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Chapter 1




 




To

understand correctly the popular feeling in Missouri at the beginning of the

War between the States, it is necessary to look back more than a generation

prior to that time. It may be said that the political contest between the North

and the South began, or at least assumed definite form, with the application of

Missouri for admission into the Union, and that the feeling of hostility in the

North engendered by that contest, toward the State, has grown with the lapse of

time to the present day. During the seventy odd years which have passed, the

habit of misrepresenting the State and its people has become fixed and

ineradicable.




In 1819 Missouri sought admission

into the Union on terms entirely in accordance with the requirements of the

Federal Constitution and the precedents established in the admission of other

States—Kentucky, Tennessee, Louisiana and Mississippi in the South, and

Vermont, Ohio, Indiana and Illinois in the North—with the difference that the

former recognized the institution of domestic slavery, and the latter did not.

But in each instance the people of the State seeking admission had decided the question

for themselves. The territorial laws of Missouri recognized slavery. On that

account the Northern members of Congress refused to admit it. The Southern

members favored its admission, holding that the people of Missouri had a right

to determine the question as they pleased when they came to frame their State

constitution.




In this the North was manifestly

the aggressor. Its position had no warrant in the Constitution, in the laws or

in the precedents bearing on the subject. The contest that followed was

prolonged and violent, but finally the State was admitted in 1821, as the

result of the adoption of a compromise—known as the Missouri Compromise, the

principal provisions of which were that Missouri should be admitted as a

slaveholding State, but after that time there should be no slavery north of the

line of 36 degrees and 30 minutes, while in States south of that line, formed

out of territory embraced in the Louisiana purchase, slavery might or might not

exist as the people determined in organizing State governments. In this way the

immediate question at issue was settled, not in accordance with the law, or the

constitutional right of the people organizing new States to make their own

laws, but by drawing an arbitrary line across the country from east to west and

giving those on one side the right of self-government, and denying it to those

on the other side.




This arrangement was not

satisfactory to the people of Missouri, because it imposed upon them conditions

on entering the Union which had not been imposed on the people of other States.

But it put a stop to the agitation of the slavery question for a generation, as

far as the admission of new States was concerned. In the meantime, however, it

became more and more a political issue, attended with a growing feeling of

bitterness on both sides. But it did not assume practical form again until

California, organized out of a part of the territory acquired from Mexico chiefly

by the blood and courage of Southern soldiers, asked admission into the Union,

when it was revived in more than its original spirit of sectional violence.




As a result of this agitation the

Missouri legislature adopted resolutions affirming the rights of the States as

interpreted by Southern statesmen and instructing its senators in Congress to

co-operate with the senators of the other Southern States in any measures they

might adopt as a defense against the encroachments and aggressions of the

North. Senator Thomas H. Benton refused to obey these instructions and appealed

to the people of the State in vindication of his course. He was serving his

fifth term in the Senate, and his hold on the people of the State was very

strong. But notwithstanding his great ability and popularity, he was beaten for

re-election to the Senate and was afterward successively defeated for governor

and for representative in Congress. The resolutions of instructions remained

unrepealed on the statute-book until after the war. They were a protest against

the indignity put upon the State in the terms imposed upon it in its admission

to the Union.




The events that followed the

passage by Congress of the Kansas-Nebraska bill still further aggravated public

sentiment. A struggle began in Kansas between the partisans of the North and

the South for the political control of the Territory, which was carried on with

great and constantly increasing bitterness on both sides. At first it was a

legitimate contest between actual settlers, but it soon became one of fraud and

violence. Emigrant aid societies were formed in the North, which sent men by

the hundreds and thousands into the Territory, with the Bible in one hand and a

Sharpe's rifle in the other, who manifested their fanaticism and lawlessness by

denouncing the Union as ‘a league with hell,’ the Constitution as ‘a covenant

with death,’ and the national flag as ‘a flaunting lie.’ They were organized to

plunder and kill. Missourians, as well as settlers from other Southern States,

went into the Territory in large numbers to maintain their own rights as

defined in the Constitution and the laws, and the rights of the South as a

joint owner in the common territory of the country. To some extent the national

authorities attempted to preserve the peace, and kept the combatants apart, but

the struggle was really the beginning of the war that followed with all its

attendant train of evils. Missouri suffered more from the pilfering

propensities of these armed bands of Northern emigrants than from their

fighting capacity. Their efforts were directed chiefly to abducting slaves from

their Missouri owners, but they did not disdain other crimes and other species

of property when opportunity offered.




