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(o) giganu'c paradox, too utterly monstrous for

solution!
—F. A. Poe, “William Wilson”

ONFLICTING EVIDENCE and interpre-
uth, they may also generate anxiety.
he Jacksonians will find in the gaggle
of contradictory interpretations, in the parade of urban pro-
letariat, rising middle classes, agrarian goodfolk, classical
economists, and others, ample: reason for anxiety. It 1s pos-
sible, of course, to react to this dilemma by suppressing con-
madictory evidence or, alternatively, by solomonly declaring
all interpretations correct in part and then proceeding about
one’s own business. Yet the most satisfactory method of re-
ducing anxiety is by reconciling the discordant themes, and
this impulse may account for the attractiveness of the device
of paradox as.applied to the Jacksonians. In the limbo of
ETSSOIT; ‘:rlll is possible. Notwithstanding its therapeutic
iy be noe;g’ thﬁ employment_ of a paradpx 1nterpretation
ik histr(fr ita an a meghanlsm by which the confusion
: ns is projected back to the actors of the
P“;lf)d- It all bears looking into.
though the contrary position often is argued implicitly,

WHILE C
ations may produce tr
And those who survey t
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an interpretation of the Jacksonian movement should begin
at the beginning. Here we have Jackson, the hero of New
Orleans, a man who projects himself back into the public eve
with his resolute actions in the Seminole Campaign and why
receives from congressional criticism and ultimate acquittal
an extension of public attention. The “Old Hero,” man of
action and defender of America against its enemies, triumph.
antly tours the Eastern cities in 1819 as the country enters a
new crisis. The country next discovers Jackson, the proposed
presidential candidate, as a local conservative Tennessee po-
litical faction advances his name in order to regain advan-
tages on a state level.! Support spreads rapidly—despite the
limited objectives of his local backers. Jacksonian sentiment
emerges in Alabama, Mississippi, North Carolina, and in
Northern cities.

In the locus of that initial support is its essence. A Calhoun
lieutenant attributes Jackson’s popularity early in 1823 in
Pennsylvania to “the grog shop politicians of villages and the
rabble of Philadelphia and Pittsburgh.”? At a Cincinnati
Clinton meeting, an attempt is made to reverse the organ-
izers’ proposal and to support Jackson for President and
Clinton for Vice-President. William Green, who jumped into
the Clay camp after the derailment of Clinton’s candidacy,
describes that meeting (a meeting presumably swelled be-
cause of unemployment resulting from a fire at the large
steam mill):

A powerful excitement in favour of Jackson among some
men and more boys, seemed to threaten a dissolution of the
meetng. . . . the noise on the occasion referred was charac-
teristlc of the cause it was attempted to promote. The cries
of "1:51(‘: Hero of New Orleans,” “Hurra for the 8th of Jan-
uary,” were calculated to inflame the passions of an igno-

rant multitude, and did so. . . . Better that N. Orleans had
been lost. , . 3 .

El
sewhere, the early Jackson support is described simply as

“th it
decfa];:{:El& e people, the rabble, the ignorant multitude
and clﬂ:ef«fnﬁdmmwe5 Earl?_ for the O14 Hero, the man of action

er of America against its enemies. Who could

compare with him?
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_—— “people” were soon joined by politicians and po-
N c:] factions with ears to the ground and ends to be served.
%[ltl()hiu, local political leaders amt_l a rural political organiza-
;?on shifted to Jackson as the Clinton campaign dissolved.

N Pennsylvani-a, opposing parties vied to lead the fight for

ackson, and in the process the Calho}m campaign was
shelved. In Maryland and Neut ‘Je'rsey, displaced Federalist
and disappointed Calhoun politicians chose Jackson as the
man to lead them to their deserved rewards. The election of
1824 gave Jackson a plurality of electoral votes; yet the for-
bidding John Quincy Adams was selected to be President in
the House of Representatives. The Jackson moveme
had at its head the man of action, the choice of the
and the victim of the corrupt bargain of base and dj
politicians.

Once in office, the Adams administration displayed the
strong nationalistic tendencies of its President and Secretary
of State and generated, in the process, a congressional oppo-
sition which consisted of Jackson and Calhoun men and the
Old Republican supporters of Crawford. The Calhoun men,
united by ties of ambition and then by opposition to the
national policies, were the first to merge with the Jackson
cause; subsequently, the Crawford men led by Van Buren
ame over, convinced that Jackson was more likely than
Adams to support a Jeffersonian program of limited central
sovernment. Jackson was not the first choice of politicians,
with or without programs, but he was available. |
Now the Jackson coalition prepared for the next election.

