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PREFACE

The scope of thils study has been dlctated by its
methodology, which, in turn, has been determined by its aim.
In order to formulate with preclslon a theory of political
behavior for econdmickleaders of the mid-nineteenth century
it is neceSsary to document the economle careers, ethnic
origins, religlous affillatlions and famlly backgrounds of a
carefully selected economlec ellte, What 18 obtalned by the
extenslve documentatlon of over one-hundred and seventy-five
1nd1vidﬁéls is the opportunlty to study the relationship éf
these attributes to political affiliation. By tabulating
these attrlbutes agalnst party afflliation, relationshlps
were dilscovered which indicate that relilgilous and ethno-
cultural influences among certaln groups affected pollitical
behavior more strongly than dld economic factors. At the
same tiﬁe, other groups may have been influenced by their
economic class position. When similar studles have been
undertaken, it will be posslble to develop precise general-
izations concerning political behavior. Such generalizations
are indispensable for a more complete understanding of the

nature of politibal conflict 1n American life.

vi



The manuscript and newspaper sources avallable in the
Burton Historical Collectlon of the Detrolt Public Library,
together with 1ts excellent blographlcal indexes, made a
thorough study of the Wayne County ellte possible. Dilscov-
erles and flashes of insight on the part of Burton Collectlon
staff members turned up much valuable information.

This study was directed by Professor Lee Benson. Hils
conviction that ellte studles must complement larger Ilnves-
tigations of voting behavior established the purpose of this
undertaking.

vii
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CHAPTER I
CLASS AND POLITICS IN AMERICAN HISTORY

The emphasls on confliet in hilstory must arise iq
part from lts timeless essence as narrative., The greatest
villains and the biggest battles make the best storles,
The history of the American republic, the only nation in
Western soclety without a feudal-chlvalriec past, is no
exceptlon, Its heroes and villains, however, are politi-
cians,qpankers, businessmen and planters instead of kings,
1ts baftlégrounds not flelds but leglslatures and stock
exchanges, its gods, the Constitution or therPeople. Since
the prevalllng view of the pfésent is that Amerleca, unllike
Europe, produced the classless society of the mlddle-class,
i1t is somewhat astonilshlng that the great majority of 1lts
historlans have established as maJjor themes political
conflicts based on economic class or geographlcal section.

Historlans of the Jacksonian perlod can be grouped
éccording to era, blas, methodology and frame of reference,
but they all saw the time as one of intense party battles,
As historical writing became more refined, they made
attempts to explain political affilliations on the basis of

1




class, sectlon or interest group. In cases where they did
not, thelr accounts contained implicit assumptions concern-
lng the relationshlp between class and poliltics.

The earlier historlans of the Jackson period created
a stage where national leaders dramatically encountered
each other over issues. Concentrating on political leaders,
they superficlally treated the nature of party support.
For the most part, these post-Civil War historians were
patriclan reformers whose preoccupation with the corruption
of the Grant era directed thelr attention to Jackson as
the innovator of the spolls system and the subsequent
degradation of the Republic. To the extent that they
described the parties, they tended to accept the Whig view
that 1t was Jacksonlan demogogues who used politics to set
class agalnst class.l |

The blas of these historlans in favor of patrilclan
rule probably accounted 1n part for thelr uncrltical accept-
ance of the ldea that the Jacksonlans represented the
"eountry's untutored Instincts'" which had overthrown a
decadent "silver-forked civiiization.” Nevertheless, as
staunch bellevers in laissez falre economics, they were
forced to recoghlze some merlt in the Jacksonlan dedlecatilon

to limited government. In his Life of“Andre@ Jackson, James

1A1fred Alexander Cave, "The Jacksonian Movement in
American Historiography (PhD. thesls, Unlversity of Florida,
1961), 232, _




Parton showed how difficult it was for a patriclan to rec-
oncile a theoretical faith In democracy wilth the actualitiles
of democratic rule., However, his mlsgivings about thé dis-
mal effects of universal suffrage were balanced by his
espousal of the lalssez falre policles of the Democrats .2

‘ William Graham Sumner's analysis of the Jacksonian
period suffered from his projection of the conflicts of the
18901's back to the 1830's. He saw the developing tension
between agrarianism and strict lalssez faire in his own
time and regarded the Jacksonlan era as an early example

of this conflict. Thus while 1indlcting the bank policy as
an lgnorant attack on a valuable financlal institution and
finding its motivation in the "tyranny'" of Jackson's popu-
larity which "erushed out reason and eommon'sense," Sumner
praised most of the policles thémselves as conforming to
"the general non-interference policy" which "strengthens
any government which recurs to 1t."3 |

Another advocate of lalssez falre, Edward Shepard,

writing a blography of Martin Van Buren in the gsame year in

which Sumner's Andrew Jackson appeared, came to the same

conclusions concerning'the nature of Jacksonlan policiles

2 James Parton, Life of Andrew Jackson (New York:
Mason Bros., 1861), TII, I50.

3william Graham Sumner, Andrew Jackson (Bostoﬁ}w\
Houghton, Mifflin, 1910), 235, 2065, 290, 316, 397.




but departed from other anti-Jacksonlan historians by re-
lnterpretling the nature of the movement. As a hard money,
Grover Cleveland Democrat, Shepard favored the Democratic
parﬁy of Jackson as a baslcally conservative institution
whlch guarded the Jeffersbnian faith 1in limited govermment.
In hls view, the dangerous lnnovators were the Whigs wlth
thelr advocacy of the tariff, distributlon of revenue,
alllance of government and banking and demands for govern-
mental action against the Panlc of 1837.4

That historians could concoct such idlosyncratlc mix-
tures from the same ingredlents 1s not merely a result of
personal bias. Thelr methodology reinforced the defects
caused by their partilsanshlp. Parton, for example, began
with the view that '"the people' should have "wrested the
scepter" from the hands of those "who had not shown them-
selves worthy to hold it," that 1s, "“the rullng class in
the United States . . . composed of men who had graduated
at colleges, and had passed the greater part of thelr lives
on carpets.”? But he failed to define "the people" and
made no attempt to describe the kinds of support the Jackson
party ?eceived. Sumnher, a tralned soclologlst with a keen
interest in economilc matters, went consliderably beyond
Parton in attempting to clarify the sources of party support.

His account of the Jackson coalition as a free-trade South,

Hcave, 137-139. " Sparton, III, 149-150.
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free-land West combination reinforced by the "unaccountable"
Jackson popularlty in Pennsylvania and the "ambitious pol-
1ticlans of New York" forshadowed Turner and subsequent
historiography.6

Sumner also described the Democratic party in terms
of -1deoclogy. Hls obJjectivlity overcame his antiépopular
prejudices to a remarkable degree when he gave credit %o
the "loco-focos of 1835" as the originators of "the hard
money, free trade, the non-interference theory 6f govern-
ment , "7 Having suggested that the foundations for polltics
were sectlonal and economic, Sumner at anobther Juncture
implled that leadership and careerism were the moving
forces: ' |

Great parties did not organize on the important

polltlcal questlons., Men were led off on some

petty slde 1ssue, or they attached themselves to

a great man, wlth whom they hoped to come to

power,
Sumner's gropings produced contradictlons characteristic
- of historlans who wrote without developling a theory of
. political bhehavlor,
Frederlck Jackson Turner's book, The Unlted States,

1830-1850, the work of a lifetime, represented a tremendous
advance 1n analysing the bases of politlcal forces, He

swept away Sumner's imprecise leadership concept as he set

Osumner, 176,232. . T1bid., 438,
81pid., 425.




out to clear up the fogs of his predecessors:

Undoubtedly, 1lnltiatlve and important influence
arose from personal leadershilip; but hlstory ls
prone to attribute to such leadership an effect
that 1s exaggerated. The unames of the princilpal
men are used as symbols 1n a way that conceals
the part played by the lesser leaders who worked
with them and who sometimes shaped their action.
The larger tendenciles, in sectlon and state,

- that determined much of the course of the out-
standing statesmen are too little considered.d

Turning from natlonal lssues as the stuff of history,
Turner presénted a detalled Investigation of the entilre
soclety of the varlous sectlons. Hls evidence suggested
a multliple causatlon of politlcal behavior, although his
thesls of the frontler perhaps led him to over-emphasize
the geographlcal factor. Hls closest approach to a theo-
reticalﬂstatement about political motilvation was a kind
of sectional-class formulatlon with characteristic Turner
qualifications:

But, whille regional antagonisms defermined the
geography of party district, the quality of the
region did not conslstently determine the party
complexlion. Not all reglons of property and pros-
perity voted Whig, and not all the poor reglons
of rough country were predomilnantly Democratlc.
There were exceptions that prevent the historilan
from formulating a law of polltical dlstribution
on physical or economic grounds, It can be said,
hiowever, that dilfferent physical regions usually
voted in opposition to each other and that there
was a tendency, falling short of the lnevitable,
for the Democrats to control the less prosperous
areas and for the Whigs to rule in the reglons of

9Frederick Jackson Turner, The United States, 1830-
1850 (New York: Henry Holt and To., 1935), 3%2.
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greater wealth and vested interests.lO

Withln his study of the sectlons themselves Turner
found a tendency for voting districts to coinclde with
economlc reglons, but he conscilentiously noted exceptions
with suggested a more complex plcture. In keeping with
hils baslc 1dea that democracy was a product of the West was
his notlon that western Whigs were different:

In this sectlon there had not been developed an

aristocracy like that of the plantling class ln

the South and Southwest and like that of the

mercantlle and banking classes in the Northeast,

with their socilal distinctlon and the inter-

marrlage of their leaders.ll
He further suggested that ethnlce grouplngs had something
to do with votlng. In the Middle Atlantic states, he
pointed out, "on the whole, the better farm lands, the
lines of communlcation, the areas settled by New Englanders,
tended to vote the Whig ticket." Again:

But the danger of overgeneralizing on purely

geographlcal and economic grounds 1s illustrated,

not only by the Democracy of the Germans 1n the

rich agricultural countries of the Great Valley

of Pennsylvanla, but also by the Whilg affiliation

of certaln rough countles in the Adirondacks 1ln

New York. Certaln 1t 1is that stock and personal

leadership_must be considered, as well as physilcal
" geography .2

101pid., 13, : 1l1pig., 362.

- 121p44,, 116, It is interesting to note in this connec-
tion that "New Englanders” were consldered as an eccnomlc as
well as an ethnlc grouping. Followlng the statement guoted
above on New Englanders he added, "It has been sald the seven-
‘eighths of the New Englanders who could afford to subseribe
to the more expensive party papers were Whigs."
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Religlon also appeared as a possible determinant of pafty
afflliation: 1In New England the Congregatilonalilsts sup-
ported the Whilgs, the Methodlsts and Baptlsts the Demo-
crats.t3

Turner's observatlons that votlng behavior may have
been based on ethnlc and religlous factors poinf the way to
the questlons raised by this study. The work of Charles A,
Beard was even more clearly a new departure in the methodol-
ogy of research into voting behavior. In his most original

work, The Economlc Interpretation of the Constitution of

the Unlted States, Beard proJjected a more or less expliclt

economic determinist theory of political behavior with his
hypothesis that men took positlions for and agailnst the
Constltution because of thelr economic in’cerests.l4 It was
the economic-class blas of this work that created the
animus whlch insplred his hard-working critics writlng in
the conservative revisionist period after World War 11,15
His hypothesls unsupported, however, would not have stimu-
lated such activity. His careful search for evidence of

wealth to correlate with voting behavior and his ingenlous

131pia., 66,

1l1ee Benson, Turner and Beard (Glencoe, Illinois:
The Free Press, 1960), L34-137.

15Robert E. Brown, Charles Beard and the Constitutlon
(Princeton, N.J.: Princeton Unlversity Press, 1050);
Forrest McDonald, We The. People: The Economic Origlns of
the Constitution (Chicago: Unlversity of Chicago Press,

1950).
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projections of a few statlstics to estimate total voters

are themselves testimony to the value of an innovating

hypothesis. Historlans had to refute him with additional

evldence and, in the oplnlon of one scholar, at this writing

"a convineilng case has yet to be made, for or against it.'"l6
. Beard was far less precise in defining hils concepts of

class and sectlion in his works covering the pre-~Civil War

period, Writlng with a grand sweep in The Rise of American

Clvilization, he devoted 1little attention to the nature of

party support during the Jacksonian era, Although he in-
dicated that "often a rich money lender was a perfectly
good Democrat'" and that
« « o 1t would be a mistake to assume that the
Democrats refused all political relations with .
banks . . . the party which destroyed the second
federal bank so ruthlessly that the Whigs could

never restore it was Jackson's farmer-labor combil-
nation, the new Democracy of the middle period, "L7

Although he talked about classes, Beard's economlic groups
In power overlapped sections; The three groups struggling
for dominance were the capltalists, the plénter interest

.and the farmers.l8

l6Benson, Turner and Beard, 175.

17charles A. Beard and Mary R. Beard, The Rlse of
Amerlcan Clvilization (NEW York: MacMillan Co,, 1930),
T, 669, 682, .

, 181p1d. Beard's gualifications: "It is not conteﬂded
‘that all capltalists wilth mechanlcal exactness were drawn
to one combination and all planters and farmers to another.
Indeed, he suggested that it was the small farmer in large

i
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When he came to the causes of the Civil War, Beard
hazarded a thesis as bold as his earller view of the
Constitution:

¢« « « in 1860 %the country stood in fundamental

respects Just where it did in 1787 under the

Artlcles of Confederation. Nothing but another

radlcal change 1ln the membership of the Supreme

Bench or a constltutional revolutilon, such as

“that effected in 1789, could repalr the havoc

wrought 1n business enterprise by agrarilan reforms.l9
Since the South would not accept the "radlcal change’ repre-
sented by the election of Lincoln, the natlon experienced
a "soclal cataclysm in which the capitalilsts, laborers and
farmers of the North and West drove from power in the
national govermnment the planting aristocracy of the South, 20

Beard's design of proof for thils sweeping thesls was
chiefly based on relatlng party to policy rather than men
and faction to property as in his study of the Constitution,
Contrasting the economic policles of the government during
the Democratic administrations prior to 1860 with those of
the victorious Republicans, Beard concluded that a revolu~

tion had taken place, since the capitalist class had galned -
wilthin four years all the Federallsts and Whigs had

areas of the South who "furnlshed the orilglnal substance

of Jacksonlan Democracy." Although the working classes of

the clties were generally thrown by soclal differences into

opposition to the capltalilsts, many accepted the Whig

ggrigf argument, especlally 1n New England and Pennsylvanla.
09-670.

19Ibid., I, 689. . 201pid., II, 54.
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attempted from 1790 on.%l PFurther %o support the contentlon
that the economic aims of the capiltalists and their égrar—
lan allles were paramount, he dismissed the traditional view
that antlslavery opinilon was crucial. Evidence for this
argument was the weakness of earller antislavery parties
and the failure of Frémont in 1856, It was only when the
Republlcans appealed to economlc lnterests and offered free
lands and a protective tariff that they were able to win
over "the divided ranks of the enemy."22

It 1s these '"divided ranks" that Beard neglected as .
| well as the actual composition of the Republican party .
itself., The coalltion of capitalilsts and thelr agrarilan
ailies was assumed on the basls of the Republlcan program,
As evidence of its economlc appeals he recorded the testi-
mony of thelstenographic,report bf the Republican conventilon
where "the cheering became especially loud and prolonged
when the homestead and tariff plans were reached, 23 If
hls economlc thesls were true for the Republlcan party, what
about the other parties whose division was cruclal to
Republican victory and the war? His lnsistence on economic
motlvation and his fluld designation of party and class led
him to some strange formulations. In'1860, Beard pointed

out, the leaders of the '"planting interest' worked out an

2l1pid., 105-106. 22T1bid., 38-39.
23Ibid., 31. “
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economic and politlcal scheme which offered nothing but
submission to the old Whigs of the South.24 Yet these same
Whigs, who in 1850 owned at least three-fourths of all the

slaves in the country, had been palnfully moving into the
 Democratlc camp even though they "disliked wildcat banking
as much as they hated high duties on the manufactured goods
they bought. "> Obviously clarification of terms is needed
and questions about motlvatlion must be answered on the basls
of a varlety of factors. Who were the leaders of the plant-
ing interest i1f the Whigs were the large planters? And,
even assumling that most of the Whigs had become Democrats
by 1860 despite their aversion to willdcat banking, was thelr
motive for the switch primarily economic? In the case of
the norﬁhern Democrats, Beard contradicted any general
theory of the economic basis for'political actlon when he
explained that "the northern wing, while entirely willing
to indorse the general economlc program of the planters,
.absolutely refused to grant them sovrelgnty in the party
and throughout the country."26

Altogethef Beard's hypothesis 1s tentatlve. He made
no attempt, as he did in hls study of the Constitution, to
connect specifilc people in power with speclflc economic

interests. Nor did he try to distinguish among elements of

2lh1y14., 28-30. 251p1d., 20.
261p1d., 30. |
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electoral support on particular issues. Civil War causation

presents a far more complex problem than that which Beard

isolated in connection with the Constitution., Instead of

one decision (ratification of the Constitution) many have

to be 1lnvestigated. An examination of the relatiounships

. of masses to leaders and an analysis of public opinilon in

connection with specific issues are required to determine

whether Northern opinion on the expansion of slavery was

formed by economic, political, moral or other in.’c‘lt.lences.z7
The first full statement that a large proportion of

the buslness communilty supported the Whigs in the Jacksonian

perlod was Dixon Ryan Fox's The Decline of Aristocracy in

the State of New York. Fox's piloneering methodology was

a landmark in the study of voting behavior. He aimed at
proving a connection of wealth with the Whig party by
correlating propefty assessments and voting returns in
county and ward. Although operating on Beardian asSumptions
concerning the economlc basils of politics, Fox pointed out
that his evidence refuted Beard's thesls, "that the two

great partles of our hilstory represent respectively tuwo

- 2T.Lee Benson and Cushing Striout, "Causatlon and the
American Clvil War, Two Appralsals,’ in George Nadel (ed.),
History and Theory (The Hague, 1961), I, 172.
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kinds of property interest, personal and real."28 He found
that the study of countles as political units did not con-
trlbute to'hls economic hypothesis and suggested that
"perhaps 1t was because wlthin a section like a county it

is Impossible to find out how property was distributed.”
From smaller units such as city wards he thought he could
safely assume a general economic character. Refining his
criteria beyond per caplta wealth to include occupatilons,

he discovered that "the reliable Whig wards" contalned

the largest wealth per capita and "the largest proportion

of merchants, manufacturers and members of the learned
professions."” His proof was weakened, however, by some
stubborn exceptlons such as the fifth and eighth wards of
New York and the entlre clty of Rochester. He explained the
Whig vote of the poor fifth and éighth wards on the basils

of thelr large proportion of Negroes who were qualified to
vote. Rochester he simply dismissed by saying that "the
traditions of that clty were so strongly Whig that it
scarcely furnishes the evidence for our 1nquiry.”29

In cases of Whig loyaltiles where no direct correlations

between wealth and voting behavior could be obtalned, Fox

28pixon Ryan Fox, The Decllne of Aristocracy in the
Politics of New York ('Columbia Unliversity Studies in
History, Economlcs, and Public Law,'" Vol, LXXXVI; New York:
‘Longmans, Green and Co., 1919), 424, )

291pid., 430-431, 436-437.
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fell back on general economlc explanations. He also raised
polnts whlch sﬁggest factors more complex than those ac-
counted for by hils hypothesis. Concerning a number of solid
Whlg counties of western New York, Fox stated, "It had been
the fire of anti-masonry which had fused the western coun-
tles into an almost solid section.” Without pursuing the
causes of this "fire" he returned to his economic categories:
". . . but the allegiance to Weed's party was retailned be-
cause the young industrial communities and the commercial
farmers found Whig policy comported with their interest. "0
Desplte his ildentifying both Whilgs and the old aristocracy
with wealth, Fox made a dlstinctlon between them. It was
a Whig administration which cleared Jalls of ahti-renters
and Whig leglslators who were willing to vote away ancilent
prilvileges of landlords., The attraction of capltal and
business enterprise to the Whig party meant that its only
steady principle was "that business should go on. "3l

Fox'!'s economlc interpretation set the pattern and the
methodologlcal framework for most of the historians writing

in the 1920's. E. Malcolm Carroll in Orilgins of the Whig

Party deplcted the Whigs as a party without principles but
which attracted the "men who were conservative by tempera-
ment." Leaning on Fox and contemporary sources which attri-

buted "all decency, refinement, wealth and cultivation'

301pid., 425. - 3l1pia., 438,
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to the Whigs, Carroll falled to develop any original in-
sights.32 To explain the western Whigs who were ‘''probably
less prosperous than thelr eastern assoclates," Carroll
suggested other possible motivations for political behavior:
"The levelling influences of the frontiler could not in all
cases overcome temperament and familly traditions.”33
Uncritical acceptance of the economlc thesis appears

in Henry Mueller's The Whig Party in Pennsylvanla. Having

found, without showing evidence, that the majority of iron
manufacturers were Whigs, Mueller tried to explain an
occasional Democrat in this group: " . . . due to the
avowed protective principles of the Democracy, a manufac-
turer, who started life as a Democrat, dld not abandon his
party upon the acquisition of wealth."3%* He attempted to
Justify his claim that "the vast ma jority of those posses-
sing vested Intevests felt that the Whig party offered them
more protection than dild the opposition party" by analysing
- the aggregate wealth and votlng returns on a county basis,.
The inconclusiveness of his filgures supports Fox'!'s opinilon
that results gained from a study of wealth and politics on

a county basils are not a good index because they do not

32Malcolm Carroll, Origins of the Whig Party (Durham,
N. C.: Duke University Tress, 57, . L8[, 188, 191.

331pid., 190.

34Henry Mueller, The Whig Party In Pennsylvania (New
York: Longmans, Green and Co., 1922), 243.
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how property 1s distributed. Out of sixty-four countles in
Pennsylvanla in 1851 there were seventeen Whig counties.
Mueller found that these contained 35% of the population
and 43% of the wealth.,3D

An 1mportant study made in the 1920's presented an
Interesting multiple-cause explanation for the continulty

of party affiliation. Carl Russell Fish, in The Rise of

the Common Man, 1930-1950, followed Beard, Fox and others

in his assumption of a "natural division based on political
theory or economic interest." But Fish insisted that at all
times these basic divislons have been modified by '"causes
dependent upon orlginal stock, geographical location, relil-
glon, migration, immigration and mere tradition. "30 -

After World War II, the apotheosis of the 'people
versus the interests" theme appeared with Arthur M,

Schlesinger, Jr.,'s The Age of Jackson. Since Dixon Ryan

Fox had, according to Schlesinger, established "beyond
‘doubt the class character of the vote," he felt free to
‘elaborate on the wider Implications of that concept. The
Jacksonian perilod became for Schleslinger a study in the re-

curring nature of Amerlcan lilberalism, which he defilned -as

351p1d., 24i-2U5,

3%carl Russell Fish, The Rise of the Common Man, 1830-
. 1850, Vol, VI.of A History of American Lifre, eds. A. M,
S’EIé51nger and' D, R. Fox (13 Vbls.,‘New York: MacMlllan
Co., 1927-48), 169, ’




18

"the movement on the part of the other sections of society
to restraln the power of the business community."37 This
conceptlon required a stress on economlc aims‘as the key to
understandlng Jacksonian Democracy. Repudiabting Turner's
notion of democracy as a frontler creation, Schlesinger saw
the impetus to Jacksonlan policy as comlng from the class-
dilvided East.38

Schlesinger dld not attempt any methodilcal investiga-
tlon 6f the relatlionship of party to economic class. He
accepted as axlomatlic that the Federallsts and Whigs
" ntended to serve the business classes, ™9 There 1is no
analysis of the actual compositlion of the Whilg party beyond
the explanation that it included most of the wealthy plant-
ers in the South.*0 That it was not merely a cabal of
merchants or capltallsts 1s suggested, however, in a couple
of instances. It was "lLiberal Whigs," for example, who

passed a general banking law ln New Ybrk.41 Furthermore,

3T7arthur M, Schlesinger, Jr., The Age of Jackson
(Boston: Little, Brown and Co., 1986}, 257n, 505.

381pid., 208-209. 391pi1d., 279.

401p1d. As an interesting contrast to Beard (see above,
p.11), Schlesinger descrilbed these Southern Whigs as stead-
1ly obliged to accept the Whig economic program, . . . They
came in the fifties, to decide that Calhoun had been right.

"

But it was too late, the game was lost.", 249,

ulIbid., 286. The reversal of Whigs and Democrats in
regard To the banklng law was explained as Whig trickery in
making a law with insufficient regulatory provisions. The
regulating Democrats had no cholce but to vote agalnst 1it.
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1t offered opportunities to able younger men like Seward,
Lincoln and Thaddeus Stevens because vested interests
developed 1n the. party of democr-acy.42

Schlesinger ildentified the party of Jackson with the
concept "Jacksonian Democracy” by a discussion of the ideas
of 1ts leaders. By placing the heaviest emphasis on ilntel-
lectuals like Orestes Brownson, Wllllam Leggett, Theodore
Sedgwlck and George Bancroft, Schlesinger created the im-
pression that the party ideology had a strong reform cast.
Rich Democrats like the Massachusetts boss, David Henshaw,
presumably had an affinity wilth the business community, but
such an exceptlion was explalned on the basis of the per-
sonal rancor of a self-made man against a snubblng aristoc-
racy.' George Bancroft's Democratlc apostasy agalnst his
own class was probably owlng to'political ambitlon. The
existence of conservative Democrats was occasionaliy ﬁec-
ognized: +the unrelisble liberal, Robert Rantoul, kept
making deals with them.43

Schlesinger's boldest innovation was hls ftransformation
of the Jacksonilans' Jeffersonian laissez faire Inheriltance
into a kind of Wilson-llke lnterventlonism, Defining
laissez falre as either "a fighting bellef in the virtue of
competition" or "a fighting belief 1n the evil of goverun-

ment intervention,"” Schlesinger unhesitatlngly put the

H2mp44., 301, - 431piq., 147, 161, 173.
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Jacksonians in the first camp, since they had "no heslta-
tlon in advocating government intervention 1n order to
restore_eompetition.“ He further suggested that it was
Jackson's rigorous governmental policy which influenged
the business communlity to abandeon Hamilton's econemlcs
and take up, laissez faire.lm Schlesinger clted as proof
that government interventlon was a policy the attack on
Athé‘Bank, the 1ndependent treasury, hard money policles,
and, on the state level, general corporation laws, all
seen as antl-monopoly measures. Furthermore, the ten-
hour day for federal workers and a liberal land pelilcy
were lndications of a pro-labor poliey whose concern was
with "economic equality, the laboring classes, human

rights and the control of 1ndustrialism."45

It 1s interesting to note Schlesinger's critique
of Clvil War causatlon. Having demenstrated that during
the 1830's and 1840's there was a conflict between the
business community and the Jacksonlan Democrats, he
proceeds to attack economlic lnterpretations of the causes

of the war, especlally the Beardlan claim that capltalists

‘uulbid., 316. "The presidency of Jackson had begun
to reduce the conservative enthusiasm, in the maunner of
Hamilton, for state interference, and the business com-
munity now commenced to purloin the phrases of laiSsez
faire." ’

451p14., 312, 336, 342, 346.
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were responslible. The Clvil War was a humanitarian
crusade and Schleslnger wants Jacksonian Democrats or
their heirs to get the credit for 1t.%6 The difficulty
with this theory is that Jacksonlans in the thirties
were bitterly opposed %o abolitlonists as a threat to
thelr Southern alllance. However, when the conflict
between North and South came to a head, "the group which
took the 1eéd‘on the political stage 1n combating the
slave power were the radlcal Democrats in the straight
Jacksonian tradition."uT This leap characterizes the
weakness of Schlesinger's method., Limlting his discus-
sion to a few leaders, he neglects the nature and extent
of party support on lssues. Since antislavery was not
generally held elther by Democrats en masse or by the
leadership, he says that it was a brinciple of the
"radical Democrats." Then he blankets this limiting
category with the large, but meaningless modifier "in
the stralght Jacksonian tradition. "3 |

465, M. Schiesinger, Jr., "The Causes of the Civil
War," Partisan Review, XVI (October, 1949), 969-981.

47schlesinger, Age of Jackson, 424, 433,

4b81p14., 480-482.
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A major problem for Schlesilnger (and many other hilsto-
rians) 1n describing the Whigs as the party of the business
communlty was to account for Whig strength. W. E. Blnkley
admitted the difficulty:

In New England, as elsewhere, the Whilgs were

primarily the party of accumulated property,

supported at the polls by thelr dependents,

paradoxlical though the expression sounds. In

the more prosperous communlties, whether urban

or rural, these notables could count upon the

alleglance of lawyers, c¢lergy, and teachers,

while shopkeepers, native laborers, and other I

urban elements also accepted thelr leadershilp. 9
Binkley moved further away from his definltlon of the Whigs
when he evaluated party doctrine as an indicator of support.
He noted that the equalitarian ideals of the Whig propagan-~
dist Horace Greeley indlcated that the Whig party 'while
not Just a cross-section of Amerilcan soclety, was neverthe-
less, like every major party in4our history, a broad multi-
group combination."? While Binkley followed Turner, Fox
and others in giving emphasis to "prosperous communities”
for Whigs and "regions of lower land values" for Democrats,
he also stressed ethunlc background as influential. The
Scotch-Irish, "the nucleus of Jacksonlan Democracy," and
the Pennsylvania Dutch were solldly Democratic, and "where-
ever New England stock dominated, Whigs carried the coun-

ties. "1

49Wilfred E. Binkley, Amerlcan Polltlcal Parties (3a
ed., New York: Alfred A;‘Khopf,“1958), 102,

201p1d,, 165. 51Tpid., 121, 125, 165.
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A marked change in historians' over-all view of the
nature of conflict in American hlstory showed 1tself in the
tremendous activity in Jacksonian historiography after the
publication of Schlesinger's bhook. The new look tended to
stress the baslc consensus of American soclety and to deny
the exisfence of clgss cleavage. New Iinterpretations still,
however, had to explain the basis for the party battles of
the Jackson'period. Bray Hammond, a student of banking
history who viewed the destruction of a central credit
system as a disaster, attempted to demolish Schleslinger's
ldentifilcation of the business community wlth the Whig party
by showlng that Jackson's entlre Kltchen Cablnet was com-~
posed of wealthy men or men on the make., In Hammond's view,
thelr attack on the bank simply represented a blow at an
older set of capltalists by a néwer, more numerous set under
whose political leadership "the democracy became greedy,
intolerant, imperialistic and lawless." Hammond thus re-
duced the agrarianism of Jacksonlan leaders to rhetoric.2

A true eclectic, Richard Hofstadter recognized the
claims of both Schlesinger and Hammond in his essay, "Andrew
Jackson: Rise of Liberal Capitalism.” In the manner of
" Hammond, Hofstadter descrilbed the typlcal Amerlcan of the

time as an expectant capltalist and the Jacksonian movement

52Bray Hammond, Banks and Politics In Amerilca (Prince-
ton: Princeton University Press, 1957), 320-340.
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as "a phase. in the expansion of liberated capitalism." At
the same time Hbfstadter accepted Schlesinger's compafison
of the Jacksonlan movement with the New Deal as a struggle
"of large sections of the community agaihst a business elite
and 1ts allies."S3

Abandonlng economlc struggle as the mainspring of poli-
tlcs, Louls Hartz and Marvin Meyers, explained political
conflict on a psychological basis. Hartz used political
theory and a comparative method to develop the thesls that
ln the Jacksonian perlod Americans were decelving themselves
in thelr neurotic fears of eilther tyrannical govermment or
the rule of the mob. Behind thelr campaign frenzies which
had produged "*he whole soclal war trend of American thought"
was a homogeneity based on a Lockean respect for property
and individualism, so generally held as to be "a massive
national clichd."54 Marvin Meyers also began with an as-
sumption of classlessness, based not on empirical evidence
but on his reasoning that since each party always managed %o
galn a little more or less than half the popular vote there
could be 'no general or simple class differences in partj

preferences. "5 Meyers described the doctrine of each party

: 53Richard Hofstadter, The American Political Tradltion
(New York: A. A, Knopf, 1959), 54-55.

5h10uts Hartz, The Liberal Traditioun in America (New
York: Harcourt, Brace and Co., 1955), 119-142.

55Marvin Meyers, The Jacksonian Persuasilon (Palo Alto,
Calif.: Stanford University Press, 1957), 1-10.
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as a '"persuasion" in which the Whigs spoke to the hopes and
the Démocrats to the fears of a'population living through
revolutionary economle and social change.

In addition to the work of these historians, a host
of small emplrical studies yielded some fruitful, if occa-
slonally confgsing, data to the new conseusus interpretation.
Schlesinger's thesls inspired the tenor of rebuttal. Joseph
Dorfman analysed the character of urban labor and found that
labor spokesmen were closer in outlook to entrepreneurs than
they were to workingmen. Their object "was not to help
labor-~-they generally neglected direct labor reforms--but to
create better business conditions." His proof was the labor
spokesmen's advocacy of strict latissez failre and their
indifference to condltions of labor. Party battles, then,
were feuds fought within the business community.56 Approach-
ing the labor-Jackson coalition from the point of view of
government pollcy, Richard Morris contradilcted Schlesinger's
plcture of a paternalistlc government supporting protective
leglslation by polnting ocut that Jackson was the first pres-
ldent to call troops during a strike 0T

Most interesting from a methodological point of view

were two Investigations of working-class voting patterns

56Jbseph Dorfman. "The Jackson Wage Earner Thesis,”
American Historical Review, LIV (January, 1949), 306.

57Richard Morris, "Andrew Jackson, Strikebreaker, "
American Historical Review, LV (October, 1949), 5i4,
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in Boston and Philadelphia. Supporting Dorfman's discovery
of the lack of class consclousness among "Workingmen," both
Edward Pessen and William L. Sullivan found that the minority
workingmen's partles of Boston and Philadelphia ran upper
class candlidates, many of whom were also on the Whig ticketﬁB
To test worklng-class support for Democratic candidates
Pessen and Sullivan used the old method Fox had applied ﬁo
Whlgs: they complled voting figures for the poorest wards
which were determlned on the basis of aggregate property
assessments. Sullivan found that after 1832 the poorer wards
voted Whig.?9 1In Boston the analysis of poorer ward votes
produced a somewhat different result--Pessen discovered a
trend toward the Democrats, but interpreted this as a re-
flectlon of a relative increase in the number of Democrats.
"Jackson continued to run a poor‘second, even In working-
class wards," |

One valde of thls empirical approach to class and poli-
tics was a sharpening.of the methodological acumen of schol-
ars. That an aggregate property assessment milght not be an
accurate Indicator of a working-class ward was ward was

suggested by Joseph G. Raybeck, who polnted out that highly

58William L, Sullivan, "Did Labor Support Andrew Jackson?"
Politilcal Scilence Quarterly, .LXII (December, 1947), 575;
Bdward Pessen, '"Did Labor Support Jackson?: The Boston Story,
Political Science Quarterly, LXIV (June, 1949), 266-267.

1t

- 29sullivan, Ibid., 578. Just as in Dixon Ryan Fox's
study some wards dId not fit: 1n the early period, Chestnut,
the richest ward, voted Dechratic.
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valued industrilal properties could conceal a WOrking;class
ward.6l He also suggested that the decline of the Jackson
vote 1n Phlladelphia could be attributed to population
shifts. This uninvestigated generallzation corresponds to
Carl N. Degler's critique of Fox's method for New York City.
Degler showed that after 1850 it was insufficient for the
study of severél wards, the wealthy Flrst, for example,
having become a downtown complex of slums and great com-
merclal houses.62 A more sophlsticated criticism of Pessen's
method indicated what knowledge the historian would require
when he embarked on thorough-going empiricism., Robert T.
Bower commented that it was "not too illuminating to dis-
éover that even relatilvely poor areas often voted over 50%
Whilg in a predominantly Whig city," and pointed out that
the relative size of the vote frém ward to ward must be
examlined. 7Using a correlatlon coefficlent, Bower found an
increase in Boston working-class support for the Democrats
between 1829 and 1835.63

Studies of states in the Jackson period offer a large

61 joseph G. Raybeck, Review of The Industrial Worker
in Pennsylvania, by William L. Sullivan, Mlssisslppl Valley
Historlcal Review, XLIII (September, 19567, 31=.

62car1 W. Degler, 'Labor in the Economy and Politics.of
New York City, 1850-1860" (PhD. thesis, Columbia University,

1952), 332.

63Robert T. Bower, 'Note on 'Did Labor Support Jackson?
The Boston Story, !" Political Science Quarterly, LXV
(September, 19507, AIB=IT,
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varlety of method and interpretation. Edwin A. Miles's

Jacksonlan Democracy in Mississippi presented a traditional

narrative of political issues, leaders and newspaper battles,
Keeping_abreast of the anti-class Interpretation, Miles saw
political ambltlon as the malnspring of political loyalty
among the Jacksonlan leaders. They would, to paraphrase
Robert J. Walker, have voted for recharter of the bank had
Jackson ordered 1t., Nevertheless, Miles stuck to the estab-
lished vlew of Southern Whigs, who received their "most
uniform support from the plantlng and commercial interests
of the river counties,"0%

A state study of the Whilg Party which used a correlative
method 1s Herbert J. Doherty's The Whigs of Florida, 1845-

1854, Reversing the domlnant trend, Doherty took the old
stand that there was a "definlte correlation between

" and he used

property ownership and political affiliation,
several 1ndlces to prove his thesis. On the basis of the
county method rejected by Fox he found that in general Whilgs
won 1in slave-~holding counties. His explanation for poor,
non-slaveholding but Whig counties seems inadequate: they

~bordered on Whig areas in Alabama.b5 of greater. interest

64Edwin Arthur Miles, Jacksonlan Democracy in Mississlppl
(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1960), 8o,
168.

©5yerbert J. Doherty, The Whigs of Florida, 18U45-185L
(Gainesville: Unilversity of PFlorida Press, 1959), 03-00.
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1s Doherty's use of a collective blography of political
leaders to show connections between class and party. Al-
though Doherty concluded that '"the leadership of the Whig
party was more predominantly drawn from the wealthy slave-
holding, landowning, upper South ‘gentry! than was the
leadershlp of the Democratic party," hils tabulations do not
seem to support such predomlnance. He studled two groups,
196 leglslators and nineteen top state officlals in terms
of party, age, occupation, place of blrth, number of slaves
and value of real estate. The larger group revealed fewer
differences 1in economic indicators--slaveholding, value of
real estate and occupatlon--than 1ln place of origin, a fac-
tor which Doherty notes but fails to assess. The possiblllty

of ethnocultural influence is strongly suggested.66

. Whigs Democrats

Slaveholding Av, 18.8 15.2
Real Property Av. $3,493.29 $3,462.50
Place of Birth ‘

Upper South 1% 19.9%

Lower South 37.3% o4 ,2%

+ North Carolina 28%

- Georgla 36%

Doherty's conclusion about the class dlvision in leadership
rests/almqst entirely on the group of nineteen state offi-
clals. The seven Whigs among them had a larger property-
slave valuation than the twelve Democrats. To take this
small group as proof and lgnore the legislators would seem

to be strainlng his evidence to it hils hypothesls.

%6 m1a., 68-7T1.




30

Methodologlcally the most ambltlous challenge to the

old view of Whigs and Democrats is Lee Benson's The Concept

of Jacksonlan Democracy: New York As a Test Case. Benson

checked voting returns of countiles and wards not only against
wealth but also against ethnocultural and religious group-
Ings. He concluded that his data did not support '"signifi-
cant differences"” either in "the class nature of party
leadership” or of mass support. It is the concept of
Jacksonian Democracy, which has generally meant a soclo-
economic divisions between the parties, Benson insisted,
which severely hampers historlans who try to £1t their
investigations into this framework. He suggested a tenta-
tive substitute concept, the Age of Egalitarianism. This
would have the advantage of expressing the central tendency
of the period wlthout associating it with a particular
party.67 | ‘ ‘

Any impression created by this essay that recent histo-
rlans have found the inslghts of thelr predecessors useless
should be corrected by reference to the work of an early
historian, Algle M. Simons. Wrilting at the time of Turner
and Beard, Simons accepted the conceptualization of "that
pecullar thing that has been called Jacksonian Democracy. '

He went on, however, to describe 1t 1n almost Hammondian

6TLee Benson, The Concept of Jacksonilan Democracy :
New York As a Test Case (New York: AtTheneum, ISoZd), 331-332,
336 , | |
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terms: "It was nelther frontier, nor wageworking, nor even
purely cépitalist in 1ts mental make-up. It can be better
characterized as the democracy of expectant capitalists.”68
The above outline indlcates that historians need more
exact knowledge of those relationships by whilch men's actilons
change soclety. The discussion of the various empirical
methods used by historlans to test the relationship between
political party and class expeses some major difficultiles.
Accurate measurement of the soclo-economlc character of
mass voting behavior necessarily.requires a study of large
units such as countles and wards. The possibility of dis-
covering far more information about upper class political
behavior 1s available to us, however, through the method of
collective blography. Because prominent citizens leave ex-
tenslve blographlcal 1nformationv1t is possible to consilder
other factors besides wealth which might account for their
political affiliations. This study, then, 1s based on the
assumption that a careful investlgation of certaln charac-
teristics of the Wayne County, Michigan, elite wlll produce
some valid generalilzatilons, especlally if they are conflrmed
by similar studles, concerning the relationships of groups

to polities in the mid-nineteenth century.

68Algie M. Simons, Social Forces in American Hisfory
(New York: MacMillan Co., 1914}, 209-210.




CHAPTER II
METHODOLOGY

A systematic evaluation of empirical evidence concern-
ing a local economiec ellte should deepen our understanding
of the relatlionshlp between class and pollties. Almost all
the historlans of the pre-Civlil War perilod concelve of
political parties based on some combinatlon of economic-
sectlional lnterest groups. There 1s llttle recognitlon,
howevef? that such a conceptlon assumes that self-lnterest
1s the only determinant of political behavior.l We have
éhown that many historians found evidence to contradict such
a simplistic view. In the wrltings of Sumner, Turner
Carroll, Fish, Schlesinger and Blnkley, leadership, ethnilc
background, religion, temperament, family tradition and

ideology are varilously lntroduced as factors in forming

lBenson, Turner and Beard, 152-153. In commenting on
Beard's method in The Rconomic Basis of the Constitution of
the United States, Benson plnpolnts the pitialls of working
wIth unexamined assumptions "Unless Beard had first de-
monstrated that percelved self-interest 1is the only deter-
minant of political behavior, hils deslgn of proof was
loglcally untenable. Apart from other considerations 1t
- was loglcally untenable because it assumed what Beard pro-
posed to demonstrate,”

32
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political loyalties. However, except 1ln the case of Lee
Benson's study of voting behavior in New York, there has
been no attempt to investlgate the relationshlp of these
characteristics to political behavior in the methodical way
in whilch Beard and Fox and thelr followers investlgated the
connectlon between wealth and party. Critics of Schlesinger
used the methods of Fox to try to dlsprove the class nature
of Democratlc party support, but they made no attempt to
suggest an alternative theory of political behavior. In
.fact, Dorfman's 1ldea that "workingmen' voted Whilg because
they were inclpient entrepreneurs and Hammond's emphasls on
the acquisitlveness of Democratlc politlclans also assume
that economle interest 1s the basic motlvation for political
behavior,

This study 1ls based on the QSSumption that no historical
explanatlion can have validilty without reference to an em-
pirically supportable hypothesis.2 In the study of men
shaping events by actling through polltical partlies, one of
the basilc hypotheses requiring verifilcatlon in order to
establish the nature of party coufllet 1s a theory of poll-
tical behavior. The historilans discussed above have all had
to operate on some sort of hypothesis but have refralned

from a careful examination of 1t elther because 1t seems too

2garl Hempel, "The Punctlon of General Laws in History,
Herbert Feigl and Wilfrid Sellars, Readlngs in Philosophical
Analysis (New York: Appleton-Century-Crofts, 19497, 46I.
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obvious to mentlon or because it is "very difficult to form-
ulate the underlying assumptions expiicitly Wwith sufficlent
preclsion and at the same time in such a way that they are
in agreement with all the relevant empirical evidence
available,"3

It 1s the ailm of this study to seek data concerning a
carefully selected group, an economic elite. With the
knowledge galned from an analysis of this data a hypothésis
might be formulated which makes wealth, economic function,
ethnlc origin or religion a major factor in determining
political hehavior. However, since there are more possible
variables than can be empirically studled, our results will
glve 'us a correlation of characteristics in connéction with
politicai behavior rather than the establlishment of a cause.?
Nevertheiess, we shall have a more solid understanding of
the complexitles of political behavlior than those historians
who operate wlth unexamined assumptions or hypotheses only
partly showing.

Collectlve blography, an approach used by several
historians, will be employed in this study in a modified
form. Here agaln Beard was an lnnovator, hls study of the

Constitution being generally consldered the first

31pid., 46k,

uBenson, Turner and Beard, 159,195; Edward N. Saveth,
"The American Patriclan Class: A Field for Research,"
American Quarterly, XV (Summer, 1963), 250.
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application of the method.5 Although there 1s great varilety
within the genre, the essence of collective blography is
the poslng of certaln questions with reference to individuals
according to characteristics which might have a bearing on
pblitical behavlor. These attributes can then be correlated
with political action 1n order to establish relationships.6
Although the technique was used by Beard and some of his
critics as well as by historlans studylng business leaders,
labor leaders and patriclans, the method became associated
wilth the English historian, Lewls B. Namier, and his
followers.

Namier's method has been considered an innovation be-
cause of hils use of quantitative technique, but hils great

work, The Structure of Polltlcs at the Accession of George

III, has 1ittle affinity with soclology.® It is essentially
the quest for knowledge of individuals through lntensive use
of manuscripts. It 18 regarded as new because Namier's
subject is the House of Commons, not a reign. He analyses

why and how men go Into parliament. Divislons are studled

57. E Neale, "The Biographical Approach to History,"
History, XXXVI (October,.1951), 194.

- 6saveth, American Quarterly, XV, 250.

TJacob M. Price, "Party, Purpose, and Pattern: Sir
Lewls Namier and His Critics," Journal of Briltish Studies

(November,'l96;), 7.

: 81p1d., 75. The "Namler school is at its most charac-
teristic and 1ts most nearly unique in 1ts use of quantita-
tive technique,"
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in connection with issues like the repeal of the Stamp Act
to reveal the nature of opposing sldes rather than to ad-
vance the story. He carrled hils search to certain counties
durlng electlons in order to lllustrate hils basic theme that
party was held together almost entlrely by the desire for
place.9 The relationship between class and polltics was
hardly a problem for Namler since most of the Commons was
composed of the gentry; his reflnement was to ldentify a
"country gentlemen" type whose distingulshing characteris-
tic 1is an independent character and station in life com-
bined with an indifference %o office which made men of such
a stamp "practically a standing opposition.”lo In his
examination of how members voted on the repeal of the Stamp
Act Namier found that the strongest opposition was among
the county representatives. He attributed the tendency to
the "authoritarian attitude of ilndependent country gentle-
men." On the other hand, the marked majority in favor of
the Repeal among representatives of the larger urban con-
stituencies Namier attributes to 'pressure from the trading
interests, " suggesting an economic interest from which his

"authoritarian” landed gentry was exempt.ll Both

9E. B. Namier, The Structure of Politics at the

Accesgsion of.Geor%e TIT (London: MacMillan and Co., Ltd.,
- l - .
) K} K]

101p14., I, 7-9.

1l1p1d., 1I, 187-188.
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authorltarlan attitudes and tradlng interests would seem to
indlcate a wider concept of behavior than Namier sets forth
in his own hypothesis:

At all tlmes a system of spolls and benefits

necessarilly obtalns 1n governing representative

bodies where sharp contrasts of ideas and interests

or strong party organizations do not pre-determine

the vote of the individual member, and do not

reduce him to a mere pawn in the Parliamentary

game .12 :

Another collectlve study of Parliament during a period
when a strong contrast of ldeas was unmistakable presents
no hypothesis at all concerning why parties contend.. D.

