

the side of the Hards. There is no evidence that he said 

anything in his public speeches ooncerning the factional 

contest, but he wrote letters. for publication which plaoed 

him squarely and openly in the fight against the Reporter, 

and the measures it advooated. 

Benton arrived in st. Louis sometime in June and it soon 

beoame known that he was opposed to Penn. The Republican 

said, "The power of Benton has been gradually growing weaker 

in this state sinoe Penn arrived. It is needless to point 

out the leaders of the two faotions. Benton has long oon-

trolled the party of the state, but last winter he was com-

pletely defeated by Penn. The consequenoe has been to array 

Be~ton in open hostility to Penn and Benton does not hesitate 

to denounoe Penn ss a traitor." (1) 

During the summer Benton made a trip, as was his oustom, 

to the oentral part of the state. He visited Jefferson City, 

Boonville,Waraaw,Glasgow,and probably other places,stayed a 
-------------~-~--------~------~-------------------------------
(1) St. Louis Republican, ~e 20,1843 • . 
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few days in each town and returned to St.Louis shout the 

middle of September. Benton's favorite methodo f aampaigning 

was characteristic of the man. Soon after his arrival in a 
.; 

town the newspaper announced that Col.Benton was in town and 

dur i ng his visit would live at a certain hotel (giving the 

name) where he would be pleased to receive his friends. (1) 

It was certainly at these private con£erences that Benton 

did most of his work in directing Missouri Democracy,and 

his opponents claimed that he gave absolute order which had 

to be obeyed. 

Benton followed this method on his summer trip of 1843 

and did not announce his position publicly by either speeches 

or le·tters upon the que13 cion of districting or a consti tu t ion-

81 convention until afte r the Osage Yeoman, a DemocratiC 

paper published at Warsaw, annouIlced in a.n editorial,August, 

1843, that Benton, who had just visited Wa.rsaw, was in favor , 

of the district system. Benton., as soon as he saw the edi

torial made the following announcement, over his signature 

dated August 23, 1843, which was published and copied in 

practically all the papers of the state. 

"Justice to my political friends (against whom my imputed 

opinions are quoted) requires me to notice a stateme·nt in the 

Osage Yeoman in which opinions are attributed to me which I 

never expressed, as that I was in favor of the district system-

II) Jefferson Inquirer,Novi 3,1842. 
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that Col.Johnson would take the western states, etc. !he 

editor of the Yeoman has been misinformed and I deem it my 

dut.y to say ao as an aot of justioe to my political friends, 

seeing the use whioh is made of this erroneous statement 

against them." (1) This statement makes it olear that Benton 

was not so muoh interested in the distriot system as he was 

in his politioal friends. He does not state that he is opposed 

to the system, simply that the editor of the Yeoman was mistaken 

in quo~ing him as favorable to it. His reason for making the 

announoement 1s not that he may show his opposition to the dis

triot system, but that he may do his duty in performing .an aot 

of justioe to his political friends, against whom his imputed 

opinions had been used. This is all the part Eenton took in 

the oontest on the distriot question, so far as the reoords 

show, but from this time on his enemies had a great deal to 
.-. 

say about his pppositlon to distrloting. 

When Benton arrived in st. Louis about the middle of 

September after this trip through the central oounties he 

found a large amount of mail awaiting him. There were many 

invitations from County Committees and Committees of citizens 

of~lltowns to visit their respeoti ve locali ties, to make addres

ses, to partake of public dinners given in his honor, eto. 

In replying to these le.tters Benton made suggestions concern

ing the faotional fight within the Demooratic ranks which could 

(1) Statesman,Sept.l,1843. 
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leave no doubt in the minds of Penn and his follov/ers as to 

Benton's attitude toward them. For instance in his Palmyra 

letter of September 16, declining an invitation to vimt the 

city, he said, "Your allusions to insidious and disguised 

enemies of the party are just and true. I have long seen 

their designs such as you describe them; and time will soon 

verify all that you have said. But no matter. Underhanded 

enemies cannot flourish in Missouri. The spirit of the 

country is high, and requires an open foe, and a manly contest. 

To make war upon a pa~ty while professing to belong to it,- to 

undermine public men, while professing to support them,- to 

foment division while preaching union, - to kiss Tylerites and 

Whigs while bi ting Democrats, is a specie · of warfare of· recent 

importation among us, and which can have but a brief existence 

in our generous clime." (1) Also under date of September 16; 

Benton wrote his lette r to the Clay County committee (quoted 

in a previous chapter) in which he practically took a position 

against a constitutiona l convention because of the dmger of 

gweeping away the restrictions against banking. (2) 

A Hard Democratic paper which had been started in St.Louis 

in the spring of 1843, the Missouri Standard, had never attain

ed sufficient circulation to make it effective. Benton and the 

Hard money faction started a new paper in its stead, The Mis

sourian, under the management of Van Antwerp, an editor ~rpm 
------------------------------------------------------ ----- ----
(1) Palmyra letter, Jefferson Inquirer, Oct.5,1843. 
(2) Missouri Register, October 10,1843. 
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Iowa. Benton,on September 18,1843, wrote a strong letter of 

recommendation for Van Antwerp in which he said, "This paper 

is intended to be permanent in its establishment, general in 

its oirculation and faithful in its conduct. The Sl ccess of 

the Democratic cause, the protection of the policy under which 

the state bas prospered**** requires such a paper and that it 

has established in this city**** The safety of the cause re

quires such a paper and to establish and sustain it~ the united 

exertion of the friends of the oause will be wanted. * *~ The 

firends of the cause in every county should make the case 

their own. They should take oharge of subscription papers,and 

make it a point to obta in subscribers in every tonnship,every 

neighborhood, and every postoffice in the state. With this view 

I enclose the within papers for yourself and friends, to obtain 

subscriptions; and as st.Louis is not a looality favonmle to 

the support of a Democratic newspaper, the Country has to be 

relied upon, and the neoessity for speedy action,prompt payments 

and punctual remittances can be seen by all." (1) This letter 

waa published and widely oopied by the press, both Whig and 

Democratio. The Missouri Register and the States¥8n claimed 

tha tit was aoa ttered broadcas t over the s ~,te under Bent on' s 

frank. (2) 

These letters together with Bentonia statement i n answer to 

the Osage Yeoman (quote above) deolaring that the Yeoman was 

mistaken in quoting him as having favored districting etc put 

him at the head of the contest ~gainstthe Softs, put new vigor 

into the Hards. caused a closer alignment, and brought Penn out 

in the_o,Ee!.! agai!!st BentO-E-._ _ _ _ _ _ _ __________ _ 
TlT Missouri Register, 'Oct. 3,1843. statesman, Sept. 29,1843. 
(2)y issQuri Register,Dec. 18,1843. 
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CHAPTER IV. 

CONTEST FOR PARTY CONTROL. 

Benton's emphatic support of the Hards and the Central 

Clique left the Softs ' no choice except sub~ission or open 

opposition to Bento4. The Softs, probably, at heart had been 

opposed to Benton for same time, but had dreaded the effect 

upon the publio of an open breaoh with him. A few of the 

bolder ones among them had deolared openly against his poli-

oies and it was no doubt true that some a~4hered to the 

Soft faotion not beoause of their views upon the ourrenoy 

but because of their feeling of hatred to Benton whose speech

es and well known principles upon the money question made him 

the logical leader of the Hards.(l) 

The position of the Ozark Eagle, it seems, is to be ex-

plained in this way. A deep seated antagonism to the Central 

Clique and to Benton in partioular appears to have existed 

at Springfield earlier than anuwhere else in the state. The 

Patriot, a Whig paper published in Columbia, under date of 

~lne 2, 1842, quoted a rabid artiole against Benton and the 

Central Clique from the Ozark Eagle. In this article the 

editor of the Eagle declared that evidenoe of his independence 

of the Central Clique could be found by refer~ce to his 

files at any time for the past two years. As early as Januar,r. , 

1842, the Jefferson Inquirer severely oriticised the Ozark 

Eagle for its att&Dks on the Central Cllque.(2) 
----~----------------------------------~-----------------------
(1.) Jefferson Inquirer, Jan. 5, 1843. 
(2) Ibid., : Jan.27,1842. 
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In addition to Col.Benton's strong and open support of 

the Bards there was one other event which occurred in November, 

1843, and which probably exeroised a determining influence 

upon the oontest. Dr.Linn, Senator from Missouri and Colleague 

of Col. Benton, died and Governor Reynolds thus suddenly found 

at his disposal the office of United states Senator. The North

west was at that time one of the most rapidly growing sections 

of the state and a strong anti-Central Clique and Soft senti

ment existed there.(l) David R. Atchison,. of Platte County, the 

most popular man of t~at section, from all the evidence, as will 

be shown later, a Soft and p'robably at heart an Anti-Benton man 
was appointed United States Senator to fill the vacancy caused 

by the death of Senator Linn. In this appointment Governor 

Reynolds who was accused by the Softs of being the mad of the 

Central Clique made it appear that there was no such organiza

tion by going to the border of the state and seleoting a lead

er of the opposing faction for the higest position within the 

gift of the people" of Missouri. More important than the gen

eral effect and appearance was the fac~ that in this appoint

ment Governor Reynolds spiked the guns of Atchison and his 

friends,and if he did not make them supporters of Benton .he, 

at least, put them in a position where they oould not afford 

to openly oppose him. 
------------------------------------------- ----------- ----- -- - -
(1) Missouri Register,Nove. 14,1843. 
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On October 24,1843, Penn, the editor of the Missouri 

Reporter began the real attack on Benton througb the publica-

tion of a series of open letters to Benton. (1) He began by 

saying, '7our letters (2) recently published, viewed in con

nection wi th previous occurances, of the nature -Of vb ich the 

Democrats of the state are unapprised, impose upon me the duty 

of addressing you through the public press. Your detestation 

of a half concealed enemy cannot be more decided than my own; 

and it is impossible that you can feel more contempt for the 

selfish and deceitful ~artisan, or the professed Democrat who 

would blast the reputation of men of the same party, by in

sinuous, groundless cbarges or virulent , denunciation. I greatly 

prefer 'an open foe and a manly con teat'''. 

A brief account was then given by Penn, of his remove l 

from Louisville Kentucky to St.Louis, of the launching of the 

Missouri Reporter, of his and Benton's early political career, 

of the St.Louis City eleotion in the spring of 1842, and of ' ,' 

the state election in the following August. Finally he launch-

ad into the factional fight at wha t he re.garded ns its begin

ning - the return of Benton from Washington in August 1842. 

The Democrats in Missouri were perfectly united, Victori

ous and in the highest spirits,according to Penn, when Benton 

returned to st. Louis,in 1842. They looked forward to a 

harmonious and honorable career; to utilitarian changes demand

ed by the interests and security of the people. Nothing like 

disoord waB heard. The rank and file of the party were ani
(1) The Repo;ter-was-a-d8ily-paper-and-the;e-letters-appeared 
. daily exoept the eighth and last which appeared Nove~ber 7. 
(2) The letters Penn referred to were Benton's letter to the 





mated only by feelings of concord and patriotio enthusiasm, 

which promised t o render the party invulnerable. Benton's 

arrival was anticipa ted by his friends with p.leasure as they 

very naturally inferred that he would rejoice sincerely at 

the favorable change which had t aken pla ce. They talked of 
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giving him a public dinner - of prevailing upon him once to 

depart from his established rule - (1) in order tha t he mi ght 

public,ly express tho gratification, which they could not doubt 

that he felt, in conse .uence of t he t riumph of his politica l 

friends in the city of his abode. 

Judge, then, what were their sensations, \ hen they ascer-

tained that he rega rded the course they had pursued wholly 

erroneous and their success a misfortune. They had sinned in 

the policy pursued by the City Council, though it was forced 

on them, and they could not suddenly abandon it in consequence 

of contracts made by their Whig predecessors, without pro

ducing great loss to the city; they had neither displayed dis

oretion nor wisdom in the election of members to the legis

l a ture; it vas decided t hat most of the Bank Directors should 

be politioally bebeaded; in a word it seemed as if Benton bad 

returned to Missouri, only to rebuke and make war upon a por

tion of his friends. It was at tha t time that the seed of 

Palmyra, Clay Co~ty, and Howard County committees. 
(1) It was an unalt erable rul e of Bent on's never t o accept a 
public dinner given i n his honor. He, as other public men, of 
his time, often received i nvi t ations from various organizations 
to visi .t t heir ci ty an a t end a public dinner given i n his honor. 
He alvmys refused the pub lic dinner although he mi ght acc ep t 
the invitat ion to visit the city . This r ule of Benton' s was 
well known to his contempor aries . 
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dissention was sown, . that the course Benton pursued on local 

questions, and in reference to a port1'on of the Democ~aoy,pro

duced the jealousy and dis.cord whic h hed since ripened into an 

angry and unfortunate contest. The opinion at once began to 

be entertained by the most intelligent and energetic Democrats, 

that Benton oould not tolerate a difference of opinion, even 

on petty local matters; moreover he at that time first took a 

stand against the Reporter and said it must be :p~t down. 1 
Upon the political issues of the day, Penn attempted to 

show that he and Benton had always been in accord. He men-

ti-oned in particular his ' approval of Benton'a report of 1826 

in favor of a district system for choosing electors, his ex-

punging resolution, his gold bill, his hostility to the assump

tion of the state debts, to distribution, to the Ashburton 

, treaty, and his adherence to the strict construction of the 

constitution. Having shown that he and Benton had long agreed 

upon all political issues of importance, Penn declared his 

warm admiration for Benton's general course and the boldness 

with which he had pursued it. ~ 
Penn olaimed to belivue, Benton's mind had been pOisoned, 

by the statenents of a few malevolent men of small aalibre,but 

he had e~eoted Benton's good sense and sagacity to deteot 

that his advisers were unsafe men, who "bent the suppliant 

knee that thrift might follow fawning", they were men who had 

lauded with indeoent zeal, only beoause they supposed they 

f 
i 
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could retain or aC 'iuire office. Penn declared that he had 

labor~d several months to prevent those regarded as mere 

toadies from making Benton responsible for measures with which, 

a.s a servant of the state in the Uni ted stu tes Senate 00 could 

pr operly ha venothing to do. These toadies had decoyed Benton 

into a false position; every move they made, according to them, 

originated with him and they did not hesitate to make him the 

author of all their charlatan views and projects during the 

previous session of the legislature. Col.Benton was every

thing ' - or interferrine in every thing- if they were to be 

believed; if a public paper opposed relief, repudiation or 

partial or profligate legislation it was warring against 

Benton. It was war upon Benton to object to caucus usurpa

tion, to claim for the people the rieht to act for themselves 

in the selection of delegates to the National Convention,or 

to express a preference for any candidate for the presidency 

~hom Benton did not approve. Indeed,Benton was, in effect, 

represented by those \'/ho were in a habi t of speaking as if 

authorized to speak for him, as one of the most meddlesome, 

grasping, self-sufficient and arbitrary men in existence. 

For the s~e of the party to which both he and Benton 

belonged Penn said, that he had been unwilling to have such 

a reputation fastened upon a professed Democrat, and he had 

con tinued to aomba t , without, re'ference to Benton, the posi

tions of those who claimed to be his exclusive champions. 
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Though they constantly held Benton up as their shield Penn 

declared that he chose to strike at the Clique and not at 

Benton, and even when In February,1843, they had published 

in the Inquirer what purported to be an extract ·from one of 

of Benton's letters, (1) in which it was asserted that he 

(Penn) would come out against Benton as soon as he dared to 

do so he bad not believed that Benton had e~er uttered such 

charges. Penn then quoted from the _Reporter of February 13, 

1843, to prove that he had declared the charges false and ~d 

expressed his belief that Col. Benton was not the author. 
t » . l\ 

~ His object, he said, had been first, to show that he had de-

sired no oontest which might disturh the harmony of the party; 

and, second, to place the affair in sucb a light as to render 

it easy to determine whether Benton had misrepresented him,or 

the Inquirer had published a forgery, purporting to be an ex-

tract from one of Benton's letters. Penn maintained, that at 

that time he' would not indulge t~e suspicion, that Benton was 

privately attacking him through letters, but that his fXiends 

had doubted whether Benton's disposition was amicable. 