NEWSPHPEIS were established around the country to s]?read
the Party line. Correspondence and vigilance committees
emerged to guide and coordinate local activities. Legislative
bills were tailored to increase support from doubtful regm]“_iﬁ-
And the people were provided with songs, slogans, and ta ISE
Mans to reinforce their faith. Jackson was the car}dlclét? 0
the People, and the people were urged to support himkagamst
their enemies, It was a successful campaign, Wlt? Jai SDI';"?-
‘lVing an overwhelming majority of Elﬁtgﬁi :rl?ees-eo 12
JﬂCkson machiiic had elected a premdent, peop
gloried in their triumph.*

The Hero in office, believing

nt now

people
shonest

himself to be the champion
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of the people, did not disappoint hislnflost enthusiastic fo).
lowers. He defeated in battle nationalizing tendencies in hj;
Maysville Road Veto, defended the integrity of the nation in
the nullification controversy, and entered into conflict with
the greatest of all monsters and enemies of the Republic, the
Second Bank of the United States. In return, the people re-
elected Jackson and then gave support to his chosen suc-
cessor. Van Buren, in his turn, punctured the little monsters,
the state banks, which had puffed themselves up and feasted
at the leavings of their old master.

Not all of Jackson’s original backers, however, were
pleased. There were defections. Advocates of national public
works and protective tariffs, upholders of Southern states’
rights, supporters of the national bank and then of the state
banks in turn left the Democratic party. Men of wealth,
alarmed at what they considered a spirit of anarchy, shifted
into the opposition—though they left behind some who were
not prepared to move.5 The Whig party, a party composed of
old opponents of the Jackson men plus recent defectors, a
party blatantly united only in its opposition to the Demo-
Cratic party, took the field against 2 party which itself had
been united largely only in its opposition to the Adams ad-
ministration. In 1840 the Whigs, with a Western military

hero, a well-organized campaign of ballyhoo, and a depres-
Sion on their side, were given thei

ich the “ : €énemies. In par-
the “presidentia] issue” was used,
evel, by ambitious pyel: s 1

son which surprise

d and discomf
The shock of Jack e g

Son's own Tennessee
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of Calhount and_Crawford men—fall this was the product of
, movement wf_m_:h' caught fire without the manipulations of
established politicians. Once the support for the Old Hero
had been qe'monstrated, Ol'l.ljf Fhe blind, the entrenched, or
the unambitious among politicians could ignore it. The poli-
icians followed the “people”; unfortunately, many histo-
rians have followed the politicians.

But, then, who were the “people”? In the 1828 election
when ]ackson received 178 electoral votes to 83 for Adams,
he carried only b6 percent of the popular vote. (Nor did the
proportion change significantly in subsequent elections.)
And since it is doubtful that the “enemies of the people”
constituted almost half of the population, it is apparent that
many of “the humble members of society—the farmers, me-
chanics, and laborers” did not vote for Jackson. Nevertheless,
neither the closeness of votes nor the employment of leaders
drawn from a common stock implies the identity of the two
parties. For the Jacksonians deployed a unique rhetoric, a
rhetoric chosen for a purpose—and people believed it.

In states where the Jacksonians campaigned actively and
called upon the people “'to come forth in their own sufength
and majesty,” they came. Voting participation rates climbed
—with special gains in those Middle and Western s_tate:
which had been the main target of the Jackson campa119-;1'1.f
This was a rhetoric consistent both with the earIY_aPEf’“] 2
Jackson and with old Republican dogma: a call a'gmnst ar}f-

i . arference with a provi-
tocracy, privilege, and government Inte 1. the it
dential order; a call for the simple, the natué‘;t}af“ f‘]mm
These were clever appeals, but that 1n no ]T::ﬂi It 1-.-'3-3 easy
the fact that they struck a responsive ¢ '

i eir enemies, but what
enough to call the people out agams; th-h e sealandiehe
determined their enemies? Clearly, bot

siatiire - of tHEEE 1O whom the appeals were directed must be

2 csonians.
central in an examinﬂtlfi"s“ Oi;};efgiihzoAge, John W. Ward
In Andrew Jackson: ym

