CHAPTER IV
A JACKSONIAN SENATOR

During the years 1828-1837, William Rufus King was a
leading flgure in carrying out the.program of Andrew Jackson.
Jackson, generally with King's support, checked appropria-
tions for loecal internal improvements by his Maysville Road
veto, destroyed the Bank of the United States by his veto of
the recharter blill and the wlithdrawal of government deposits,
and defeated nullification in South Carolins by securing the
passage of the Foree Blll, The Indlan problem in the eastern
states was solved by removal treaties negotiated during his
administration. Only in the removal of government deposits
and the passage of the Force Bill did King serlously oppose
the Jackson program, Although King spoke less often than
some Jackson supporters, Jackson ofien relied on King to se=-
cure adoption of his measures,

The last months of the Adams administration passed with-
out the trenssction of much business. The National Intel-
ligencer declared:s "Never has a session passed under our
observation, in which so little business has been done, good,

wl

bad or indifferent. Another newspaper, commenting upon

the situstion, declared that almost everyone was chiefly

1 Washington Dally National Intelligencer, WHarch 4,
1829.




3 06
interested in the "general seramble" for office under the
new administration,? King was absent a great deal of this
seszion because of an Inflemmation of his eye that confined
him to his room for about six weeks.,® He returned to his
seat, however, toward the close of the session.? Thus he
was present vhen Jackson took the oath of office as FPresident
on March 4, 1829.5 He must have loocked on approvingly as
Jackson, the people's representative, replaced Adams in the
¥hite House.

King took no part in the Vebster-Hayne debate which oce
cupied a great deal of time during the First Senate session
l after Jackson's accession to office. The debate grew out of
] & resolution introduced by Senator Samuel Augustus Foote of
Connectlicut calling for an inguiry into the expediency of
stopping the survey of public lands until those already sure
veyed had been sold, From a discussion of land policy the

debate developed into a full-scale discussion of the nature
of the union, in which Daniel Webster of Massachusetts was
the proponent of nationalism ané Robert Y., Hayne of South

Carolina was the proponent of state rights and nullification,®

2 Mobile Commerclel Register, February 25, 1829,

3 William R, King to W, ¥White, March 3, 1820, in Simon
Gratz Collection, Historical Society of FPennsylvania,

4 Mobile Commercial Heglster, March 18, 1820,

5 Washington Daily United States Telegrsph, March 5,
1829.

6 Register of Debstes in Congress, 14 volumes (Washing-
tont Gales and Seaton, 2531'3':5'-#,_?1!,' 31 ff.
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Although King took no part in these debates, he apparently
favored taking ground somevhere between the national views
of VWebster and the state rights views of Hayne, A short time
after the debate in the Senste, he spoke to a Mobile gather-
ing in "terms of pointed reprobation to the dangerous doece
trines of nullification." He admitted that some laws operated
oppressively on the cotton growing states; nevertheless, he
contended that i1t was "the dictate of patriotism to resist
them as become intoiiigent free-men, in the manner.pointed
out by the Constitution,"’ Thus he seems Lo have favored
constitutional resistance to unjust legislation ipatoad of
more drastic methods.

The subjecet of internal improvements became a tople of
general discussion in 1830 as a result of Jackson's veto of
the Maysville Road bill, Believing it unconstitutional for
the United States government to assist in building a road
entirely within Kentucky, Jackson vetoed the bill and there-
by subjected himself to censure from the advoeates of internal
improvements at national expense. King did not speak at the
time the bill was under discussion but later pointed out
that he had opposed the measure because it was local in na=
ture. King added, however, that he favored appropriations
for internal improvements. such as the grant of land that had
been made to Alabama in 1828 for the purpose of improving

7 Mobile Commercial Register, April 2, 1831,
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navigation on the Tennessee River because such a project was
of natiénal importance. He favored building up the defenses
of the country and ilmproving its commereial facllitles by a
Jjudicious exarﬁise of the powers vested in Congress by the
federal constitution but condemmed wasteful expenditures for
loeceal 1m@rovamants.a

Conflict within the Jackson Cabinet betwecn the friends
of John C. Calhoun and those of Kartin Van Buren attracted a
great deal of attention during the early years of the Jackson
administration. It finally led %o a breake-up of the Cabinet
in 1831 and the substitution of Van Buren for Calhoun as heir
apparent of the Jackson dynasty. Two highlights of the cone
troversy were Jackson's attempt to force the wives of Calhoun
and the Cgbinet members to accept socially Peggy Eaton, wife
of Secretary of Var Eaton, and the femous 1830 Jefferson Day
dinner in which Jackson threw out a challenge to the state
rights group who had planned the dinner in the form of a
toasts "Our Federal Unions it must be preserved." Neot a mem-
ber of the Cabinet, King escaped involvement in the Eaton
affair and spparently <¢id not attend the Jeffersova Day din-

nar.9 No evidence is avallable to reveal his exact views on

these events, After the break-up of the Jackson Cabinet in

8 Ibid.

9 Vashington Tri-teekly United States Telegraph, April
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the summer of 1831, newspapers throughout the country specue
lated whether such southern senators as King would follow
Calhoun or Jackson now that the split had come. The National
Republican e¢laimed that King, Hayne, and several others come
posed a "little Senate" to which Calhoun gave the laws, but
the adminlistration Globe ansvered that King end Hayne were
"both personal as well as political friends of the Presi-
dent."10 The Montgomery Alabama Journsl, in a similar vein,
pointed out that if King was a Calhoun supporter his conver-
sion to the cause had been a recent one,ll King's Mobile
speech of March, 1831, in part quoted above, shows that he
was no supporter of Calhoun's nullification dnetrines,la and
his course in succeeding years shows that he was nearer to
Jackson in his thinking than to Calhoun even though he broke
with the President on the Force Bill in 1833,

In the summer of 1831, King had a personal problem far

more lmportant to him than any of the political questions

then troubling the country; he was engeged in a correspon=-
dence with M, J. Kenan and John C. Perry in which he was
first challenged to a duel by Kenan end later by Perry. The
challenges grew out of an inclident on May 21 in which King

and Kenan were involved. King was in Cahawba conversing

10 ¥ashington Dally Globe, October 13, 1831,
11 Montgomery Alabamea Journal, November 5, 1831,
12 Mobile Commercial Reglster, April 2, 1831.
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with friends when Xenan offended him by accusing him of e-
lectioneering for John Murphey and cursing him, King an-
swered that he would electioneer for whomever he plezsed and
vote for vhomever he pleased. V¥hen Kenan cursed King fur-
ther, the latter told Kenan that he was good for nothing and
that his influence was not to be fesred. EKEenan then clenched
his fists and violently thrust King asside., King drew a sword
cane, but instead of thrusting it through Kenan's body, drew
it across his face. On the advice of friends he then left
Kenan spouting a "toppent of abuse” and declaring that he
would hold King responsible.l3

The next day, Kenan sent a note to King saying thet the
intter_haﬂ subjected him to indignity by striking him with
his cane and calling on him "to point out the mode of ade
justment."** King answered immediately that, considering

Kenan's conduct of the previous evening, he was surprised at

" the tenor of his note and that he would "ever repel vio-

lence™ on his peraon.15 In a second note, Kenan charged

13 Huntsville Democrat, November 17, 1831, quoting
Tuscalogsa gg;rar. ¢ Js Kenan and John C. Perry were
local politicians of Dallas County and of little signifl-
cance except as participants in the akttack on King. John
Marphey was a former goveranor of Alabama and a member of Con-
gress, ibid. See also Albert Burton licore, History of Ala-
bama (University, Alabamas Alabama Book Store, 1535;, Ps 169,
(Hereinafter cited as Noore, History of Alabama.)