Brunton and D. H. Pennington in Members of the Long Parlia-

ment discovered that within the narrow limits of class
differences in the Commons--greater and lesser gentry,
merchants and lawyers--no division could be discovered be-
tween Royallst and Parllament and later between Independent
and Presbyterian.l3 Strangly, although Brunton and Penning-
ton pursue quantification further than Namier did in check-
ing soclal class, educatlion, and age for all méembers of
Parliamént, they remaln closer to the attitude common;y
assoclated with historlans In thelr skepticlsm concerning

the possibllity of a theory of political behavior:

12m14., I, 22.

| 13p, Brunton and D. H. Pennington, Members of the
Long Parliament (London: George Allen and Unwin, L9o4),

19-20, .
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Study of motive must always be necessary and always
unsuccessful, and 1t is 1in his struggle with this
problem that the historilan is tested. Crude theoriz-
lng and attempts to assign men to general categories,

or endeavors to estimate political, religious and

- economic Influences in thelr exact quantitative

effect are,as we have already remarked, clearly

absurd: how much more foolish then to practice on

a large scale what 1s invalid in dealing with the

Individual. The study of motlve is a delicate

matter, and requlres a sense of values; this sense

the historian must not sacrifice, nor must he evade

Judgments Rf value by substituting Jjudgments of

quantity.l :

It would seem that one value worth considering in
connectlon with the Long Pafliament would have been religion,
Brunton and Pennlngton completely dilsmiss it, merely remark-
ing that J. H. Hexter had already shown that "in all proba-
bllity most of the Independents were also Presbyterians in
the sense that they accepted the Presbyterian~chﬁrch and
in many cases became its elders."15

Critlcs of the Namier school feel that the method relles
too heavlly on structural analysls and gives lnsufflcilent
welght to "ideas" as a basls for action. Herbert Butterfield
goes so far as to say that historlans using the technique
of structural analysis must belileve in the "irrationality"

of political behavior.16 Since Namier's politiclans seek

41p14., 19.

151p1d., 43; J. H. Hexter, "The Problem of the Presby-
terian Independents," The American Historical Review, XLIV
(October, 1939), 29-497

16perbert Butterfield, George III and the Historians
(London: Collins, 1957), 211-213.

R |
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preferment through place, they appear to be perfect speci-
mens of ratlonallty in the commonly accepted nineteenth
century sense. Butterfleld apparently refers to thelr heilng
unmotivated by causes or ideas. 1In hls general outlook,
however, Sir Lewls waé_frankly an "lrratlonalist," a follower
of PFreudian psychology.

If people tend to vote a certaln way because of thelr
ldentificatlon with a party by virtue of group attributes,
¢lass, religion or ethnocultural origin, the ldea of rational
cholce 1n a partlcular election over a partlcular issue does,
of course, give way to what could be called the irrational
basls of behavior. In thelr very important study of why
people voted in the presidential campaign of 1948, Bernard
R. Berelson, Paul F. Lazarsfeld and William N, McPhee not
only found that religlon, ethnic érigin, family and personal
rélationships supplemented class'as a basls for votling, but
also discovered a large degree of lrratlonality in choilce.
This occurred in a phenomenon they described as 'perceptual
distortion." They found that voters actually deceived them-
- selves about external reallty in order to preserve a plcture
of their chosen party which would conform to their interest
or belief. For example, a worker who wanted to vote Repub-
llcan tended'to lgnore the fact that‘the Taft-Hartley Act
was supported by the Republicans, and prejudiced voters

were likely to assign Negroes and Cathollcs to the other
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party,l7
Aside from charges of irrationality and conservatism,
another major critlecism directed at Sir Lewis concerned his
conception of "the House of Commouns as the essence; the
epitome, the microcosm of the politlcan nationm,"S A ; 
similar argument has been raised agalnst Beard's collective |
biography of the Constitutional Convention. Beard divides
the conyention into economic groupings (merchants, lawyers,
doctors, clergymen, farmers and capltalists) and tabulates
the votes for and against the Constitution according to
these categories. Since farmers were the only group with a
ma jority opposed, Beard concludes that the Constitution was
supported, by personalty rather than realty lnterests. Lee
Benson polnts out that Beard erroneously assumed that the
convention was a microcosm. In aétuality, since the dele-
gétes were elected on a geographlical rather than an economic
basls, the breakdown of the conventlon into farmers, merchanés
and so on only showed that the non-agrarilan delegates ex-

ceeded thelr proportion in the population.

l7Bernar'd R. Berelson, Paul F. Lazarsfeld and William
F. McPhee, Votlng. A Study of Oplnlon Formatlon in a Presi-
dentilal Campaign (Chicago: Universlity of Chicago rress,
I954), 66, 75, 73. Unlike Butterfileld, these authors con-
sider "irratlonality" a boon because 1t makes for stability.
"From one polnt of view, this (perceptual distortion) makes
for a lack of flexibllity in the system; but, from another,
1t conserves polltical Integrity and makes progress . . .
appropriately gradual." 86.

lBPrice, Journal of British Studles (November, 1961), T79.
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. I% is therefore clear that whille a collectlve blography
of a legislature offers one of the few ways of getting at
divlsions of opinilon on Important 1lssues, 1% canﬂot be
assumed that the members of any public body form a repre-
sentatlve sample of the population.l9 To discover how groups
In the population voted representative groups must be
studled., The problem 18 that, lacking oplnlon polls, 1t is
almost Impossible to determine group opinlon on specific
issues except 1n cases 1like the vote on the Constitutlon.
The value of a collectlve blography of an economic elilte 1s
that 1t wlll show the polltlcal affiliations of merchants,
capitalists, landowners and So on more accurately than will
the study of a legislature. However, 1ln achleving greater
accuracy on group affiliations, the primary vaiue of studying
a public body is sacrificed. We'are no longer finding a
division on an issue but are merely determining political
affiliation. An exact determinatlon of group opinlon on
specific issues 1s beyond the scope of this study. Greater
accuracy on group support of lssues will eventually be ob-
talned by supplementing the analysisAof legislatlion and
public opinion with elite studies. An investlgation of
state banking leglslation would, for example, be strength-

ened by the discovery that the bankers of the economlc elite

'lgBenson, Turner and Beard, 164-166. The House of
Commons might bé more Justliiably consldered a microcosm of
the political natlon becausé of the severely limlited franchise.
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of the same state were Democrats.,

The use of an economic elite rather than a political
assembly as the basis for collectlve bilography raises other
problems. One. of the major deficlencies in the historians!
view of partiles as unlts reflecting economic groups was a
fallure to work out a concept of class 1ltself. In general,
historians who de-emphasize the class dilvisions in society
tend to concelve of many categories of interest groups.eo
On the other hand, we have such ill-defined concepts as
Beard's capitalists who displaced the Southern agrarians,
Schleslnger's business communlty, Fox's merchants and so on.

Soclologists who have applied themselves far more
rigorously than historilans to defining class, have delineated
some of bhe aspeéts of class which hlstorlans can use to
advantage. Max Weber's concept of status based on honor,
consumption or styles of life, a modificatlon of the Marxlan
concept of class as a functlonal relatlonshlp to the means
of productlon, greatly influenced the hypothetical tools
of soclologlsts. Although Weber belleved that "every techno-
logical repercussion and economic transformation threatens
stratification by status and pushes the class siltuatlion into

the foreground," American soclologilsts tend to use status

2OSave£h, American Quarterly, XV, 249,

e e e i e i R |
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as a tool for devising systems of stratification.®l Status,
however, implies more than style of life or wealth. It in-
cludes also occupation and ranking by other members of the
community.22
Outstanding among these soclologlcal studles was W.
Lloyd Warner's model of a six-class typical American com-
munity. Warner's method for arriving at this system involved
a compllcated polnt system based on two methods of approach.
One wés to measure soclo-economic levels by occupation,
source of income, house type and dwelling area. The other
was to rank individuals according to other people's rating
of assoclatlions and institutlonal participation.23 Criti-
cism of Warner polnts up the problem of making class an
emplrically based concept. According to C. Wright Mllls,
Warner reduces the usefulness of élass as a concept by

maklng 1t absorb too many variables-~economlc, status and

distribution of power" so that "you cannot ask questions

21Max Weber, Max Weber: Egsays In Soclology, trans.
and edlted by H. H. Gerth and C. Wrignt Mills (London:
Kegan Paul, Trench, Trubner and Co., 1947), 194,

22pernard Barber, Soclal Stratificatlon, A Comparatlve
Analysis of Structure and Process {New York: Harcourt,
Brace and Co., 1957), Hl. Barber seems to be taklng a posi-
tion opposed to Weber when he says that '"the slgnificance of
wealth as a criterion of evaluation in modern industrial
soclety seems to be decreasing."”

23w. Lloyd Warner, Marchila Meeker, Kenneth Eells,
Soclal Class in America (Chilcago: Science Research Associlates,
» -43; W. Lloy arner, J. O. Low, Paul ‘S. Lunt, Leo
Srole, Yankee City (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1963),

43. . .
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wlth it concerning the relations of the analytically isolable
ltems which 1t milscellaneously harbors.”24
If the merging of class and status reduces the useful-
ness of the concepts, the addition of the idea of power
creates problems of the flrst magnitude. Power has been
primarlly the concern of poliltical scientists who have been
highly criltical of what they regard as the soclologlsts!
unproved assumptions that 1t resides in top economic groups
in both local and national spheres. They tend to regard
power as inhering in decisions made by public bodies. The
notlion that economlc elites wield power behlnd the scenes,
"the shadow behind the substance," in Beard's phrase, they
reject as. empirically undemonstrated.?5 Two recent studies

which assume economlcally hased natlonal and local eliltes,

C. Wright Mllls' The Power Ellte and Floyd Hunter's

Community Power Structure, fail to meet the political

scientists! requlrements for an elite: they do not show

"that political choices preferred by the elite are, 1n fact,

24Ruth Rosner Kornhauser, "The Warner Approach to
Social Stratification,"” R. Bendix and S. M. Lipset (eds.),
Class, Status and Power (Glencoe, Illinois: The Free- Press,

1953), 245, v

25studies holding that power 1s exerclsed more or less
covertly in Amerlcan communities: Robert and Helen M. Lynd,
Middletown 1n Transition (New York: Harcourt, Brace and Co.,
I040); W. L. Warner et al, Democracy in Jonesville (New York:
Harper and Bros., 1949)7 August B. Hollingshead, Elmbown's
Youth (New York: John Wiley and Sons, 1949); C. Wright Miils,
TThe . Middle Classes in Middle-Sized Citles, " American Soclo-
logical Review, XIII (December, 1946), 520-529,
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carried.out in nearly all cases. @ Therefore the political
sclentists shilft thelr focus from a study of economic elites
to a study of who supports key decisions. Thus they claim
they are able to test empirilcally the transferabllity of
elites from Qné set of decislons to another.?7 Of course, as .
they themselves admit, the value of thelr work stands or |
falls on the researcher's definition of key decisions.28
And, as one critic polnted out, "The extent to which power
Ls concentrated or diffused has been shown to be much in-
fluenced by the researcher's procedure.”29

The questlon of power has been ralsed to clarify the
Intentions of this study whose aim 1s to analyse an economic
ellte not with any assumption that it does In fact wleld
power on any or all key declsions affecting the community,

but merely to find out how 1t 1s connected with polltical
parties and to what degree 1t partliclpates 1n the political

26Robert A. Dahl, "A Critique of the Ruling Elite Model, "
American Political Sclence Review, LII (June, 1958), 463- 469",
Dahl 8ays the hypothesis of a ruling ellte can be strictly
tested.only if (1) the hypothetical ruling elite is a well-
defined group (2) there is a fair sample of cases involving
key political declsions 1in whlch the preferences of the
hypothetlical elite run counter to those of any other lilkely
group that might be suggested (3) in such cases the pref-
erences of the ellte regularly prevail.

2TNelson W. Polsby, "The Soclology of Communlty Power:
A Reassessment," Social Forces, XXXVII (March, 1959), 232-236,.

28Dahl, American Political_science Review, LII, 463-469,

k29Séveth, American Quarterly, XV, 249,

vk
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Sphere. Our major question is not Who governs, but whether
economic elites l1ldentify with one pérty. Of course, 1f it
should be shown that an economic elite overwhelmingly
adhered to a polltical party which stayed in power,‘we
should have a strong case for a ruling elite. The term elilte
as used In this study, however, merely means holders of
economlc power, according to criterla established in Chapter
III, and does not contaln the political power impllcation
usually assoclated with the term. 30

The term ellte has not been llmlited here to the precise
formulations of the political sclentists. Amerilcan business-
men and millionaires have been studied as elites by both
hlstorians and soclologists. A revlew of the considerable
iiterature on American elites makes 1t clear that few studies
actually penetrate '"the uncharted frontier-region where
political and economlc lnterests mee’c."31 Primarlly inter-
ested 1n the self-made man myth or the Robber Baron image,

historians who have studled businessmen and milllonaires 1in

30There would seem to be some confusion even among poli-
tical sclentists. For instance, a statement whlch suggests
that elite and ruling class are different entities: "Among
the personal and soclal characteristics of an ellte which
are worthy of separate examlnation must be included the means
by which the active members of a rullng class reach the very
top positlons, or, contrariwlse, fail." If they fall, on
what basls are they asslgned to the ruling class? Harold D.
Lasswell, Daniel Lerner, C. Easton Rothwell, "The Elite

Concept, " in S. Sidney Ulmer, (ed.), Introductory Readings
in Political Behavlor (Chicago: Rand McNally, L1961), EE%-429.

31R. H. Tawney 1in introduction to Brunton and Pennington,

xiv.
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the nlneteenth and twentieth centuriles have, for the most
part, considered their/subjects almost excluslvely in the

2
3 Thelr questions concerning origilns

economlc sphere,
included occupation of the father, religion, ethnic origin,
education and age they entered the business arena.33 (.
Wright Mills! study, which concentrated on seven generations

of businessmen culled from the Dictilonary of American Biog-

raphy, was the only one to raise a political question. Mills
wag 1lnterested 1n the degree to whilch hils businessmen were
political office-holaers, but did not address himself to

the question of poliltlcal affillation. Mills found that
although U45.7% of the businessmen he selected held office
there was,a sharp drop after 1780.34 In a study of New Haven
politics from 1784 to the present Robert A. Dahl found that

32Chester M. Destler, "Entrepreneurial Leadership
Among the 'Robber Barons:' A Trial Balance," Journal of
Economic History, Supplement VI, The Tasks of Economic History
(I94%6), 32. Destler makes a genérallzation about power im-
line with many of the historilans discussed in Chapter I: "Poli-
tically the United States was governed until 1860 by a
coalltion of merchants, bankers, Southern planters, and
farmers, wlth a modlcum of railroad promoters and thelr
spokesmen, "

33prances W. Gregory and Irene D. Neu, "The American

Industrial Elite in the 1870tg; " William Miller, "The Busi-
ness Elite 1n Business Bureaucracles," in Willlam Miller (ed.),
Men in Business (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1952),

—204, —289; Pitirim Sorokin, '"American Millionaires
and Multimlllionaires," Journal of Soclal Forces, III (May,
1925), 627-640; F. W, Taussig and C. 5. Joslyn, American
Business Leaders: A Study in Social Origins and social
Sstratificatlon (New York: MacMillan Co., 1932), 10-22,

 3b4c, Wright M1lls, "The American Business Elite: A Col-
lective Portrait,'" Journal of Economic History, Supplement V,

The Tasks of Economlc History (1945), 36.
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during the period 1784-1842 public office was almost the
exciusive prerogative of what he called patricilan families.
Federalists and Whlgs monopolized the government, although
of fourteen mayors for the period, six were Democrats (three
of these Democrat-Republican).35

Because Dahl's study explores more fully than any other
the "uncharted frontier" of political and economic coinci-
dence, 1ts methods bear further examination. Hls main thesis
concerning New Haven political 1ife 1s that there was a shift
from oligarchy to pluralism after 1842. Allowing for the
theoretical possibllity that "real' deeclsion makers differed
from the official declsion makers, Dahl nevertheless assumes
that by examining political officlals he 1s describlng the
charactef of the elite.30 Thus the existence of an oli-
garchlcal control during the "patrician period" is proved by
the fact that public office was monopolized by‘holders of

wealth, soclal posltion, education and Congregational Church -

membership.37 What Dahl falls to explain 1s the elite
diviaion on party affiliation. Content to describe a Jef-
fersonian or Jacksonlan supporter as 'the occasilonal
maverick who 'betrayed his class,'"” he nevertheless accounts

for only two of the six deviating mayors durlng the

35Robert A. Dahl, Who Governs? Democracy and Power
in an American City (New Haven: Yale Unlverslty Press,
I%01), 12.

301p14., 11. o 3T1pid., 15.
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patrician period.38

Beyond 1llstlng the mayors Dahl does not
identlfy his patriclans. A tgble of the distrlbution of
occupations in New Haven in 1811 is given to indicate class
divisions but there 1ls no attempt to tie this in any way to
political groupings. He supports a generalization that
religious dissent probably accounted for the occasional
challenge to the patrician class by the fact that as early
as 1787 only about 26% of the population was actually en;
rolled in the Congretational churches , 39

In order to make generalizatilons concerning any kind of
elite, the group must be defined, selected and studied as
systematically as possible. Dahl's study of New Haven
mayors' class orilglns was reveallng, but the lack of una-
nlmity in thelr political affiliation seems to suggest
that the concept of oligarchlcal éontrol regulres a fuller
study of the nature of party support. The initlal problem
1s to determlne a sound basis for selection of the elilte
group. Mbst of the studles referred to above, concerned

with national economic leaders after the development of

corporate enterprise, selected their individuals among

381b1d., 18-19, One mayor was Ralph Ingersoll whose Jack-
sonlan persuaslon 1is explalned on the basls of his family's
Episcopalian opposition to the Congregational Standing Order of
Connecticut. Another Democratlc~Republican mayor, appoilnted
customs collector by Jefferson, was not of the elect..

391pid., 17-18.
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officlals in large corporations.“o The only investigation
based on wealth, Sorokin's study of millionaires, has been
criticlzed because most of his generalizations concernlng
his 668 wealthy men are made without any breakdown according
to generation.ul
Wealth as a criterion for selection seems to present
the most accurate approach to holders of economic power,
especlally In the perlod prior to the bureaucratization of
industry. It has been argued that wealth offers a far
sounder criterion for the study of a national economic elite

than elther selected corporation officials or the Dictionary

of American Blography. As Mills himself admits, the business-

men 1n thé D. A, B. were '"probably selected because of their
political importance rather than primarlly because of their
success in business."u2 With Weaith as indicator a composite
picture of far greater accuracy could be obtained. As for
local elites, Sidney Ratner points out that lists of mil-
lionaires.appearing slnce Moses Yale Beach wrote Wealth and

Blography of the Wealthy Citizens of New York in 1842 "pro-

vlide the chaunce to do a volume on who controlled a gilven

quregory and Neu, 185-196; Miller, Men in Business,
287; Taussig and Joslyn, 6-7. )

41Sidney Ratner (ed.), New Light on the History of
Great American Fortunes (New York: Augustus M. Kelley,
1953), Xliv.

42Mills, Journal of Economlc History, Supplement V, 20,
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locality economlcally or otherwise, and why."43

Accordingly, wealth has been the chief criterion for
the selectlon of the elite of Wayne County, Michlgan, in
1844 and 1860, with a few modifications discussed in Chap-
ters IIX and IV. Furthermore the complexiltlies 1lnvolved 1n
a deflinitlon of class as dlscussed above has made it seem
advisable to keep the definitlon of ellite simple. It is
limited to the holders of economlc power and carrles no
further 1mplication. There 1s no attempt to rank by status.

Having selected a local elite on the basls of wealth,
political affillations willl be ascertained in order to dis-
cover, for example, whether rich merchants were 1in fact
Democrats 'or Whigs. A division of the elite into political
categorles will further enable us to test as variables the
factors which both historians and social scientists have
suggested are possible influences on voting behavior--
economic role, ethunic origin, religion and family influences.”
In the de?elopment of quantlitatlve technigues it has been
shown that the introduction of addltlonal factors--which

Beard and Fox falled to do--may have any or several of these

effects:

A3Ratner s book contains what he considers the two
most important sources for holders of wealth, "American
Millionaires," Tribune Monthly (June, 1892), xiil-xxli, =
and "Amerilcan.MIIIIonalres, " World Almanac, I (1902), 95.
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(1) An additional factor may explain the results of a
simple cross-tabulations of two relationships.

We mlght find that a tendency for Democrats to be
landowners was explainéd by addilng another factor,
length of resldence 1n Wayne County.

(2) It may reveal an independent effect of a third
factor.44 Where ethnocultural origin may not
appear %o be a significant difference between Whigs
and Democrats, by adding rellgion as a test to the

- same group we may dlscover that Yankees divide
politlcally accordling to religion.

The general procedure for submitting our data to multi-
varlate analysils willl be the testing of several factors in
simple cross-tabulations wilth political affllilatlon. The
slgnifilcant subgroups, Democratic‘landowneré, for example,
will then be tested agalnst other variables. The problem
- is, of course, that once a group becomes too small the re-
sults cease to be meaningful. The rule we shall follow will

be:

If a result 1s analysed successlvely by various
breakdowns and 1t is known or suspected that

some of these breakdowns are interrelated, then

it is advisable to tabulate these lnterrelated M
breakdowns, not successively but simultaneously. 5

Higans Zelsel, Say It With Figures (New York: Harper
and Bros.,1947), 209

451p1a., 203.
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Beyond quantlfication we have also used the traditional
hlstorian's sources, manuscrilpts and newspapers, 1ln order
to discover further lnslghts into characteristics of Whigs
and Democrats. In Chapter X the value of these.findings
1s discussed and iIn Chapter XI we include many of the in-
sights 1n our dlscusslon of Ideal Types. Although we could
agree with Brunton and Pennington that "endeavors to esti-
mate polltical, rellglous and economlc influences in their
exact quantitative effect are . . . clearly absurd" we are
of the opinion that multivarlate analysis will brihg us
closer to understanding why men acted as they did. Never-
theless, should we flnd that certaln groups apparently chose
a polltical party because of rellglon we would still be a
long way from understanding the full meanlng of this rela-~
tlonshlp. |

Since the hlstorian's basic task is the investligation
of change over a period of time, thls study as outlined
would seem to lie outslde the generally understood province
of the dilscipline. However, because we have studled two
sets of elites, one chosen for the year 1844, the other for
1860, we have been able to investigate several important
changes. wIn the economic sphere, the changing qualifications
for ellte membership tell us a good deal about economilc
development up to the Cilvil War. Also the extent to which

personnei did or did not remain the same glves clues %o
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mobllity. In the polltical sphere, the most important
questions concerned the contlnuity of party loyalties and
the characteristics of those who switched parties. As will
be shown; the lnvestigation of the small group of changers
ylelded some of the most interesting insights on political
behavior,

It must be stressed that before any of the generaliza-
tilons made here can be considered definitive concerning the
relationships between class and voting, thils study must be
matched against a similar study being undertaken of the
voting behavior.of the general population of Wayne.County,
Michigan, at the same time.46 If, for example, there is a
tendency for‘both French members of the ellte and French
voters in the population at large to vote Democratlc, the
ethnlc factor would outweigh class, If, however, there is
a less marked Democratlc preponderancé among the elilte,
class could not be entirely ruled out as an influence on

voting.

465y Ronald Formisano .of Wayne State University, Detroit,
Michigan. f ,




CHAPTER IIT
THE ECONOMIC ELITE OF 1844

‘Ninety-seven individuals made up the econonic elite of
Weyné County, Michigan, in 1844. These men were selected 3
primarlly on the basls of theilr known wealth with important
economlc roles as a secondary consilderation. Tax assessment
rolls for real and personal property for the city of Detroit
and Wayne County provided the comprehensive measurement by
which the men were ranked.l Wealth figures were based on
the assessment formula then in operation, whlch was to rate
property at 30% of actual cash va]__ue.2 Therefore, Lewis
Cass, whose real and personal property was assessed at

$73,383, appears on Table 1, as being worth $244,365.

1petroit Real and Personal Property Tax Assessment
Roll, 1844," Burton Historical Collection, Detrolt Publilc
Library (herelnafter referred to as BHC); '"Wayne County Real
and Personal Property Tax Assessment Roll, 1844, " BHC,
"Springwells Real and Personal Tax, Assessment Roll, 1845,"
in William Woodbridge Papers, BHC. The exilstence of weo™<
than one record provided a gooa check. The Detrolt records
were more complete and are therefore the maln source, A
few individuals qualified on the basis of land owned in the
townships outside the cilty.

2Michigan Historical Records Survey Project, Division
of Professional and Service Projects, Works Projects Admln- -
istration, Inventory of the Municilpal Archilves of Milchigan, .
Cilty of Detrolt, No. 10, Ciﬁy Treasurer (Detrolt: The |
Survey, 1940), 18

55
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TABLE 1

THE ECONOMIC ELITE OF 1844--BASES FOR
SELECTION AND ECONOMIC ROLE

classified as "High."

. These eighteen men having property over $50,000 are

Listed . To )
According to Wealth  Detroit Other Indicator Economic Role
Lewls Cass $244,365 1813 Landowner i
Oliver Newberry 179,553 1820 Shipping i
DeGarmo Jones 116,150 1818 Director, St. Non-specialized |
; l
Joseph Railroad  Entrepreneur 1
Shubael Conant 110,882 Born Merchant }
John R. Williams 117,459  Born Landowner i
James'Abbott 116,523 Born Treas. Copper Co. Fur (source) ’
John Biddle 116,207 1820's Fur
Joseph‘Campau 111,791 Born Board of Trade Fur
Barnabas Campau 103,672 Born Fur
Peter J. Desnoyers 92,241 Before Merchant
| 1820 ’
Josiah R. Dorr 79, 144 1825 Director, Bank of Non-specialized
St.Clair, Detroit Entrepreneur
Iron Company
Edmund A. Brush 77,704 1802 Landowner
Antoine Beaubien 75,124 Born Landowner
William Brewster 71,878 1815 Pres., Board of Fur
Trade :
Franklin Moore 58,308 1833 Board of Trade Merchant :
Director |
Zachariah Chandler 58,275 1833. Director, Mich- Merchant
igan State Bank
Charles Moran 56,809 Born Landowner
John Drew 51,521 Trustee, Copper Merchant
. Company
Note:
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TABLE 1--Continued

Listed To
According to Wealth Detroit Other Indicator  Economic Role
Jonathan Kearsley $48,151 1819 Landowner
John Hurlburt 47,892 Fur
Robert Stuart 46,959 Before Fur
1820
Thomas C. Sheldop 46,786 1817 Landowner
Jonathan L. King 43,872 1829 Thirty-six hands; Merchant-
$50,000 per yr. Manufacturer
Dominique Riopelle 39,160 Born Landowner
John McDonnell 37,395 1812 Landowner
David Caoper ’ 35,407 1799 Merchant
Darius Lamson 34,132 1830's Board of Trade Merchant
John Owen 34,054 Trustee, Copper Merchant
Company
John Palmer 33,699 1818 Merchant
Solomon Sibley 33,093 Before . Manuf acturer
: 1810 (Quarry)
Thomas Rowland 32,733 1812 Landowner
Pierre Teller 29,304 Before Merchant
1830 ‘
Chas. C. Trowbridge 27,579 1819 Pres., Michigan Banker
‘ , State Bank
Alex. C. McGraw 26,640 1809 Twenty hands Merchant-
’ employed Manufacturer
Theodore Romeyn 25,363 1835 Lawyer
Levi Cook 25,557 1815 Pres., Farmers Merchant
& Mechanics Bank
Bank of St.Clair
Louis Davenport 25,041 1830's Shipping
Francis Eldred ‘39,294 1816 Tannery, $60,000 Merchant-
$3‘ per annum © Manufacturer

Note:

$25,000 and $50,000, are classified as "Medium."

These twenty men, repfesenting approximate wealth of between
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TABLE 1--Continued

Copper Company

Listed To
According to [\\‘ Wealth  Detroit Other Indicator Economic Role :
William Woodbridge $24,718 1812 Lawyer
Douglass Houghton 24,598 1830 President, Mich. Banker |
Tnsurance Bank ﬁ
David Thompson 23,829 Landowner |
Shadrach Gillet 23,676 1815 Director, Bank Non-specialized i
St. Clair Entrepreneur 1
John Watson 23,476 Board of Trade Merchant
Moses L. Dickinson 23,176 1831 Merchant-
Manufacturer
Eustache Chapaton 23,026 Born Builder E‘
Charles Desnoyers 22,693 Borm Merchant
!
Henry N. Walker 22,680 1834 Board of Trade Banker-Lawyer f
Eurotas P. Hastings 21,934 1825 Merchant %
Frederick Wetmore 21,811 1841 Merchant
Richard H. Hall 21,645 1836 Merchant
i
Alanson Sheley 21,534 1831 Manager, Black Bullder 1
' River Saw Mill
W. N. Carpenter 21,328 1826 Board of Trade Merchant
(Retired)
Charles Brush 21,078 Born Landowner
George F. Porter 20,855 1829 Banker-Lawyer
'Harmon DeGraff 20,313 1837 Merchant-
. Manufacturer
Buckminster Wight 20,273 1832 Manufacturer
(Sawmill)
Thomas Coquillard 19,906 Born Mason
Elon Farnsworth 19,330 1822 Lawyer
Alexander Newbould 19,064 President, Merchant

Note:

The next fifty-nine men listed with wealth under $25,000 or
included on the basis of Other Indicator are classified as "Low."
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TABLE 1l--Continued
Listed To
According to Wealth Detroit Other Indicator Economic Role
: L
Lewis Goddard -~ - $18,697 Banker
James F. Joy 18,564 1836 Director, Mich. Lawyer
State Bank
James A. VanDyke 18,691 1834 Trustee, Lawyer
Copper Companies
John Scott 17,649 1829 Builder
Peter Desnoyers 17,629 Born Merchant
William Chittenden 17,149 1835 Superintendent, Officer
Central Raillroad
J. Nicholson Elbert 16,899 1840 Non-specialized
Entrepreneur
John Roberts 16,816 1820 Director, Mich. Merchant-
, Insurance Bank Manufacturer
Alpheus S. Williams 16,533 1836 Board of Trade; Non-specialized
' Owner, Daily . Entrepreneur
Advertiser; Pres.
Copper Company
Francis Cicotte 16,317 Born Landowner
Alexander D. Fraser 16,137 1823 . Lawyer
John G. Atterbury 15,984 1830's Lawyer
Alvah Ewers 14,418 1829 Merchant
Samuel Pitts 14,069 1831 Saw Mill, Manufacturer
3,000,000 Feet
of Lumber
Theodore Williams 13,852 Born Merchant
Henry P. Baldwin 12,820 1838 Employs twenty Manufacturer
hands
Chauncey Hurlbut 12,654 1825 Director, Board Merchant
of Trade
Benj. B. Kercheval 12,097 1821 Board of Trade Merchant
Orville Dibble 11,655 - 1830's Hotel Proprietor
Alfred A. Dwight 11,655 1833 . Co-partner, Eagle Non-specialized

Steam Saw Mill

Entrepreneur
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TABLE 1--Continued

Other Indicator

Economic Role

To

{’. Wealth Detroit
George C. Bates $10,000 1834
Robert Banks
William Barclay
Christian H. Buhl 1833
Frederick Buhl 1833
Charles Howard 1840
Oliver Moulton Hyde 1832
Silas N. Kendrick 1837
George B. Russel 1836
William F. Smith 1841

George B. Throop 1832

Director, Three

Copper Companies
Director, Bank of

St. Clair

Employs 25 hands

Employs 45 hands,
$70,000 per annum

Boart of Trade;
Director, Mich.
State Bank; 25
hands

Board of Trade;
Director, Mich.
State Bank; 25
hands (jointly
with above)

Board of Trade;

Pres., Farmers &

Mechanics Bank,
1846; Trustee
Copper Company

Employs 56 hands

Employs 64 hands;
$80,000 per annum

Ferry business;
Iron Foundry;
Builder

Eagle Steam Saw

Mill (A.A.Dwight) -

36 hands

Pres., Farmers &
Mechanics Bank

Lawyer

Merchant-
Manufacturer

Manufacturer
(Iron Foundry)

Merchant-
Manufacturer
(Hats and Caps)

Merchant-
Manufacturer
(Hats and Caps)

Non-specialized
Entrepreneur

Manufacturer
(Foundry and
Machine Shop)

Manufacturer
(Foundry and
Machine Shop)

Non-specialized
Entrepreneur

Manuf acturer
(Saw Mill)

Banker-Lawyer
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TABLE 1--Continued

William Gooding

Wealth Detroit Other Indicator  Economic Role
Wesley Truesdail 1836 Cashier, Bank of Non-specialized
St. Clair; Saw Entrepreneur
Mill, Oakland Co.
Bank, Steam Barge,
Trustee, Copper
Company
John A. Welles Cashier, Farmers' Banker
and Mechanics
Bank
Gurdon Williams Pres. Pontiac & Officer
Detroit Railroad
Board of Trade;
Officer, Copper
Company
_Charles Jackson 815,700 1816 Builder
Horace Hallock 1831 Employs 60 hands; Merchant-
$50,000 per .Manufacturer
| annum :
' (with F. Raymond)
Francis Raymond 1832 Employs 60 hands; Merchant-

$50,000 per
annum
(with H. Hallock)

Manufacturer

Employs 120 hands Manufacturer
(Steamboats)
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Property 1ln Wayne County was, of course, not as precise
a measurement of wealth as an lncome tax would have been.
It left out extensive ventures into land in other Michigan
‘counties and other states.3 Personal wealth did not reveal
1tself éntirely on the tax rolls where personal property
was usually itemlzed as horses, carriages and furniture.
The Farmers and Mechanics Bank was assessed for $20,000
worth of stock, but nowhere does individual ownership of
bank stock show up. Nor 1s there any evidence of the in-
vestments of twenty-three men known to be involved 1n bur-
geonlng copper companies.4 Robert Stuart, a former American
Fur Company officlal, who negotiated a treaty of sale of
copper lands with the Indians, owﬁed 125 shares '"given
gratis.”5 lCharles Moran, a leading landowner, held fifty
shares in the Eagle Harbor Mlning Company, along with Charles

Howard, John Hurlburt, Shadrach Giliet and Fred Wetmore.6

3Abbott Papers, BHC; E. P. Hastings Papers, BHC; C. C.
Trowbridge Papers, BHC, "Land Book of Alfred Dwight,"
A. A, Dwight Papers, BHC; Robert Stuart Papers, BHC.

4J'acob Houghton, Jr. and T. W. Bristol, Reports of Wm.
A.Burt and Bela Hubbard, Esqs. on the Geography, Topography
and Geology of the U, S. Survey of the Mineral Region of the 2
South Shore of Lake Superior for 1845 (Detroit: €. Wilcox, i
I8L6), 92-102. Officers of working companies: DeGarmo Jones, »
Gurdon Williams, Charles Howard, John Owen, George C. Bates, °
Wesley Truesdail, A. H. Newbould, Pilerre Teller, James A. Van
Dyke. Officers of organized companies: 0. M. Hyde, A, S.
Williams, James Abbott, James Van Dyke, Peter Desnoyers, F.
Clcotte, John Drew, Theodore Willlams, George C. Bates.

JRobert Stuart Papers, May 1, 1846, HBC.

i 6Charles Moran Papers,iBHC; Statement of Assets-Eagle
Harbor Mining Company Stock, Nov. 1845," E, P, Hadtings Fapers.
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The predomlnance of realty in the tax rolls, while un-
doubtedly reflecting the major source of wealth, obscures
~the relative liquidity of indlviduals. Elon Farnsworth's
plea for ten dollars from Solomon Sibley (valued at $19,330
and $33,093, respectively) suggests an occasional dire lack
of cash as late as five years after the crash of 183T7:

I am obliged to railse some money today and

take the llberty to ask you for the ten dollars

for which I gave you a receipt and was credited

to your account in the Henry estate. I would not

trouble you, but I suppose this fund is lylng in

the bank a?d I find 1%t impossible to collect any

old debts. ~
Indebtedness undoubtedly plagued many of these men, but
there is insufflcient evidence to take 1t into consideration.
The affairs of C. C. Trowbrldge reveal the long struggles
of a debtor struggling to pay off the obligations ilncurred
when the banks went under after 1837.8 Trowbrildge complained
to T, W. Olcutt, President of the Farmers and Mechanilcs
Bank of Albany, as 1if he were beyond recovery:

. . « the failure of the bank brought down upon

my head the consequence of acts with whilch I had

no more connection than the Grand Turk himself.

I lost by this and another bank $25,000 which

added to my other losses left me almost hopelessly
in debt.9

Tpencilled note, Elon Farnsworth to Solomon Sibley,
Nov. 12, 1842, Solomon Sibley Papers, BHC.

8:. M. and M. Agnes Burton {eds.), History of Wayne
County and the City of Detroit (Detroit: 8. J. Clarke
Publishing Company, 1930), L1, 1222, 1224, 1220.

9¢. c. Trowbridge to T. W. Olcutt, Detroit, Dec. 3, 1843,
C. C. Trowbridge Papers.
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Trowbridge was probably sounding poor to Olcutt, his creditor

because in 1845 he was buylng property worth over $1,000 in

Allegan County, and in 1846 his friend Robert Stuart congrat- i
ulated him on hls expanding opportunities: "I am truly grat- |
1fied at the good state of your affailrs, Wlll you make J
anything out of the railroad?"O Trowbridge's testimonial

that E. P. Hastings "has no property that the Assignees know

of " would seem %o disqualify Hastings, but he has been in-

cluded because he paid taxes in 1844 on a total of 947 acres

in eight Michigan counties,ll L
» Ot@er evidence of economlc standing to complement known

wealth was sought for two reasons: first, to sustain the

selection of men at the lower ranks, worth less than $15,000,

and second; to include people 1h key positions who simply

did not turn up on the tax rolls. Thus, nine 1individuals

worth between $10,000 and $15,000 holding key positions were

added to those seventy-two over $15,000 who were clearly

of the top elite on the basls of wealth alone,l? The posi-

tions were members of the Board of Trade, officers in banks

10pee, Samuel Hubbard of Boston to C. C. Trowbridge,
Nov. 11, 18U45; Robert Stuart to C. C. Trowbridge, Jan 2,
1846, C. C. Trowbridge Papers.

1lpccount Book, Jan. 1, 184l, "Statement of Securities
Remaining 1n the Hands of the Asslgnees of the Bank of
Michigan on the lst Day of January, 1844," C. C. Trowbridge
Papers; E. P. Hastings Papers.

12Fprom the combined Wayne County and Detroit- Tax Rolls
there were elghty-three individuals with property over
$15,000, Of the thirteen who were dropped, two were women,
one, S. Larned was in the East at the time, and -a blg owner,
William E. Sill, was an easterner whose agents were James
F. Joy and George F. Porter, ,
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or corporations or manufacturers of concerns employing more
than tweﬁty hands (see "Other Indicator," Table 1). Sixteen
who did not appear on the tax roils were selected 1f they
were officers or manufacturers of large concerns.t3 It was
entlrely possilble that among these were a few like the nom-
inal "Bostonians, who invarilably move out of the city before
the first of May, into some small county town, where they
make a speciflc bargain for the amount of tax, %hereby saving
themselves some thousands of dollars.'l4 George Russel, for

example, owned ferry boats and an iron foundry and engaged

13officers of banks operating in 1845 were the only
men selected on that basis alone, Directorships are listed
for the same tlime. The major source was James H., Welllngs,
Directory of the City of Detroit (Detroilt: Harsha &
Willcox, I845), 104, which listed only three banks: Mlchi-
gan Insurance Comp.' U. S, Deposite Bank: Douglas Houghton, .
Presldent; Henry Brown, Cashler; Dlrectors: Douglas
Houghton, John Owen, Henry N. Walker, Heury H. Brown;
Bank of St. Clair (Capital Stock, $150,000, with privilege
to increase to $250,000): Levi Cook, President; W. Truesdall,
Cashler; Directors: Levl Cook, George C. Bates, S. Glllet,
J. R. Dorr, H. N. Monson, John Clark; Farmers and Mechanlcs
Bank of Michigan (established 1829. Capital Stock, $700,000,
pald in $400,000): George Throop, President; John A, Welles,
Cashiler. Monson, Clark and Brown were dropped because of
insufficient Information. Gurdon Willlams was chosen as
President of the Detrolt and Pontlac Rallroad, Ibid., 103.

'14Abner Forbes and J. W. Greene, The Rich Men of
Massachusetts (Boston: W. J. Spencer, 1851), 35.
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in land speculatlon but did not appear on the tax rolls.l5
Key positions were shown to be a rellable indicator
when careers were followed beyond 1844, Many of the men at
the lower ranks had the enterprising qualitiles which would
make them men of great wealth in 1860. Though not rich in
‘1844, H. P. Baldwin, Christian H. and Frederick Buhl, and
James F, Joy showed theilr ablliltles by buylng up the stock
of the Michigan State Bank for 15% of face value before it
re-opened in,1845.16 It was the enterprise of these men
which gave them a foothold, because durlng the early forties
most of the capital for rallroads and banks came from east-
ern sources.t’ James F. Joy's promotion of the sale of the

Michigan Central brought him out of the limited scope of

Lopetrolt Free Press, March 15, 1891 (hereinafter re-
ferred To as Free Press); Mlchigan Works Progress Administra-
tion, Vital REécords Progect, "Barly Land Transfers, Detroit
and Wayne County, Mich." (Sponsored by Michigan State
Library and D. A, R., Louisa St. Clair Chapter, 1936-40),
Vols, 11, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21. Russel made extensive
purchases and sales, 1845 to 1851,

l6Also George F. Porter, Z. Chandler, C. C. Trowbrildge,
President, Alex. H. Adams, Cashler, Burton, Wayne, II, 1224,

17pive New York Capltalists offered to take $10,000 each
or half of the capltal stock of the Mlchlgan State Bank,
Thomas Olcott to John R, Williams, Albany, May 16, 1835, John
R. Williams Papers, BHC; "The stock /of the Bank of Michilgan,
defunct in 18427 was purchased in the name of James Abbott,
but this was only for the purpose of concealing the name of
the real owner, who was Henry Dwight of Geneva, New York, the
largest stockholder," Burton, Wayne, II, 1214-1215; Sherman
‘Stevens, "The Building of the Pontlac Railroad, " Michigan ‘
Pioneer and Historical Soclety, Historical Collections, XIII,
485 (hereinafter referred to as Mich. Collectlons); James F.
Joy, "Railroad History of Michigan," Mich. Collectlons,
XXII, 300-301. o
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of debt-collecting for banks into the large sphere where he
was to make his fortune.l8

Manufacturers were ldentified from a study of Detroit
industry made in 1848, This list was of inestimable value
because 1t described the 139 establishments then operating
elther as to number of employees, annual value of product,
or, in the case of lumber, total square feet produced.19

Once selected, the elite was dlvided as to economic
role, degree of wealth and time of arrival 1in Wayne County.

(See Tables 2 and 3). These categories would be useful for

1850y, Tbid., 298.

Opetrott Daily Advertiser, June 16, 1848, August 22,

1848 (neéreéinarter referred to as Advertiser)., The twenty-
two largest firms--employing more than 25 hands, doing an-
nual business worth $50,000 or more or producing more than
2,000,000 of lumber--were: S. N. Kendrick, Machine Shop,
64 hands, $80,000 per annum; H. (Wm) Barclay, Mlchigan
Foundry, 45 hands, $70,000 per annum; Willlam Goodlng, Ship
and Steamboat Bullding, 120 hands; William Smith, Eagle
Steam Saw Mill, 36 hands (partner, Alfred Dwightﬁ;‘Robert
Banks, Clothing Manufacturer, 25 hands; Hallock and Raymond
éHorace Hallock and Francis Raymond) Clothlng, 60 haunds,

50,000 per annum; O. M. Hyde, Hydraullc Foundry and Ma-
chine Shop, 56 hands; F. and C. H. Buhl, Hat Manufacturers,
25 hands, $30,000 per annum; Wights' Steam Saw Mill,
2,000,000 feet (Buckminster Wight); Moore's Lumber Yard,
2,600,000 feet (Franklin Moore); Black River Lumber Yard,
2,500,000 feet (Alanson Sheley, manager); Ladue and Eldred's
Tannery, $60,000 per year (Francis Eldred); Pitts' Saw Mill,
3,000,000 feet (Samuel Pitts); J. L. King, Clothing Manufac-
turer who keeps a store, 36 hands, $50,000 per annum. Those
yielding insufficlent information to include: Beard's
Lumber; Coe and Barnard Lumber; Walcott's Steam Boller
Factory; Montreull's Mill; Christopher Reeve, Saw and
Plaster of Paris Mill; Isaac Miller, Tobacco Manufacturing;
A, Amberg, Clothing; T. J. Walker, Cablnet, Chalr and Sash.
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measuring agalnst political affiliation and would also sug-
gest possible relationships in the strictly economic sphere.
Whlch economlc activity offered the best roufe to wealth?
Were late;comers dlsadvantaged invthe race?

Exact delineatlon of function in a non-specialized,
>dynamic economy 18 difficult, if not lmpossible. The
attempt was to asslgn roles according to probable maJjor
source of incqme. All the men chosen from the tax rolls
were 1énd0wners, for example, but only men who had no other
apparent major source of income were ldentified as land-
owners, To recognlze its 1mp6rtance to a frontier economy,
fur was llsted where 1% represented rise to wealth, even
though the actual trade had passed its peak.29 ”Merchant;
Manufacturers" (under Manufacturers on Table 2) were those
whose maln activity was the manufacture and retail sale of
a certain product. In this.category were J. L. Klng and

- Hallock and Raymond, referred to 1ln the Detroit Advertiser

article referred to above as '"manufacturers who also keep

stores;"21 Classlfled as non-speclalized entrepreneurs

20ps late as 1840 the Census reported Michlgan sales of
$54,232 worth of fur. By 1850 thirty-three men were listed
as traders; no sales were mentioned. Ida Amanda Johnson,
The Michilgan Fur Trade (Lansing: Michigan Historical Com-
mission, 1919), 153.

2lMerchants of Detrolt conformed to the pattern of
merchants in other western towns: they assumed functions of
bankers, transportatlon, manufacturing and produce trade.
They were not 1lncorporated. Lewls E. Atherton, The Ploneer
Merchant (Columbia: University of Missourl Press, 1939),

K] L]
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were men who had 1lnterests diversified beyond one business
and a dlrectorship. Josiah L. Dorr, for example, was a
merchant, part owner of the Detrolt Iron Company, and g
‘ director 1n both a copper company and a bank. Bankers were
often lawyers; they are classified solely on thelr active
officership in 1844. Thus, Elon Farnsworth, a lawyer in
1844, became a banker in 1860,

The wlde divergence in wealth suggested an Ilnvestigation
of the relatlonship of economic roles to wealth. Landowners
and fur fortunes were almost exclusively concentrated among

the top (abové $50,000) and medium ($25,000 to $50,000)

brackets:
| - TABLE 2
ECONOMIC ROLE AND DEGREE OF WEALTH

_ mign __Medium ___Low

No. % No. % No. %
Landowners (13) | s 38 5 38 3 24
Fur (7)Y} 5 71 2 29 - —
Merchants (23) | 5 22 6 26 12 ,52
Manufacturers  (20) | -- -- 4 20 16 80
Non-specialized ( 9)| 2 22 - -— 7 78
Lawyers (8)] -- g 1 13 7 87
Bankers (7] -- - 1 15 6 85
Other - (10) | 1 - 10 1 10 8 80
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Conversely, all other roles were concentrated in the low
bracket, with lawyers, bankers and manufacturers conspi-
cuously lacking among the highest incomes. This division,
favoring roles natural to a frontier economy, suggests that
early arrival was also a key factor. It is therefore not
surprising to note that 724 of the men at the top of the
wealth scale were 1n Wayne Count& before 1820, in contrast

to the majority of the lower ranks who came after 1830.

TABLE 3
DEGREE OF WEALTH AND ARRIVAL IN WAYNE COUNTY

Before 1620 1820-1830 | Afber 1830 Unknown

No. % No. ' % No. % |No., %

High ('18) 13 72 2 11 2 11 1 6
Medium (20) 13 65 2 10 3 15 2 10
Low (59 10 18 9 17 30 47 10 18

Time of arrival becomes more striking when we break
down the groups and lnvestigate both degree of wealth and
time of arrival of lawyers, bankers and manufacturers, none
of whom was 1n the high bracke’c.22

Again there is a marked correlatlon between late ar-

rival and low ranking in wealth, Only where figures are

22'I'he method of multivariate analysis comes 1into play
here. By discovering that correlations hold for degree of
wealth and time of arrival within economic groupings,
time of arrival 1is emphasiZed over economic role.
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TABLE 4
DEGREE OF WEALTH, TIME OF ARRIVAL, ECONOMIC ROLES

Y e

Before 182C | 1820-1830 | After 1830] Unknown
No. % No. % No. % | No., %

Lawyers )
(1) Medium - - - —— 1 100 _-— -

e oS,

(7) Low 1 14 2 29 4 57 |ee -
Bankers

(1) Medium 1 100 _— - - - - -

(6) Low - - 117 3 50 |2 33
Manufacturers

(B) MedTum 3 75 1 25 SSTSUR

(16) Low - - 1 6 11 69 L 25

too small, as 1n the case of medlum-Iincome lawyers, does
the pattern vary. The twenty manufacturers show the rela-
tionshlp between time of -arrilval and degree of wealth very
neatly: 75% in the medium bracket were in Wayne County be-
fore 1820, and, conversely, 69% in the low bracket arrived
after 1830,

The value of arriving early might seem to suggest that
the top members of the elite were self-made men. Qulte the
contrary was true., Out of a total of thirty-two well-to-do
Fathers known for the entlre nlnety-seven, twelve of these

belonged to the eélghteen men worth more than $50,000.23

237wo of these represented other helpful wealthy
relatives: an uncle and a.brother,
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The likellhood 1s that a much larger number of these men
had enjbyed an advantaged early environment to enable them
to“start a business in the West, where $5,000'or $6,000 was
required to purchase a good s‘cock.24

The frontler stage of the economy is reflected by
comparing the-Wayne County elite with rich men of the Eagst.
Taking Into conslderation relative population, the eighteen
men worth over $50,000 make a modest showing next to the
seventeen millionalres and 739 men worth more than $100,000
claimed for New York City in the early 1840's.25 The rela-
tive poverty of the rich was in line with per capita in-
come in 1840--$44 for Michigan as against $80 for New York.20

Thenmodest riches of these men tempt one to describe

this soclety as homogeneous, the democratic frontler

24ptherton, 126.

