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The Revolution in Tennesscc,
February, 1861, to June, 1861

By J. MiLton HENRY

Tennessee is essentially a border state. The sources of its popula-
tion and its products are all but identical with those of Kentucky,
the neighbor that lies along its northern border. The population,
products, and traditions of Tennessee are on the whole similar to
the border states rather than to the states of the decp South. Yet

- Tennessee eventually cast its lot with the Southern Confederacy
rather than with the Union in 1861 ; while the border states of Ken-"

tucky, Maryland, and Missouri remained loyal to the Union.

Tennessee politics hore a striking similarity to the political situa-
tion in Kentucky in the fourteen vear period immediately preced-
ing the Civil War. A\ conservative political aggregation strongly
devoted to the preservation of the Union; oppoesed to radical pro-
slavery ultra-ism; defender of the commercial, industrial and planter
interests; and determined to maintain the status guo through the
preservation of the Federal Constitution and the existing relationship
of the various states to the Federal Union under it. was almost as
influential in Tennessee as in Kentucky. These Tennessee conserva-
tives had generally opposed the Mexican War. They had success-
fully opposed the sectional conventions at Nashville in 1850. They
had with less success sought to ignore the Kansas issue. They had
held Tennessee in line for the Constitution and the Union in 1860.
They had defeated an attempt to take Tennessee out of the Union
in February., 1861. but they failed to prevent its eventual revolt
four months later.

The voters of Tennessee on February 9, 1861, had defeated a
proposal by the State legislature for the calling of a State convention
to consider the secession of Tennessee from the Union. At the same
time, they had defeated by an overwhelming majority a slate of pro-
secession delegates to the proposed convention in the event that the
convention should have been authorized by the election.” This de-
cisive victory for the Union in February was largely the result of

————

*James Waller Fertiz. The Secession and Reconstruction of Tennessee (Chicago,
1898), 20; Mary R. Campbell. “The Significance of the Unionist Victory in the Election
of February 9, 1861 in Tennessee.” in East Tennessee Historical Seciety’s Publications,
'XW (1942), 11-30: hereinafter cited as  Campbell. *The Unionicc Vietory  in
fennesscg__.” Tlhe National Dntellicercer (Washivoton), March 19 180
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the energetic campaign of that political organization of conservaljye
and nationalists® that had carried Tennessee, the home state of
Andrew Jackson, the founder of the Democratic parly, in eyery
national campaign since 1832 except that of 1856, in which ycu}
some of these conservatives had voted for Buchanan to forestall the
secession that they feared would result from the election of the sec.
tional Republicans.” Indeed, John Bell. the leader of this opposition
to Tennessce Democrats. had carried the state as the candidate of the
Constitutional Union party in 1860."

Many believed that the election of February 9 was final and
that Tennessce was destined to remain permanently within the
Union.” However. the Memphis Argus warned the Republicans that
the action of Tennessee on February 9 chould not be interpreted as
“submission,”™ but that it merely sicnificd that the state was willing
to forget the past and build for the future. The conservative Nash-
ville Repubilican Banner helieved that the people of Tennessee had
rejected the propo=al to call a convention because they did not want
to provide a possibility wherehy the state might be slampeded out
of the Union by hasty action.” The conservative victory had certainly
removed all danger of precipitant secession. It had al<o provided
the Tennessee conservatives with additional time for continued efforts
at conciliation and for the formulation of a political understanding
with the victorious Republicans.

*Camplell. 1hid: The National Intelligencer, February 10 and 12, 1861: Memphis
Avalanche, Velruary 11, 1801 Letters from Jesze Thompzon, Chattanooga, Iebruary 9
and LML Watterson, MeMinmville, February 15, 1861, to Stephen AL Douglas. Stephen
A Douzlas Papers, Division of Manuseripts, University of Chicago Libraries, Chicago,
Hlinois,

“W. G. Brownlow to A, J. Donelson, April 18, 1656, Papers of A, J. Donelson. Manu-
seripts Division. Library of Congress, Washington, D, C. James MeCallum, Pulaski,
Tennessee. to John Bell, July 17, 1836, in Polk-Yeatman Papers, Southern Historical
Collection, University of North Carolina. Chapel Hill. N, C. Memphis Feekly Appeal,
September 13 and 20, October <4, 11 and 25, 1856, Brownlow's Knoxville W hig, May 17,
1856, Statement of John Bell in the U, s, Senate, February 23, 1838, in The Congres-
sional Globe, 35th Cong., 1st Sees. (1857-1838), 804. Al<o sce Norman L. Parks, The
Carcer of John Bell of Tennescee in the U. S, House of Representatives (Unpublished
Ph.D. dissertation, Vanderbilt University, Nashville, Tennessee, 1942), 280-82.