14 M, J, Kenan to %illiam R. King, May 22, 1831, quoted
in Tuscaloosa Alabama Stete Intelligencer.

15 King to Eenan, May 22, 1831, 1ibid.
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that King had left the impression the night before that he
was an "honorable and responsible man" and called on him to
let his "acts" comport with his "words."}® King replied that
the attack of the previous night was "rude and insulting,”
that if he had conslidered Eenan worthy of notice he would
have demanded satisfaction himself, but that he had determined
"not to descend to the level of a man who cozld so far debase
himgelf" as Kenan had done.,l? So far as King was concerned,
Kenan was beneath fighting in a duel, but the latter set out
to establish his right to be called a gentleman by securing
testimonisls from leading men who lmew him,18

Subsegquently, John C. Perry, Kenan's intermedlary in the
passage of notes, chose to teke the part of Kenan. King, in
the meantime, had gone to Tuscaloosa to visit relatlves after
waiting two weeks for further developmenbs.m On June 27,
five weeks after the original incident, William Taylor, Per-
ry's second, handed King a note from Perry challenging him
to a duel.ao King accepted the challenge and chose as his

16 Kenan to King, ¥ay 22, 1831, ibid.

17 King to Kenan, May 22, 1831, ibld.

18 Kenan to King, May 26, 1831, ibid.

19 Huntsville Democrat, November 17, 1831.

20 Joha C. Perry to King, June 25, 1831, 1ibid.
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second General John Coffee.2* He sent his brother Thomas D,
King to Cahawba to complete the negotiation. For weapons he
chose swords, with the proviso that plstols could be resorted
to 1f, in the opinioh of the seconds, elther man were =0 dise
abled as to be unable to use a sword, For the place of
meoting, EKing chose Misslasippl, as near as practicable to
the Chickasaw Ageney and for the time he chose August 6.28

Perry was slow in glving an answer, but his second fi-
nally sent a note accusing King of not choosing the msnner
usual and customary among gentlemen. Ferry, he sald, was
tobally unskilled in the uae of swords and greatly inferior
in strength to King; the choice of weapons, therefore, was
designed %o make the encounter as unequal as possible., Per-
ry's second gquestioned the selection of ﬂissisaippi as the
place of meeting. The Indian agency was three hundred miles
dlstant and the date chosen geve little time for prepars-
tions., le suggested that the duel be fought with pistols or
other firearms at any dlstance and that a place be chosen
ecuidlstent between King snd Perry., If King would not fight

21 King to Perry, June 28, 1831, %h;g‘;-xing to John
Coffee, July 13, 1831, in John Coffee Fapers, Alabama De-
partment of Archives and History. Xing wrote Coffee that the
guarrel was "intensely politioalﬂ ané that he desired him as
a second Eacuuao of his "politlcal integrity, and personal
firmness.

22 Thomas D, King to William Taylor, July 21, 1831,
quoted in Huntsville Democrat, November 17, 1821,
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on terms of equality, he threatened that the usual course
would be followed,Z>

King replied through his second in a caustic note deny-
ing the charges made in the Ferry nobte and making counter-
charges against‘Perry. He declared that swords were in cuse
tomary use by gentlemen and had been chosen bﬁ John Forsyth
and Judge James Wayne of Georgla, Moreover, it was the right
of the challenged party to choosé the weapons. FPerhaps, suge-

.gested the King note, Perry was anxious that firearms be
| used becaugse he was skilled in their use and had been prace
ticing in the five wecks!' interim between the challenges. As
to the time and place, the arrangement had been made for the
convenlence of General Coffee and to make sure that state
laws forbidging duelling were not violated. Perry wanted to
name the weapons, the place, and the time after making the
challenge. Such a demand was nolt proper etiquette. King
insinuated that Perry was trying to get out of a situation
which his rashness had brought upon him., In closing, he de=-
clared that Ferry, having charged him with unfairness, could
expect no eanoossiona.e*
King turned the correspondence over to CGeneral Coffee
vho declared that Perry's declsion not to accept the meeting
on terms proposed by Kiné had put an end to the affalr and

23 Williaem Taylor to Thomas D, King, July 23, 1831,
ibid.

24 Thomas U, King to William Taylor, July 30, 1831,
ibid.
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refused to renew the cerrespandence.as
Later the people of Alsbama were trested to a war of
erimination and reerimination among the three parties involved,

Kenan led the wey by publishing the correspondence in the
Tuscaloosa Intelligencer in October, along with the charge
that King had sought to give the impression that he was a
brave man but that he had been proven an imposter, He had
promlsed to give satisfection for the sword cane incldent but
had taken refuge behind his eongrossionél dlgnity end declare
ed Kenan to be beneath his notlece, Under the circumstances,
he must pronounce King "2 pitiful gowagglll"as
the charges iln the Tuscaloosa Inquirer. He pointed out that
the charges of e "drunken bully" had been given circulation

King answered

and that to proteet his reputation he was forced to present
his side of the story. He sald that political as well ss perw
sonal reasons had insplred the attack upon him.27 Ferry
brought the cherges and countercharges to a close by publishe
ing hls own defense in the Alabame Intelligencer of December
3. He took i1ssue with the éhargos_made in one of King's let-
ters that the vindictive spirlt shown toward him was an oute
growth of a "deep rooted political hostility"” which caused
gome to seek hls life, He maintalned that he challenged King

25 John Coffee to William Teylor, August 31, 1831, ibigd.

26 Tuscaloosa Alabama State Intelligencer, October 29,
1851,

27 Huntsville Democrat, November 17, 1831.
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out of friendship for Kenan and not for politigal reaaons.za

An impartial consideration of the evidence lndicates
that King's honor was undemaged despite the fact that no duel
vas fought wlith either Kenan or Perry. After having struck
the drunken Lenan for cursing and shoving htm; King could not
well have trented the latter as a gentleman, When Perry sent
a challenge In Kenan's stead, King offered to give him the
satisfaction he demanded. 1f anyone was at fault 1% was
Perry who refused to accept the terms proposed by King after
the challenge. The statement of General Coffee, who put the
blame on Perry, seems to be very close to a correct judgment
of the affair., It had come as a result of an argument about
politics and had no doubt been exploited by Eing's enemies
for political reasons.

After th§ duel controversy ended Eing returned to
Washington and took his gseat In the Twenty-second Congreas.
Shortly after Congress met, King wrote General John Coffee
that President Jackson's Annual Message was a most able
state paper and that 1t had completely nonplussed the oppo=
sltion who could not shut their eyes to the fact that unex~
ampled success had erowned all his efforts to obtaln redress
from forelgn nations and to plece American commercial rela-~
tions on a favorable footing., Jackson had seen to it that
the laws were falthfully exeeuted and was working to extine
guish the national debt rapvidly. His recommendation that

28 Tuscaloosa Alabams State Intelligencer, December 3,
13831,
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the tariff be modified so as to give rellief from its Mine-
cual and oppressive operation” could not fail to meet the ape
probation of the Intelligent people of the country. The
proposed reduction of dutlies might not provide complete sate
lsfaction for the South, but would go far "to relleve them
from present burthens" and would, Eing felt, "effectually
¢lstroy the monster nullification.” He concluded:

Clay may maeke speeches, and laud the American

oystems Calhoun may write essays; and VWirt

may spur the Anti-Masonle hobby, but nsught

will it avall., Thelr united strength would

scarcely be felt in opposition to the 014

Chief.

Much of the time during the subsequent session was taken

up with debates deallng wlth the teriff. King took an active

part in these debates. IHe expressed low tariff views and
called on the protectionists for conelllatory action. In the
debate over resolutions introduced by Clay instructing the
Flnance Commlittee to Dring in a bill to lower duties on cer=-
tein unprotected articles, King declared:

Hr, Fresident, no man in this Senate, or in
this nation, feels more sensibly than I do,
the unjust operation of the tariff upon the
section of the country in which I reside;
and no man is prepared to go farther, in a
conatitutional reslistance to this oppressive
system, than I amj; but, slr, I had hoped,
most ardently hoped, that a splrit of con-
cliliation would have gulded the dellibera-
tions of thls Congress, that discontents

29 King to Coffee, December 10, 1831, in John Coffee
Fapers, Alabama Department of Apchives and Hlstory. (Here-
inafter cited as Coffee Collection.)
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would be removed by Just 1agislatioﬁ; and

that harmony would be restored to our di=-

tracted country.
But, said King, the course belng followed by Clay and his
friends was well caltulated to weaken the hope that the
question was to be adjusted amlicably. Revenues were to be
reduced, not by reduclng oppressive protective rates, but by
repealing duties on unprotected articles. Referring to the
"tneouality, injustice, and oppressive" operation of the pro-
tective system, he warned that if instead of giving relief to
the South from the burden of which she complained, the major-
1ty choss to render the sltuation more aggravated by reducing
or removing revenue duties for the beneflt of manufacturers
and to the detriment of the agricultural interest, they mmst
"prepare themselves to meet the consequences" which their
oppressions would inevitably praduco.51