His friends,it was now ascertained, had understood Bent on 

much better than he had; for while professing to admire no 

other than "an open foe and a manly c ,ontest" Benton had assail

ed him privately and had used the whole of the detested and 

(1) The extract pubiLished in the Inquirer was as follows: "He 
(Penn) will come out against me the day he feels himself strong 
enough to do so. He had been watching for a good cbance for 
a good while, and expected to find it in the debate on the 
British treaty." 
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almost worn out Clique machinery against him and at the same 

time had affected to anticipate an a ttack from the Repar ter, 

with a view to be prepared to cry out "persecution" so soon as 

he (Penn) might dare to enter out publ icly upon his defense, 

Benton was so anxious for his destruction that he became too 

impatient to profit by his ingenuous artifice and open~ began 

an attack upon Penn without cause instead of acting on the 

defensive as he had planned. There could be no grounds for 

Benton's hostility to him unless Benton assumed the position 

t~at everyone who differed on minor national topiCS or mere 

state questions, were necessarily his enemies; or unless he 

held that freedom of opinion was not to be tolerated, and that 

full fealty was due to him from the editors of Democr atic 

papers of the state. 

The fact that he had differed from Benton only on such 

issues as could be decided by the sta'te of Missouri alone 

was emphasized by Penn, and he asserted that Benton had no right 

to determine what he or any other Democrat should say or do on 

state questions; that Benton might deny to the Democrats of the 

state of Missouri the right of private judgment, but that they 

would exercise that right in spite of him; that they were in

telligent enough to guard and promote their own interests and 

would not submit to t he dictation or arbitrary control of any 

man; that they had elected Benton to the Senate of the United 

States for twenty-four years and in that .body they expected 
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him to diao~rge his duty with fidelity to them and his oountry, 

but they neither desired him to manage state affairs nor expeot

ed him to be familiar with such affairs, as he spent moot of his 

time in the East and had plenty to do if he did not negleot 

Missouri's interests or those of the nation in the balls of 

Congress. 

For attempting to thrust upon the people his currency bills, 

Benton was then attaoked by Penn. He deolared, on the authority 

of Montgomery Blair, that Huston's bills were Benton's; on the 

authority of Judge Bowlin, that Redman's bills were Benton's; 

and on the authority of one of Benton's friends in the northern 

part of the state that Benton had prepared a similar bill in 

1836.(1) It thus appeared that for four suooessive legislatures 

Benton had caused his "penal panaceas" to be presented to the 

legislature. 

Benton had wholly lost sight of his position as a United 

States Senator, Penn declared. He had forgotten that aocord-

ing to the Jeffersonian creed, the "right of instruotion" was 

in the legislature, and, as the servant of that body,he had no 

right to instruct its members, but was bound to obey. He was 

aoting in oontravention of the Democratic doctrine of instruo

tion by urging, session after session, the enactment of unoon

stitutional,and odious laws, in opposition to the will of the 

majority of the Demooratic party, and in dOing so he was play-

~ ~h~ ~a:t_o! ~ ~i~o:g~n~z:r_~d_a_d~c~a~o:._ ~e~n_s~g~e~t~d 
(1) For Huston and Redman's bill, see pp. 13-16. 
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that he had better inquire whether the people and the;ir 

legislators would continue to endure such conduct. 

Penn devoted his second letter to a detailed discussion 
~ of the currency quesjion. It was filled with personal thrusts 

at Benton. His third letter was given up to the districting 

question and 8 constitutional convention. ~ He began by saying 

that the sentiments of a prominent individual may generally be 

learned, by listening to the jabbering of those who cling to 

his skirts; Benton's views on the district question were very 

well understood as soon as the little Clique meetings in Calla

way and two or three other connties were held. He then quoted 

Benton's statement in reply to the Osage Yeoman (quoted in a 

previous chapter) and commented at considerable length on Ben

ton's change of front since his report of 1826. 

Benton had been too long identified with centralism, Penn 

asserted and had derived too many personal advantages from it 

to abandon it voluntarily. The control he had exerted over a 

cabal. enabling him through its agency, to carry out his designs; 

the power which the combination had given him, inspiring awe in 

the breasts of timid and m~rcenary politicians would neVer be 

surrendered. Benton had become an admirer of Centralism and 

the General Ticket System, because the "discip l ine and manage

ment" brought into service under them had constituted in his 

hands" an unseen and irresponsible power", which he had regard

ed as irresistable. Penn said that the people now understood 
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Benton's position and knew that the power in question was ca~

oulated to prevent, rather than promote, a faithful discharge 

of his duties in the Senate; and predicted tha t they 'vould 

wrest it from him, that the central cabal would be crushed, 

tha t it ~ould be allowed to exist no longer to tempt Benton to 

violate the principles he professed. and tha t the Clique 

machinery would soon cease to opera te. '3 

The question of a constitutional convention for reappor

tionment 7US next taken up, and treated in such a ".;{ay as to 

excite all the Anti-British feeling poss ible and turn it 

agains t Benton. (1) In his fourth letter. Penn quoted f~om 

Benton's Palmyra le t ter, (2 ) and answered him by at t empting 

to show that he had been the aggressor and had pushed the f i ght

ing from the be ginning. 

In his fifth and sixth le t ters he declared that Benton's 

plan had been to have Dr.Penn elected President of the Bank, 

Col.Marmaduke Governor of the state., and Governor Reynolds 

appointed Judge of the Supreme Court. But these plans were 

foiled when the legislature refus ed to make Dr.Penn Presi ent 

of the Bank. He t hen devoted the remainder of the t wo le t ters 

to a discussion of questions of national politics in which he 

attempted to sho ~ that Benton had borrowed his cur rency ideas 

from other grea t national leaders particularly from Calhoun. t hat 

it was onlz when Benton followed safe lea ders that his action 
TiT Penn-described-the-rot t en oaroughs of-England-and-tne-r esult
ing inequality of representa tion,and then compared the condi t ions 
in Mi ss ouri to the condition in England at the time of the 
American Revolution. 
(2) See above, p. 62. 

J 
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coUld be approved. He then spoke approvingly of Benton's gold 

bill of 1834, but said that Calhoun had proposed the measure 

in a speeoh in the Senate eight days before Benton brought in 

his resolutions. gain Calhoun had proposed that after a lapse 

of six years no notes under twenty dollars should be allo';7ed to 

oirculate, and after eight days Benton had brought in a resolu-
. . 

tion proposing that no notes under twenty dollars be received 

after a given period. He said,however, that Benton had not bee n 

so fortunate when he had eleoted to follow Senator Ri ves and ha.d 

proposed to tax the oirculation of the state banks under the 

revenue olause of the c·onstitution. Here he quoted Benton's 

resolutions in full and then quoted Calhoun to prove them un

oonstitutional. He also aocused Benton of 0 using the division 

in the Demoor tio party at Washington through his control of the 

Globe whioh he had used to abuse the Democratio Senators, es

peoially Calhoun, who had voted for the Ashburton treaty. 

Benton's wonted deoision of oharacter had deserted him,Penn 

intimated in oonclusion. Should his Clil ue advise him to back 

straigpt out of itate politios and cease to play the diotator,he 

would prove disoreet and tame enough to do so. They would long 

sinoe have tendered suoh advice to him but for their selfish 

desire to use his power to enable them to monopolize the of f ices 

of the state. This had been the seoret of their paat devotion 

to Benton and it was the Oause of the fervor of their f ai th in 

him. If they had sung hozannas they' ere inspired by ambi tion and 

not by love, and as the prospeot of aggrandizing themselves by the 

use of Benton's name might di~ln1sh, t~elr songs o£ ·Praise would 
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gradually die away. Penn advised Benton to look to those 

whom he had regarded as faithful to the cause in Morgan and 

Howard counties and ' closed his chaDacterization of Benton's 

Clique friends as follows: "Finally, \vhen rode down by the 

charlatans in whom you confide , they will be the first to for

get the good that you have done, and the most active and malev

olent in exposing and condemning your errors and transgressions. 

Like your special friend of the Globe they regard all minori-

ties as ~nti-democr~tic, and whenever you cease to command a 

majority of the state, their peculiar principles will impel 

them,right or wrong, to denounce you as a recreant and a trait

or. Mark this prediction. It may be verified sooner than you 

expect." 

The . publicatlbn of Penn's let t ers gave a renewed impetus 

to the faction~l fight and turned the emphasis from the cur

rency and other issues to the personality of Benton. The two 

factions still oalled each other Bards and Softs but in reality 

they beoame Benton and Anti-Benton factions. 

There are four principal lines of evidence which throw some 

light on the faotional struggle during the winter of 1843-44. 

First, the press of the state, especially the Democratic press, 

was full of editorials on the subject. These were partisan in 

varyin~ degrees, but usually quite bitter. The Whig press, al-

though it professed to stand aloof, was certainly characterized 
t:.-

by a strong Anti-Benton tinge. Seoond, since 1840 there had 
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been a gradual and fairly rapid growth of political organizatinn. 

BUt this was acc(Hnpanied by considerable opposition, sometimes 

violent, from those, ~own as Independents, who did not believe 

i n political machinery and organization. This growth of politi

oal machinery took place in both parties but was much more rapid 

and popular in the Democratic than in the wYbie party. Third, 

the proceedings and resolutions of the various county conven

tions in which the f actional contest was fought give some valu

able information.J Finally, the proceedings of the state con

vention held in Jefferson City on the first Monday in April, 1844, 

give some light on the final struggle between t he factions for 

the control of t he Democratic organization and the title of party 

regularity • 

. In February,1844, there were tvlenty four political papers 

published in the state. (1) Fourteen of these were Democratic, 

and of the fourteen five were certainly Anti-Benton. They were 

. the Missouri Reporter of St.Louis, the Mis s ouri Register of 

Boonville, the Liberty Banner of Liberty, the Grand River Chron

icle of Chillio9the, and t he Osage Yeoman of Warsaw. Five 

were undoubtedly Benton papers. They were the Missourian of 

St.Louis, the Jeffersonian Republican and Jefferson Inquirer 

of Jefferson City, the Missouri Democrat of Fayette, and the 

Platte Eagle of Platte City; although the latter was for dis

tricting it was a strong Benton paper. The Gl~sgow Pilot and 

(1) statesman, Feb. 2, 1844. 
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the Missouri Courier of Palmyra were for districti ,g and were 

"Soft". (1) They were probably Anti::'Benton but no definite 

evidenoe has been found ooncerning their p6sition on Benton. 

There was also the Western Expositor at Independence, and a 

Demooratio paper at Jaokson the name of whioh is unknown. (2) 

The only indication as to . the faotional affiliation of these 

two latter papers may be found in the general sentiment of the 

oommunities in which they were published; this was Anti-Benton 

at Jaokson, and probably about equally divided at Independenoe. 

The Ozark Eagle whioh had been rabid Anti-~nton had failed, 

and there was at this time no Demooratio paper in Springfield. 

(3) Later the Springfield ,Advertiser was started and was a 

Benton paper, although it olaimed to be Liberal. (4 ) 

Muoh attention was given to the press by the . leaders of 

both factions. strenuous efforts were made by eaoh side to 

support its own press and if opportunity offered to overthrow 

the opposition papers. The Missouri Register, possibly the 

strongest Anti : Benton paper in the state (the MissoUri Reporter 

was compelled to suspend publication from January 16, 

Th~ state Democratic 'Convention met April 1st. 

The suspension of a strong paper like the Register, located in 

the stronghold of the enemy might have very easily been a determifrl 

ing factor in. the oontrol of the Convention. The statesman, a 

Whig paper published at Columbia, said, liThe. Bentonian Looofocos, 

bav~~ failed to cdbt>ke off the editor of the Regis '~er,_have at __ 
(llMisBouri Register~ April 16~1844.- - - -
(2) Statesman, Feb. 2.1844. 
(3) Statesman,February 2,1844. 
(4) Ibid. 
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last done what they would term the polite thing.
o 

His press 

was taken from him a few days since and is now in the hands of 

the sheriff. (1) 

With the publication ° of the Penn letters the Democratic 

press took a more definite position. The Benton papers had 

insisted for nearly a year before Penn's letters were published 

that the real issue was "Benton ° or no Benton". (2) The Jeffer

~ Inquirer in January, 1843, after describing what he terms the 

St.Louis coalition sid, "Another object of the coalition is the 

overthrow of our distinguished Senator Thos.H.Benton. Tpey 

dare not say so openly but they war upon him in disguise. t1 (3) 

~he Platte Eagle came out in a strong editorial in September, 

1843, as fol1ows,'~e must fight cor~ption with a disciplined 

a.rmy and w~th this we may be defeated. We ar,e alarmists, but 

what we say here is true. The issue though perhaps not avowed 

by our enemies will be 'Benton or no Benton'.(4) After the Penn 

letters were published the Soft press soon agreed that the real 

issue was "Benton or no Benton", and the Missouri Register pro-

posed that a column be opened on the pole books "Benton and no 

Benton". (5) 

Neither side seemed to uhderstand the real value of the 

ma~hinery of the party organization that had been built up. In 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -, 

(1) Missouri Re~steFJJune 4,1844. 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer, sept. 21, 1843. 
(3) Ibid. Jan. 5, 1843. 
(4) Platte Eagle, quoted in the In iuirer of Sept. 21, 1843. 
(5) Missouri Register, May 7,1844. 

.. 
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1840 there were no permanent committees. Campaigns had' to be 

started by the newspapers. Usually one paper suggested a meet

ing or convention. If the suggestion met with the approval of 

the other editors in the territory concerned they copied and 

recommended the meeting. The press then got behind the conven

tion and pushed it, and urged oounty or township meetings to 

elect delegate, etc. This condition probably accounts for the 

great importance attached to the press by all the politicians 

of the period. C01Ill!littees of correspondence were appointed once 

the ne-;vspapers got a mo vement started, but their duty ended with 

the election as did the State Central Committee, which was sim-

ply a committee appointed from a few counties in the central 

part of the state, usually Howard, Cooper, Boone, Cole ~d Salla-

way. (1) 

In,1841, a series of articles appeared in the Jefferson 

Inquirer proposing and advocating a scheme for the perrnnnent or

ganization of the Democratic party. The writ~r proposed to ho!d 

county conventions annually at the spring court. It was suggest

ed that atnthe first ,in the spring of,1842, a resolution be passed 

requesting the townships to hold meetings for the election of 

delegates to a county convention. It was pointed out :hat this 

would be necessary but once as the duty of conVOking the tow.n

ship meetings wo~ld devolve in the future upon permanent stand-

ing committees which the plan provided. According ' to this plan 

(1) Missouri Register, October 22, 1840. 
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the duties and powers of the county conventions were,- to 

nominate oandidates, to appoint conferees for the ·Senatorial 

distriot, to appoint a standing oommittee, and to choose a 

co~~ittee on address. It was the duty of the standing com

mittee to designate the time and place of holding township me e t-

ings to elect delegates to a county oonvention, and to appoint 

the time and place of holding the county convention. :;-
This soheme for organization was discussed by its author 

in a series of art icles which appeared weekly for about three 

months. (1) Objections to. the plan were answered and delegate 

oonventions in general were advocated. Permanent organization 

was especially insisted upon. The author declared that like 

systems had been e9 t ablished in older states and had given 

regularity to Democratic aotion and permanoy to party success. 

The proposed plan for organization seemed to be popular,at 

least with the politicians and editors. Co1e.County took the 

lead and a oounty meeting was held in March,1842, appointed a 

standing oommittee of two men from each township who were to 

hoid offioe for two years. (3) No very definite plan of action, . 

however, seems to have been generally agreed upon at this time. 

In October,1843, an organization was formed in St.Louis known 

as "The Demooratic Assooiation fpr the Ci ty and County of St-. 

Louis. (4) octo~er 3lL1842,_a_Dem~o!atic meetin~ ~a~ held_in 
TIT Jefferson Inquirer, Deo. 16 1841, to Feb. 24, 1842. (21 Ibid. Jan.ll,l842. 
(3 Ibid. March 31, 1842. 
(4) Ibid. Oct. 20, 1842. 