* Daily Nashville Patriot, November 26, 1800: Whig Almanac for 1861 (New York,
1861, Vol 1.

“The Mobile (Alabama) Advertiser, February 17, 1861, as quoted in The National
Intellicencer, February 26, 1861; also see Camphell, “The Unionist Victory in Ten-
nessee,” 27,

* Memphis  Argus, February 11, 1861; Republican-Banner, Nashville, February 13,
1861, as quoted in the Nashville Union and American of February 14, 1861,

P Daily Naskeilte Patrior, October 1301800, in Dwight L. Dumond ted.), Southern
Fditirials or SNevession (New York, 14931, No. 61, pp. 18891 I°. . Blair. Silver
Springes Morviowd, ta L)L Crittendden Februany 1o, 1860, in Mrs, Chapnman Coleman

(TR ST R i .o Ciirtenden CPEadelphia, 18700 11, 18600 I Crittenden
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On the other hand, the Breckinridge Democrats refused to accept
the decision of February as final. They continued to hold meetings
with the view of keeping the public aware of the scctional crisis.
Yel the decisive defeat that they had suffered in that election had
somewhat sobered their enthusiasm for secession.” The Washington
Peace Conference to which the recent session of the legislature had
sent delegates had aroused some hope in Tennes<ee that an accept-
able way 711]1'5_5‘}11 he found to quell the sectional crizj-.”

While there is evidence that many northern states wonld have co-
operated with the South in an effort to obtain the adoption of thg
proposals that were made Ly the Washington Peuce Conference,
Republican inflexibility upon the slavery-in-territories question pre-
vented the formulation of a compromise that would have Leen ac-
ceptable to both the North and the South.”™ The proposals that were
adopted by the conference hore some similarity to the Crittenden
resolutions.” In view of the fact that the people of Tennes:ee had

settlement of the sectional crisis, they were as a matter of course
also well disposed towards the plan of settlement proposed by the

to A. Lincoln. Junuary 13, 1860, in the Judd Stewart Collectior: Some Lincoln Corre-
spondence with Southern Leaders before the Qutbreak of the Ci Far

1909), 5. Lincoln’s declination to become a candidate of a Constituticna
may be found in his letter 1o Alexander H. Stephens. January 19. 1
Joseph M. Parks, John Bell of Tennessee (Baton Rouge. 19501,
Cironicle, June 1 and 8, 1860. Daltimore American, May 15, 134 i in
Clarksville Chronicle of June 8. 1860. Congressional Globe, 34th Cangz.. 3 esz. 1856-
57, pp. 6568, 100 and 209, John Bell to W. B. Campbell, January 19. 1857, St. George
L. Sioussat (ed.), “Letters of Jolm Bell to W. B. Campbell. 1832-185 n Tennessee
Historical Magazine, 111 (1917). 226.27. James MecCallum, Pulazki, T to Bell,
June 1, 1855, John Bell Papers. Manuscripts Division, Library of Cong Washington,
D. C. Brownlow's Knoxville IMkig. November 15, 1856 and September 10. 1339, Clarke-
ville Chronicle. July 15 and 22. 1839, The Knoxville Tri-Weekly T hie. Septeniber 10 and
15, 1859. Letter from John Bell to James H. Doolittle, October 18, 1839. in The American
Historical Magazine, 1X (19041, 274-76.

*The Nashville Union and American. February 12, 1861: Mempkis Avalznche. vari-
ous issues of February, 1861; the Nashville Daily Gazette, various issues from February
to June, 1861.

"Report of H. P. Bell, who had been commi ioned by the Confederate States to
confer with the Tennessee legislature about secession. in The Far of the Rebelli
Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Arriies 169 vols,
and index; Washington, 1880-1901), Ser. 4. . 179-81. hereinafter cited as OR.