%hen the Committee on Hanufaetures reported in faver of

a plan to reduce tarliff rates on such articles as tea, cofw-
fee, svlces, medicines and other unprotected articles but to
leave undisturbed the protective system, King warnedt

S0 sure ... as there 13 a God above, if

the majority will persist in this specles

of injustice and oppressionsy 1, when we

invoke Justice, they turn a deal ear, and

meet our entreaties to give some small

relief to our suffering people with in-
sult added to injury, consequences will

30 Register of Debates, VIII, 617.
31 Ihldo, VIII, 617"6180
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result which I shudder to think of. 8ir,

this 12 no idle threatjy in this there is

.no gasconade. I stand here as one of the

most moderate of those who are opposed to

the miscalled American system, advocating

conclliation, union; and those I represent

well know 1t.3
Continuing, he declared that the people of the South Ald not
want to prostrate the menufacturing industry of the country.
Any charge to this effect was without foundation; the South
was willing to bear much., Let the reveme be fixed at an
amount to provide for the ordinary wants of the government,
and Southerners would be willing to glve a falr and reason-
able encouragement to manufactures. They would do so even
though they knew the burdens would fall more heavily on them.
.King called on the advocates of protection to meet Southern-
ers on middle ground, settle the dlstracting tariff cuestion,
and save the government, He asked that the Commlttee on Mane
ufactures reconsider the tariff question and glve Justice to
the agricultural sectlons. If such a step were not taken,
he would lose all hope that the troublesome problem could be
settled on terms satisfactory "to the aggrieved and suffering
portions of the community.” If the hope, to which the South
had so fondly clung, that Congress would not adjourn without
proeviding relief for her suffering, went unfulfilled, cone-
secuences would "throw a dreadful weight of responsibility”

upon those whose injustices had produced them,5®

32 Ibid., VIII, 661-662.

33 Ibid., ViiI, 647-650, 66l-662,
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King again attacked the policy of proteetian when the
House sent 1ts version of the tariff bill to the Senate, He
gupported amendments designed to secure reductions for the
benefit of the South and offered an amendment of his own to
replace the specific duty on flannels with an ad valorem
duty so that the minimum feature would be removed. As the
bill neared passage, he pointed out that he would have been
willing to vote in favor of an equitable adjustment of the
tapiff but said that the bill as it stood took the burden off
manufacturers snd placed 1t on those least able to pay. The
majority had pursued a course which demonstrated that they
intended for protection to be a permanent system and that
thej were willing to carry it through by the strength of
numbers desplie the complaints of the oppressed South. He
could not uupport.a bill which left no hope for tariffl re-
vision downward in the near future.>*

- The amended blll was sent to a conference committee
where some of the provisions most odious to the planting in-
terests were removed. F¥ing reluctantly gave hls support to
this modified plan because it offered "socme mitigation" of
the protective system., In voting for the blll, however, he
declared that he was not giving up his low tarlff principles.
He was merely voting for a lesser evil than the old tariff

against passage of the blll, Ibid., VIII, 1219,
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of 1828, He promised that in the future he would be found
fighting for a lower tariff,>®

Closely related to the tariff problem was the question
of the distribution of surplus revenue. As the government
found itself with an income 1n excess of its needs, it had
to work out a plan for redueing and disposing of the surplus.
The protectionists opposed reducing government income by
reducing the tariff; hence they sought some other method of
disposing of the surplus income. Distribution was coupled
with the public land question by the Committee on Henuface
tures which, after considering the advisability of reducing
the price of public lands or of ceding them to the states,
reported against the use of elther of these means for reduce
ing government income and in favor of distributing the pro-
ceeds from public land sales among the states.®® The QUes=
tion, however, was later referred to the Public Lands Com~
mittee, under the chalrmanship of King, which repoited B
gainst distribution and in favor of the reduction of the
price of public 1anda.57 The Clay report from the Committee
on Manufactures and the King report from the Committee on
Public Lands are able expositions of the views of the pro-
tectionists and the low tariff group on what use should be

35 Ibid., VIII, 1203-1204.
36 Ibid., VIII, 785,
3’, Ibid., VIII, 907. 951t
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made of the procesds of the public lands.

The Clay report ably set forth the view that dﬁy plan
to reduce the price of land or to cede public lands to the
individual states was poor policy and suggested instead the
distribution of the proceeds of publie lands sg a solution.
The price of public lands should be reduced, it said, only
if the government was demanding more thsn a fair price and
if the old system was retarding settlement of the publie
lands. It found that the existing system neither charged
prices that were too high nor retarded settlement. To re-
duce the price of publie lands would reduce the value of all
privately owned land by flooding the market with cheap land,
wonld stimulate the spirit of speeulation, would tend to

drain population from the settled areas, and would drive

down the value of state lands that were for sale. Lands were
unsold not becsuse prices were too high but because there was
too much land to be absorbed by the population. koney paid
into the treasury for public lands was not a tax and should
not be treated as such by Congress. The lands were held in
trust by the general government, snd no one wes forced to
buy them, Land sales figures and populstion statistiecs,

gald the report, were proof enough that the old system was
promoting western growth., To cede lands to the individual
states would be to glve up a fruitful source of revenue that
might later be needed; 1t would violate the terms by which
the land had been ceded to the general government by the
original statesj; and it would be contrary to justice to give
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lands purchased by treaty from the common run; to individual
states. In order to escape tha dangers inherent in reduction
or cession, the committee proposed that ten per cent of the
proceeds of land sales be given to the states in which public
lands were located and that the residue be divided among the

states according to thelr federal population, to be used for

internal improvements, education, and other stated purpoaes-sa

This plan had the advantage, according to the Clay group, of
disposing of the revenue aacruing_fron the publiec lands and
reducing the government surplus without reduecing the tariff.
King maintained that the Clay report was defective in
many ways because members of the Committee on Manufactures
had only a limited imowledge about the subject of publie
lands. He felt, therefore, the "erroneous statements and
principles”™ of the report should not be allowed to go before
the country without a counter-report by the Committee on Pub-
lic Lands to snswer the false viowa.aﬁ Clay charged King
with imputing unfairness to the Committee on Manufesctures.
He denied the charge of unfairness and demanded that King
show proof if the report was unfair.?® King denied that he
had imputed unfairness to the committee. He had merely meant
to say that because of their local situatlons, thelr habits
of thinking and thelr lack of knowledge of the subject, they

38 Ibid., VIII (Appendix), 112-117.
39 Ibid., VIII, 871,
40 Ibid.’ VIII, 884.
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could not possibly reach conclusions which were beyond dls-
pute. The Publie Lands Commiftee, he puiﬁtod out, was come
posed of men more conversant with the subjeet, and he hoped
they would be allowed to present their views.4l e Senate,
by the casting vote of Vice President John C., Calhoun, per=
mitted the King group to restudy the land guestion and dis-
tribution,4?

The King report challenged the Clay report at almost
every point. Fublie lends, it said, should be looked on as
a source of revenue ancd the price reduced along with other
recductions in revenue. Instead of using the publie lands
merely as & source of revenue, the government should seek to
put land into the hands of the people so that taxes could be
raised from the proceeds of cultivation, production, and
tredes The report presented other arguments in favor of
reduction: (1) the new states vwere entitled to & reduction
of the rate charged on the chief article used by them; (2)
mach of the land had little value and could not be sold even
at the existing minimum price; (3) government title to land
within states ought to be extinguished so that states could
act more independently; (4) rapid selling of the publie
lands would reduce the patronsge problem by closing land of-
ficesy and (5) money pald for publie lands impoverished