S' 





Jefferson City for the purpos e of forming a Democratic Associa

tion. A oom~ittee was appointed to draft resolutions and the 

convention adjourned to meet November first. On the appointed 

day the committee reported brief resolutions ~ecommending the 

organization if an assooiation to be known as "The Democratic 

Assooiation of Cole COU11ty" that the last Monday in February 

be named as the date for effecting a county organization, and 

that the committee be enlarged and be empowered and requested 

to prepare a constitution for the proposed Ass,~ciation. The 

committee aa enlarged consisted of ten members among whom were 

W.Lusk, editor of the Inquirer; T.L.Price, later Lieutenant 

Governor; C.W.Hough, Representative; S.M. Bay, later Attorney 

General; E.L.Edwards, Congressman and Inter Governor; and 

W.W.Reynolds,Governor. This committee, it will be noted had 

in its membership a .number of the most noted political leaders 

of the state. The work of drafting a. constitution was perfect

ed and at the appointed time was duly adopted. The general 

plan adopted both in St.Louis and Cole CoUnty provided for a 

general oommi ttee to serve one year, for auxiliary assarc.ia\tions 

in each township which ~ere to elect three members to the general 

oommittee, (1) and for a : state a.ssociation of which the various 

county assooiations were ~o become auxiliary associations. The 

preSident, vice-presidents,Dnd secretaries were to be ex-officio 

members of the general committee. The county associations were 

TtoTh~ld four_mIeetiQg~ a zear.:... - ~ - - - - ~ - '3" Tl..- _____ _ 

1 .I.·he wards n St • .uouis were tO'be consiuereu vue same as 
townships. . 
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Organization seemed to be in the air. Other counties 

followed the example of st. Louis and Cole County and by the 

w~nter of 1843.44 a great many of the counties of the state 

had some kind of a permanent Demoora tic org~nization. These 

were by no means uniform, neither were they effected without 

violent opposition. ~here was no recognized central authorit,y 

that had sufficient power to settle such questions as ratiO, 

apportionment of delegates, order of procedure,etc. Often 

times territorial units were represented by an equal number 

of delegates without regard to their population, or voting 

strength. (1) 

Just what candidates should be nominated by a oounty 

~onvention was not determined. The politicians u ,su~lly agreed 

that candidates for the legislature should be so nominated, 

but when it was proposed be nominate sheriffs and other minor 

oounty officials there were many objectors. Even the editor of 

the ' Jeffersonian Republidan was opposed to such nominations. (2) 

This uncertainty concerning the fUnctions and purposes of 

thes~ Eermanent_co~tz or~anizati£n~t_and_eve~ th~ de~i~ability 
TIT For example a hig convention was held in Boone County in 
1814, in which every township in the c ounty was given ten dele
gates although Switzler and other leaders had attempted to have 
the representation fixed on the basis of one delegate for each 
fifty votes cast at the previous ' election. (Statesman Feb.9,1844) 
Sometimes any number of delegates were allowed to sit from a 
territorial district with a certain number of votes given to 
the entire delegation to be cast as it desrred. Thus the Demo
cratic Convention of 1848 gave each county as many votes in the 
convention as t~e party in that county had cast for gov~rnor " 
in 1844 and the records of the oonvention show that the leading 
candidates received forty to fifty thousand votes each in the 
convention. (Jefferson Inquirer, April 1, 1848) 
(2) Jefferson Republican, Marsh 26, 1842. 





S4 

of their existeboe probably aocounts for the failure of the 

leaders to grasp their real significance. No one seemed to 

reallY understand their vast pawer. A great deal more atten

tion was given by both the faotions to the ~ess than to the 

organization, and yet a spirited fight for the purpose of 

seouring control of these organisations opened immediately 

after the publication of Penn's letters. Thus the party 

machinery had been developed and was in existence and ready 

for uee. In the manipulation of this maohinery the Central 

Clique had a very decided advantage over their opponents both 

in position and experience. It had been the custom for years 

at Democratic Stat~ Conventions to appoint a state oentral 

committee to serve during the campaign. This committee was 

always apPOinted from Howard, Cole, Cooper, Boone and possibly 

a few ,other oounties in the central part of the state. These 

men kept in touch with campaign committees sf correspondence 

in all the counties of the state. In .hat way they knew the 

political leaders in the various counties and were in turn 

known by them'. The difficulty of communication made the 

scattered positions of the Anti-Benton strongholds, one in 

St.LOUis, one in the Northwest, and one in the Southwest, a 

great handioap. 

As soon as "Benton or no Benton" had come to be acknowledg-

ed by all as the real issue th' Hard papers began to refer to 

the oonstitutional convention, dlstrictlng and even the details 





of the curremcy bills, meaning the penalties, as mere matters 

of policy upon which Democrats might honestly differ. The 

real question at issue was the eleetion of the United states 

Senator. Missouri must stand by her distinguished statesman. 

To he disloyal to Benton, according to · these papers, was to be. 

a traitor to the party. This change of emphasis gave the Bards 

8 great advantage. The Reporter, the leading Soft paper, urged 

district conventions in Missouri for the purpose of nominating 

delegates to .the National Convention. This was supposed . to be 

against the interests of Vsa Buren. The Benton men who were 

usually Van Buren men were quick to accept the issue and favor

ed the nomination of delegates at the state convention accord

ing to the custom. The extra trouble and expense of holding 

these extra district conventions were their main arguments 

against them, while Penn argued that the Clique could much more 

easily control a state conventiOn thea it could ~1qe district 

conventions. The 'Benton men attempted to make the issue of a 

state or district convention a test issue. In all cOQnty 

conventions they urged a resolution in favor of a state con-

vent 1 on, and usually got one passed. They then claimed all 

counties which passed such resolutions a,s Hard. The ciistrict 

convention idea never ~eceived any favor in Missouri and the 

fact that the Reporter urged the issue with so much insistence 

handicapped it in the contest. Penn even went to the extreme 

!f_c~lli~g_a distriot_convention in_the_St.Lo~i~ ~i~tEic!,lll 

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Bov. 9,1843. 





but even there where the Soft movement 7as strongest no one 

attended and the pro~ect fell flat. 

The conventioh was never a real test. To get the real 

sentiment it is necessary ·to examine the resolutions passed by 

the county meetings. THere was 8 ~eal contest in nearly all 

the counties of the state so that the resoluti ons passed meant 

something. ~he Central Clique probably had their lieutenants 

in most of these counties and probably half a dozen men attempt-

ed to call the meeting, get themselves elected as officers and 

committeemen, adopt a cut and dried set of resolutions,and have 

themselves sent as deleeates to the state convention at Jeffer-

son City, but the f i ght became too hot fo r that sort of thing 

to work well. (1) Both sides played at the same game and then 

i t became a ques t ion of getting out the vote. Each man in 

most instances had ' an opportunity to vote for the kind of 

resolutions that he wamted on the questions at issue. ~ hrule one 

side usually elected the chairman and controlled the committee 

on resolutions, the other side was always ready 1i t h substitute 

resolutions on the important questions. The real contest for 

the control and party name was fought out in these meetings. 

Several of these county meetings are of interest. In 

S.Louis County it appears to have been certain that a meetine 

called in the . city ~ould have been Anti-Benton, therefore, a meet

ing was called at Manchester in ctober,1843, before Col.Benton 

started back to ashington. This meeting was under the auspices 

of the Hards an,d Col.Benton attended and addressed it. The 
(1)-St.toui"S' Repub11can-;Dec:- '2"3:- 1843-:- - - - - - - -- - - - - -
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oorrespondent of the Missouri Register olaimed that it was 

twenty miles from the oity, and that there was only about 

twenty or thirty Bards from the oity and about 150 oountry 

people present to hear Benton. (1) The Statesman said, "There 

were 185 people present by actual oount and approKlmately one-

third of them were Whigs". (2) Neverthe!ess, the few who 

were ·there went ahead and appointed ten delegates to the state 

oonvention to represent both the oity and the oounty. Later 

the St.Louis Demooraoy eot up a big meeting on the eighth of 

Januaty oelebration and appointed a oontesting delegation. 

Many people had expeoted Benton .to answer the Penn letters 

in this speeoh but he never referred to them eithe~ in this 

speeoh or in any other publio address of letter. Conoerning 

this mum polioy of Benton's the Republioan said, "He never 

has and will not now oondesoend to reply to any charge whioh 

may be brought against him, it matters not fr om what qua·rter 

it oomes. When was a monaroh known to reply to the assaults 
,. 

of a vassal? The polioy is to kick the turbulent and dissatis-

fied out or . whip them in." (3) 

The contest in Benton County was' carried to unreasonable 

extremes. In the meetipg oalled to seleot delegates to the 

state oonvention there were two votes to one for R.M.Johnson 

of Kentucky, oandidate f 'or the presidency. It rejected 8. . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -
(1) Ulssouri Regaster, Nov, . 21, 1843. 
(2) Statesman, Nov. 10, 1843. 
(3) Republioan, Nov. 21, 1843. 
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a resoluti~n praising Benton and another pledging' him support 

and still another pledging support to the state convention 

tioket to be nominated. The convention then elected eight 

delegates to the state oonvention. The Bards called another 

oonvention, got out forty men and elected a second del~:gation. 

At this seoond meeting a man named Cherry introduced a resolu

t ion calling on State Senator Major, who had been very active 

against Benton and the Bards, to resign. Cherry could not read 

or write and was unable to read his resolution when he had 

introduced it. Whipple the leading Benton man of the oounty 

was accused of writing the resolutioJ1,. After the meeting 

Cherry, who seems to have been a mere tool , of the Benton fac

tion, attacked Ma"jor and cut him so severely that he died from 

the effeots of the wound the next week. (1) 

In Howard County the relative strsAgth of the t~o factions 

as dete~ined by the vote for Van Buren and Johnson was 166 to 

75 respectively. (2) This convention denounced Penn bitterly 

in its resolutions, an example which was followed in four 

other 'oounties. In Cooper County the vote on Van Buren and 

Johnson was 48 to 40 in favor of V~ Buren, but the Benton men 

were glad to agree to a oompromise by the terms of which Benton 

reoeived a strong end~~e~t in the resolutions, while the 

Anti-Benton men dictated the resolutions on all' of the issues 

(distrioting,oonstitutiohal convention and the currency bills) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -(11 Statesman, March 15,1844. 

(2 Jefferson Inquirer, Dec.14,l843. 
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and reoeived, at least, a part of the delegates. (1) The 

faotions in many of the oounties attempted some such oompro

mise. In Randolph County the vote stood 49 for Van Buren and 

48 for Johnson, but the Benton men oontrolled the convention 

seleoted delegates and adopted the resolutions - one condemn

ing the Reporter. (2) 

Forty sets of these county resolutions have been examined. 

Out of the forty only fi~. were radioally Soft, while eleven 

were radically Hard; but seventeen shpwed Soft tendenencies while 

only seven not radically Hard showed Hard tendencies. The 

counties which a.dopted Soft resolutions were St.Louis,Cape 

Girardeau, Clinton, Clay and Lafayette. The Hard oounties 

were Howard, Saline, Pettis, Cole, Morgan,Miller, Boone,Cala

w~y, Randolph, . Maoon and Washingt~n. The color map shows that 

there was go.g4 grounds for the charges of the existence of a 

C~ntra.l Clique. All the radically Hard counties are g~~pad 

in the c·enter in a compact group except Washington,and lin this 

central territory all the counties were Hard except Cooper 

where the Missouri Register was published. 

The op16r map also shows that there were three Soft strong~ 

holds. One was in st. Louis Ylherethe movement had begun. 

Another was ih the Southeast the home of the late Sena.tor Linn, 

and of English a prominent Soft leader and later a candidate 
... - - - - - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(1) Missouri Register, Jan.9,1844. 
(2) These resolutions were found in the Jeffersonian Republicam 
the Jefferson Inquirer and the Missou~i Register from Sept. 
1843 to April 1844. 
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against Benton for the United states Senate. The third was 

in the Northwest, ~he home of Senator Atchison and of A.A.King 

prominent Soft, circuit judge and later governor of the state. 

There is no evidence that Linn was Anti-Benton or that 

, t here was any disagreement between them, but according to an 

article in the Missouri o~ the Reporter attempted to make the 

friends of Linn believe th t Benton had mistreated him. (1) The 

accusations were considered of sufficient importance to demand 

refu~ation by Benton's friends:, one of whom wrote to DIl. Relf, 

Linn's brother-in-law, to Governor Henry Dodge of IO Na,Linn's 

half brother, and to General Augustus a.Dodge of ~ isconsin, 

Linn's nephew, letters of inquiry as to the redS. tions 00 tween 

Linn and Benton. All three replied and the replies were all 

that Benton's friends could have wished. (2 ) The Miss ouri 

Register of May 28, 1844, in discussing the chances of the Anti

Benton ticket in the Southeast said, "There is where the grea~ 

etrength of the honest and lamented Linn commenced its rise, 

and ' the course of Benton and his Oli ue friends toward Senator 

Linn is so well understood by the people, that the convention 

nominees (the Benton ticket) are virtually abhorred in that com

munity". (3) In considering the above statement the faot that . 

the Register was a strong Anti-Benton paper must be remembered. 

Events p!oyed,_HowetYer-t. that the!.e_exi~ted_a_str£n.B: Anti.:.Benton 
TIT Article copied from the Reportenoy the In luirer, Peb.4,!844. 
(2) Letter of Smith and the two Dpdges -Inquirer, Feb.4,1844. 
(3) is.sour! Register, May 28,1844. 





sentiment in the Southeast. Both the resolutions and t he 

election returns are evidence of that fact.~ 
In the Northwest the Anti-Clique feeling seemed to be 

stronger than in any other part of ~ he state outside of st . 

Louis. Three of the five cOQnties f rom which r adical Soft 

resolutions were reported were in that section of the state . 

Two of the Soft papers, the Liberty Banner and the Grand River 

Chronicle were located there. General Atchison, without doubt 

the most prominent man among the Softs, lived in Platte Count y . 

tc hison's later prominence makes it advisable to examine t he 

evidence of his Soft tendencies. The eyidence is largely 

indirect as there is no statement of his position made b~ hi m

self at this time. There is enough indir ect evidence, however , 

to settle beyond any reasonable doubt his position. Penn in an 

editorial asked the editor of the Inguirer if he would supp ort 

anyone 0 a , number of men, including tchison,. for governor, 

the men named being Soits. (1) The Statesman gave an account 

of a meeting . held in Clinton County a radical Anti-Benton 

county, vhich proposed Atchison for governor; Switzler,the 

editor, in his comments on this meeting said that this would 

prove embarrassing to the Central Cli ue. (2) In an edi

torial uoted from the Missourian on the distrioting questi on 
, 

the editor aaid , e will inform the Banner that if the views - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(1) Jafferson In .uirer, May 4 , 1843 . 
(2) Statesman, pril 21, 1843. 
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of tha t paper accord with those of its fa vori te Senator -7e have 

reason to believe there will be no material diff erence between 

us in regard to districting.(l) The f a ct that Atchison was 

the favori te Senator of the. Banner, an open opponent of Benton, 

was significant ~s was also the evidence of his position on 

the districting question. A quotation from the Hew Era, a 

Whig paper published in St.Louis, said that Atchison was a 

Johnson man ~ this also is significant though not conclusive; 

not all Jo hnson men ere Anti-Benton, but most of them were. 

(2) The Inq lirer said,General Atchison who lhas lately been 

apPointed to a seat in the United State Senate prefers that 

the legislature should at its next session district the state." 

And again, "General Atchison believes Col. Johnson to be the 

most available man for president. (3) The Missouri Register, 

leading Anti-Benton paper outside of St.Louis, said editori

ally, "Hon.David R. Atchison of Platte has been appointed to 

fill the vacancy caused by the death of Linn. It is a good 

appointment. ~e Judge,unlike Col. Benton, is in favor bf 

listricting the state for the election of members to Congress,-

1s a true and Liberal Democrat, We have heard it intimated 

that he was recommended to the Governor by Col. Benton as a 

sui table man to be his collea.gue; if so,. the Colonel is 

@ei ved, for the Judge is a Johnson man, go s for the district 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

(1) Quoted in the Inrruirer, ~anuary 4,1844. 
(2) Jefferson In Juir~r, Nov.16,1843. 
(3) Ibid. Dec.7,1843. 
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system and aga i nst the proscr iption of any portion of t he 

Democratic party, whic h is mor e than we can say for Col.Benton. 

~l) Finally good evide,nce is found i n the manner in which 

the appointment of Atchison was received in the Northwest. 

A correspondent writing in the Banner after des cribing the 

joy in that section over the appointment of Atchison S;id, , 

"Governor Reynolds in t his act has gone far to secure the 

gratitude of the whole Upper Mis s ouri,he has acted justly, 

wisely,and well. He has done more by this act, to put down 

the rising indignation of the people, aga inst the s o-called 

Central Clique,- he has done more to prove that there is no 

such thing , or that it exists no l onger, than a thousand 

semi-official builetins of the Inquirer. We of the Upper 

Country hail t his as an omen of peace and good will." (2 ) 

The sta t e wide contest for the ·control of the party 

machinery closed in March, 1844, and the state convention 

assembled at Jefferson City the first Monday in April. It 

is i mpossible to get the details of the conflict there. They 

were purposely condealed. In the published report of the 

convention no resolution~ motion or measure of any kind that 

failed to obta in a majority vote was mentioned. This action 

was in acoordance with a resolution af instruction to the 
(L)~ssourI Register~ Oct.-l~,l8437 - - - - - - - - - - -

Col.Benton wa s probagly not so badly deceived as the 
editor of the Re gister thought. He very likely expected just 
such a reaction as indicated by the passaee quoted from the 
Banner, and he, no doubt, saw that if he were to be reelected 
it was necessary to prevent any opposition from Atchison during 
th~. campaign just then beginning an4 to~k that way of dOing it. 
(2) Libetty Banner quoted in Jefferson In luirer, Nov.16,1843. 
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secretary of the convent'on. No record of division on any 

resolution or other luestion, except the vote on the candidates 

for governor, involving the relative strength of the two fac

tions has been found. All that is certain is that the Bards 

obtained control of the convention and tabled all resolutions 

relating to districting, consitutional conven tion, currency, 

etc ~nd then forbad the secretary to publis h t he record 
. ~ 

of the vote by which these measures were tabled . 