y : temporaries as
cXplore " of Jackson by con
lored the s mbolic us€ ] y

the val he pf:ric::n:l.8 It ‘;;;Tsl;m agii
‘ 5 ‘ 1T ] w 1Cihh S

a way of reve_alm.-_-, hasized the role f:rE nature 1 o
!le found, which frﬂzmial order, wl}lch stressed the role of
its faith in a prov! il which pelieved that the man who
man’s will. It was an €
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strove, who exerted his wil? to cnpquef nature, would receive
his just rewards. An age in wthh l\iature and Provu.:ience
united to provide the man of will ’Wl'th th(::- opportunity tg
create his own destiny, it was an age in which every success
was further proof of the beneficence of the order. And for ,
time which stressed such values, Andrew Jackson, orphan
and self-made man, man of action and man of iron will, was
a fitting vessel.

Many of the same themes appear in Marvin Meyers’ ex-
amination of Jacksonian values.” Here again the emphasis is
upon steady work, upon an industry honest and simple. It is
the view of an order in which industry, economy, and useful
toil are certain to be rewarded in an ideal world; a world in
which the industrious stand in opposition to the idle and
speculative. In such a scheme, where the artificial and un-
natural were equated with evil, the place of government was
a logical one: the ideal government was one which removed
itself from interference with the natural order. In a world of
bliss, th»:_a-re was no place for the legislation of bliss, 10

In tl}lﬂ context, the main Jacksonian pol icies——opposition
spcion of e ameers; 1Y toward paper money
place; al] invo?ve resistane'rprlse af'ld pUblic del?t——-fall -
and just order Meyors ;:E 0 an mterferem,:e.thh a natural
el _ ~ rprets these policies and the ac-

1Panying appeals as reflecting the desire of e
Mmaintain or restore the virtues gf " ']ﬂc. e
an earlier and simpler age.

They were 1
» 1€ argues, appeals ¢ :
= oOag : :

areturn to an ol 5 afner:'atlondfvhl;:h sought
a paradise lost,

Vet Mo thrarlan republic, tq
knows that this was a

_ sessed by facts.
eri i . A
period of rapid €conomic chanoe . sy .
8¢ and he jg familiar with

Mterpretations of
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sult of the tendency to think_ in terms of an archetypical
rackwnian. If we recall the coalitional aspects of the Jackson
" gremeiity if we move away from a composite Jacksonian,
can We understand better to whom this imagery and rhetoric

appealed?”

Clearly, the men whose values and status should be ex-
amined first (both in order and in importance) were the
farmers. They were, after all, a significant majority of the
population. However, despite their numbers, despite the de-
scription of Jacksonian rhetoric as agrarian rhetoric, despite
speculations that the Jacksonians wished to return to an
earlier agrarian republic, farmers get little attention from
historians of the Jacksonians. The lack of emphasis 1s strik-
ing. There are analyses of party workers, bankers, manu-
facturers, trade union activists—of any individuals who
succeeded in detaching themselves from the mass. Yet the
farmers, unorganized, anonymous, and collectively most 1m-
portant, are largely ignored.

When the farmer’s political behavior 1s considered, it be-
comes readily apparent that although much Jacksonian rhet-
oric was directed toward the farmer, the most noble of all
men, he did not direct all of his collective favor toward the
Jacksonian party. Why? Was the type of appeal made by [hg
Democrats more attractive to a particular type of farmer:
Can one, in fact, talk accurately about the farmer or Were
differences among farmers great enough to “}“kehth::i;:;f'
leading category? Were the differences ot ;1rem¢;rs ﬂang
- of farmers greater than differences between fz

other catecories? . o rall
Lhe pi:ture of the farmer during g p]erlqd 1Si:;:J;l‘::l‘ll-li{f'fflselYf

o e either clearing :
that of a new settler taking land, red it. With the aid

: : o clea
or purchasing it from a person wh e o, he b
of the major transportation changes

. kets. His land value rises;
1s ab distant mar
1s able to produce for dis

1 -« 1and. Often he be-
he i . land or improves h_ls lan e s
e o et in the speculative value of his lan

comes more inttzrestel‘iile‘ s the rising entrepreneur in farm-
than in productionl: icultural capitalist. For him,
ing; he is the €xp _and other advances are tools
ion change> higher returns.