25Moses Y, Beach, Wealth and Pedigree of the Wealthy
Citlzens of New York City (3d ed.; New York: Sun Offlice,
18427,  In 1840 Wayne County had a population of 24,173 to
New York City's 312,7l0. The men worth over $50,000 in Wayne
County thus represented .007% of the population compared with
.002% for the wealthy (over $100,000) of New York, Compen-
dium of the Enumeratilon of the Inhabltants and Statistics
of the Unlted States As Obtained at the Department of State
From the Returns of GThe Sixth Census (washington: Thomas
Ellen, 1841y, 22, OfF.

26Richqrd A, Easterlin, "Interreginal Differences in
Per Capita Income, Population, and Total Income, 1840-1950,"
A Report of the Natlonal Bureau of Economlc Research, New -
York, Trends in the American Economy in the Nlneteenth Cen-
tury ("Studies In Income and Wealth, Conference on Research
in Income and Wealth, " Vol. XXIV; Princeton: Princeton
University Press, 1960), 97. ‘
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visuallzed by Turrer, as amended by Elkins and McKitrick.27
Yet thelr modest affluence was also characteristic of busi-
nesshand professional men In Eastern factory towns. One
scholar even includes highly skillled mechanlcs in "the ranks
of the middle class.”28 The Wayne County elite included
men who began thelr careers as tradesmen but whose property
ownershilp disqualified them as "skilled mechanics,"e9
Alvah Ewers, for example, was a cooper and grocer by trade.
It was his accumulatlon of real estate that put him among
the elite,30

There was an easy mannef, a demooratic stance among the
economic elite in the early days. Jacob PFarrand recalled:

. The people here in the earlier days of
Detrolt went along Jjust about as they were; men
In business llved along 1n a conservative sort:

of way, one year and another, devold of any
aristocracy. All the old inhabiltants were

27"Mhe land-holding elite--with all traditional func-
tions, soclal and political, that such an elite would cer-
tainly exercise--was rendered gquite out of the question . .
. The democracy of the Northwest would be that of the
squatter, the frontler businessman, and no doubt that of
the small speculator." Stanley Elkins and Eric McKitrick,
"A Meaning for Turner's Frontier," Political Science Quar-
terly, LXIX (September, 1954), 338-330.

28Vera Shlakman, Economic History of a Factory Town
("Smith College Studies In Bistory, " volL., XX, Nos. 1-4;
Northamption, Mass,: Smith College, 1935), 68.

29Although information on early careers 1s sparse, flve
were knowh to have begun as skilled tradesmen., Blacksmith
(Chittenden), Watch-maker (Conant), 8ilversmith (P, J.
Desnoyers), apprentice tailor (Hallek) and cooper (Ewers).

3%ich. Collections, XXVIII, 616.
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people of a social nature inviting to each others
houses and lived along in an enjoyable way.3l

The story told to the credit of Oliver M. Hyde was that he
brought a country bumpkin carrying a carpet bag whom he met
on the street home to dinner where he was seated next to
the appalled Mayor of London.32 For all their distaste

for "aristocracy," both these accounts at the same time
indicate a consclousness of class. There is some evidence
that a country gentlemen ideal was aspired to: seven men
retired early in their careers and became landowners, and
many listed themselves as ”gentlemen."33 Iewis Atherton's
conelusion that merchants became somethling else because

of the '"low esteem 1in which they held merchandising! was
probabl#uonly partially true.3%  For those merchants who
retired there were as many who became capltalists or bankers.
These were the men who séw the new avenues for making great
fortunes. They became leaders 1ln the group designated as

the economic elite of 1860.

3lmpetroit in History," Palmer Scrapbooks, IV, BHC, 210.

32311488 Farmer, The History of Detroit and Michigan
(Detroilt: Silas Farmer and Co., 1689), II, 104T:

33Retired merchants: Levi Cook, W. N. Carpenter,
David Cooper, Moses F. Dickinson (sSee discussion- in Chapter
XI as ideal type for Democratic latidowner), Darius Lamson,
John Roberts, 1860 elite: William K. Coyl.

34Atherton, 58.




CHAPTER IV

THE ECONOMIC ELITE OF 1860

The take-off perlod of the American economy prior to
1860 left unmistakable evidence in Wayne County in the
number of wealthy men and the slze of thelr fortunes. One-
' hundred and thirty-five men worth more than $50;000 made
up the economle elite.l 1In 1844 there wére only elghteen
1nd1v1@uals who surpassed this qualifying lower 11m1t and more
than half of the elite were worth less than $25,000. Wealth
therefore was a sufficient bhasls for selection wlthout regard
to economic role. Selection was>buttressed by the existénce
of two sources listing property, the Detrolt tax rolls and
the Census of 1860.2 TIncome was also used as an indlcator
of wealth. Thanks to the Civil War income tax and the cus-
tom of printing lists of taxpayers 1n the local papers, the
top Detroit incomes for 1864 could be identified.3

1There,are slight modificatlons as will be shown below.

2'minance City Treasurer Tax Roll Real and Personal
Propérty, 1860," BHC; Eighth Census of the United States,
1860, Michigan. Microfilm copy, BHC. '

3joseph A. Hill, "The Civil War Income Tax," The Quar-
terly Journal of Economics (July, 1894), 436. Printed In
the Detrolt Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865. Not exact
for Detrolt, since 1t covered the rlrst Congressional District.

75
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The formula worked out for combining income and pro-
perty as criteria was as follows: Only the thirty-four
incomes over $10,000 were used as a bhasis forrselection be -
cause the figures were for 1864 rather than 1860. Since
anyone with an inecome in 1860 between $5,000 and $10,000
was accounted among the "rich," those over $10,000 would
'seem‘to be economile leadérs, even lnterpolating back to
1860.4 Furthermore, these high incomes undoubtedly con-~
cealed greater wealth., The tax of 1864 excluded income as
dividends or interest recelved from banks, trust companiles,
rallroads, canals or turnplke companies, or gains from the
sale of real estate held more than one year.? Thus the
$91,037 recelved by millionaire E. B, Ward did not reflect
his extenslve property in steamboats, rallroads, plank roads
and banks.6

With preperty evaluations ranging‘from $50,000 to
$1,000,000, only those worth over $200,000 were ranked
"High," bracketed with men having incomes over $10,000 (see

Table 5); The exlstence of two sources for 1860 on real

juThe "middle-class" received between $800 and $5,000.
Edgar W. Martin, The Standard of Living in 1860 (Chicago:
- Unlversity of: Chicago Press, 13427, 394.

SRufus Tucker, "The Distribution of Income Among Tncome
Taxpayers in thé Unitéd States, 1863-1935," Quarterly Jour-
nal of Economics, (August, 1938), 361.

-Bnraventory of E. B. and Samuel Ward's Stocks,'April
1852," E. B. Ward Papers, BHC, ' _
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TABLE 5

ECONOMIC ELITE OF 1860--BASES FOR
SELECTION AND ECONOMIC ROLE

HIGH: Property worth over $200,000 and/cr income over $10,000.
Property Property Income Economic
(Census) (Tax Roll) (1864) Role
Joseph Campau#* $3,400,000 $ 380,653 Landowner
Lewis Cass¥* 1,189,725 © $22,700 Landowner
E. B. Ward 1,007,000 89,743 91,037 Capitalist
Wm. Woodbridge¥* 330,000 599,916 Landowner
Albert Crane 210,000 474,704 Landowner
Charles Merrill 210,000 409,923 11,026 Lumber
Z. Chandler#* 300,000 433,288 56,236 Merchant
E. A. Brush¥ 392,646 Landowner
James F. Joy¥* 365,584 19,918 Capltalist
William Hale 354,228 Landowner
George B. Russel* 333,166 Capitalist
Wm. B. Wesson 105,000  -313,592 Landowner
C. H. Buhl 250,000 217,682 33,400 Capitalist
J. C. D. Williams 125,000 249,750 Landowner
John Owen* 180,000 245,254 19,522 Capitalist
Alex. M. Campau 232,184 Landowner
Luther Beecher 221,944 Merchant
David Cooper 93,000 208,500 Landowner
H. P. Baldwin¥* 115,000 208,291 33,647 Capitalist
Henry E. Benson 141,774 30,480 Lumber
David Whitney 30,000 Lumber
K. C. Barker 48,285 29,611 Manufacturer
Charles DuCharme 55,000 50,449 29,400 Merchant

Note:

Members -of 1844 elite.
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TABLE 5--Continued

8gxtensive lumber lands,

Francis Palms Papers,

BHC.

Property Property Income Economic
(Census) (Tax Roll) (1864) Role
Allen Shelden $ 40,950 $27,500 Merchant
Reuben Town 49,950 27,500 Merchant
Edward Orr 27,498 Merchant
N. W. Brooks 38,000 24,100 Lumber
E. Ward $ 18,000 52,558 24,508 Shipping-
J. J. Bagley 23,180 Manufacturer
Richard Hawley 167,998 22,205 Manufacturer
Francis Adams 38,661 18,803 Lumber
Franklin Moore* 41,000 74,259 19,181 Merchant
F. Buhl*® 83,000 182,750 . 16,280 Capitalist
S. Pitts¥* 140,526 19,829 .Lumber
John Stephgns 140,000 143,134 18,730 Merchant
Ira Davis 65,000 27,072 14,777 Shipping
D. M. Richardson 14,650 Manufacturer
George Curtis 14,500 Manufacturer
C. W. Jackson 32,300 77,439 14,226 Manufacturer
J. Wiley 66,200 14,179 Manufacturer
George Kirby 45,000 66,933 12,708 Manufacturer
G. F. Bagley 11,326 Merchant
George Peck 10,913 Capitalist
S. Mandelbaum 50,782 - 10,000 Capitalist
Francis Palms? 25,641 Landowmer
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TABLE 5--Continued

MEDIUM: Property worth between $100,000 and $200,000
Property Property "Economic Role
(Census) (Tax Roll)
Charles Moran% $101,000 $198,468 Landowner
Alexander McGraw 135,000 192,773 Merchant-
Manufacturer
Wm. S. Biddle 120,000 191,308 Landowner
J. Mott Williams 52,000 163,236 Landowner
John P. Clark 162,600 62,637 Shipping
Jacob Beeson 160,000 29,304 Banker
John Hull 156,000 129,397 Merchant
Jacob S. Farrand 145,000 59,440 Banker
Henry Haigh 154,000 17,482 Merchant
Richard H. Hall 155,993 vMerchant
Samuel Lewis 77,500 144,062 Capitalist
N. P. Steﬁart 60,000 142,357 Banker
Theodore Eaton 95,000 : 141,247 Capitalist
J. W. Johnston 110,000 140,397 Landowner
H. H. Emmons 140,000 102,064 Landowner
William A. Butler 42,000 139,860 Banker
Shubael Conant¥ 121,500 134,348 Capitalist
Mbées Dickinson% 35,000 130,039 Landowner
Alanson Sheley#* ) 124,125 Capitalist
W. C. Duncan 55,000 121,794 Manuf acturer
David Thompson 120,000 100,982 Landowner .
0. M. ﬁyde* 120;000 62,271 .Capitalist
- Eustache Chapaton#® 24;000 112,809 ,Builéer'
Ebeneezer Penniman 112,500 Mer;hant '
E. M. Clark 76,000 111,205 Capitalist
Jonathan L: King* 110;556 Merchant—

Manuf acturer
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TABLE 5--Continued

Property Property Economic Role
(Census) (Tax Roll)
Peter Desnoyers* $ 36,000 $107,026 Landowner
W. N. Carpenter® 105,000 61,605 Landowner
Albert Ives 100,000 104,678 Banker
Francis Eldred#* 50,000 102,897 Merchant-
Manufacturer
Samuel P. Brady 101,614 Merchant
John C. Williams 101,000 94,155 Landovwmer
Gabriel Chene 53,000 101,731 Landowner
C. C. Trowbridge¥* 100,000 62,853 Banker
H. N. Strong 146,000 101,481 Shipping

LOW: Property worth between $50,000 and $100,000

A. D. Fraser%
Buckminster Wight*
Ashael S. Bagg

Henry T. Backus
Alexander H. Newbéuld*
Dominique Riopelle, Jr.
Hugh Moffat

William Barclay#®
George F. Porter®
Gurdon 0. Williams
George Foote

Chauncey Hurlbut®
James Burns

Theodore Williams¥

33,000
80,000
80,000
66,000

50,000
66,800

90,000
87,000

99,067
99,594
99,733
18,731
94,738
94,821
92,407
91,575
91,297
43,883
53,280
86,945
86,746
84,781

Lawyer
Lumber

Hotel Proprietor
Lawyer
Landowner
Landowner
Lumber
Manufacturer
Banker
Capitalist
Merchant
Merchant
Merchant

Landowner
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TABLE 5--Continued

Property Property Economic Role

(Census) (Tax Roll)
Oliver Bourke $85,000 $21,395 Merchant
Caleb Ives, 85,364 Banker
Ransom Gardner 75,000 83,333 Merchant
C. A. Trowbridge 75,000 79,920 Manufacturer
Henry A. Wight 35,000 79,254 Lumber
Stanley G. Wight 33,000 79,254 Lumber
Francis Raymond* 20,000 76,590 Merchant
F. B. Sibley 60,000 75,880 Manufacturer
S. B. Scott 75,000 . Merchant
Caleb Van Husan 70,000 73,593 Capitalist
George Duffield 50,000 70,096 Landowner
Alexanderv$towell 70,000 11,655 Landowner
Henry N. Walker#* 70,000 Banker
John Palmer* 12,000 67,832 Landowner
Alexander Chapaton 40,000 67,732 Builder
Jared C. Warner 66,000 Landowner
George B. Truax 60,000 65,054 Lumber
Eugene St..Amour 65,000 94,821 Builder
William Ten Eyck 64,130 61,921 Landowner
Charles Jackson¥* 64,000 50,749 Builder
Colin Campbell 23,000 63,603 Merchant
William Kieft Coyl 60,000 62,637 Landowner
Giles B. Slocum 61,921 Merchant
Frederick Wetmore* 61,671 Merchant
Levi Cook* 60,000 60,772 Banker
Samuel Truedell 60,106 Landowner

60,200
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TABLE 5--Continued

Property Property . Economic Role
(Census) (Tax Roll)
Darius Lamson¥ $ $60,106 Landowner
Thomas Lockwood 60,000 26,007 Lawyer
Elon Farnsworth* 50,000 58,774 Banker
Thomas F. Abbott 55,000 Merchant
George W. Bissell 50,000 48,701 Merchant
F. J. B. Crane 50,000 49,726 Landowner
Members of Previous Elite Also Included
Horace Hallock 30,000 44,788 Metchant-
Manufacturer
A. S, Wil%iams 39,000 Gent leman
Thomas Coquillard 13,520 33,300 Builder
George C. Bates 22,105 Lawyer
John A. Welles 25,000 Lawyer
John Drew 22,000 Capitalist
John Roberts 14,000 15,251 Retired
Theodore Romeyn 15,000 Lawyer

(

J. Nicholson Elbert

4 servants)

16,500

Post Office
Clerk
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and personal property provided an excelleunt check on the
identity of the elite, Although the Census evaluatilon and
local property value did not always colnclde, the existence
of two records showed unmistakably who the rich men were.l
The great majorlty show up as men of counsiderable property
on both iists.8 Those who appeared on one 1lst with pro-
perty between $100,000 and $200,000 were ranked "Medium"
and those between $50,000 and $100,000, "Low." Nine mem-
bers of the 1844 elite worth less than $50,000 1n’1860; were
included for the purpose of lookling at change 1n politilcal
affiliation over time.

The rise 1in the value of rich men's holdings since
1844 appears more striking when one considers that 1866
was not a boom perlod--prices had remained depressed since
the crisis of 1857 with only a slight improvement 1n the
middle of 1860. Total land sales in Michigan in 1860 were
$46,000 as compared with $29,000 for 1844, but thls repre-
sented a distinct decline from the peak year of the

TThe figures for local wealth were reached by multiply-
ing assessed valuation by 3.33 since property was rated at
30% of actual cash value. Survey Project, Clty Treasurer, 18.

8Seventy individuals from eighty-five worth $50,000 or
more in the Census for Wayne County were selected. Of those
discarded, six were women, no further data could be found
for eilght others and Oliver Newberry died in 1860, Missing
from the Census, but qualifying for "High" on the basis of
tax assessments were E. A, Brush, Willliam Hale, George
Russel, A. M. Campau and Luther Beecher. -Also from the tax
rolls alone were R, H. Hall, P. Desnoyers, S. P. Brady, D.
Riopelle, C. Hurlbut, JI. Burns, Theodore Williams, and
C. Ives.
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mid-fifties (1854) when sales reached $668,000.° Although
Detroit was far from matching New York Clty's seventy-nine
men who reported lncomes of $100,000 or more in 1864, 315
incomes over $2,000 was not a bad showing next to New York's
10,900 in 1863.10 (compared against the incomes of the
general population of New York, the wealth of Detroit's
elite stands out sharply: 1n the 1860's only about 1% of ‘
the population of New York recelved incomes of $842 or more 1
When it 1s also remembered that burgeoning divlidends were
omltted from Income calculatlons, the wealth of the Wayne
County elite supports Rufus Tucker's conclusion that during
the Civil War period "the wealthy ﬁere wealthier in relaé
tion to the mass than now, although there were fewer of
them, "12 |

A breakdown of the composition of the 1860 elite

9Douglas North, The Economlc Growth of the Unlted States
(Englewood Cliffs, N.  J.: Prentice-Hall, Inc., 1901), 213,
259, Total real property, Detroit, 1858: $14,202,506.
Total real property, Detroit, 1859: $13,597,416, Free Press,
April 29, 1859. '

10pucker, Quarterly Journal of Economics, LII, 563,568.

llMartin, 393.

12gross dividend and interest payments by the non-flnan-
cial corporate sector rose about fifty~fold from 1835-39,
somewhat lower 1859-71; 1871-90 less than half of that of
the first perilod. . Aunna Jacobson Schwartz, "Gross Dlvldend
and Interest Payments by Corporatlions at Selected Dates in
the 19th Century," Trends in the American Econgmy, 446;
Tucker, Quarterly Journal oi LconomicS, LIL; 509.
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according to economic roles shows signiflecant changes in
the economy. The non-specialilzed entrepréneur glves way %o
the capltallst. Instead of engaging in banking, selling
and small manufacturing, the successful merchant now invests
the proceeds of his successful business in other firms and
becomes director of several. The Buhl brothers are good
examples of the merchant turned capitalist, although Fred-
erick Buhl‘modesfly referred to himself in the 1860 Census
as "hatter." Thelr early venture as fur merchants and hat
manufacturers came to a profitable close in 1853.13 ¢. H.
Buhl bought out a hardware firm, invested extensively in
rallroads and by 1863 had enough to put one million dollars
1nto‘1ron;manufactur1né in Pennsylvania.lu

Despite industrial growth, landowners werevthe leading
group, representing 26% of the 1860 elite (Table 6). Thelr
predominance reflect the vital role rising land values
played in the growth of American fortunes.l5 They were not,
however, a homogeneous group. Eilght were helrs of large

16

landowners and six were retlred merchants. Others were

v

13Farmer, II, 1038, 1043,
14pa1mer Scrapbooks, BHC, III, 149.

15Forves and Greene, 36. _ .
16Inheriting: from J. R. Williams, his sons, J. C. D.’

Williams, J. Mott Williams, John C. Willlams and Theodore
Williams; from John Biddle, his son, William S. Biddle; from
P. J. Desnoyers, his son, Peter; from Barnabas Campau, his
son, Alexander M. Former merchants: W. N. Carpenter, Davld
Cooper, Moses L. Dickinson, Darius Lamson, Alex H. Newbould

and Johnh Palmer.
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TABLE 6
ECONOMIC ROLES--1844 AND 1860

S SRR
' 1844 : 1860
No. % No. %
Landowners 13 13 34 26 .
Fur -7 7 | - -
Merchants 23 Pl 26 i9
Capltallsts - -- 17 12
Non-speciallzed
Entrepreneurs o 9.5 - -
Manufacturers 20 21 17 12
Lumber - —- | n 8
Bankers 7 T - 13 10
Lawyers 8 8.5 5 3
Shipping - —
Other 1o 10 8 T
97 100 135 100

actually modern real estate operators. Partners William

B. Wesson and Albert Crane dominated the fleld and made
fortunes as ploneers in land-divididing. They were the
first to sell lots on time with only a small down payment.l7
That these men dld differentiafe thelr roles 1s seen by

Y earmer, 11, 1074.
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thelr designations in the 1860 Census. While Crane and J.
W, Johnston referred to themselves as "real estate dealers,"
David Thompson and Alexander Newbould were "speculators,"
Wesson called himself a "landowner," and seven put themselves
as 'gentlemen." John C. Williams was a "farmer." George
Duffield was actually a leading Presbyterian clergyman, but
Since this role could hardly have been the direct route to
a fortune worth $50,000, he has been called a landowner.
Like other landowners, he was alert to the possibilitles of
makling money elsewhere. In his Diary 1s a testimonial to
the efficacy of Providence in the promotion of business
enterprise:
- Feb, 22, 1868, I have been much occupied of late

with correspondence and meetings for the purpose

if possible of effectlng a change in the management

of the /Qulncy Mining Co.?/ in which are my princi-

pal means of support . . . which have failed for

the last year through mismanagement if not fraud

of the officers . . . Closely examining my heart

I felt that mercenary conslderations did not control

me and I sought the good of my fellow man the benefilt

of Society & the honor of God & have felt that tho in

myself utterly unworthy I could get the whole mater

/sic/ to the care of God's Providence. I have done

so,  Thus far the way seems to be propi‘cious1 With-

out Hls blessing I have no hopes of success, 8

Qulte predlctably, manufacturers also outnumber the

the merchants among the elite.™” Twenty-elght individuals

.18Lewis G. Vandervelde (ed.), "Notes on the Diary of

George Duffileld,' Mississippl Valley Hlstorlcal Revlew,
XXIV (1937-38), 65.

,19M9n designated under Lumber on Table 6 are included
here as manufacturers.
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recelved a good share of the $5,000,000 worth of manufac-
tures produced in Detroit in 1860.2° Eleven of these
"industrlalists" were in lumber manufacturing, typlecally
combined with large operations in lumber lands. Samuel
Pi1tts and Buckminster Wight continued from profitable be-
ginnings in‘the fortles, surpassed, however, by New England
lumbermen, F. Adams, N. W. Brooks, Charles Merrill and Henry
Benson, who came to Detroit in the fifties.?l New men and
earlier starters shared other filelds. E. B. Ward, who made
a fortune 1in the fortles as a vessel owner, began his
enormouély successful career as iron manufacturer when he
established the Wyandotte Rolling Mill in 1853. D, M.
Richardson built the first match factory in 1856 and two
others got rlich with tobacco: X. C. Barker and Company, was
built in 1848, John J. Bagley's firm in 1853.2° Alexander
MecGraw and Henry P. Baldwin had expanded thelr shoe manu-
facturing and merchanting operatlons--Baldwin's income was
next to Ward's in 1864 at $33,647; Other basic products
which supported the ellte were beer (William C. Duncan and

20"1ndustrial Chronology of Detroit " The Detroiter,
IV (September, 1913), 16.

21Farmer, II, 1208, 1219; Wayne County Historical and
Pioneer Society, Chronography of Notable Events 1n the
History of the’ Nbrtﬁwesf‘TérrItory and Wayne County (Ired.
Carlisle, Comp., Def?dif 0. 5. Gulley, Boroman & Co.,
1890), 120, T ‘

22

The Detroiter, IV, 16
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Richard Hawley, meat (John Hull), and leather (George
Curtls and George Kirby). |
An Interesting type was the doctor turned capitalist.
Doctors,‘who required only the most rudimentary training %o
practice, vere attracted to growlng towns where the oppor-
tunities 1n non-medlcal pursults engaged them to such an
extent that 1t was "often difficult to differentiate between
thelr merphapdisingractivitiesFand professlonal prgctice.ﬁ23
Dr. George Russ¢l abandoqed‘h1s practice as early as 1837
to begin his career as a manufacturer in the coﬁstruction
~of ferry boats.24 Dr. Eliphalet M. Clark's medical practice
was so subsidiary to his Industrlal pursults that even a
medical sqﬁrce considered only his "first grain elevator
at the foot of Fort Street and his enterprise to manufacture
locomotives in 1855."25 There 1s no avallable evidence of
Dr. Samuel Truedell's activities as a businessman, but it
13 doubtful that he could have accumulated hls estate on
the basils of medlcal practlce alone. With professional
man William Woodbrildge, whose skyrocketing wealth had
| placed him fourth among the elite, Truedell has been called

a landowner.

23Atherton, 9.
24Carlisle, 460

25g. B. Burr, Medical History of Michigan (Minneapolis:
Bruce Publishing Co.,‘1930), 11, 251.
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A man's economlc activity did not seem to have as great
a bearlng on his relatlve wealth as 1t did in 1844 when 4
landowners and fur fortunes monopolized the hilgher ranks.
As Table 7 indlcates, capltalists and manufacturers had
the_greatest likelihood of attalnlng the high and medium
brackets of the wealthy.

TABLE 7
ECONOMIC ROLE AND DEGREE OF WEALTH

— | Hen | Medtm | Tow

No. % No. % - No. %
Landowners (34) | 11 33 11 33 12 34
Merchants' (26) | 9 35 5 19 12 46
Capitalists (17)}| 9 53 6 35 2 1
Manufacturers (L7) 8 46 h 23 5 31
Lumber (11) 6 54 - - 5 46
Shipping (&)l 2 50 2 50 _— --
Bankers (13) | -- - 6 46 7 54
Lawyers (5)]-- - - - 5 100
Other ( 8)]-- - ] - -- 8 100

Bankers and lawyers were, predlctably, still 1In the low

brackets.

Mobillty, seen as the achlevement of wealth by men of

lower class origlns, was difficult to determine. Evldence
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was too scanty to determlne with any certalnty to what ex-
tent the elite of 1860 were self-made men. The forty-one
men known to have well-to-do fathers divided among the
various ranks as follows:

Hlgh Medlum Low
138 lEA 11

There was, hovever, a marked persistence in holdlng on to
wealth once galned. The carry-over of the elite from 1844
was pronounced., Takling lnto conslderation those kﬁown to
have died or moved away, only one-fifth of the 1844 elite
failed to quallty In 1860.20 The old elite divided them-

selves In the different ranks as follows:

Hi Med lum Low
\ —§$% % 5%
Those who were at the top in 1844 tended to stay 1:hex~e.27

Only one took a fall: John Drew;‘who had been worth more
than $50,000 in 1844 as a merchant, had become a retired
"zsentlemen" with a modest estate of $22,000,

As a post-script to the discovery that wealth tended
to multiply and perpetuate itself, seventeen of the men

of 1860 or theilr inheriting descendants were listed among

26p1fty-two of former elite also elite in 1860;
twenty-one known to have died, others probable; four known
to have left the clty; only twenty unaccognted for?

2Tof the former top elite: High: L. Cass, J. Campau,
E, A, Brush, F. Moore, Z. Chandler; Medium: S. Conant and
C e Moran ]
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Detroit's forty-two millionaires in 1892.28

28Ratner, 2425, E. Alfred Brush and Lillle Thompson
(son and grandaughter of E. A. Brush), Christian H. Buhl,
Mrs. Dr. Book and Francis Palms (daughter and son of Francls
Palms), Estate of John J. Bagley, Theodore H. Eaton, Estate
of Jacob S. Farrand, James F. Joy, Willlam B. Moran (real
estate ilnherited in part from Charles Moran), Mes. T. W.
Palmer (daughter of Charles Merrill, inherited), Allen
Shelden, Alanson Sheley, Estate of William B, Wesson, David
Whitney, Jr., Luther Beecher, Wlllilam Butler,




CHAPTER V
POLITICAL AFFILIATIONS OF THE ECONOMIC ELITE--1844

The. systematlc selection of an economic elite makes
1t possible to determine partilally the relationshilp between
political afflilications and economlic class positions.
Whether in Michigan the 'vast majority" . . . of the Whig
party . . . 'were well-to-do and conser#ative men or those
who, for some reason, upheld the interest of this class"
and whether the Democrats were "composed mainly’of the poor
and uneduéated people in the cities and the rural dis-
tricts," will not be known until a thorough study has been
made of the voting patterns for the entire state by county
and ward. Districts voting Whig and Democrat have to be
analyzed as to composition in an effort to determine whether
voting reflects membership in economic, ethnle, religious
or other groups. Through thls method of multivariatg
analysis 1t will be possible to develop a solild basis for
hypothesis about the nature of "those /iWhigs/ who, for |
some reason upheld the interest of this /fwell-to-do/ class."

1

‘,lFloyd B. Streeter, Polltical Parties in Michigan, 1837~
1860 (Lansing: Michlgan HIStorTcal Commission, IgI%), 5-0.
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The over~all study of voting behavior by district,
ward-or county cannot by iltself settle the question of
economic e¢lass as a determinant. A separate study of ec-
onomic elltes must be made because voting statistics cannot
be used to ascertaln the political affiliations of men who,
by definltion, constitute only a small proportion of any
aggregate pollitlcal unit. Lee Benson cites the example of

!

the Fifteenth Ward in New York Clty in The Concept of

Jacksonlan Democracy. It was known as "aristocratic," yet,

since it "proﬁably contailned only a small proportion of
voters who belonged to the upper classes," , . . 1ts strong
support for the Whilgs falls to discredlt the post-electlon
estimate‘pf a leading anti-Whilg newspaper that 'a large
portion of the monled men and capltalists of this clity and
throughout the State, voted the Démocratic ticket.’”2

Clearly what ls needed to test the relatlonships be-
tween class and political affllilation 1s a systematic study
of how men assigned to different economlc classes actually
voted. Once the political affilllations of the elilfe have
been ascertalned and subJected to multivarlate analysis,
the results can be examlned agalnst the pattern of mass
voting behavior for the same unit, If the ﬁoting pattern
of rich men of one etho-cultural group follows the same

pattern as that of the lower class of the same group, then

“2Benson, Concept of Jacksonian Democracy, 146,
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we have strong evidence to support the thesis that "ethnic
and religious differences have tended to be relativély the
most important sources of political diffefences.”3 If, on
the other hand, the elite members of an ethnic group show
a tendency to adopt different political affiliations,
class cannot be ruled out as an Important Influence on
poliltlical behavior, ' .

~The political affiiiations of the economic ellte of
Wayne County in 1844 were not difficult to ascertain. MemQ
bers of this gﬁoup tended to be actlve 1in politics, so that
thelr names appear contlnually in the newspapers as candi-
dates for offilce, delegates to ward, county or state party
meetings or as signers of petitlons. Newspaper references
provided a check agalnst party designations in blographical
gources which were usually corrobbrated. Since 1t was not
possible to find data directly referring to all men's
party affiliations in the year 1844, evidence was taken
from accounts dated as far back as 1839 when both the Demo-
cratic and Whlg parties had become established organlzatilons.

The assumption made 1in this study, whilch was born out
by the evidence, 1s that men rema@ilned loyal to a political
party. Although Floyd B. Streeter's description of parties
in the late 1836'5 would seem to dispute the hypothesls of

party loyalty, he does not document with names men who

31p1d., 165.
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actually changed parties. Streeter claimed that well-to-do
Democrats in the central tier of Michigan counties became
dlsgusted with their party over internal improvéments—éthe
Democrats wanbted to splurge on railroads outside the cen-
tral tler--and united with the Whigs. He also claimed that
"eéthparty was so utterly broken up ilnto factions in the
thirtles and fortles that 1t mlght almost be said that the
name Whlg or Democrat represeﬁted an 1ldea rather than an
ac:tualii.ty.”zL What 1is suggested here i1s that factlons
worked together for particular immediate goals. It does

" not necessarily contradlct continulng alleglance to party
on the part of 1lndlviduals.

We found strong support for the continuance of party
membership. Although more than one source has been found
to document politvical affiliationé for seventy-flve of the
elite, only two cases of a party switch before the 1850's
turned up.”? H. N, (elsewhere H. P.) Baldwin, who was later
a Whilg, was a member of a Democratlc First Ward Commlttee
of Vigillance in a charter -electlion in 1839, and William K.
Coyl (not a member of the elite until 1860), designated
as an "earnest Whig in early life, " was Democratic nominee

for assessor ln 1839.6 That party loyalty was a customary

gstreeter; i2,

5See Appendix I.

6Free Press, Aprll 9, 1839; Farmer, II, 1136.
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mode of behavior during this period is suggested by Lee
Benson's exhaustlve analysis of voting patterns in New
York. He found that "secular trends appear to have stemmed
more from shifts to minor parties and from changes in the
composition of the electorate than from a sizeable number
of voters gradually deserting one major party to support
another, "7

On the basis of available evidence, and assumlng con-
stancy in political affiliations, the Wayne County elite
in 1844 can be described as follows: sixty Whigs; twenty-
eight Democrats, flve Liberty Party and four unknown,

TABLE 8
éOLITICAL AFFILIATIONS OF THE ELITE--~1844

e s et et —— o el ittt e
p—— e e — — ~

Whigs 60 62% of the Ellte

Democrats 28 29% of the Elite

Liberty 5 5% of the Elite

Unknown 4 4% of the Ellte
o1 100%

Although Whigs predomlnate, Streeter's characteriza-
tlon of the Whigs as the party of the well-to-do cannot be
regarded as definitive. Clearly, we ought not to accept

an economic explanatlon of party which leaves 40% of the

TBenson, Concept of Jacksonlan Democracy, 131, 136.
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group as an exceptlon. What is essential, then, is to ex-
amine other factors which might reasonably Ilnfluence men's
political affiliations. Streeter, along with the historians
discussed 1in Chapter I, suggests ethnocultural as well as
economlc factors as possible influences on Whig membership:
"a large number of the Whigs had been reared in homes in
New England and eastern New York where they had enjoyed
the advantages of wealth and education."8 By the use of
multivariate analysis we hope to be able to relate ethno-
cultural and economlc characteristics to party membership
wilth greater precision.

‘The economic ellte can be characterized as a politi-
cally actiye one. The offlce of mayor was almost their
preserve. Sixteen of the thirty-two mayors between 1824
and 1875 qualified as members of the elites of 1844 and
1860.7 Alderman was also an attractive office: forty men
from both groups served as aldermen between 1840 and 1860.10
-‘There were only twenty-two who were not found to have en-
gaged 1n some form of politlcal actlvity, lncluding the
signing of letters and petitlons., Testing political
political activity against party affiliation, Democrats

8Streeter, 5.

IDetrolt News-Tribune, Oct. 3L, 1897.

10parmer, 1, 142-144,
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were found to be more polltically active than Whigs in

proportion to their numbers.ll

TABLE O

PERCENTAGES OF EACH PARTY ACTIVE OR PASSIVE -
POLITICALLY--1844 ?

o Whigs (60) Democrats (28) Liberty*(5)

No. »% __No. % No. %

Active _ ,33 55 18 64 4 5
Pagsive 27 45 10 35 1 25
60 100 28 100 5 100

*Liberty party would read 100% active, as would be
expected, were not Robert Banks, Negro pamphleteer and
¢lothing manufacturer included.

TABLE 10

PERCENTAGES OF "ACTIVES" AND "PASSIVES"
IN EACH PARTY--184L4

——e e R St ettt et o —————————

o AT? Actilve (51;“*~f Passivefzg})
No. % No. %
Whigs 33 .65 27 73
Democrats 18 35 10 27
|

llpetive: all who entered the political arena to the ex-
tent of attendlng conventions or rumilng for office in the
18401s, and office holders between 1840 and 1860, Passive:
those for whom no actlvlty could be dlscovered beyond sign-
ing letters.
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It will be noted that because the Whigs have more than twice
the number of Democrats #hey have’thé largest proportlon of
both “"actives" and "passives" but that their share'éf "pas-
sives" 1s greater than theilr share of "actives.,"

That five per cent of the ellte were antislavery to
the extent of active participatlion in the Liberty Party 1is
worthy of notiée. Furthermore, antislavery sentiment among
the.elite reached beyond the four Liberty actlvists and
Robert Banks, Negro clothing manufacturer and éntislavery
orator.l2 Whigs Shubael.Conant, George C. Bates, James F.
Joy and Franklln Moore all silghned a letter of commendatiqn
'to Robert Banks on his oration celebrating West Indlan eman-
cipation.%3 This strong segment of antlslavery opinlon -
among the urban elite would seem to requlre a modlfication
of Floyd Streeter's generalizéd description of Mlchigan
abolitionists as rural, prbfessional and small farmers.l

Even less would the four Liberty Party candidates (two

" .12ppanels Raymond, Horace Hallock, Alanson Sheley and
George F. Porter. The inclusion of the Negro manufacturer
Banks among the elite results from usilng purely economlc
criteria dnd dilsregarding social and politlcal considera-
tions. He was obvlously a well educated man.

13Robert Banks, An Oration. . . . Abolitlon of Slavery
in the West Indles, Held By Colored Amerlcans, Aug. L, 1839,
BAC; the Zacharliah chandler-James F. Joy 'factlon' in the
Fort Street Presbyterian Church was reputed to have driven
out Reverend Henry Neilll on account of a pro-slavery sermon
in 1857. Robert B. Ross, Early Bench and Bar of Detroit
(Detroit: Joy and Burton, , 120,

148treeter,‘64.
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manufacturers, a builder and a lawyer-bank presldent) seem
to 1t David Donald's description of antislavery activity
as a 'qulte unconsclous attack upon the new industrilal
system."l5
They would seem rather to help document Gerald Sorin's
thesis that abolltionlsm attracted respectable citlzens
from urban communities who were feligious ldeallsts rather
than displaced malcontents seeking leadership roles (to be
discussed below in Chapter VII on religion).16 1% is
lsuggestive that the Llberty Party men were in the "lLow"
bracket of wealth whereas Conant, Moore and Chandler, anti-
slavery Whigs, were already very wealthy merchants.
Assigning specific economlc roles to the ellte made
1t possible to determlne whether there were any patterns
of party affillatlon acoording to occupation. Some occupa-
tlons showed a marked concentration of the same political
adherents.l7 Merchants and non-speciallzed entrepeneurs
were preponderantly Whig (87% and 89%) with manufacturers
showing a marked tendency to the same party (68%).

15pavid Donald, "Toward A Reconsideration of Aboli-
tlonists,"” in Lincoln Reconsidered (New York: Alfred A.

Knopf, 1959), 3.

18Gerald Sorin, "The Historical Theory of Political
Radilcalism: Michigan Abolitionist Leaders As a Test Case!
(Unpublished Master's thesls, Wayne State Unlversity, Detrolt
Michigan, 1964), 68, 69, 71, T3-78. -

17pap1e 12, Percentages of Party by Economic Role (be-

low), shows less marked differences because there are more
catgéories.T Appended to Table 12 are the names of 1lndivliduals,
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TABLE 11
PERCENTAGES OF ECONOMIC ROLE BY PARTY--1844

.
‘ Whigs Democrats Liberty
|No. % No. % '| = No. %
Merchants (23) {20 87 3 13 —_ -
Landowners (12)| 4 34 8 66 - -
one no. party \ ‘
Manufacturers  (19){13 68 3 16 3 16
. one no party
Non-specialized ( 9){ 8 89 1 11 - -
Lawyers ( 8)] 5 62 3 38 - -
Bankers (6)} 2 30 3 50 1 20
one o party

Landowners were the only group'showing a marked Democratlc
concentration, although not to the degree that merchants

and entrepreneurs were Whigs (66% of landowners Democrats,
34% whigs). Whigs led among the lawyers and Democrats

among bankers, but here the smaller numbers involved makes
the correlation seem less signlficant. The pattern for vank-
ers 18 1n line wlth a study of New York bankers who were
found not to be '"prone to be Whigs any more than they were

to bevDemocra’cs.18

18Leonard Zivits, "The Political Affiliatlions of Bankers
in New York State in 1844" (Unpublished seminar paper, Colum-
bila College, 1958), 3, and passim, cited in Benson, Concept
of Jacksonian Democracy, 1607 ‘ -
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TABLE 12
- PERCENTAGES OF PARTY BY ECONOMIC ROLE--1844

_ . , ‘

Whigs | Democrats Liberty |No Party

(60) (28)

No. % No. % No. % No. %
Merchants - 20 34 3 11 ST .
Manufacturers 13 22 3 11 3 60 1 25
Landowners L T 8 29 — - 1 25
Non-specialized{ 8 13 1 — - _— -
Fup y 7 2 _— - 1 25
Lawyers 5 8 3 11 _— - — e
Bankers 2 2 3 11 1 20 1 25
Other o7 5 18 1 20 | -- -

60 100 28 100 5 100 L 100
Whigs:

Merchants: W. N. Carpenter, Z. Chandler, S. Conant, D.-
Cooper, J. Drew, L. Cook, C. Desnoyers, P. J. Desnoyers,
Alvah Ewers, R. H, Hall, E. P. Hastings, Chauncey Hurlbut,
F. Moore, Alex. Newbould, J. Owen, J. Palmer, P, Teller,
F. Wetmore, T. Williams, D. Lamson.

Manufacturers: H. P. Baldwin, C. H. Buhl, F. Buhl, H. DeGraff,
F. Eldred, W. Gooding, S. Kendrick, J. L. King, A. McGraw,
0. M. Hyde, S. Pitts, J. Roberts, B. Wight.

Landowners: A. Beaublen, C. Brush, T. Rowland, D. Thompson.

Non-speclallzed: J. Dorr, A. Dwight, J. N. Elbert, S. Gillet,
cC. waard, Degarmo Jones, W. Truesdail, A. S. Williams.

Fur: J. Abbott, J. Biddle, W. Brewster, R. Stuart.
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La)l%xg%:’ J. G. Atterbury, G. C. Bates, J. F. Joy, J. Van
Dyke, .VWOpdbpidge, .

Bankers: C. C. Trowbridge, J. A. Welles.

Other: E, Chapaton (Builder), L. Davenport (Vessels), 0.
Newberry (Vessels), C. Jackson (Builder?

Democrats:

Merchants: P, Desnoyers, B. B. Kercheval, J. Watson.

Manufacturers:_ W. Barclay, S. Sibley, M., F, Dickinson.

Landowners: E. A, Brush, L. Cass, F. Clcotbte, J. Kearsley,
J. McDonnell, C. Moran, T. C. Sheldon, J. R. Williams,

Non-specialized: G. B. Russel,

Fur: J. Hurlburt, J. Campau.

Lawyers: E. Farnsworth, A. D, Fraser, T. Romeyn.

Bankers: G. Throop, D. Houghton, H. N. Walker.

Other: T. Coquillard (Buillder), W. F. Chitténden (officer),

0. Dibble (Hotel Prop.), J. Scott (Builder), G. Williams
(Railroad President).

Liberty: H, Hallock, F. Raymond, R. Banks (Manufacturers);
K. Sheley (Bullder); G. F. Porter (Banker). .

No Party: D. Riopelle (Landowner); W. Smith (Manufacturer);
I.. Goddard (Banker); B. Campau (Fur).




CHAPTER VI

POLITICAL AFFILIATIONS OF THE
ECONOMIC ELITE--1860

A demonstration of how an economic elite voted in 1860
provldes data useful in seeking an understanding of the
question of Civil War causation.l If, as Charles Beard
maintained, the war resulted from the determinatlon of
northern capitalists to win control of the govermment in
order to end the obstructionist economic policies of South-
ern plénter aristocrats, then one would expect to find
economlc elltes supporting the Republican party.2 If, on
the other hand, economlec elites were found to be divided
politically in 1860, the economilc hypothesis would require
further support: 1t would be necessary to show that party
dlvislon coincided with economlc roles, Phllip S. Foner
dld, in fact, discover that a majority of the New York

merchants, whom he plctures as predomlnantly Whig since the -

1Obviously a study of the economlc elite of Wayne County
1s by itself of limited Importance, but 1t 1s suggested that
the important questlons can be answered by further studies
gf the same kilnd.

2Beard, Rise of American Civilization, II, 54.
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Jackson period, supported the Democratic party (Union
ticket) or withdrew from politics in 1860 because of their
fear that Republican victory would mean disunion and the
loss of the Southern market.3 What Foner falls to do 1s %o
ldentify hls Democrats and Republicans or even to define

"merchants, "

used apparently as synonymous with the entire
business community. :The result is that the connection be-
tween ééonomic interest and political party 1s not proved,
and hils conclusion that a maJjorlty of merchants voted Demo-
cratic or withdrew because of economic interests 1s unwar-
ranted, 4
The polnt of this study 1s to ldentify as exactly as

evidenqe permits how members of the economle elilte actually

voted 1in 1860. These groups can then be measured against

economic roles to see whether there was, for example, a

3Philip S. Foner, Business and Slavery, The New York
Merchants and the Irrepressible Coulllict {(Chapel HI1ll: Unil-
versity of North Carolina Press, 1941), 131, 146, 148, 206,
207.

uIbid., 99, 100, 138, 207. Foner shows a counsistent
economic determinlst blas in assesslng possible reasons for
Republican support as well, even though he refers continu-
ally to antislavery sentiment among merchants, '"Vote for
Fremont Indicated that there were lmportant busilnessmen in
the clty who belleved that peace and prosperity would never
be obtalned under a Southern-dominated administration., .. ."
On Republilcan successes in wilnning over many merchants in
1860: "Whether thls was due to thelr economle appeals, to
thelr emphasis upon the necessity of turning out of power a
corrupt administration dominated by that Slave Power respon-
sible for the Panic and constlituting a hindrance of the eco-
nomlc development of the nation, or whether 1t was due to
the fear of the election belng thrown into the House of Rep-
sentatives; and to the 'Relgn of Terror' conducted by the
fuslonists, 1t 1s impossible to determine."
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Democratic tendency‘among merchants or a Republican trend
among manufacturers. Having marked out possible correla-
tions between economlc role and party we can then proceed
to test polltical affiliation against ethnic and rellglous
Identification. In this way we wlll be able tTo measure
the relative influence of economié, ethnle or religious
factors. If, for example, rich Republicans show a marked
divergence from rich Democrats along ethnic add religlous
lines, antislavery sentlments based on religious and ethno;
cultural‘influences might be reasonably regarded és gigni~
ficant determinants of Republican affiliation. Shifts in
party affiliation willl provide valuable clues. For example;
did Whigs who became Democrats share common characteristics .
differénﬁiating them from Whigs who became Republicans? And
what dld Democrats who voted Republngn have in common?

Because of the splintering of parties from 1852 on,
designation of political affiliations for 1860 was far more
" a1fficult than in 1844, There was the possibillty that,
as in New York, a signiflcant proportlon of Whilg merchants
moved over 1lnto the Democratic party. Therefore no one was
classifled on the basls of earlier party designation. If
clear blographlcal data or evldence of party actlvity
between 1859 and 1861 were not found for an individual, he
was assigned to the category party unknown. Of the 135
members of the economic elite of 1860, fifty-eight were

3epublicans,_forty-nine’Were Democrats, four supported the
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the Constltutlional Unlon Party and no affiliations could

be found for twenty-five, although fourteen of these were

former Whigs.