¥ See addresses of Robert Stockton of New Jevsey and Francis Grainger of New
York, ete., in L. E. Chittenden, o Report of the Debates and Proceedings of the Confer-
ence Convention. eté. (New York. 1864). 113-25, -

 See statement of Charles Shaughter Morehead of Kentucky in “Fort Sumter Asain.”
edited by David Rankin Darbee and Milledge L. Bonham, Jr.. in ississinpi Valley
Historical Review, XXV (101 63-73. Ao D L. Dumond. The Secession Movenens,
1860-1507 (N:w York, 19310, I8

¥ Some diiferenves were that 1 projposals

fre ot 1 -

of the Peace Confevence iind 10 provide
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While Republican opposition caused
as to the possibility that its proposals
quite willing to pledge their support

Washington Feace Conlerence.
them to he eenerally skeptical
would be adopted, they were
of them.” Meanwhile. the
continued to work for compromise
Civil War might still be averted.
W en the majority report of the ~Committee of Thirty-Three” pro-
form of an amendment

and conciliation in the hope that

posed the Thomas Corwin resolutions in the
1o the Consditution.” Thomas AL R, Nelson. o conservative memher
of the delegation from Tennessee, unsnecessfully attempted to attach
the Crittenden proposals as an amendment to this report. Although
the Tennessee delegation preferred the Crittenden proposals be-
of the mutter in controversy—the
with recard 1o laverv—and were
the diseruntled South. they desired

causze they went to the heart
dizposition of the ferritories
therefore more likely to salisfy
any kind of action a= 8 cood-will zesture powards that section.”
Al members of the Democral delesation from Tenmessee in the
Houso of Representaives oppozed. while the Opposition ( Conserva-
deleeates senerally cupported  the resolutions of the
“nd all members of the Tennessee
amendment to the Con-

tive ) party
“Commiliee af 'l‘hirl_\'-'l'ln'«‘(‘."
delewation supported the proposed Corwin
carry lis slave property throuch the free states. Report

the richt of @ slave owner de
Peace Conference ete. (Frankfort, Ken-

i the Kentueky Commissioners to the Late
fachy, 10010 315, Dumend as<erts that the plan that was adopted by the Washington
Prace Conference was eeeentially ditferent from the Crittenden proposalz. D. 1.. Dumond,
The Seeession Morerment 1on0-61, . 2180 The Conference met on February 4 and
adjourned on February 27, 18010 Offirtal Journal of the Conference Contention Held at
I ashington, Pebriary, Jon] (Wa-hington, 18610

1 The Na-hville Daily Gazette. Febrimary 6. 1061 the Daily Na-hville Patriots March
1 and 3, 1861: Prou nlow’s Knoaviile Whig. \March 9. 1861 The National Intelligencer
February 28 and Mareh 2, 1861: letier from Simon Bradiord, Memphis. to John J.
Crittenden. February 21, 1861 John J. Crittenden Papers, Manuseripts Division. Library
of Coneress, Washington. D €:

The Corwin amendment provided that: “No amendment shall be made to the
Conetitution which will autherize or vivie the Congress the power to abolish or inter
fere. within any State, with the domestic in<titutions thereof, including that of persons
held to labor or service by the Taws of said State”™ Tt chould he noted that the proposal

altozether ignored the crncial question: the disposition of the territories with regar

to slavery.
v The Congressional Globe, a6th Cong., 2d Sess. (1860-1861), 1232-43, 1258, 1261
placed slavery

resolution because he as<erted that it
final pas

v Ouarles oppoesed the third
AL Opposition members voted for the

ont=ide the pale of the Constitution.

<aer of the resolutions. but hoth Quarles and Brabeon o voted with reservations, since
the spraker hod ruled that the question coulid not he divided. Quarles upposed Phe
ot aeed Lol Quardes and Brabeon oppesed the approval of the provision for enforcing
o . the prodestien of public property. and the preservation of the Union of the

T e thes helieved that the reference wight well be interprete

yoeo

Tennessee 1‘(‘})1'cseumti\'es in Congress -
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stitution, as well as the recommendations of the Washington Peace
Conference.”

There can be little doubt that R. B. Brabson expressed the general
Tennessee conservatives on the eve of Lincoln’s inaugu-
declared in a speech in Congress that he did not
either constitutional or a remedy for the

sentiment of
Jation, when he
believe that secession was
aggressions of the North. He asserted that:

Upon a mere question of policy, I have never been able to see how we
could secure our constitutional rights in the Territories by destrovinz the
Constitution, and by our own act abandoning the Territories: how can we
better secure the return of the fugitive from labor, by abandoning the
fugitive slave law. and all our rights under it; how can we be more
cecure from the wicked and fanatical sentiments of northern fanatics. by
removing every conslitutional and legal restraint from those who give
atterance to such sentiments, is past my comprehensien. i