transpnrtatl

which provide the oppPor
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Yet this is not the only farmer of the period, T Ver
changes benefitting the_- ﬁxtst farmer t_end to add to anothe,
farmer’s problems. While improved river transport and pe,,
canals aided both the Western farm§r and the consumers,
“western wheat demoralized _farme-rs in the older communpj.
ties, who were already struggh‘ng w1t!1 declining fﬁ!l’tlht}{, low
yields, parasitic infestations, increasing _costs,fand _declmmg
prices.”*® These latter farmers, the wctuEas ol regional spe.
cialization effects of transport chang?s, I'I'llg:ht tend to center
in the older regions of the Middle States, in New Englafnd,
in parts of the South. Some might respgnd simply by moving,
others by shifting into different agricultural products in
which they had a comparative advantage, and others I_)y
working their land even harder. There were two farmers in
this period, and one had good reason to be discontent.

But how could nature’s nobleman, the hardy farmer, 'the
member of the steady honest class, reconcile the disappoint-
ment ot his goals with his vision of a world in which men re-
ceived just returns for honest labor? His vision provided him
with an answer: one could €Xpect to receive one’s reward only
if self-seeking men had not upset the natural balance by ob-
taining special privileges and other obstructions to justice
from government. Here, then, was a farmer to whom the
Democratic party could appeal—an embattled farmer, a dis-
appointed farmer, a declining farmer,14

Of course, if the embattled and declining farmers were the

Democratic farmers, the Jacksonian Paradox as applied to

farmers would be somewhat weakened. One would not be
able to argue that these fa

old republic while advancin

aspects of the new o :

a.ristoc.racy. It was banking which altel;:'aper, and the paper
tionship between Prices an q

& t !
a two-edged Sword ip, thee :1?;11: E?tf?:
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15 And theirs could not be a — (73)
¢, for government action was necese concept of
the evil which had been done. The “independ sary to undo
the farmer, who ask[ed] nothing from his go ent silence of
equal laws, and nothing of heaven, but raiE vernment but
was replacefl l?y the demand, “Get out of m Hnd'suns:,hine,,

By combining, then, our knowledge of thz: slllnllght. 16
sonian appf:als z}nq of the changes in the fortu ature of Jack-
in the p?rlod, it is possible to suggest the hnes (;lf f:iu‘mers
farmers in relatively declining regions were zlpot esis that
vote for the Democrats than those in relativel riOTe hke}y to
%Shouldfbe emphasized that we are not az‘gusil:g 1;161%10“151-
hafisignrezgé?le:z wele vising fﬁr_mers or that rising farmjrs
riofold: that deg?;?ngegfgjrt;c&Rather our iuggestion is

: W ere more likely to vo
Efe?l:giaa:;i- etl:)z;n wire rising farmers in any regiony(becau:z
of declining fargr?c sonian appeals), and that the proportion
b ers was likely to be higher in the older or
ypassed areas than in the emerging ones.7
One of the most significant attempts to examine a hypoth-

;Slisir‘fdt?(l)srn:ture and to gmploy the type of information re-
: test occurs in Lee Benson’s The Concept of
Jacksonian Democracy. Utilizing county and township data
for NEW York State, Benson examines the argument that the
Whigs were ““the prosperous farmers living on better soils or
alO“g good tran5portation routes”’ and the Democrats, “the
poor or less-well-to-do farmers.”® He concludes, after look-
Ing at figures on voting and housing assessments, that there
18 no basis for this traditional claim; on the contrary, “the
Democrats tended to find their strongest support 1n Canecrt
Newrv York among groups 1i\iing”i;1 long-settled areas and en-
oyng cons1derab1e.prosp6f1tY- disprove the hypoth-
Benson’s conclusions may appear to © P
: £ so, it is only because he
esis we have suggested above; t ¢ his observa-
is not entirely precise in the interpretation w o
. thesis relating declining fa’rl:ners‘to
tions. Whereas t_he hypo . statement which requires 11-
the Democrats 15 mlnomic status, Benson examines a
formation on chang® "lth to voting affinity. In his
static pTOPDSition e idered, there is no place

.s and in the

s in €co

ating W€
variables cons
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for change or for the responses t? change. And, as Jacksoniap,
appeals reveal, it was change which was central to the perioq,