TABLE 13

A COMPARISON OF THE ELITES, 1844 AND 1860,
BY POLITICAL AFFILIATION

1844 1860
No. % of Elite No. % of Elilte

Whigs 60 62 Republicans 58 43
Democrats | 28 29 Democrats 48 36
Liberty 5 5 Constitutional 4 3

Unlon ’
Unknown 4 4 Unknown 25 18
o7 100 : 135 100

It will be noted that the Republlcans hold a much reduced

ma jority from the Whigs in 1844, that Democrats have in-
creased to over one~third, and that there 1s a much larger
group with no known affiliation. The pull toward the
Democrats suggests that the Republican party was regarded by
" some és‘great enough‘threat to the status quo to Justify
Joining the Democrats. Flfteen former Whigs in fact did

so. There-were only two lnstances dlscovered of Democrats
switching to the Republican party, although several pro-

minent Democrats supported a patriotic, non-partlsan, unlon
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tlcket 1n the city elections of 1861.7 Democrats of ‘a dif-
ferent pérsuasion were the group called "free-speech" or
'"Wallandighm Democrats" in 1863.6 Only one man; Theodore
Eaton, was eclectilc enough in his oplnions to be a supporter
of both these Democratic factions. The large number of
inactives in 1860 parallels the passivity of many New York
merchants who became disgusted 'with four democratic factions
and two or three little fussy Bell-Everett cliques all
wrangling among themselves.'"?T The "greatest of all the
conservatives," Wllliam Woodbridge, typlfied those who could
neither support Republilcanism nor go over to the Democrats.8
Elite behavior during the splintering of parties in
1859 apd‘1860 over both the national crisis and local issues

5A1bert Crane was Secretary, 1lst Ward Democratic meet-:
ing in 1845 and had hls house 1lluminated in a Republican
Grand Torchlight in 1860, Alexander Stowell was an active
Democratic politiclian, who seems Yo have deserted his party.
The Democratlc Free Press attacked him as an inspector of
electlions In 1800 and he later went South to recrult men for
a colored regliment. See Appendlx II; Democrats and Republi-~
cans are about equally represented lun the non-partisan group:
Democrats: C. Moran, S. Lewls, E, Farnsworth, George B.
Russel, J. C. Warner, C. W. Jackson, Theodore Romeyn, Theo-
dore H. Eaton, Willlam Barclay. Republicans: E. B. Ward,
J. J. Bagley, J. Owen, B. Wight, G. Foote, F. Mooré, F.
Buhl, N. W, Brooks, C. Merrill, H. P. Baldwin, Free Press,
Oct. 25,-1861. . * —_—

4. s. Blddle, A. Ives, W. C. Duncan, John Hull, Peter
Desnoyers, A, S. Bagg, M. F. Dickinson, Theodore H, Eaton.
Called "Democrats . . . 1in favor of malntaining free speech,’
Free Press, May 24, 1863; '"Vallandigham Democrats," Adver-
tIser and Tribune, Oct. 15, 1863. '

Troner, 171. Sstreeter, 182.
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Shows that elite patterns cannot be assumed for fhe body of
voters as a whole. There is evidence to suggest that the
ellte Supported both Breckinridge Democrats and the Constitu-
tlonal Unlon party»to a far greater extent thaﬁ the population
at large. Whlle the vast majority of Democrats who supportéd
Douglas on the Lecompton issue stayed with him in 1860, men
who had supported Buchanan organized a Breckinrildge party.9
Two members of the elite, A, S. Bagg and Jacob Beeson, were
prominent leaders and it 1s possible that other elite Demo-
crats supported thils group.lo Edward Orr, a merchant whose
prosperity declined during the war allegedly because of his
Copperhead opilnions, was a llkely Brecklnridge die—hard.ll
Lewls Cass, who did not resign from Buchanan'sicabinet unQ
til Deéember, 1860, was reputed to favor the movement--the
150 delegates to the July, 1860, Breckinridge meeting all
ad journed to General Cass's house.l2 The Republican Adver-
tiser gave what was undoubtedly an accurate descriptlon of
thils group as 'represented chlefly by life-long Democrats
whose habits of devption to party 11ly fits them to change

for devotion to men."l3 The Michigan vote showed how

.9Streéter, 2834

10pdvertiser, Aug. 28, 1860; Advertiser, Aug. 29, 1860.

llNews-Tribune, July 4, 1897.

lEStreeter, 286. It should be stressed that Cass and
‘other office-holding Democrats undoubtedly supported Douglas
at election time.

13Advertiser, Aug. 29, 1860 «
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unrepresen?ative these men were: Breckinridge received 805
votes to Douglas's 66,163.14 |
Even less representative of Michigan opinion were the
men who supported Bell, who recelved only 373 votes.
Streeter ldentlfies these men as representing the remnant
of the Know-Nothlngs who were "too conservative to unite
with th¢ Republicans and too bitter toward thelr old
enemles, .the Democrats to form a coalition. 15 Four
mémbe;s‘of the ‘ellte, three of ~whon were formeriy active_»
Whigs, were leaders of. thls splinter group.l6 It is also
posslible that some of the Whilgs not 1dentified as belng
Republicans voted Constitutlonal Unlon. On the basls of
the fogr known supporters alone, 3% of the élite supported
Bell dbmpared with .2% of the population as é whole. The
party swltches of a prqminent Bell-Everett man, Francis
Eldred, reveal how difflcult it was for conservatlves to -
make a cholce between the major partles. Eldred was an
active Whilg who led conservative Whigs in 1854 in a futile
effort to maintain the party in the face of Republican
inroads.l? After the Whigs threw in the sponge, Eldred

1hstpeeter, 292. 51p14., 270, 292,

16w. N. Carpenter, George E., Curtls, Francis Eldréd;
George Kirby, Signers for Bell and Everett for a meeting
at Mlchigan Exchange, Free Press, July 22, 1860,

- 17pdvertiser, Sept. 8, 1842; Advertiser, Aug. 21,
1854, — —
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joined the Whigs supporting Buchanan.l8 He found Bell more
acceptablé than either Democratic group in 1860, however,
and we find him in 1861 st1ll active but without a party:
he was a slgner wlth other Democrats and Republicans of the
"Call" for a non-partisan, citizens' ticket.l9

The relationshlp between political party and economlc
role 1s one way of examlning the complex problem of support
on economlc 1ssues, For example, since federal aid for
river and harbor improvement was considered of paramount
Importance to Republicans, one would expect those with a
direct interest such as vessel owners to vote Republican.eo
Of the four men classifled as vessel owners, none were
Democraps, two were Republlcans and one a former Whig (see
Table 14 below).21 No other occupatlonal groﬁping by liself
Wwould represent as clear a connection to speciflc economic
pollcy as vegsel owﬁers. The polltical complexlons of other |

roles, in fact, reverse expectatlions raised by historlans

l8"'1‘0 the Whigs of the State of Michigan: . . . in view
of the great ilssue now before the country . . . we deem 1t
best to make no nomination," Advertiser, Oct. 7, 1854;
Whigs for Buchanan, Free Press, Aug, 23, 1856,

19%mnee Press, Oct. 25, 1861.

20Re4nhold Luthin, The First Lincoln Campalgh (Cambridge:
Harvard Unlverslity Press, 1944), O-O.

2lNo actual evidence was found for the polltical party
of E. Ward, II, but there 1s a strong assumptlon that he
followed hils father's polltics. The other vessel owher ior
whom no party could be found, H. N. Strong, was a former
Whig. '
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who poslt economic interest as the basis for polities. In
contrast fo Foner's hypothesis that New York merchants
voted'Democratic for fear of economic loss, Wayne County
merchants were prepohderantly Republican (46% to 19% with
35% unknown). Economic interest is not, however, completely
ruled out here because Michigan merchants were not as
directly tled to the Southern market.22 It would be neces-
sary to determine the actual trade connections of individual

flrms to assess thls factor with precision,.

TABLE 14
PERCENTAGES OF ECONOMIC ROLE BY PARTY--1860

Republicans| Democrats| Constitu-| Unknown
tional
Union

No; % | No. % No. % {No. %

Landowners  (34) 9 26 16 47 1 318 24
Merchants (26) 12 46 5 19 -- -- g 35
Capitalists (17) 12 7O 5 30 - - | == -
Manufacturers(16) 6 38 6 38 3 19 {1 5
Bankers (11) 5 46 6 54 —— mm fem -
Lumber (11) 7 64 2 18 == -- | 2 18
Shipping ( 4) 2 50 _— - -- ~-- 12 50

22y M. Quaife and Sidney Glazer, Michigan From Primi-
tive Wilderness to Industrial Commonwealth (New York: Pren-
tice-Hall, Inc., 1948), 196, TEconomic circumstances also
fostered hostility to the pecullar institution since Michigan
to a greater extent than the majority of northern states
lacked important commercial links with the South. "
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Manufacturersvcertainly do not support the Beardian
picture of high-tariff Republicans. The six Republicans
who were manufacturers balanced the six Democrats (each
representiﬁg 38% of manufacturers). A closer look into
the products they manufactured still failé to support a
division which could be explained in terms of tariff-
requiring industries. Two Republicans and two Democrats
were lron masters.23 Two of these, of dilfferent political
persuasion, were partners. Cyrus W. Jackson was a former
Whig who switched to the Democrats as early as 1853, while
his partner, Jefferson Wiley, became an actlve Republilcan.
A Republican tobacco manufacturer, J. J. Bagley, had his
counterpart Democrat, K. C. Barker. Of possible signifilcance
from a}status and ethno-cultural rather fthan directly eco-
nomic poilnt of view was the political affillation of the
two brewers 1n the groub, William C. Duncan and Richard
Hawley: they were Democrats, also former Whigs.

A flnal assessment of economle role as a possible fac-
tor in political affiliation cannot be made without examin-
ation of religious and ethnic factors, but a comparison of
the 1860 elite with 1844 makes possible the isolation of

those groups where there seems to be a continulty of role

23Republicans: C. A, Trowbrldge and J. Wiley. Demo-
erats: Wm., Barclay and C. W. Jackson. Men called capltal-
ists who were involved in iron also divided poliltically.
Republicans: E. B. Ward and E. M. Clark. Democrats: G. B.
Russel and Caleb Van Husan,
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TABLE 15
PERCENTAGES OF PARTY BY ECONOMIC ROLE

Repu?%é%ans Dengﬁats ngggggu— Un%gg?n
| Ui

No. % No. % No. % | No. %
Landowners 9 15 16 33 1 25 8 32
Merchants 12 21 5 10,51 -- - 9 36
Capitallsts 12 21 5 10.5 4 -- - -- -
Manufacturers | 6 10 6 12.5 3 75 1 4
Bankers 5 8 6 12.5 | -~ - - -
Lumber 712 2 4 |-- | 2 8
Shipping 2 L - - - - 2 8
Other 5 9 8 17 - - 3 12
58 100 | 48 100 L 100 | 25 100

Republicans:

Merchants: G. Bissell, C. Ducharme, G. Foote, R. Gardner,
7Z. Chandler, F. Moore, F. Raymond, G. B. Slocum, F. Wetmore,
J. Burns, E. N. Penniman, A. Shelden.

Capitalists: C. H. Buhl, F. Buhl, 0. M. Hyde, E. M. Clark,
H. P, Raldwin, J. F, Joy. George Peck, J. Owen, A. Sheley,
S. Conant, E. B. Ward, G. O, Willlams.

Landowners: A. Crane, H. H. Emmons, D. Lamson, J. W, John-
ston, J. Palmer, D. Thompson, W. B. Wesson, Theodore Williams,
A. Stowell.

Manufacturers: J. J. Bagley, D. M. Richardson, A. C. McGraw,
H. Hallock, C. A. Trowbridge, J. Wiley. '
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Bankers: W. A. Butler, L. Cook, J. S. Farrand, G. F. Porter,
OC.WWWM%.

Lumber: F.'Adams, H. Benson, N. W. Brooks, Charles Merrill,
Hugh Moffat, Buckminster Wight, David Whitney, Jr.

Shipping: J. P. Clark, Ira Davis.

Other: G. C. Bates, H. T. Backus, T. W. Lockwood (Lawyers)
KT"CHépaton, E. Chapaton (Buillders).

Democrats:

Iandowners: E, A, Brush, J. Campau, L. Cass, W. S. Biddle,
K. Campau, M. F. Dickinson, W. Hale, C. Moran, W. Ten Eyck,
S. Truedell, J. C. Warner, J. C, Wliliams, J. C. D. Williams,
J. Mottt Williams, Peter Desnoyers, D. Riopelle, Jr.

Merchants: S. P. Brady, H. Haigh, J. Hull, E. Orr, S. B.
cott.

Capitalists: T, H. Eaton, S. Lewls, S. Mandelbaum, C. Van
Husan, G. Russel.

Manufaéturers: W. Barclay, K. C. Barker, W. C. Duncan, R.
Hawley, C. W, Jackson, F. D. Sibley.

Bankers; J. Beeson, E. Farnsworth, A. Ives, C, Ives, N. P.
Stewart, H. N. Walker.

Lumber: H. A, Wight, S. G. Wight.
Other: €. Jackson, T. Coquillard, E. St.Amouf (Builders);

KA. D. Fraser, T. Romeyn (Lawyers); A. S. Bagg (Hotel Prop.);
J. N. Elbert, A. S. Willllams.

Party Unknown:

Merchants: T. F. Abbott, L. Beecher, C. Campbell, G. F.
Bagley, O. Bourke, C. Hurlbut, R. H. Hall, J. Stephens,
R. Town.

Landowners: G. Chene, F. J. B. Crane, W. K. Coyl, D. Cooper,
¢. Duffielqd, A. Newbould, F. Palms, W. Woodbrildge.

Lumber: G. B. Truax, S. Pitts.
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Shipping: E. B. Ward, II, H. N. Strong.
Other J Drew, J. Roberts, J. A. Welles; (manufacturer:
J. L. King. ’ ’ ( )

Constitutional Union:

Manufacturers:; F. Eldred, George Curtls, George Kirby.b

Landowner: W. N. Carpenter.

and party connection. What, for example, has happenéd to
the Whig-merchant, Democratlic-landowner in 1860? There has
been a distinct flattening out since 1844: Republican
numbered only U46% of the merchants compared with the Whigs!
87%4. Landowners, who were 66% Democratic in 1844, divided
47% Democratic, 26% Republican. These results undoubtedly
reflect in part the more nearly equal pafty division in
1860. Aﬁ increase 1in Republican iandowners can also be
attributed to merchants who retired and were classified as
landowners.24

While the equal division of manufacturers between the
two parties would seem to make that role Insignlficant as
a determinant of political affilliation, other things belng

equal, the capitalists, a new designation in 1860, were

24Repuhlicans formerly merchants classified in 1860 as
landowners: Darius Lamson, J. W. Johnston, John Palmer,
Theodore Wiliiams. Former Whig merchants turned landowner
for whom no affiliation could be found were W, K. Coyl and
Alexander Newbould,
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over two-thirds Republican. The over-all view of the rela-
tionShip‘of economic role to political party over time thus
isolates only a few groups which show a positive constant
association: Democratic landowners, Whig non-specialized
entrepreneurs, Republican capitalists and Republican lumber-
men., These groups will be examined against religion and
ethnlc origin to determine whether economic role can be
assigned as a determinant of party choice.

An important political group which should be examined
against both economic role and degree of wealth are the
former Whigs who shifted to the Democratic Party. ILater
religious and ethnic similaritles of thils group will be ex-
plored, but disgruntlement over declinlng wealth or possible
economic interest cannot be ruled out. The fifteen Demo-
crats who were formerly Whigs wére found to be completely
heterogeneous as to economic¢c rolesg, so that economic inter-
est as a possible determinant for the group must be ruled
out.25 As to wealth, 53% of this group were ranked low.
The economic position in 1860 of the two Whig-Democrats who
alone were also members of the 1844 elite 1s interesting.

J. Nicholson Elbert although ranked "low" both years, had

25randowners: Biddle, Riopelle and Truedell. Manufac-
turers: Duncan and C. W. Jackson., Merchants: Haigh and
Brady, Lumber: H. A, and S. G. Wight. Other: St. Amour,
C. Jackson, A, S. Williams and J. N, Elbert. Capltalisss:
Mandelbaum and Theodore H. Faton. :
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obviously failed as an entrepreneur. In 1860 he was worth
only $12,boo and was classified in the Ceunsus as a post
office clerk. A. S, Williams, a former newspaper owner

and lnherltor of a sizeable estate, was also an unsuccessful
businessman whose wealth placed him in the low ranks. . Iron-
lcally, the war provided this Democrat with his great opporQ
tunity. Alpheus Williams found the military milieu better
sulted to his talents than the mercantlle and became a dis-

tingulshed general.

TABLE 16

COMPARISON OF POLITICAL GROUPS ACCORDING TO
DEGREE OF WEALTH

. Whig-Republicans (31 Whig-Democrats (15)
No. % _ No. %
High 12 Lo 2 14
Medium 8 25 5 33
Low 11 35 8 53
31 100 15 100

Contrasting these former Whigs with the thirty-one
known to have become Republlcans, we find only one difference
as to economic characteristics., As wlth the smaller group,
their economic roles were heterogeneous, but they contained

among their group twelve ranked as among fthe
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_ v
wealthiest.zo As a group they were wealthler than the

Whigs who became Democrats.

An examination of religious and ethnic characteristics
of these party '"changers," along with the larger groupings,

will glve further clues as to political motivation.

: 26Capitalists: C. H. and F, Buhl, S. Conant, J. F. :
Joy, O. M. Hyde, J. Owen, E. B. Ward. Merchants: Z., Chandler,
F. Moore, I'. Wetmore, G. Bissell, E. P, Pennlman, ILandowners:
D. Lamson, J. Palmer, D. Thompson, H. H. Emmons, T. Williams.
‘Bankers: L., Cook, C. C. Trowbridge. Manufacturers: A.
McGraw, H, P, Baldwin, J. J. Bagley. Ofther: G. C. Bates,

H. Backus, T. W. Lockwood, E, Chapaton, I, Davls, A. Chapaton,
Lumber: B, Wight, N. W. Brooks, C. Merrill, )




CHAPTER VIT
POLITICS AND RELIGION--ELITES OF 1844 AND 1860

Any study of the political behavior of men in nineteenth-
century America would be compietely superficial without the
Investigation of one of their dominating concerns--religion.
Desplte separatlon of church and state, religion had thrived
on an institubtional basis and "by 1860 the clergy had re-
covered whatever influence over public affairs they had lost
in the generations of Thomas Jefferson and Andrew Jackson. "t
The Great Proftestant revivals had not only transformed the
mode of rellgious experlence but had brought about expanded
church membership. By 1855 15% of the population were

members of a Protestant congregation compared with the 10%

including both Catholle and Protestants who were members 1n

1790.°

lTimothy L. Smith, Revivallsm and Social Reform in Mid-
Nineteenth America (New York: Abingdon Press, 1957), 38.

2Tn a populatlon of 27,000,000, 4,088,675 were members
of a Protestant congregation in 1855, Ibid., 17; Liston Pope,
"Religion and the Class Structure,' Annals of the American

Acadamy of Political and Soclal Scilence, CCLVI (March, 1948),

8l .
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Observations derived from the letters of the Wayne
County eiite strikingly corroborates the statistics. Many
of these men were not only leaders who were ilnvolved with
the church as an important social lonstitution--they were
uninhlblted in expressing themselves over their concern
for personal salvation. A letter to elite member E., P.
Hastings on the occaslon of a serious illness from John P.
Cleaveland, former pastor of the First Presbyterian Church,
1llustrates a stern acceptance of God's will:

My dear friend E. P, Hastings ls very low
and not expected to recover . . . But why should
I be shocked? He 1s a mortal man., Die he must

. o 1t is all all right . . . and now %0 crown

the whole, 1% will be right if God should see fit

to take you away 1n the m%dst of your aays in the

prime of your usefulness.

That religion Influenced economic actlvity has been
recoghized--and contradicted--eVer since Max Weber's thesils
that there was a link between Calvlinist theology and the
industriousness of urban classes. The narrower question
of the relation between rellgion and political affiliation
can be ascertalned, at least formally, by finding out whether
Presbyterians and Episcopalians chose different partles.
Furthermore, using methodology developed by political

sclentlsts, we can get at the question of the relative

influence of class or religilion on polltical persuasion.

3John P. Cleveland to E. P. Hastings, Cincinnati, Ohilo,
21 February 1844, E. P. Hastings Papers.
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When a complete study has been made of the voting behavlor
of Wayne County we can find out whether the relationship
between vote and religilous affiliatlion held true on each
sqciq-economic‘level,_as 1t did in Erie County, Ohlo, in
1944,4 Did, for example, the Catholics of Wayne County who
became members of the economic elite vote Democratic to the
same degree.thaf Catholies at large dld, or did they exhibit
"eross pressures' noted by political sclentists among upper-
class Catholics and show a waverlng toward the opposite
papty25 Were the economlc ellte as inclined toward church
membershlp as the rest of the population or did "religious
organizations decline in 1nfluénce at both extreme ends of

the socilal scale?”6

= v

The Wayné County elite in 1844 was more religious than

the population at large. Thié conclusion 1ls based on the
assumptilon that affiliaﬁ;on rather than membershlp prevailed
among the general population as 1t did among the elite.
Church records did not clearly delineate membership. A
separate membership roll for the Fort Street Presbyterilan

Church suggests that a minorilty were full-fledged members:

uPaul F. Lazarsfeld, Bernard Berelson and Hazel Gaudet,
The People's Cholce (New York: Columbia University Press,
1944, 22,

Opope, Annals, CCLI, 85; Gerhart H. Saenger, "Soclal
Status and Polifical Behavior,” American Journal of Soclo-
logy, LI (September, 1945), 106.

6

Pope, Annals, CCLVI, 90.
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of twenty-four elite members who were pew renters at Fort
Street Presbyterian, only four were found on the membershlp
roll.7 Men were asslgned religlous affiliations on the basis
of ldentlfication in biographlcal accounts or if they were
listed in the burial records of a particular church. With
these qualifications as to "membership," T79% of the elite
of 1844 were found to be affiliated with religious organiza-
tions. In 1840 roughly 51% (4,700 of 9,102) of the population
of Detrolt were estimated to be church members.8 Since Cath-
olics, who comprised a bilg minorilty of the general population,
classify all persons baptized as members, the elite would
seem to have heeu conslderably more active in church affairs
than the general population.

There 1s a pretty strong supposition that the 21% for
whom no religlous affiliation could be found in 1844 were
not religlious, since they do not appear in the records of
the only Eplscopal and Presbyterian churches then 1n exist-

ence, nor in the records of the Cathollc church of the French

TYRecords of the Fort Street Presbyterian Church,"
V. 11, Pew Rents; Roll of Membership (Fort Street Presby- .
terian Church, Detroit, Michigan).

8Farmer, I, 630; Johnston's Detroit City Directory and
Advertising Gazeteer of Michigan, 1801 (Detrolt: H. Barns
& Co., 10061), O. ,
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community, Sainte Anne's.9 Among the twenty @en for whom
no religibus affillations could be determinedtthere were
8111 family connections with churches. James Van Dyke
was converted %o Catholicism, his wife's religion; on hils
death bed; Thomas C. Sheldon and possibly John Scott were
married to Catholics.

Presbyterlanism and Eplscopalianism, noﬁ»surprisingly,
were the predominant faiths of the elite, together com-
prising 65%. Presbyterianism, "the religlous form preferred
by the industrlal classes, by men of enterprise and ilnitia-
tive," had the most adherents (38%).10 Undoubtedly many
Presbyterians from New England and New York came from‘a
recent packground of Cong,regationalism.l1 The Presbyterilan

form had been the favorite cholce of frontier‘communities

SvRecords of St. Paul's Episcopal Church, Detrolt,"
BHC; George Duffield, "First Presbyterian Church Records,
Detroit, Michigan, 1834-1863," BHC; '"Registre de Sainte
Anne, Detroit,” Vols. 4, 5, 7, BHC; "Congress Street Metho-
dist Eplscopal Church, Detrolt, Michigan, Membershilp Book,
1844-1845," BHC. The only other churches were Scotch Pres-
byterian, two Negro churches, one German Lutheran church
and three other Cathollc churches, one of which was German,
another Irish and the third, St. Peter'!s and Paul's, not in
possession of a congregation until 1848, Wellings, Detrolt
Directory, 1845, 6-~9. Another source checked for religlous
affiilation of French members was Christian Denissen,
"Genealogy of French Families of Detroit" (26 Vols.; Type-
wriltten), BHC.

lOT. L. Smith, Revivalism and Reform, 26; It is in-
teresting to note that alter World War I1 the four groups
drawing the largest proportion of their members from the
upper class were Episcopallan, Congregatlonal, Preshyterian
and Jewish. See Pope, Annals, CCLVI, 85.

llrewis G. VanderVelde, "The Synod of Michigan and
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TABLE 17

DIVISION OF ELITES OF 1844 AND
1860 BY RELIGION :

— S
1844 1860

No. % No. %
Presbyterian 37 38 42 31
Episcopalian 28 29 34 35
No Religion* - 20 21 28 22
Catholic ’ T T 10 T
Congregational 2 27 4 3
Baptist. ' 2 2 2 1
Methodist 1 1 3 2
Unitarian -~ -- 10 8
Church of Christ - - 2 1

o7 100 135 100

*¥No afflliations discovered.

Movements for. Social Reform, 1834-1869," (Paper read be-
fore a meeting of the American Society of Church History,
New York, December 30, 1935), 8.
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after Jonathan Edwards, Jr., President of Union College

drew up the Plan of Union in 1802 which allowed communlcants
of elther faith to call a minister of either denomination.l?
A'separate Congregational congregation did not establish
i1tself in Detroit until 1844 and claimed only two members

of the elite. One of these, Francis Raymond, was an aboli-
tlonist, that is, a Liberty Party member in 1844, Congre-
gationalism in its early decédes'after 1840 was strongest

in the rural areas which were considered by antislavery
leaders to provide the most fruitful fields.l3 Presbyte-
rianlsm in Detroit, however, was not unalloyed by reform
elements. At 1ts inception the First Church was of

the New School branch, led by Presbyterians who had been
expelleé from the Presbyterian General Assembly in 1837,
allegedly as fthe result of a "deal' between conservative
Scotch~Irish churchmen Who opposed the revivalists' doc-.

trinal heresies and the Southerners who feared anti-slavery

sen*\:imen'cs.ll‘L Under the leadership of the evangelist

12pavid Maldwyn Ellis, "The Yankee Invasion of New
Yﬁ?k: 1783-1850, " New York History, XXXII (January, 1951),
1

13VanderVelde, "Phe Synod of Michigan," 14,
14T. L. Smith, Revivalism and Reform, 26-27, 185,
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reformer and abolitionist, John P. Cleaveland, Pastor of

the First Church until 1838, an atmosphere was created "in

which 1t was possible for prominent men 1n the clty %o

debate the question /of slavery/ on its merits without too

much rancor and bitterness."l® Two Elders of the First’

Church, Horace Hallock and Alanson Sheley, elite members

who were

Liberty Party candidates and among the tép one

hundred abolltionlst leaders of Michigan, typified the re-

spectable urban antislavery leader modivated, as Sorln has

suggested, by religlous idealism.t 16

The
with the
(himself
of Firsé
been one

far more

hospitality 4o revivalist doctrines disappeared
replacement of Cleavelend by George Duffileld

a member of the 1860 ellte), who remailned pastor
Presbyterian until 1868. Although Duffield had
of the leaders in the New School Revolt, he was

conservatilve than Cleaveland and '"sought for the

next twenty flve years to reconcile 0ld and New School posi-

tions. ™7 Duffield's soclal conservatism was intimately

connected wilth his trend toward Presbyterian orthodoxy,

shown by

his outburst in his Dilary, February 26, 1847, at

the arrival of Charles Finney in Detroit, welcomed %o

15

.]__6

Sorin, 83. See above Chapter V, p. lOl.

1Ty, 1. Smith, Revivalism and Reform, 26; Vandervelde,
"The Synod of Michigan,"ll




129

speak at the Congregatlonal Church:

The miserable splrit of Congregationalism which
dlsdains all watch and care of an eldership
ordalned to take the spiritual oversight, knows
no obligations of governmental relations, and
inflates each individual with the notion that

they

/81le/

are Jjudges and have as much right as

anyone to move in matters affecting the public

soclal
tractlon..

Binterests continually produces dis-

The character of Presbyterianism has been developed

at some length because, as the largest body of the elite

they tended toward Whilggery.

It willl be noted on Table

18 that T6% of the Presbyterians were Whigs compared with

16% who were Democrats.

B
T

TABLE 18

PERCENTAGE OF MAJOR RELIGIOUS
"GROUPS ACCORDING TO PARTY -

1844
Presbyterian:|Eplscopalian {Catholic |No Religion

~No. . % No. % | Ne. % | No. %

Whig 28 76 18 64 L 57 35
Democrat 6 16 10 36 3 43 45
Liberty 2 5 - - 2 10 -~ -
Unknown 13 - em | -= -2} 2 10
37 100 20 100 7 100( 20 - 100

(Omitted: _5) -

Note: Identifications can be found appended to Table 22

in Chapter VIII, p. 154.

18vanderVe1de, Mississippi Valley Historical Review,

XXIV, 56.
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TABLE 18--Continued

1860
PresbyterlaniEposcopalian|Catholic|{No Religion
No. % No. % | No, %| No. @
Republican 28 67 \ 9 26 2 20 8 29
Democrat 5 14 17 50 6 60| 12 43
Constitu- - — -3 . 9 - --! 1 3
tional
Union
Unknown 8 19 5 15 2 20 7 25
42 100 34 100 10 100 28 100

(Omitted: 21)

?he_Whig-Presbyterian correlation,mqkes sense when we 1in-
vestigqée Présbyterian attitudes and note the congruenée
with Whig posiltions. Both Whigs and Presbyterians were
antipathetic to Catholics. Although George Duffield's
anti-Catholicism took an extreme theological form, his
attitudes conformed to the outlook of the Michigan Presby—'
terian Synod.19 One of the Synod's chilef preoccupations

was the preservation of the sanctity of the sabbath, the
desecratlion of which was blamed on Roman Catholilcs, European

immigrants, lncreasing tles wlth Europe, Sunday newspapers

19purrie1as Diary for April 27, 1868, answers the
question raised at a pastor's meeting--whether Romanism or
popery should be regarded as a form of Christilanity-=-with
- a resounding "no." VanderVelde, Mississippl Valley Histori-
cal Review, XXIV, 66,
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TABLE 19

PARTY ACCORDING TO RELIGION

i 1844 |
Whig Democrat Liberty Unknown
No. % | No. % No. % No. %
Presbyterian| 28 48 6 21 2 Lo 1 25
Episcopalian{ 18 311 10 36 - - _— e
Catholic L 6 3 11 - - _— -
No Religilon T 9 9 32 4o 2 50
Congrega- 1 2 - - 1 20
tional
Baptlsts 1 2 - - - - 1 25
Methodls®t 1 2 - - - - - —
Unitarian -- T U — o
Chureh of - — | e - — . o
Christ y
i 60 100 | 28 100 5 100 4 100
» 1860
Republlcanl Democrat |Constliutional] Unknown
e ‘ Union :
No .. % - NO- % I\IO. _% NOO %
Presbyterian | 28 48 6 12 - _— 8 32
~ Episcopalian|{ 9 T iy 38 3 75 5 20
Cathelic 2 4 6 10 - -~ 2 8
No Religlon 8 15 J12 25 1 25 7 28
Congrega- |
tlonal 4 T | -- —— - - - -
Baptist - - 2 I - - - -
Methodist 3 5 - - - - - -
Uniltarilan- 4 7 4 8 —— - 2 8
h, of - - 1 - - 1 4
ChiEga:of . |
58 100 |48 100 L 100 |25 100
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and railroads.<? In the political sphere Whilg newspapers
and politiclans echoed the Presbyterians. The Detroit
Advertiser dld not glve unqualified support to the Know-
Nothipgs, but clearly revealed its anti-Catholic bilas in
Describing them as mative bora who would "use ény honorable

means to counteract the secret and jesuitical influence of

21

the Pope." “Although it 1s difficult to separate the

strands, anti~-Catholicism among Whig-Presbyterlans may have
been ;nspired by religious prejudice rather than racism.22
A letter written in 1853 by the wildow of prominent Whig and
Presbyterian, Robert Stuart, gives voice to the intensity
of antl~popery:

You are right im thilnking the Catholic question

an lmportant one, 1t 1s the only one, whlch should
at this moment occupy the American mind--They for
the last 20 yrs. have been moving all their powers
to enslave our béautiful Republic, but they have
gone too fast . . . Every Christian has to buckle
on his Armour & keep 1t Bright--The Battle of the
Lord of Hosts has hegun--In thils struggle, the
German and French Catholics have behaved most nobly
--the Irlsh and Bglgians_were his Satanic Majesty's
Standard Bearers. ‘

20yandervelde, "The Synod of Michigan," 21.
2lAdver’siser, Sept. 6, 1854,

" 22pnomas J. McAvoy, "The Formation of the Catholic Mi-
nority in the United States, 1820-1860," Review of Politics,
X (January, 1948), 25. McAvoy says that DAtivism Was %o a
great extent a religlous persecutlon, but at the same time
it was a cultural reaction to the Influx of immlgrants.

23Mrs. Robert Stuart to Kabe Stuart, undated, 1853,
Robert Stuart Papers,
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Politvical ambitions of Whigs, certalnly reinforced re-
liglous éttitﬁdes. That Democrats would gain the immigrant
vote was the upper-most Whig motif., In 1835 William Wood-
bridge recelved a characteristic complaint from a gloomy
Whig:

« + « Mistaken I have been 1f the profligate Irish,

the mercenary border Dutch and German, the mind-

less Canadian, the hired Britalns and other numer-

our forelgners may all be put into the hands of

heartless politicians as so much material and

strength to be used at will and yet without danger

to the propertz of the individual or the gquietude

of the State.2 o

Temperance was strong’among Presbyterlians and undoubt-
édly reilnforced nativism. However, Catholics were not the
only threat to morals In this regard. The other religion
of the ellte, Episcopallanism, "the fashlonable church
of Amerilca," represented the greater danger to the sobrlety
of the upper classes.25 ‘Duffield's anguish was exacerbated
by the spectacle of Episcopal Bishop McCroskey's drinking
at a dinner party of General Brady's %o which Duffield felt
he had been invited "as a sort of restraint as much as by
way of compliment:" "Oh what an obstacle in the way of true

spiritual religion 1s that Epilscopal Church! .I., ..., mourn

24S‘cree-‘aer, 164,

250, L. Smith, Revivalism and Reform, 28.
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over 1its benumbing Influence upon many members of my own
church."26 Whether or not Episcopalilans were responsible,
Duffield was an accurate observer of the temptations of
social conviviality, as we know from an eyewitness:

. « « What do'you think, Sophie? Since Mr.

Duffleld has come the Presbyberians have taken

%o drinklng wlne and giving parties. We were

invited to Mrs., Davis' home some time ago where

Mr. Robert Stuart, Mr. E. P. Hastlngs and all

the 'true blues' drank champagne!2T

Temperance was nevertheless an active elite cause.
Evidence shows that it was almost exclusively an interest
of Whigs and Presbyterians. O0Of seventeen elite members
(both 1844 and 1860) who signed the Constitution of the
Temperance Society in 1840, all were Whigs in 1844 except
for two 'Liberty men. Of those whose religion 1s known,
twelve were Presbyterians and one a Baptist. Were 1t not
Tor Episcopalian H, H; Emmons it would appear from this
souprce that Episcopalians were never rather than hardly

ever temperance enthusiasts.28

26yandervelde, Mississippl Valley Historlcal Review,
XXIv, 59.

27Elizabeth Campbell to Sophia.Biddle, 2 December 1838,
John Blddle Papers, BHC.

28ngonstitution and Proceedings, Detroit Temperance
Soetety, 1840-1846," BHC. Whig Presbyterians: A. A. Dwight,
R. Stuart, A. C. McGraw, B, Wight, T. Rowland, S. Conant,
J. Atterbury, J. S. Farrand; Whilgs,. no relligion known: Wm.
C. Duncan, H. A. Wight, S. G. Wight, T. F. Abbott, L. Beecher;
Liberty Presbyterlans: A. Sheley, H. Hallock; Baptlst Whig:
S. N. Kendrick; Presbyterian, no party: W. Smith., It should
be noted that Duncan, H. A. and S. G, Wight later became
Democrats and Duncan became an Episcopalilan in 1865.
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In 1844 Eplscopalianism did not identify as closely
with one party as did Presbyterianism. Although it repre-
sented the largest affiliation of Democrats (36% of them
Episcopalian), 31% of the Whigs also embraced the fashionable
faith (see Table 19 above). Further more, because Whigs
were preponderant they accounted for 64% of the Eplscopal
group (36% Democratic; see Table 18 above). Despite their
small numbers Democrats did lead, however, in the number
of men who were not found to be affiliated with any relil-
glon (they account for U45% to Whig 35% of all non-affili-
ated men). Joseph Campau was reputed to have left the
Catholic church for political reasons--he was oubraged when
Father Qabriel Richard ran for territorlal delegate agailnst
his nephew, John R. Williams., Williams himself was baptised
a Catholicvbut was not found %o be a member of any church,
although mogt of his chiidren were Eplscopalians.

The votlng pattern of the seven Catholics among the
Wayne County elite of 1844 is perhaps one of the more in-
teresting findings of this study. Four, or 57% of the
Cathollcs have been identified as Whigs and three, or 43%
of the Cathollcs were Democrats. The first councluslon
suggested by the Whig ﬁreponderance among Cathollcs is that
economically successful Catholics were subjected to "cross
pressures' as they dilstanced their co-religlonists and

abandoned the Democratic party, the overwhelming favorite
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of Catholilc voters.29 However, the ethnocultural charac-
teristics of these Wayne'County Cathollcs present compli-
cating factors. They were all French, but only one famiiy
among them, the Desnoyers, could be called "immigrants,"
and two of the three Desnoyers, Peter J. Desnoyers and one
of hils sons, Charles, were Whigs. Peter J. Desnoyers, the
father, became a successful merchant, having started out in
Detroit in the early 1800's as a silversmlth, financed by
his father in Paris. His Whig orlenbation could easily be
explained as an ldentification away from (negative reference
group reaction) the native French whose separation from the
invading Yankees was based on thelr ethnocultural differ-
ences as much as upon their religion. Two of the richest
French &embers of the elite, Antolne Beaublen and Joseph
Campau, were distinctly "peasant" types. Beaubilen was
illiterate and Joseph Campau (ex-Catholic and Democrat) was
"3 picturesque French gentlemen" and shrewd peasant landlord
who conversed "eolorfully" in broken English. Beaubien's
Whig affiliation was a weak one., The only evidence for it
was his signature on a broadside for one of the first organ-
1zat16nal meetings of the Whig Party, signed also by Joseph

Campau, who has been classifled as a Democrat because of

29Benson, Concept of Jacksonlan Democracy, 187,
Of the "Cathollc vofers"“950 supported the Democrats in
New York,

¢
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his close connectlon with his nephew, John R. Williams.3o
If the pblitical afflllations are considered from the
point of view of ethnocultural similarity rather than re-
liglon, then the pattern 1s more in conformity with New
York and elsewhere (see Chapter VIII for further comment ).
Of eleven of French descent, five were Democrats, four
Whlgs and two no party. It should be noted in connection
wlth religion that four, or 36%, of the French members of
the ellte were not found to be practiclng Catholics, This
may also represent a negatlve reference group reaction.

No slgniflcant pattern of political i1dentification can
be read from the two Baptists (Whig and no party) and one
Methodist in the 1844 group because of their numbers. That
so few bf the ellte embraced these sects conforms to the
class patterns of Methodlsm and'Baptism. From the nine-
teenth century through the twentleth they were the Protes-
tant sects of the common man with Baptists having their
greatest success in the rural South and Methodlsm lu the
Eastern citles,31

Turning to the 1860 elite, we find one striking

30great Whig Meeting (Broadside, Detroit, Michigan:
December 108, 183%), BHC.

317, 1. Smith, Revivalism and Reform, 22; Methodism
showed a hlgher percentage among upper economic groups
in the twentieth century. See Pope, Annals, CCLVI, 86.

-
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contrast with the politlcal-religilous groupings in 1844--
the increase of Episcopalians who voted Democratic. Al-
though there was a slight increase in the %total proportion
of Episcopalians in the elite as a whole (see Table 17),
the slgnhlificant change took place in party affilia’cions.32
Democrats who made up 36% of Episcopalians in 1844 now
accounted for half thelr numbers (see Table 18)., While
Whigs had represented 64% of Eplscopalians in 1844, Repub-
licans accounted for only 26%. In terms of percentage of
party, Episcopalians comprised only 14% of Republican
membershlp compared with 31% who were Whigs 1in 1844 (see
Table 19). In addition to being the party of Episcopalians
the Democrats continued to claim the largest number with
no known religion (43% to Republican 29%), although it
should be noted that the existence of a greater number of
churches 1n 1860 whose records were unavallable meant a
greater possibility that some religlous affillatlions were

missed.33

3214 will be noted on Table 17 that the over-all pro-
portlons of religious affilllatlon among the elite remained
fairly constant. The Unitarlans and Church of Christ show

up as new groups in 1860.

33¢hurch records not found 1ln Burton Historical Col-
lection were located by consultling Michigan Historical
Records Survey Project, Division of Professional and Service
Projects, Work Projects Administration, Inventory of the
Church Archives of Michigan, Presbytery of Detrolt and
Protestant Episcopal Bodies (Detrolt: 1940-1942), According
To the Free Press, April 15, 1859, there were thirty-eight
churches In Detrolt. Of the seven Presbyterian churches,
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Can we draw any conélﬁsions a&s To religious influence
on political behavior from the above? Why do Presbyterians
tend éoward Republioanism, Democrats to Episcdpaliaﬁism?

An examination of the Whigs who were opposed to Republican-
ism with enough vehemence to Joln the opposition party
points up the most significant variable for thils group,
non-Presbyterlanlsm, Of the fifteen former Whigs who Jjoined
the Democrats after 1856 none was a Presbyterian in 1860,
and the largest affiliatlion for this group was Episcopal
(43%).

Religlon, especilally unon-Preshyterlanism, is reinforced
as the Important variable for the Whigs who became Democrats

because we have already shown that economic roles 1ln this

the available records- of First, Fort Street, Jefferson
Avenue and Westminster were investigated, leaving French,
Scotch and Kirk of Scotland which probably did not claim
members of the elite among thelr membership. Alexander
McGraw, for example, left the Scotch church to Jjoln the

more fashionable Fort Street in 1864. Of the six Episcopal
churches, the records of 3t. Paul's, Chrlst, St. John'!s and
Mariners! were available, leaving St. Matthew's (colored)
and St., Peter'!'s. Records, or parts of records available
from other churches in the Burton Hlstorical Collection were
from the Unitarian, the Congregational, Congress Street
Methodlst Eplscopal and Sainte Anne's amohg the Catholic
churches. That fthese churches represented the likely
.churches attended by the elite 18 supported not only from
finding the ellte among their parishioners but by their
permanence. Another valuable source for determining the
participation of Frenchmen 1n the Cathollec church was
Denissen's "Genealogy." The religlous individuals are
distinguished from the lapsed Cathollcs by the note on their
burials. Dominique Riopelle, for example, was slmply "buried
from Detroit' whereas Dominique Riopelle, Jr. was "buried
from St, Peter's and Paul's,"
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TABLE 20
RELIGIOUS AFFILIATIONS OF PARTY CHANGERS

Whigs to Democrats Whigs to Republicans
No. % No. %
Presbyterian - - 15 48
Episcopal 6 43 6 19
Catholic 2 8 2 7
No Religion 4 28 3 10
Other . 3 2% 5 16
15 100 31 100

Identification of those changlng to the Democratic party:

Whig-Democrats (Episcopal): Biddle, Duncan, Eaton, Elbert,
Haigh, A, S. Williams; (Catholic): St. Amour, Riopelle;
(Religion not Known): Brady, Truedell, H. A. Wight, S. G.
Wight; (Unitarian): C. Jackson, C. W. Jackson, (Presby-
terian, 1864), Simon Mandelbaum (also Episcopal).

Tdentification of those changlng to Republlcan party:

Whig-Republicans (Presbyterian): C. H. Buhl, F. Buhl,
Chandler, Conant, Cook, Joy, Lamson, McGraw, Moore, Palmer
Thompson, Wetmore, B. Wlght, Blssell, Lockwood; (Episcopali:
Baldwin, Bates, Hyde, Trowbridge, Theodore Willlams, Emmons;
(catholic): E. Chapaton, A. Chapaton; (No religion): Backus,
Davis, Penniman; (Other): Owen, Brooks, Bagley, Merrill,
Ward.

group showed no sigunificant relationship to party (see Chapter
VI, p. 118, n25). The excluslveness of the Presbyterian-
Republican connection is strengthened by the fact that none

of the four men who supported the Constitutional Union Party
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was a Presbyterian (75% Episcopal, 25% no religion). When
we examlne the fourteen living Whigs who were Episcopalians
in 1844, the Presbyterian-Republican affinity is again
shown. Only five (36%) of this group became Republicans.
The rest (64%) became Democrats, Joined no party or adhered
to the Constitutional Union group.

In 1860 the Catholic minority of the elite conformed
more closely to "normal' for Catholics by showing a Demo-
cratic majority (60%). The shif't paralleled the trend
toward the Democrats and was accounted for partly by former
Whigs who became Democrats, Eugene St. Amour &nd Dominique
Riopelle, Jr. As 1in 1844, all the Catholic members of the
elite were French, except for the only "lmmigrant' of the
group, Francis Palms, son of a rich Belglan manufacturer,
whose vast estate in pine 1andsvwas in the process of
acc:urmxlatiom.3LL The two Frenchmen who became Republicans
do not seem to have been swayed by religion. Both Eugene
Chapaton and his son Alexander were staunch Catholics. The
only French member of the elite to adopt a Protestant faith
was Alexander M. Campau, a Democrat and Eplscopalian. Cam-

pau was loglcally the person to take the drastic step--his

340 record of affiliation for Palms could be found
for 1860, There 1is a strong presumptlon of Republicanism
because he had been a Whig and his early assoclation in
business was with Franklin Moore, a stalwart of the Repub-
licans at Fort Street Presbyterian. '
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father Barnabas ﬁas not found to be a practicing Catholic,
his unclé Joseph was anti-Church and his cousins of the

John R. Williams clan were Episcopalians. With his marriage
to Eliza Throop he made a connection with a Democratic and
Eplscopalian family. The Campaus thus represent a negatilve
reference group reactlion in the sphere of religion which

the Chapatons adopted in politics.3D

35Robert K. Merton, '"Positlve and Negative Reference
Groups, " Socilal Theory and Soclal Structure (Glencoe,
Illinois:  The Free Press 1957), 305, 'To the extent that
status-conferral represents a major basls for the selection
of non-membershilp groups, the social structure, which
assigns varying degrees of prestige and authorlty to groups
and which determines the degree of accesslbility teo them
will tend to pattern this selection for those varilously
located in the socilety.' :




CHAPTER VIIT
ETHNOCULTURAL ORIGINS AND POLITICAL AFFILIATIONS

An investlgation of the ethnic and geographical origins
cf the elltes ls essential 1n order %o clarify the role re-
ligion piayed 1n influencing political affiliation. Since
religlon tended to colnelde with ethnic orlgin as in the
case of Freunch Catholics, it might be assumed that a sepa-
rate investigatlon of ethnocultural origln is superfluous.
We shal; discover, however, that by separating out ethnie
backgrdund from religlon we are able to pilnpoint more
sharply the determining role of'religion. As Lee Benson
dlscovered in New York, religion separated Irlsh voters:
the Protestants voted Whig, the Cathollcs Democratic.1 One
of the values of an elite study i1s that available scurces
make 1t possible to check religlous affiliatlon against
ethnocultural background wlth a certain degree of exactil-
tude, Benson's study enabled him to estimate percentages
of party afflllation according to ethnocultural groups, but
the religlous affillations of the same groups could not be

examined except where the religion and ethnic component

lBenson, Concept of Jacksounlan Democracy, 167,1TL.
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created the total group character as in the case of Irish
Catholics and French Hugueno’cs.2 Hls study 1lndicated that
Yanhkees, who also dominated the Wayne County elite in 1844
and 1860, could be expected to show much greater variatiouns
ln polltics than Immigrant groups.3 Using less exact meth-
ods than Benson, Dixon Ryan Fox also suggests that Yankees
outside New England tended to lose thelr cohesion, even
though ”election maps reveal a tendency to Federalist, Whig
and finally Republlcan support in districts where Yankee
settlement was general." The data on Yankees 1n this study
makes 1t possible %o ellclt more exact patterns of deviation
than those suggested by Fox:

The New England migrants were from the uplands

where alleglance to the standing order was not as

rigid as in the old towns by the water. New York

leaders of the successive conservative parties

could be most certain of thelr Yankee followlng

when they favored the ldeallsm of aﬂti-masonry,

abolitlon, temperance and the 1lilke.
The contradiction inherent in Fox's description--that Yankee
"radicals " would be most likely to affiliate with '"conser-
vative parties'--arises from the traditional division dis-
cussed in Chapter I which categorizes Federallsts, Whilgs

and Republicans as conservatlves and Democrats as liberals

or agrarilans.

21p1d., 180, 185. 31bid., 177, 179.

