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Source: Campaign Poster, 1828. 
 
 

 
 

Document B 
 

 

Source: Thomas Bailey and David Kennedy, The American Pageant, 1994. 
 
…(T)he concept of a political revolution in 1828 is not completely farfetched. The increased turnout of 
voters proved that the common people, especially in the universal-white-manhood suffrage states, now 
had the vote and the will to use it for their ends… 
 
So in a broader sense the election was a "revolution" comparable to that of 1800. It was a peaceful 
revolution, achieved by ballots instead of bullets…"Shall the people rule?" cried the Jacksonians. The 
answering roar seemed to say, "The people shall rule!" In the struggle between the poorer masses and 
the entrenched classes, the homespun folk scored a resounding triumph, befuddling some members of 
the elite establishment. "I never saw anything like it," a puzzled Daniel Webster mused about Jackson's 
inaugural. "Persons have come five hundred miles to see General Jackson, and they really think that the 
country is rescued from some dreadful danger." 
 
America hitherto had been ruled by an elite of brains and wealth, whether aristocratic Federalist shippers 
or aristocratic Jeffersonian planters. Jackson's victory accelerated the transfer of national power from the 
country house to the farmhouse, from the East to the West, from the snobs to the mobs. If Jefferson had 
been the hero of the gentleman farmer, Jackson was the hero of the dirt farmer. The plowholders were 
now ready to take over the government: their government. 
 



Document C 
 

 

Source: Andrew Jackson, Annual Message to Congress, 7 December 1829 
 
The condition and destiny of the Indian tribes within the limits of some of our states have become objects 
of much interest and importance…By persuasion and force they have been made to retire from river to 
river and from mountain to mountain, until some of the tribes have become extinct and others have left 
but remnants…Surrounded by the whites with their arts of civilization, which, by destroying the resources 
of the savage, doom him to weakness and decay, the fate of the Mohegan…is fast overcoming the 
Choctaw, the Cherokee, and the Creek…Humanity and national honor demand that every effort should 
be made to avert so great a calamity. 
 
…I suggest for your consideration...setting apart an ample district west of the Mississippi, and (outside) 
the limits of any state or territory now formed, to be guaranteed to the Indian tribes as long as they shall 
occupy it, each tribe having a distinct control over the portion designated for its use…This emigration 
should be voluntary, for it would be as cruel as unjust to compel the aborigines to abandon the graves of 
their fathers and seek a home in a distant land. But they should be distinctly informed that if they remain 
within the limits of the states they must be subject to their laws. 
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Source: “Memorial of the Cherokee Nation,’ as reprinted in Niles Weekly Register, 21 August 1830. 
 
We wish to remain on the land of our fathers. We have a perfect and original right to remain without 
interruption or molestation… 
 
But if we are compelled to leave our country, we see nothing but ruin before us. The country west of the 
Arkansas territory is unknown to us…The far greater part of that region is, beyond all controversy, badly 
supplied with food and water; and no Indian tribe can live as agriculturalists without these articles. All our 
neighbors...would speak a language totally different from ours, and practice different customs…It contains 
neither the scenes of our childhood, nor the graves of our fathers… 
 
Shall we be compelled by a civilized and Christian people, with whom we have lived in perfect peace for 
the last forty years, and for whom we have willingly bled in war, to bid adieu to our homes, our farms, our 
streams and our beautiful forests? No. We are still firm…Our consciences bear us witness that we are the 
invaders of no man's rights—we have robbed no man of his territory—we have usurped no man's 
authority, nor have we deprived anyone of his unalienable privileges. How then shall we indirectly confess 
the right of another people to our land by leaving it forever? On the soil which contains the ashes of our 
beloved men we wish to live—on this soil we wish to die… 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Document E 
 
 

Source: Andrew Jackson, Veto Message Regarding the Bank of the United States, 10 July 1832 
 
I sincerely regret that in the act before me I can perceive none of those modifications of the bank charter 
which are necessary, in my opinion, to make it compatible with justice, with sound policy, or with the 
Constitution of our country…The present Bank of the United States...enjoys an exclusive privilege of 
banking…almost a monopoly of the foreign and domestic exchange. 
 
It appears that more than a fourth part of the stock is held by foreigners and the (rest) is held by a few 
hundred of our own citizens, chiefly of the richest class. 
 
Of the twenty-five directors of this bank five are chosen by the Government and twenty by the citizen 
stockholders.... It is easy to conceive that great evils to our country…might flow from such a concentration 
of power in the hands of a few men irresponsible to the people. 
 
Is there no danger to our liberty and independence in a bank that in its nature has so little to bind it to our 
country? 
 
It is to be regretted that the rich and powerful too often bend the acts of government to their selfish 
purposes. 
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Source: Daniel Webster, Response to Jackson’s Message, 11 July 1832 
 
[This message] extends the grasp of executive pretension over every power of the government… It 
appeals to every prejudice which may betray men into a mistaken view of their own interests, and to 
every passion which may lead them to disobey the impulses of their understanding. It urges all the 
specious topics of State rights and national encroachment against that which a great majority of the 
States have affirmed to be rightful and in which all of them have acquiesced. It sows, in an unsparing 
manner, the seeds of jealousy and ill-will against that government of which its author is the official head. It 
raises a cry that liberty is in danger, at the very moment when it puts forth claims to powers heretofore 
unknown and unheard of. It effects alarm for the public freedom, when nothing endangers that freedom 
so much as its own unparalleled pretenses. This even, is not all. It manifestly seeks to inflame the poor 
against the rich; it wantonly attacks whole classes of the people, for the purpose of turning against them 
the prejudices and the resentments of the other classes. It is a state paper which finds no topic too 
exciting for its use, no passion too inflammable for its address and its solicitation. 
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Source: Adapted from “Presidential Vetoes: 1789-1988,” Office of the Secretary of the Senate, 1992. 
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Source: Henry Clay, Speech Regarding Jackson’s Use of the Veto, 12 July 1832. 
 