... But, siv, if we are to he driven to the necessitv of taking the sword
for the purpose of maintaining our constitutional righ'ts, my advice will be
fo dl:aw that sword in the Union; for I would feel more like a soldier march’-
:Illgd;:a(l(;f(z;;emofflag{s constitutional rights under the stars and stripes. than

The failure of the proposals for compromise that were sponsored
by Crittenden and by the Washington Peace Conference left no
hope for a seitlement of the sectional crisis except the possibility
that Lincoln would conduct the government in a conservative and
(‘zonciliatory manner. The border states eagerly awaited Lincoln’s
inaugural address in the hope that it might g{\'e some clue as
what they might reasonably expect from the new administration.

In Tennessee. the manner in which Lincoln’s inaugural address

to

of
March 4 was interpreted was dependent upon political alignment.
T‘he Pro-Southern Democratic Nashville Union and Anzeric:m con-
sidered the address “a declaration of war against the seceded States,”
a.nd prophesied that “in less than thirty days, if its avowals are car-
ried out, we shall have the clangor of resounding arms, with all its
concomitants of death, carnage and woe.” On the other hand, the
Conservative Republican Banner considered the address “mild and
Co.nservative.” Tt further asserted that all who denied the vight of
M{:thdrawal. were forced to admit that the secession ordinanc;s “of
Ih: lée;;)slg:ii?;:'};sgtttiz lS;‘et}Ses;;\:ere‘ void. -In th?. contemplation of

. 4 , those states were still members of the
Unlon, and the Federal Constitution and laws were still binding

7 Ibid. 1001, 1052, 1261, 128486, 132627, 133233,
1bid., Ayppendix, 293.95.




104 TeENNESSEE HISTORICAL QUARTERLY

upon their people. Whoever, therefore, was not a “disunionist oy
secessionist per se” was hound to approve the position taken by Lip.
coln in his inaugural address upon the subject of the enforcement
ol the Federal Laws. because this position was the inevitable sequence
“of the non-existence of secession as a constitulional right.”"

On the whole. Lincoln™s inaugural address must have convinced
the Tennessee Conservatives that a basis exislod whereby they eould
cooperate with the Republican party. for they were husily engaged
by March in the preparation of campaien Lo capture the state
clections and the legisliture from the control of the Democrats.
The end of March found Middle Tennessee practicaliy free of seces-
stonist agitation.™

In the meantime. events in Washington were <o shaping themselves
@ Lo soon prevent any possibility of cooperation hetween the Ten.
nessce Unionists and the Republican party. Those events were
quickly destined to destrov the will of the Tennessee Conservatives
for political unity. The dissolution of the Tennessce Conservatives
as anorganized political force for the maintenance of the status
quo would rapidly follow the destruction of the will to unity, and
seceszion would result from the dizintegration of the only foree
that could have prevented its consummation.

Political oreanizations mav he concerned with purely political
ohjectives and covernment procedures. but they, in order to survive
and flourizh. must alzo have some expectation of patronage if and
when they attain suceess at the polls. That American political group
would be indeed idealistic which was content lo continue to fight
for victory when it realized that the patronage dividends of its
sticcess would be warnered by its enemies. In order to understand
the position of the Tennessee Conservatives in 1801, it should be
remembered that they had defeated the Breckinridge Democrats in
Temes<ee in 1800, They had won their victory under the banner of

Y Nashville Union and Amerivan, March 5. 1861, Republican Banner, Nashville,
Murch 6,12 and 11 1861, The Nativnal Intellizencer. March 5, 1861, Any italics be-
lone to the orizinals, Liveoln's inauvural address of March 1, 1861, may i)e found in
James Do Richardeon, Vewsages and Papers of the Presidents (Washineton, 1897),
Vi ‘,““'*l-lihx'll. 2120 "The Daily Nashiille Patrior, Mareh = and 12, 1861. The National
lf:(v'f;::'lu:'r believed that the position of the “Bell-Everett party” with regard to the
Federal territories would provaile The National Inteliizencer, Mareh 12, 1861.