41 Ibid., VIII, 903-904,
42 Ivbid., VIII, 907,



114
publie land states. The committee also pointed“out_the dan-
ger of a miltitude of projects for the dlsposal of the pro=
ceeds of public lands, or thelr distribution among the states
or the people. In some projects the constitution of the
United States would be disregarded, the rights of new states
sacrificed, the purity of legislation endangered, snd the
lands "set up as a prize to be scrambled or bargained for"
as interest or ambitlon might suggest, or uncontrollable
majorities might decide. Distribution would give the states
an individual interest in the lands equivalent to a division
of the lands smong them., Leglslation, therefore, would be
governed by the desire of more populous states to promote
their own interests. No reduction would ever be voted under
such a plen, nor would relief laws for the benefit of those
living on the publie lands be passed. As a solution to the
problem before them, the Public Lands Committee proposed an
amend@ment to the tariff bill ealling for the reduction of
the minimum price of newly opened public lands to $1.00 per
acre and of lands which had been on the market for five
years to fifty cents. It proposed that the entire dlstribu-
tion bill be struck out except the part which proposed to
glive ten per cent to states vhere lands were sold and that

this sum bYe raised to fifteen per cent.45

43 iIbid., VIII (&ppendix), 118-126, Distributlon was
not adopted because the House of Representatives postponed
action on the Distribution bill to the following seasion.
ibid., VIiI, 3853,
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In suceceedlng years the two reports rorm;é subject mat-
ter for many debates on distribution and the land question.
King later declared that his report recommended reduction
ané graduation in order to "encoursge a bold and enterprise
ing population" to occupy the exposed frontier, to fell the
forests, and to cultivate the soil, "thus contributing to
increase the wealth and add to the revenues of the nation,
at the same time that they stood ready to guard it from ag-
gro-iion." The plan did not remove publie land revenues from
the control of the general government as distribution did,
but allowed the government to spend it as it saw fit.*‘

& third important issue before Congress in 1832 was that
of rechartering the Bank of the United States. For political
purposes, tpo National Republiecan party pushed the cuestion
before Congress even though the charter would mot expire un-
til 1836, At the time debetes began on the recharter cuese
tion, King favored the Bank, but he was a party regular and
oprosed the recharter bill because of the circumstances under
which it was proaentod.*a He did not take a prominent part
in the long debates growing out of the recharter proposal
but voted for smendments to the blll that he felt were

44 ggggrqgsi?ngi Globe, 108 volumes (%ashingtons Globe
Office, 34-1873), AL, 352.

45 Thomas Cadwalader to Nicholas Blddle, lUecember 21,
1831, in Reginald Cherles McGrane, ed., The Correspondence
of Nicholas Biddle (Boston: Houghtom ¥4fFlin Company, 1919), p.
149,
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improvements upon it, and cast his vote agains; the final
passage of the b111,46 King expressed his views on the
question at some length in a public letter dated June 13,
1832, Never, said he, had he witnessed such a departure from
principles to promote political objeets and the advancement
of political aspirants as had characterized the session.
Losing sight of the public interest, certain mem had brought
forward the Bank question and pressed 1t upon the delibera-
tion of Congress for partisan purposes. Nobody believed it
neceazary for the operation of the Bank that the charter
should be renewed four years before its expiration. Uncone
nected with the politles of the day, few, 1f any, would have
been willing to press the issue at so early a date. HNone
could fall to see the object in view in pushing it forward.
The best friends of the Bank regretted the course that had
been taken. ?or himself, he had been friendly to the insti-
ﬁution, bellieving it necesasary for the flscal operation of
the government and greatly beneficial in malntaining a sound
monetary system in the country, and would have been wllling
to vote for recharter at the proper time and with "some mod-
ifications to correct abuses.” He could not, however, sup=-
port the bill under the circumatancea.‘? The Bank bill

passed, nevertheless, desplte strong opposition and was

47 King to oditor of the Register, June 13, 1832, cuoted
in Mobile Commercial Reglster, July 6, 1832,
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vetoed by President Jackson. As King and others had noted,
Ehelissua wia used extensively in the ensulng presidential
election in which the National Republican supporters of the
Bank, led bj Henry Clay, sought to unseat President Jackson,

King took a prominent part in the Democratic campalgn
of 1832. He roprosenﬁed Alebema at the Baltimore Convention
vhich was celled in May to choose a vice presidential candie
dste to run with Andrew Jackson on the Democratic ticket.
King was appointed to the committee om rules, Speaking for
the committee, he reported rules to the convention, one of
which was the famous twoethirds rule. In reporting the twoe
thirds rule, King noted that there was no disagreement in
regerd to the nomination for the presidency, but since dif-
ferences of opinion prevailed in regard to the second office
and a number of prominent names had been suggested, the come
mittee deemed 1t wise te suggest a course unlikely to produce
objections. 4As & nominatlion made by two-thirds of the whole
body of the delegates would show 2 "more general concurrence
of sentiment" in favor of a particular candidsate, would car-
ry with it a grester moral weight, and would be more favor-
ably received than one made by a smaller number, he hoped
the resolution would be adoptod.48 Despite scme opposition
the rule was sdopted and continued in use by the Democratiec

48 Washington Dally Globe, May 24, 1832; see also Huntse-
ville Democrat, January 19, Harch 15, 1852,
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Party untlil 1936,

The convention then turned to the nomination of a vice
presidential candidate, HMartin Van Buren received an overe
whelming majority over the other two contestants, Richard M,
Johnson of Kentuecky and Phillip P. Barbour of Virginia, but
he did not receive the vote of Kins.‘g King had asnnounced
prior to the conventlion that he eould not vote for Van Buren
even though Ven Buren enjoyed a great popularity becsuse of
his rejection as Kinlster to England by the easting vote of
Vice Preslident Calhoun. King disliked Van Buren because he
and his friends in Congress had refused to help relieve the
South from tﬁa "burthens of the Tariff." "Once fully cone
vinced of this," wrote King, "no earthly power would bas
strong enough to force me to support Ven, or any other man,
for eny office, high or low, who either in his person, or by
his friends, rivets this accursed American System upon us, 90
True to his word, he, along with most of the Alabama delegae
tion, cast his vote for Bnrbsur.ﬁl There is no evidence,
however, to show that he withheld his support from the party

49 Viashington Daily Globe, May 24, September 1, 1832,

50 King to John Gayle, undated /Bpring, 18327, Copy in
%illiam R. King Collection, Alabama Lepsrtment of Archlives
and History. %ﬂerolnaftcr cited as King Collection,)

51 Tuscaloosa Spirit of the ééf' June 6, 1832. King
had voted for Van Burean's confirmation as Minister to Enge
land, and the actlon had proved popular in Alabams. vashling-
ton Lally Slobe, January 28, Mareh 7, 9, 183,
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because of the Van Buren nominstion. The Democracy again
proved triumphant over the National Republican ticket; Ala-

bama, King's home state, gave 1ts vote to Jackson snd Van

Buren. 62

During the campaign and immedistely thereafter, trouble
was developing in South Carolina as a result of dissatisfac-
tion with the Tariff of 1832. By this measure the protec-
tionists had made protection a settled policy of the govern=
ment. To such s policy 3South Carolina was unwilling to sub-
mit, and ealled a convention which put Cslhoun's nullifica-
tion doctrines into effect by mullifving the tariff laws of
1828 and 1832 within the limits of the state, When Congress
met in December, 1832, the country was faced with the guese
tion of whether the United States would make concessions to
South Carolina or whether South Carolina would give up its
nullification pretensions. Throughout the South, the gues-
tion provoked a great deal of interest. In Alabama some
sympathized with South Caroline and proposed that Alabama
pursue a simllar course; but most of the leaders, even though
they opposed the tariff, denounced the doctrine of nullifica-
tion.?® Governor John Gayle, for example, in his 1832 mes-
sage to the Alabama legislature, spoke of the injustice of
the tariff but declared in regard to mullification: "Fhenever

52 Moore, History of Alabama, p. 165.
53 Ibid., p. 163.
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a State shall venture upon this deplorable experiment, she
will soon find that she will have to abandon the Union, or
return to 1t with feelings of disappointment and humilia-
tion.“54l

Like his friend CGayle, King opposed nullification cdoc-
trines. As early as April, 1831, he had spoken agalnst the
"dangerous doctrines of nullification" and had advocated re-
sistance only "in the manner pointed out by the Constitu~
tipn.“55 In December of that year he expressed hope that
tariff revision would effectually destroy "the monster nulli-
fication.“ss Finally, in a letter of October 4, 1832, "To

Citizens of Perry County," Alabama, he declared that he had

constantly labored sgeinst the American System which imposed

oppressive and uneynual burdens, alienated the arffections of
the oppressed sectlions from the national government, and
greatly weakened the bonds of union. He felt that the sys-
tem was destined to yleld to the force of public opinion and
that at no distant day & further reduction of dutles would
bring dowvn the revenue to the reassonable and proper demands

of the government.