A conclusion that the Democrats received their strongest
support from farmer§ in the wealthi.est regions is not neces.
sarily inconsistent with tht? sugge_st%on thqt the DemoFrats
were supported by farmers in declining regions. A relatwel_y
wealthy Eastern farmer could be th_e farmfer whose econpm;c
position was declining. Yet would it be his wealth or his de-
clining status which attracted him to the Democratic posi-
tion? In several places, Benson indicates that the. prosperity
of Eastern farmers was due not to their enterprise but pri-
marily to their “headstart.” “Yorker families,” he notes, “‘had
decades, often centuries to pick out the best sites, accumulate
wealth (and status) and pass it on to their descendants.””2® Of
course, the best sites of decades and centuries ago were ob-
viously not the best sites of this period—and accumulated
wealth and status were not necessarily accumulating wea'lth
and status. In this light, what did it mean to be “enjoying
considerable prosperity’’?

Actually, it is even questionable whether Benson correctly
identifies “prosperous” economic units. His variable for
wealth, the average value of dwelling unit per family, tells
us more about previous investment in housing than it does
f’}f’““t prosperous farming units, and it is supported only by

“hpressionistc’” e}'ideme about the relative position of
e i s The image of grand old ouses co
ing over declinin D:;I:io castern New Yorl:c and now presid-

DThE signiﬁcansi S !Tlargm,%] farmland is a powerful _one.

€Ctional differences ang the identifica-

: [T . X -
;?:notfhcfld;r (“wealthier ) regions with rural Democratic
gth in New York revealed in Benson’s study are entirely

consi 1 i
Stent with the argument relating declining farmers to

the ]HCk'iOIlian pers 1
[ Jack suasion. And as g s
discussion, New T €nson notes in his own

ay not be an .
correspondence betweep €Xceptional case. (The

areas of long-4; :
port and areas of low Jang value hag gf e Democratic i

hypothesis is not challenged: ne: ten been noted.) The
properly tested, 22 8o, neither, thc‘“gh, has it been

Were there any other groups

' ' (or segme
sides farmers which had re S
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changes of the ]z}cksc:’nian perit_)dP Among the other “humble
members of society, mechanics and laborers, employment
and price fluctuations or economic dislocation could easily
be a source of discontent. The same transportation improve-
ments, for example, which aided Western farmers and de-
moralized Eastern farmers were logically such as to disrupt
the activities of those Western mechanics who had previously
functioned behind the natural tariff wall of high transporta-
tion costs; and 1f these mechanics searched, they could cer-
tainly find a scapegoat in the presence of a bank which facili-
tated the import of Eastern merchandise.?® Yet there were
more far-reaching changes than these, which increased the
insecurity of many members of the remaining two humble
classes. -

The Jacksonian period was one in which master mechan-
ics found themselves threatened by the emergence of the
merchant-capitalists. “With easy access to credit,” this new
group “began to invade the mechanical trades and to estab-
lish small-scale factories.”?* For masters who founfl them-
selves undersold by quantity production, an obvious re-
sponse was an attack on what they considerf:d the source of
their problem: the banks, which made possible t}]& e ad
ing activities of their favored competitors and which thus 1};1
creased the difficulties of those who earned theﬂ‘hmz]e%n Z
labor. Another response for a master, though, was the attemp

itali hifting to a greater
0 hant-capitalist by s ing
e 3 heap labor in place of more

use of apprentices as a source ?f ¢ hifting the pressure to the
. . S
FDStly journeymen. This reaction, ‘vir;Y on the part of the

1 ct1 :
Journeymen, produced trade u;norl; jentinﬂ‘ b ing
] i intent of p g
Journeymen with the inten

i . the organization of
i ovations 11 g \
of craft skills and status. Inn e g
industry during this period clearly were th
) o]

tent for some mechanics. . the 18305, though, for the jour-
- ns 1 X . ras
g i“ co;;eer (and other smalll E‘l;’;”;?es:ﬂfélzn?ﬁ;
e m a/. 0O : ¢
neyman and the ma rease from 1834 to 18
the enormous price 11¢ ocer, price changes upset

or, the gr :

businessman, the contract a s g pa

$ al relations betw nd p 0
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“Wage-workers, already concerned over thei1: loss in status,
became desperately alarmed over money-efglmgs, which ex-
changed for less and less fooFi :Eind shelter.. f