4Dixon Ryan Fox, Yankees and Yorkers (New York: New
York Unlversity Press, 1940), 211, ‘
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Because the Yankee presence in Wayne County in the
1840's répresented an lnvasion, repercussions of cultural
conflict could be anticipatedAin the political sphere.
Just as Yorkers tended to vote more strongly Democratic in
areas where Yankees were crowding in, so it could be ex-
pected that the native Freuch of Wayne County would react
accordingly.5 According to a local novelist, conflict
between Yankee and Frenchman destroyed the golden days of
soclal harmony when the only Englishmen in the commuaity
were Army famililes and fur traders:

One could not well imagine a pleasanter state of

feeling than /sic/ mutually existed, with sufficient

distinction between the different castes or classes

to prevent wrangling, and yet sufficilent community .

of interest, prejudice and pleasure to make every-

body sociable., . .

Ah! that was a happy time for everybody. Our
1ittle community was not yet divided on the ques-
tion of Bible in schools, or wine on the side-boards
. . . But as settlers from New England began to
thicken among us--Bostonlans they were indiscrim-
inately denominated--it gradually came to light
that our lively little community was scarce a
grain begter than the wicked, nay than the very
heathen.

This novellstic account is interesting because 1t suggests
that 1t was the number of English or Yankees relative %o
the natlve French which occasioned conflict. It is obviously

inadequate, however, to attrlbute nativist conflicts which

5Benson, Concept of Jacksonian Democracy, 182,

6Major March 45. B. Willcox/, Walter March: or Shoepac
Recollections (Detroit: Raymond and Selleck, 1857), 10,
17. »
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Detroit experienced 1n the 18R0's along with the rest of the
country to the Yankee lnvasion. It was undoubtedly a far
more complicated situation with Know Nothingism among New
Englanders exacerbated by the influx of Irish and other
1mm1grants.7 Although few conclusions can be drawn from
such a small group, we shall see that the political affili-
ations of the French segment of the elite showed a more anti-
Yankee trend in 1860 than in 1844,

In documenting the ethnilc identification of the Wayne
County elite we have used the term ethnocultural rather
than ethnlec, which according to soclologlecal usage means
membership in "a group with a foreign culture."S This
defini;ion is misleadlng when applled to Wayne County where
the Frénch were 'matives'" and the English Yankees "for-
elgners; " ethnocultural is better sulted to the study of
the elilte who were, for the most part, natives of English,
French and other stock. The method of ascertaining ethno-
cultural background was to combine nationallty wlth place

of origin. Thus English from New England, English from

A large portion of the conservative wing of the Whilg
party formed the Know-Nothing organization, according to
Streeter, 178; of a population of 21,000 in 1850, 10,000
were foreign born with 3,289 from Ireland, 2,851 from Ger-
many and 1,245 from England and Wales. 3See Sidney Glazer,
Detroit, A Study in Urban Development (New York: Bookman
Assoclates, Inc., 1965), 30.

8w. Lloyd Warner and Leo Srole, The Soclal Systems of
American Ethnlec Groups ('"Yankee Clty Series, ™ Vol. III;
New Haven: VYale University Press, 1945), 28. o
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New York and English from Michilgan are differentiated under
the heading of "Native English" (See Table 21 below). Im-
migrants were those who were born in foreign countries,
whose place of.origin and nationallty coilncided except
where Canada was the ﬁlace of origin.

Obviously men whose American ancestry extended back
several generations were not apt to be purely English, but
if biographical or genealoglcal sources traced their an-
cestry back to English immigrants they were called English.
Another group, for whom no direct evidence of ancestry
could be found but who came from New England or from New
England-dominated counties of New York (see below) who also
had Engiish surnames were called Englishfg Paradoxically,
the availability of extenslve knowledge about'a man's an-
cestry lincreased the difficultj of classifylng him. John
R. Willlams was a case in polint. His father, Thomas
Williams, who came from Albany, New York, was English, but:
genealogical charts show that his family had married into
Dutch families for a couple of generations. Thomas further
complicated matters by marrying a French girl in Detroit,
Ceclle Campau, sister of Joseph. Although John R. Willlams
undoubtedly benefited from the benevolent protectlon of his

munificent French uncle, 1t was decided to call him English

9E1sdon C. Smith, Dictlonary of American Family Names
(18t ed.; New York: Harper and Bros., 1950].
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since he obviously did not become "French," and in fact
influenced his uncle away from the Catholic church (see
above). His children all became Eplscopalians and married
into English families. His "English" grouping, however,
clearly represents a different ethnocultural milieu from
the New Englanders.

Where an individual was known to have identified his
own origins there was no problem, although the instances
were rare, E. A. Brush, who apparently was sensitive over
the accident of his birth--he had been born across from his
family's Detroit home in Canada--claimed Scottish ahcestry.lo
Possibly his satisfaction in such identifilcation was height-
ened nqﬁ only by his "alilen" birth but by his situation as
a nati&e Detrolt landowner engulfed by the Yankee influx,

A breakdown of the_ethnocuitural groups among the elite
of Wayne County shows that the Yankees had indeed taken
over, their numbers in 1860 increasing to 50% (English from
New England and New York in Table 21). It will be noted
that the great preponderance of "Native English'" came from
New York or New England. The New Yorkers consldered to be

of Yankee stock were so designated because of thelr Englilsh

10y, s. Brush, Jr. to Garnett McCoy, Mt. Clemens, Mich.,
13 March 1964, Several French "natives' were also born in
Assumption or Sandwilch across the river from Detroit, Mich-
igan, but, as in _the. case of Brush, they have been called
natives, since they grew up in Wayne County.
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TABLE 21

DIVISION OF ELITES OF 1844 AND 1860 BY ETHNIC
BACKGROUND AND PLACE OF ORIGIN

1844 ; 1860
No. . % No. %
Native English 48 50 79 59
From New England 26 27 )¥ankees 37 27 ) Yankees
From New York 19 20)47% 31 23) 50%
Other 3 3 11 9
18 79
Native French 10 10 11 9
Native Other 18 19 14 10 -
Dutch 5 4
Scots 4 3
Scotch-Irish 2 3
German 2 2
Irish 2 1
French Huguenot 1 1
Welsh 1
Negro 1
18 14
Immigrants 12 12 23 16
English 3 9
Scots 6 7
Welsh 2 2
French 1 1
Irish 2
Belgian 1
Bohemlan 1
12 23
No Place of Origin 9 -9 8 6
| 9T 100 135 100
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ancestry and because twenty-three out of thirty-six were
from countles or towns predominantly Yankeé.ll Their poli-
tical affiliatlions will be considered separately from the
New Englanders because significant differences between the
two groups of "Yankees" might yleld some valuable insights
about cultural changes in a different environment. Diag,
for example, Yankees from New England differ in their party -
affillations to the same degree as Lee Benson has found to
be the case for Yankees in New York?12

The sizeable numbers of immigrants among the elite (in- |,
creasing to 15% in 1860) suggests two possibilities. Either
these were étypical immigrants who arrived with some capital
or eduqation, unlike the mass who "came because they had no

option but to come, because hunger and want were at theilr

llFrom counties which were predominantly Yankee:

Herkeimer (K. C. Barker, T. C. Sheldon); Ostego (W. N. Car-
penter, F. Eldred); Oneilda (F. Wetmore, A. S. Bagg, William
Hale); Broom (W. A. Butler); Chenango (Charles Howard);
Ontario (A. Crane, F. J. B. Crane, G. C. Bates, J. Palmer;
Chautauqua (H., N. Walker, D. Houghton); western New York
George Throop). From towns dominated by VYankees: Troy

R. H. Hall); Hamilton (3. Kendrick); Utica (T. H. Eaton);
Elmira (C. A. Trowbridge); Catskill (J. P. Clark); New York
City (H. Hallock, F. Raymond). Ellls, New York History,
XXXII, 7-11, 14; Fox, Yankees and Yorkers, 200; Benson,
Concept of Jacksonian Democracy, 17(, 170, 182. Others from
eastern countles have been consldered Yankee Engllsh because
of New England ancestry (Bagleys and Trowbridge) or because -
of Engllsh name and characterlstlcs. Alanson Sheley, for
example, who came from Albany, was so markedly temperence

and Presbyterian that it 1s more than likely that his f{orbhears
were among the New Englanders who "outnumbered the original

“inhabitants by 1803," Eillis, 11.

12Benson, Concept of Jacksonian Democracy, 179.
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heels, " or opportunities for enrichment were so great that
mobllity far exceeded the modern situation where studiés
have shown that "within about thirty years more successful
of ethnics managed to enter the middle class."13 The
possession of capital or education can be docﬁmentéd only
Tor a few but the important distinction between these men
and the twentieth century "ethnilcs" studied by Warner and
Srole 1s that they were almost all of British s'cock.lll The
two Irish merchants in the group, Oliver Bourke and John
Stephens, were predictably not Catholics and may well have
been of English stock. Bourke was an Episcopallan and John
Stephens became a member of the Fort Street Presbyteriaﬁ
Church? stronghold of Yankeeism. His membership suggests
the same conformlty to ellte mores as that of Charles
DuCharme, French Canadian, who was also a member of the Fort

Street congregation. Francis Palms was the only non-British

13yarner and Srole, 55, 69.

14Franc1s Palms and Peter J. Desunoyers had wealthy
fathers although they began. respectlvely, as a clerk and
silversmith. Alex. D. Fraser had a law degree from Edinburgh,
G. F, Porter was a ilawyer from a famlily of sSome means and
Samuel Truedell was a physician. E, B, Ward, although from
Canada, was (as was Porter) of New England stock and his
family could not be called poor, although he started an
early career of industry in the exemplary manner as a cabin-
boy. Hugh Moffat owned a mill and Willlam Barclay a foundry,
so there 1s a presumption they did not start penniless.
Trade connections with Europe may have been part of the back-
ground of rich lmporters 1llke Bourke and Stephens. J. W,
Johnston, a Scot from Canada, started out as an itinerant
peddler, but his profitable jewelry business (later sold
to enter real estate) began with the proceeds from hls
father's estate, _ .
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immigrant who remained a Catholic. He kept hils religion

but relnforced his class position by marrying a Campau.

What Silmon Mandelbaum's original religion was 1s not known,
but, as an immigrant from Bohemia, he also showed a tendency
to adopt elite culturgl patterns: he became both a Unitar-

lan and an Episcopalian, \

The dominance of New Englanders amoﬁg the elite hecomes
marked when s comparison is made wlth the general population

of Michigan.l5 Next to natives of Michigan, New Yorkers

Native born 341,591 Slave states 3,266 .
Foreigner 54 852 (14%) Michilgan 140,648 (35%)
‘ 396, [4_3 Northwest 17, 56"

New York 133,756 (34%)
‘New England 30,923

in 18SQ constltuted the largest group of the general popu-
lation: accounting for 34%. Among the ellte the New York
(English) contingent represented 20% in 1844 and 23% in
1860. 1In the case of the New Englanders the situation was
reversed: as opposed to 8% of the general population in
1850, New Englanders constituted 27% of the elite in 184l
“and 1860, The proportion of immigrants among the elite,
however, was close to the forelgn born amoung the general
population: 12% in 1844 and 16% in 1860 compared with 14%

for the entire population in 1850,

15Statistical View of the Unlted States, Embracing
Its Terrvritory, Populatlon--Whlte, Free Colored and Slave--
Moral and Social Condltion, lndustry, Property and Revenue;
the Detalled 3tatistlIcs of Citles, Towns, and Countles:
PeThg a Compendium of the Seventh Census {Washlngton:
Reverly Tucker, 1854 ), 116-110,.
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Having found Yankees to bhe the largest ethnocultural
group in both elites (47% in 1844, 50% in 1860) and Whigs
and Republicans the major parties (62% and 58%), it is not
surprising ﬁo find Yankees dominating the leading parties.
It is interesting to note that the Republican Party showed
an even greater proportion of Yankees (70%) than did the

Whigs 1n 1844 (54%).

TABLE 22

PERCENTAGE OF EACH MAJOR PARTY ACCORDING
TO ETHNOCULTURAL ORIGIN

1644 ' 1860

Whigs Democrats |[Republlcans Democrats
No. % | No. % No. % |[No. %
New England English | 22 36 414 22 38 (10 21
New York English 11 18 518 19 32 6 13
(Yankee) _— e — — —_—— = —
33 54 9 32 41 70 |16 34
Other Native English| 2 5 1 4 i 2 7 14
Native French 3 5 5 18 2 3.5 8 17
Other Native 11 18 6 21 5 9 7 14
Immigrants 7 12 L4 7 12 7 14
No known origin b 6y 3 11 2 3.5 3 1
60 100 28 100 58 100 48 100

The increased Yankee maJjority among Republilcans, 1t should
be noted, represents a larger proportlon of New York English.

In 1844 the greatest concentration was New Englanders in

the Whig party.
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: Politics, Ethnocultural Origins and Religlon
for Tables 18 and 22

1844

New England English Presbyterian Whigs: Atterbury,
Chandler, Conant, Cook, Dwight, ‘Weru, Glllet, Brewster,
Hastings, Joy, King, Lamson, Moore, Newberry,

Pitts, B. Wight, Woodbrildge. 17

New England Engllish Episcopalian Whigs: Baldwin,

Hyde, WillIiams. 3

New England Enwllsh Whigs-~No Religlon Davenport,

C. Jackson, 2
22

New England English Eplscopalian Democrats:

chkinson, Farnsworth, Slbley. 3

New England English Presbyterlan Democrat: Cass. 1l -
sy

New York English Episcopalian Whigs: Bates,

Carpen%er, rldred, Hall, Trowbridge, Truesdail, 6
New York English Presbyterian Whigg Palmer,
Thompson, Wetmore.

w

New York English Whigs (Congregational, Baptist):

Howard, Kendrick. 2
11
New York English Episcopalian Democrats: Dibble,
Houghton, Throop, walker. 4
New York English Democrat--No rellgion: Sheldon. 1
: 5
New York English Liberty: Hallock, Sheley
(Presbyterian); hRaymond (Congregational) 3
Other Native English: Whig Episcopalians: Biddle,
T, Willlams; Democrat-~No religion: John R, Willlams;
No party: Goddard (Baptist) Wm. Smith (Presbyterian) I%
Native French: Catholic Whigs: E.Chapaton, Beaublen,
C. Desnoyers. 3
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Cathollc Democrats: T.Coquillard, Clcotte, P.

Desnoyers, charles Moran. L

Democrat, No Religion: Joseph Campau. v 1

No Party, No Religion: Barnabas Campau, Riopelle. 2
10

Other Native:

Whig Presbyterlan: German EPa.) C. H. Buhl, F. Buhl,

Welsh lPa.; Rowland; Scot N.Y.j, McGraw; Dutch

(N, Y.), Jones. 5

Whig Episcopalian: Dutch (N. Y.), DeGraff; Scot -

(Mich.) C. Brush; Irish (Mich. ), Abbott. 3

Whig No Religion: Dutch (N Y.), Teller; Dutch

{Pa.y, VanDyke; Scot (N. Y.), Hurlbut. _%
1

Presbyterian Democrats: Scotch-Irish (Pa.), Kearsley,

Russel; Dutch (N.J.), Romeyn.

Episcopalian Democrats: Scot (Mich.), Brush; French

Huguenot, (Va.), Kercheval. 2

No Relig;on Democrat: Irish (N.H.), Scott. _%

Liberty Negro: Banks, 1

Immigrants:

Whlg Presbyterian Scots: Cooper, Stuart. 2

Whig Episcopalians: Roberts (Welsh), Newbould (English)2

Whig Catholic: P. J. Desnoyers (French).

Whig Methodist: Owen (Welsh).

Whig No Religlon: Drew (Scot).

Presbyterian Democrat: Barclay (Scot).

o ~ﬂH =

Episcopalian Democrat: Fraser (Scot).

No Religion Democrats: McDonnel (Scot), Chittenden
(English).

SIS




156

Liberty No Religion: Porter (English)-.

No Place of Origin:

ng s: Welles, Elbert (Episcopalian); Dorr,
es

byterian); Gooding.

Democrats: G. Williams, Watson, Hurlburt.

1860

New England English:

Republican Presbylterians: Adams, Bissell, Chandler,
Conant, Cook, ¥oote, Joy, Lamson, Lockwood, Moore,

Peck, B. Wight, Whitney.

Republican Eplscopallans: Baldwln, Hyde, Wesson,

Stowell.

Republican Congregationalists: Brooks, Richardson.

Republioan Unltarlans: Merrill, Wiley.

Republican No Religion: Backus.

Episcopalian Democrats: Dickinson, Farnsworth,

A. S. Willlams.

No Relliglon Democrats: A.Ives, C., Ives, S. G. Wight,

H. A, Wight.

Baptlst Democrat: Warner.

Unitarian Democrat: C. Jackson.

Presbyterian Democrat: Cass.

No Party: T. F. Abbott (Unitarian), Beecher, J. L.
KInd (Presbyterian), S. Pitts (Unitarian), Woodbridge

(Presbyterian),

o

13
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New York Hnglish:

Republ icans:
Presbyterians: Clark, Gavdner, Hallock, Palmer,
A, Shelden, Sheley, Thompson, weumore. ' 8

No Réligion: Butler, Slocum, Penniman, C. A,
Trowbridge. 4

Episcopalian: Emmons, A, Crane, Bates, C. C. Trow-

bridge. 4

Congregational: J. P. Clark, Raymond . 2

Unitarlan: J. J. Bagley. 1

New York English:

Democrats:

Eplscopallan: Eatow, Walker, 2

No Religion: Barker, Hale. 2

Unitarian: Bagg, C. W. Jackson, 2
6

No Party: F. J. B. Crane (Presbyberian), G. F.

Bagley (Presbyterian), R. H. Hall (Episcopal),

Strong ENo Religion). ‘ L

Constitutional Union: Carpenter, Eldred (Episcopal) 2

Other English , o i )
Reépublican: T. Williams (Eplscopallan, Mich.), 1
emocrats: W. S, Biddle, F. B. Sibley, J. C. Willlams.
J. M. Williams, J. C. D, Williams.(Episcopalians,
Mich,); Beeson (Presbyterian, Pa.); John Hull :
(No religion, D. C.). T

w

No Party: Truax, E. Ward, II, Duffield (Presby-
Terlan).

Native Prench:

Republican Catholics: E, Chapaton, A, Chapaton.
Catholic Democrats: Coquillard, Desnoyers, Lewis,
Moran, Salnt Amour, Riopelle, dJr.

No Religion Democrat: J. Campau,

EpIscopallan Democrat: A. M. Campau.

No Party: Chene.

=t
JHHHm o
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Other Native:

Republican: Presbyterians: German (Pa.), C. Buhl,
F. Buhl; French Huguenmot (N. Y.), Farrand; Scot

(N. Y.), McGraw.

Methodist: Scotch-Irish (N.Y.), Burns

Presbyterian Democrats: Scotch-Irish (Pa.), Russel;
Dutch (N. J.), Romeyn.

No Religilon Democrats: Scotch-Irish (Pa.), S.
Brady; Dutch (Mich.), Ten Eyck.

Epilscopalian Democrats: Scot (Mich.), Brush;

1rish (N. Y.), Duncan.

Baptist Democrat: Dutch (N, Y.), Van Husan.

No Party:. Céyl (Dutch, Presbyterian, N. E.),
AGrlibut (Scot, N.Y.).

Immigrants:
Eepu%lican Presbyterians: Ward (English, Canada);

Moffat (Scotland); Ducharme (Freunch Canadian).
Republican Methodists: Owen (Welsh, Canada);
Johnston (Scot, Canada).

Republican No Religion: Porter, Davis (English,
Canada).

Immigrants:

Episcopallan Democrats: Haigh, Stewart (Euglish);
Fraser (Scob); Mandelbaum (Bohemia).

Church of Christ Democrat: Hawley (English).
Presbyserian Democrat: Barclay 2Scotland)-

No Religion Democrat: Truedell (English, Canada).

No Party: Bourke, Stephens (Ireland, Episcopalian,

Presbyterian); Roberts (Wales, Episcopalian); Palms.

Belglum, Catholic); Drew (Scotland); Cooper
Scotland, Presbyterian); Newbould (England, Epls-
copalian); Campbell (Scotland, Church of Christ).

Constltutional Union: Kirby (England).

No Place of Origin:

Republicans: Bensonf(Presbyterian), G. O. Williams

Democrats: Elbert (Md. no ethnic), S. D. Scobt,
Orr (Presbyterian); Constitutalonal Unlon: Curtis
(Epfscopalian); No Party: Welles (Episcopallan),
Town,

ﬂhdm N \ﬂhut
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TABLE 23

PERCENTAGES OF YANKEE ENGLISH AND NEW
YORK ENGLISH ACCORDING TO PARTY

TV -
New England English (26 |New York English (19)
v No. % No. % :
Whigs 22 84 11 538
Democrats 4 16 5 26
Liberty - - ' 3 16
26 160 ' 19 100
1860
New England English (37) |New York English (31)
No. % No. %
Republicans 22 59 19 61
Democrats 10 27 6 20
Constitutional |
Union - - ‘ 2 6
No Party : 5 14 4 13
| 37 100 31 100

The greater cohesion of New Englanders in 1844 (84% of them

~ Whigs) compared with New Yorkers (58% of them Whigs), which
bears out the observations of Fox and Benson on New York
Yankees, would seem to hold only for 1844, 1In 1860 the

‘NEW Yorkers showed a greater polarlzation in party affiliation
(61% of them Republicans, 20% Democrats) than New Englanders
(59% Republican, 27% Democratic).
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The high Yankee correlation with the Whig and Republican
parties would seem to suggest a strong ethnocultural 1nf1u—
ence on political affiliation. If the ethnocultural factor
were decisive, however, it would follow that Yankees were
hardly ever Democrats. This was indeed not the case, - Yan-
kees (again both New England Engllsh and New York English)
made up the largest ethnocultural grouping in the Democratic
Party (32% in 1844 ana 34% in 1860). All we dan say from
these figures 1s that Yankees tended to be Whigs and Repub-
licans %o a much greater extent than they were Democrats.

Can we then find any variable presented in this study
whlch seems to be definltive as to party? On the basis of
simple”pross tabulatlions of one varlable against political
affiliétion we have found tendencies for certaln groupings
to favor one party but in no case has the relationship
been exclusive as to party. By uslng multivariate analysis
--in thls instance by comblinling both religion and ethno-
cultural origin--we have been able to isolate religlon, al-
ready noted above in Chapter VII, as a dilviding factor |
hetween Democrats and Whig-Republicans. When Presbyterian-
ism 1s combined with Yankee origin and tested against poli-
tical affiliation there is a marked polarizatlion between
the two parties which holds for both 1844 and 1860. Yankees
who wére Democrats were not Presbyterians. The fact that

Lewls Cass was the sole Presbyterian Yankee Democrat in
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TABLE 24

YANKEE PRESBYTERIANS ACCORDING TO
POLITICAL AFFILIATION

1844 (23) 1860 (26)

No. % No. %
Whigs 20 87 - -
Democrats 1 4 1 3
Liberty 2 9 - -
Republicans - - 21 81
No Party _ - - 4 16

1844 and 1860 makes the non-Presbyterianism of Yankee Demo-
crats seem almost 100%, because Cass's Democratvic politics
were determined by the clrcumstances of hils early career
in the territory.

Non-Presbyterianism applied only to Yankee Democrats.
When we examine non-Yankee Presbhyterlans as to pdlitical
affillation we no longer find a sharp demarcation. The
non-Yankee Presbyterlan Democrats were of heterogeneous
ethnocultural background: George Russel (Scotch-Irish),
JonathaniKeansley(Scotch—Irish) and Jacob Beeson (English)
all from Pennsylvanla; William Barclay from Scotland, Theo-
dore Romeyn of Dutch Reformed antecedants from New Jersey,
and Edward Orr and John Hurlburt, origins unknown.

Is there any posslible explanation for the non-Presby-

terianism of Yankee Democrats? Robert Dahl's study of
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TABLE 25

NON-YANKEE. PRESBYTERIANS ACCORDING TO
POLITICAL AFFILIATION

1844 '(14) 1860 (16)

No. % No. %
Whilgs 8 57 - -—
Democrats 5 35 5 31
No Party 1 8 4 25
Republilcans — —_ 7 L

New Haven and Dixon Ryan Fox!'s of Yankeés in New York are
suggestive. Dahl found that "patrilcilan" Episcopalilans were
‘Democrats because thelr relligion put them 1ln oppositlon %o
the political control of the Congregational Church, the
"Standing Order'" of Connecticut "consisting of Congregational
ministers, lawyers and men of business of whom the minlsters
had historically furnlshed most of the leadership.”16 (It
should be reemphasized here that Congregationalism was the fount
- of western Presbyterianism. Of the few Congragatlonalists
among the elite none was a Democrat). Fox attributed the
westward migration of New England Baptists as well as Con-
nectlcut Epilscopalians to their desire to escape their dis-

advantages under the church-gtate system.17

10Dan1, Who Governs? 15, 18, 10.

17rox, Yankees and Yorkers, 208,
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These Interesting suggestions of a religlous basis for
oppositibn to the political order can provide only ﬁartial
insights, because the Yankee-Episcopalian-Democratic con-
nectlon 1s by no means as great as the Yankee-Democratic
negatlvity toward Presbyterianism. Taken as a whole,
Episcopallans showed a great shift away from the Whigs
towards the Democrats (64% Whig and 36% Democratic in 1844
to 20% Republican and 50% Democratic in 1860). But when we
divlde them as we have Presbyterians into Yankees and non-
Yankees we find that Yankee Episcopalians have a higher

Whig-Republican component than Democratic.

TABLE 26

YANKEE EPISCOPALIANS ACCORDING TO
POLITICAL AFFILTATION

1844 (16) 1860 (16)

No. % : No. %

Whigs g 56 - _—

Democrats 7 Ly 5 31

Republicans - - 8 50
Constltutlonal

Union ’ - - 2 12

No Party -— -- 1 7

When looked at from a party standpoint, however, the
proportion of Yankee Democrats who were Episcopalilan in 1844

was greater than the proportlon of Yankee Whigs or




POLITICAL YANKEES GROUPED ACCORDING TO RELIGIOUS AFFILIATION

TABLE 27

Yankee Whigs (1844) (33) Yankee Republlcans (1860) (41)
Eplscopal| Presbyterian{No Rellgion{Other &ﬁﬂscopalian Preghyterlan|No Religlon|Other
No, % No..% No. % No., % | No. % No. % No. %  |[No. %

9 29 20 61 2 5 2 5 8 20 21 52 5 9 7 19

Yankee Democrats (1844) (9) Yankee Democrats (1860) (16)

Eplscopal| Presbyterlan|{No Rellgion Episcopallan|Presbyterian|No Rellgion{Other
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
T 177 1 11.5 1 11.5 5 31 1 6 6 39 4 2k

1|

791
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Republlicans who were Presbyterilans. The‘real shift of

Episcopallans to Democracy took place among non-Yankees.

TABLE 28

NON-YANKEE EPISCOPALIANS ACCORDING TO
POLITICAL AFFILIATION

T — .

1844 (12) 1860 (18)

No. % No, %
Whigs-Republicans S 75 v 1 6
Democrats 3 25 12 66
Constitutional - - 1 6

Unlon '

‘No Party - - 4 22

(These n6n—Yankee Episcopalians showed no marked ethno~
cultural similarity; There was a carry-over of slx indlvi-
duals from 1844, In the 1860 group, one-third of the
Democrats were immigrénts (two English, one Scot, one
Bohemian) and 41% of the Democrats were native English, born
in Michilgan. These flve were sons of former elite members,
John Biddle (Whig), Solomon Sibley (Democrat), and Joha R.
Williams (Democrat).

If the swltch o Democracy of non-Yankee Eplscopalisans
suggests opposition to the New England establishment, how
can we éccOunt for the Yankee Whlgs and Republlcans who were
staunchly Eplscopal? Thepe 1s strong evldence that half

of the eight Yankee Republican Eplscopalians came from a
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background of Congregatiqnalism or Plz'esbyi:er-:!.ar-:ix’sm.-‘-8 They
may have‘becomé Eplscopalians throuéh marrilage or becauée

1t had been the leading religion of the elite, with certain
“exceptions, since the eighteenth‘century.19 Henry P. Baldwin
serves as a good example. He claimed descent from a long
line of Puritan ancestors with a Presbyterian pastor in his
paternal ling and a maternal grandfather who was both a Har-
vard graduate and a Congregationalist minister. Baldwin
was not merely a member of the Episcopal church; he was an
unusually active one. He also showed a reformist zeal in
politlcs. He was defeated 1n his campalgn for mayor in

1861 on a patriotic union ticket because,'acdording to one.
source, he champloned temperance. '"The seduetlve power of
ale gnd the hatred of the people foﬁ that old fogy institu-
tion called Sunday"” brought to the office of Mayor, elilte

member and Democrat Willlam C. Duncan, a non-Yankee hrewer,

l8Henry P. Baldwin, Cnharles C. Trowbridge, Willlam L
Wesson and H., H. Emmons., Trowbrldge was an extremely actlve
leader in the church, a temperance advocate, who had joined
St. Paul's after his marrlage. The presumption 1s that he
had been a Presbyterian as a member of the First Protestant
Society. Wesson was the son of a Congregational minlster.
His Episcopalianism is easy to explain. He lived wilth his
brother-in law Moses L. Dickinson, Epilscopallian Democrat .
from the time he was ten. Emmons was a temperance man, al-
though there 1is no evidence of direct connection with Presby-
terlanism or Congregationalism. In fact, one source described
him as an exemplary man "though not a professing Christian.,"
His wife may have been the Epilscopallan. Alexander Stowell.
and Aibert Crane had been active Democrats until 1860.

19%. pigby Baltzell, Philadelphla Gentlemen, The Making
of A National Upper Ciass (Glencoe, Illinols: The Free Press,
1958), 227-228. N . :




167

who perhaps chastened by slurs on his lrreligion, Jjoined

the Episcopal church 1n-1862.20 pnis contest between two
Episcopalians, Democrat and Repﬁbiican, non-Yankee and
Yankee, on a cemperahce issue suggests that eéhnocultural
influence was strong in influencing party choice. Antipathy
t0 Yankee reformism may have been part of the make-up of
men who became Democrats.

Another way of 1investigating possible religious and
ethnocuirtural influences on voting 1s to examine those men
identifled as having no religion (with the recognltlion that
thls group could be identiriled wiﬁh less certainty than
those affiliated and recorded as members). Taken as a whole,

this group shows a consistent majorlty for the Democrats.

TABLE 29

NON-AFFILIATED MEN ACCORDING TO
POLITICAL AFFILIATION

. _No; | .j%v 1. No. i, %

Whigs " T 4 -- -

Democrats 9 56 12 43

Republicans — -- 8 28

Constitutional - -- 1 4
Unlon :

No Parsty - - T 25

*Minus 2 Liberty, 2 No Party
20pgvertiser, Nov. 6, 1861,
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Dividing these unaffiliated men into Yankees and -Non-Yankees,
we found that a slightly higher percentage of Democrats ob-
tained among the Yankees,

TABLE 30

NON-AFFILIATED YANKEES AND NON-YANKEES
ACCORDING TO POLITICAL AFFILIATION

Yankees
1844 (6) | 1860 (13)
No. % No. %
Whigs - | 2 34 - -
Democrats | 4 66 6 46
Republicans - _— 5 38

No Party - - 2 16

Non-Yankees

1844 (10) 1860 (15)

No. % No. %

Whigs 5 50 | 4
Democrats 5 50 6 49
Repubiieans - - 3 20
No Party -- -- 5 33
1 17

Constitutional Unlon - _—

" These findings conform to other studies which have found

"free tﬁough'" assoclated with the Democratic Party. Dahl
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descrlbed one of New Haven's antl-establishment patricilans
as belng accused of atheism.2l In New York Lee Benson found
non-religlous attitudes far more‘characteristic of Democrats
than Whigxs.g2

The native French element continued toymaintain itself
among the elite in 1860 (10% in 1844, 9% in 1860). Follow-
ing the general trend, the French voted 75%_ Democratic in
1860 compared with 50% in 1844 when 30% of the French
were Whig supporters. It 18 interesting, if 1nexplicab1e;
that when French Cathollcs are considered as a group there
is a lafger proportion of Whigs and Republicans than when
the French are taken as an ethnmocultural group without re- -
gard tokreligion. The Whig-Republican proportion would be
increaSéd if Peter J. Desnoyers, an immigrant, were added
to the 1844 group and Charles DuCharme. a French Canadian
Immigrant and Republican Presbyterian, were included with
the 1860 group. Without a study of the overall pattern of
Frenéh voting in Wayne County conjecture can only be tenta-
tive, but the large Whig minority in 1844 certainly suggests
that ethnocultural solidarilty cannot automatically be
assumed on all soclo-economic levels. The small French
ellte defection to the Whigs suggests that class i1dentifi-

catlon for some was stronger than rellglous-cultural

21

Dahl, Who Governs? 15.

22Benson, Concept of Jacksonlan Democracy, 193,
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TABLE 31

NATIVE FRENCH AND FRENCH CATHOLICS ACCORDING
TO POLITICAL AFFILIATION

Native French
1844 (10 1860 (11)
NG, % No. %
Whigs _ 3 30 - -
Democrats 5 50 8 73
No Party 2 20 1 9
Republicans - - 2 18
Prench Catholics
1844 (7) 1860 (8)
, No. % No. %
Whigs 3 43 - -
Democrats ‘ 4 57 6 75
No Party - -= - --
Republicans - - 2 25

antipathy or ethnilc solidarity. The shift to the Democrats
in 1860 can only be speculated upon. It, of course, followed
the trend among Episcepalian non-Yankees. Could it repre-
sent a French reaction against nativism in Whilg quarters
during the 1850's? ‘

British immigrants represented the great bulk of elilte
immigrants and accounted for 11% and 13% of the elites of
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1844 and 1860, which was a greater proportion than they
formed in the population at large.23 They showed a Whig

'»majority in 1844 but divided equally between Republicans
and Democrats in 1860.

TABLE 32
BRITISH IMMIGRANTS ACCORDING TO POLITICAL AFFILIATION

= e
| 1844 (11) 1860 (18)
| No; % | ~ No. %
Whigs | 6 54 - -
Democrats 4 36 6 34
Liberty 1 - 10 - -
Republilcans - —_— 6 34
No Party _ : - - 5 28
Constitutional Union | - -- ; 1 b

Although too few in number to be of great significance, it
1s interesting to note that the new British did not show
the overwhelming Whig preponderance Benson found for this

group 1in the general population in New York.24 Only one

23In 1850 there were 1,245 or 6% British in a Detrolt
population of 21,000, See Glazer, Detroit, 36.

ah"Except for the Negroes, the New British were by far
the strongest Whilgs of any group 1n New York, the New non-
British by far the strongest Democrats, " Benson, Concept
of Jacksonian Democracy, 166
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of the five new non;British, whom Benson found to be heavily
Democratiq,'voted Democratilc. Again these 1indlviduals are
too few to make much of but it is possible that as with

the Frenech a different behavlior on the part of the elite

1s suggested. Again it must be emphasized that the flnal
determination of c¢lass i1nfluence on poliﬁical affiliation
can only be reached when mass votlng patterns of Wayne

County are tested agalnst the elite.




CHAPTER IX
CONCLUSIONS

The two major parties in 1844_andv1860 attracted mem-
bers of the'elite who differed in certain economic roles
and relig;éus affiliation. Landowners, merchaunts, hon-
Speclalized entrepreneurs and capitalists showed a marked
preference for one party. ’

Elilte Democrats were less inclined to entrepreneurhip

and mere likely to be landowners than were Whigs and Repub-

licans.t

Although their association with landowning
declined in 1860, their relatively small numbers of non-
'speciélized entrépreneufs and capltalists reinforces the
over-all impression that Democrats were less actlve in busi-
ness than Whlgs and Republicans. Politleal rhetoric also
suggests'that Democrats,  whether for demogoglc purposes

or not, entertained am anti-business stereotype. When

Zachariah Chandler ran for governor on the Whilg ticket

lwe could be more assertive about the influence of eco-
nomic role 1n the case of landowning Democrats 1f we could
show that Democrats untyplcal in other categories, l.e.,
Democratic Presbyterilans, were also landowners, . Such, how-
~ever, 1s not the case., The six Presbyterilan Democrats were
completely heterogeneous as to economlc role,
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TABLE 33

ECONOMIC ROLES SHOWING A MARKED CORRELATION
 WITH ONE PARTY

1844 ' 1860

(12) Landouners T3¥)
,,,,, o . 4 No. . % No. %
Whigs I 34 - -
Democrats 8 66 16 b7
Republicans - - 9 26
Other - - 9 27

(23) Merghants (26)

Whigs 20 87 - -
Democrats 3 13 5 13
Republfcans - - 12 46

Other - -- 9 35

Non-specilalized Entreprenuers

(9)
Whigs 8 89 - -
Democrats 1 11 - -
Capltalists
(17)
Republicans - - 12 70
Democrats -- -- 5 30

Othier - - -- --

in 1852, Lewls Cass questioned his fitness for office on

‘the ground of political inexperience. The Whig Advertiser
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read Cass's speech as a slur on businessmen:

Whigs never claimed Mr. Chandler to be more fit

because he is a merchant but General Cass in-

sists that he is positively unfit because he 1s

a merchant.

Religion, in the case of Presbyterlanism, the predom-
inant falth among the elite, showed a more constant corre-
latiop‘with political affiliation than did any economic role.
What makes this relationshlp impressive is that religion
presents a much more clear-qut designation than economic
role. - Many who were merchants or capltalists were also
landowners but no one was a Presbyterlan and an Episco-
pallan simultaneously. Furthermore, the continuity of
Presbyterianism among Whigs and Republicans was matched by -
the eonsistency of non-Presbyterilanism among Democrats.

The swing of Eplscopalians and other non-Presbyterilans
40 the Democratlc Party in 1860 strongly suggesté a Demo-
cratic oppositlion to the New England establishment. That
Yankees numbered more Democrats in thelr ranks in 1860 dees
not contradict this assertilon, since these Democrats were
shown to be, to a man, non-Presbyterian. Furthermore, as
we have suggested in Chapter VIII, Yankee Eplscopallans who
remalned Republicans were probably of Presbyterian or Con-
gregational origins and apt to be of a strong religlous or

reform bent. Therefore, to the extent that the establishment

2pdversiser, Oct. 28, 1852,
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TABLE 34

RELIGIOUS AND ETHNOCULTURAL GROUPS SHOWING
CORRELATION WITH ONE PARTY

o , 5% =
Presbyterlans (35) (42)
L No. % No. %
Whigs 26 76 - -
Democrats 6 16 6 14
Liberty 3 8 - -
Republicans - - 28 67
Other - - 8 19
Episcopalians (28) (34)

" Yhigs 18 64 - -
Democrats 10 36 17 50
Republicans - - 9 26
Other - - 8 2l

Yankee83 (45) (68)
Whigs 33 71 -- -
’Democrats 9 20 16 24
Liberty | 3 9 - -
Republicans -- - 41 62
Other - -- 11 14

French (Nétive and Immigrant) (ll)r ‘ - (12)
-Whigs 4 36 -- -
Democrats | 5 45 8 66
No Party : 2 19 1 9
Republicans | = -- - 3 25

3New England and New York English. It should not be for-
gotten that Yankees represented the largest ethnocultural
group among Democrats also: 329 in 1844 and 344 1in 1860.
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connoted Presbyterianism and reformism the pattern of parsy
dlvision among the elite becomes meaningful.

It 1s Interesting that contemporaries recognized the
religlous basls for division between the ma jor parties.
Zacharlah Chandler wrote a friend after the election of
1862: '"The Catholic Church was solid against us and at
least four-fifths of the Episcopal.-"4 Characteristically,
Chandler's blographer, Wilmer C. Harrils, lnterpreted this
statement to mean that Eplscopalians voted against the
Republlicans because they were wealthy, conservative and
therefore pro-Southern:

Although the Eplscopal Church as an organlzed body

dld not ally itself on the slde of the Democratic

party, 1t probably included among 1lts members many

of' the wealthler class of Detrolt soclety whose con-

servative 1lnstincts and greater sympathy wilth South-

ern aristocracy led them to prefer peace with com-
promise to clvil war.
The loose notlon of Episcopalians supporting the South be-
cause they were wealthy and hence conservatlve has %o be
modified by our discovery that 32% of the carefully selected
ellte were Presbyterlan and Republican compared with 19% who

were Eplscopalian and Democratic.6 These findings show that

MWilmer C. Harris, Publlc Life of Zacharlah Chandler5

1851-1875 (Lansing Michigan Historlcal Commlssion, 1917), 37.

SIbid.

6These percentages are based on eighty-nine men for
whom both religion and polltics were known.




178

1t was religlon in an ethnocultural context rather than ,
wealth which affected the party cholce of the elibe.in 1860,
‘ If antislavery as well as temperance was characteristic
qf_the New England establishment, party division along re-
ligious lines makes a great deal of sense. Temperance has
already been shown to have been assoclated with Presbyter-
lanism, andlin‘severallcases where Yankee Eplscopallans were
Whlg-Republlicans they were also strong temperance men. There
‘3?? strong Indications that antislavery sentiment was strong
in the Fort Street Presbyterilan Church, established in 1854,
which contalned an almost solid phalanx of leading Répub—
licans.7 One member, Shubael Conant, had been President

of the First Antislavery Socilety of Detrolt as early as

1837, and another non-elite parishioner, Samuel Zug, was

an activist.s Host1l1ity to pro-Southern sentiment is sug-

- gested by Edward Orr's éale of hils pew at Fort Street 1in
1859. A member of the ellte, Orr was reputed to have suf-
fered later because of his Copperhead op1n10n3.9 Above all,

"the Chandler-Joy faction" forced out the Reverend Henry

T'Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church," V.11.
Elite Republicans: S. Conant, R. Gardner, E. M. Clark, 2.
Chandler, F. Adams, F. Buhl, C. H. Buhl, George W. Bissell,
George Foote, Charles DuCharme, Levli Cook, Alexander McGraw,
J. F. Joy, Franklin Moore. Only elite Democrats who were
pew holders in 1862: T. Romeyn and J. Beesen,

8Férmer, I, 346.

9Free Press, Jan. 1, 1859; News-Tribune, July 4, 1897.
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Neill in 1857, according to one source, on account of a pro-
slavery sermon.lo Zachariah Chandler wrote letters to
James F. Joy documenting the controversy with Neill. They

are inexplicilt but suggestive as to the source of the

"factlon's" irritation with Neill:

« « « Mr, Nell run emptin extempore for an
hour and a half this affernégz and I am golng to
write to him thils evening and refer him to your
letter in the hands of Mrs. Neil. It must be
done. The sermons were both good, but the 30
minutes with 20 repetitions destroyed the whole, 11

. + » Judge Conant, Col.  Cook and others will speak
to Nell about talking at random without anything to
say. We must do the best we can for the present
and let the future take care of 1ltself. Mrs. Neil,
Mrs, Thom and Tom wlth the 0ld maid and mother
constitute the kitchen cabinet of the parsonage

and mean to manage things their own way. Allowlng
us to pay merely.l

That doétrinal and personal dlsagreements were lnvelved in
the dispute as well as Neill'!s pro-slavery sentiments is
apparent from the fact that the seceders set up Reverend
Neill 1in Westminster Presbyterian, which was designated as
0l1d School.l3 Elite member Thomas W. Lockwood, a Free Soil

Oross, 126.

11, ohariah Chandler to James F. Joy, Jan. 14, 1855,

J. F, Joy Papers, BHC,' _ »
l2C1hand:'Ler' to Joy, n?d., J. F. Joy Papers,_

13ghurch Statistlcs," Free Press, Feb. 20, 1859; The
Twenty-f1ifth Anniversary of The Founding of the Westminster
Church (Oc%t. B, 1982), 8, eives as reason for its founding
That a majority of those contemplating a new church and 1ts
pastor preferred the "0ld School"” connection, and "that those
engaged in 1t might demonstrate their affection for and
adhesion %o one, who, by falthful service 1in the pastoral
office had earned this tribute." ’
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Republiqan, referred to by Chandler as part of Nelll's
"kitchen cabinet," was reported as leaving with Neill be-
cause he did not believe a pro-slavery speech a sufficlent
cause for dismissal,l The cher elite members who Jjoined
the segeders from Fort Street, Jonathan Kearsley and Jacob
Beeson, were both Democrats from Pennsylvanla. Beeson was
a volatlle type. He became one of the few Breckinrildge
supporters in 1860, returned to the Fort Street church in
1861 and was dismissed from the Jefferson Avenue Presby-
terian Church in 1868,15

Religlon cannot be shown to be a determlnant of poll-
tical affiliation among other ethnocultural groups. The
small m}nority of French who were Whigs or Republicans kept
their feligion to a greater extent than the Democratiec
French majority who numbered a few lapsed Catholles and an
Eplscopalian among thelr ranks, Except for Antolne Beaublen,
the French who were Whigs and Republlicans were bullders or
merchants rather than landowners, the economic role of over
half of the French members of the ellte. Would it be too
fanciful to suggest that the Whig-Republicans attracted the

most "puritan" of the French?

lb’Ross, 126.

15”Sessional Records, Westminster Church of Detroit;"
"Church Reglster of the Westminster Presbyterlan Church,
Detroit, Michigan," V. 1, Westminster Presbyterian Church,
Detroit; "Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church, " V.. 11;
"Church Records, Jefferson Avenue Presbyterilan Church,"
Jefferson Avenue Presbyterilan Church, Detrolt, '
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A theory Suggests 1tself from the apparently contra-
dictory fact that whereas the domlnant pattern shown in
the affiliations of the Yankee maJority was religion, class
seemed to be indicated as significant among smaller groups
such as the French in 1844 and New British immlgrants--their
. political affiliations did not conform to the voting pat-
terns found for thelr ethnocultural groups in New York.
The dilvision of the generally Democratic French into Whigs
and Democrats and the generally Whig New British immigrants
into Democrats and Whigs suggests that the Yankee prodomi-
nance subjected the mlnority groups among the elite to cross
pressures, that 1s, should they vote with their ethnocul-
tural group or wilth the leadlng party of the elite? The
French‘showed that ethnocultural pull was stronger in 1860
when they voted more solidly Democratic, although it should
be reemphasized that théy paralleled an over-all elilte trend.
Ethnocultural awareness could be assumed to be even stronger
among minorilty groups than among Yankees. The tenslon of
being identified wilith a minority where an ethnocultural
group set the tone for the ellte could understandably have
produced deviant behavior. Thus the Wayne County environ-
ment with 1ts clash of Yankee and Frenchmen complicated by
- the continulng stream of immigrants could well evoke a sed
of responses dlfferent from those discovered by Benson in

New York where the Yankees rather than the Immigrants showed
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the widest variation in political éffiliation. His New
British immigrants were identified as forming honogeneoﬁs
settlements which was certainly not the case for the iwmmi-
grant members of the Wayne County elite,16

The domlnant group of the elite was the New England
establishment. It can perhaps be epltomized as a combina-
tion of reformist zeal and capitallst energy. The typlcal
member was a Yankee Presbyterian Whig-Republican (61% of
Yankee Whigs, 52% of Yankee Republicans, Presbyterians), who

was 1llkely to be a merchant, manufacturer or a capltalist.

TABLE 35

YANKEES ACCORDING TO ECONOMIC ROLE
1 = —_*_-—__-——”——__——.___—-—__———*-——_-— -

_ 1844
Whigs (33) 7 | Democrats (9)
No, % No. %
Merchants 11 34 1 11
Manufacturers T 21 1 11
Non~Speclalist
Entrepreneur 5 15 -—- -
Landowners 1 3 2 22
Bankers 1 3 3 34
- Lawyers I 12 1 11
Other 4 12 1 11
33 100 9 100

16Benson, Concept of Jacksonlan Democracy, 176-177.
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TABLE 35-~Contlnued

e e —— S T

_1860_
Republicans (41) | Democrats (16)
No. % No. %
Merchants 10 24 _ - -_—
Capltalists 7 17 1 8
Landowners 7 17 b 25
Manufacturers 5 12 2 12
Lumber 5 12 2 12
Bankers 3 8 4 25
Other 4 10 3 18
41 100 16 - 100

A contrasting type was the Yankee Episcopallan or Nok

Religiéh Democrat (77%) of Yankee Democrats Episcopalian

in 1844, 31% of them Episcopalian, 39% No Religlon in 1860).
As indicated 1n Table 35, the Yankee Democrat Was apt %o be
a landowner or a banker. That opposlng party types were
characterized by different religious afflliations and
economlc roles proves concluslvely, we think, that these
were ma jor components in the shaping of political behavior.
Men's_political cholces depended on complex social condi-

tioning rather than on narrow economlc interests.