54 Alabama Senate Journal (1832, special session),
p. 14,

55 Mobile Commereial Register, April 2, 1831.
56 King to Coffee, December 10, 1831, Coffee Collee-

tion.
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- Thus believing I am decidedly opposed to
the plan proposed by the advocates of
Nullificationy I wview it as neither
~peaceful nor constitutional, but eclearly
revolutionary in its charaecter, and if
persevered in, must, in the nature of
things, result in the seversnce of the
Union. From such & calamity may God in
his mercy deliver us,97
On December € King wrote Gayle that he was "using eve-
ery exertlon to Inculcate here the necessity of great modera-
tion and forbearance." He was confident that this was the
only true course,for violent asction on the part of the gen-
eral government would enllst the sympathies of the whole
South 1n‘beha1f of Soﬁth Carolina or perhaps even array them
on her side. As the sltuetion stoéd, the courase of South
Carolina met with generasl reprobation, and ahe must sink une
der the publlc condemnation. He urged the Alabama legisla-
ture not to pass any resolution that would give encourage-
ment to the "rascally tariff men" who had placed the govern-
ment in Jeopardy by their oppreanions.58
On December 10 Fresident Jackson issued his ringing pro-
clamation to the people of South Cerolina in which he declar-
ed that the powers claimed in the nullification ordinance
were "incompatible wlth the existence of the union, contra-
dicted expressly by the letter of the Constitution, unauthor-

ized by its spirit, inconsistent with every principle on

57 King to Citizens of Ferry County, October 4, 1832,
cuoted in Huntsville Southern Advoeate, October 27, 1832,

58 King to Gayle, December 6, 183/Z/, Copy in King Col~
lection.
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vhich 1t uu founded, snd destructive of the g;-at object for
which it was formed." Later the Force Bill, as it was calle
"ed, was introduced and passed to permit Jackson to use the
-army'and navy to enforce the collection of dutles if obstruc-
tion pfaventod eollebtian by ordinary means,

Throughout the debates on the Force Bill, King occupled
the ground midway between Jackson's poliey of coercion and
South Carolina's policy of nullification. S3peaking on Jane
uary 24, 1833, he declared that he was wniing to give the
national government and the Fresident "such powers as would
' be necessary to uphold and enforce the laws," but was un-
willing to vote for a2 measure whiah in his judgment inter-
fered with "the rights of the States or those of the people,
or whieh would place in the hands of the Fresident power
which the constitution never intended." He had hoped that
the returning sense of Justice on the part of those who had
foreced the protective system on the country would have caused
them to take steps to calm the South and thus have prevented
the necessity of clothing the President with aﬁch extraordi-
nary power as that conferred by the bill, As this actlon
had not been taken, he conceded that the Foree Bill would
have to be examined and voted on.%® Again he wrote Governor
Gayle that he was opposed to the doetrines of the Fresident's
Proclamation. "I have opposed throughout,” he sald, "the
bill to place the whole military power of the Government at

59 Reglster of Debates, IX, 186,
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the discretion of the Fresident. I can never consent, how-

ever great my confidence in the executive, to cloth any mor-

‘tal with such tremendous powors.“ao ¥hen the vote was taken

on the engrossment of the bill, King cast his vote in the
negative, along with seven others. He absented himsell at
the time the final vete was taken, but declared the next day
that he had already recorded his opposition to the bill by
his vote against angraasment.sl Jackson accused King, and
others who acted as he did, of going over "with the nulli-
fiers.," Such men, he sald, might pass as good Jackson men
at homes but there could be no nullifier who was not aﬁ
heart "a traitor to our happy constitution, and our union,"82
3uch a charge waa unfair to King, for he was certainly no
nuallifier. He had simply been forced to choose between

Jackson end the coereiom of a state and the mullifiers.

State rights man that he was, and assured that the dispute

could be settled without bloodshed through the adoption of
the compromise tariff, he could scareely have voted other-
wise. Although he had acted independently in this case, he
was stlill a supporter of Jackson generally.

Vhile the Force Bill was under discussion, efforts were

60 King to John Gayle, February 26, 1833, Copy in King
Collection.

81 Register of Debates, IX, 601, 688,
62 Jackson to Hardy M. Cryer, cuoted in John 3pencer

Bassett, ed. Gerrefgo§gg%ga of Andrew Jacksom, 7 volumes
(Waahinétons’clrnag e Insti u?sbn, 1926-102 5;, ¥, 16,
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being made to revise the tariff system in such 2 way as to
renove the objections that had caused South Carelina to a-
dopt nullification. The plan eventually accepted, calling
for a gradual sealing down of dutlies so that 2ll schedules ;
would be reduced to twenty per cent ad valorem by 1842, was
suggeatgd by Henry Clay. As early as Jgnuary 9, 1833, King
had predicted that the tariff cuestion would be adjusted,
perhaps not at that session, but certainly at no distant day.
~ Sald King, "When the danger of & disruption of the Govern-
ment becomes iminant, Clay will step forward as a mediator,
the great pacificator, the work will be done, and the Presi-
dency will be his.reward.'ea True to King's prediection Clay
presented a eompponile proposal, but he never attained the
presidency., King listened to Clay's proposal with "unmixed
pleasure® and, although he was not willing to accept the
bill precisely as it was, he expressed hope that Clay's atti-
tude would be imitated by those who followed him. He hoped
the vexed tariff question would be settled in a "peaceful
and equitable manner" and favored consideration of the Clay
plan because it "held out fho promise of a restoration of
peace to the country."” He favored submission of the proposal
to & select committee rather tham to the Committee on Manu-

factures because of the peculiar nature of the circumatances

63 King to Martin Van Buren, January 9, 1833, in Martin
Van Buren Collection, Manusecripts Division, Library of Con-
gress. (Hereinafter cited as Van Buren Collection.)
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and the need to "harmonize conflicting intercsts."®® Vhen
the_Genpraniao bill came te a vote in the Senate, he gave 1t
nis support.®® King gave chief eredit for the tariff adjust-
ment to Hemry Clay vho, he said, had "scted nobly."%®

King was well satisflied with the turn events had taken,
for, although the Force Bill had been passed contrary to his
wishes, the Compromise Tariff left a way open for South Caro-
lina to recede from her advenced stand honorably and without
bloodshed. "The absurd and mischievous doctrines of the
nullification," he wrofe, "will now die a nmatural deathj and
fraternal feelings return, and render our Union pprpetual.“av
He had earlier written that Calhoun was politiesally “a éead
ecock in the pit" and, under no eircumstances, could ever re-
csive the suvport of the southern staﬁos.ea Throughout the
flrst session of the Twenty-second Congress, King had upheld
the rights of the South but had sought to encourage modera-
tion on both sides. And with Clay he mmst be given credit
for the compromise settlement of the tariff issue which pre-
vented further trouble over nullification end took the tariff

64 Register of Debates, IX, 462, 480, 485,
656 1Ibid., IX, 809,

66 King to John Cayle, Februsry 26, 1833, Copy in King
Collection,

87 1bid.

68 King to Van Buren, January 9, 1833, Van Buren Col-
lection,
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out of politics for slmost ten years.

Because of his failure to support nullification, King
came under attack in the nullification press of Alabama, He
was sustained, however, by the pro-Jackson press., The Hunts-
ville Democrst pointed out that he was the chief object of
the attack by the mulllifiers because his term of service in
the Sensate expired inm 1834. Desplte the attacks upom him,
the Democrat felt he should not be alarmed. Calling him a
"Union man, an independent friend and supporter of Jackson
and his administration,” 1t maintained that he had received,
and deserved toc receive, the approbation of friends of the
eéministration for his work.°9

Heanwhile, trouble was developing in Alabama over a
treaty made yish the Creek Indians. In this controversy
stalwart supporters of Jackson on the nullification igsue be-
came stelwart champlons of state rights., Such a man was
Governor John Gayle who broke wlith Jackson and, to some ex-
tent, with his o0ld friend King as a result of the Creek issue.
The dispute grew out of the Treaty of Cusseta, entered into
between the United States and the Creeks on March 24, 1832,
which provided for the cession of Creek landﬁ east of the
Mississippi in exchange for a sum of money and lands in the
#est. The treaty expressly provided, however, that any
Creeks could remain on the ceded lands if they chose to do so.