For those injured by declining real wages, there were two
resorts: an attempt to 1ncrease money wages Et least PTGF?I‘
tionately to price rises, and /or an attack o.n the §3uri?ﬁti;d!:;
flationary tendencies. Generally, that source was 11] enms .
the banking system—and in particular, t-he ‘s‘ma } n?urr:nc
erated by the banks. In the Loco For_:o claim asl t E; " me
expands, the loaf contracts” was typlﬁed‘the be uie . ‘Th;re-
notes operated as a tax upon the laboring peop 2l activits
fore, the participation of wage earners in trade uni stgack the
to raise money wages and in p{)lltlﬂal.COH]lti;}ﬂ to atte
banking system were in no way inconsistent.” R

Both in trade union activity and in the struggle again: o
inflationary tendencies of the banking system, there 1:ﬁﬂ;(
common assumption that wage earners suffered frm_nhai S
position relative to the power of other gmups.“’l: i
society. And central to this weakness was their 1na }1h Ym-
combine—both for legal reasons and also because of the 1d‘€
ture of their productive activity. In relat10n§h1P 30 tr{de-
union activity, this issue was often raised; umon'ﬂ “"'?re f
fended as a countervailing force against the combmat_mn§ 0
others. Thus Frederick Robinson argued: “the capitalists,
monopolists, judges, lawyers, doctors and priests . . -'k“"“’
that the secret of their own power and wealth consists in the

strictest concert of action. . . . Unions among themselﬁ:
have always enabled the few to rule and ride the people.
Or, as John Greenleaf Whittier complained:

The merc'hants may agree upon their prices; the lawyers
upon their fees; the physicians upon their charges; the

manufacturers upon the wages given to their operatives:
but the laborer shall not ¢

: 1bore onsult his interest and fix the
price of his toil and skill. If this be the law, it is unjust, op-
pressive and wicked.29 '
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b am Carrol]
. depreciated
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cause the expansion, and co vious.—The bankers who
(or increase of I‘ic;:s d consequent depreciation of paper,
the same) Wrep . just as you choose—the meaning is
They act simcult mcorporateqﬁmn?e“ed#m“ce““’ated-
a1l Tabosers an.eously_ an+d r_1mmed1ate.ly. But mechanics
i are m_mply_ mdlwduals——u_mncorporated-—-un-
wagin pursuing different occupations, and frequently

g opposite pursuits.®

thfg; was it only the bankers who were flble to swim with
ool e of bank money. “There 1s a privity of interest and
Eehng between these banks and the merchants and specula-
- dependent upon them. The latter anticipate the expan-
s1on, They expand with it. They govern their dealings by it.
But the mechanic and the laborer are only aware of it when
everything they consume is cracked Up 1'00 or 200 per cent.
upon their hands.” A belief in their relative weakness (attrib-

uted often to unequal ]egislation), an acceptance of the quan-
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T e - s -

kingmen's partics may be viewed as a wing of a gen-

th Worvement which centered 1n the Democratic party. As
ail cgnClUded, the existence of workingmen'’s parties re-

Pess

Jls that “an important rr_linori_ty 1n thc_s Jacksonian Era
" 6 disenchanted with their society and its institutions.”’38
;id much of this diseqchantment was the disenchantment
f the injured and declining rather than that of the rising.

Thus, consideration of economic changes during the Jack-
sonian era indicates that not all groups within the society had
reason to praise the changes which were occurring. Some in
this period found their positions and status under attack or
deteriorating; and they were likely to respond to Jacksonian
(or more extreme) attacks on government—granted privi-
leges, public spending, and paper money. In this sense, it may
be argued that the Jacksonians represented, partly, declining
groups. An association of the Jacksonian persuasion with de-
clining groups is a natural one; Meyers himself notes that
the political analysis of Jacksonian Democracy would be sim-
pler and clearer “if the Jacksonians could in fact be taken for
mnocent—still better, struggling—victims of external social
changes.”3® Tmpressed, though, by the economic changes of
the period and the apparent role of Jacksonians in creating
them, Meyers rejects this possibility and creates in its stead
the paradoxical Jacksonian, the man who backed into the
future. The Jacksonians need not be viewed as only the losers
O.f the period; it is sufficient to suggest that a significant por-
tion of them, however, were.