The veto is an extraordinary power, which, though tolerated by the constitution, was not expected by the 
convention to be used in ordinary cases. It was designed for instances of precipitate legislation, in 
unguarded moments. Thus restricted, and it has been thus restricted by all former Presidents, it might not 
be mischievous. During Mr. Madison's administration of eight years, there occurred but two or three cases 
of its exercise. During the last administration, I do not now recollect that it was once. In a period little 
upward of three years, the present Chief Magistrate has employed the veto four times. We now hear quite 
frequently, in the progress of measures through Congress, the statement that the President will veto 
them, urged as an objection to their passage. 
 
The veto is hardly reconcilable with the genius of representative government. It is totally irreconcilable 
with it… 
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Source: Unknown Artist, “King Andrew the First,” 1832. 
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Source: Andrew Jackson’s Proclamation to the People of South Carolina, 10 December 1832 
 
I consider, then, the power to annul a law of the United States, assumed by one state, incompatible with 
the existence of the Union, contradicted expressly by the letter of the Constitution, unauthorized by its 
spirit, inconsistent with every principle on which it was founded, and destructive of the great object for 
which it was formed. 
 
…To say that any state may at pleasure secede from the Union is to say that the United States are not a 
nation… Secession, like any other revolutionary act, may be morally justified by the extremity of 
oppression; but to call it a constitutional right is confounding the meaning of terms, and can only be done 
through gross error or to deceive those who are willing to assert a right, but would pause before they 
made a revolution or incur the penalties consequent on a failure. 
 
… Disunion by armed force is treason. Are you really ready to incur its guilt? If you are, on the heads of 
the instigators of the act be the dreadful consequences; on their heads be the dishonor, but on yours may 
fall the punishment. On your unhappy state will inevitably fall all the evils of the conflict you force upon the 



government of your country.  It cannot accede to the mad project of disunion, of which you would be the 
first victims. Its first magistrate cannot, if he would, avoid the performance of his duty… 
 

 
Document K 

 
 

Source: Robert Hayne, Inaugural Address, 13 December 1832  
 
South Carolina, after ten years of unavailing petitions and remonstrances against a system of measures 
on the part of the Federal Government, which, in common with the other Southern States, she has 
repeatedly declared to be founded in usurpation, utterly subversive of the rights, and fatal to the 
prosperity of her people, has, in the face of the world, put herself upon her sovereignty, and made the 
solemn declaration that this system shall no longer be enforced within her limits. All hope of a redress of 
this grievance from a returning sense of justice on the part of our oppressors, or from any probable 
change in the policy of the Government, having fled, nothing was left for South Carolina but to throw 
herself upon her reserved rights, or to remain forever in a condition of “colonial vassalage.” She has 
therefore resolved to stand upon her rights; and it is for her sister States now to determine what is to be 
done in this emergency. She has announced to them her anxious desire that this controversy shall be 
amicably adjusted, either by a satisfactory modification of the tariff, or by a reference of the whole subject 
to a convention of all the States. Should neither of these reasonable propositions be acceded to, then she 
will feel herself justified before God and man, in firmly maintaining the position she has assumed, until 
some other mode can be devised for the removal of the difficulty. South Carolina is anxiously desirous of 
living at peace with her brethren; she has not the remotest wish to dissolve the political bands which have 
connected her with the great American family of confederated States. With Thomas Jefferson, “she would 
regard the dissolution of our Union with them as one of the greatest of evils—but not the greatest: there is 
one greater—submission to a Government without limitation of powers;” and such a Government, she 
conscientiously believes, will be our portion, should the system against which she is now struggling, be 
finally established as the settled policy of the country. 
 
South Carolina is solicitous to preserve the Constitution as our fathers framed it—according to its true 
spirit, intent, and meaning; but she is inflexibly determined never to surrender her reserved rights, nor to 
suffer the constitutional compact to be converted into an instrument for the oppression of her citizens. 
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Source: James Parton, The Life of Andrew Jackson: In Three Volumes, 1860. 
 
For many months I was immersed in this unique, bewildering collection, reading endless newspapers, 
pamphlets, books, without arriving at any conclusion whatever. If anyone, at the end of a year even, had 
asked what I had yet discovered respecting General Jackson, I might have answered thus: “Andrew 
Jackson, I am given to understand, was a patriot and a traitor. He was one of the greatest of generals, 
and wholly ignorant of the art of war. A writer brilliant, elegant, eloquent, without being able to compose a 
correct sentence, or spell words of four syllables. The first of statesmen, he never devised, he never 
framed a measure. He was the most candid of men, and was capable of the profoundest dissimulation. A 
most law-defying, law obeying citizen. A stickler for discipline, he never hesitated to disobey his superior. 
A democratic autocrat. An urbane savage. An atrocious saint.” So difficult is it to attain information 
respecting a man whom two thirds of his fellow citizens deified, and the other third vilified, for space of 
twelve years or more. 
 

 
 
 
 
 