The Benton men succeeded in electing Sterling Price chair-

man of the Cifonvention. The Chairman appointed all committees, 

including the committee on credentials, cOmD1ittee on resolutions 

and even the state centrnl committee. The Anti-Benton delegation 

from Benton County withdrew from the convention upon the passage 

of the first resolution (quoted below) and the Anti-Benton del-

egation from st.Louis was thrown out by the adoption of the 

report of the committee on credentials which seated the ·I[an-

chester delegation. The first action of t he convention after 

effecting a temporary organizs·tion was t;Q! pa.s.s m resoluticbn 

"That all persons presenting claims for seats in this conven

tion, hereby agree to submit their rights to seats to this 

convention, and pledge the~selves to abide its action in 

reference thereto; and further, .. that all who have been or may 

be admitted to seats as members pledge themselves to abide by . 

its selection of candidates, and to support its nominees in 

the ensuing election.n(l) The fact that the above resolution 

(1) Missouri Register, April 16,1844. 

1-
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passed by a unanimous vote showa a wonderful growth in party 

loyalty, or at least in the desire to appear to be loyal to 

the party and to the convention system; and it may also be 

tha t i t indica tes doubt as to whicp faction would eventual ly 

control the conventi on and nominate the ticket. 

During the pre-c onvention campaign there were three promi 

nent candidates for gover nor . They were Col. Marmaduke, Lieutan-

ant GoveDnor and acting Governor, A.A.King, circuit judge of the 

Northwest cir cuit, and John C. Edwards of Cole County, former 

congressman. Marmaduke was an out and out Hard. He announced 

himself against districting, and for his opinions on the currency 

question referred people to his circular of 1840. He said that 

his opinions had not changed. This circular was a straight out 

ijard money statement without any equivocation. (1) A.A.King 

was a Soft, the f avorite of the Northwes t, a pronounced Anti

Central Clique sec -ion and had been mentioned a long with Atchison, 

Young, Campbell and others by the Reporter as being men whom the 

Inguirer would not support for governor. (2) Edwards oocupied 

a peculiar position between the extremes represented by the 

other two candidates. His position was well known. In the early 

part of the campaign he had been the favorite candidate of the 

Missouri Register, a prominent Soft paper. He had served in 

Congress from 1840 to 1842 and had been left off the t icket for 
, 

(1) Jefferson In ~uirer, Jan.4, 1844. 
(2) Ibid. May 4, 1843. 
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some reason by the state convention of 1842, although th~ t year 

Mis souri got five congressmen whereas she had only had two 

before. The Register claimed that he Vias defeated by the com

mands of the Central Cli ue. It ~a~ even charged that a suf

ficient number of votes cast for hi~ had been counted for his 

opponent to change the result of the ballot. Edwards openly 

advocated districting the state, calling a constitutional con

vention and wa s opposed to the penalty features of the currency 

legislation. He was , ho wever, from Cole County, had always 

been considered a close friend of Benton and the St.Louis Repub

lican, a Wh i g paper, said in 1842 that Benton had given his 

orders that Edwards was to be the next nominee of the Democrat~c 

party for governor. (1) Marmaduke's 'name was not presented to 

the convention. Xing received 42 votes and Edwards 66 votes 

and was declared the nominee of the party. (2) The convention 

selected Young , a man who had been identified with the Softs for 

lieutenant governor. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

(1) St. Louis Republican, Nov. 16,1842. 
~2) If King's vote represented the Anti-Benton vote which it ,mest 
probably did the contest for the control of the c nvention and 
through it of the party machinery must have been very close. If 
the eighteen Anti-Benton delegates w~lch represented St.Louis 
and Benton County had been seated Xing would have been the nom
inee of the party by about the same majority which Edw~' ds receiv
ed. Probably no one denied that the .Soft delegation ,from st. 
Louis really represented the sfintiments of the Democratic party 
there, and the Whig and Soft ' r ess claimed that there was a two 
to one majority in Benton County for the Softs. These facts show 
how slim was the chance of Benton's re-election in the spring of 
1844. 
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The convention refused to take any position on the state 

quesi7iolls and tabled all resolutions of whatever kind referring 

to districting, calling a constitutional convention, or the cur

rency. So far as issues were concerned ita resolut i ons men-

tioned national ~uestions only. The resolutions oontained a 

brief endorsement of Atchison and the Congres s i onal de l ega ti on, 

which Loughborough ,. a member of the convention from Clay COU-Ylty, 

said (in an article in the Liberty Banner) was not in the origi

nal draft. (1) The principa l resolution was the one endorsing 

Benton. It VIas as follows: ''Resolved, That the public course 

of Thomas H. Benton, as United Stat es Senator from Missouri; 

his patriotic measures to increase the supply of constitutional 

currency - to establish the sub-treasury - to graduate t he price 

of publi.c land - to extend and make permanent the right of 

pre-emption - to abolish bounties on exports and duties on 

salt, and to pro vide for taking possession of Oregon - his stern 

opposition to the increase or extension of chartered monopolies-

to the fraudulent bankrupt law - his war to the knife on the 

Bank pf the United States,- his gallant defense and successful 

vindication of President Jackson from the recorded slanders 

of the Federal party, slanders which on his motion the people 

of the United States ordered to be expunged, lntitle him to the 
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of Missouri." (1) There was also a clause in the Atchison Resolu

tion "that we recommend to the Democracy of Missouri not to 

vote for ~ candidate for the leeislature who will not pledge 

himself, if elected, to vote for the election of Thomas H.Benton 

and David R. Atchison as United States Senators from Miss ouri." 

The proceedings, resoluti ons and nominees of the convention 

make it clear tha t the fight was pre-eminently a "Benton no Ben

ton" fight. The Benton men gave the Softs candidates, for 

governor. and lieutenant governor, who ha d publicly a dvocated 

districting, a constitutional convention and had publicly 

e~ressed themselves against the penaltieo of t he curr ency bill, ) 

ahd that too on a platform that di d not mention state issues; 

and only demanded in return par ty loyalty, close organization 

and strong support for Benton. But the Hards had secured 

possession af the party name, the title to party regularity ; 

and in doing so had obtained an engine of political warfare 

whose power was to receive its first demonstration in Missouri 

in the ensuing campaigh. 





CHAPTER V. 

CA)mAIGl'l AND ELECTION. 

The Democratic state convention adj ourned April 4th and 

soon the deleeates had carried the story of the convention 

to their home counties. The suppress ing in the offioial pro

ceedings of all resolutions and motions 'which did not oarry 

seemed to make little difference so far as the spreading of 

the news of these thin~s was concerned. (1) The Softs who 

called themselves "Libern. l Democrats" immediately began pub

lishing caustic critioisms of the convention prooeedings.(2) 

The Missouri Register of April 9th devoted three columns of 

its editorial space to an account of the convention and pro-

mised more from week to week as the facts were l'earned, and 

it kept its promise. In this article i~ placed special 

emphasis upon the gag-law and the use of the previous question. 

The Liberty Banner published 8 oall purporting to oome from 

the citizens of Clay County asking their deleeates in 

(1) The local press gave the stories of the convention as told 
by the delegates. The difficu\ty with these accounts is that 
they seldom give the text of the resolution, its author, or 
the vote .by whic h 1 t was tn bled. The l[is souri Regis ter publish
ed some of the resolutions but simply made the statement that ~ 
the oonvention had rejeoted them, without giving the vote. 
(2) The Benton fac t ion had from the first rather liked the des
ignation "Hards" bu t '"their opponents never seemed to ha ve. 
favored the name "Sof:P " which was derived from 1;88 ft.~8'iv8 &f 
the ordinary ,negative of the vyord "hard" and did not signify 
anything as the word "hard" did when app lied to money. From . 
the first, therefore, the Anti-Benton men referred to themselves 
as "Libera l Democr tsrt but in general usage . the term "Softs" 
c lung to them. 
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the ~ onvention to give an account of the convention through the 

Bann~.(l ) The delegation responded with a three column article 

in which they gave some of the resolutions that had been rejected. 

In all these articles much emphasis was laid upon the state ques-

tions of a cons·;. itutional convention, districting, and the curren

cy bills - us ually referred to as bill s of pains and penalties.(2) 
) . 

The Missouri Register published the so-called "bills!' , of 1'a ins 

and pena l ties", both the Redman bills of 1838 and 1840 an d the 

Huston bills of 1842 in the issue of April 9, 1844. In oomment

ing upon them it sa id, It It wo uld be d iffi cuI t to find a para llel 

for them in all the history of legislation. They breathe t he 

true spirit of tyranny; and although they were presented to the 

legislature under the pr0tense of dOing good, no man, who under-

stands what the spirit of a state should be can deny that these 

bills were better calculat ed to make knaves of our citizens than 

to improve the ourrency." 

Thoe. B. Hudson, of St. Louis, who announced himself as an 

independent candidate for Congres b soon after the conventi on, de
I 

fined his pOSition in his letter to the pecpl e, as "favoring 

district1ng, and a ccnstitutional conventi on, and uncompro~is1ng 

hostility to tyrannical enactments, like those proposed by Messrs 

(1) Missouri Register, April 16, 1844. 
(2) By curr ency bills the Softs always r~ f e rred t o those bills 
introduced by Red~n and Huston, making it unlawful for the or
dinary oitizen to r oeive small notes; and no t to the bil l s that 
had pas sed the previous legislature and was a t that time a law 
of the state. 





Huston and Jack~n at the last legislature and commonly de

nominated 'the currency bills'". He said, "That he had op

posed the obnoxious ourrency bills, contending that th eir 

provisions violated the constitutional rights of the citizen, 

offered a bounty to sWindling by enabling dishonest men W 

avail themselves of their mvn acts to escape from the per

formance of their contracts, degraded the oitizen and warred 

upon his civil liberty, by requiring him to take odious test 

oaths, to swear prospectively t hat he would not exchange the 

products of his labor or merchandise except in a prescribed 

way, trampled upon the rights of t oe people and disregarded 

one of t he plainest clauses of the constitution."(l) The 

oonvention was attacked for not taking a position upon these 

questions. It was alluded to as a "mum" convention, and much 

was made of its mum policy. 

A second line of attack upon the convention was its arbi

trary methods. The Register said, "We have reason to doubt 

whether the spirit of faction in any age or clime. either in 

the Jacobin intol,arance of Revolut 10nary France, or in the 

inexorable fury of the Whig extra session of Congress, in 1841. 

ever want farther t o out off al l privileges of debate." A 

great deal was said about gag-law. the previous question, mo

tions to lay on the table, etc. - to quote; "A oontemptible 

parliamentary jackscrew from Oaage. was always in v~iting to 

~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - - ~ - - -
(1) Missouri Register. April 30. 1844. 
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raise the previous question. He was the miserable cats

paw of those tall and fierce spirits of faction who pulled 

the wires and directed the undercurrents, and who skulked 

~nto the background and poked out their heads occasionally 

to look after their jackscrew of t he previous question."(l) 

A t .hird general line of criticism was di .reoted against 

the convent ion' 8 a t t it ude toward Ben to n. The Ant i-Bento n 

press as sailed the convention because it was willing to. sac-

rifice everything for a man. It was accused of whitewashing 

Benton with its strong resolution of praise, and the resolution 

reoommending that the Demoorats vote for no man for the leg

islature who would not pledge himself to vote for Ben~n was 

especially condemned. G:eneral Ferry, .delegate from Oooper 

County, said that in the convention, "one over ruling in

fluence seemed to prevail which did not eminate from within 

but cast its shadow from afar; nor could anything relieve the 

dull, dreary and depres 6ing sense of dependence under which 

the convention seemed to think and move."(2) Benton's oft 

quoted phrase, "All f or the cause and nothing for men" was 

used with effect against those who had shown themselves 

ready to saorifice e~erything for Benton. 

While there seems to have been a great deal of dissatis

faction among t he ~emoQrats concerning the convention action, 

yet there was no organized effort to hold a convention of the 

Ant i-Benton men. Probably the fai lure to make any effo rt . to 
-' - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -
(1) Missouri R~gister, April 9, 184' • 
. ( 2) Ibid. Apri130, 1844. 





hold a convention was due to the faot that the convention 

as a method of placing candidates before the people was com

paratively new and there were a great many who doubted the 

wisdom of using it at al1.(1) Many people considered it 

similar to the much discredited caucus, and very likely the 

Democrats who were disgruntled wou l d be appealed to more 

easily by a l. icket presented through the personal iniative 

of the candidates than one put in the field by a hastily 

call ed convention. 

Judge C.H.Allen, a str ong Anti-Central Clique man, had 

announced himself as an independent candidate for governor, 

at least, 'three months before the convention met. (2) Can

didates began to announce fo ·r the various offices in rapid 

sucoession as the news of the convention action spread over 

th~ state. So many announced that it became necessary to 

(1) It was to this element that Judge Allen had been appeal- , 
ing for three months before the state convention met. He 
denounced oonventions and cer -ainly would no t have been 
bound by the action of one. St. Louis Republican, Deo~23,1843. 
(2)St;.Louis Republican, Dec. 23, 1843. 
Judge Allen was a Democrat of long standing and · had been 
circuit judge for several years. He had quarre l ed with the 
leaders of this party and had become bitterly hOstile to the 
central clique. He seems never to have believed in the organ
ization of party maohinery. In this he was not in accord 
with the Softs in general for they were as ready to organize 
as anyone and. saw no evil in conventions until after they 
were beaten in the fight for the control of the party organ
ization. December 23, 1843. the St. LoUis Republican in an 
editorial said that Hon. C.H.Allen. familiarly known as 
"Horse" Allen, independent candidate for governor had arrived 
in the city and would speak at the court houas t; that night, 
then said, "We say nothing of the Horse's politics or present 
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have an tmderstanding among them to prevent more than one 

man from running for the same office. This was accomplished 

by correepondence and conferences among the leading Softs. 

Ex-Governor Boggs anmounoed for Governor, but as Allen could 

not be ~rsuaded to quit the race, he withdrew from the gub

ernatorial contest and announced for Congress, but finally 

orowded out altogether, he withdrew from the ticket.(l) To 

arrange the ticket was a very difficult task. Sometimes the 

real leaders were compelled to withdraw in order to prevent 

a multiplioity of candidates. Thus Carty Wells, later pres

ident of the constitutional convention, who had announced 

- - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - ~ - ~ - - - - - - ~ - ~ - - -
political position, but he is an interesting and forcible 
stump speaker, has a tolerably logical mind, and a large fund 
of anecdote; powerful lungs, and does not oare a farthing who 
approves or disapproves of his views. He is a good ' deal self
willed and when he takes a course he is likely to keep on it. 
Opposition only bege~sstubbornness in him. Take him all in 
all he is a very clever man. but not Just the kind of stuff 
we would like to see made governor, but probably quite as 
good material in the raw state. as we are likely to get from 
a Locofoco nomination-

In his speeoh Allen maintained that he was as good a Dem
ocrat as Benton was. He struck at the Central Clique with 
all his might; exposed the schemes of the Clique,depioted 
their method of controlling the thi'ng called a county meet
ing, securing the resolutions wanted, and appointing delegates 
to go to the convention at Jefferson City, where Allen declare~ 
that "the highest offices of the state were parceled out and 
ga~bled for." He favored the district system, a constitution
al convention; reform of the Judiciary; was against the cur
rency bills and didn't believe there was an honest Democrat 
in the state who favored them. 
(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Apr. 25. 1844 
Ibid May 23, 1844 
Missouri Regis t e,r May 14, 1844. 
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for Congress from the Northeast had to with-draw for Rat- · 

cliff Boon. (1) 

By the end of May the ticket has been arranged. The 

Missouri Register, the first paper to place the ticket at 

the head of its editorial column as the Liberal Democratic 

ticket, came out May 28, with the full ticket as follows: 

Governor, C.H.Allen; Lieutenant Governor, Wm. B. Almond; 

for Congress Leonard H. Simms, of Greene County; Thomas 

B. Hudson, of st. Louis; Ratcliffe Boon, of Pike County; 

John Thornton, of Clay County; and Augustus Jones,of Wash

ington County. The Missouri Register said, nWe place at 

the head of our column this week the Independent Democratic 

tioket as it ~pears to have been settled upon by the Liberal 

Democratio party of the state~ Other candidates soon with-

. drew and the lines became defini tely drawn between the t wo 

Democratic tickets. 