Where does this leave the expectant capitalists, the rising
merchants and manufacturers, the frontier achievers who
have generally been identified with the Jackson party? And
what of programs in Jacksonian and workingmen’s platforms
which were designed to appeal to men on the make, men who
supported reforms in order to rise? Obviously, there were
many of these men among the Jacksonians—more than can
be accounted for by the availability of patronage and favors
from a successful party. The Jacksonians were a coalition of

rising and declining men; but on what basis were they able

to unite?
For people unsatisfied with the status quo, the belief in a
beneficent natural order provided an obvious scapegoat to
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explain the failure of gualg—nﬁnl-]mzdilic::fiztg; The yy,.
happy risingmasu_zr mechanic and the Ef .ﬁ*h I €r coulq
easily agree that 1t was the existence of arti cia P.I'IV{lngS
which was the bane of all. Thus, the attack on artificial inte.
ferences with the natural order was a logical recourse for
those who failed to receive their Just rewards (as defined },
themselves). This was clearly the argument c:_f men on the
rise, who found themselves confronted by special prwﬂe‘ges;
yet it was similarly the cry of injured men. WhE{eas histo-
rians have heard in the Jacksonian appeals the voice of the
rising middle classes, they have largely turned a c}eaf ear to
the supporting chorus from men who were the victims of eco-
nomic change.
As the discussion has developed,

increasingly to the fore s that of
should be. The battle over

the issue which has come
banking. And this is as jt
Privilege in the Jacksonian period
was primarily one over the privilege of banking. Banking
dominated both national and state politics in all regions, and
'L 1S not unimportant that hoth parties attempted to pin the

“bank party” Jabe] on the other, For banks were the mon-
Sters, the unnatuyg] thin
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o wpuismwiilon b ks oy, s
existing banks in his own town chatn:i imited oo i

. eled to his more re-
spectable competitors; and boosters and entrepreneurs in
new industries saw older, more traditional callings favored
by banks dominated by representatives of the latter. Limita-
tion of bank charters meant that established groups, estab-
lished indus'tries_, established regions were in a position to
gain and maintain undue influence and power.

For the excluded credit seekers, the further extension of
banks, in both newer regions and older regions, was a first
demand. Where efforts to achieve this were unsuccessful,
however, the solution was cither a removal of all privileges
or a removal of all controls over the extension of these privi-
leges. Eliminate artificial privileges which produce injustice
and unnatural power or extend these privileges sufficiently
to Temove any suggestion of power and monopoly: this was
the program of rising men, of rising sections, of rising indus-
tries.#2 The dominant tone was that of men who expected to
rise once unnatural and discriminatory constructs were re-
moved. And there appears to be no reason to associate such
men more with the Democrats than with the Whigs. While
Democrats (particularly in older regions) often fell into this
category, Whig supporters, especially of the A‘nt}-Masomc
variety, were as likely to attack monopoly and privilege from

this perspective.

For those individuals wh
was that of currency takers,
of the period. Both becaus

lated below face value and becau ;
contemporaries attributed to bank-note issues), the power of

. : en as the power to tax. It was
banking was ]udged by such m . bpmen o regklie
a power to tax which was condemned DY

uncurrent money or who found their returns r'ising less rap-
idly than their costs, bY men who were struggling of declin-

1 hard-money Democrats.
e i ?z;rg;;flrial demand for more banks or for
Clearly, an €n T

- ati ¢ banks and a currency
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control over
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drawn distinctly. As long, however, as the cop, flict g
werebetween defenders of exz'stz'ng banks and those disturp, ed
one

by the status quo, rising and declining groups coulq unite
u?zder the same banner. All could agree: the banks were .

source of power for a selected few, were the product of ;s
criminatory legislation which upset the natural balance, angq

were the enemy of the people. What was uncertain, though,
. 44
was whether banks per se were al] these things.