Thus Missouri, from the time it

became a State—indeed, from before that time—was deeply involved in the

struggle between the North and the South and was frequently the scene of the

most heated part of the struggle.




The experiences of its people in

the settlement of Kansas had forced upon them a knowledge of what Northern

supremacy meant, as far as they and the people of the South were concerned.

These things ought to have solidified public sentiment and made the State

practically a unit when the time for action came. To some extent they did, or

rather would have done so, if the Southern leaders in the State had had a

conception of the nature of the crisis that confronted them. But they were

politicians, men shrewd enough in their way, who knew the written and unwritten

laws of party management thoroughly, while war and revolution were entirely

beyond their mental range, and consequently they delayed, hesitated and

frittered away their strength, laboriously doing nothing, until the storm burst

upon them and found them totally unprepared.




At the presidential election in

1860, Missouri cast its electoral vote for Stephen A. Douglas. It was the only State

that did so. The total vote was 165,000. Of these, 58,801 were given to the

Douglas electors; 58,373 to the Bell electors; 31,317 to the Breckinridge

electors; and 17,165 to the Lincoln electors. The vote, however, did not

correctly represent the sentiment of the people of the State. Claiborne F.

Jackson was the regular Democratic nominee for governor. He was a good man, in

a personal sense, and thoroughly loyal to the institutions of the State and the

South. But as a matter of policy he declared his intention early in the

campaign to support Douglas for President, thereby giving him the appearance of

being the nominee and representative of the party. The more pronounced Southern

men, the Breckinridge Democrats, refused to follow his lead, and nominated

Hancock Jackson for governor, with a fill electoral ticket. No doubt Claiborne

F. Jackson thought he was acting for the best interests of the State and the

cause to which he was strongly attached. But he was not. His precipitate

movement in favor of Douglas divided Southern men and produced discord among

them, when it was desirable above all things that they should be united and

should act together in harmony. This was the first great mistake made by the

Southern leaders in Missouri, and it was followed with fatal consistency by

others that brought many disasters on the people of the State, and possibly

changed the whole current of American history.




The supporters of Breckinridge,

of Douglas and of Bell were in the main opposed to the sectional purposes of

the Republican party, to the election of Lincoln, to the policy of the coercion

of the Southern States, and when the test came would have been united in regard

to the position Missouri should take. But dissensions and antagonisms were

created among them by bad management. The vote showed the Republicans were out.

numbered nine to one. Their strength was mainly in St. Louis and the counties

along the south side of the Missouri river between St. Louis and Jefferson

City, in which, as well as in St. Louis, there was a large element of Germans.

The seeds of Republicanism had been sown in the State by Thomas H. Benton, when

he appealed to the people against the instructions of the legislature twelve

years before. In the contest which ensued his friends had established an organ

in St. Louis to advocate his cause, and his supporters, under the leadership of

Francis P. Blair, Jr., had been organized into a party and were a compact and

fanatical force in the body-politic. Blair was a man of great strength of

character, and a fearless and sagacious party leader. In the politics of the

State he was an outlaw, and in the stormy period preceding the war he was more

or less a revolutionist. He had nothing to lose and everything to gain by a

bold course. Besides this, circumstances favored him. When Mr. Lincoln made up

his cabinet, his brother, Judge Montgomery Blair, was appointed

postmaster-general. Thus Frank Blair was the unquestioned leader of a

considerable and well-organized party in the State, with the resources of the

Federal government practically at his disposal as far as Missouri was

concerned, and was well fitted by nature and experience to play a bold part in

the terrible drama of war and revolution which was impending.




Notwithstanding the comparative

insignificance of the Republican vote in the State, the contest was not as

unequal as it appeared. Blair knew the elements with which he had to deal as

well as his opponents. He knew, besides, what the policy of the Federal

government would be, and what support he could depend on. Both sides were

getting ready to strike a decisive blow. But the Southern leaders were playing

an open hand, while he was playing a secret one. The State occupied a

precarious position. It was surrounded on three sides by Northern States, which

were organizing and arming their citizens to invade it. The troops of Illinois,

Iowa and Kansas were almost as much at Blair's disposal as those he was

actively but secretly organizing in Missouri.