69 Huntsville Democrat, Mareh 14, 1833,
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The fifth article of the treaty proved to be u;st troublesome.
If-pravtd-e that shite intruders could be removed from the
Creek lands by federal suthoritlies until the lands had been
surveyed and until Creeks, who chose to runatn,'ﬁnﬁ selected
tracts for themselves. Only those settlers who had plunted
erops and had not molested the Indians were exempt urnder the
article, and they were to be allowed to remain only to gather
their crops, In violation of the treaty, however, white sete
tlers slready on the Indisn lands refused to move, and thou
sands of new gettlers rushed into the disputed area. A ori.
sis developed in iugust, 1832, whem the federal marshal,
backed by troops, sought to drive the settlers out, 70

Effortas were made to reach an agreement between state
and federal suthorities so that trouble ecould be averted. In
Lecember Eing called on Preasident Jacksom and received ase
surances that no measures would be taken for the removal of
those settlers who had not interfered with the Indlens.
King, Clement C. Clay, and Semuel Hardis later contacted
Secrctary of Yar Lewis Cass and explained the dlstress that
removal would involve for meny oltizens of Alsbame. Cass

70 Huntaville De iy September 128, 18333 Moore, Hise
t."!? of Als o €: Theodore Henl ey Jack,plabsma
and the Government; the Creek Indian Controversy,"”

!%gfégfinﬂ% ¥ . %;gggzégil ﬂg%;gﬁ, 111 (Uecember, 1916),
30! « (Herelnafter ci as Jack, "Creek Controversy."
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reguested that they write a note on the subjeoé; and they
complied with his roquoit.vl In respomse to their note, Cass
gave settlers already on tﬁe land permlssion to occupy their
tracts provided they had obtained peaceable ﬁoaseaalon and
would agree to relinguish posuens;on within thirty days Af

‘their lands were selected by the Il‘.x.*.d.:.tmm.lr2 Cass's letter

gave séttlcra living on the Creck lands a feeling of securi-
ty and encouraged others to come. At the opening of the 1832
session of the Alsbams legislature, Governor Gayle asserted
Alabama's right to jurlisdiction over the territory, and the
legislature laild it off into nine counties.’® At this stege
there was bope that no more trouble would feollow,

Such was not the case, for trouble broke out again in
1833, The Indisns complained that they were being molested,
and Seeretary Cass in August, 1833, revoked the permission
he had given to the settlers in hi: Lecember letter. Hardee
men Owens, & minor Alsbama officlsl, was killed by troops
under the command of a deputy marshal who was acting in pure
suance of the order to remove settlers who were interfering
with the Indians. Although Owens was probably a ruffian and

hed been responsible for the inecident, opposition to the

71 King to John Gayle, December 6, 183/27, Copy in
King Colleetlion.

72 Lewis Cass to William R. King and others, December &,
1832, cuoted in Hunteville Democrat, September 12, 1833.

73 Alabama Sggaﬁe Journal (1832), p. 103 3ack, "Creek
Controversy," pp. ~505,
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poliecy of the general government developed thé;ughout the
state. Mass meetings were held to protest the removal poliey,
and Governor Geyle engaged in correspondence with Secretary
Cass in vhich he protested agsinst the use of the military
forces of the United States within the state of Alabama when
state laws and state courts were available. He eventually

issued & proclamation ordering the people to submit to the

courts of the Unlted States, to look to the law for protece
tion, to let the Indians alone, and to co-operate in the
apprehending of offenders.v‘
Fresident Jackson commissloned Franels Scott Key to go
to Tﬁngaloosa to conduct negotiations with the Alabama gove
ernment for settling the dispute. King saw him In Nontgomery
and advised him to meet Gayle "in the undisguised spirit of
political confidence, and persomal respect.” Back in Vashe
ington King contacted the Fresident so as to remove from his
mind ﬁny unfavorable impression which the controversy had
producod.va Key negotiated a settlement with Gayle which
conceded praoticnllﬁ all thet the state of Alabamsa had asked

for.7° King deserves mich credit for acting as a peacemaker

in the affair. His policy of mutual forbearance and

74 Alabama Sg%ate Journel (1833), pp. 13=193 Washington
Lally Globe, August 22, October £l, November 1, 1833,

75 ¥illiam R, King to John Gayle, March 18, 1834, Copy
in King Collection. :

76 Moore, Hlistory of Alsbama, p. 169.
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compromise assisted in solving a problem that had very nearly
resulted in tragle consequences,

* The main issue before Congress in 1833-1834 was the one
growing out of the removal of government deposits from the
Bank of the United States. This removal took place only
after FPresident Jackson had replaced two Secretaries of the
Treasury who cuestioned the section with the compliant Roger
Brooke Taney who i1zsued the withdrawal order. The move pro-
vokedé a great deal of opposition from friends of the Bank,
Sohn after Congress met in Deecember, 1833, Henry Clay intro-
duced a resolution calling on Jackson to furnish the Senste
with a copy of a peper he had read to the Cabinet on re-
mova1.77 King pointed out thet the Senate had no right to
call on the President for the document agﬁ that Jackson would
be justified in refusing to camnnniaate“it.qa Jackson, as
King had prophesied, refused to submit the information. T2
Clay then introduced two resolutions. The first declared
that the President had assumed a power over the treasury of
the United States not granted teo him by the constitution and
laws in dismissing the Secretary of the Treasury because he
would not consent to the removal of the deposits; the second

declared that the reasons assigned by Secretary Taney for

77 Reglster of Debates, X, 27.
78 iIblid., X, 36.
?9 Ibido' x’ 570
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removing the govermnment deposits were unsatist;otory and ine-
sufficient.80 After long debate, both resolutions were pass-
ed in a somewhat modlfied form. One declared Taney's expla-
nation unsatisfaectory, and the other declared that Jackson
had “aaaumed upon himself authority and power not conferred
by thn‘oonstitutinn, bat in derogation of both" when he had
refused to submit the documents called for by the Senate,8l
Jackson protested the Senate's censure of his caura@.sa The
debate was then reopened. Jackson's enemies attacked him
for questioning the right of the Senate to censure him and
eriticized the language that Jackson used in the protest.

His friends defended Jackson's policy and his right to pro-
test the Senate's action.

King came to the defense of Jackson in a speech of con-
slderable length., He chargsd that the censure resoclutions
were & political movement, that the opposition party supposed
that by their condemnatory sentence they could shake the cone
fidence of the people in the purity and 1ntogb1vf'or_Jaokaun
and thus impair the weight and influence of the administrae
tion so as to elevate thelr own pollitical friends. He exe
pressed indignation that senators had accused Jackson of
falsehood for expressing his opinions about the cemsure

80 Ibid., X, 58.
81 Ibid., X, 1187.
82 Ibid., X, 1317.
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resolutions. Such action, he declared, was ui;sunl and une
becoming in the Senate. To those who charged that Jackson
- had trumpeted his own praise in the protaét, King answered
that the Presideant had & right to recur to those events inm
his past which proved hls devotion to the prinoiplea.or 1ib-
erty and the sacrifices he had made in defending the rights
of thg United States when charged with violating the constie
tution and with usurping undelegated powers. Sald King,

"The fame of that msm will live in the grateful recollections
of a republintﬁ people throughout thls widely-extended em-
pire, when the little politicians of the day will sink into
oblivion, and be remembered no more forever,"8%
King asked the antieJackson men why they gquestloned the
President's right to make appoiﬁtmonta and removals. Did
not the constitution delegate to the Presldent the right to
nominate and, with the consent of the Senate, appoint men
to office? Por forty vears it had been a settled policy that
the absolute right of removal was vested in the President and
had been unquestioned in preceding administrations. Now,
however, some senators had suddenly dlscovered that the pow-
er of removal had never existed and that the exerclse of 1t
was & violation of the comstitution. Jackson, sald King,
had done only what Waahingteﬁ, Jefferson, and all the preced-

ing Fresidents had done in making removals.