T Daih s Naskoille Patriot, March 13 and L5, 1861 Letter from Robert Hatton,
Febanon, Tenn to T homas AL RU Nl March 270 1801, Thos, AL I Nelson Papers,
MotChuae Colloction, The Law-on MoGhee Lilisiry, Knoxville. Tennessee, Hatton re-
poried o Tocallds goiet heres Secession s waking no headway, Can't for the
presest Tree o nesver may,”

!
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the “Constitutional Union” party. The fundamental political ob-
jective of that organization was the preservation of the Union. The
Conservatives therefore constituted the Union party per se in Ten-
nessee. It should also be remembered that the Republican party
that nominated Lincoln and that eventually won the National Presi-
dency had no ticket in Tennessee. Both the Federal and State patron-
age of that state was controlled by the Breckinridee Democrats, the
traditional enemies of the Unionists, who had to contend with that
fact in the campaign of 1860. It was but natural that the victorious
Unionists expected and hoped that their political enemies would be
relieved of the Federal patronage after their defeat in 1860—a de-
feat, by the way, to which the Tennessee Unionists had in part
contributed. Tt was also but natural for the Unionists, who repre-
sented the only major organized political opposition to the Breckin-
ridge Democrats, to expect to profit from the loss by their political
enemies of the Federal patronage.

Since the Republican party had no organization in Tennessee, the
Unionists, although certain that they would benefit from the expul-
sion of the Breckinridge Democrats from the Federal patronage, were
at a loss to determine the proper avenue by which the President-
Elect might be approached. While at least one applicant for the
position of Postmaster at Memphis attempted to reach Lincoln
through a Springfield, Illinois, acquaintance of Lincoln. several
others sought to reach him through Stephen A. Douglas.” Yet as a
matter of fact the absence of a Republican party organization made
the Bell Unionist political group the logical dispenser of Federal
patronage in Tennessee.™

Charges of possible cooperation between Bell Conservatives and
the Northern Republican party had long been a faverite weapon of
Tennessee Democrats, and hoth Democrats and Constitutional Union-
ists apparently anticipated cooperation between the Republicans and
Tennessee Conservatives after the Lincoln victory of 1860. In fact,
Bell had been prominently mentioned as a probable member of the

s

* Letter from W. E. Milton, Memphis, to Rev. John H. Brown, Springfield, Tllinois,
Febl'uilry 2, 1861. Lincoln Manusecripts, Library of Congress. TFor the attempts to
obtain appointments through the intervention of Douglas, see: N. M. Hicks, Union,
S‘llllivan County, Tennessee, to Douglas. December 14, 1860; Col. W. H. Carroll, Nash-
ville, to Douglas., March 1, 1861: H. M. Major, Shelbyville, Bedford County. Tenn.. to
Douglas, March 5, 1861: and Earnest A. Erlandson, Memphis. to Douglas, March 19,
1861. Stephen A. Douglas Papers, University of Chicago Libraries.

** Crenshaw suggests the possibility for conperation between the Republican party
and the Conservatives of the herder states, Ollinger Crenshaw. The “lore Swcies n the
Presidential Elociion of 1800 (Baltimore, J9143), 193,
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B . 21 4 .
Lincoln cabinet.” Mrs. Lincoln was a member of the Todd family
~ . v . ?
the Todds were prominent border state Whigs, and Bell had certainly
heen friendly with members of the Todd family.™ He was acquainted
with the family of Dr. John Todd Edgar, who until his death in

Nove or S Q . 4 e .

November, 1800, was pastor of the First Presbyterian Church in
Nashville. Dr. Edear’s wife was a cousin to Mary Todd Lincoln.”

Faking advantage of this situation. Bell sent a letter of introduction
by John Todd Edear, Je. to Lincoln, in January, 1861.” Although
e piscores 5 i * N T [ - ) 1 3
the exact nature ol Mr. Edgar’s mission to the Republican President-
Elect al Springfield is unknown, it is entively probable that he was an
applicant for an appointment. and that Bell had seized upon the
opportunity presented by Edear’s visit to Lincoln to determine just
where Bell and the Tennessce Unionists would stand with regard to
[ATS R N 5 s % v 7 )
Federal patronage in the Lineoln adminiztration.” In any event, the
I af Bldais % s :
faet that Edear thought that Bell’s recommendation would carry
weight with the Republican President-Elect confirms other evidence
that many Unionizts of Tenneszce helieved that Bell and the Union-
i<t political organization in Tenne<sce merited the enjoyment of the
Federal patronage of the Lincoln adminiztration in Tennessee.”