Both sides were waiting. The

Southern leaders did not know what they wanted to do, and consequently were not

doing anything. As politicians they were shirking the responsibility of action

and waiting for some overt act on the part of the Federal authorities. Their

attitude and policy suited Blair exactly. He was waiting, too, but at the same

time he was working with a definite idea and aim. He was exerting to the utmost

his great powers as a political intriguer to cause misunderstandings and

dissensions among his opponents throughout the State, and organizing, arming

and drilling his forces in St. Louis. In fact, he was getting them ready to

commit the overt act for which his opponents were waiting. All he wanted was

time, and they were giving him time.




At

that period St. Louis was not only the commercial but the financial and

political center of the State. The banks, the great commercial houses and the

manufacturing establishments were located there. The railroads centered there.

The newspapers that most strongly influenced the thought of the people and most

nearly controlled their action were published there. All of these agencies were

combined and were used openly or covertly against the integrity of the State

and the Southern cause. The Democrat, the old Benton organ, which was

established in the first place through the influence of Blair, and was still

controlled by him, was unreservedly for the Republican party and the Union. The

Bulletin was ultra-Southern, but it was newly established, of limited

circulation and influence, and was short-lived. The Republican, the oldest

paper in the State and probably the leading paper of the Mississippi valley,

was the organ of the bankers, the merchants, the manufacturers, the property owners

and businessmen of the city, and, to a great extent, of the State. The position

of the Democrat and the Bulletin was defined. That of the Republican was not.

Nominally it was Southern in feeling and policy, but really it changed its

course with every change in the situation, and while talking of the rights of

the people and the honor of the State, was playing into the hands of the

enemies of both. It was an enemy in the camp of the Southern Rights men and did

their cause all the harm it could.




During this period of doubt and

delay, Missourians had an object lesson at home that might have taught them a

world of wisdom, if they had chosen to learn the lesson. The State had found it

necessary during the preceding fall to keep a considerable military force on

its southwestern frontier to protect the lives and property of the people of

the border counties from the predatory and murderous incursions of armed bands

of Kansans. So bitter was the feeling of the Free State men of Kansas that they

never allowed an opportunity to harass, plunder and murder the people of

Missouri to pass unimproved. A certain Captain Montgomery, with an indefinite

force under him, was particularly active in this congenial work. The only

organized and armed force which the State had was Gen. D. M. Frost's skeleton

brigade, of St. Louis. It was a fine body of men—a little army in itself,

composed of infantry, artillery and cavalry—and General Frost, who was a native

of New York, was a graduate of West Point. Though the brigade did not fight any

battles, Frost was an intelligent officer and a strict disciplinarian, and his

campaign served a good purpose in instructing in the rudiments of soldiership a

number of young men who afterward made brilliant reputations in the Confederate

army. In point of fact, General Harney of the regular army was eventually sent

to the scene of disturbance to hold the lawless Kansans in check. The incident

did not amount to much, but it showed the feeling by which the Northern people

were animated, and their hostility to Missouri and Missourians. 























 




Chapter 2




 




The general assembly of Missouri

met at Jefferson City on the 2nd of January 1861, and the Southern element

organized both houses with scarcely a show of opposition. There was but one

Republican in the senate, and in the house there were 83 Democrats, 37 Bell men

and 12 Republicans. It was conceded that the Secessionists controlled the

legislative branch of the government. All that was required to put the State in

line with the other Southern States was prompt and decisive action. The people

of the State expected such action would be taken and were prepared to uphold the

legislature in taking it.




The message of the retiring

governor, Robert M. Stew. art, was sent to the two houses on January 3rd.

Governor Stewart was a Northern man—a native of New York—and a fair type of a

Northern Democrat. He sympathized with the South but held to the Union. No one,

therefore, was surprised that, while he admitted the wrongs the South had

suffered at the hands of the North, and the dangers that threatened the country

from the intolerant and aggressive spirit of the party about to come into

power, he opposed secession on the ground that it was without warrant of law,

and the secession of Missouri in particular on the special ground that it had

no power to withdraw from the Union, because it belonged to the United States

by the right of purchase, having been formed from a part of the territory

bought from France by the Federal government. In addition to denying generally

and specially the right of the State to secede, he dwelt with emphasis on the

division and conflict of sentiment among the people of the State and its

exposed situation, surrounded as it was on three sides by States loyal to the

Union, the citizens of which were already organizing and arming, and the great

danger it would incur if it attempted to secede. ‘Regarding as I do the

American Confederacy,’ he said, in closing, ‘as the source of a thousand

blessings, pecuniary, social and moral, and its destruction as fraught with

incalculable loss, suffering and crime, I would here, in my last official act

as governor of Missouri, record my solemn protest against such unwise and hasty

action, and my unalterable devotion to the Union so long as it can be made the

protector of equal rights.’