83 Ibid., X, 1361,
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Some had charged that Jackson had usurped power in
making extensive use of the vetos King answered thet Jackson
had merely acted to arrest what he belleved to be laws enaot;
ed in violation of the constitution or designed greatly to
injure the genersl -interest. In vetoing the Maysville Road
Bill he had arrested the actiom of the general government in
alding works of internal irmprovement, saved the country vast
sums d:-monax, and preserved from violation "the sacred chare
ter of the §e0p1§'a rights.” Some who applauded the veto
vhen i1t was made, charged King, now condemned Jackson for
the acts His veto of the Distribution bill prevented the
geatruction of the best Interests of the new states If not a
violation of the constitution itself. His veto of the Bank
bill had saved the country from "the blighting influence of
this great ﬁonayod'institutlon."a4

King sald he fecared leglslative usurpation more than he
¢did executlve usurpation. The Tariff of 1828 had been passe
ed with the avowed purpose of protection, but few from the
South iculd call a purely protective tariff constitutional.
To the remonstrances of the oppressed seectlon, the majority
had givén no heeds Even the messages of Jackson in favor of
 taplff relief went unheeded. Speclal interests, rather than
éha constitution, determined aetion in the legislative halls.

Bills to give rellef te'minority sections were defeated.

84 Ibid., X, 1361-1362.
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"Tell me not, then," he declared, "that 1t 1s executive usur-
pation from which we have most to fear,"85

Jagkson, said King, could rightfally claim the supervi-
sory power of seelng that governmental agents falthfully
carried into effeet the laws passed for their control. He
had been selected by the American peoﬁlo beecause they felt
that he was honest and patriotic and would compel all under
his aﬁtherity to do thelr duty to the people. This, and
this only, he claimed the right to do. For attempting to
free himself from the unprecedented censure passed by the
Senatalby stating his grounds for committing the act, how=
ever, Jackson was met by "a degree of vibuperation and de-
nunciation®™ which had astonished, 1f it had not dlsgusted,
moaﬁ of those who had heard 15,50 |

To these who had aecused others of subserviency to the
administration King admitted that he was a personal and po-
1iticsl friend of Jackson and that he had generally given
ﬁhe administration & firm and zeslous support. But he de=-
nied that he stood with 1t in &ll instances, and cited his
opposition to the Force Blll as an example of hia indepen-
dence. Base subserviency, he declared, would never win the

respect of Jaakson.sq

85 Ibid., X, 1362-1363.
86 Ibid., X, 1363,
87 Ib’-db' x' 1365. -
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The protest, warned Ki g, could not be smé%herode it
uquld'gﬁ out before the people and be read_with avidity. The
motive for its adoptlion would be detected and seneators would
£ind "that they must sbide the ‘declsion."®8 Dslpiﬁl"ﬁhﬂ OXw-
értions of King and other friends of Jackson, the Senate .
passed resolutions that the presidentisl protest was incone
elatent with congressional authority and refused to receive
16,89  Jackson received nis vindieation, however, in 1837,
when the censure resolution was expunged from the Ssna;s
Journal.
| Although King had come to the defense of Jackson when
he was under attack, he did not agree with the President on
the subjeet of removal. King felt that the removal of de-
paalta,nas_iédiaoroot, but in the warfare between the Bank
and adminlstration he felt compelled "to rally under the
Banner of the Government."?0 King wrote in Junuary, 1834,
that friends of the Bank im Congress were trying desperately
to secure & vote in favor of restoration of deposits because
they reasoned that restoration would, under the clrcumstan-
ces, amount to reuhnrtar.gl He wrote in March that there was
little hope for recharter of the Bank but that some sabatitute

88 Ibid., X, 1366,
8¢ Ibid., X, 1711,

90 King to John Gayle, March 18, 1834, Copy in King
Collection.

91 King to Gayla, January 4, 1854, Copy in King
Collection.
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plan might be acceptable ia Congress. The sdministration,
he polnted out, preferred the use of state benks as flseal
agents of the governﬁnnt.oa_ The deposits were never restor-
og and the charter was never renewed desplte the efforts of
Congress and the action of the Bank in contracting ecredit to
an nnusual extent.

.King's positions on national issues were of lmportance
in the senatorlial electlon of_1854; The nullifiers had con-
demned King for his stand on nullifieation, and plans were
made to exploit the ill-feeling that had developed between
King and Governor Gayle as a result of King's efforts to se-
cure a settlement to the Creek oontrovarsy.gﬁ Dixon Hall
Lewis, a close friend of John C. Calhoun, was prom;nently_
mentioned as the candidste of the nullifier faction.94 From
tiﬁa to time, letters from Alabama were printed in the Unit-
ed States Telegraph, purporting te be favorable to Eing but
actually designed to influence the people against him and
undermine his chances of reeslection. One writer, for exame
ple, spoke of the illegality of the removal of deposits and
predicted that 1f the representatives of the people did not
vindlcate and sustain the constitution againat such tyranny

92 King to Gayle, March 18, 1834, Copy in King Col=
lection.,

93 Huntsville Democrat, april 3, July 23, 1854; King to
Gayle, Karech 18, 1874, :

94 Huntsville Democrat, April 3, 1834,
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"they had better return cuietly to their hame;;”gs Another
correspondent wrote in May that South Alabama was decidedly
antleadministration and that there was strong opposition in
North Alabama. He surmlsed, therefore, that King would have
stronger opposition than he was aware of.96

The administration Globe, however, expressed surprise
that the opposition press and its correspvondents could know
so much more about Alabama polities than the elected repre-
sentatives of that state, and the Huntsville Democrat called
on Jackson supporters to look to the August electiom to in-
sure that King would be sustained when the legislature
met, &7 King himself wrote a letter to Governor Gayle in
which he explained his course during the Creek controversy
and admitted that honest differences of opinion had existed,
but he declared that his friendship for Gayle had not been
1mpa1rad.98 Gayle accepted the explanation as satisfactory
and announced in July that no misunderstanding any longer
exlsted between him and King. OGayle wrote: "On the subject
of the Indian Controversy we differed in opinion on one or
two pointsy but he /King/ has not falled to do justice to
the motives which impelled me to embark on that

95 Washington United States Telegraph, Mareh 20, 1834,
96 Ibid., June 7, 1834,

97 Washington Daily Globe, April 26, 18343 Huntsville
Demoerat, April 3, 1834.

98 King to Gayle, March 18, 1834, Copy in King Collec~_
tion.
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controversy,"?? About the same time, Lewis declined to run
against King, and he wes left with only slight oppoaition.loo
The Jackson party defeated the "Netionals and Nullifiers" in
the August election, and King's election to the Senate was
assured,101

When the legislature met in November to elect a senator,
King was practically unopposed, Only thirteen scattered
votes were cast for all his opponents, including lLewis and
Gayle.loz A correspondent wrote the editor of the Athenlan:
"The oppositionists could not succeed in raising the wind -=-
they had therefore to lie low, and see Col, King walk over
the track without opposition.™Y3 Dixon Hall Lewis made an
appearance in Tuscalcosa at ﬁhe heginning of the leglislative
session, possibly to feel out the prospects for his own can-
didacy, but did not become a strong contender for the ofe-
fice.lﬂu Those who had predicted that King had "barked up
the wrong tree" in supporting Jackson found out that they
had misjudged Alabama opinion, The Alabama legislature not

99 Buntsville Democrat, August 6, 1834,
100 Ibid,
101 Washington Daily Globe, August 23, 183L,

102 Alebama Senate Journal (1834), ppe. 16-17,.

103 Quoted in Funtsville Democrat, December 3, 1834,
10l Ibid,




139
only reelected King to the Senate, but instructed Senator
Gabriel ¥oore to resign becsuse he had supported the nulli-
fier group and had opposed the perty of Jaekson.

In the meantime, King had been receiving a friendly re-
ception at'moetinss throughout Alabama. On his way home from
Washington in Auguset, 1834, he was invited to a public dinner
at Huntsville which he was foreced to decline because of the
press of private affairs at home. His letter to the commlit-
tee declining the invitation, however, was a2 ringing vindi-
cation of the Jackson administretion and his own course dure
ing the previous session. He lamented that during the stormy
session jJust past Jackson's enemles had denounced him as a
ruthless tyrant. He assured the people of Huntsville that
Jackson ha@ not trampled under feoot thelr rights and liber-
ties. A calm and dispassionate examinatiom of his acts
would show them to be in strict conformity with the prinel-
ples of American govermnment. The foreces opposing Jackson
were bound together in indiscerininate opposition to the
Jackson administration and were seeking mostly tq defeat the
Democratic Party,los At a meeting in Cahawba, attended by
about five hundred, King charged that an allisnce had been
made between the Bank of the United States and political
aspirants for the purpose of coercing the recharter of the
Bank end plaeing in office those w'o would forward 1ts views.