The Whigs had early decided not to run a s tate or congress

ional ticket, but to concentrate their efforts upon the leg

islative ticket and attempt to oarry the le gislature and beat 

. Benton. (2) The Whig press assumed the attitude of disinter

ested spectators and repeatedl y urged their followers not to 

participate in the contest between the two Democratic tic~ets. 

Their usual sentiments are well expresse.d in the New.!::! ' 

a Whig paper of st. Louis and quoted with approval in the 

- ~ ~ - - - - ~ - ~ 
(1) Jefferson Inquirer, April 18, 1844. 
(2) statesman, Sept. 1, 1843. 
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statesman, 8S follows: "This is a oontest, however. in which 

the Whigs have nothing to concern them. It is nothing but 

a case of litigation between the desoendents of old Mr. Clique, 

by which to determine whether the law of primogeniture, which 

entails his whole estate on his eldest son - caucus born - shall 

prevail,or whether the will of Democracy shall! be established 

which devides the estate among all the children share and share 

alike.n(l) But in spite of this attitude of the Whig press 

the Whigs in general undoubtedly sUIDpath1zed with the Inde

pendents and more and more as the oampaign progressed allowed 

that feeling to manifest itself. This sympathy eventually 

developed into oonsiderable activity in behalf of the Independent 

candidates. 

While the Independents vehemently denied any conneotion with 

the Whigs (2) it soon beoame apparent that they would get a 

large Whig vote and t ~ l i6 fact was a very ' important factor in 

lining up the Demooracy of the state for the regular ticket. (3) 

The regular Demoorats left no stone unturned to prove the oon

nection between the Whigs and Independents. The Clay Club of 

st. Louis sent out a oonfidential letter to Whigs sometime in 

Maroh before the Demooratic convention met. This letter asked 

a number of questions and gave some instruotions for Whigs to 

follow in the campaign. The Inquirer got hold of- the letter 

and published it in the issue of April 4th. After that it 

- ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - . ~ 
(1) statesman, Ap 11 5, 1844. 
(2) Gen. Ferry, prominent Soft of Cooper County, came near 
fighting a duel with Haston, of currency fame, becaus e Huston 
oalled him, S Whig. Correspondence published in Missouri Register 
May 14, to June 6, 1844. 
(3) Jef~erson Inquirer, April 18; May 30: and June 6, 1844. 
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answered one question each week editorially. Two of these ques

tions which show the real Whig plans deserve quoting. First: 

"Will the Independent Locofoco candidate for governor, Horse 

Allen, sucoeed in obtaining any support, worthy of notice, from 

the Locofoco party in your county, in the event of a 'Hard' be

ing nominated by the Looofocos for governor? If so, how many 

votes do you think there is good reason to believe he can get 

among them".(l) Seoond; "Will there be a Whig ticket for the 

legislature in your county this year? If so, with what pros

pects of being elected? If not, what is proposed to be done 

with the Whig vote in August' Is there, or can there be oreated 

such a division or multiplication of candidates among the Looo

fooos, as would enable the Whigs by their votes to elect an 

Anti-Benton man?"(2) These questions were the baeis of arti

oles upon "Plans of the Whigs-Independents", eto. 

The regular Democrats emphatically denied the assertion of 

the Whig and ~oft prese, that the oonvention was against a con

stitutional oonvention, aga~nBt the district system. and in fav

or of the currency bills. They deolared that the convention 

had not gone on record for or against these questions, but had 

simply refused to conRider them as vital issues Or teats of Dem

ocratic principles, that the candidates had been selected with

out regard to these questions; but, as a matter of fact, both 

Mr. Edwards and Mr. Young, oandidates for governor and lieuten

and governor, were in favor of a constitutional convention and 

J~lf;r;o~ in~u1r;r~ AP;ii 11: 1844: - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(2) Ibid. April 25, 1844. 
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districting, and against the details of the currency bills 

(meaning the penalties and test oaths).(l) 

This position practically took away from the Independents 

their issues. and confined them to opposition to Benton, the 

only issue upon 'v,hich the Regulars would disagree wi th them. 

The chief arguments of the Regulars were those of party loyal

ty. Treachery. traitor candidates, traitor papers, and traitor 

party were common expressions. 

The s e profersions and charges were met by the Independents 

wi th charges of egotism, dictation,and tyranny against B'enton; (2) 

wi th edi torials upon "pai ns and penal ties, tes t oaths, a.nd pro-

scription"; with oharges of insincerity and hypocricy against 

the Hard~, in their attitude on districting, a constitutional 

convention and the currency bills • . Thos. B. Hud.son, in the 

let t er announcing his candidacy for Congress, said, "It matters 

not what hypocritical professions may be made in the present 

contest, the position of the convention cannot be denied. That 

position has been made known by repeated votes of the conven

tion in opposition to the District Syste~ , and constitutional 

reform, and in favor of Bills of Pains and Penaltiee".(3) The 

Missouri Register speaking of the Hards said, "The~' now strive 

to show themselves friendly to all the measures which the Lib

erals advooate. They do this because they see that the liberal 
- - - ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ (11 Jefferson Inquirer, April 11, 1844. 

(2 Missouri Register, June llL and 25, 1844. 
(3) Ws souri Register, April 3u, 1844. 
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measures are bound to succeed, notwithstanding the order 

~iven by Tom Bent on, at the outset, that refonn must be choked 

dow n. " ( 1 ) 

Party organization was used effectively and some great 

changes began to take place. In the sixth ward in St. Louis, 

a meeting was called by the Penn faction to send delegates to 

a county convention. One HarOld, who had long been with Penn, 

nominated a chairman and secretary, also long active Penn men, 

and then made an addres~l in which he denounced Penn and the 

whole independent moveceot, declared himself undeceived and 

from that time on a regular Hard - A Benton Denocrat. He then 

introduced a set 0 f resoluti ons declaring allegiance to the 

nominees of the Democratic state convention. condemning the 

dissention and in particular denouncing Thos. B. Hudson, In

dependent candidate for Congress, and declaring there was no 

need of a meeting to appoint delegates to a county meet1ng.(2) 

The Resolution was carried with but one di ssent ing vote. The 

Gran d ,31 ve~ Chronicle published at Chilicothe had ull alent; 

been with Penn, but after the convention it came out for the 

re@;ul ar nominee~, an d said t ha t the Indepen den t S would get 

little encouragement in that section.(3) 

Many letters and extracts from letters were published by 

the Inquirer telling how the Democrats were lining up for the 
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ticket, etc. The following extracts are typical. One from 

Holt County declared, "the Platte country will go solid for 

Edwards". (1) From Neosho, that the nomi nation of Edwards 

had given universal satisfaotion and that there was but one 

vote certain for the "Horse" in Newton County: (2) From Spring

fie l d, "You mey depend upon this county for an immense major

ity f or Edwards"(3)i From Greenfield, "I have been throush 

several counties in this part of the state in the last four 

weeks and I assure you the Democrats are wide awake. The 

support the Whit;8 are giving t he Independent ticket has opened 

the eyes of the Democrats. They have no notion of joining the 

Independents and brbaking down the Democratic party, merely to 

give some half a dozen hungry office-seekers a pull at the 

treasury. " ( 4 ) 

The Anti-Benton men olaimed that Benton, secretly, was not 

loyal to the national Democratic tioket for which they pro-

fessed great enthusiasm. Benton's strong preferences for Van 

Buren were well kno~n in Missouri. Soon after Polk's nomina-

tion Benton wrote a letter to the Missourian, intend1n~ it to 

be published for the benefit of Polk and Dallas, in which he 

said, "Neither Mr. Polk nor Mr. Dallas, lave had anything to 

do With the intrigue which has nullified t he choice of the 

people f •• • • and neither of them should be injured or 
~ - ~ ~ - - - - ~ - - - - - - - -

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, 
(2) Jefferson Inquirer. 
(3) Ibid. 
(4-) Ibid. 

May 30,1844. 

May 30, 1844. 
June 6, 184-4. 

- ..... 
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prejudioed by it •••••.••• The people now as twenty years 

ago will teach the Congress intriguers to attend to law-mak

ing and let president making and unmaking alone in the future. 

The Texas treaty which consumated their intrigue was nothing 

but the final act in a long oonspiracy in whioh the' saorifioe 

of Mr. Van Buren had been previously agreed upon." 

The Softa attacked Benton's letter dwelling espeoially 

upon the words "intrigue" and "Congress-Intrigue". In an 

editorial in the Missouri Register. Benton was made to say 

that Polk and Dallas were nominated by Congress intriguers. 

The editor then said, "If they are the tools of intriguers 

neither Benton nor anybody else can conscientiously support 

them. The receiver of stolen goods is as bad as the thief.(l) 

He then declared that the statements concerning intrigue in 

Benton's letters were false, that the statement that the 

Texas treaty was brought about t o defeat Van Buren was false, 

and that Benton was determined to ruin the national Democratio 

party as he had already ruined the party in the state. 

But the chief attacks upon Benton in the later part of 

the campaign and the ones whioh seemed to have the greatest ef~ 

feet were those directed against his attitude on the annexa-

tion of Texas. Benton had that Western spirit of expansion whioh 

caused him to resent the lose of a single foot of territory 

and made him always ready to see any territory acquired that 
- - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ 

(1) Missouri Register, June 25, 1844. 
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could be ob~ ained with honor. He had opposed the tre~ty 

of 1819 in 8 series of articles signed Americanus and pub

lishod in the St. Louis Inquirer, because it !ave Texas to 

Spain. In another series pu blished in the St. Louis Beacon 

in 1829, siEned La Salle, he advocated the acquisition of 

Texas and he always favored the annexation of Texas at any-

time that it could be brought about without ocmpromis1ng 

the honor of his country. 

In IS •• the Tyler administr~tion negotiated a treaty 

wi th the Republic of Texas which provided for its annexation 

to the United States.el) The prospect of getting Texas was 

hailed with delight in Missouri, but to the surprise of ev-

ery one, friends and enemies alike, Benton came cut against 

the ratification of the treaty. Why he took such a position 

immediately became a matter of controversy. His enemies 

claimed that he was actuated by contemptible motives of j eal

ousy of Calhoun, and that his arguments again~3l; th0 treaty 

were Without a basis of fact'2) His friends said that op-

position to the treqty was not an eVidence of faithlessne~ 

to deoocracy, or a break with his party and commended the 

COUra!8 and manhood which he sh~/ ed in the cont Gst. (~) 

Bente n certainly di splayed oourage in taking the position 

t.hat he did against annexation at that time. Everyone knew 

that annexation was exceedingly popular in Missouri, and no 

(1) Congressional Globe, Vol. 13, 1843-44. Pages 568,607 & 611 
(2) Miss ouri Register, May 21, 1844. 
(3) Jefferson Inquirer, Nov. 14, 1844. 





113 

one knew it better than did Benton. He knew also that he 

had a tremendous conflict on his hands in Missouri in which 

his very political existence was at stake. 

Benton said that the treaty was Ita scheme, in the part 

of some of its movers, to dissolve the union - on the part 

of some others, an intrigue for the presidency - and on the 

part of others a land speculation and a job in script."(l) 

He declared that to ratify t he treaty meant war wi th Mexico. 

He was very much averse to war with Mexico and was e-spec-

ia11y anxious to cul t ivate friendly trade relations. Prob-

ably his jealousy of and opposition to Calhoun tended to 

cause him to oppose the treaty; certainly. his knowledge of 

Spanish land grants and the claims based upon them enabled 

him to see the defects 0 f the treHty in this respect; and 

his ardent devotion to the union caused him to oppose what 

he though was a scheme to di 8s01 va i tj but no doubt his 

chief reason for opposing the treaty was that it would brin! 

on a war with Mexico. In tnia last objection, at least. 

later even ts proved that his judgement was correct. (2) The 

treaty. largely through Benton's efforts. f~iled of ratift -

cation in the Senate of the United States. He then intro-

(1) Jefferson InqUirer, July 4th, 1844. 
(2) -Ibid. 

- - - .;. 
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But why should Benton be so averse to war with Mexico? 

He did not 0 rdinari 1y avoid 8. fight. No true westerner d:!d p 

and probably the one ambition of his life was to become a 

military hero.(2) His peculiar aversion to war with Mexico 

at this time can only be understood when we view the situa

tion from the viewpoint of Benton' 8 fundamental public policy. 

There can be no doubt but that Benton's dominant interest in 

public questions was centered around the currency problems. 

Soon after the fai lure of the terri torial Bank of Misso uri t 

of wh ic h he hB, d been a di re c to r ( 3 ) ,B en ton ha d t ake n a 6 t rong 

position in favor of gold and silver as the constitutional 

curren(~y of the country; he had been the real moving spirit 

behind Jackson in the beg~nning as well as throughout t he 

fight against the Second Bank of the United States.(4) 
~ - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - - ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ - ~ ~ -

(1) Congressional Globe, Vol. 13, Session 1843-44. Page . 4~4. 
(2) Benton had joined the army in 1812, and became Colonel. 
When he quarreled With Jackson he resigned because he saw 
that he had no chance for a military career with Jackson a
gainst him. After his election to the United States Senate 
he took 8 deep interest in the army, and was for many years 
chairman of the oommittee on military affairs. Twice during 
Jaokson's administration he was slated for the chief command 
of the army in case of war whioh seemed almost oertain, once 
Wi th Franc e and at anothe r t ime wi th Mexico (Meigs, Life of 
Benton, pages 363-367). When Polk was looking for a general 
for the Mexioan war, Benton laid a plan of campaign before 
him and proposed that he himself would aocept the chief com
mand of the army and carry it out. Polk attempted to have 'him 
made Lieutenant -general but was foiled by Bent on's enemies in
the Senate. A military career is the only thing tha t ever 
tempted him to resign from the Senate. He always refused cab
inet posit! ons or diplomat io apPointalente (am such posi ti one 
were offered him weveral times) but he seems t o have been will 
ing to res ign for a mili tar.>' career at least th ree times. 
(3) Statesman, Jan. 18, l8~4. (4) Thirty Yrs. View,V.I,pp 158. ff 
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He had secured the cha nge in the r a tio betwe en gold 

and silver that had caused g old to circulate.(l) He had 

sugges t ed and always worked diligently for the subtreasury. ( 2) 

He ha d proposed too t the United States tax the curren.cy of 

the state banks out of existence.(3) In a speech in 1840, 

which was reprinted in t he Inquirer . in 1843, just after 

Benton had visited Jefferson City, Benton said, "The currency 

questi on is the grea test quest ion of the age", an d l a ter in 

the same speech, " I repeat it, the currency question is t he 

grea t que ati on {)f t he age; it abs·:; rbs and swallows up every 

other. n And it was h is attempt to pu tint .:. pract ice his cur-

rency ideas in t he state of Missouri that had involved him 

in a fight to the bitter end for his political existence. 

Benton's pOSition on the Texas tre~t y and his aversion to the 

war which he believed would fol l OW its r at ification becomes 

clear when it is viewed from the standpoint of its effect up

on the cur r ency situation in the United States and especial l y 

in t he West. 

The greAt ob stacIe to Benton t s currency schemes wa s the l acl 

of sufficient hard money for circulation. He had always 

claimed t ha t the hard money woul d come if t he small notes were 

not allowed to circulate. (.4) Hence, his effort to have the 

legislature of Missouri prohibit under heavy penalties the oir

ou l ation of s naIl no t es in Missouri. But if small notes were 
- - - - ~ - - ~ - - ~ ~ 

(1) Laughlin's Prinoiples a[ Money, pp 427 ff. 
(2) Thirty Years' View, Vol. I, pp 158. 
(3) Congressional Globe. Vol. lO~18'1-42 - 27th Congres s 81 f ". 
(')Benton'e Speech, Jefferson InqUirer, Aug. 31, 1843. ' 
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not to circulate, gold and silver must be obtained t o circu-

late in the place of t hem. Where was it t o come from? Ben-

ton looked to Mexie 0 for much 0 f it. 