CHAPTER X
PERSONAL INFLUENCES AND POLITICAL AFFILIATION

Party loyalties can best be understood through an in-
vestigation of the primary enviromment of individuals, thelr
family influences and personal contacts. Since the family
determlnes religious, ethnlec and class ldentificatlons,
which have been found to be erucilal in pelitical orienta-
tlon, a voter's conformlty to the polltical conviectlons of
his father would follow.! The study of voting in Elmira,
New_Yorﬁ,.in 1948, has shown that 1in contemporary soclety
people alsc tend to vote as thelr friends and assoclates
do.? 1In Wayne County, Michigan, in the 1840's and 1850's,
the family patterns which are known, along with busilness
and personal assoclations revealed through newspapers and
correspondence, suggest considerable political deviation

from family loyalties as well as exténslve soclal assocl-

~ ations across party lines.

lsuch has proved to be the case in 1948 in Elmira, N.Y.,
where T75% of new voters voted as their fathers did. Berelson,
Lazarsfeld, and McPhee, 89.

2"For communlty as a whole the proportlon of assoclates
from the other party 1s about 25%," Ibid., 94.
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| The historian's unique kind of evidence, the unsolic-
1ﬁed personal statement preserved in dlary and correspondence,
enables us to vliew political behavior in its relation %o
soclal and business arrangements. The spontaneity of a
diary entry telllng why a man decided to vote a certain way
gives 1insights denled to poll takers. The possibillity, for
example, of a completely opportunistic reason for voting
seldom appears in the poll method. What question could be
devised which would elicit the admission that a man votes
agailnst hils principles in order to 1nfluence someone?
George Duffield's account of his decislon to vote for Lewls
Cass could be safely confided only %o hls dlary:

Nov, 1848, This 1s election day and the town
1s'1in great excitement about whom they will make
Pres, Gen. Cass of our own clty or Gen. Taylor of
the South., I cast my vote for the former belleving
that on the whole 1t would accompllsh most good.
Not that I deslred to see hlm president or approved
of his political principles éﬁbt§7 that if elected
he would make a safe pres, ut felt convinced
that he would have the electoral vote of thls state
and yet be defeated in the general election, Per-
sonal attachments & to prevent him and his famlly
from harboring feellngs toward myself which might
in any degree impalr my usefulness or prevent oppor-
tunities as a minlster to be of use among them de-
termined me under such circumstances to cast the
vote I did. It was a vote that could not affect
the general interest of the country and therefore
in casting which I mlight properly have respect to
personal attachments & soclal relations & especl-
ally what might conduce_as I Jjudged most to my

~ minlsterial usefulness.: ,

'3Vanderve1de, Mississippl Valley Historlcal Review,
XXIV, (1937-1938), 56-66, Duffield was reputed to have been
a zealous Whig partisan in 1840: "Some of his democratic
members called on the doctor and threatened to nail up their
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Thls succinct statement demonstrates that an individual vote
may be the result of a rational decision. If not in the
classic Enlightenment tradition of choosing the best policy;
1t is still a rational (and rationallzing) cholce between
opposing values, It does not fit Berelson's analogy which
links polltical preferences with general cultural tastes
since they "both seem to be matters of sentiment and disposi-
tlon rather than 'reasoned preferences.'”u Duffleld’s state-
ment suggests that such '"reasoned preferences” might be
glven higher priority if there were better ways of getting
at them, However, the peculiar nature of his soﬁ?ces might
liead the historlan to emphaslze the individual acting
rationally, while the methods of behavioral sclentists will
tend t6|show groups actlng irrationally.

Duff;eld’s careful calculation of hls vote Implles
that bublic commltment ﬁas expected of lmportant flgures.
The Whig banker, Charles C. Trowbridge, also defended his
vote during the election of 1839 when his banking paftner,

Elon Farnsworth, was running for governor on the Democratic

pew doors--Major Kearsley, Jonas Titus and others--1if he did
not stop preaching politics, because for slx Sundays he had
refused, or at least neglected to pray for the Presldent.
The doctor sald i1f that was so he did not know 1t. He
meant as in duty bound, to pray for all who needed prayer,
and he knew of no one that needed 1t more than Martin Van
Buren." Reverend W. Fitch, "Reminilscences of Detroit,"

Mieh. Collectlons, V, 538.

uBerelson, et al, Voting, 311.
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ticket. Trowbridge, who "had hoped to have been spared the
necessity of saylng one word on the subject of the elecfion,"
felt required to scotch the rumor "circulating in the Grand
River country" that he would vote for Farnsworth. Trowbridge
appeared to be an entirely different type of man from Duf -
fleld. As a Whig he would be loyal to hils party and his re-
tort to his doubting correspondent made it clear that no
confllet existed between loyalty to party and loyalty to
friends:

Chancellor Farnsworth and myself have been

intimate personal friends for many years, and /I 2/

trust nothing will occur to Iinterrupt that friend-

shlp. But on a late occaslon when we were simllarly
siltuated I did not expect him to abandon hils poli-
tlcal opinlons on account of our frlendship nor

does he 1n the present expect me to glve up mine.

On' the contragy he knows that I do not intend to

vote for him.

In another individual, the Baptlst iron manufacturer
from New York, Silas Kendrick, Whig party loyalty faded be-
fore eternal truths and courtly manners. He wrote a furlous
letter to the Whig paper in reply to its insinuations that

Mrs. Lewils Cass's charitable actlvities were politically

inspired:

' 50. C. Trowbridge to W. G. Henry, Detrolt, Michigan,
October 9, 1839. C. C. Trowbridge Papers. It is tempting
to surmise famlly influences 1in the case of the polltlcal
aff¥liation of Farnsworth, one of the Yankee Eplscopalian
Democrats. His cousin, Ollver Farnsworth, Jr., published
the Rhode Island Republican from 1799 to 1801 as a Jeffer-
sonian party organ. Claudius Buchanan Farnsworth, Matthilas
Farnsworth and His Descendants in America (Pawtucke®, R. IL.:

The‘AutﬁBr,“lB?lJ, o7 .
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I find no fault with you for calling Sunday-
schools and Orphan assoclations 'lilttle matters,!
for I fear that you are at so. great a moral dis-
tance from them, as scarcely to discern them. But
1f you can descend to things so vile as to impugn
the motives of a plous Sunday-school teacher, and
follow with your political polson the charitable
and truly philanthropic acts of a Christian lady,
who seeks only as she has ever done, to benefit
the orphans and 1lgnorant children of our city,
you wlll not leave such corrupt effusions at my
door. Send your bill tomorrow morning, and allow
me to say that 1t 1s my happilness to belleve that
more good will result fram these 'litt%e matters,!
than from your whole politlcal career.

These men show the cruclal role personallty plays in
political loyalties. A thorough understanding of why men
deviated from thelr fathers' politics would require evidence
available only to psychoanalysts., Of ellte members whose
fathers' party affillatlon 1s known, 43% chose a different
party. ' 'Since the fathers of these changers were (in all
cases butb one) also members of the elite and hemce of the
same econoﬁic class, their reasons for deviation would hardly

seem to conform to Berelson's emphasis on changlng soclal

status 1n cases where children vote differently from thelr

68. W. Adams, Memoriles of Reverend Nathanlel Kendrilck
D. D.,and Silas N, KendrIck (Philadelphla: . American Baptist
PubIicatIon Soclety, 18060), 353.

7Nine out of twenty-three. It should be polnted out
that, for purposes of simpliclty, no deviatlon was recognilzed
where the father was a Federalist and the son a Whig (John
Biddle and James F. Joy) or the father was a Republican and
the son a Democrat (Lewis Cass). Most of these men were sons
of the local ellte who were Whigs or Democrats. Included as
"fathers" were C. C. Trowbridge, uncle of C. A. Trowbildge, :
and M. L. Dickinson, brother=in-law of W. L. Wesson, since
both these men raised their young relatives.
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fathers.8 The great party shifts of the fiftiles might go far
to explain the differing affiliatlons of William S. ,.Biddlé;,
Henry A, Wight and Stanley G. Wlght, Whigs who becameiDémo;
crats. (The Wights' father, Buckminster, was an active Re-

~ publican in 1860. Biddle's father, John Biddle, died in
1859 and there is no record that he became a Democrat).
Francls Eldred, the Whig who voted Constitutional Union in
1860, was actually less of a deviationist than his father
Julius, a former Whig who assoclated himself with the group
called "Vallandigham Democrats" in 1863.

The famlly of the Democrat John R. Willlams, who in-
herited his estate in 1858 and contributed four members to -
the elitg in 1860, presents a puzzle, The eldest son Theo-
dore began as an active Whig and became an active Republlcan.
His younger brothers, James Mott and J, C. D, Willlams,
followed him as inactive Whigs but switched to Buchanan in
1856, Thereafter they with thelr brother, John Constantine,
devotedly supported thelr father's party. The equal division
of General Willlams' estate among his eight children in 1858,
and his early attitude toward Theodore's polltical career
show no animosity on account of dlffering politics. In fact,
the General used hils military connections to urge his son's
appolutment to offilce by thethigs. He wrote General Solomon

Van Rensselaer; Postmaster in Albany:

8Berelson et al, Voting, 90.
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« « « My son Theodore Williams who 1s now county

clerk of this county (Wayne) has signified %o me

that he 1s desirous of obtalning the office . . .

fees from present office leave him but a base

pittance to support himself and family. Theodore

1s one of the most popular men in the county and

has done much to support the Whig ascendancy 1n

this state.9

John R. Williams, as seen by his children, showed a
charaeteristic often attributed to the rich: he talked -
poor.lo Theodore, who had gone to work for his father at
the age of nine, and whose efforts one writer credits as
belng the actual source of John R. Williams' successful
land speculations, may have turned to the Whigs out of re-
sentment at hls father's parsimony.l1 Another explanation
for Theodore's adherence tp Whig-Republican affiliatlons
might 1ie 1n his experilence as a hard-working businessman.
Hls brothers became landed gentlemen iIn thelr twenties and

thirties;,Theodore wag fifty when he inherited proper‘cy.12

9John R. Williams to General Solomon Vanh Renssleaer,
Detroit, April 29, 1841, John R. Willlams Papers, BHC.

10Gershom Mott Willlams' complaint to Thomas Williams
typlfies the grumbling of his children: '"The 01ld Gent is
unchanged. He growls as usual, and 1s as fond.as ever of.
keeping what he has, to the entire exclusion of his famille.™
G. Mott Williams to Thomas Willliams, Detroit, Mlchlgan, April,
3, 1843, John R. Williams Papers.

1ltheodore was chief factotum of hils father's store, the
profits of which were used by the father in his purchase of
land, "so that Theodore was really the maln source of the
wealth of %he Williams family." Ross, 231.

124 letter from another brother clearly shows an aristo-
cratic outlook: "Kate Stuart I suppose your heard was yoked
some time since to a very plailn personage, who deals in wall
paper and the like 1n N. Orleans--supposed to be rich but
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Another family with divided politlcal loyaltiles wds the
Desnoyers family. The defectlon of Peter Desnoyers from‘the
Whig identification of his father and brother might be ex-
plained on the basis of Peter's political ambitions. The
Democratic party was the most promising vehicle for a poli-
ticlan who was both Catholic and French. Furthermore, 1t
won most of the electlons in Wayne County. Peter was also a
classmate at Hamilton College of E. A. Brush, local landed
magnate and a Democrat.

The Brush brothers represent a case of divided affili-
atlions without any living father to exert pressure. Charles
Brush was a Whig, and one might surmise that he resented his
older brother's tight control of the family property. Bio-
graphicél accounts indicate that E. A. Brush was the talented
member of the family when 1t came to handling property:

. « . Hils brothers Charles and Albert were not care-

ful business men and allowed money to slip through

thelr fingers. Edmund relieved them and even took
good care of thelr children, but thelr debts were
settled by deducting thelr share of the estate.l3

The carry-over of political associatlions 1lnto the busi-
ness community is difficult to assess. On the one hand,
there is evidence of ‘a conviction that business conditions

depended upon party success, Robert Stuart, wrlting to C.

C. Trowbridge on the future of canal stock, was confldent

very dublous in these times." G. Mott Williams to Thomas
Williams, Detroit, Michigan, July 29, 1842, John R. Willlams

Papers. _
13paimer Scrapbook, III, BHC, 147.
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that, "if Locofocolsm is kept down . . . you will see the
stock @ 75%: get in a good Whig President andvI think you
may be sure of this more. "14 On the other hand, as already
noted in the case of Trowbridge and Farnsworth, close busi-
ness relationshlps existed across party lines. On the basis
of an examination of several banks and business firms from
1844 and 1860, there would seem to be no marked party ex-
cluslveness in the financlal community (see Table 36). The
exceptlons found were two '"Whig' banks during the earlier
period when banks were a lively political issue. Since the
officers and directors of the Bank of St. Clair were solidly
Whig, it was no surprise to find the Democratic Free Press
accusing the Whig Advertiser of "attempting to white-wash
the putrid carcass of the Bank of St. Clair."5 Tt 1s im-
possible to determine the full motivation of the sult agaianst
the newly réconstituted, Whig-dominated Michigan State Bank
initiated by a Democratic administration in 1845. It is
suggestive that the Democratlc Attorney General was Heunry
N. Walker, a director of another bank, 16

Some of the Whigs involved in the re-opened Michigan
State Bank had also galned unpopularity in connectlon with
their leadership of the defunct Bank of Michlgan. ZEastern

1¥pobert Stuart to C. C. Trowbridge, Lockport, -
April 23, 1847, C. C. Trowbridge Papers.

15ppee Press, June 5, 1845, 16Burton, Wayne, II, 1224,
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capltal had been involved in that institution to a far greater
extent than local money and the directors were pictured as
saving the investments of Easterners at the price of ruln for
Michigan and 1ts residents. This feellng was so strong that
the Whig Advertiser Jjoined the Free Press 1in condemning the
officers of the Bank. Autemporary inJunction closing the
bank, forbidding tranéfer'of‘assets and_asking‘for a recelver
was removed in a court action. The Jjudge handing down the
degision favorable to the bank was the Democrat, Chancellor
Elon Farnsworth.l7 _

Members of the elite also took opposlte sildes wlthout
regard to party alleglance in an occasion of public "decision-
making." Democrats A. D. Fraser ahd John R. Williams joinéd
Whig poiitigian (not elite) J. M. Howard in opposing a spe-
clal cilty tax proposed to pay the Interest on the clty debt
in 1843. Leading supporters of the tax, Whigs James Van
Dyke and James F. Joy, were supported by Democrat Theodore
Romeyn. _Howard‘s politlcal aim was clear from his descrip-
tion of the tax as an unjust burden on the laboring man who
would suffer as large a levy "as Gen. Cass or any other
wealthy landowners." A compromise measure was offered by
another Whig, Thomas Row;andfl8.

,Business promotion was also carried on by economic

17Pather Peter Beckman, "James F. Joy and His Railroad
Career," (Unpublished manuscript), 15, 22.

18Advertiser, May 9, 1843.
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TABLE 36
POLITICAL AFFILIATIONS--MEMBERS OF FIRMS

Bank of St. Clair (1844)3 7 Whigs
President: Levl Cook
Cashier: Wesley Truesdall '
Directors: L. Cook, Geo, C. Bates, S. Gillet,

W. Truesdail, J. R. Dorr

Michigan Insurance Comp. U. S. Deposite Bank (1844)P
-2 Démocrats, 2 Whigs

President: Douglass Houghton
Directors: D. Houghton, John Owen, Henry N. Walker
John Roberts

Farmers and Mechanics Banks of Michigan (1844)¢
1 Democrat, 1 Whig

President: George B. Throop
Cashler: John A. Welles

Michigan State Bank (re-opened 1845)9

] 7 Whilgs, 1 Democrat
Presldent: C. C. Trowbridge
Stockholders: H. P. Baldwin, J. F. Joy, F. Buhl,

C. H. Buhl, Henry Ledyard (Democrat)

Detroit Savings Fund Institute (1849)€

3 Whlgs 4 Democrats

Trustees: S. Conant, John Palmer, L. Cook (Whigs)
E. Farnsworth,Charles Moran, B. B.
Kercheval, Gurdon Williams (Democrats)

Peninsular Bank (1859)f 3 Democrats,
1 Republican
. 1 Constitutional Union
Directors: K. C. Barker, Nelson P. Stewart,
Samuel P. Brady (Democrats) E. B. Ward,
Francls E. Eldred

1 apetrolt City Directory, 1845, 104,
" bTbid. cIbid., 105.
dBurton, Wayne, II, 1224,

€Ibid., 1223, Tpree Press, June 11, 1859.
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TABLE 36--Continued

e ——————

Detroit and Milwaukee Rallroad (1859)8

5 Republicans,
2 Democrats
Stockholders: S. Conant, John Owen, H. P. Baldwin,
E. B. Ward, T. W. Lockwood (Republicans)
E. A. Brush, N. P, Stewart

Detrolt Locomotive Works (1857)h

2 Republilcans,
2 Democrats,
1 No Party
Directors: John Owen, B, Wight, S. N. Kendrick
' (Republicans) Caleb Van Husan, Henry
Ledyard (Democrats)

01d Settlers' Mining Company (1845)1

L Democrats, 3 Whigs

"Connected with:" Gen. J. R. Williams, Charles Moran,
Capt. Francis Clcotte, Peter Desnoyers
(Democrats), James Abbott, Peter J.
Desnoyers, James A. Van Dyke (Whigs)

- Epree Press, Jan. 23, 1859.
Bpdvertiser, Sept.. 19, 1857.
1Free Press, Sept. 3, 1845,

leaders acting Jointly without regard %o party.l9 The bigr
economlc (and~politica1) event of 1845, the purchase of the
state-owned Mlchigan Central Rallroad by eastern capltalists,
was encouraged by buslnessmen of both parties, although James

F. Joy and his partner, George F. Porter, who were retained

. lgNames attached to "Call for Rallroad Meetlng," Free
Press, Sept. 29, 1845; Democrats; L. Cass, B. B. Kercheval,
. Yarusworth, J. McDonnel, E. A. Brush, Whigs: "W. N, Car~
penter, S. Conant, DeGarmo Jones, A. S. Willlams, J. Blddle,
J. F. Joy; Liberty: G. F. Porter. .
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by the eastern Interests, did most of the necessary lobbylng.
The Bostonlan sent out to investigate the possibilities; |
thn'w. Brooks, was advised_thréugh Senator Cass that he
commun;cated wlth Chancellor Farnsworth and Attorney-General
Walker, who, in fact, did promote the sale in the House.
The Democratlc opposition was also sectlonal: men from
countles of the Southern Rallroad united with men from
northern counties to oppose the sale,20

In the purely politlcal sphere one would expect to find
more party solidarity, but again we find instances where
personal favors were sought and granted by 1ndiv1duals of
opposite partles, Whlg James Van Dyke recommended Democrat
'A. D. Fraser to a Whig administration for appolntment to the
Disfrict Court bench and was joined by the predominantly
Whig "Members of the Ban of wayné."21 Henry Hastlings Slbley's
account of his efforts in Washingtdn during the Tyler ad;
ministration indlcates that courtesy from opposing pqliti-
clans was more readlly forthcoming than jobs. He wrote his
father, Judge Sibley (Democrat), that:

Woodbridge/Then Whig Senator/ has been particularly

2OBeckman, 3,4, John Brooks later described the tac-
tics of Joy and hils supporters 1ln promoting the sale over
the objections of a majJority (Democrats). They introduced
petitions from counties wlth small populatlon at each sesslon
to create the iImpresslon of a popular demand for the sale.

2lJ‘a’meS'Van Dyke to Willlam Woodbrildge, Detrolt, Michil-
gan, Feb. 14, 1840; Undersigned Members of the War of Wayne
to William Woodbridge, Detroit, Michigan, Feb. 14, 1840,
William Woodbridge Papers, BHC.
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kind to.me and I feel under obligation to him

. . o Rowland /Whig/ has been appolnted Post-

rﬁgigigﬁt Zﬁggxgcaéiig gggiia:ge?;vﬁeggoinsgii

without avail.

There 1s considerable evlidence of a wide range of
social 1n§ercourse among the ellte wlthout regard to party.
Democrats, especilally 1mport§nt ones, would be 1lnvited to
Whig functions, even though theylwere likely to be talked
about afterwards. On the occaslon of the celebration of
Whlg James Abbott's new country house old resident Democrats,
Peter Desnoyers, Charles Moran, Elon Farnsworth and‘E. A.
Brush,'all graced the scene.23 The daughters of Charles
Larned, one of whom marriled Alpheus Willliams, have glven
us a recprd of a very social Whig family's connectlons.
There wefe important Democratlc callers;-Mrs. Hulbert, Mrs.
Mason, wife of Democratic Governor Stephens T. Mason, and
Mrs. Norvell, wife of Democratic Senator John Norvell. In
turn; Alpheus Williams called with his mother on Mrs. Lewls
Cass. The men who were personal friends of Alpheus Willlams
;-those'who came frequently and stayed to dinner-Qwere Whigs.
("Mr. Emmons dined with us on some quall which he sent

Mother as a presen’c."‘)24

22Henry Hastings Sibley to Solomon Sibley, Washington,
D. €., March.l10, 1842, Solomon Sibley Papers.

‘ 23George C. Bates, "By-Gones of Detroit,"” Mich. Collec-
Tions, XXII, 306.

, 24Wesley'Truesdail, Samuel Pitts, H. H. Emmons and J. N.
Elbert were frequently mentloned as friends of Alpheus
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Public ceremonial functions, whiéh naturally called
for elite pérticipation, showed conspicuous bi-partisanship.
The funeral of a leading citizen of French descent 1s a case
In polnt. A loyal Democrat and staunch Catholic; Samuel
Lewis was honored at his funeral by two Republican
exfcovernors (elite members Baldwin and Bagley) and Honorary
Republican pallbearers Alexander Chapaton, Frederlck Wetmore
and J. S. Farrand.2? In 1860 Lewls and Judge Charles Moran
were the only French representatives on the huge Mayor's
Receptlion Committee for the Prince of Wales, which read
1like a roster of the elite. Its pgrty composition showed
a tendency of the Republlcan Mayor, Christian H. Buhl, to
favor hls own party, but a large number of Democrats were
present, ;mong them "old Democrats" (or their sons) who had
been members of the elite in l844;26

The natlional crisis 6f the Clvil War created strong

pressures on established loyalties., A patriotic pull was

Williams. Mrs. Wllllams was a member of the Larned family,
which was connected with the famlly of C. C. Trowbridge.

Jane Williams to Lewis Allen, Detrolt, Michigan, 1840;
Catherine Larned to Lewls Allen, Detrolt, Michigan, Sept. 5,
1839; Catherine Larned to Mrs. Lewls Allen, Detrolt, Michlgan,
Oct. 22, 1839; Jane Williams to Mrs. Lewls Allen, Detroit,
Michigan, Sept. 25, 1839. Lewls Allen Papers, BHC: A. S.
Willlams to Jane Williams, Detroit, Michigan, July 24, 1842,
A, S. Williams Papers, BHC.

" 25ppee Press, Nov. 22, 1878.
26pree Press, Sept. 7, 1860. Of 63 elite members on

the Mayor's Commitbtee, 31 were Republicans, 20 Democrats,
ten No Party and two Constitutional Union.
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was reflected by the Joining of prominent Democrats with
Republicans to nominate Henry Baldwin for mayor on a
”Citizené” ticket in 1861,27 A larger group of Democrats
was ldentlifled with the extremists who opposed the conduct
of the war, supported free speech and were hranded "Vallan-
digham Democrats.”28 Slgnificantly, the dle-hards contained
-a much'larger proportion of Episcopalians and non-religious
types, in short, typlcal Democrats.

The above dlscusslon indicates the paradoxical nature
of polltical loyaltiles durlng the mid-nineteenth century.
These loyalties were passionately held, shaped by religilous
and famlly enviromment and cemented by friendships. Yet
they did,pot preclude mutual business ventures, harmonious
soclal relationships or even close frlendships. Class co-
hesion among the ellte helps to explain consensus in the
goclety as é whole. Thus, class interests among the elite
operated in the same way as party loyalties 1n the community
as a whole; class solldarity tended to lesson party cleavage
in the same way that party loyaltles among all economlc

strata blurred class antagonisms,

2TFree Press, Oct. 25, 1861; Advertiser, Oct. 26, 1861.
DemocraEs Charles Moran (Catholic), Samuel Lewis (Catholic),

Elon Farnsworith Ep scopalian) arner Ea ist)
Jackson {(Unitarila Theodorée’ Romeyn Presbyter i Will am
Barclay Presbyterian), T, H. Faton (Eplscopalian).

28

Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 15, 1863. Episcopalians:
A. D, Fraser, W. 5. Biddle, J. C. D. Willliams, W. C. Duncan,
M. F. Dickinson, A, M. Campau, T. H. Eaton. No religion: A.
Ives, S. P. Brady, John Hull, S. G. Wight, A. S. Bagg.
Cathollc: P. Desnoyers,




CHAPTER XI
IDEAL TYPES

A clearer understanding of the relationshilps between
the politics and the characteristics of Wayne County's elite
might be gained from biographical sketches of several %ypil-
cal»individuals. These 1ndividuals wlll represent the vari-
ous maJjor groupings 1lsolated from the evidence of the

L From among the domlnant Whig-Republi-

- preceding chapters.
cans two indlviduals have been selected to representrdominant'
constellaéions of tralts: Zacharlah Chandler, a Presbyterian
merchant from New England who represents certain leading
characteristics in economilc role, rellgion and ethnocultural
origin of the ellte in both 1844 and 1860; and James F. Joy,
another Whig-Republican Presbyterlan from New England, who
became a leading capltalist 1ln contrast to Chandler's achievé-

ments in natlonal politics.

lthe term "ideal type" was originated by Max Weber.
These individuals differ from Weber's in that they are actual
individuals who represent the composite types drawn from the
empirical data. Weber's were '"pure cases . . . loglcally
controlled and unambiguous conceptions . . . more removed
from historical reality" than . . . "less precilse concepts,
which are more closely geard to the empirical world." See

Gerth and Mills, 59-60.
200
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The Democrats among the elite were predominantly Epis-
copalian or had no religlon. The maJjority was Yankee and
many weré landowners, Representative of the major Democratic
type was Moses F. Dickinson, a New England Episcopalian, and
a merchant who became a landowner. Because the Democrats
also clalmed the alleglance of the majority of the French
landed gentry, Charles Moran, French Catholic, landlord and
Judge, has been selected to illustrate this type.

"A Democrat with rather different characteristics has
been selected in order to emphasize the basic consistency
of the Democratic type as a whole. As a Presbyterilan,
Theodore Romeyn was an atyplcal Democrat, In splte of this
unusual religious factor, however, he does not violate the
Democratic pattern., Finally, as the Whig who became a
Democraﬁ in the 1850's, Alpheus S. Williams, New England
aristocratic Eplscopallan, epitomizes these party changers.,

Most spectacularly successful of the Yankee elite who
were successively Whilgs and Republlcans was Zachariah
Chandler. Born 1ln a small New Hampshire town of moderately
well-to-do parents of old English stock, Chandler's most
important early decision was his choice of the $1,000 of-
fered him by his father 1in place of the college educatlon

recelved by his brothers.2 So profitable was hls venture

- 2Michigan Historical Commlisslon, Michigan Blographies
(Lansing: Michigan Historical CommissiIon, 1924), I, §6E-i65;
The Detrolt Post and Trilbune, Zachariah Chandler: An Out-

Line of His Life and Publlc Service (Detrolt: Post and Tri-

bune Co., 1800), 44; Chandler's Tather, Samuel Chandler, was
farmer, Justice of the Peace, town clerk and selectman. See
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into the wholesale and drygoods business in Detroit after
1833 that by 1845, as one of the Whlg directors of the re-
organized Mlchigan State Bank, he was a member of "the

strongest combination of businessmen In the state.'"3

Until 1851 Chandler was a typlcal Yankee Whilg merchant,
devoting himself primarily to making money while supporting
the Whig party. In 1851 he went into politics serlously
when he ran for mayor agailnst Democrat John R. Willlams.
Although obviously overcome by the poliltical virus, Chandler's

early attitude was one of supercilious aloofness, worth elab-

orating as a characteristic attitude of Whigs:

. « o But I would not go before the people again

for President of the U. S. Its /sic/ the meanest
busilness you ever knew. Touch not, taste not,
handle not. Imaglne my position for the past.1l0
days, wlth a perspective of Dutch groceries, small
beer, rot gut whiskey, and bad segars, and yet

even thils you must face or be defeated . . . There's
no honor in aﬂy office if you look at the means of
attaining 1it, '

George F. Porter had another view of Chandler's feeling
about politics: '"Chandler is recelving today. He is as
tickled as a boy wilth a new Jjacknife--1s nearly as fond of

speeching as Ladue."5

George Chandler, The Chandler Family (Worcester: Chas.
Hamllton Press, 1 R .

37, H. Hinchman, Banks and Bankilng in Michigan; with
Historilcal Sketches, General Statufes of Bankling Under state
and National Laws and Personal Notlces oi Late Prominent
Bank Officers (Detrolt: W. Oraham, L807), 40.

'“z. Chandler to James F. Joy, Detroilt, Michlgan, March
2, 1851, James F. Joy Papers,

5George F. Porter to James F. Joy, Detroit, Michigan,
March 12, 1851, James F. Joy Papers.
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Discounting the psychological defense mechanlsms em-
ployed by Chandler (he did, in fact, lose this election);
the moralistic scorn and ethnocultural egotlsm were charac-
teristlc of rich New England Whigs. John G. Atterbury, an-
otherfWhig member of the elilte whose distaste for the democra-
tlc mingling required by politics was stronger than Chandler's,
has left an amusing account of his aristocratlc recoil:

« « « I had the honor of representing the 2nd Ward
of the Clty of Detroit in the Whig County Conventlon
on Thursday, and of assisting Maj. Blddle as Presi-
dent of that convention . . . One day I submltted

to be carried to Dearborn by a Mr. Nobody with a

rat of a horse--amusing to look at but a hard 'un

to ride after. One day I wore an old coat, drunk
bad brandy, talked of the interests of the working
classes, log-rolled, shook hands with and hugged
everybody as one who 1s no resspecter of persons--
commended one mans claims for office and threw my
ballot for another and in short did everything fit-
ting and proper for a pollticlan of the modern
school, With the next sun however I arose qult of
my insanlty, put on my own coat, walked the streets
wlthout recognlzing my assoclates of the day previlous,
allowed my nose to choose ifs own company, minded
my own business and left longgr 1lved fools than
myself to flnlish the canvass.

ChandlerAwas a solid but not devout Presbyterian, an
organlzed rather than an 1lnspired Christian; He was actlve
in the‘Fort Street Presbyterlan Church, but was never a
full-fledged member and toward the latter part of his career
was flémboyantly non~temperance. During the fight to oust

Reverend Neill (see above Chapter IX), Chandler's irritation

6 John G. Attérbury to Julle Allen, Detrolt, Michigan,
Oct., 5, 1839, Lewls Allen Papers. Atterbury was a lawyer
who married into the Larned famlly and was a frilend and re-
lation of A. S. Willilams.




204

arose 1ln part from what seemed a challenge to his authority:
" . . . the kitchen cabinet of the parsonage . . . mean to
manage things their own way. Allowing us to pay merely.”7
The soclal cast of his religious conviction is suggested by
his attitude toward a "first rate" lady whom he met during
his courting days:

Fixed Unltarian sentiments would be an insuperable

objection with me. ©No sentiments at all in parti-

cular would be preferable. What would my mother

say 1if her son should marry a Unitarian. She would

think the8scepter had departed from her house. I%

won't do.

Chandler's blographers describe him as belng lntensely
antislavery.9 These convictlons are difflicult to document
because Chandler was a polltician whose mode of appeal was
vitriolidally "anti." Anti-Southernism was his forte,
rather than the narrower, less popular humanitarianism of
antislavery. (He later became an accomplished Anglophobe).10

An example of hls antislavery conviction was hils filnancial

T%. Chandler bo James F. Joy, No Date, James F. Joy
Papers. ‘

82. Chandler to James F. be, Detroit, Michigan, Aug.
8, 1840, James F., Joy Papers.

7 ‘typlcally vague descriptlon: '"No man more truly
represented this radical spirlt of the northwest than did
. Zachariah Chandler. Himself an Immlgrant and the descendant
of “immigrants, he was the embodiment of Michigan Republicanism,
Harris, 34; Post and Tribume, 80.

10nyy defending Michigan he would revile New England and
New York; in defending the North he would castlgate the South;
as a loyal Republican he would flay Copperheads, and as an
Anmerldéan he took great delight in berating Great Britain."”
Harris, 82.
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support of the defendants in the Crosswhite case inA1847--
three citizens of Marshall, Michigan, who were on trial for
obstructing the return of the Crosswhites to a'Kentucky
slaveowner. However, in 1848 he eschewed Van Buren and Free
Soil and made a speech for Zachary Taylor. In 1852 he ran
unsuccessfully for governor against a Free Soiler and a
Democrat.11 _
Rather than projecting an antislavery 1dentification,
Chandler launched his political career in the image of the
self-made businessman. His maiden speech in the 1851
mayoralty campaign was addressed to the Young Men's Society
on 'The Element of Success in Character."™?2 During the
Chandler_pampaign for governor in 1852, the Whigs were
grandlloquent on ther"intelligept; upright and ?ble_business-
man" theme.l3 The Democrats countered that they had "had

enough of business sympathies." They were outraged at the

open Whlg appeal to merchants, and castigated as ”infamgus”
Whig brochures to merchants, which were seen as 1nsidious

"Confidential Circulars.'l#  Lewis Cass, the leading Demo-
crat and largest landowner in Detroit, used a more indirect.
tack to question Chandler's fltness for office, It was not

his being a businessman per se that dlisqualifiled him

1lpost & Tribune, T4,79,86. ﬂ o
121p4q., 81, 13pdvertiser, Oct. 28, 1852.

s t—

14Free Press, Oct. 29; 1852,
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?or_theAgovernorship, but rather his lack of political ex;
perience.l5 ;

The lines of political rhetoric employed here colncide
to a»large extent with the empirical data on economic func;
tlons. The Whigs were the party of the merchants (34%
opposed to the Democrats' 11% in 1844), the Democrats the
party of the landowners (29% as opposed to Whigs' 7%
in 1844). The stress that Cass, the Democratic magnate,
put on political experilence suggests the appeal of an aris;
tocratic concept of public service--a Jeffersonlan ldea
rather than a Jacksonian notlon of easy access to office,

Although Chandler was endorsed by the Temperance partyr
in 1852,]he was clearly not the sternest of New England

16 He based hls conditional approval'bf a proposed

puritans.
Malne liquor law on the "cardinalVWhig principle of opposi-
tion to the executive interference with the Legislative
power."17 During hls later career as Senator he lived

ostentatliously, 1n keeping with the Washington of the CGrant

15The origlnal Cass speech could not be found. The
references to Cass's speech in the Advertiser, Oct. 28, 1852,
claimed that "Gen. Cass expressly stTated that to be Governor,
a man should begin political life early and follow it up--
that he should be a politician and nothing else."

16post & Tribune, 85; "Mr. Chandler is a temperance
man! - Many, very many will laugh at this," Free Press,
Oct. 26, 1852,

1Tpree Press, Oet. 13, 1852.
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era. Qn a European tour 1n 1869 his family Wgsrpeputed to
have'takep four Negro‘servapts 1n dazzling costumes. Hist
personal style as a politiclan was anything but puritanical:
"He was always ready to smoke a cilgar, take a drink; play
a game of cards or tell a good story."l8 Although this beQ
~havior suilted his milteu, there were mutterlugs. An out-
‘raged classmate of James F. Joy, urging Joy to run for office
"now that you have acquired more money than you can spend,"
complained: '"Why should Chandler continue to fill a place
which his hablts and morals disgrace. Excuse my plailnness

in thus speaking of him if he 18 one of your church pillars.*ﬂ9

The contrast of James F. Joy, the sober rallroad tycoon,

with Zachariah Chandler, the roistering polltician, seems'tﬁ
indicatelthat puritanism had a greater affinlty wilth business
than polities. Although a Whig,a Free Soiler and a Repub-
lican, Joy was never an éctive office-seeker. His energles
were concentrated on business from his early start as a
1aﬁyer engaged in making collectlions for banks and merchants
‘to his later great career as~a rallroad coordinator. In the
early 1840's Joy had such scorn for politicians that he
consldered Michlgan Whigs as bad as Locofocos.20 His law

18{arris, 113, 116.

1970nn Lord to J. F. Joy, Ann Arbor, Michigan, June
12, (?), James F. Joy Papers. ’

20

Beckman, 10.
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partner, George F. Porter, was antislavery to the extent
of running for office on the Liberty tilcket and Joy supported
the Free Soll party in 1848,

Joy's father, lilke Chandler's, was well-to-do, a black-
smith who succeeded in enlarging his activities to the manu-
facture of scythes and the bullding of a textile mill. Un-
like Chandler, Joy chose college and after graduating Phi
Beta Kappa from Dartmouth in 1830 studied law at Harvard.

His religious development 1s significant. The object of

some concern on the part of his father because of "the

value you set on money and the free use you feel inclined

to make of it,'" Joy outdid his father, an only occasional
church—soer, by making a public declaration of faith. This
conversion, his biographer notes, "did not change his views
on the ilmportance of money.”21 Joy continued through his
life to be a serlous Christlan. He was one of the few elilte
members assoclated with the Fort Street Presbyterian Church
to.be inscrlbed on the membership roll.

In 1845 Joy became the agent for eastern capitalists
seeking to buy the Michlgan Central Rallroad from the state.
He described hls meeting with thelr agent, John W. Brooks,
as an unfortunate step leading him away "from the praétice
of the nobleiprofession of law." He insisted that his
ufging the sale of the rallroad by the state was dilsinterested

2l1pid., 5.
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and polnted out, in an article on railroads, that he had ad-
vocated the sale: A

a. long time before the visit of Mr. Brooks to Joy

and Porter in 1845 and without any thought of having

personally any part 1n the matter except as a citi-

zen favoringga sound and proper policy for the state

_government.
AS_mUCh,aS Joy mlght look down on politicians, when he be-
came a raillroad promoter he had to placate and woo them.
Recounting the difficulties he encountered in obtaining
railroad charters in Indiana and Illinols, Joy claimed that
he falled in Illinois desplte the able assistance of a Whig
politician, A. Lincoln.23

Joy, a promoter behind the scenes, tended to see poli-
tlcs as a means. For Chaﬁdler politics became an intense
perSOnal‘commitment. Although these two were exceptional in
thelr success, both patterns of activity were typical for
Yankee Whig-Republican Pﬁesbyter;ans of the Wayne County
elite.

-That a landowning aristocratic 1ldeal was characteristic

of rich Democrats is suggested by the career of Moses F.
Dickinson. An early comer to Detroit--he came from Masschu;
setts in 1831--Dickinson spent twenty years accumulating

a respectable fortune as a coppersmith and hardward merchant.

Having acquired a snug fortune of around $200,000, he retired

22 55y, Mich. Collections, XXII, 298.

231pid., 303-304.
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completely from business, buillt himself a country house and
lived the 1life of a landed gentlemen. ;

Although never active politically, he was intensely
loyal, as indicated by his support of free speech which
grouped him with the so-called '"Vallandigham Democrats" in
1863. His public activitles were in accord with an aristo-
cratic pattern; he actively supported education, was a ves-
tryman in St. Paul's Eplscopal Church and served as Jjustice
of the peace. He did not have a college education, which
was rare even amonhg the ellte, but he had recelved a solid
academic background at Amherst Academy. He sent his young
brother-in-law, William L. Wesson, to the Unilversity of
Michigan.24

In ﬁandling’money he was careful. He was not a specu-
lator, "never endorsed a note nor asked a similar favor for
himself."25 Nevertheless; he was not a skinflint. A repu-
tatlon for fairness as a landlord is borne out by hls letter
to his tenant, Marshall J. Bacon:

. . . My dear Bacon. You have occupled my
houseé for a whole year without paying onée cent of
rent. Now won't you move to another house and glve

-me a chancé? If you rent another place for a year
I may let you into my house again, °

) 24Gave $3,000 to Miss Hunt's School in 1851; influ-
ential in the organization of school district No. 5. '"Detroit
in 1837," Mich. Collections, XXVIII, 588; Burton Scrapbook,

v, 71, BHC,

25npetrott in 1837, " 588.
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He was always very correctly dressed in "high black satin
stock and high standing collars." The house he built on
his forty-acre Springwells farm had pretensions. It was
"Gothic" with Immense double windows with diamond-shaped
panes and green blinds.26

As a landowner, Cathollc and Democrat, Charles Moran
typified the French members of the elite. He was, however,
more active in pollitlics than most of the French landowners,
serving as Alderman of the Fourth Ward from 1839 through
1846 and continuing to be active in Democratic politics
until 1863 when he assoclated himself wlth the patriotic
Democrats who opposed holding cilty elections.27

He Was related by marrlage to the wealthlest member of
the ellte in 1860, Joseph Campau, whose example he followed
in prpfitably subdividing parcels of his ancestral farm as
the city grew. Even though he prospered as a result of the »
growth of the Yankee settlement, Judge Moran "actively
opposed the eastern extenslion of Jefferson Avenue."28 His
.opposition'may have been motlvated by conservatism rather

than hostility to Yankees. He seems not to have been ex-

cluded from Yankee elite cirecles. His daughter Matilda

26Burton Serapbook, V, T1.
27Farmer, I, 142-143; Free Press, Oct. 22, 1863.

287, Bell Moran, The Moran Family: 200 Years in Detroit

(Detroit: Alred of De¥rolt, I949), 55.
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was marrled to a grandson of Judge James Witherell at a
"brilliant" wedding at which "were gathered all the elite
of Detroit."9 He was a stockholder in the 0ld Settleré
Mining Company and one of the two French members of the
ellte to be 1lncluded on the Reception Commlttee for the
Prince of Wales in 1860,3°

His style of life comported with his conservatism. His
business habilts were leisurely and his thrift did not permit
ostentation. He "declined to gratify his wife's desire for
a carrlage with a team of horses and coachmen of her own,
remarking that his was a good enough vehicle and team for
a11,"31

Thegdore Romeyn'’s Presbyterlanlsm made him a deviant
Democrat; bﬁt a full vliew of his personallty shows a con-
formity with Wayne County ellte Democrats. His Presbyter-
lanism was a modification of the Dutch Reformed environment
in which he grew up, the son, brother and grandson of

ministers.32 Dutch ancestry rather than Presbyterilanism

29Fr1end Palmer, Early Days in Detroit (Detroit Hunt
and June, 1906), 529.

30Receipt, James Abbott, Treasurer, to Charles Moran,
for subscription payments on 50 shares of stock of the 0l1d
Settlers Mining Co., of Detrolt, Michligan, Charles Moran
Papers; Free Press, Sept. 7, 1860

31Moran, 56,58.

32Wayne County, Chronography, 130.
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may have been an important factor in Influencing hils poli-
tical affiliation. Benson found that Democratic party ‘
leaders in New York claimed either Dutch or German descent
while Whigs were invariably British.33 More specific in-
fluences were hls early apprenticeship as a lawyer at the
very fount of the Democracy: the office of Benjamin F.
Butler in Albany which was frequented by such notables of
tbe Albany Regency as Silas Wright, William L. Marcy, John
A,Dix, A. C. Flagg, and T. W, Olcott. His Democratic con-
nections were continued when he moved to Detroit in 1835
and entered a legal partnership with Democrat A, D, Fraser.
Although not an offlce-holder, he remained a Democrat through-
out his life except in 1864 when he voted for Lineoln.34 “
Romeyn's career presents many puzzles, His reputation
in Detroit suffered from his connection with several of the
falled wild-cat banks.establ;shed under Michigan'’s General
Bavking Law in 1837.3° An iuvestigating committee of the
state leglslature cleared Romeyn of the taint surrounding
the Bank of Ypsilantl, but his reputation, at least among

Whigs, remained that of an unserupulous operator.36

33Benson, Concept of Democracy, 64.

34Wayne County, Chronography, 131.

35Romeyn, Director, Bank of Gibraltar, Hinchman, 36;
Romeyn, purchaser of Bank of Ypsilanti, Ross, 174,

36 My, Romeyn sold out to Mr. P. S. Rawson as agent for
Arba XK. Maynard and others . . . nothing appears, in the
history of the transaction upon»the books, to In any manner
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Alpheus Williams refused to assoclate with him, an act
which put a great strain on the close friendship of their
respective wives, Correspondence of the ILarned girls (Mrs.
Alpheus Williams was Jane Larned) is full of the Romeyns and
reflects certain Whig attitudes:

He has purchased a large quantlty.of new furniture

in New York. It is very queer how he gets so much

money to spend. They are now in Mr. Welles' house

and the Mason faily are in theirs. I heard that

the Mason family ZEémocratic Governor Stephens T.

Mason/ 1e§% thelr house as filthy and dirty as they

did ours,

The puzzle of Romeyn's career is that hils most out-
standing law case was against the General Banking Law 1in
which he argued the unconstitutionality of a general law for
incorporation of charters.38 Did Romeyn's personal unfor-
tunate experience with wild-cat banks 1nf1uence‘his stand
agalnst free incorporation, or was he basically conservative
on the subject of corporations as L.ee Benson has shown the

Albany Regency to have been?39

implicate Mr. Romeyn in the subsequent frauds, or that he was
in any way privy to them," State of Michigan, House of Rep-
resentatives, Report of the Commlittee Appointed to Investi-
gate the Affairs of the Bank of yYpsilanti, No. 43, April 10,
10639, 4. _

- 3Tkate Larned to Lewls Allen, Detroit, Michigan, May 24,
1838, Lewils Allen Papers.

38wayne"00unty; Chronography, 131; Green v. Graves,
1st Douglass, (Mich.), 351,

39Benson, Concept of Democracy, 92, 100.
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Romeyn's style of 1ife was so emphatically splendild
that he found 1t necessary to be "almost always concerned
In some enterprise where money-getting was the final issue, "40
His refitting of the house of John A. Welles, purchased in
1838, made 1t the finest residence in town. His sldeboard
was always graced by a large round of beef, '"roasted in a

scilentific manner,"

and hils wlnes were expensive. He con-
stantly quoted Daniel Webster's alleged descriptlon of a
good lawyer as one who "lives llke a game cock and dies like
a pauper."LLl In 1860 Romeyn seemed to be working toward
this end: although he was worth only $15,000 according to
the Census, ke kept four servants.

Romeyn's showiness and his efforts to climb into the
community dominated by New Englanders were undbubtedly as
damaging_as his shady reputation. He showed no sense of
proper bounds: one evening he ''gave a party to the Moral
and Religious part of /the/ community and the next. . . %o
the Loafing Gentry and Aristocracy."42 What was unforgive-

'able was his presumption. Mrs. Romeyn claimed that Alpheus
Williams: -
. . 1s supposed to have sald that we held a
position in society to which we had no right--

classing us among the mushroom gentry of the
land and proposing that we should be °put down!

4OPalmer', 767. 4lRoss,_lYll.

- 42Robert Forsyth to Lewls Allen, Detroit, Michigan,
Jan. 6, 1842, Lewls Allen Papers.
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and not admitted among the elite of Detrolt.' 3
- It 1is possible that this attitude toward the Romeyns

Influenced his removal to New York City in 1848 where he
practiced law for ten years before returning to Detroit.
Nevertheless, if soclety disapproved, 1t did not spurn his
hospltality. There 1s another account of a Romeyn social
gathering which echoes the scorn of the Larneds: '"Mr.
Romeyn 1s, or affects to be, a man of great taste and has
his house very handsomely furnished." An amusing episode
was furnished this Romeyn critic by the plaster Venus in
the ladles' dressingroom where a chambermaid,

. . . thinking-1t: might shock the delicacy of

some of the ladies, pinned a sheet over 1t. When

the Sibleys got there no one was 1n the dressing

room, so they had the curlosity to take a peep,

and when they came out the gentlemen happened to

get a glimpse of 1t and asked ‘what 1t was. On

belng told it was a Venus, Mr. Armstrong asked if

it was a Venus of Democracy, which appellation you

know 1s given to Fanny Wright. As Mr, Romeyn pro-

fesses to be sueh a thorough Democrat I suppose 1t

very proper that he ﬁhould have the Image of thelr
feminine champion."”‘

With this plcture of Romeyn as the flamboyant outsider,
his Democratic afflliatlon seems more understandable than
his Presbyterilanilsm. Hls association with the qutﬁstreet
Presbyterian Church, stronghold of New England Republicanism,

43pnha M. Romeyn to Julia Allen, Detroit, Jan. 12,
1840, Lewis Allen Papers.

‘buaElizabeth Campbell to Sophle Biddle, Detroit, Michlgan,
Feb. 6, 1839, John Biddle Papers.




217

was probably more indicative of ¢limbing 1instinets than
rock-rlbbed Presbyterilan convictions.