105 Huntsville Democrat, August 6, 1834,
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Jackson, he sald, had drawn upon himself the wﬁole power of
the Bank and its friends by his veto of the recharter
bi}.l.mB At Tusecaloosa King again reviewed toples that had
troubled the country for the past honths and spoke approving-
ly of the course followed by the party of Jackson.107 ag
these meetings toasts were drunk to both King and Jackson.
Representative examples of these toasts were: "William R,
King: A Demoerat of the Jeffersonlan school, an honest and
fearleas advocate of the rights of the people, Alabama will
appreclate his worth, and in her gratitude will rewerd his
services,” and "Andrew Jaekson, President of the United
Statess He has met and vanqulshed the eombined powers of the
Bank of the United States, the leaders of Federalism, the
American System and Nullification,"108

Returning to the Senate in December, 1834, King con-
tinued to support the Jackson administration. On January
24, 1835, he introduced resolutions of the Alabama leglsla-
ture instructing Alabama's senators to use their untiring
efforts to cause to be expunged from the Senate Journal the
resolutions of censure against President Jackson. He had
no intention of moving an expunging resolution but left this
to be done by Thomas Hart Benton who had given notice at the

106 Huntsville Southern Advoeate, September 9, 30,

1834.
107 Ibid., September 30, 1834.
108 Ibid.
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past session that he would make such a motion. if Benton
failed to present such a resolution, however, King pledged
himself to present one st the proper time. Some cuestioned
the propriety of expunging the resolutiom from the Journal,
but King declared that the people of the country had passed
Judgment on the truthfulmess of the facts stated in the Jour-
nal. They had declared that these charges were untrue, that
the condemnatlion pronounced against the President for having
violated the constitution was false, and that it was high
time that the resolution was stricken from the Journal it
disgraoed.log Benton later presented an expunging resolue-

110 He continued to bring

tion which was defeated in 1835.
it forward, however, and it was eventually passed in Janue
ary, 1837. The secretary was ordered to draﬁ a cirecle a-
round the resoiution censuring Jackson and endorse it "ex-
punged by the order of the Senate.,” In the chair at the

time, King looked with favor upon the vindication of his old

- 109 Reglster of Debates, XI, 2563-266, 266-267; Thomas
Hart Benton rty Years' View; or, a History of the Working
of the American Govermment for Thirty Years, %—rom 1820 to
1850, 2 volumes (New York: D, Appleton, 18566), 1, 524,
(Hereinafter cited as Benton, Thirty Years' View.)

110 Register of Debates, XI, 727. Vhen Calhoun charged
the supporters of Jackson of being "supple tools of execu=-
tive power," King succinetly summed up the feelings of a
great meny when he answered that there were "certain disap-
pointed asplrants to power who always viewed things through
a2 gloomy medium, who were ever croaking over the imaginary
ruin of our free institutions." Ibid., p. 725.
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friend., As the speechmaking ended, he ordored—tho final roil
call to be taken.}ll So ended the compaign, in which Benton
and King were the leaders, to clear the Senate Journel of a
censure against the chief executive.

In 1836 a Distribution Act was passed to relieve the
treasury of surplus funds accumulsted from teriff duties and
public land sales. The act provided that all funds in the
treasury over 6,000,000 from whatever source derived should
be deposited with the states, subjeet to recall, in guarter-
ly installments in proportion to their representation in both
houses of Congress, King voted for the bill believing thet
in so doing he was making the "safest and least objectlon-
able disposition of the vast sum accumlating in the Treas-
ury."lla He roalisodlthat the large amount of money in the
treasury could not be appropriated without resorting to such
extravagant expenditures "as no administration coﬁld even
approach and retain the confidence of the country." Under
the elrcumstances, he favored a scheme by which the treasury
could be relieved of the excess of revenue and the adminise-
tration freed from suspiclions of using the surplus for ime-
proper purposes. He and his friends concluded that the

- least objectionable way to solve the problem was to deposit

the money with the people of the states from whom it had

111 Ibid., XIII, 5045063 Benton, Thirty Years' View,
I’ 73’0.

112 Register of Debates, XIII, 162,

—

n——
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been unnecessarily drawn, The states could then use the
money at their discretion. As a permanent solution to the
problem of govermment surpluses, Eing fevored a reduction of

taxation although he admitted thet the Compromise Tariff of

1853 should not be disturbed without good cause. Under no
circumstances would he vote for a plan of outright distribue
tion, but under the deposit system the general government
could alweys recall money that it needed.}® ¥ith the com-
ing of the depression of 1837 the problem of the government
became one of shortages rather than of surpluses, and the
Distribution Act was soon repealod.ll‘

Texas won 1ts independence during Jackson's second ade
ministration, and the United States was faced with the pro-
blem of whether or not to recognize the new republic. Be-
caugse of probable conseguences with Mexico and because of
political reasons, Fresident Jackson deleyed until the very
last days of his administration before granting such recog-
nition., In discussing the problem in 1836 Eing expfosaed
views close to those of the administration. He suggested
that lmmediate recognition might be unwise. He admitted
that Americans could nst but sympathize with those who were
contending for their rights and must feel "a powerful sense
of indignation at the blood-stained atroclities which had

marked the desolating progress of thelr cruel oppressors”s

113 Ibid., XI1I, 160-162.
114 See Chapter 5.
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but however strong American feelings might be Eor the Texans
and however mach Americans might detest the conduct of the
Mexican invaders, the adoptlon of measures looking to in-
dependence seemed premature. He opposed any measures "cale
culated to detract from the exalted character of this coun-
try for good falth and en undeviating adherence to all its
treaty stipulations.”" The United States could not, because
of en "effervescence of feeling," abandon the course it had
always followed toward foreign powers., Had not the Latin
American republles been required to establish independent
governments before they were goeognized? Let reliable in-
formation be furnished that Texas had formed such a govern-
ments then it would be proper for the United States to sact.

Prﬁsidont Jaqkaon, he felt, would oppose premature action
116

on the subjeet.
King srdently supported the President in his losing
battle for appropriations for a "defense fund"™ in case of a
war with France and for sending a speclal representative to
England in 1835. To the argument that the defense fund was
not specifiec and would glve the President too much power,
King pointed out that general appropriations were cuite

regular where emergencies existed. He urged the appropriation

115 Reg%ater of Debates, XII, 1286, 15290-1530. Benton
wrote, "Mr., King, ol Ifaﬁama: counselled moderction although
he was aware thet in the present exclited feeling in relation
to Texas, every prudent course would be misunderstood."

Benton, Thirty Years' View, I, 666,
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for the speeclial minister and charged that the ;ppaaition was
motivated by partisanship 1ln its attempt to restrict the
President's control over foreign affairs, But all in vain,
the appropriations were dqniod.lls

Evaluating the Jackson administration, King decl#red
that, despite the efforts of the opposttien, Jadkson had bLeen
triumphant. The alliance of "Nullifiers and ﬂabi&naliats“
had been entirely mistaken in 1ts predictions that Jackson's
ﬁolicies would bring ruin to the country. Instesd tﬁo peo~
ple were enjoying unprecedented prosperity. Good fortune
seemed to have marked Jackson for 1ts owm. Do what he
would, success always attended him, Intermal improvements
by the general government disappeared at his touch, sald
King. The protective tariff, under his sentence of condem-
nation, hed been absndoned, The Bank, with all its remifica-
tions and all its influence, had been attacked, defealed,
end destroyed. Even 1ts most ardent supporters admitted
that the monster was desd, never to be revived. In bringing
France to terms, Jackson was indeed "a favorite of fortune.,"
Jackson was victorious in foreign policy as well as in do=-
mestie affairs. With true insight, King gave the secret of

Jackson's success, To his friend Gayle he wrotet

116 Reglster of Debates, XI, 712-713, 758-739, 744.
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They much mistake him who suppose that in
affalrs of stete he is govermed by passions}
he caleulates the chances, countz the cost,
takes his ground, and maintains it with a
firmness which nothing can shske, such 1is
Jackson, and here we have the secret of his
[ success; posterity will do him justice by

| awarding to him patriotic devotion, honesty
| of purpose, yith a clear dlseriminating

judgment...?

In recounting the successes of the Jackson administration,

King geve expression to personal pride for, except in a few

cases, he had been a firm supporter and defender of Jackson

and had helped to make the success posslbls,

117 Eing to John Gayle, March 5, 1835, Copy in King
Collection.
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