In a speech in the Senate on his bill for t he admission 

of Texas he urged as the chief claim for the superiority of 

his bill over the treaty, th~t it wou ld avoid the war with 

Mexico, which the treaty woul d have caused. After showing 

that such a war wou l d b e unjust and dishonorable he said, 

"Policy and interest if not justice and honor should make us 

refrain from t~1S war • . We have, or rather had, a grea t com

merce with Mexico, which deserves proteotion instead of de-

struction. pur trade with this country commenced with the 

first year of her independence - 1821 - ani we received from 

her that year $8~OOO in speoie. It increased a.nnually and 

vastly and in the year, 1835, the year before the revolution, 

this import amounted to $8,343,181 on the custom house booka, 

besides the amounts not en tered. (1) Our sympatp7 and supposed , 
aid t o the Texmls lost us the favor of the Mexicans, and t he 

import ran down in seven years to $l,~2,817. New Orleans, 

and through her, the great West, was .. the greatest gainer by 

this import 0 f speoie wh ile it flouris bed - of course, the 

grea.test loser when it declined; and instead of dest roying 

the remainder of it, and all commerce with our nearest neigh

bor, by an unjust assumption of a war against her, we should 

rather choose to restore th is speCie import to its for me r 

-~---------~ ... -- ~ .. - - - .. ~ - -. 
(1) Congressional Globe, Vol. 13 . -18'3- ". pp 474-497. 
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maximum and increase it. We should rather choose t o cherish 

and improve a valuable trade with a neighbor tha t has mines, 

and mose s t aple produot is silver, which is exohanged for 

our agricultural product i ons, after these productions have 

gone to Eur ope or t m West Indies and been cha nged into fine 

goods or groceries. Atlantic politicians h.ot i n the pursuit 

of Texas, may have no sympathy for this Mexican t rade, but 

I have; and it has been · my policy t o reconcile t hese two ob

ject s - acquisition of .Texas and the preservtition of the 

Mexic an trade - and, t h er efore, t o eschew unjust war with 

Mexioo as not only wi.cked but · fooli sh. e, 

Benton ~n his letter · to the Texan Congress da t ed May 2, • 
1844, in which he urged the desirability of annexation with-

out war, used the same arguments a nd stress ed the importance 

of the impor t of gold and ~ilver into the United States_ In 

this let t er he said, "lor the l a st year(1843) this trade 
... 

had somewhat survived, and r ose to two million dollars; .with 

proper care it my be oarried higher, at all event s we s hould 

be careful not to drive it away by a breaoh with Mexioo. The 

whole import of gold and silve r to all parts of the United 

States was about eleven million dollars at t he commencement 

of the Texan Revolution. It has been ,diminished everywhere 

as at New Orleans; and the whole import of 1842 was only a 

fraotion over a million and a quarter."(l) 

- - ~ ~ ~ - - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - ~ - ~ - - ~ - - - - - -
(1) Benton's Let t er to the Texan Congres!2 - Inquirer, May3 0 '4t . 
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But these as well as a ... 1 other argument s ap'p eared to 

fall upon dea f ears so far as Missouri Democra ts were con

cerned. EVen the Jefferson Inquirer, probably the strong

est Bent an pape r in the eta te. in t he same is sue in which 

it published Benton's letter to the Texan Congress had 

an editorial a column in length advooating the immediate 

annexation of Texas. The Missouri Register's columns were 

full of attacks on Benton because of his position on tm 

Texas treaty, for three months before th e election. He 

was accused of being a traitor to his count ry and to the 

West in particular, of being in alliance with the British, 

and of going over to the Whigs. The letters oi Clay, Van~ 

Buren. and Benton, all opposi~ immediate annexation, were 

compared and attacked bitterly, especially that of Benton . 

A f a ir sample of th ese at t acks is found in the Missouri 

Regist er .of May 14, 1844. After c ommending the adminis-. 
tration very highly an d condemning the politicians who op

posed the Texas treaty the editor speaks of Benton thus. 

"Mr. Benton is also opposed to the annexation. but this is 

no more than one might expect of a man who .has the mean-

ness to oppose Liberal , principles in a stat e which has 

made him wqa t he is. He is a demagogue and a tyrant at 

h·eart, an d has succee.de<l to 0 long in hiding his real char

ac~er from an honest and confiding people. He is the great

est egotist .in Christendom. His Texas ]a tter abounds Wi th 

it to disgust, and his arguments about the oommerce of 
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Mexico is mere diplomatic bombast to divert attention from 

the r eal state of the case and hide the actual worth of Tex-

as to our union to the mind of every man who puts faith in 

his decep t i ve as :.-.;ert ions" • (1) Jackson t s Texas 1& tt er is 

then quoted against Benton. Another editorial; a column 

in length, appeared in the next issue under the heading 

-Texa s no w or Never"; in this the editor s aid, "What a strange 

and unnatural coalition Messrs Van Buren. Clay and Benton 

h~ve so suddenly formed i o oppose the annexation of Texas, 

etc ••••• It now devolves upon the unterrified Democracy 

of the nation, with the veteran heros Jackson, Johnson and 

Cass; the sage politicians and statesmen Calhoun, Walker, Polk 

and R~t ch1e with the present administrations to t a ke up the 

question and carry it through •••.•• It is obvious Van 

Buren stands in awe of the infernal abolitionists of the 

North, and Benton is merely actua t ed by contempt ible jeal

ousy of Calhoun. They must not be permitted to stand in 

the way of the onward and upward march of Ol r country to 

thos e high and holy destinies to which God and nature seem 

to have designed. May a dishonorable grave and a name for

ever infamous be the fate o f him who will thus sacrifice 

the highest hopes and the dearest interest of our na t ive 

land. - (2) 
- - - ~ - - ~ - - - ~ ~ - -- - -

(1) Missouri Register, May 14, 1844. 
(2) Mis souri Register, May 21, 1844. 

- - - - - - - ~ - - -
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Public meetings were held in many places, and resolu

tions were passed demanding immediate annexation. C.F. Jack

son and Judge Rawlins of Howard County, c~ndidates, one for 

the House and the other for the State Senate. and. both old 

political friends and supporters of Benton and leaders in 

the Fayet t e Clique, declared publicly in their campaign 

that they "would not vote for Benton or any other man for 

the United States Senate who wa s opposed to the immediate 

annexation of Texas".(l) The Whigs approve d of Benton's 

co urse on the Texas treaty. but th is Whig endo rsement only 

served as a further handicap to Benton in the eyes of all 

good Deroocrats(2) • 

In the face of all this opposition Benton did not flinch 

or waver on his position. He came to MisEouri 8S soon as 

Congres B adjourned and ma de a speaking tour in which he spoke 

at St. Louis, Jefferson City. Boonville, and other pOints 

and always explained the Texas question and why he opposed 

the treaty. 

The speech at Boonvil~ e delivered at a great Democrat-

ic campaign r a lly July 17, 1844, is typical of h is campaign 

speeches during this Bummer. He first declared his per

sonal disinterestedness in the election, he said that it was 

morebecoming of him t a thank th e people of Missouri for hav

ing elected him four times to the Senate of the United States 

(1) Missouri Register. June 11, 1844. 
(2) Ibid. June 4, 1844. 
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than to ask for a fifth election, that he was not a candi

date but that he left his interests in the hands of his 

frien de, the Harda. He t hen proceeded to dis cuss t he Texas 

questi on. He called on all present who had lived in 

Mis aouri in 1819 to wi tne S6 tha t he bad been the first to 

write and speak against giving Texas away and the first to 

suggest annexation. He said he had been asked many times 

since his return to Missouri whether he favored ~ he annex

ation of Texas. This quea t ioL sounded in his ears about 

like a quest~on would have sounded in the ears of Thomas 

Jefferson inquir1ng ,of him twenty-five years after he had 

wr1 tten it and supported it, whethe r he favored the Deolar

ation of Independence. Bot only had he dra~n the first 

pen against the treaty, he had wri t ten and spoken ill .favor of 

annexation more than anyone else in the world, and he had 

int roduoed a bill in the Senate for a.n nexation in the only 

possible way. He thenproceeded in great detail to give an 

account of the rna king of the treaty of 1819, and fastened 

upon Calhoun the responsibility , for giving Texas away_ He 

next made an extensive argument ·against the treaty for an

nexation negotiated by Calhoun, denounced it as "oarefully 

and artfully contrived to dissolve the union". He followed 

this with an elaborate argument in favor of his bill and 

the importance of getting Texas with out offense or war 

with Mexico, which he said would be accomplished by his 

measure. 
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Atohison had voted for the treaty and he was compared 

to Benton and held up as a truly model American statesman 

and patriot by the Anti-Benton pape r s. The Mis souri Re ~ p 

iater containe d t he following artic Ie, the headlines in 

large type: 

"HUZZA FOR ATCHISON, TEXAS, AND ~~RICA" 

"A Ie tter ha s just been recei ved in this city from that 

able, feerle a L , and indefatiga ble champion of Western in

terests, Hon. David R. Atchison. We give the following 

brief extract for the benefit 01 our Van Buren, Benton, 

Clay, ant i-American, and anti -Texas friends". It then 

quotes Atchison as saying tha t he is going to vote for the 

treaty because he thought it was all important to the best 

interests of the whole valley of the M1saissippi river and 

parti cularly to the sta.t e of M1s souri • The edi t or then 

oomments, "There is a true patriot for you. He has an 

American heart in h i s bosom, and i t "is 8a near the right 

place a s any man'a~ The successor of the lamented Linn is 

worthy of the distinguished station and honors that have 

been conferred upon him. He is far above the petty parti

san jealousies of the day, and long will the noble stand 

he has taken in defense of t he endangered rights of his 

country remain an honorable monument in his history".(l) 

~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ ~ - ~ -
(I) )(1 BSOU r1 Regis ter, May 21, 1844. 
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Benton's stand on the Texas treaty must have l ost him 

a good deal of support. It gave tho~e politicians who were 

getting tired of his leadership, or who were secretly op

posed to him a chance to come out in opposition to him on 

a popula r questi on. -.Pro bably Jackson represent ed one o'f 

these types and Atchison the other. Jackson openly came 

out against Benton on annexation and declared that he would 

not vote for him if elected t o the legislature, but there 

is no evidence that Atchison opposed the re-election of 

Benton in Missouri. He seems to have stood aloof from the 

fight aft.er his appOintment t o th e Unit ed States Senate, 

but he boldly took a position against Benton on the treaty 

when it was being cons idered in the Senate. 

At this time the election for state officers and congress

men was held early in August. At this election the regular 

Demooratic candidate for governor. Edwards, was elected by 

a majority of 6621 over the Independent candidate, Allen. 

When thi s majori ty is compared wj.th those of oth er elections 

just preceding and following. the narrow margin by which the 

regular Democrats won their victory becomes more noticeable. 

In the election of 1840 although there was a general Whig 

landslide allover the country, Governor Reynolds was elect

ed by a majority of ~86~. (1) In the November election just 

(1) Jefferson InqUirer, Sept. 17, 1840. 
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three months after Edward's election Polk carried t he state 

by 10118 majority; (1) and in 1848 King, the DemocratiC nom

inee, JW8e elected governor over Rollins, the Whig candidate, 

by a majority of at least 16264.(2). 

The Whigs at the previous election had secured 26 mem

bers in the House. This number was increased to 44, so ~hat in 

the legislature the Whigs now had 44 members in the House 

and 9 in the Senate, a total of 63 and the Democrats had 66 

members in the House and 24 in the Senate, a total of 80. 
; 

There were 133 votes on joint ballot and it, therefore, 

required 67 votes to eleot a Senator. The Demoorats 

had a clear majority of I i , but no one knew how many of 

the Demooratic members were Anti-Benton. The maps and sta

tistios inserted show t hat the Whigs mE de oonsiderable in

roads upon the Demooratic strongholds, especially in the 

oontest dror members of the legi ~ lature. They even seoured 

two of the three representatives from Howard .County, the 

home of the Central Clique, and it may have been that Jack

son's oPPosition to Benton on the Texas question was what 

saved him. The Miss ouri Register olaimed an Anti-Benton 

majority of four votes.(3) ~he Re~orter olaimed Benron was 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - -
(1) Statesman, Bov. 29, 1844. 
(2) Statesman, Sept. 8. 1848. Offioial returns for all ex
cept three oounties. These were border oounties and Dem~ 
ocratic. 
(3) !li.aeouri Register. Aug. 27, 1844. 



. WORTH 

dRC~R-
LI:WIS 

ADAIR 
GRUNDY LINN 

I ~ 

CHN\'ITONI _. II I ,\! ~CON ' ~ ..... 
I
, -_-~NRO~ -0":.:5-
, i i -~, ~Do~ ,0~ 

LA F;6.YE:TTI: : --""""(Pf( '- -AliiiM-.t----
J 

. I . P /aooNE1 \ I · ~ I ,~.-__ t-----.--- _ __-J LINCOLN -

CAss-1 JOHNSON !PETTIS COOPER (CALLAWAY-1~ I 
I i \!~ j-L, I I~ r ___ r . L"~~ \S"[CHARL 

- - I 

HENRY \ ffTANl<\\..\N 

I 
-----

E5ENTON 

I 
ST. CLAlR 

6ARTON • • I .... • 17 
/ 

/ // I GREENt. I 

I ;t 7' I ~~ i 
-----I 

I f II 

. 1 CHRISTIA':} 11m • NEWTON , 
• MUWt.L.l., ___ -l /,(, 

~~EGON ~-~EY 
OZARK 1 w h I , -L II ! I 0 I I 



WORTH 

GRUNDY 
9 

PUTNAM 

ADAIR 

I · ~ ~!=ON • .J ~ i --~N~OE -1 (fALLS ~ 
. I I' V· ~DI'" '-- • l~~ - '"'( - .. 

fAYeTTE: • lit I 'A-u-o . .L. • _ ~AIN-

. I f .6
00NEl \ 

l-
.~. · I ~.-• _____ _ . _ _ J LINCOLN -

I CASS t ,JOHNSON fPiTTIS COOPER (CALLAWAY-i§ I i \ II r._ ( .J ~ i5T. CHAf'lL 

• • 

~~E~ON 
• • 

I 
BARTON 

; IL-jt;:SPER 

NEWTON • 

I jfffto 

HENfrr 

S1: CLAlR 

\AlA"R(~~ 

OENTON 

j' 
• • 
L __ .-I 
Iot\EGON ~.-.-... i? ! RIPLEY 

I ' 1 ' , 
~"T-··L--·~· .-

'31 'C 





125 

beaten by eight votes.(l) On the other hand, t he InqUirer 

claimed Benton's electdon by from 16 to 20 votes.(2) Thus 

the August election did not determine the contest. 

The Anti-Benton Democrats redoubled their efforts after 

the electi on. Every issue of their press was' full of a t. 

tacks upon Bentcn. With the state oampaign over the editop

ials turned more on national issues. All kinds of efforts 

were made to cast refleotions upon Benton and bring him in

to disrep(te. The charge that Benton W8S really against the 

national ticket was renewed. T~e Report~r quoted Benton 

as replying to 8 compromise proposition that ~as made to 

him at t he national Democratic convention at Baltimore, to 

the effect the t Mr,. Van Buren (wit hdraw ,) by saying, "I will 

see the Democratic Party "sink fifty .fathoms deep in the 

midd l e of hell fire before I Will giv,e way one inch wi th 

Mr,. Van Buren. If we oannot obtain victory with Mr. Van 

Buren we do not want victory and will not have it.n(a) 

The editor comments, "This is 'union, concession, harmony, 

everything for the cause nothing for men' with a vengeance." 

The Anti-Benton p.ress olalmed that Benton in his Texas 

speeches was cont inually g .iving. t he Whigs materia.l to use 

effeotively against the Democrats. To prove their point 

they said tha t the Whigs had circul'ated 15000 copies of 
- - ~ - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ 
(1) Missouri Reporter, quoted in t he Statesman of Sept.6'44. 
(2) Ihquirer, Aug. 16, 1844. 
(3) Reporter. quoted in the Register o~ August 27, 1844. 
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Col. Benton's speech on Texas in Maine as campaign liter

ature.(l) He was assailed for not living in the state. 

"Missouri", it was said, "had long been a kind of political 

principality for him, while his residence has been in Vir

ginia and Ken tucky". (2) 

The violence of the contest was shown by personal 

attacks mde on Benton. His vote was challenged in St. 

Louis by a Whig who asserted that Benton did n ot live in . 

the state, and he was compelled to swear that st. Lou1e 

was his residence'~ Col. Benton had been a director in 

the· old Terri torial Bank of Missouri, which had failed in 

1819. Some one got a judgment against the .Bank and fai l dd 

of co urse to get the money - then had Benton arrested for 

debt. He was compelled to plead privilege from arrest as 

a member of Congresa.(4) ~his was done in 1843 and re

peated in September 1844. The Missouri Reg~8ter without 

any explanation of the nature of the debt said, "Col Benton 

arrived in St Louis the first of the week and he sheriff 

served a writ for debt on him the next day after he arrive4\ 

Is it not strange that that Col. Benton should be thus used? 