Romeyn's chief critie, Alpheus Starkey Willilams, was an
Episcopalian Whig from Connectlcut who became a Demoecrat
when the Whig party broke up in the 1850's. His apostasy
1s particularly ironic because, as an active Whig in the
early 1840's, he had been the target of scurrilous personal
abuse by the Democratic Free Press. He was sneeringly re-
ferred to as the "Count," who lived grandly but 'never had
a dollar untlil he got another's dowry."u5 There was per-
sonal as well as polltical animus behind this innuendo since

Williams at thetime was editor of the rival paper, the

Dally and Weekly Advertiser. Wllliams' shift to the party
of his oid enemles shows how strongly men like Willilams
felt about the Republican threat, as well as how changed
was the tenor of the Demdcratic stance.

Williams was active 1n the Whig party until he with-
drew from the State Convention of 1854 with the announcement
that the '"majority were disposed not only to disregafd the
opinions, but as far as‘possible to ilrritate, not to say in-
- 8ult, the feellngs of those who differed with them on the
Republican tilcket policy."46 Williams' earlier friendship

o 45Free Press, June 23, 1845, Williams had married Jane
Larned Pearson, widow of Benj. Pearson, wealthy eastern iron-

master,

46 pqvertiser, Oct. 6, 185k,
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with Lewis Cass gives a key to hils later action. Cass
supported hls appointment as postmaster under Zachary Tajlor,
expressing a nilce balance between the claims of party and of

friendship:

. « . If opposition to you would have secured the

appolntment of a Democrat, I should have opposed

you, as a polltical duty, I owe to my party. But

thls could not be done, and most assuredly person-

ally I reJjolce at your appointment, and both Gov.

Felch /Democrat/ and myself long since dg%ermined

to support you zealously, and we did so.
Cass also confided to Willlams that the Whig administration
had -"mo sympathies with the higher law people" and urged
Williams to "go your own ‘way, with your sound protests, and
sqund Judgments, as a true national Whig, and you are sure
to be supported by the administration. ™8 |

Williams convictlon of belonglng to the géntry was based
on his privileged upbringing asrthe son of a manufacturer who
sent him to Yale and Yale law school and who left him a
patrimony of $75,000. Williams lived like a gentleman and
travelled widely in the United States and Europe. He also
invested hils money like a gentleman: he was continually
unsuccessful.49 His fallures may, in part, account for his

resentment of an upstart llke Theodore Romeyn and perhaps

 BTocwis cass to A. S. Williams, Washington, D. C., Sept.
2, 1850, A. S. Williams Papers.

48rewis Cass to A. S. Williams, No Date, A. S. Williams
Papers. ,

L9Ross, 224-225.
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conditioned his pollitical oppositlon to Republicans who
were becoming millionaires like E., B. Ward, Chandler and
Joy. His close friends were J. N. Elbert and Wesley Trues-
dail, also unsuccessful financially, who followed him into
the Democratilc party.

Hls advice to hls famlly reflects just as much New
England purltanism as that of any Presbyterian, although a
difference may be detected. He 18 more concerned with pro-
priety before society than before God. Urglng upon his
daughter the hablt of readlng something every day, he sub-
mits the carrot of "the vast advantages that a well trained
and educated mind will glve you when you are old enough to
- take your place in soclety." Hls extreme concern for
decorous‘feminine behavior was probably typical of his
milieu. His daughter was warned that her "impulses and
enthusiasms are often exéessive and lead you into follles
sometimes.”50 He even insisted that his wife be accompanled
on her trips to the dentist because '"there are so many good-
natured people 1n Detrolt that would find pleasure in re-
marking upon women going alone to the dentist when theilr

husbands are away’”5l

5OA. S, Williams to Irene Williams, Detroit, Michilgan,
De¢. 17, 1854; A. S, Williams to Irene Willilams, Detroit,
Michigan, Nov. 4, 1858, A, S. Williams Papers.

51y s. Williams to Mrs. A. S. Willlams, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvanla, May 21, 1844, A, S, Williams Papers.
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Conservative would seem to be the appropriate designa-
Stion-fop thls Yankee aristocrat who failed at business aﬁd
became a general in the Civil War. He remained'an active
Democrat after his switeh to that party in 1856. For con-~
servatlves like Willlams who wlshed to remain in the poli-
tlcal arena there was no other choice when the Whig party
broke up. The old party of Jackson, Stephens T. Mason and
Theqdore Romeyn had clearly become the pariy of the status

quo.




_APPENDIX I -

CITATIONS -- ELITE OF 1844

ABBOTT, JAMES (d. 1860)

ECONOMIC: $2,795, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844 (Wards 1, 5,
6, Hamtramck); $31,420, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; F. Palmer,
243, 737: Hinchman, 108; Houghton and Bristol, 98; Johnson,
Pur Trade, 138; Michigan Historical Coll.,, III, 213-22,
POLITICS: Whig nominee 2d Ward Alderman, Advertiser,
‘March 1, 1842; Signer, Call to Whig State Convention,
Advertiser, Aug. 21, 1854, RBELIGION: Records of First
Vestry, St., Paul’s EBpiscopal, History of Churches of
Detroit, 94. ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Father well-to-do, left
property encumbered with debt, M. M. Quaife, 'The Abbotts
of Detroit,”™ Bulletin of the Detroit Historical Society,

I, Nos. 2 and 3, 10-12; 23-24; Abbott Papers, BHC.

ATTERBURY, JOHN G.

BCONOMIC: $4,800, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS:
Delegate, 2d Ward, Whig County Convention, John G. Atterbury
to Julie, October 5, 1839, Lewis Allen Papers, BHC.
RELIGION AND FAMILY: Ross, Father well-to-do, Yale graduate,
Bench and Bar, 16-17.

BALDWIN, HENRY P. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $3,850, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Boot and Shoe Mfr..
20 hands, Advertiser, August 22, 1848; $62,550, Detroit Tax
Roll, 1860; Taxable income, 1864, 6 $33,647, Advertiser and
Tribune, January 14, 1865, POLITICS: Signer, "Friends of
Clay,' Advertiser, September 16, 1842; Nominated Union
Ticket for Mayor, Pree Press, October 27, 1861. RELIGION:
St. John's Bpiscopal Church, A New Parish Register, 1858~
1869, ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Pather Presbyterian minister,
Dartmouth graduate, Farmer, II, 1055.

BANKS, ROBBERT

BCONOMIC: Clothing manufacturer, 25 hands, $20,000 per
annum, Advertiser, August 22, 1848; Detroit Directory, 1845,
15, POLITICS AND ETHNIC: Robert Banks, An Oration. . .
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Abolition of Slaverv in the West Indies, Held By Colored
Americans, August 1, 1839,

BARCLAY, WILLIAM (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: Iron foundry, 45 hands, $70,000 per annum,
Advertiser, August 22, 1848; $27,500, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860;
$66,800, Census, 1860, POLITICS: Delegate, Democratic
County Convention, 5th Ward, PFree Press, October 18, 1843;
Signer, Call Democratic Republican Mass Meeting, for those
friendly to nomination of Calhoun, Free Press, February 18,
1843; Democratic nominee, 6th Ward, Free Press, February 28,
18453 Signer, Independent Democrats opposing regular Demo=-
cratic ticket on Catholic school support, Free Press,
March 2, 1853; Alderman, Advertiser, September 18, 1858;
Supporter Union local ticket (Baldwin), Free Press, October
25, 1861. RELIGION: Church Register, Jefferson Avenue
nggbyterian Church, 1861, 16, BTHNIC: Scotland, Census,

1 .

BATES, GEORGE C., (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $3,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Bingham, Mich-
igan Biog., 77; Ross, Bench and Bar, 25; Detroit Directory,
1845, 104; Houghton and Bristol, 94, 102; $13,305, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860, POLITICS: Whig Alderman, 1st Ward, Free
Press, April 15, 1839; Republican Nominee for Supervisor,
1st Ward, Advertiser and Tribume, October 23, 1863.
RELIGION: Confirmed, 1836, Records of St. Paul's Bpiscopal
Church, Detroit, BHC.

BEAUBIEN, ANTOINE

ECONOMIC: $22,560, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS:
Signer, Broadside, "Great Whig Meeting,' December 18, 1834,
RELIGION AND FAMILY: SB/Palmer, III, 156, BHC. Inherited
337 acres, illiterate.

BIDDLE, JOHN (d. 1859)

ECONOMIC: $34,897, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Hinchman, 105;
Farmer, II, 1032, POLITICS: President, Rough and Ready
Club, Advertiser, June 16, 1848; McCabe, 42-44; Michigan
Biog., 97. RELIGION, FAMILY AND ETHNIC: Father well-to-do
Federalist, Henry D, Biddle, Notes on the Genealogy of the
Biddle Pamily, 140; Thomas P, Govan, Nicholas Biddle, 3, 23,

25, 74.

'BREWSTER, WILLIAM

BCONOMIC: $16,280, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; (Wards 3
and 4); $21,585, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Michigan Pioneer
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Coll., XXVIXI, 595; Free Press, April 20, 1879; Consti-
tution, Board of Trade, 1848. POLITICS: Letter of Whig
Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844; 4th Ward Committee,
Rough and Ready Club, Advertiser, June 16, 1848; Signer,
Whigs recommend unity (vote Republican), Advertiser, October
7, 1854, RELIGION: Register, Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian,
1854-1856. ' ETHNIC AND FAMILY: FPather extensive land owner,
ggga géSBrewster Jones, The Brewster Genealogy, 1566-1907,

’ . ’

BRUSH, CHARLES (d. 1849)

ECONOMIC: $6,330, Wayne County (Ward 6) and Detroit Tax
Roll, 1844, POLITICS: Committee, 6th Ward Rough and Ready
Club, Advertiser, June 16, 1848, FAMILY AND RELIGION:

C. M. Burton, Typescript, Families of Forsyth, Kinzie, and
Lytle, BHC. ETHNIC: Scot, H. S. Brush, Jr., to Garnett
McCoy, March 13, 1964,

BRUSH, EDMUND A. (also 1860)

BECONOMIC: $23,368, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $116,392,
Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $1,520, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1860;
Bstate at death, 1877, $3,500,000, SB/Palmer, III, 147, BHC.
POLITICS: Minor offices, Democrat, McCabe, 57; Signer, \
Democrats of City of Detroit urging no contest of political
parties, Free Press, October 22, 1863; Farmer, II, 1210,
RELIGION: Ledger Book, Christ Church, Detroit, 1849-1875.
ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Father, well-to-do landowner, Dartmouth
graduate, Democrat; family claims to be Scotch, H., S. Brush,
Jr., to Garnett McCoy, March 13, 1964.

BUHL, CHRISTIAN H. <(also 1860)

BCONOMIC: Manufacturer fur hats, 25 hands, $30,000 per
annum, Advertiser, August 22, 1848; Director, reorganized
Michigan State Bank, 1845, Hinchman, 46; Farmer, II, 1043;
SB/Palmer, III, 148, BHC; Constitution, Board of Trade,
1848, 9; Taxable income, 1864, Advertiser and Tribune,
January 14, 1865; $65,370, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $3,220
Wayne County Tax Roll, 1860; $250,000, Census, 1860; Estate,
1893, $5,000,000. POLITICS: Letter of Whig Merchants,
Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Business meeting of Republi-
cans, Advertiser, August 28, 1860; Republican nominee for
Mayor, Free Press, November 2, 1863. RELIGION: Records,
V. 11, Fort Street Presbyterian Church.

BUHL, FRBDERICK (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: For 1844 same as Christian H. Buhl; Taxable in-
come, 1864, $16,280, Advertiser and Tribune, January 14,
1865; $53,280, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $1,600, Wayne County
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Tax Roll, 1860; $83,000, Census, 1860; Estate, $800,000,
SB/Palmer III, 149, BHC. POLITICS: Letter of Whig
Merchants, Advertiser November 4, 1844; Mayor, 1848,
SB/Palmer 111, 149, BHC- House illuminated for Republican
torchlight parade Advert1ser November 15, 1860,

RELIGION: Records V. 11, Fort Street Presbyterian Church.

CAMPAU, BARNABAS (a. 1846)

ECONOMIC: $31,133, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Burton, Histor
of Wayne County, V 22-23; Michigan Ploneer Coll., IV 4723
SB7Pa¥mer, ITT, 151 BHC; F. Palmer, 500.

CAMPAU, JOSEPH (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $32,492, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $96,015, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860° $18 285, Wayne County Tax Rolls, 1860-

$3, 500, 000 Censusﬁ 1860 POLITICS, FAMILY, ETHNIC: Amer. Biog.
Mich. Vol , 1st Dist, 38-39; Sketch by Pr1end Palmer,

Free Press, January 25 1904; Detr01t News-Tribune,

November 3, 1912; Campau Famlly Papers, BHC.

CARPENTER WILLIAM N. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $6,405, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844- #8,500, Detroit =
Tax Roll, 1860- $105 000, Census, 1860- Farmer II 12103
Const1tut10n, Boafd of Trade. 1848 9.  POLITICS: = Letter
of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Signer,
"Call to Jackson, " Advertiser, July 6, 1854 S1gner,
“Meeting for Bell and Everett " Free Press July 22, 1860;
Nominee, School Inspector, 4th Ward, Union (Cltlzens Non-
partisan) Ticket, Advertlser October 30, 1861. RELIGION:
Baptized, conf1rmed commun1cant May 26 1845, Ledger Book,
Christ Church, Detroit, 1849-1875. FAMILY: Father "a
magnate of the town,"™ F. Palmer, 497.

CASS, LEWIS (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $75,383, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $357 275,
Detroit Tax Roll 1860- Taxable 1ncome, 1864 $22 700
Advertiser and T;lbune January 14, 1865; Porter II1, 723-
725, POLITICS: McCabe, 61. RBLIGION: Parmer, II, 1058.
ETHNIC AND FAMILY: PFather well-to-do, ardent Federalist
and National Republican, Cass K. Shelby, Typescript, ''The
Paternal Ancestry of Lewis Cass,"™ BHC. :

'~ CHANDLER, ZACHARIAH (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $20,500, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $133,450,
Detroit Tax Roll 1860' $300,000, Census, 1860° Taxable
income, 1864, $56 236, Advertiser and Tribune, January 14,
1865.’PPOLITICS- Letter of Wh1g Merchants, Advertiser,
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November 4, 1844; Signer, "Call to Jackson,™"™ Advertiser,

July 6, 1854; Business Meeting of Republicans, Advertiser
August 28, 1860; The Detroit Post and Tribune, Zachariah
Chandler: An Outline Skektch of His Life and Public Services,
74, 82, 87, 119-131, RELIGION: Records, V. 11, Fort Street
Presbyterian Church. ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Father well-to-do,
George Chandler, The Descendants of William and Annis
Chandler Who Settled in Roxbury, Massachusetts, 1637, 777.

CHAPOTON, EUSTACHE (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $6,915, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $37,210, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; $24,000, Ceusus, 1860; Taxable income, 1864,
$2,686, Advertiser and Tribumne, January 14, 1865. POLITICS:
Secretary, Third Ward Whigs, Advertiser, September 8, 1842;
Alderman, 3d Ward, Pree Press, March 23, 1844; Alderman,
Advertiser, September 18, 1858; House lighted for Republican
victory, Advertiser, November 15, 1860. RELIGION AND FAMILY:
Baptism of Etienne, son of Bustache and Julie Chapoton,
Registre de Ste. Anne's, V. 7 (3263), BHC; Denissen
Genealogy, V. 2, 2537, BHC.

CHITTENDEN, WILLIAM F.

BECONOMIC: $5,150, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS: Demo-
cratic alderman, 1839, 1841, 1846, Bingham, 171.

CICOTTE, FRANCIS H.

ECONOMIC: $4,467, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844 (Wards 3, 6,
Ecorse); $460, Springwells, 1845; Houghton and Bristol, 98.
POLITICS: Meeting to push Cass, Free Press, June 23, 1843;
Alderman, 3d Ward, Free Press, February 29, 1840, ETHNIC
AND FAMILY: Denissen Genealogy, V. 3, 2828, BHC; '"Remi-
niscences of Edward V. Cicotte, Taken Stenographically in
the Winter of 1891 at Detroit,™ BHC.

CONANT, SHUBAEL (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $25,355, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844 (Brownstown,
Ecorse, Greenfield, Hamtramck, Ward 1); $7,943. Warren Town-
ship, Macomb County Tax Roll, 1844;Amwer. Biog,,Mich. Vol.,lst
‘Dist. $40,345, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $121,000, Census,

- 1860; Stockholder, Detroit and Milwaukee Railroad, Eree
Press, January 23, 1859; Director, Savings Fund Bank, Free
Press, July 1, 1859, POLITICS: Signer, Clay Meeting,
Advertiser, September 16, 1842; Signer, '"Whigs Decline to
Participate in Public Reception of Van Buren,' Advertiser,
July 7, 1842; Whig representative, Advertiser, October 3,
1844; Signer, "Call to Jackson,' Advertiser, July 6, 1854;
Banks, An Oration. . . Abolition of Slavery; Michigan
Pioneer Coll., XXVIII, 630-637. RELIGION: Records, V. 11,
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Fort Street Presbyterian Church. ETHNIC: “Genealogical
Notes,”™ W. S, Conant, 1844-1946, BHC.

COOK, LEVI (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $7,675, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $18,250, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860 $60 000, Census, 1860 SB/Burton V 62-633
H1nchman, 110. POLITICS' Signer, Clay Meeting, Advertlser
September 16, 1842; V1ce-Pre51dent Rough and Ready Club,
Advertiser, June 16 1848; Mlchlgan Biog., 194; Farmer, II
1033, RhLIGION° “Account of : Sales of Pews in the Pres-
byterian Church -~ Sold at Public Auction, Saturday, 30 May
1835 Detroit,™ E. P, Hastings Papers, BHC. ETHNIC: “Cook
Genealog1ca1 Chart,' BHC.

COOPER, DAVID (Also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $10,633, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $62,650, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860- $93 000, Census, 1860- Taxable 1ncome 1864,
$11,172, "Advertiser and Trlbune, January 14, 1865, POLITICS:
f!etter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Whig
nominee county convention, Free Press, September 16, 1845-
Signer, Call to Whig State Convention, Advertiser, August 21,
1854. RELIGION AND ETHNIC: Carlisle, 228-230,

COQUILLARD, THOMAS (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $5,788, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Detrcit Directory,
1845, 29; $1O 000, Detroit Tax Rolls 1860 $12,520, Census,
1860, POLITICS- Meet1ng for Cass, Free Press June 24,

1843, RELIGION: Registre de Ste, Anne, v. 7, 3234, BHC.

DAVENPORT, LEWIS (d. 1848)

ECONOMIC: $7,520, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS:
Carlisle, 239; F. Palmer, 76, 550, ETHNIC: Davenport
Family Folder (DAR Chart for Bessie R. Wight), BHC.

DE GRAFF, HARMON

BCONOMIC: $6,100, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS: Let-
ter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Friends
of Clay, Advertiser, September 16, 1842, RELIGION: '"A New
Parish Register, 1858-1869," St. John s Bpiscopal Church,

DESNOYERS, CHARLES R, (d. 1846)

BCONOMIC: $6,330, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Detroit Directory,
1845, 31, POLITICS: Gillet & Desnoyers, Letter of Whig
Merchants Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Friends of Clay,
Advertlser, September 16, 1842; Nomlnated Whig alderman, 3d
Ward, Advertiser, March 7 1842 RELIGION: Registre de Ste
Anne, V. 7, 3302. ETHNIC: Denissen, V. 1 D, 3394,
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DESNOYERS, PETER (also 1860)
ECONOMIC:  $5,294, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $23,540, Detroit

Tax Roll, 1860;.$8,600, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1860; $32,432,
Census, 1860; Michigan Biog., 225; Detroit Graphic (November

- 29, 18%9); Houghton & Bristol, 98. POLITICS: Democratic

alderman, Free Press, April 15, 1839; Treasurer, Democratic

-convention, Advertiser, September 24, 1842; Candidate for

Senator, Free Press, September 30, 1860; ‘''Democrats for free
speech and press," Free Press, May 24, 1863;'Vallandigham
Democrats,® Advertiser and Tribune, October 15, 1863,
RELIGION: Registre de Ste. Anne, V., 7, 3429, BETHNIC AND
FAMILY: Denissen, V, I,D, 3392-3394,

DBSNOYERS, PBTER J. (d, 1846)

ECONOMIC: $26,935, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS:
Signer, '"Whigs Decline to Participate in Public Reception

of Van Buren,' Advertiser, July 7, 1842; Friends of Clay,
Advertiser, September 16, 1842, BTHNIC, FAMILY AND RELIGION:
Denissen, V, I, D, 3393-3394; Father, Paris, well-to-do,
bought land for P. J. from Scioto Co., "Peter J. Desnoyers,"
Burton Reading Room File,

DIBBLE, ORVILLE B.

ECONOMIC: $3,500, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; Proprietor,
Michigan Exchange Hotel, Detroit Director 1845, 31.
POLITICS: Nominated delegate Democratic State Convention,
Free Press, January 1, 1844; Chairman, First Ward Democratic
Club, Free Press, August 22, 1844; Democratic candidate for
Senator, Free Press, September 30, 1860; "Call for non-
partisan ticket,™ Advertiser, October 26, 1861; Reception
Committee for Douglas, Free Press, October 14, 1860, -
RELIGION: Buried 1864, Records of St. Paul's Bpiscopal
Church, Detroit, BHC. ETHNIC: ™Family Genealogical
Typescript,'" BHC.

DICKINSON, MOSES F. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $,960, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $39,051, Detroit

Tax Roll, 1860; $35,000, Census, 1860; Michigan Pion. Coll.,
XXVIII, 586; SB/Burton, V, 71; Amer.Biog:,Mich.” Vol., 1st Dist.
POLITICS: 'Democrats. . . in favor of maintaining the

freedom of speech and of the press," Free Press, May 24,

1863; "Vallandigham Democrats," Advertiser and Tribune,
October 15, 1863, RELIGION: Buried 1871, Records of St.
Paul's Episcopal Church, Detroit, BHC.
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DORR, JOSIAH R.

ECONOMIC: $15,800, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $1,020, Detroit
- Iron Co,; $2, 497, Spr1ngwells Tax Roll 1845 Houghton &
Bristol, 97. POLITICS: Letter of Whig Merchants Adver-
tiser, November 4, 1844. RELIGION: 'Account of Sales of
Pews in the Presbyterian Church =-- Sold At Public Auction -=-*
30 May 1835 Detroit, E. P, Hastings Papers, BHC, ETHNIC
AND FAMILY: Rich brother to Detroit first, 'Detroit in
1837,'" Michigan Pion., Coll,, XXVIII, 595; Doors to New
Bngland from Bngland 1670, Edward Carpenter, Samuel
Carpenter and His Descendants 128.

DREW, JOHN (also 1860)

'ECONOMIC: $15,490, Detroit Tax Roll, 18443 $22,000, Ceunsus,
1860, POLITICS: Friends of Clay, Advertiser, September 16,
1842, ETHNIC: Scotland, Census, 1860.

DWIGHT', ALFRED A.

BCONOMIC: 3,500, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Eagle Steam Saw
Mill (partners 36 hands, Advertlser, June 16, 1848; Farmer,
I1, 1213; Article on William F, Smith, Michigan Histg;x
Magazine, XV, 510; Considerable lands in Lapeer, Huron,
Sanilac and Huron counties, A. A. Dwight's Land Book, 1853,
BHC. PCLITICS: ULetter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser,
November 4, 1844, RELIGION: Church Register, Jefferson
Avenue Presbyterian Church, Received 1854,

ELBERT, J. NICHOLSON (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $5,075, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $16,500, “P. O.
Clerks™ Census, 1860- Burton, V, 642 Moore I, 447,
POLITICS° Letter of Whig Merchants Advert1ser, November 4,
1844; Democratic candidate, 10th Ward ‘Free Press,

November 11, 1859; Leader of Grand Torchllght Procession

for Douglas Free Press October 12, 1860; Committee of
Reception for Douglas, Free Press, October 14, 1860; Dele-
gate, 10th Ward, Democratic Congr8551ona1 Convent1on
Advertiser, August 6, 1860, RELIGION: The Commemoration

of 75 Years, Christ Church Detroit, 58,

ELDRED, FRANCIS (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $11,800 (“Eldred & Co."), Detroit Tax Roll, 1844-
Detroit D1rectory, 1845, 35; $30, 500 Detroit Tax Roll
1860; $400, Wayne County Tax Roll 1860 $50,000, Census,
1860 POLITICS: Whig ward convent1on Advertzser, ‘
September 8, 1842; Whig County conventlon Advertiser,
August 21, 1854- Whlgs for Buchanan, Free Press, August 23,
18563 “Bell and Everett Meetlng," Free Press, July 22, 1860°




229

Supporter Union local ticket (Baldwin), Free Press, October
25, 1861, RBELIGION: Ledger Book, Christ Church, Detroit
1849-1874, BTHNIC AND FAMILY: FPather well-to-do, Whig-.
gggocrat, C. D. Higby, BEdward Higby and His Descendants, 3,

EWBRS, ALVAH (d. 1851)

ECONOMIC: $2,820, Wayme County Tax Roll, 1844; $1,509,
Springwells Tax Roll, 1845; Land in other counties, Michigan
Pion, Coll., XXVIII, 616, POLITICS: Friends of Clay,

Advertiser, September 16, 1842; First Ward committee,
Advertiser, September 28, 1842; First Ward committee, Rough
and Ready Club, Advertiser, June 16, 1848, BTHNIC: Elsdon
Smith, Dictionary of American Family Names.

FARNSWORTH, BELON (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $5,805, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; Trowbridge
Papers; Carlisle, 115; $17,650, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860.
POLITICS: Committee for the Reception of Douglas, Free’
Press, October 14,1860; Nominee (Democratic) State
Treasurer, Free Press, October 28, 1860; Supporter Union
local ticket (Baldwin), Free Press, October 25, 1861,
RELIGION: Burial 1877, Records of St. Paul's Bpiscopal '
Church, Detroit, BHC; SB/Burton, IV, 31, ETHNIC AND FAMILY:
Michigan Biog., 259; C. B. Farnsworth, Matthias Farnsworth
and His Descendants in America, 2, 97-101.

FRASBR, ALEXANDER D, (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $4,846, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $29,750, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860. POLITICS: ‘Democrats for Free Speech,™
Free Press, May 24, 1863; "Vallandigham Democrats,®
Advertiser and Tribune, October 15, 1863, RELIGION:
SB/Burton, 1V, 31; Free Press, February 25, 1894, ETHNIC

- AND FAMILY: !'"poor parents,'" Ross, Bench and Bar, 66, 69;
President, first St. Andrews Society, 1835, SB/Burton, V,
283,

GILLET, SHADRACH

BECONOMIC: $6,810, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $1,000, Census,
1860, POLITICS: [Letter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser,
November 4, 1844; one term in legislature, Michigan Pioneexr
Coll., II, 63. RELIGION: Record, 25th Anniversary, Fort
Street Presbyterian Church, 30-31, ETHNIC AND FAMILY:
Michigan Biog., I, 329; Gillet Biog. Folder, BHC.
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GODDARD, LEWIS

ECONOMIC: $5,615, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; Michigan
Pioneer Coll., ITI, 344-345; "Statement of Theodore Romeyn,
Report of the Committee to Investigate the Affairs of the
Bank of Ypsilanti,' State of Michigan, No. 43, House of
.Representatives, April 10, 1839; Ross, 174; Hinchman, 23,
RELIGION: F, Palmer, 260. ETHNIC: Elsdon C. Smith,
Dictionary of American Family Names.

GOODING, WILLIAM

ECONOMIC: *"Ship and Steamboat Building Bstablishmeﬁt, 120
hands,* Advertiser, June 16, 1848. POLITICS: Prominent
Whig in 1840 campaign, F. Palmer. '

HALL, RICHARD H. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $6,500, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $36,295, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; $10,550, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1860; Tax-
able income, 1864, §5,509, Advertiser and Tribune, January
14, 1865. POLITICS: Friends of Clay, Advertiser, Sep-
tember 16, 1842, RELIGION: Ledger Book, Christ Church,
Detroit, 1849-1875, ETHNIC: Carlisle, 305.

HALLOCK, HORACE (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: ‘"Manufacturers of Clothing Who Keep Stores -
Bmploys 60 hands and does $50,000," Advertiser, August 22,
1848; $13,450, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $30,000, Census,
1860, POLITICS: County "Abolition ticket,'" Advertiser,
November 22, 1844; "Call to Jackson," Advertiser, July 6,
1854; Republican City Convention, Advertiser, September 24,
1860; House lighted up Grand Torchlight, Advertiser,
November 15, 1860; Nominee, 7th Ward Alderman, Union Ticket,
Advertiser, October 30, 1861, RELIGION: Church Register,
Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian Church, BETHNIC AND FAMILY:
Gerald Sorin, '"The Historical Theory of Political Radicalism:
Michigan Abolitionist Leaders As A Test Case,' 73-78.

HASTINGS, EUROTAS P.

ECONOMIC: $6,587, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; Charles D.
Hastings to George B. Catlin, Catlin Papers, BHC; C. C.
Trowbridge Papers, BHC. POLITICS: Auditor General, 1840-

1842, Michigan Biog., 330. RELIGION: E. P. Hastings
Papers, BHC; Church Register, Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian

Church, ETHNIC AND PFAMILY: D. A. B,, VIII, 387,

\
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HOUGHTON, DOUGLASS (d. 1845)

ECONOMIC: $7,387, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; President and -
Director, Mlchlgan Ins. Comp. U, S. Dep051t Bank, Detroit
Qirggtorg(ae 1845, 104; SB/Palmer, IIX, 147; M1ch1gan Pioneer
COll., 619 POLITICS- Meetlng to advance Cass,

Free Press, June 24, 1843; Mayor, 1842, News-Tribune,
October 31 1897, RELIGION- Edsel K. Rlntala, "Douglass
Houghton, M1ch1gan s Pioneer Geologist,' 48-49, ETHNIC AND
FAMILY: Father well-to-do, D, A, B., IX 254,

HOWARD, CHARLES

ECONOMIC: Farmer, II, 1039; Houghton & Bristol, 93; Consti-
tution, Board of Trade, 9. POLITICS~ Priends of Clay,
Advertiser, September 16, 18423 Independent Democrats
(Catholic school issue), "Eree Press March 2, 1853,

RBLIGION: Fiftieth Annlversarz ersary of the Organlzat1on of the
First Congregational Church and Society of Detroit, 22,
ETHNIC AND FAMILY: D. A. B., IX, 276,

HURLBURT (HULBERT), JOHN

BCONOMIC: $14,382, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Detroit Direc-
tor 1845, 47. Detroit Bvening News, March 23, 1891,
POLITICS: Democratic nominee, school inspector, Free Press,
March 1,' 1844, RELIGION: 'Sale of Pews, 1835," E, P,
Hastings Papers,BHC. ETHNIC AND FAMILY: D, A, B., IX, 360.

HURLBUT, CHAUNCEY (also 1860)

BECONOMIC: $3,800, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Constitution,
Board of Trade, 1848, 9; Farmer, 11, 1156; $15,000, Census,
1860, POLITICS: Alderman, Free Press, April 13,1839;
Candidate county convention, Free Press, November 6, 1843;
Letter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844;
Signer, Call to Whig State Convention, Advertiser, August
21, 1854, ETHNIC: Thomas Hurlbut, The Hurlbut Genealogy,
230.

HYDE, OLIVER MOULTON (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: Hydraulic and Machine Shop, 56 hands, Adver-
tiser, August 22, 1848; $13,700, Detroit Tax Roll 18603

$5, 000 Wayne County Tax Roll 1860- $120,000, Census, 1860.
POLITICS- Friends of Clay, Adge;:;ser September 16, 1842
Letter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844~
"Call to Jackson,' Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Business
Meeting of Republicans, Advertiser, August 28, 1860,
RBLIGION: St, John'!s Episcopal Church, A New Parish Reg-
ister, 1858-1869, BETHNIC: Farmer, II, 1040.
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JACKSON, CHARLES (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $4,715, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $64,000,Census,
1860; SB/Burton, V, 180. POLITICS: Delegate, Whig con-
gressional convention, Advertiser, July 25, 1843; Letter of
Whig Merchants,Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Committee
reception for Douglas, Free Press, October 14, 1860; "most
of life ardent Whig -- In his old age he became a Democrat,"
SB/Burton, V, 180, RELIGION: Burton, The City of Detroit,
II, 1258. ETHNIC: SB/Burton, V, 180. :

JONES, DE GARMO (d. 1846)

ECONOMIC: $48,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; "The Jones

Family," News-Tribune, July 4, 1897, POLITICS: Mayor,

_Free Press, April 15, 1839; SB/Palmer, XV, 89, RELIGION:
"Sale of Pews, 1835," E, P, Hastings Papers, BHC,

JOoY, JAMES F. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $5,575, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $109,785, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; Taxable income, 1864, $19,918, Advertiser
and Tribune, January 14, 1865. POLITICS: Farmer, II, 1062;
Ross, 109; Republican City Convention, Advertiser, .
September 14, 1860; Republican candidate 1lst District, Free
Press, October 25, 1860. RELIGION: Roll of Membership,
Fort Street Presbyterian Church, ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Father
well-to-do, manufacturer of scythes, MSS., "Career of James
F. Joy,'" Peter Beckman, O, S, B., 10,

KEARSLEY, JONATHAN (d. 1859)

ECONOMIC: $14,460, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS:
Democratic candidate for mayor, Eree Press, April 9, 1839;
Chairman 2d Ward Democratic Club, Free Press, August 22,
1844; "0l1ld Office Holder,' Advertiser, November 22, 1842;
" "Call to Jackson,® Advertiser, July 6,1854; Independent-
Democrats (opposed to regular ticket on Catholic school
issue), Free Press, March 7, 1857, RELIGION: "Receipt
from F. T. Wardell on Account of Church Debt, January 19,
1837," B. P. Hastings Papers, BHC; Church Register, Jef-
ferson Avenue Presbyterian Church, 1854-1858; The Church
Register of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, Detroit,
Michigan, V. 1, Register of Communicants, 1858, ETHNIC
AND FAMILY: Father well-to-do, Carlisle, 236-237; BE. L.
White, The Descendants of Jonathan Kearsley, 1718-1782, and
His Wife, Jane Kearsley, 1720-1801 (From Scotland) Who
Settled at Carlisle, Pennsylvania, 4, 5, 5l.
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KENDRICK, SILAS N.

ECONOMIC: ‘*Kendrick's Foundry and Machine Shop, 64 hands,
$80,000 per.year,® Advertiser, August 22, 1848. POLITICS:
Friends of Clay, Advertiser, September 16, 1842; 'Call.to
Jackson," Advertiser, July 6, 1854, RELIGION, FAMILY AND
ETHNIC: .S. W. Adams, Memoirs of Rev. Nathaniel Kendrick,
D. D. and Silas N. Kendrick, 14, 300-308, 320-325, 353.

KERCHEVAL, BENJAMIN B.

ECONOMIC: $3,633, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; Constitution,
Board of Trade, 1848, 10. POLITICS: Alderman, 1830, Demo-
crat, Michigan Biog., 392. RELIGION: Records of St. Paul's
Episcopal Church of Detroit, BHC. ETHNIC: Kercheval Family
file, BHC.

KING, JONATHAN L. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $13,175, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; "Employs 36
hands, $50,000 a year,' Advertiser, August 22, 1848;
$33,200, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Taxable income, 1864,
$6,408, Advertiser and Tribune, January 14, 1865; Edwards,
136. POLITICS: Letter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser,
November 4, 1844; Whigs who decline to participate Van
Buren reception, Advertiser, July 7, 1842; Call to Whig
State Convention, Advertiser, August 21, 1854, RELIGION:
Pew Holder, 1835, E. P. Hastings Papers, BHC; "J. L.
King, 1863," Ledger Book, Christ Church, Detroit, 1849~
1875; "Jonmathan L. King, 1865-1884," Church Register,
Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian Church.

LAMSON, DARIUS (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $10,250, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Detroit Direc-
tory, 1845, 42; Director of Bank of Michigan, 1842; SB/
Burton, V, 40; $18,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $54,000,
Census, 1360; Constitution of Board of Trade, 1848, 10,
POLITICS: Alderman, 4th Ward, Free Press, April 15, 1839;
Friends of Clay, Advertiser, September 16, 1842; House
illuminated Republican Grand Torchlight, Advertiser,
November 15, 1860. RELIGION: "Sale of Pews, 1835," E.P,.
Hastings Papers, BHC; George Duffield, "Records in Connec-
tion with the First Presbyterian Church of Detroit, 1838-
1868,' BHC.

MC DONNEL, JOHN (d. 1846)

ECONOMIC: $11,230, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844. POLITICS:
"Committee of Vigilance," Free Press, April 9, 1839; "0ld
Office Holder,' Advertiser,November 22,1842; First Ward,
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Democratic Meeting, Free Press, August 20, 1845; state and
local offices, Bingham, 447, RELIGION: None found.
BTHNIC._ Blngham 447,

MC GRAW, ALBXANDER (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $8,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; “Boot and Shoe
Manufacturers Who Keep Stores Bmploys 20 hands,®
Advertiser, August 22, 1848; $57,890, Detroit Tax Roll,
18603 $I35 000, Census 1860 Taxable income, 1864, $8,536,
Advertiser and Tr1bune, January 14, 1865; Mitchell, Detro;t
in History and Commerce, 18, POLITICS: Letter of
Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Wayne County
Delegate, Republlcan state conventlon Advertlser August 19,
1858; House illuminated Republican Grand Torchllght
Advert1ser November 15, 1860, RELIGION: Roll of Member—
ship, Fort Street Presbyter1an Church, Transferred from
Scotch Presbyterian Church, 1864, BTHNIC AND FAMILY:
‘Father owned portion of old Clinton estate on Hudson,
Carlisle, 167.

MOORE, FRANKLIN (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $17,510, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $22,300, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; $41 000, Census, 1860- Taxable Income, 1864,
$19,181, "Advertiser and Tr1bune January 14, 1865; Consti-
tut10n4¥Board of Trade, 1848, 10. POLITICS: Friends of
Clay, Advertiser, September 16 18423 Letter of Whig
Merchants, Advertlser November 4, 1844° ""Call to Jackson,®
Advertlser July 6, 1854 House 111um1nated Republican Grand
Torch11ght Advertlser, November 15, 1860; Call for Non-
partisan ticket, Free Press, October 25, 1863. RELIGION:
Pew renter, V. 11, Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church.
ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Farmer, II, 1220.

MORAN, CHARLES (also 1860)

BECONOMIC: $17,060, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $59,600, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860- $10l 000, Census, 1860 J. Bell Moran The
Moran Fam11§ 55 POLITICS- Alderman, 4th Ward, Free Press,

pral 1 393 Call, Democratic Republicans favorable to
Calhoun, Free Press, February 17, 1843; Reception Committee
for Douglas Free Press, October 14, 1860- Supporter Union
local tlcket (Baldw1n5, Free Press, October 25, 1861; Alder-
man, Advertiser, September 18, 1858. RELIGION: Registre de
Ste. Anne, V. 7, 3284, ETHNIC AND PAMILY: Father inherited
estate, Moran, 38,
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NEWBERRY, OLIVER C. (d. 1860)

ECONOMIC: $53,950, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844: $100,000,
Census, '1860; Obit., Advertiser, July 31, 1860; Carlisle,
184-195. POLITICS: Tetter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser,
November 4, 1844; F. Palmer, 243. RELIGION: "Salec of Pews,
1835," E. P. Hastings Papers, BHC; “Frequent attendant of
Dr. Duffield's church though not a member," Advertiser,
July 31, 1860. ETHNIC: Society of Colonial Wars,
Application Truman H. Newberry in right of Capt. Caleb
Phelps, 1895, BHC.

NEWBOULD, A. H. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $5,725, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Alex. H. Newbould,
Hardware, Detroit Directory, 1845; Houghton & Bristol, 96;
$28,450, Detroit Tax KoIl, 1860; $100,000, Census, 1860;
Taxable income, 1864, $2,261, Advertiser and Tribune,
January 14, 1865. POLITICS: Whigs declining to participate
Van Buren reception, Advertiser, July 7, 1842; Friends of
Clay, Advertiser, September 16, 1842; Letter of Whig Mer-
chants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844, RELIGION: Buried

St. Paul¥s 1864, Records of St. Paul's Episcopal Church,
Detroit, BHC. ETHNIC: Born in England, Census, 1860,

OWEN, JOHN (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $7,700, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $73,650, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; $180,000, Census, 1860; Taxable income,
1864, $19,522, Advertiser and Tribune, January 14, 1865;
Farmer, II, 1067; Houghton & Bristol, 93, POLITICS: Whig
county delegate, Advertiser, September 8, 1842; Letter of
Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844; "Call to
Jackson," Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Republican business
meeting, Advertiser, August 28, 1860; Fireworks Republican
Torchlight, Advertiser, November 15, 1860; Supporter Union
local ticket (Baldwin), Free Press, October 25, 1861;
Republican candidate state auditor general, Advertiser and
Tribune, October 2, 1864. RELIGION AND ETHNIC: Farmer, 11,
1067.

PAIMER, JOHN (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $10,120, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $20,370, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; $12,000, Census, 1860; Michigan Pioneer
Coll,, IV, 428; Free Press, June.30,~187I. ‘%UIITICS:

Tetter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844;
"Call to Jackson,™ Advertiser, July 6, 1854; F. Palmer, 244,

RELIGION: Record, 25th Anniversary, Fort Street Presby-
terian Church, 117.
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PITTS, SAMUEL (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $4,225, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; Saw Mill,
3,000,000 ft., Advertiser, August 22, 1848; $42,200, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; Taxable income, 1864, $19,829, Advertiser
and Tribune, January 14, 1865, POLITICS: Friends of Clay,
Advertiser, September 16, 1842, RELIGION: ™"Sale of Pews,

y B. P. Hastings Papers, BHC; Unitarian, 1850, Burton,
The City of Detroit, II, 1258, ETHNIC: Daniel Goodwin, Jr.,
Memorial of the Laws and Services of James Pitts and His
Sons, ,John, Samuel and Lordell During the American Revolu-
tion, 39-40. FAMILY: Father banker, Harvard graduate,
Ross, Bench and Bar, 158,

PORTER, GEORGE F, (alsoc 1860)

ECONOMIC: $6,950, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $27,750, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; President Michigan Bank, 1844, C, C. Trow-
bridge Papers, BHC; Estate, 1862, $175,000, Ross, Bench and
Bar, 161. POLITICS: Candidate, Alderman, 4th Ward, Liberty
Party, Free Press, March 1, 1844; *Call to Jackson,"
Advertiser, July 6, 1854, ETHNIC AND FAMILY: Father and
brother college graduates, Porter Genealogy, Porter Family
File, BHC; Farmer, II, 1126; Michigan Pioneer Coll,, XVIII, .
597. S h

RAYMOND, FRANCIS (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: Clothing manufacturer, Hallock & Raymond, 60
hands, $50,000 per annum, Advertiser, August 22, 1848;
$23,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $20,000, Census, 1860.
POLITICS: Candidate, Alderman, 6th Ward, Liberty Party,
Free Press, February 27, 1845. RELIGION: 'Register Number
One (I844), First Congregational Church," Genealogical
Records, V. 7. Made and Presented by the Genealogical
Records Committee of Louisa St, Clair Chapter, DAR, BHC.

- ETHNIC: American Ancestry, VII, 32-33,

RIOPELLE, DOMINIQUE (d. 1859)

BCONOMIC: $11,760, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $28,475, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860; Hook, 105; SB/Burton, XXVII, 12. POLITICS:
"D, Riopelle, Jr." Friends of Clay, Advertiser, September 16,
1842 (probably son who later is alderman in 6th Ward, 1852.
No evidence of politics of D. Riopelle, pere. Assume he is
the rich one since biographical accounts indicate land was
inherited). RELIGION AND ETHNIC: Registre de Ste. Anne,
V.7, 3629, baptism of daughter of Dominici Riopel et
Elizabeth Gouin, 1846. Junior married to Elizabeth Gouin,
Denissen, V. R, 1, 3250.
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ROBERTS, JOHN (also 1860)

BCONOMIC: $5,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $14,000, Census,
1860; Director, Michigan Insurance Company U. S. Deposit
Bank, Detroit Directory, 1845, 104; '"Soap and Candle
Factory of Mr., J. Roberts, 50,000 1bs, of soap, 20,000 1lbs,
of candles and 50 tons of potash yearly,' Advertiser,

June 14, 1848, POLITICS: Letter of Whig Merchants, Adver-
tiser, November 4, 1844, RELIGION: St. John's Episcopal
Church, A New Parish Register, 1858-1869. ETHNIC: Born in
Wales, Carlisle, 141-142,

ROMEYN, THEODORE (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $7,950, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $15,000, 4
servants, Cemsus, 1860; Report No. 43, State of Michigan,
House of Representatives, April 10, 1839. POLITICS: Voted
for Lincoln 1864, ‘''one exception to voting Democratic
ticket,' Carlisle, 132; Supporter Union local ticket
(Baldwin), Free Press, October 25, 1861; '"Democrats. . .
urging other Democrats to forbear to call city elections,®
Free Press, October 22, 1863. RELIGION: Pew holder, V, II,
- Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church, ETHNIC: Schelvin,
88; Carlisle, 130,

ROWLAND, THOMAS (d. 1849)

ECONOMIC: $9,830, Detroit Tax Toll, 1844, POLITICS:

Active politician 1820's, 1830's, Whig, Ross, 177. RELIGION:
Record, 25th Anniversary of the Fort Strset Presbyterian
Church, 19, 31, ETHNIC: Elsdon C. Smith, Dictionary of

American Family Names.
RUSSEL, GEORGE B. (also 1860)

BECONOMIC: $83,350, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $16,500, Wayne
County Tax Roll. Ferry owner: "Prom 1844 to 1849 I ran

the United and in the latter year I built the Argo,"™ PFree
Press, March 15, 1891; vast purchases and sales of lands,
1845-1851, Land Records, Wayne County, Vols, 11, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21; First to establish manufacture of cars in
Detroit, 1856, Carlisle, 460, POLITICS: ‘'mever voted
Republican ticket," SB/Burton, VIII, 93; Independent Demo~-
crats opposing regular ticket on school issue, Free Press,
March 2, 1853; Reception Committee for Douglas, Free Press,
October 14, 1860; Supporter Union local ticket (Baldwin),
Free Press, October 25, 1861. RELIGION: Church Register,
Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian Church. ETHNIC: Great grand-
father, Hugh Russel, came to America 1746 after escaping
from Battle of Culloden, SB/Burton, VIII, 93; Scotch-Irish
according to L. Connor, Medical History of Michigan.
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SCOTT, JOHN (d. 1846)

ECONOMIC: $5,300, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; F. Palmer, 753.
POLITICS: Candidate Democratic alderman, Free Press,

April 9, 1839; Democratic delegate state convention, Free
Press, January 1, 1844; Chairman, City Democratic con-
vention, Free Press, March 3, 1845; Delegate ward meetings,
Free Press, August 20, 1845, ETHNIC AND FAMILY: B1ngham,
575; Great grandfather William Scott from Coleraince in
north of Ireland, typed biography of %Jim'" Scott, Morris J.
White Papers, BHC

SHELDON, THOMAS C.

ECONOMIC: $14,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; "Sheldon block,"
Catlin, 287; Mlchlgan Pioneer Coll., V 373. FAMILY AND
ETHNIC° Sheldon A. Wood to G. B. Kram June 1, 1936,

Sheldon Papers, BHC; E. C. Smith, D1ct10nary,of Amerlcan

Family Names.
SHELEY, ALANSON (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $6,724, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; General Manager,
Black River Steam M111 and Lumber Co., Car11sle, 191;
$37,275, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Taxable income, 1864

$7, 491 Advert1ser and Trlbune, January 14, 1865. POLITICS:
Cand1date mayor, L1berty Party, Free Press March 1, 1844;
"Call to Jackson," Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Wayne County
delegate, Republican state convention, Advertiser,

August 19, 1858; House illuminated Republican Grand Torch-
light, Advertiser, November 15, 1860; Republican nominee
mayor, Free Press, October 20, 1863. RELIGION: Elder,
First Presbyterian Church, Ross, 177. FAMILY: Farmer, II
1169,

?