The same day the newly elected

State officers took the oath of office, and Gov. Claiborne F. Jackson sent his

inaugural address to the two houses. Governor Jackson was a Kentuckian of

Virginian descent. He was a middle-aged man of dignified and impressive

bearing, a farmer of independent fortune, and had been a citizen of the State

for forty years. He was a forcible speaker, a debater rather than an orator, a

politician of experience, and a man of positive opinions on public questions,

upon which he generally had the courage to act. He had been connected with the

politics of the State, off and on, for twenty-five years in a legislative

capacity, and was chairman of the senate committee on Federal relations in

1848– 49, and as such reported the resolutions instructing Senator Benton and

his colleague to co-operate with the representatives of the Southern States in

any policy of protection they might adopt. In the contest which ensued, when

Benton refused to obey the instructions and appealed from the legislature to

the people, he had taken a prominent part and became recognized as one of the

most positive and active of Southern leaders.




In his address Governor Jackson

traced the origin and growth of the anti-slavery party and showed that it was

in violation of the letter and spirit of the Constitution, sectional, inimical

to the rights and interests of the State, and a menace to the perpetuity of the

Union. He reviewed in detail the situation, as far as Missouri was concerned,

and declared that safety and honor alike demanded that the State should make

common cause with the other Southern States. ‘The destiny of the slaveholding

States of the Union is one and the same,’ he said. ‘The identity rather than

the similarity of their domestic institutions; their political principles and

party usages; their common origin, pursuits, tastes, manners, and customs; their

territorial contiguity and commercial relations—all contribute to combine them

together in one sisterhood. And Missouri will, in my opinion, best consult her

own interests and the interests of the whole country by a timely declaration of

her determination to stand by her sister slaveholding States, in whose wrongs

she participates and with whose institution and people she sympathizes.’ He

objected to a congressional compromise of existing difficulties as temporary

and ineffective, as had been demonstrated by experience, and advocated

additional constitutional guarantees. In conclusion he recommended the calling

of a State convention and a thorough re-organization of the State militia.




In popular estimation the

governor's address was not a strong document. It lacked in nerve and decision.

It did not meet the requirements of the times. The people were intensely

excited and knew intuitively that the impending danger was great and the time

for preparation to meet it short. The address went too far for a peace

document, and not far enough for a call on the part of the chief executive of

the State for the people to prepare for war, or even to put the State in a

position to defend itself, if necessary, from encroachment and invasion. It had

too much politics and not enough war in it to suit the secession element, and

too much war and not enough politics to suit the Union element. Under other

conditions it might have been considered an evidence of political shrewdness on

the part of the governor, but, as it was, it was a damper on the enthusiasm of

his partisans. The fact is, the Crittenden compromise measures and other

propositions looking to a restoration of tranquility were pending, and the

governor, true to his political training, did not think it judicious to commit

himself too far either way. Nobody doubted the integrity of his motives or his

loyalty to the State and its institutions, but a great many, and those mostly

his own partisans, doubted whether he was the man for the crisis.




The most accomplished, the

clearest-headed and the strongest man connected with the State government

undoubtedly was Lieut.-Gov. Thomas C. Reynolds. He was a South Carolinian by

birth, but his family was Virginian. He was at once a student, a cavalier and a

man of the world. He was a classical, as well as a modern, scholar, and, as the

result of considerable experience as secretary of legation in Spain, was an

adept in the mysteries of diplomacy and the courtesy of courts. At the same

time he was learned in the law, a good speaker, and had acquitted himself well

in several affairs of honor, in one of which he had wounded B. Gratz Brown, a

violent leader on the Union side.




In the organization of the

senate, the lieutenant governor, who was ex-officio president of that body, so arranged

the committees that they could be depended on, under all circumstances, to act

when action was required. But before the meeting of the legislature, or rather

before his induction into office, he prepared and published a letter in which

he expressed his views in regard to the course Missouri should pursue in the

crisis which was at hand. The substance of it was that the State should adopt

decisive measures at once. As a consequence, bills were immediately introduced

to call a State convention, to organize, arm and equip the militia, and to take

from the Republican mayor of St. Louis the power to call out the Wide-awakes—a

Republican semi-military organization—in case of political disturbances in the

city. In the state of feeling that existed, all of these bills could have been

passed at once if they had been pushed with vigor and determination. The senate

acted promptly, but the house, which was larger and more unwieldy, was disposed

to discuss at length everything that came before it, thus causing delay in the

first place, and producing division and antagonism among those who should have

acted together, in the next place. The bill to provide for calling a State

convention was passed, and also the bill for curtailing the power of the

Republican mayor of St. Louis, but the bill for organizing, arming and

equipping the militia—which was by far the most important of the three—met with

opposition and was not passed until the State was plunged into war.