Certainly it is no credit to him, much less to the state 

of Mi8souri after it haa fattened him for a quarter of 

a century". (6) 
- - - .... .. .. .. - - - - -- - - - .. .. - - ~ -

(1) Missouri Register, Sept. 24, 1844, &lS0 Oot 'l, 1844. 
(2) Ibid. Sept. la, 1844. 
( 3) Sta tesl!e,n, lov. 8, 1844. 
(4) Ibid. June 19, 1844. 
(6) Mis so uri Reg1~ ter, Oct. I, 1844. 
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While Benton was never directly accused of accepting 

moneY,inainuationa were cast upon his honesty in care

fully worded language. The following is an example, 

'~herever be goes, whatever he does, he shows but one char-

acterist1c - that of a blust ering, insolent, unscrupulous 

demagogue, . . . . Many people have wondered why Benton 

hae pursued a course so suicidal to his political reputa

tion. • • • • .Benedict Arnold, smarting under the re-

pr ofa of General Washington, and in need of money, bar-

gained for the sale of West Point. Benton writhes under 

the repeated reproofs of Democracy and is poor. It has 

been charged in the National . Intelligencer,_ and as yet 

not denied, that it is the recipient of Mexican gold in 

return for its opposition to Texas. Mexico, France, and 

England are opposed to the annexation of Texas and they 

have the money and to spare."(l) Such was the character 

of the attacks made on Benton between August first, the 

date of the election of the legisla t ure, and its assemb

ling in -the la tter part of lfovember. 

According to letters of correspondents o~ the Inquirer 

attempts were made to orga nize the Whig and 8 part of the 

Democratic members against Benton. Petitions were cir

cula ted in some of the countie s where it was thought that 

Democratio members of the legislature might be influenced 

(I) -Missouri Regist;r: Sept: i7~ iS44: - - - - - - -
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agains t Bento~.~ ) These pet i ti ons were addressed to th e 

legislatOr, and asked him to vote for some good Democrat 

instead of Benton. One correspondent said that what the 

Softs could not effect by open warfare, he feare d some 

more insidious, wa~ endeavoring to effect .by strategm, 

whi~~ was only soft ism in a new form. The former was an 

undisguised attack upon Col. Benton for the avowed object 

of his political destruction; the latter was slyly and 

subtly spreading the poison of disaffection. He said that 

the annexation of Texas was the avowed object of their 

opposition, but in reality their purpose was the elevation 

of political intriguers. Another correspondent from 

Osage County told of the circulation of a paper for signa

tures, to instruct the representatiye to vot e for any oth

er good Democrat in preference to Col. Benton.(2) When 

the above statements are considered in connection with 

C.F.Jackson's active opposition to Benton on the Texas 

question, and the fact that Osage County was a "Hard" 

county and had always adhered to the Central Clique, it 

would seem that there was not only good ground for ques-

t ioning Jackson' e 10yal 1.,y to Benton, but also strong rea

sons for condemning his motives for and methods of oppo

sition, if the inference that he was the p olitical intrigu

er in whose behalf the papers of inst ruction were being 

circulated was true. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - -

(1) Jefferson InqUirer, Sept. 26, 1844. 
(2) Ibid. 
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The Texas question was still the most important issue 

as it had been before the August election. A good many Tex-

8S meetings were held and resolutions were adopted favoring 

annexation. In Benton's speech on Texas he had always de-

elared himself in favor of annexation at the earl test prac-

ticable moment. Texas meetings where Benton's frien ds pre

vailed adopted resolutions using the expression "earliest 

practicable moment", while those meetings where Benton's 

friends were in a minion ty used the wo rd "immedia t en in 

their resolutions. C.F.Jacks on addressed a Texas meeting in 

Randolph County (one of the extreme"Hard" count. ies tha t had 

always lined up with the Central Clique(, which declared for 

the "immediate" annexation of Texas, and also organized a 

league (patterned after the organization of a political party) 

for the purpos e of pushing immedia~e annexation without the 

consent of Mexioo.(l) 

A great Democratic rally was held at Hannibal in October. 

Ben t on was the re and s poke upon t he annexa t ion 0 f Texas. He 

emphasized the necessi~y of acquiring Texas, but also empha

sized the desirability of keeping the peace and building up 

our c ommerce with Mexico. He said, "However, there might 8~ise 

circumstances in which it would be necessary to annex Texas 

without Mexico's consent. For example if Great Britain, or 

any othe r foreign power should int erfere it wo uld become the 

duty 0 f the Unit ad States t o act at once without regard to Mex

ico". He said ·that his bill provided for such cases. Later in 

the day his speech was answered by C.F. Jackson who advccated 
--------- ----

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Sept. 26, 1844. 
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immediate annexation without the oonsent of Mexicd~)The Grand 

River Chronicle quoted from Bent on's spe ech an d commented, 

"This is coniliato ry, more so than we eXIe cted, and we d o not 

despair of seeing Benton and Atchison going hand and hand for 

the attainment of this great American measure on ter.ms alike 

satisfactory to their c onsti tuency and the nati on at large." (2) 

Benton in his Hannibal speech referred to his position as 

a supposed ~andidate for the United States Senate. He had spo

ken of it once before and had said that having been in the Sen

ate for twe nty-five years he did not ask a fifth elec t ion, tha t 

he was pas s ive and neutral in the question, and left the de

cision to his political frien'ds, the Hards{3He now r epeated 

what he had said at Boonville and said further that it now be-

came him to be more explicit, and to say that he should with

draw his name from the canvass if he found any dissenti on 0 r 

division among his friends. He would not be th e cause or sub

jeot of any dissention among them. No such diss ention could 

take place without injury to the party, - without impairing 

it~ harmony and unity, - without, perhaps, leading to incur

able division; and this was a consequenoe he was irrevocably 

determined shou;td never t ake place on his acoount" He repeated 

he would take care to ha va his name Wi thdrBwn, if t here was 
, 

any division among his friends, the Hards, to whose decision, 

in all other respects, he committed his fate.(4) 

111 at: Louis Republ~can: Oot : -5: 1844: - - - - - - - - - -
(2) Grand ~iverChronicle, quoted in Inquirer of Nov.14, 1844. 
(3) Benton a Bo onvil l e Speech, Published in Inquirer 7/25/'44 
(4) Benton's Speech at Rannibal Oct. 1, Inquir.~r, O~t. 17, '44. 
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The senatorial contest was hanging in toe balance. No 

one knew wh at the result would be. The date for the 8ssem-

bling of the legislature was the third Monday in November. 

On lovember 5th. the Missouri Register said, "We trust the 

two Housee united will relieve our magnificent state of 

Benton usurpation. We hope they will let him live at home 

and relieve their constituents from the neces s ity of send-

ing abroad for a man t a represent them in the Senate of the 

Unit ed Sta tee. The Demooracy 0 f Missouri ha.ve done wi th 

him. He has impuned our cause more at the present election 

than any ten Whig leaders have done. Let Benton be elected 

to the United States Senate once mODe and Missouri will be 

a Whig state in 1848. On the other hand the Inquirer of 

November 14, sa id, "At the approaohing sess ion it is be

lieved opponents of Col. Benton will let nothing go amiss 

which would have a tendency to cause. or secure his defeat. 

What the resul t will be, and hmt! far they will prove success

ful. a few days will determine. They are active and dili

gent, a nd the ir pIa DB should . be well guarded agains t" • 

From the above quotati ons from two of the leading pa

pere of the state, one Anti-Benton and th e other Benton. it 

is clear that neither side was very confident of success. 

Both were on the alert and re~dy to t ake advantage of the 

slightest opportu nity to accomplish the defeat or eleOtion 

of Benton; but neither of the above quotations sounds like 

the language of a man who was really confident that his par

ty would be sucoessful, 
~ - - ~ - - - ~ - - - - -
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As the date of the meeting of the legislature drew near 

the political tension became more intense. There were re

ports that Jackson would become a candidate against Benton 

for the Senatorship. (I) The poli ' icians gathered early, 

not only the mempers of the legisla t ure but it appears 

that the Benton men had as many of their influential -people 

come to Jefferson City 8S pos s ible on one pretext of anoth 

er and then work for Benton on the side. The oorrespondent 

of the Republican said that there were ne~rly one hundred 

men the re seeking to be selected as messenger to Washington, 

D.C. to carry the official electoral vote, all of them 

active Bentonians(2) There were ma.ny conferences am much 

caucusing and at this kind of work the Benton men proved 

themselves superior to their opponents. Wha t was accom-

plished by them is best told in th e words of the correspond- " 

ent of the St. Lonis Republican. Writ ing before the meet

ing of the legislature he said, "J.ackson is to be elected 

speaker. In this there i f:) a double operation. In the first 

plaoe, the election of Mr". Jackoon to the office of Speaker 

will buy him off from cont ending against Col. Benton for 

t 'he Senato rah ip, - a fear whio h ha s been pretty widely en

tertained, and in the next place, it onC 8 more manifests the 

influence of the Colonel's favorite measures in the House.(3} 

~ ~ - ~ ~ ~ - - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - ... - -
St. Louis Republican, November 21, 1844. 
Ibid. November 22, 1844. 
Ibid. November 21, 1844. 
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The ohief clerkship is to be given to . Mr. Huston as a re-

ward for the part he played in support of the Colonel'e 

currenc,y measures.(l) Later he sai~,"The caucus held this 

morning wa s not harmonious but the offices of speaker, chief 

clerk, etc. were settled. Al l applicants were required to 

give a pledge to support Col. Bent on, - Jackson whose re

ported split with Bento~ on the Texas question has been so 

rife goes the whole figure. ·f.'(l) 

The legislature met on lovember 18th. ~aokson was e

lected Speaker and Huston Assistant clerk. Thus the Bards 

oontrolled the organization.. After the organization was 

effeoted a caucus was held in the Senate ohamber. Acoording 

to the correspondent 0 . the. Republican, "The object was 

to whip the few Softs in~~ the traces, and to obtain their 

pledge to support Col. Benton. The meeting was by po means 

harmonious and two or three withdrew refusing to ple~ge them 

selves. The caucus determined to bri ng on the election at 

an early day this week. If they oan suoceed,the eleotion 

will probably take place ' Wednesday or Thursday.. ~he oppon

ents of Col. Benton wi11 attempt to procrastinate, and if 

they suooeed the Colonel's election may be regarded as 

doubtful. (2) 

On the afternoon of the 19th Senator Fort submitted 

a joint resolution "to go into the election of Senator of 

the United States to supply the vacanoy occasioned by the 

(1) St. Louie Republioan, Nov. 22. 1844. 
(2) Ibid. 
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death of Senator Linn, and also the election of a Senator 

to supply the place of Hon. Thos. H. Benton, whose term 

of service expires on the 4th day of Mameh t 1845, on to

morrow at two o'olook P .M." Mr. Ellis, Demoorat from the 

Eighth Senatorial district located in the Northwest, moved 

to lay on the table, which motion was lost, ayes 14, nays 19. 

As there were 24 Demoorats and only 9 higs in the Senate, 

five Democrats have voted for the Ellis motion to t able the 

resolution. Ellis then submitt ed as a substitute for Fort's 

resolution, a resol ution favoring the immediate annexation 

of Texas. The President deoided ~he substitute was out 

or order~ Ellis then moved to amend Fort's resolution by 

striking out all that portion after the word "also." The 

eff~ ct of the amendment would have be en to elect Atohison 

at the joint meeting and postpone the election of Benton. 

The amendment was lost, ayes 14, nays 19. The re s olution 

wa then passed, ayes 20, nays 13. (1) 

(1) Senate Journal, pp. 42, 43. 
The Democratic Senators voting to delay the choice of a Sen
ator for the long term were: Anderson from St~ Louis; Boggs 
from the 14th distriot oomposed of Jaokson, Bates and Van 
Buren; Detchemendy from the 26th, composed of Lincoln. 
Montgomery and Adair; and Ellis from the 8th oomposed of 
Clinton, Carroll, Caldwell and ~a~t B oounties. De t chemendy 
voted for the resolution thus changing the line up 20 to 13 
instead of 19 to 14 as it had been on t he other votes. 
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When the resolution came up in the House, Hough, a Dem-

oarat from Scott County, in Southeast Missouri, int roduced 

a series of resolutions, the purport of which was to ap-

prove the course of Atchison and to condemn that of Benton 

upon the Texas question. This was an effort to delay the 

action of the House upon the Senate resolution until after 

the time named for the Joint meeting, but the Speaker de

cided that as they were concurrent they should lay on the 

table one day before being ,oonsidered. Mr. McHenry of 

Bates County, offered th e following resoluti on: "That the 

Senate be informed that t he House will be ready this day 

at two o'olock P.M. to proceed to the election of two Sen

atore to the Congress of the United States for the State 

of M1ssouri"11) Mr. Davis, a Whig from Howard County, ob-
i 

jected to the consideration of the resolution as being out 

of order. The Speaker decided the consideration of the res

olution to be in order, whereupon, DaVis appealed from the 

deciSion of th~ Speaker to the House and demanded the ayes 

and nays. The Speaker was sustained by a vote of 78 to 16. 

Mr. Perryman, Whig from Washington County, then moved to 

adjourn, but the motion was ,lost by a vote of 60 to 37. 

Mr. Hough, then moved to postpone the consideration- of 

Mr. MaHen~'a resolution, until to-morrow at two o'olock P.M. 

but his motion waa voted down 66 to 41 and McHenry's resolu

tion was adopted by the same vote. There were 44 Whig mem-

- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - ~ - -
(1) House Journal, pp 37-40. 
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bers in the House. It will be noted that in no instance 

during the fight to del~y the election of Benton did the 

Whigs cast their full vote against the Benton men. 

When the two Houses met in jOint session Atchison was nom

inated for the short term by Mr.Fort, leader of the Benton 

men in the Senate, and received 101 votes.(l) Twenty-one of 

those voting for Atchison were Whigs. There were 133 mem-

bera and, th erefore, 67 va tes were required to elect. Only 

scattering votes were cast against Atchison and he received 

34 votes more than were necessary. For the long term Mr. 

Monroe, Senator from the 20th district, composed of Morgan, 

Miller, Camden, and Pulaski counties, nominated Col. Benton; 

and Senator Anderson, Soft Democrat from St. Louis, nom1n-

ated Thos. B. English, a Soft from Cape Girardeau County. 

Polk, Senator from the 26th district composed of Shannon, 

Ripley, Madison, and Wayne counties, desired to know upon 

what authority Anderson nominated English. Anderson said 

that he had assurances from English's friends that if e-

lected he wo uld serve. Snyder, Senat or from Cape Girardeau 

County, said that he had autho ~ity from English to say that 

he did not desire his name to be placed in oPPosition to 

Col. Benton. (2) Soon after the election English wrote a 

letter to Snyder and thanked him for what he had said con-

(1) Houae Journal, P 39. 
(2) St. Louis Republican, Nov. 26, Ib44. 
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eerning his position toward Col. Benton and declared that 

he had never gi ven hi s consent for his name to be used, and 

that he would under no circumstanoes have allowed i~ to be 

used in the contest against Col. Benton if he had been oon

sUIted. Benton received 74 vo t es, English · 32 and t he other 

votes were scattered.tl) Benton had a margin of only 8 votes 

which in itself is significant when i~ is remembered that 

the De~90rat6 had 80 members in the legislature, and that 

Atchison's margin was 34. An analysis of the vote shows that 

two Whigs voted for Benton and 8 Democrats failed to vote 

for him, t bat most of the Anti- Ben tpn Democrati c vote was 

in the Senate and came from the hold-over Senators, and 

further that it came from the Northwest and the Southeast 

as is shown by the color maps. 

The Anti-Benton foroes, olearly, had failed to perfeot 

any coalition whereby they could cast their entire vote for 

one ~n, an d the ir tacti cs were to secure t!me for organiza

tion. On the other hand, the Democrat ic organization had 

suoceeded in controlling all the newly elected members ex

cept three. 

The oorrespondent of the Republica~ in oommenting upon 

Benton'~ election said, "Benton received eight more votes 

than necessary to eleot. If five of those who voted for him 

had vo ted a gai ns t him he would ha ve been defeated; for it is - - - - - - - ... - - - ~ - - - - - - - -' - .. - .. - - -- -
(1) House Journal, P 40. 
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very certain that all of the scattering votes would have 

been given to English if it had not been known t hat the 

party had arr anged t he matter. There were more than five 

who, i t is f a ir t o infer, did not represent t he will of 

th e ir c onati tuent s." He then enumera ted a number who cast 

the ir votes fo r Benton, but who, he s aid, 'should have voted ' 

agains t him: Welbourn, of Pike Count y, ' was a hold-over sen-

ator but the county had been carried b7 the Whigs at both 

the August and the November elections; Richmond of Marion 

County had been elected with the understanding t hat he would 

represent the wishes of his oonst ituents and his country 

had gone for Clay by several hundred; Boas of St. Genevieve 

had instructions from his oonstituents to vote against Ben 

ton in his pocket when he vo ted for him; Buford of Madison, 

French of Dade, McClure of War r en, MoHenry o~ Bates,Salmon 

of Davis, Smith of Clint on, War r en of Camden, and Wilson 

of VanBuren were either elected on pledges t o vote agains t 

Benton or as Anti-Benton men. Some of them, i t was alleged, 

pledged themselves repe a tedly on the stump to oppose Benton's 

reeleotion.(l) Here are e l vven men, most of whom, at leas t, 

had be en brought to thd supp or t of Col. Benton through the 

pre s bure clf the organization. Indeed the power of the pa rty 

organization wa s so great t ha t i t not only whipped the Soft 

members of the legislature into line , but it prevented any 

Soft leader of prominence from becoming an active oand i dat e 
-~ .. -- .. ---

(1) St. Louis Republica n, No;.-26.-l844.- - - - - - - - -
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against Benton or even openly allowing the use of his 

name for such a purpose. Thus it appears that the party 

organizati on saved Benton in 1844. 