Any information that Bell may have received from Lincoln as

"'\‘.A‘-u“ fivr ('.\‘:_nnpl'.-. letter from 1. T Williams to DBell on the stationery of the
National Executive Committee of the Constitutional Union Party, Feliroary 13, 1861
Jobn Bell Paper-, Manuseriptz Division, Lilirary of Congress,

xve, for enample, Letter from Anne T 1L Tasler, Nerth Berd [Ohio?], Fobroary
19 oo vear]l, Polk-Yeatman Papers.

"'Vl)r. Edear had married the daughter of Dr. Andrew Todd, of Pari<. Kentucky, in
]-.HH. .‘”:'_\\’:14. curvived by two sons and two daughters. all of whom were living in
Na~huvitle in .\vu-\.-mlu«r. 1860, Tribute oi Respeet to the Memory of Tohn Todd FIdgar,
... /"‘“/'_” of the First Preshvterian Church. Neshvilie, Tennessee, 1233-1560 (A Pam-
'p‘hlrl l’l”illf}!"l] by the Church, Na<hville, Tennessee, 1861) . This pamphlet is in the
].l'H’I‘J"-"l' State !,lhr;n')‘ and Archives, Nachville, Tennessee. A letter from F. M. Me-
'(l:|~'lnl.:1n]t!. 125 S, Swon Avenue, Webster Groves, Missouri, who is a srandson of Dr. John

ald Ed ’
ll‘lfr-_uhln-r of Dr, ‘]fdy_'nr. and Mary Tadd Lincoln were (second) cousins,

2 _].‘.!m li:-‘!I. Nashville, to Abraham Lincoln, January 24, 1860: I Leg to introduce
John Im_!d Iidear, <on of the late Doctor Edgar of this city. Mr. Edear is a gentleman
”! standing and character in his State and highly esteemed by his acquaintances.”
Lincoln Papers. ’ .

& 1". AYH .\Ir(Il('Hu'nd. who is a nephew of John Todd Edgar, Jr.. is of the impression
that his m_n"l:- received an appointment by Lincoln as U. S. Consul to Beirut, Syria,
but t.lm writer has failed to find the evidence of any such appointment in the National
:\r(‘l}|\1-f. ]{4.l\\'v‘\"(’l’. a letter from Leon L. Cowles, Area Personnel Officer in the Division
l.){ l'nr-w;n Service Personnel, U S, State Department, January 27, 1950, provides the
information l}lill John T. Edgzar was appointed to the Foreign Service on June 18, 1875,
and that ‘h(-.'!ml at his post of assignment, Beirnt, Lebanon, on June 26, 1882. It is
perhap- ~|;,I-|'l'l:r*ml that Fdear was not content to write Lincoln a letier enclosing Bell’s
recommendation. but that he made the trip 1o Springfield for a personal interview wit

the Uresident-1lect.
Sl e N b e Tl T il Bl O1 1067 Muispanden

car. to the writer on January 6, 1930, states that his mother, who was a

|
|
|
|
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.. PR .
the result of the younger Edgar’s visit to Springficld must have been
cither equivocal or unsatisfactory, for the numerous letters to

Stephen A. Douglas during the month of February from the Bell

. . st o ds
Unionists who were applicants for appointments i the new admin-

istration would indicate that the Unionists were by no means
hat the endorsement of Bell was sufficient to insure the
“ Indecd, the Tennessee Conservatives had already
of Senator

certain 1
favor of Lincoln.’
begun to view with suspicion the political machinaticns

Andrew Johnson.
On the very day that Bell penned his letter oi introduction to
i

Lincoln for young Edgar, Robert fTatton wrote William B. Campbell
from Washington that he had “pressed” Andrew Johnzen that morn-

ing “on the matter of post offices.” Aithough Johnson Lad agreed as

to the importance of the matter. he had refrained from obligating
himself. Hatton added that Johnsons “status with old Buck is
doubtful. T agree with vou that it is serious to our cause for theze men
[Buchanan and Johnson] to be in situations, where they can war so
successfully upon us.”” By the end of February the secessionist
Democrats in Tennessee were asserting that the road to office from
the President-Elect was through Senator Johnson. and he was
deluged by a flood of letters {rom ofice seekers in Tenmessee.”
Although this assertion by sccessionist Democrats may have been
somewhat premature in view of their desire to injure him with Ten-
nessee Democrats for what they regarded as his perfidious desertion
of their cause. it is certain that Johnson was prepared to play the
role of Republican patronage dispenser in that state.” The decision

Papers; Col. William H. Carroll and J. George Harris. Nazhville. to Stephen Al
Douglas, February 25, 1861; 1. C. Holland. Memphis. to Douglas, March 1, 1861, Douglas
Papers.