In the meantime, the Southern and

least exposed States were going out of the Union and taking possession of the

forts and arsenals within their limits as they went—some of them, indeed,

before they had formally withdrawn from the Union. Governor Brown, of Georgia,

set the example in prompt action by seizing Fort Pulaski and garrisoning it

with State troops before his State had adopted an ordinance of secession.

Governor Moore, of Alabama, seized the arsenal at Mount Vernon, and Forts

Morgan and Gaines, which commanded the approach to Mobile. The governor of Florida

seized the arsenal at Apalachicola, and Fort Marion at St. Augustine. The

governor of Louisiana took possession of Fort St. Philip and Fort Jackson,

which commanded the entrance to the Mississippi river, and seized the arsenal

at Baton Rouge. President Buchanan officially informed Congress of these things

and declared that the country was in the midst of a great revolution.




In Missouri there were two

arsenals—one at Liberty, in Clay County, on the western border of the State,

and the other in the southern suburb of St. Louis. The first was a small

affair, of no great importance under any circumstances. The second contained

about 60,000 stand of arms, cannon of every size, and a large supply of the

munitions of war. It could have been taken at any time for months, with the

tacit consent of its commandant, if the State authorities had possessed the

courage to take it. But they not only would not authorize its seizure, but

would not consent that unauthorized parties—volunteers who were ready to act on

an hour's notice—should take possession of it. In fact, the State authorities

practically stood guard over it and protected it for the benefit of the Federal

authorities until they were ready to guard it themselves and use the material

it contained for the overthrow of the State government and the subjugation of

the people of the State.




But interest centered on the

general assembly rather than the arsenal. When it met it was strongly Southern

in its sentiment, as has been said, if it were not in favor of the immediate

secession of the State. But it was slow in getting to work, and in a short time

there were signs of disaffection in the house. It was composed of Douglas

Democrats, Breckinridge Democrats, Bell men and Republicans. The Republicans,

an insignificant minority, stood alone and were content to pursue an

aggravating policy of obstruction. The other elements did not work together in

harmony. Out of the exigencies of the times new party alignments arose. They

took the form of Secessionists, Conditional Union men, and Unconditional Union

men. The positions and purposes of the Secessionists and Unconditional Union

men were clear and distinct. All men knew what they meant and what their

leaders were determined to accomplish at the risk of their lives. The Conditional

Union men were an unknown quantity. They sometimes acted with the Secessionists

and sometimes with the Unconditional Union men, but were not true to either for

any considerable length of time. They represented the wealth and the commercial

and manufacturing interests of St. Louis and the larger towns of the State and

changed their tactics constantly to suit their interests. On account of the

wealth and high character of their leaders, their Southern birth and

associations, and the weak and hesitating policy of the Southern leaders, they

had great influence, which a majority of them used to do the Southern cause all

the harm they could. In no quarter were they more active and successful than in

the demoralizing influence they brought to bear on the legislature.




A week after the legislature met

it passed the bill to call a convention to consider the question of secession

and the adoption of measures to vindicate the sovereignty of the State. The

bill passed both houses by a large majority. In the senate there were only two

votes against it. In the house 105 members voted for it and 18 against it. It

was considered that the vote against it represented the full strength of the

Unconditional Union men, and its passage by such a large majority was regarded as

a triumph for the Southern Rights men. After this the legislature did not do

anything of importance for nearly three weeks, when George G. Vest introduced a

resolution in the house in the nature of a reply to resolutions adopted by the

legislatures of New York and other Northern States tendering men and money to

the President for the purpose of coercing the seceding States. Vest's

resolution said: ‘We regard with the utmost abhorrence the doctrine of coercion

as indicated by the action of the States aforesaid, believing that the same

would end in civil war and forever destroy the hope of reconstructing the

Federal Union. So believing, we deem it our duty to declare that if there is

any invasion of the slaveholding States for the purpose of carrying such doctrine

into effect, it is the opinion of this general assembly that the people of

Missouri will constantly rally on the side of their Southern brethren to resist

the invader at all hazards and to the last extremity.’ The resolution was

supported by Geo. G. Vest, Thomas A. Harris and J. F. Cunningham in impassioned

speeches, and opposed by Geo. Partridge and James Peckham, Unconditional Union

men, with equal fervor. It was adopted in the house by a vote of 89 to 14, and

in the senate with only one dissenting vote. The Secessionists were jubilant,

for they considered that the State was solemnly pledged, as far as the

legislature could pledge it, to resist coercion and stand with the South to the

last extremity.