The Hard pres s was jubilant. The papers praised Benton 

very highly. All open opposition seemed to melt away and 

while Benton's victory was by a very narrow margin it ap- . 

pearl~to be complete. The Inquirer editorially expressed 

the feeling of Benton's friends thus: "Col. Benton may 

have di ffered with some of his friends upon the Texas treaty, 

but that differenoe did not even amount to a g ood hobby for 

bis enemies to secure his defeat. His elec t ion is now 

over. He still has the confidence of his party and in no 

better way couid they show it than they have. His ser

'vices are well appreciated by the Democracy of Missouri. 

Glorious Old Tom Benton is triumphantly reeleoted to the 

Senate of the United States for six yea rs from the fourth 

of March next. Proclaim this throughout the Uni on and the 

response of the Demooracy will be, "All's well".(l) 

(1) Jefferson Inquirer, Nov. 21, 1844. 



'\I.. W:::J . ~~ .. d' I PUTNAM~fISCOTLANOI' 

!1£:_~r:.rULL~VAN __ , rQ I L~WI~ 
ADAIR 

GRUNDY :I-Lrr,i~· 
-

I 
, 

I oHELf5Y • • DAVIES 5 

CAS.s 

:~ ~. _._--. 
• ATES • 

HENRY 
OENTON 

. ~--. 

, 

t-/A~· 
.5T. CLA\R . 

. J . 
ORO 

• • 

I 
• 

UC-ASilT::'·PllltoR~J 
· 3'lL . ~!I -oENT- L 

I BARTON 

: II 
t-3;'SPER 

• • 

I 
fff 
· 
I 

GREENE 
• 
I 

.Ji.L 
_ii~ 

BARRY 

WRiGHi- I 
::( 

I 

• 
I , 

OOUeLAS UHOWELL 

J t 

" 



PUTNAM 

.~ MERCER' 5ULLlV-I~ ___ I ~N I-- IvCHUYI 

~~. 
. ' I 

GRUNDY ~NNJ _- 'I -I (f), 
u 

li-eLU-t L 

j ~ t 4ft 

'"' .~._..L--

"'~r.sON 

liJ~ 

BARTON ~ I 0 ! "-f1D.AD~. . ~ ________ ~ .. ~~~ ______ ~~~~M.~ 

~t-1' I wRiGHT ~. 
- - 6REE Nt:. ---

JA PE '-___ I" ,sHANNON 

! LAWR'ENCE I. . · ! i 
-------l ----1' ~J -I' :!2 NEWTON , . 0HR'15TJA OOUG-L'"AS- ---h---- STONE] HOWELL , 

____ i BARRY L,---..L-,------ hJ~EGON-L __ _ 
M< DONALD ~ I TANEY • OZARK if ' RIPLEY 

I I · 

· i , . 
tJMAD:SOI 

1 I .i ~ BUTLE~ 
) J 11 11 

-<-c _yov uL at ~ / 

u 
) / .. II -I!-
l~l _~t!..---o.-L£ ~I 

7J;ttu ~'-L I{;M) 

~ 





140 

BIBLIOGRAPHY. 

I Source Material • 
.. . 

1. Laws and offic i al journals. 
Congressional Globe 

i ssouri 

Vol. 10 , 1841-42. 
Vol. 13, 1843- 44 . 

Constitution of 1820. 
House Journals ; 1840-41 , 1842-43 , 1844- 45 . 
Laws of , 1836- 37, 1840-41 . 
Revised Statutes of, 1845 . , 
Senate Journals; 1840-41', 1844- 45 . 

United states Census Report of 1850, table XXXIV. 

2. Newspapers. 
Jefferson In uirer (tfHard n Democratic.) Jeffer8 on Ci ty, r 

Files 1840 to 1849. Mo. 
Je ffersonian Republican . ("Hard n Dem. ) Jeffers on Ci ty ,lvlc. 

Files 1841 to 1844. 
]!issouri Intelligencer. (1 hig) Fayette,Mo . , 

Files Apr . 23 ,18l9 t o De c . 5,1835. 
] iasouri Register (nSoft" Dem.) BoonVille, 11o~ 

Files from May , 1840 to June,1841 
alsO' from August ," 1843 .to 1845. 

lissouri Statesman ( .hig) Colurnbi e. ,Mo. 
. Complete files from 1843 on . 

st. Louis Republican . (Whig) St . Louis, Ho . 

II Secon ary material. 

Com~lete da ily files f r ent ire 
perJ.od . 

Benton, Thos . H. Thirty Years' View. He York , 1897 . 

Conant, Ch .rles A. A History of [ode rn Banks of Issue. 
New York , 1902 . 

Darby, John F. Personal Recollections. s t . Louis,1850. 

Edwards & Hopewell . The Grea t West . st . Louis, 1860. 

Knox, John Jay, History of Banking 'in the United Stutes. 

Mc]aster, -Johh Bach , 

, New York, 1903 . 

History of the People of th e United 
States ,Vol . VII, New York ,1910. 

Ray , P. Orman , The Repeal of the lissouri Compromise . 
Cleveland Ohio, 1~09. 

Scharf, J. Thomas . History of St .Louis City and County. 
2 Vol . Philade1phia , l883 . 





141 

APPENDIX. 

Newspapers ~ the eriod. (1) 

rgus. 

The ancestor of the Globe emoorat was originally the 

Workingman's Advocate , a paper established in st. Louis 

in . 1831. The dvocate was sold to Bowling and llayfield 

who changed its name to the Argus and made i t ~emocratic. 

In 1838 it as purc hased by ayfield , Lawhea d and Corbin 

and became a daily . In 1839 it became the property of 

Andrew J. Davis who made illiem Gilpin editor . In June 

1840 Davis fas killed by illiam Darnes in a uarrel over 

politics and Corbin became proprietor. In 1841 the !~ 

f ailed and Shadrick ann bought the plant and started the 

Missouri Reporter. 

Boonalick Demoorat. 

Was founded in 1834 by ~ B . NaptonJlater attorney-general and 

for t wenty four years supreme judge of Missouri . The Boons 

lick Democrat waS a radical Hard paper and the chief orga n of 

that part of the Central Clique known as ·the Fayette Clique. 

It was published at Fayette and failed in the summer of l8 ~3 . 

illiam A. Hall, afterw~rds circuit judge, purchased the 

plant and started the Missouri Democrat. 

Boonville rgus. 

The Boonville ArBus ~as established in Boonville in ugnst,lG43 , 

(1) The following material was found in the newspapers of t he 
period (chiefly the Statesman and the In uirer) and in the 

( History of the Country Press" by Mis Minnie Organ,Columbic. ,110. 
1910. Unless otherwise stated the papers are kno n only throuGh 
other ne\ spaper reference. 
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about the time of Benton's visit to Boonville. It as started 

by the Hards for the purpose of upholding the "pure" Democracy 

and fighting the Missouri Register. The re is very little refer

ence to it. 

Grand River Chronicle. 

The Grand River Chronicle was published in Chillicothe,MiEsouri, 

It as established in 1843, edited by James H. Darlington,and 

was an Anti-Benton Democratic paper; but lined up for the 

organization ticket after the state convention of 1844. 

Glasgow Pilot. 

The pilot was started in 1843 at Glasgow by J. T.Quesenberry, 

and in 1844 was bought by James A. DeCouroy. It was Liberal 

~emocratic in politics .• 

Jefferson Inguirer. 

he Inquirer was established at Jefferson City in 1838, by 

E.L.Edwards and John MoCollough. HcCullough died in 1839 and 

in 1840 Edwards sold out to illiam Lusk who "SS editor until 

his death in 1844. His son James Lusk ~hen became editor and 

oontinued the publication Of the In .uirer until his death in 

1858. The In uirer was a Hard »emocratic paper, always a 

strong champi on of Thomas H. Benton and later a strong Union 

paper. Files ·f rom 1840 to 1849 are aocessible in the State 

~storloal Soc i ety Libr ry at Columbia,Mis s ouri. These files 
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form a very important source for the period. 

Jeffersonian Republican. 

The Jeffersonian Republican succeeded t he Jeffers onian in 1827. 

It was published at Jefferson City by Calvin Gunn andFFanklin 

Dunnioia until 1831, after the t ye ar by Dunn alone unt i l his 

death in 1844 when its publication ceased. It was a strong 

supporter of Andrew Jackson a bitter enemy of the· higs and a 

Haittd. ~he paper declined during its last years and is not a 

very valuable source for the period preceeding the campa ign 

of 1844. The state Historical Society a t Co1umbia,MisSG uri 

has the files from 1841 to 1844. 

Liberty Banner. 

The Liberty Banner was established in 1843 , at Liberty in 

Clay County. It was edited by eCourcy and Routt,and was a 

radical Liberal Democrati c paper. 

Missourian. 

There were several papers called Missourian. One was published 

in St.Char1es from 1820 to 1826, another at Fayette from 1837 

to 1840, and still another at arsaw in 1841. But the Miscourian 

referred to was established in St.Louis in the summer of 1843 for 

the specia l purpos e of susta ining the cause of tt ure" Democracy 

in that Ci ty. It was edi tad by Van An't\verp a Democrat from Io':/a. 

It fought the Reporter \nth special ardor during the oampaign 

of 1844. In 1816 it was · united with the Reporter and became the 

Union. 
• 
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Miss> uri Courier. 

The Courie~ was established at Palmyra in 1832, edited by 

Jonathan Angevine until 1837 when James L. Iiinor, later secre

tary of state, beca~e editor. In 1841 Joseph B.Ament secured 

the Courier, and it became "Soft" during the campaign of 1844. 

Later it was moved to Hannibal and became the Hannibal-Courier

Post. 

Missouri Reporter. 

The -Reporter was established in St. Louis by Shadrick Penn,an 

old and experienced Democratio editor from Louisville,Kentuoky, 

in December 1841, on the ruins of the Argus. It soon became a 

Liberal Democra.tio paper and the strongest Anti-Benton paper 

in the state. It was a daily and was published until Penn's 

death in 1846 when it was united with the Missourian fo form the 

"Union.. " Later the Union was merged witp the "Signal" to form 

the Missouri Democrat, one of the progenitors of the Globe 

Demoorat. The Reporter (except a ~ew copies of the year 1846 

in possession of the Mechantile Library, st. Louis) is knovn 

only through quotations and newspaper references. 

Missouri Standard. 

The Standard was a Hard Democratio paper started in St.Louis 

in the spring of 1843 for the purpose of opposing the Reporter~ 

It never succeeded well and after three months was succeeded 

by the Missourian. 
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Missouri Intellisencer. 

The Missouri lntelli~encer ,ms established at Franklin in what 

is no- ~ Ho-vrard County, as the Missouri Intel11gencer and Boons

lick Advertiser by two Virginians, Patten and Holliday, April 

23, 1819. In 1826 the paper was moved to Fayette and in 1830 

.to Columbia, and in 1835 was bought by James S. Rollins and 

others and became the Patriot. The Intelligencer was a strong 

Whig paper. The state Historical Society has files from 1819 -

to 1836. 
Missouri Democrat. 

Setv'eral ''MiSS ouri :Democrats" have existed in the Newspaper world, 

but the one referred to was es ~~blished by \ illiam A. Hall on the 

ruins of the Boonslick Democrat in December,1843. It was Hard 

Democratic, bec~me the mouth piece of the Fayette Clique, and 

was a strong Benton prp'er. Its publication 'Nas discontinued in 

Deoember,1844. 

Missouri statesman. 

The Statesman was a Whig paper established in Columbia,Hissouri, 

in 1843 by William F. Switzler. It \ as owned and edited by 

Switz1er for forty two years and is still one of the leading 

papers of COlumbia. Complete files from 1843 on are in the 

State Historical Library at Columbia,Missouri. It is very 

valuable for offiCial reports, comments upon the press of 

Missouri and political criticism. 
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Kissouri Register. 

The Register was established at Boonvi l e,Missouri, in 1839. In 

1843 Captain Ira Van Hortwiok became owner and publisher and 

made the paper "Soft." Van Nortwick attacked Benton with suoh 

vigor that the Register came to be recognized as the lending 

Liberal Demoor tio paper of the state outside of St.Louis. After 

1845 the Register passed through a number of hands and finally 

caased to exist in 1853. The state Historical Sooie~y at 

Columbia,Missouri, has files from May,1840, to June 9, and from 

August 9,1843, to July 9,1845. 

New Era. ---
The ~ Era was a ~ hig paper established in St.Louis in 1840 

by Nathaniel Paso hall. Pasohall had been one of the owners of 

the St.Louis Republican until 1837 when he sold out. In 184:4, 

a fter having 'edited the New Era for f our years, he again beoame 

~ssooiate editor of t he Republican and no mor e is found con

cerning t he New Era. 

- Osage Yeoman 

The Osage Yeoman was a Liberal Democratic paper started at 

Warsaw by ~ . T .Yeoman$ in 1843. It was radically nti-Benton. 

Yeoman sold out in 1845 to B.V. Cameron who ohanged the name 

to Saturd y Evening Visitor, and made it neutrq1 in politics. 

Ozark Eagle. 

The Ozark Eagle, first celled the Oz.ark Stand,erd, was establish

ed at Sprlngfleld,Missouri,in 1838 by Cyrus .Stark. It was the 

firs t paper in. the ozark region. Stark sold to Mitchel and 
.. 

MoKinney who onanged the name to the Ozark Eagle and published 
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it until 1842 when it was suspended. In the summer of 1813 

the Springfield Advertiser was started from the Eagle plant. 

The Eagle was a rabid Anti-Benton,Anti-Central Clique paper. 

Paris Sentinel. 

The Paris Sentinel was ~ublished at Paris,Missouri from 1837 

to 1843, when it became the Paris Mercury and its politics were 

changed from Democratic to Whig. The Sentinel was a Hard 

Democratic paper edited by General Easton. 

Ph tte Eagle. 

The Eagle was established at Platte City i.e. 1842 by E.Saneston 

Wilkerson, edited by Allen McLean • . It was moved to Weston 

in December,l842. Mclean bougpt it and moved it back to Platte 

City in 1844 and ohanged the name to Platte Argus. It was a 

Hard »emocratic paper and a strong supporter of Benton in the 

campaign of 1844. 

Patriot. 

The Patriot was a whig paper published by a company headed by 

James S. Rollins, who bought t he Missouri Intelligencer in 1835. 

After one or two changes in ownership the~~triot was purchased 

by Wm. F. Switzler and became the Mis s ouri Statesman. The 

files from Merch 1841 until it was changed to the Statesman 

January 1, 1843 are in the State Historical SOCiety Library at 

Col~bia,Missouri. 

st, Louis Republican. 

The Republican wes a daily Whig paper during the period 1839 

to 1845. The Republic of St.Louis has the complete files. 

'I'hey are very valuable for St. Louis condi tions and the ace ount -
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of Bentonls election in 1844. 

It. Louis Inquirer. 

The st. Louis Inguirer was established in 1818 by Isaac N.Henry, 

Evarist Maury, and Col. Benton. Benton was the chief editor 

until he became Senator in 1820. Henry died and Maury with

drew, and Patrick H. Ford took possession of the office for 

Benton in 1820. Ford retired in 1824 and ISS succeeded by 

Duff Green, afte~vards editor of the United States Telegraph, 

who .purchased the In" ui rer in 1826. It was sold to L.E.Lawless 

and became the St. Louis Beacon in 1828. The Inquirer is of 

special interest as the paper in which Benton's early views on 

the southwestern boundary question and the treaty of 1819 were 

published. 

St. Louis Beacon. 

The Beacon was established in 1828, by L. E. Lawless who had 

bought the st. Louis Inguirer. The Beacon was published until 

1832, and is of special interest as the paper in which Benton's 

le t ters, signed LaSalle, and advocating the annexation of Texa~, 

was published. 

Western Missourian. 

The J;estem Missourian, was establlisheo Under the name of 

Ohronicle, at Independence in 1840 by Joseph Lancaster. In 

1841 R. Vin~bn Kennedy bought a part inte r est in it and the 

name was chaneed to the W'esterh I\Iissourian. It failed ill July 

1843. It was a Hard Democratic paper. 
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