SIBLEY, SOLOMON (d. 1846)

BCONOMIC: $9,738, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; stone quarry in
Trenton, SB/Burton, VIII, 155. POLITICS: Democrat,

Bingham, 588; Famlly may "have had close Whig connectlons

H., H, Sibley to Mrs. Sarah Sibley, March 2, 1840, Solomon
Sibley Papers, BHC "I should have thought "the Wh1gs might
have made a better selection than A, S. Porter Tor senator.
However, it is pretty much of a piece with the rest of the
proceedings (How do you Whigs like that?)," RELIGION: '
‘Sons, Alex and E. Sproat, Ledger Book Christ Church, Detroit,
1849 - 1875- Daughters, Mary and Sarah, Records of St. Paul's
Episcopal Church, Detro1t BHC; Book "Order ""Works Suitable
for Parish Family and Sunday School Libraries," Solomon
Sibley Papers, BHC.. FAMILY AND ETHNIC: R. P, Sibley,
Ancestry and Life of Josiab Sibley, 2, 7.
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SMITH, WILLIAM F,

ECONOMIC: Eagle Steam Saw Mill, 36 hands, Advertiser,

June 16, 1848; RELIGION AND FAMILY: Prominent Presbyterians:
loaned Smith money to rebuild burned mill; Father well-to-do,
had given Smith money to bring machinery to Detroit,
"William F. Smith,* Michigan History Magazine, XVI, 504-511.

STUART, ROBERT (d. 1848)

BCONOMIC: $12,675, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Astor partner,
Ross, 190; Mining stock, Michigan State Bank stock, mort=-
gages, Robert Stuart Papers, BHC. POLITICS: Whig State

treasurer,1840~1841 Ross, 190, RELIGION: Elder, Presby-

terian Church, Michigan Pioneer Coll., I, 424, ETHNIC:
Schelvin, 91.

_ TELLER, PIERRE

- ECONOMIC: $8,800, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; '"Druggist,"
Detroit Directory, 1845, 78. F. Palmer, 467. POLITICS:
Letter of Whig Merchants, Advertiser, November 4, 1844;
Second Ward committee, Rough and Ready Club, Advertiser,
June 16, 1848, RELIGION: Ledger Book, Christ Church,
Detroit, 1849-1875 (baptism, son of James Pierre Teller),
ETHNIC: Detroit Tellers descend from Wilhelm Teller, born
Holland, 1620, to Fort Orange, New York, 1639, Teller
Family File, BHC.

THOMPSON, DAVID (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $4,779, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $2,386, Spring-
wells Tax Roll, 1845; $30,325, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860;
$120,000, Census, 1860, POLITICS: PFriends of Clay,
Advertiser, September 16, 1842; Republican nominee, alder-
man, 2d Ward, Free Press, October 28, 1863; Whig candidate
sheriff, Advertiser, October 2, 1842, RELIGION: Pew Renter,
V. 11, Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church, .

THROOP, GEORGE (d. 1854)

ECONOMIC: President, Farmers and Mechanics Bank, Detroit
Directory, 1845, 104, POLITICS: Chairman Democratic meet-
ing, 3d Ward, Free Press, August 20, 1845, RELIGION:
Buried 1854, Records, St., Paul's Episcopal Church, Detroit,
BHC, BTHNIC: English according to Professor Throop of
University of Michigan.

TROWBRIDGE, C. C. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $5,200, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $1,082, Spring-
wells Tax Roll, 1845; $13,775, Detroit Tax Roll, 18603
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$4,500, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1860; C. C. Trowbridge
Papers, BHC, POLITICS: Prlends of Clay, Advertiser,
September 16, 1842; Schelvin, 89. RELIGION: Ledger Book,
Christ Church Detr01t 184921875, ETHNIC: Francis Bacon
Trowbrldge The Trowbr1dge Genealogy, 529, 559-562.

TRUESDAIL WESLEY

ECONOMIC: "Cashier, Director, Bank, St. Clair,' Detroit
Directory, 1845, 104; extensive flour mills and other
activities, Jenks, II, 836, POLITICS: Signer, Call to
Whig state conventlon, Advertiser, August 21, 1854- Whigs
for Buchanan, Free Press, August 23 18563 Receptlon
committee for Douglas, Free Press, October 14, 1860,
RELIGION: Records, St. Paul's Bpiscopal Church, Detroit,
BHC. BETHNIC: E. C. Smith, Dictionary of Amerlcan Fam1ly
Names3 SB/Palmer 1, 108,

VAN DYKE, JAMES

ECONOMICS: $5,610, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844, POLITICS: Vice-
President, Rough and Ready Club, Advertiser, June 16, 1848;
Speaker, Whig rally, Advertiser, October 22, 1852; "Call to
Jackson,*® Advertlser, July 6, 1854; Speaks for keeping Whig
party and principles, Advert1ser October 6,1854; Signer,
letter of Whigs adv151ng no nom1nat10ns, Advertlser

October 7, 1854, RELIGION AND FAMILY: Married B11zabeth'
Desnoyers Catholic, converted deathbed, 1896; Father well-"
to-do,,Ross, 205~206, ETHNIC: Dutch ancestry, Burton,
Detroit, V, 62.

WATSON, JOHN
ECONOMIC: $7,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Constitution,

Boaxrd of Trade, 1848, 10. POLITICS: Democratic. county
committee, Free Press, October 25, 1844,

WALKER, HENRY N. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $5,745, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1844; $70,000,
Census, 18603 Taxable income, 1864, $4, 033 Advert1ser and
Tribune, January 14, 1865; Banklng act1v1t1es Hinchman, 21,
113, 'POLITICS- Chalrman, 2d Ward Democratlc clubdb, Free
Press, August 22, 1844, RELIGION: Ledger Book, Chr1st
Church, Detroit, "1849-1875. FAMILY AND ETHNIC: Michigan
Biog., 665-666.

WELLES, JOHN A. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: Cashier, Farmers and Mechanics Bank, Detroit
D1rectory, 1845, 104 Hinchman, 104; $25,000, Census- Tax-
" able income, 1864 $2 294, Advertlser and Trlbune
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January 14, 1865. POLITICS: Friends of Clay, Advertiser,
September 16, 1842, RELIGION: Records, St. Paul's
Episcopal Church, Detroit, BHC.

WEIMORE, FREDERICK (also 1860)

< BCONOMIC: $6,500, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; $14,600,
Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $3,920, Wayne County Tax Roll, 1860;
china and crockery store, Detroit Directory, 1845, 84;

- Taxable income, 1864, $6,135, Advertiser and Tribune,
January 14, 1865. POLITICS: Letter of Whig Merchants,
Advertiser, November 4, 1844; Call Whig state convention,
Advertiser, August 21, 1854; House illuminated Republican
Grant Torchlight, Advertiser, November 15, 1860, RELIGION:
Record, 25th Anniversary Fort Street Presbyterian Church,
28; Church Register, Jefferson Avenue Presbyterian Church.
BETHNIC AND FAMILY: Father well-to-do, English ancestry,
Carlisle, 388.

WIGHT, BUCKMINSTER (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $6,088, Detroit Tax Roll, 18443 Steam sawmill,
2,000,000 ft,, Advertiser, June 16, 1848; Carlisle, 165;
$33,000, Cemnsus, 1860; $29,575, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860;

- Michigan Pioneer Coll., IV, 423, POLITICS: "Call to
Jackson,' Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Republican nominee,
alderman, 4th Ward, Free Press,October 21, 1859; Bingham,
690. RELIGION: Record, 25th Anniversary Fort Street
Presbyterian Church, 28, ETHNIC: William Ward Wight,

The Wights, A Record of Thomas Wight of Dedham and Medfield
and of His Descendants, 1635-1890, 184-185.

WILLIAMS, ALPHEUS S. (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $4,965, Detroit Tax Roll, 1844; Owner, Advertiser,
President, Bank of St, Clair, 1843, Ross, 225-227; Houghton&
Bristol, 97, 102; Constitution, Board of Trade, 1848, 10.
POLITICS: Delegate, Whig convention, Advertiser, Juiy 25,
1843; Personal abuse of "Count™ Williams, Free Press,

June 21, 23, 1845; Report on Whig state convention, Adver-
tiser, October 6, 1854; Whigs for Buchanan, Free Press,
August 23, 1856; Reception committee for Douglas, Fre?

Press, October 14, 1860. RELIGION: Records, St. Paul's
Episcopal Church, Detroit, BHC. FAMILY: A. S. Williams
Papers, BHC; Father extensive manufacturer, A, S. inherited

$75,000, Ross, 225.
WILLIAMS, GURDON (d. before 1860)

ECONOMIC: President, Pontiac and Detroit Railroad,'Detgoit
Directory, 1845, 104, 85; Houghton & Bristol, 93; Consti-
tution of Board of Trade, 1848, 10, POLITICS: Call,
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Democratic Republicans favorable to Calhoun, Pree Press,
February 17, 1843,

WILLIAMS, JOHN R. (d. 1854)

ECONOMIC: $35,272, Detroit Tax Roll '1844; Farmer, II, 1031;
Hinchman, 104 Houghton & Bristol, 98 POLITICS Democratic
meeting to push Cass, Free Press, June 24, 1843; McCabe, 4,
Mayor, Eree Press, March‘lO, 1845. RELIGION: Sons Theodore
and John Constantine, St. John's Episcopal Church, A New
Parish Register, 1858-1869, Ross, 231, ETHNIC: English-
Dutch-French, George Catlln, "Famlly of Gen. John R.
Williams," W1111ams Family File, BHC; J. R. Williams Papers,
BHC.

WILLIAMS, THEODORE (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $4,160, Detroit Tax Roll, 18443 $25,460, Detroit
Tax Roll, 1860- share of father's estate 1854 $125 000,
Ross, 231- 232, POLITICS: Friends of Clay, Advert1ser,
September 16, 1842; Whig convention clerk, Advertiser,
October 4, 1842 Secretary, Rough and Ready Club, Advertlser,
June 16, 1848- Whlg convention, Advertiser, September 22,
1854; Whigs recommending abstention from nominations,
Advertiser, October 7, 1854; elected Republican ticket,

Free Press, November 11 1859 Alderman, 3d Ward, Advertlser,
November 4, 1858; Nom1nated alderman 3d Ward, Advert:sex
October 31, 1860. RELIGION, FAMILY AND ETHNIC: See John R.
Williams,

WOODBRIDGE, WILLIAM (also 1860)

ECONOMIC: $7,423, Springwells Tax Roll, 1845; $179,155,
Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $1,000 Springwells Tax Roll, 1860;
$330,000, Census, 1860, POLITICS: Whig governor, 1841,
Senator, 1841-1847, Farmer, II, 1076; William Woodbridge:
Papers, BHC. RELIGION: First Presbyteriam Church, Record
of the 25th Anniversary of Fort Street Presbvterlan Church,
22, ETHNIC: D. A. B., XX, 483,




APPENDIX II
CITATIONS -- ELITE OF 1860%

ADAMS, FRANCIS

ECONOMIC: $11,610, Detroit Tax Roll, 1864; $18,803,"
Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 1, 1865; partnership, N. W.
Brooks, Lumber, 1857, Farmer, II, 1208, POLITICS: Farmer,
Ibld. "Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church," V. 11.
ETHNIC: Farmer, Ibid.

ABBOTT, THOMAS F,

ECONOMIC: $50,000, Census, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $9,300,
Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865; Edwards, 193; Mich,
Pion. ColIl., IV, TUT7; Detroit Directory, 1861, 107.
POLITICS: Letter Whig Merchants, Advertiser, Nov. 4, 1844
Call to Whig State Conventilon, Advertiser, Aug. 21, 1854,
RELIGION: "Account Book, Unitarian Soclety in Account
with Samuel Dow Elwood, Treasurer and Others, 1858-1859,"
BHC; V. 11, Records, IFFort Street Presbyterian Church.

BACKUS, HENRY TITUS

ECONOMIC: $80,000, Census, 1860; $5,250 Detroit Tax Roll,
1860, POLITICS: Whilg nominee, Free Press, Sept. 16,
1845; Declines Whig nomination, Advertiser, Oct. 4, 1852;
Alderman, 9th Ward, Free Press, Nov. 10, I859; RELIGION:
leaning toward spilrifuallsm, 'more animated by curlosity
than Christianity, " Ross, 17.

BAGG, ASHAEL SMITH

ECONOMIC: $80,000, Census, 1860; $29,950, Detrolt Tax -
Roll, 1860; built and owned Cass Hotel 1860, Free Press,
Sept. 7, 1880. POLITICS: County delegate, state conven-
tion, Breckinridge Democracy, Advertiser, Aug. 29, 1860;
"Democrats for free speech,' Free Press, May 24, 1863; -
"allandigham Democrats,'" Adverftlser and Tribune, Oct. 15,
1863, RELIGION: "Account Book, First Congregatlonal
Unitarian Socilety," 1858-1859, BHC.

*Not complete. 'Others cited in Appendix I.
: N . . - v 243 -
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BAGLEY, GEORGE F.

ECONOMIC: Tax. Inc., 1864, $11,326, Advertiser and Tribune,
‘Jan. 14, 1865; Detrolt Directory, 1861, TIT. RELICION:

Records, Fort Street Presbyterlan Church," V. 11, ETHNIC:
Farmer, II, 1053; Free Press, Jan. 3, 1877.

BAGLEY, JOHN J.

ECONOMIC: Tax. Inc., 1864, $23,180, Advertiser and Tribune,
Jan, 14, 1865; Farmer, II, 1052, POLITICS: "Call o
Jackson, " Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Republican candidate
alderman, Free Press, Oct. 21, 1859; Republican city con-
vention, Advertiser, Sept. 24, 1860; Call for union ticket,
Free Press, Oct. 25, 1861, RELIGION: Unitarian according to
Farmer, II, 1053; "A New Parish Reglster, St. John's Epls- '
copal Church, 1858-1869." ETHNIC: Farmer, II, 1053.

BARKER, KIRKLAND C-.

ECONOMIC: $14,500 Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Tax Inc., 1864,
$29,611, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865; tobacco
factory, SBE/Burton, V, 97, 18I. POLITICS:, Alderman, lst
Ward, Free Press, Jan, 14, 1863; Democrdtic candidate mayor,
Free Press, Oct. 19, 1863, FAMILY: Farmer, II, 1044,

BEECHER, LUTHER

ECONOMIC: $66,650, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Hall, America's
Successful Men of Affairs, II, 78. ETHNIC: E. C. Smith,
Dictilonary of American Family Names.

BEESON, JACOB

ECONOMIC: $160,000, Census, 1860; $8,800, Detroit Tax Roll,
1860; bank president, director in others, Bingham, 87;

"U. S. Recelver of Publlc Moneys," Detrolt Directory, 1860,
86. POLITICS: "Loco Foco Central CommIttee," Advertiser,
Sept. 15, 1854; Committee on Electors, BreckenrIdge Demo-
crats, Advertiser, Aug. 30, 1860; '"Democrats for free
speech TH. W. Beeson)," Free Press, May 24, 1863. RELIGION:
one of seceders from ForT St. Presbyterlan over Rev. Neill's
pro-slavery sermon, Reata P, Jorgenson, A Century of Ser-
vice, Westminster Church (1857), 3; "The Church Reglster
of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, Detroit, Michlgan,"
V. 1, 1857-1861; "Church Reglster, Jefferson Avenue Presby-
terian Church, " member dismissed, 1868,. ETHNIC: descended
from Jacob and .Henry Beeson, Quaker founders of Unlontown,
Pa,, S. B. Nelson, Biog. Dlctionary and History Reference

Book of Fayette County, Pa., II, 174, 729. .
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BENSON, HENRY E,

ECONOMIC: §$42,575, Detroilt Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864,
$30,480, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan, 14, 1865; "lumber
merchant, steamsaw mIll,” Detroit Directory, 1861, 116;

Free Press, Aug. 16, 1870,7 POLITICS: House I1T up Republi-

can Grand Torchlight, Advertiger, Nov. 15, 1860. RELIGION:
. Church Register, Jefferson Kvenue Presbyterian Church."

BIDDLE, WILLIAM S.

ECONOMIC: $57,450, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $120,000, Census,
1860; Leake, Detrolt, III, 1042, POLITICS: "Whlgs for
Buchanan," Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856; "Young Men's Democratic
Central Union, " Free Press, JUlﬁ 3, 1860; '"Democrats for

free speech," Free Préss, May 24, 1863; "vallandigham Demo-
crats, " AdvertIser and Tribune, Oct, 15, 1863. RELIGION:
"Ledger PBook, Christ Church, Detroit 18A9-1875." ETHNIC

AND FAMILY: Henry D, Blddle, Notes on the Genealogy of %the
Biddle Family, 1. o

BISSELL, GEORGE

ECONOMIC: $14,625, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $50,000, Census,
1860; shipping and produce, Detroit Directory, 1861, 118;
Tax., Inc., 1864, $8,600, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14,
1865. POLITICS: Ass't, “Marshal, Republican mass meeting
Advertiser, Sept. 15, 1860, RELIGION: '"Records, Fort
Street Presbyterian Church,'" V. 11.

BOURKE, OLIVER

ECONOMIC: $85,000, Census, 1860; "importer, whiskey and
retail wlnes, brandies, cigars," Detroit Directory, 1861,
120. RELIGION: Communicant, 1852, "Records of St. Paul's
Epilscopal Church, Detroit," BHC. ETHNIC: Born, Ireland,
‘Census, 1860,

BRADY, SAMUEL PRESTON

ECONOMIC: $30,515, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Carlisle, 218;
Commission merchant, Detrolt Directory, 1860, 6; Director,
Peninsular Bank, Free Press, June 11, 1oc59., POLITICS: :
"Whigs for Buchanan, " Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856; "Free
Speech Democrats," Free Press, May 24, 1863. RELIGION:
Father, Hugh Brady, communicant Jefferson Avenue Presby-
terian, ETHNIC: Name Irish but since from Indliana County,
Pennsylvania, probably Scotch-Irish.
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BROOKS, NATHANIEL W,

ECONONOMIC: $11,500, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc.,
1804, $24,000, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865;
Carlisle, 120, "POLITICS: Whlg Central Committee, Adver-
tiser, Oct. 8, 1852; Business meeting Republicans, Adver- .
tiser, Oct. 28, 1860; Republican cand. alderman, 1s% Ward,
Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 23, 1863; Call union ticket,
Free Press, Oct. 25, 136l1l; Cand. state rep., 1lst Dist.,
Free Press, Oct. 30, 1864. ETHNIC AND RELIGION: "Although
not a member, Brooks a trustee and regular attendant. of the
Flrst Congregational Church, " Carlisle, 120.

BURNS, JAMES

ECONOMIC: $26,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; dry goods mer-
chant, Detroilt Directory, 1860, 19. POLITICS AND ETHNIC:
Carlisle, 20I. RELIGION: '"Membership Book, Congress
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, Detroit, 1844-45," BHC,

BUTLER, WILLIAM A.

ECONOMIC: $34,950, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $42,000, Census,
1860; "Wm. A. Butler & Co., Bankers," Detroit Directory,
1860, 21. POLITICS: Delegate, RepublTican ward caucus,
Advertiser, Sept. 22, 1860; President, Republican city
conventlion, Advertiser, Sept. 24, 1860; Republican nominee,
school inspector, Ist Ward, Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 23,
1863. ETHNIC: Smith, Dictionary of American Family Names.

CAMPAU, ALEXANDER M,

ECONOMIC: $69,725; Burton, Wayne, V, 23, POLITICS:
"Democrats for free speech,'™ Free Press, May 24, 1863.
ETHNIC: Denissen, V. I, C, 2200. RELIGION: "Ledger Book,
Christ Church, Detroit, 18ﬁ9~1875 " (1860). FAMILY: Father,
well-to-do, Barnabas, elite of 180y,

CAMPBELL, COLIN

'ECONOMIC: $19,000 Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $23,000, Census,
1860; Burton, II, 1149. RELIGION: Long letter from Colin
Campbell re the Christian Church controversy, Advertiser
and Tribune, March 21, 1868,

CHAPATON, ALEXANDER

ECONOMIC: $20,340, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $40,000, Census,
1860; Mitchell, Detroit in Industry and Commerce, 76.
"Alexander Chapaton, Master Bullder, Eustache Chapaton,
Alexander, Jr., mason," Detroit Directory, 1861, 132.
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POLITICS: Whig and Republican, state legislature, 1863,
bullding commission by Gov. Baldwin, Bingham, 167. ETHNIC
AND RELIGION: Burton, Wayne, Ill, 213, .

CHENE, GABRIEL

ECONOMIC: $30,350, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $53,000,
Census, 1860. RELIGION: 'Reglstre de Ste. Anne," V. 4,
+3466, ETHNIC: Denissen, V. 3-C.

CLARK, ELIPHALET M.

ECONOMIC: - $35,395, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $76,000, Census,
1860; Burr, Medical History of Michigan, II, 251; 'Detroit's
Blg Landowners,” News-Tribune, June 23, 1895. POLITICS:
"Call to Jackson,™ Advertlser, July 6, 1854; House 1llumi-
nated Republlcan mass meeting, Advertiser, Sept. 5, 1860;
Call non-partisan ticket, AdverTiser, Oct. 26, 1861.
RELIGION: "Records, Fort STreet Presbyterian Church," V. 11.

CLARK, JOHN PERSON

ECONOMIC: $18,400, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $162,000, Census,
1860; Tax Inc., 1864, $9,820, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan.
14, 1865; Farmer, II, 1212; Beers, Hist. of Great Lakes,

II, 66. POLITICS: Republican, Carlisle, 212. RELIGION:
Congregational: '"regular attendant and foremost in his
contribution for its advancement, although not a member."
Carlisle, 212. .

COYLE, WILLIAM KIEFT

ECONOMIC: $18,750, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $60,000, Census,
1860; SB/Burton, V, 60, POLITICS: 'Earnest Whig in early
life--no desire to become prominent,'" Farmer, II, 1136;
Democratic nominee for assessor, Free Press, April 9, 1839.
REL%GION: SB/Burton, V, 60, ETHNIC: Dutch, Farmer, II,
1136.

CRANE, ALBERT

ECONOMIC: $142,554, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $210,000,
Census, 1860; '"Crane and Wesson, real estate agents,"
Detroit Directory, 1861, 142, POLITICS: Secretary, 1lst
Ward Democratic meeting, Free Press, Aug. 20, 1845; House
illuminated Republican Grand Torchlight, Advertiser, Nov.
15, 1860. RELIGION: 'Ledger Book, Christ Church, Detroit,
18ho-1875," (1859). ETHNIC: E. B, Crane, Genealogy of -
the Crane Family, II, 11, 137-138, 206.
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CRANE, FLAVIUS J. B.

ECONOMIC: $14,930, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $50,000 Census,
%860; fortune in real estate, Bingham, 202, RELIGION:
Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church," V. 11; founder,

Redeemer Presbyterlan, George F. Barr to C. M. Burton,

Oct. 30, 1924, Burton Reading Room File.

~CURTIS, GEORGE E.

ECONOMICS: Tax. inc., 1864, $14,500, Advertiser and Tri-
bune, Jan., 14, 1865; "last manufacturer and leather dealer,'
Detroit Directory, 1861, 143. POLITICS: - Signer meeting
Tor Bell and Everett, Free Press, July 22, 1860, RELIGION:
2?82?? Parish Reglster, St. John's Episcopal, 1858-1869,"

DAVIS, IRA

EQONOMIC: $8,130, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $65,000, Census,
1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $14,777, Advertiser and Tribune,
Jan. 14, 1865, POLITICS: Whig nominee, Advertiser, Oct.
4, 1852; Republican candidate, 5th District, Free Press,
Ogg. 25, 1860, Bingham, 220. ETHNIC: B. Canada, Census,
1660,

DUCHARME, CHARLES

ECONOMIC: $15,150, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $55,000,
census, 1860; Tax, Inc., 1864, $29,400, Advertiser and
Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865; Hall, America's Successful Men of
Affairs, II, 264. POLITICS: Republican nominee, mayor,
Free Press, Oct. 20, 1863; Call, non-partisan ticket,
Edvertiser, Oct. 26, 1861. RELIGION: ‘'Records, Fort
Street Presbyterian Church," V. 11. ETHNIC: Freuch an-
cestors came to Canada from Normandy middle 17th century,
Burton, Wayne, III, 800.

DUFFIELD, GEORGE

ECONOMIC: $21,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $50,000, Census,
1860. RELIGION AND ETHNIC: "Scotch-Irish," Carlilsle,

334; "Huguenot and Scotech-Irish parentage, ' Address by

D. Bethune Duffield, Mlch. Pion. Coll., VII, 625; artilcle
oh grandson, Dr, George, "anclent English ancestry, "
Burton, IV, 864.

- DUNCAN, WILLIAM C.

ECONOMIC: $36,575, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $55,000, Census,
1860; "Duncan's Central Brewery," Detroit Directory, 1861,
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152, POLITICS: Whlg ward committee, Advertiser, June 16,
1848; Whig delegate, Advertiser, Oct, D, 1852; oung Men's
Union for Douglas and Johnson," Free Press, July 3, 1860;
%eception committee for Douglas, Free Press, Oct. 14, 1960;
- Democrats for free speech, " Free Press, May 24, 1863;

Vallandlgham Democrats," Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 15,
1863; Mayor, 1862-1863, Bingham, 240; "0ld-Time Campaigns, "
SB/Burton, V, 101. RELIGION: 'Records of St. Paul's '
Eplscopal Church, Detroit," (1865) BHC.

EATON, THEODORE H.,

ECONOMIC: $42,750, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $95,000, Tax
Inc., 1864, $8,333, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865;
Burton, Detroit, III. 188. POLITICS: Whigs for Buchanan,"
Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856; '"Call for union ticket,'" Free
Press, Oct. 24, 1861; "Democrats for free speech," Free
Press, May 24, 1863; "Vallandigham Democrats, " Advertiser
and Tribune, Oct. 15, 1863. RELIGION: '"Ledger Book,

Christ Church, 1849-1875," (1845); "Records of St. Paul's
Episcopal Church, Detroit,"” (18665, BHC. ETHNIC: English,
Burton, Detrolt, III, 188,

EMMONS, HALMER H,

ECONOMIC: $30,650, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $140,000,
Census, 1860. POLITICS: Reputdtion in forties defending
clergyman who atbtacked Catholicism, Ross, Bench and Bar,
55-58; Wayne County delegate, Republican state conventlon,
Advertiser, Aug. 19, 1858. RELIGION:  Judge Emmons, though
hot-a proressional Christlan, was a very exemplary man, "
Palmer, Detrolt, 856; "Ledger Book, Christ Church, 1849-
1875." ETHANIC AND FAMILY: Emmons Family Flle, BHC.

FARRAND, JACOB SHAW

ECONOMIC: $17,850, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $175,000,
Census, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864; $7,243, Advertiser and Tri-
bune, Jan. 14, 1865; Burton, Detroit, III, 5th Ward, Free
Press, Nov, 10, 1859; Repub. nominee mayor, Free Press,

0ct. 20, 1963; Republican nominee state senate, 2nd Dist.,
Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 30, 1864. RELIGION AND ETHNIC:
Elder, First Presbyterian; French Huguenot, N. Ireland,

New England, Burton, Detroit, III, 100,

FOOTE, GEORGE

ECONOMIC: $16,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $87,000,
Census, 1860; Carlisle, 290. POLITICS: Letter of Whig
merchants, Advertiser, Nov. 4, 1844; Republican alderman,
1st Ward, Free Press, Nov. 10, 1859; House illuminated
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Republican Grand Torchlight, Advertiser, Nov. 15, 1860;
Call for union ticket, Free Press, Oct, 25, 1861.
RELIGION: "Roll of Membership," Fort Street Presbyterian
Church.  ETHNIC: English, Burton, Detrolt, V, 1047.

GARDNER, RANSOM

ECONOMIC: $25,025, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $75,000, Census,
_1860; Bingham, 283. POLITICS: House 1lluminated Republican

Grand Torchlight, Advertiser, Nov. 15, 1860. - RELIGION:
.Records, Fort Street Preésbyterian Church," V. 11.

HAIGH, HENRY

ECONOMIC: $5,250, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $154,000, Census,
1860; Edwards, 232, POLITICS: '"Whlgs for Buchanan,'

Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856, RELIGION: "Ledger Book, Christ
Church, Detroit, 1849-1875," (B. C. C. 1861). ETHNIC: B.
England, Census, 1860,

HALE, WILLIAM

ECONOMIC: $104,525, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Russell House
and real estate, Blngham, 317; Detrolt Directory, 1861, 176.
POLITICS: Democratic alderman, 2nd Ward, Free Press, Nov,
11, 1859. ETHNIC: Smith, Dictionary of American Famlly
Names, ' v

HAWLEY, RICHARD

ECONOMIC: $50,450, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864,
$22,205, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865; Brewer,
Carlisle, OOIL. POLITICS: Whig untll 1854, since has acted
with Independent Democrats, Carlisle, 402; 'Whigs for
Buchanan, " Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856; Democratic cand.,
state representative, Free Press, Oct. 17, 1864, RELIGION:
Church of Christ, Lettér of Colln Campbell, Advertiser and
Tribune, March 21, 1868, ETHNIC: Born, England, Carlisle,

P
HULL, JOHN

ECONOMIC: $38,858, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $162,000, Census,
1860; Self-made butcher, Carlisle, 390. POLITICS: Demo-
cratlic alderman, 5th Ward, Free Press, Sept. 27, 1859;
Reception committee for Douglas, Free Press, Oct. 12, 1860;
"Democrats for free speech, " Free Press, May 24, 1863;
"Vallandigham Democrats," Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 15,

1863. ETHNIC: '"Ancestors settled In Maryland during days
of Lord Baltimore," Carlisle, 390.
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IVES, ALBERT

ECONOMIC: $31,435, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $100,000, Census,
1860; short-term loan banker with brothers, News-Tribune, .
Oct. 31, 1897. POLITICS: Delegate Democratic county con-
ventlon, Free Press, Feb. 13, 1859; Young Men's Democratic
Central Union for Douglas and Johnson, Free Press, July 3,
1860; Reception committee for Douglas, Free Press, Oct.

14, 1860; alderman, treasurer, school board, SB/Burton,
VvV, 230, '
IVES, CALEB

ECONOMIC: $25,635, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; "C. and A. Ives,
Bankers and ex-brokers," Detroit Directory, 1861, 193.
POLITICS: 'Democrats for Non-Partisan Election, " Free
Press, Oct., 22, 1863. ETHNIC: Smith, Dictionary Emerican
Family Names.

JACKSON, CYRUS W.

ECONOMIC: $23,235, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc.,
1864, $14,226, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1965;
"Jackson and Wiley, Foundry machinistvs,'" Detrolt Directory,
1861, 194. POLITICS: Whig nomlnee alderman, 18t ward,
Advertiser, Oct. 28, 1852; "Independent Democrats," Free
ess, .Mar. 2, 1860; nominated Committee of reception for
Douglas, Free Press, Oct. 14, 1853; nominated (declined)
by Wayne county Democrats, Free Press, Oct., 24, 1860; Call
for union ticket, Free Press, Oct. 25, 1861; Nominee union
ticket, "he deserves an electlon for converting the Free
Press from 1ts secesslon proclivities when in StoreyTs
hands, 1f nothing else," Advertiser, Nov. 5, 1861.
RELIGION: "Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church,”
V. 11 (1864); "Account Book, First Unitarian Soclety,
1858-1859, " BHC.

JOHNSTON, JOHN W,

ECONOMIC: $42,162, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $110,000,
Census, 1860; "J. W. Johnston, land dealer at 160 Jefferson
Avenue, wants to purchase Lyell's certificates ln the amount
of $22,000," Free Press, March 9, 1859. POLITICS, RELIGION
AND ETHNIC: Carlisle, 432. _

KIRBY, GEORGE

ECONOMIC: $20,00, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $45,000, Census,
1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $12,708, Advertiser and Tribune,

Jan. 14, 1865; "tanner and leather dealer," Detrolf Directory,
1861, 200; Carlisle, 379. POLITICS: Letter of Whig
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merchants, Advertiser, Nov. U4, 1844; Signer of meeting for
Bell and Everetf, Free Press, July 22, 1860; Call for union
tlcket, Free Press, Oct. 25, 1861. RELIGION: Family
(Zebulon and Anna W, Kirby), "Ledger Book, Christ Church,
Detroit, 1849-1875." ETHNIC: Carlisle says from Berkshire
Co., Mass; b. England, Census, 1860.

LEWIS, SAMUEL

ECONOMIC: $3,262, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $77,000, Census,
1860; merchant»cagitalist, at death bank director, Free
Press, Nov. 19, 1878. POLITICS: '"Undersigned Democrats of
the clty of Detrolt, beg. . .there should be no contest of
polisical parties," Free Press, Oct. 22, 1863; Call for
union ticket, Free Press, Oct. 25, 1861. RELIGION: ‘'mem-
ber of Ste. AnneT's nearly all hils life, and to the end was
faithful and exemplary," Free Press, Nov. 21, 1878. ETHNIC:
Note Burton File: Son of Thomas and Mary (Brown) Lewis,
descendant of Louls Villiler D1t St. Louls; Alex. Lewls,
~brother; famlly on father's side originally Wales, came to
this country early 17th century; mother's family from France.
Father Thomas born Three Rivers, Canada, Farmer, II, 1047.

LOCKWOOD, THOMAS W,

ECONOMIC: $7,810, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $60,000, Census,
1860, POLITICS: "Call to Jackson," Advertiser, July 6,
1854; Republican candldate, Judge, Advertiser, Aug. 17,
1860; Republican candldate, lst Dis¥,, Free Press, Oct. 25,
1860; Representative, 1861-1864, Bingham, 419. RELIGION:
Left Fort Street 1857 in fight with Chandler-Joy factilon
over Reverend Nelll's pro-slavery sermon, Ross, Bench and
Bar, 126; Communicant, 1857, "Church Register of the West-
- minster Presbyterian Church, Detroit, Mich.", V. 1.

MANDELBAUM, SIMON

ECONOMIC: $15,250, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864,
$10,000, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865; Free Press,
May 6, 1876. POLITICS: "Whigs for Buchanan,'" Free Press,
Aug., 23, 1865. RELIGION: "Account Book, First Congrega-
tional Unitarian Soclety, 1858-59," BHC; "Ledger Book,
Christ Church, Detrolt, 1849-1875," (1862). ETHNIC: b.
Bohemia, Census, 1860.

MERRILL, CHARLES

ECONOMIC: $123,100 Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $210,000,
Census, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $11,026, Advertiser and Tri-
bune, Jan 14, 1865; "subsequent to 1848 became one of
Targest operators 1ln plne lands and lumber in Michigan,

saw mills in Saginaw, Muskegon, Falmouth,'" Farmer, II,
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1219, POLITICS: House illumlnated Republican Grand Torch-
light, Advertiser, Nov. 15, 1860; Call union ticket, Free
Press, Oct. 25, Ié61. RELIGION: '"Account Book, First .
Congregatlonal Unitarian Society, 1858-1859," BHC.

MOFFAT, HUGH

ECONOMIC :  $27,750, Detroilt Tax Roll, 1860; $50,000, steam
saw mill, Census, 1860. POLITICS: Republican mayor, 1871,
Farmer, II, 1046, ETHNIC: St. Andrews Soclety, Farmer,
1046; b. Scotland, Census, 1860,

ORR, EDWARD

ECONOMIC: Tax. Inc., 1864, $27,498, Advertiser and Tribune,
Jan, 14, 1865. POLITICS: former employee: 1 think MNc.
Orr's copperhead opinlons hastened hls flnancial diffi-
culties, " News-Tribune, July 4, 1879. RELIGION: "Edward
Orr desires to sell pew 94 in the Fort Street Presbyterian
Church, " Free Press, Jan, 1, 1859,

PALMS, FRANCIS

ECONOMIC: '"purchased 40,000 acres govermnment land Macomb
and St. Clair counties, 1837. Within 10 years realized
between. " $300,000 and éMO0,000. Invested large tracts
Michigan and Wisconsin. Became not only largest landowner
in N.W. but possibly largest Indlvidual land owner in U, S.
Minerals discovered, Farmer, II, 1070; dates 1n Farmer not
substantiated Macomb County Tax Assessment Roll, 1844, or
Francls Palms Papers, BHC--earliest land patents 1849;
$7,700, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Hotehklss, History of the
Lumber, 87-88. POLITICS: '"Frilends of Clay," Advertiser,
Sept. 16, 1842; call for union ticket, Free Press, Oct. 25,
1861. RELIGION: "Reglstre de Ste. Anne," V. . ETHNIC-
FAMILY: Father one of largest lnterests in Belgium,

- detroyed by fire, 1833, Hotchkiss, 87.

PECK, GEORGE

ECONOMIC: Tax. Inc., $10,913, Advertiser and Trilbune, Jan,
14, 1865; "From errand boy to bank president,” SB/Burton,
XXX, 17. POLITICS: "George Peck's drygoods store lighted
for Torchlight Parade after Lincoln's electlon,'" Advertilser,
Oct. 1, 1860. RELIGION: '"Church Register, Jefferson
Avenue Presbyterlan Church," ETHNIC: English, b. Conn.,
Farmer, 1166.

PENNIMAN, EBENEEZER JENCKS

ECONOMIC: '$112,500, Census, 1860. POLITICS: Whig delegate,
Advertiser, July 25, 1843; Whilg nominee, Free Press, Aug. 20,
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1845; Congress on Whig ticket, 1851-1853, Bingham, 518;
"Call to Jackson," Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Whig congres-
slonal coavention, Advertiser, Sept. 22, 1854; Delegate
Republican county conventlon, Advertilser, Aug. 17, 1860,
ETHNIC: English, New England, Leake, I1IIL, 1201.

RICHARDSON, DAVID M.

ECONOMIC: $14,650, Tax Inc., 1864, Advertiser and Tribune,
Jan. 14, 1865; match factory, sole proprietor, 1859-1875,
burned down 1860, rebuilt wlth assistance N. W. Brooks,
Farmer, II, 1200, POLITICS: Republican candidate, alder-
man, Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 28, 1863; Republican can-
dldate school Inspector, Advertiser and Tribune, Oct. 30,
1864, RELIGION: '"Reglster No. One (I8HF) First Congre-
gatlonal Church, Genealogical Records," V. 7, BHC.

ETHNIC: Farmer, II, 1200,

RIOPELLE, DOMINIQUE, JR.

ECONOMIC: $28,475, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860, See D. Riopelle,
Appendix I. POLITICS: Democratic alderman, 5th Ward,
Free Press, Feb, 24, 1852,

ST. AMOUR, EUGENE

ECONOMIC: $7,150, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $65,000, Census,
1860; "dock bullder," Detrolt Directory, 1861, 280.
POLITICS: '"Whigs for Buchanan, " Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856,
RELIGION: 'Registre de Ste. Anne; ™ V. 7, 3L26, 3495.
ETHNIC: Denissen, V. S, 3617, 3616.

SCOTT, S. B.

ECONOMIC: $75,000, fur dealer, Census, 1860; "S, B. Scott,
Travel Agent, M. I. Mills," Detroit Directory, 1861, 268.
POLITICS: '"Young Men's (Democratic) Central Unlon, ' Free
Press, July 3, 1860.

SHELDEN, ALLAN

ECONOMIC: $15,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc.,

1864, $27,500; $5,000, Census, 1860; Burton, Wayne, V, 524;
"mown and Shelden, dry goods Jobbers," Detroif Directory,
1861, 270; on kinds of property, News-Tribune, June 23, ’
T895. RELIGION: "Records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church, "
V. 11. ETHNIC AND POLITICS: Burton, 524,
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SIBLEY, FREDERICK B,

ECONOMIC: $22,787, Detroilt Tax Roll, 1860; $60,000 Census,
1860. POLITICS: Democrat, Leake, II, 441. RELIGION:

"Ledger Book, Christ Church, Detroit, 1849-1875." ETHNIC:
R. P. Slbley, Ancestry and Life of Josiah Sibley, 2, 7, 26.

SLOCUM, GILES B.

ECONOMIC: $23,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; Carlisle, 152.
POLITICS: Whlg committee supporting Republican candidates,
Advertiser, Oct. 7, 1854; Delegate Republican county con-
ventTon from Monguagonh, Advertilser, August 17, 1860,
ETHNIC: R. I. Quaker antecedents, Carlilsle, 155.

STEPHENS, JOHN

ECONOMIC: $42,950, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $140,000,

Census, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $27,508; "Stephens and Beatty,
wholesale grocers and commission merchants," Detroit Direc-
tory, 1860, 109. POLITICS: Call for union tIcket, Free
“Press, Oct. 25, 1861. RELIGION: '"Records, Fort Street
ngsﬁyterian Church, " V. 11, ETHNIC: b, Ireland, Census,
1560, . .

‘STEWART, NELSON P.

ECONOMIC: $42,750, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $60,000, Census,
1860; Director, Peninsular Bank, Free Press, June 11, 1859;
Stockholder, Detrolt and Milwaukee Rallroad, Free Press,
Jan. 23, 1859; "Banker,'" Detroit Directory, 1801, .
POLITICS: '"Independent Democrats, Free Press, March 2,
1853; Committee of reception for Douglas, Free Press, Oct.
14, 1860. RELIGION: "Ledger, Book, Christ Church,

Detroit, 1849-1875." ETHNIC: b, England, Census, 1860.

STOWELL, ALEXANDER

ECONOMIC: $70,000, Census, 1860; SB/Burton IXC, 28-29.
POLITICS: Democrat, alderman, 1850-53, state senator,

1854, Bingham, 617; Does he become Republican? Democrats
attack him as inspector of elections, 5th Ward, Free Press,
Nov. T, 1860; defeated alderman 5th Ward, AdvertIser,

Nov. &I, 1858; "one of first to urge the ralsing of the
colored regiment by Colonel Burns, even went South and
brought up about 70 men for it," SB/Burton, Ibid. RELIGION;
Eplscopal, SB/Burton, Ibid.

STRONG, HENRY NORTON

ECONOMIC: $30,4g5, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $146,000, ship
owner, Census, 1860; "Shipping, merchant," Detrolt Directory,
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1861, 283. POLITICS: "Friends of Clay," Advertiser, Sept.
16, 1842, ,

TOWN, REUBEN
ECONOMIC: $15,000, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; Tax. Inc.,

1864, Advertiser and Tribune, Jan. 1&, 1865; "Town and
Shelden, dry goods-jobbers, " Detrolt Directory, 1861, 293,

TRUEDELL, SAMUEL

ECONOMIC: $16,050, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $60,200 physician,
Census, 1860. POLITICS: Whig delegate county convention,
Advertiser, Sept. 30, 1842; Whig nominee from Springwells,

"IT we mistake not, he has been dolnhg noble service in the
Whlg ranks for more than fourteen years past. . . we feel

as confident of his electlion as we do of his loyalty to the
Whig faith,'" Advertiser, Oct. 20, 1852; Commlttee of recep-
tion for Douglas, Free Press, Oct. 12, 1860; Democratic
candidate, 9th Ward, Free Press, Oct., 24, 1860.

TROWBRIDGE, CHARLES A,

ECONOMIC: $24,000, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $75,000, Census,
1860; Mich. Pion. Coll., XIV, 162, POLITICS: "call to
Jackson, " Advertiser, July 6, 1854; Delegate Republican
state conventlon, Advertiser, Aug. 18, 1858; Business
meeting Republicans, Advertiser, Aug. 28, 1860, ETHNIC:
Francis Bacon Trowbridge, The Trowbrildge Genealogy, 529,

559-562.
TEN EYCK, WILLIAM

ECONOMIC: $18,595, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $64,130, Census,
1860. POLITICS: Democratic county conventlon, Free Press,
Feb. 2, 1859,

TRUAX, GEORGE BRIGHAM

ECONOMIC: $19,536, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860. FAMILY AND
ETHNIC: Carlisle,

VAN HUSAN, CALEB

ECONOMIC: $22,100, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $70,000 Census,
1860; Burton, Wayne III, 530. POLITICS: Democratic candi-
date state senator, Free Press, Oct., 7, 1860; Reception
Committee for Douglas, Free Press, Oct. 12, 1860. ETHNIC
AND RELIGION: Dutch, Baptist, Burton, Ibid.

—_—
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WARD, EBER, 2nd
- ECONOMIC: $15,750, Detrolt Tax Roll, 1860; $18,000, "Steam-

boats, " Census, 1860; Tax, Inc., 186&, $24,508, Advertiser
and Tribune, Jan. 14, 1865, See Ward Below.

WARD, EBER BROCK

ECONOMIC: $25,950, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $1,007,000,
Census, 1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $91,037; Ward Family Papers,
BHC; Kenneth N. Matcalf, "Detroit Steelmaker to the Nation,"
Detroit Historical Socilety Bulletin, XVIII, 4-10, POLITICS:
Whig ward meetings, Advertiser, sept. 14, 1854; "Call to
Jackson, " Advertiser, July b, 1854; Business meeting
Republicans, Advertiserjug. 28, 1860; Republican city con-
vention, Advertiser, Sept. 24, 1860; Call for non-partisan
ticket, Free Press, Oct, 25, 1861; Nomlnee union ticket,
9th Ward,” Advertiser, Nov. 5, 1861, RELIGION: "Account
Book, FirsT Congregational Unitarian Society, 1858-1859,"
BHC: "records, Fort Street Presbyterian Church," Y. 11.
ETHNIC: '"Genealogy and Descendants of Reverend David

Ward through Andrew Ward," Ward Famlly Flle, BHC.

WARNER, JARED C,

ECONOMIC: $66,000, Census, 1860; Farmer, II, 1233,
POLITICS: Call for non-partisan ticket, Free Press, Oct.
25, 1861; Democratic candldate school inspector, Advertiser,
Nov. 7, 1861L. RELIGION: one of earllest members Firs
Baptist Church, Farmer, Ibid.

WESSON, WILLIAM BRIGHAM

ECONOMIC: $94,172, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $105,000, land-
owner, Census, 1860; Crane and Wesson ploneer realtors,
Farmer, II, 1074. POLITICS:  "Call to Jackson,'" Advertiser,
~ July 6, 1854; Republican candidate state senate, Advertiser
and Tribune, Oct., 30, 1864, RELIGION: '"Marilner's Church
RegIster, Detrolt, 1549—1915,V BHC; "Records, St. Paul's
Eplscopal Church, Detroit," BHC. ETHNIC: Farmer, II, 1074,

WHITNEY, DAVID, JR.

ECONOMIC: Tax. Inc., 1864, $30,000, Advertiser and Tribune,
Jan. 14, 1865; SB/Burton, V (A), 20. POLITICS, RELIGION,
ETHNIC: Burton, III, 579. .

WIGHT, HEMRY A

ECONOMIC: $23,800, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $35,000, Detroit
Directory, 1861, 304. POLITICS: Whig committee, 4th Ward,
Advertlser, June 16, 1848; "Whigs for Buchanan." Free Press,
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Aug. 23, 1856; "Young Men's Democratic Central Union for
Douglas July 3, 1860, ETHNIC: William Ward

» " Free Press
~ Eilght, The Wights, 184-185.

WIGHT, STANLEY G.

ECONOMICS: ' Items same as under Henry A. Wight. POLITICS:
Bingham, 690. ‘

WILEY, JEFFERSON v

ECONOMIC: $19,880, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; $33,000, Census,
1860; Tax. Inc., 1864, $14,179, Advertiser ana Tribune,

Jan, 14, 1865; "first engaged in actlve busSlness as member
of firm of Jackson and Wiley, iron and brass founders,"
Bingham, 693. POLITICS: Business meeting of Republicauns,
Advertiser, Aug. 28, 1860; Republican candidate city
elections, Detrolt Trlbune, Nov. 15, 1858, RELIGION:
"Account Book, First Congregatlonal Unitarian Soclety,
1858-1859, " BAC. |

WILLIAMS, GURDON O,

ECONOMIC: $13,175, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860. POLITICS: B
Republican candidate for Sheriff, Advertiser, Aug..1l7, 1860;
Buslness meeting of Republicans, Advertiser, Aug. 25, 1860,
FAMILY: Inherited fortune from uncle, Advertiser and Tri-

bune, Nov. 2, 1863.

WILLIAMS, J. C. D.

ECONOMIC: $67,530, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; '"real estate."
Detrolt Directory, 1861, 308. POLITICS: "Whigs for
Buchanan, " Free Press, Aug. 23, 1856; Democratic alderman, .
4th Ward, Free Préss, Oct. 28, 1860; Democrats for free
speech, Freée Press, May 24, 1863. RELIGION: "Ledger Book,
Christ CHurch, Detroit, 1809-1875." TTHNIC: English-
Dutch-French, Catlin, 'FPamily of General John R. Williams,"

BHC.
WILLIAMS, JAMES MOTT

ECONOMIC: $49,525, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860; "ecoal dealer,"
Detrolt Directory, 1861, 308. POLITICS: 'thigs for
Buchanan, " Free pPress, Aug. 23, 1856. FAMILY AND ETHNIC:
See J. C. D, WIITIams.

- WILLIAMS, JOHN CONSTANTINE

ECONOMIC: $31,385, Detroit Tax Roll, 1860, POLITICS: Demo-
cratic candidate alderman, 6th Ward, Free Press, Oct. 28,
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1860. RELIGION: "A New Parish Reglster, St. John's

Episcopal Church," (1860). FAMILY AND ETHNIC: See
Jd. C, D, Williams, .
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