2 GQee for example Col. William H. Carroll and J. George Harris. Nashville. to Douglas,
February 25, 1861; 1. C. lolland. Memphis, to Douglas, Mareh 1. 18s1: and William H.
Polk, Nashville. to Douglas, February 25, 1861. Douglas Papers.

% Robert Hatton. Washington, to W. B. Campbell. January 24 1861, David R.
Campbell Papers, Division of Manuscripts, Duke University Library. Durham, North
Carolina.

3 N. M. Douglas, Nashville. to Johnson on February 28, 1861. Also letters to Johnson
from Daniel Horton. Athens, February 27. 1861; H. P. Cleveland, Shelbyville, February
27, 1861; J. Knox Walker, etc., Nashville, February 27, 1861: J. R. McCann, February
27, 1861; M. Burns, Nashville, February 27, 1861; James M. Crockett. Union Depot,
Sullivan County, February 27, 1861: James A. Rogers, Brownsville. February 28, 1861:
Hugh Carroll, Nashviile, March 1, 1861; E. M. Webh. Pulaski. March 3, 1861; John
H. Van Dyck, Paris, March 4, 1861; Jas. P. McDowell, Greeneville. March 11, 1861,
Andrew Johnson Papers. Manuscripts Division, Library of Congress. Washington, D. C.
At least some of these applicants for position in the new administration were avowed
Democrats.

32 . . . . .
Johnson also had the opportunity to play the relative angle in his attempt to in-
At v ‘- B} N ¥ . 1 | TR S et Mavs D i . . toad Tali can
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with regard to the control of the patronage of the Lincoln administra
tion in Tennessee was rapidly approaching a climax. ‘
Tt is certain that Lincoln recognized the importance of the patron-
age as a means to political success, hut the veritable deluge of office
seckers that descended upon his administration™ probably made it
inevitable that costly mistakes would be made in alloting offices
William 1. Seward advised the President-Flect to excrciseo care m
the choice of a cabinet so that the Unionists in the border states micht
he kvp} loval and eventually obtain the return of the South to lt?he
Union.™ The final decizion of Lincoln to appoint the Democrat
Monteomery Blair. rather than the Whig, Henry Winter Davis as,
the Postmaster General in the Lincoln administration™ may \’vell
’]1‘;1\'0 extranged Bell and a lTarge portion of the Tennessce Unionists
Phe Poztoflice Department was the major dispenszer of Federal pa:
tronaze in 1661 and the appointment of Blair to head the Department
elliectively removed the Federal patronaee in Tenneszee from the
’("nnlml of thoze ancient enemies of the Blairse John Bell and his
rl‘(.’nnn‘ssw Conservatives, The vindictive Blairs had long memories,”™
Ihens Andrew Johnson had also worshipped at the <hrine of .-\mh:w
Jack-on, Althoueh the dizeruntled Blairs had deserted the l)(~‘mm';3t
party for the Republican fold. theiv political philosophy: harmonized
‘,\:ill.l l'hc ].mlilir.xl ideas of Andrew Jolhinson 1‘:|lel' lvh:m> with the
l\i\‘.l(l‘i;jr-x:x{s;J):ll('.tl‘\li('Il‘lrllx;‘(.':ll:l]’::”’([)l“_z::)hxrll.l’wlll :l.lh‘]‘ hif "l'«'nm-.««'v (‘,nn.\(jr.\'a-
‘ ) i sund him=ell elevated to a position
ol power by the Republican victory of 1800 was only happy to
accommodate an old friend of other davs. o

ay % Jdoel ' - 1 ’
En{ulmm.l a clerk-hip appointment for her son, Jes-e Lincoln Gross, and provided the
'1le1 uxum(:-.nl l]lml he was a relative of both Johneon and Tincoln, Clara P, Gros=, Sparta
. j . : ) ; N . A - ¥ SNy o < $]
];,.,lv: l”lnf' .‘«’n..c n]..\l‘m h '7». 106l John-cn Papers. Johnaon sent an endorsement to
u‘ru. well ]:’ AL dncoln Gros< on March 92 =The perons naeed in the enclosed letter
are :,(' ! n;,“"'.l’“ mes and are respectable amd intellicent. 1 the President could find
RO E a1l . ' Teaqlt . M »
Sy nln \’ }llullur f’l.l',,’-"”""" to confer come appointment upon the young man
: e highly cratifyine 1 DA W i X 1861,
Lot P ving to meS" Andrew Johnson to Lincoln, March 9, 1861,
KR l.' ) } o t S -
rederick Wo Seward, Reminiscences of ar-T1
) . Seward, SCCRees ir=lime  States ;
P i ences of a WWar-Time Statesman and Diplomat
a1 57 b B b . 3
N Williawn I Seward to Abraham Lincoln, Jannary 27, 1801, Lincoln Papers