One way of examining the differences between those

Democrats who represented declining elements and those
who fit the stereoty

pe of rising men may be to Investigate the
distinction between hard-money Democrats a

nd those more
“moderate” on the bank

issue. It should be possible to study

e-difference between the two types

r than that between “moderate
Democrats and Whigs 45 14 subsequent
4 pattern, thep

» the expect
Y related o ¢

\ e ]acksonians; rather, the declin-
Mg or embattleq Mman who gty :
appear the p,

_ 8gled against change would
OTe unique Jacksoniap 1s And this conclusion
m not only to the image appr

bu 3] OPriate to the Jack-

: also tq the identjtjes discovered by
€ Studjeq € Tising men ip each

CKsonian ;

men, with e gzzlliﬁc-luded both rising men and

: In 5,
tin the arty, then wh e repl‘esentmg the
as risip hay

8 Menp 1y .ave the Jacksonians
udy dopy; ant 5 pPart, j¢

-~ May be due to the
lnlng e]e
Ceptive tendenc

T'Sing individua]s or
e eri 47
: J Inay be OPeratjye ne2d
Systematic studie

€en identiﬁed
tendencies ¢, st

to ignore dec]

f Since g}, €t a more de-

S O the . s €re

one is inclined ¢ a4 Tistics Ay
' O conclyude hat : € Jacksonians

1°MaNS a3 rising me has beey, pficatioy of th k-

Jacksonijan Nationga] Politica] 0 ?Jac :

Period of rapid ec




he Jacksonians: Paradox Lost?
T j 0Sl: ( 83 )

tori-ans have assumed that the_ policies pursued by the Jack-
sonians produced (and were intended to produce) the eco-
nomic changes of the period.

But why assume t.hat Jacksonian policies had anything
(sigpiﬁcant) to do with .the economic growth of the Jack-
sonian Era? The Jacksonians had little to do with the flow of
capital from Europe (which also made its way to Canada and
Australia). In fact, the Whigs were often more enthusiastic
advocates of public projects, which generated the securities
for foreign investors. Nor does the argument emphasizing
the assault on the Bank of the United States and the subse-
quent flood of state banks provide much support for the view
that the Jacksonians changed the course of development.
Even assuming that the expansion in the number of state
banks had a positive effect on economic growth, it began
before Jackson’s veto. In New York State, for example, the
expansion followed the passage of the Safety Fund Act in
1829, which broke a long impasse over the chartering of
banks. And in Ohio, banks which had failed were re-estab-
lished and banks previously authorized were placed in opera-
tion—beginning in early 1831. The expansion of state banks
occurred as the demand for banks rose; and this was a func-
tion of the expansion in general econorgic activity. It was an
expansion in the number of banks which OE:c_urred via spe-
cific state charters—not via laissez-faire policies. .Here, too,
contemporary records suggest that a large proportion of state

bankers were Whigs- . _ —

The ]acksonian paradox, the idea that Jacksonians, t oug
opposing economic progress, .| fact cleared the path for 11]1:,
has as its base the assumption that the Jacksonians actually
n unsubstantiated as-

. : is 18 a
did foster economic change- This _
sumption and without it the paradox disappears. Attempts

to explain the paradox by arguing fro?}kthecgz?l::é to ;:1;
particular, by creating hybrid, Janus-like, onfuss ,n}:] i
doxical Jacksonians. ed by the “e%eih Of 1_1]r ”
and declining men in this age of rising me;ll,.. K e fai ufre
recognize that not everyone ber}eﬁts, in the short run, from

. . advance. The suggestion here has been that 1t was
CCOI'IOE:II.C s, these farmers; laborers, and mechanics, who
these]w}?g:ll?; s dominant tone.*® But this
gave Jacks
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would imply that t}'l
that studies of leadin

e “campaign claptrap” meant somethin,
g men in each party are misleading, 4

eculations based upon a consideraFion 9f. rhetoric ang
that sp a better guide than an implicit vulgar eco.

ideology may be‘sm which substitutes, for the study of ec.

mic determini . s .
mmic problems genuflection to indices of past economic
no ’

growth.
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Meyers, Jacksonian Persuasion, p. 138.

47. Although Meyers summarizes Taylor’s discussion of economic
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effect of transportation innovation upon the “intersectional divi-
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of economic adaptations of the largest consequence”’ meant disap-
pointment and decline for some. Adaptation is not the hope of
every man, and “a view of economic processes” which sees on}y the
good side of adaptation is perhaps not the best one with which to
understand the Jacksonians (many of whom saw only the bad side).
Ibid., pp. 116-20. :

48. The generalization that the Whigs spoke to the hopes of Americans,
and the Jacksonians to their fears and resentments, would appelzr
not only to be true but also to be logical. Cf. Meyers, zbzd.,hp. - d
and Glydon G. Van Deusen, “Some Aspects of Whig Tho?%{;;ew
Theory in the Jacksonian Period,” American Historicad

(Jan. 1958).