5 ‘.\"I[:\m/z;:mw/[.):;lruli; 1((1;/1;,:[0]!0 FWorks. edited by John G. Nicolay and John Hay

AYS ork. 18 and 1910 11 36870 . Hair : fi
e Mt 308-700 Both Blair and Davis were from the border

B Amdrew Jacks sorbarnle £

ol ]ll!l\'\r]‘;«'l\.. on- e rtainly had an opportunity to know the Blairs well. He had
pradied. IY‘I-"“‘P‘“:; in the l')"lxl|v|jx’;ll party that resulted e part from the chaerin of
[...'Al ].‘ . |:“(I-y.“.~‘ the (lll”“u“l'ln of a rival Democrat newspaper. See Andrew Jackson
e Tt i3 T, 15 ks | 1..nh‘_w:m.z§ e Aprib 701850 Andrew Jack-on Papers,
o FoAF e S P50 e W hipaam Y 0 h
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Bell was a veteran politician. He must have shrewdly surmised
the implications and results of Blair’s appointment. It may well be
that he had already decided that although his Unionists might con-
tinue the battle for the Union in Tennessee, the fruits of victory
would be denied them. Yet he was determined to make a final effort
to ascertain once and for all just where his party stood with relation
to the Federal patronage of the Lincoln administration.

Bell went to Washington for Lincoln’s inauguration. While in
Washington, he is known to have conferred with Lincoln.” Before
he left the city he submitted a recommendation for a minor appoint-
ment to the new Postmaster General, Montgomery Blair. In this
letter Bell significantly pointed out that the applicant was “in politics
a decided opponent of the Democrats in Tenneszee.”™ Blair reacted
to Bell’s suggestion by having the recommendation forwarded to
Andrew Johnson with an inquiry as to whether the suggestion met
with his approval.” The decision had been made relative to the
control of Federal patronage in Tennessee. The Breckinridge Demo-
crat, Andrew Johnson. held the whip hand. He had become the door
through which the patronage of the Lincoln administration for Ten-

nessec must pass.”

3% Daily Nashvilie Patriot. March 12 1861. The Patriot denied after Bell's return on
March 11. 1861, that he cither desired or had been offered a place in Linceln's cabinet.
The denial of Bell’s ambition for a seat in Lincoln's cabinet may well have been true.
However. such an appointment might well have reassured the Tennessee Conservatives
and saved Tennes<ce for the Union. Also see Juseph H. Parks. John Bell of Tennessee

(Baton Rouge, 19501, 395-96.

33 el wrote: 1 take the liberty of suggesting the name of James Turk of Chatta-
nooga. Tenn. as a trustworthy and competent Tennessean to fill the place of Mail Agent
on the Route from Chattanooga to Nashville.” Then Bell adds the postseript: “Mr.
Turk is in politics a decided opponent of the Democrats in Tennessee.” John Bell to
Montgomery Blair, P. M. General, March 7, 1861, Andrew Johnson Papers.

2 John A. Kasson, Assistant Postmaster General, to Andrew Johnson. March 11, 1861,

The letter reads as follows:

“Hon. A. Johnson

Dear Sir: [ am instructed to inquire whether the enclosed suggestion meets your

approval.
Montgomery Blair

John A. Kasson, Asst. P. M. Gen.”

An investication of the Postoffice Department files for 1861

Andrew Johnson Papers.
failed to indicate that Bell's nominee received the requested

in the National Archives
appointment,

01t is of course impossible to know definitely whether the decision with regard to
the Tennessec patronage was made unilaterally by Blair without consultation with his
associates; or whether the decision was made in conformity with an oral directive
of the President: or whether the decision may have been in conformity with a ceneral de-
cision of the Cabinet. The latter alternative is a possibility, since the Cabinet met on
March 8. 1861, See William H. Seward 10 Lincoln, March &, 1861 Iincoln Papers.
ssibility that Monteomery Blair acted on hiz own initiative with rezard

ITowever. the po
it wentl T eansidered in the province of his gwn officiil resporsi-

g v that