The act calling a State

convention provided that the delegates should be elected on the 18th of

February, and that the convention should meet and organize at Jefferson City on

the last day of February. Men and parties at once addressed themselves to the

work of electing delegates. An alliance, the terms which no body but the

leaders of the respective parties knew, was formed between the Conditional and

Unconditional Union men. It was the work of Frank Blair. The more radical, or

rather the more blatant of the Unconditional Union men opposed it. But they were

speedily suppressed by Blair and made to understand that their duty was to

follow, without question, wherever he chose to lead. The Unconditional Union

leaders did most of the talking and appeared most prominently before the

public. They were strong in wealth, in social position, and in reputation as

conservative citizens. Almost to a man they had been in times past

representatives of Southern sentiment. They now brought all the power of their

wealth, respectability and social position to bear to control the election and

determine the complexion of the convention. They were good Union men in St.

Louis and the larger towns of the State, and good Southern men in the country

districts. They dwelt upon the danger that would result from secession and

pleaded for delay, conciliation and compromise.




They were successful. When the

convention met the most remarkable thing about it was that there was not an

avowed Secessionist among its members. When the campaign opened Frank Blair's

Wide-awakes in St. Louis were rapidly augmented in numbers—Eastern men

supplying Blair with money to organize and arm them—and assumed such an

arrogant and threatening demeanor that Governor Jackson was appealed to by

quiet citizens for protection. He had no authority to call out the militia when

the legislature was in session and referred the matter to that body. The senate

promptly, by a vote of 18 to 4, authorized him to call out the militia, but the

house, notwithstanding the appeals of Vest, Claiborne and Freeman, refused to

concur, and St. Louis was terrorized into giving the combined Unconditional and

Constitutional Union ticket a majority of 5,000. Through the policy of violence

and fraud in the larger towns, and of promises and false pretenses in the

country districts, the State declared against secession by a majority of 80,000.




Nor was this all. The showing

made by the unholy combination overthrew the secession majority in the lower

house of the legislature and blocked all legislation for putting the State in a

condition to protect herself. The bill for organizing, arming and equipping the

militia was under discussion in the house on the day of the election, and its

advocates were confident of securing its passage, but the next day a number of

members who had been clamorous for arming the State refused to support the

bill, claiming that the people had declared they did not want it to pass, and

that in obedience to the wishes of their constituents they were constrained to

oppose it. 


















 




 




Chapter 3




 




The State convention met at

Jefferson City on the last day of February. Ex-Gov. Sterling Price, a

Conditional Union man, was elected president. He received 75 votes, and

Nathaniel Watkins, a half-brother of Henry Clay, received 15. As soon as the

convention was organized it adjourned to St. Louis, the stronghold of Unionism

in the State, and put itself under the protection of Blair's Wide-awakes. In

some respects the convention looked fair enough for the Southern Rights cause.

If the people had not elected Secessionists they had elected Southern men to

represent them, and men whom they thought they could trust. It consisted of 99

members. Of these 53 were natives of either Virginia or Kentucky, and all but

17 of the whole number were Southern born. Of the remainder, 13 were natives of

Northern States, three were Germans, and one was an Irishman.




On re-assembling in St. Louis on

the 4th of March, the convention went to work in earnest. On the 9th the

committee on Federal relations made a long report through its chairman, Judge

Hamilton R. Gamble. ‘The position of Missouri,’ it said, ‘in relation to the

adjacent States which would continue in the Union, would necessarily expose

her, if she became a member of a new confederacy, to utter destruction whenever

any rupture might take place between the different republics. In a military

aspect, secession and connection with a Southern confederacy is annihilation

for Missouri. The true position for her to assume is that of a State whose

interests are bound up in the maintenance of the Union, and whose kind feelings

and strong sympathies are with the people of the Southern States with whom they

are connected by ties of friendship and blood.’




At the same time the committee

submitted a series of resolutions in conformity with the report. George Y. Bast

moved to add to the resolutions a declaration that if the Northern States

refused to accept the Crittenden compromise, and the other border slaveholding

States should thereupon secede, Missouri would not hesitate to go with them.

For this motion only 23 members of the convention voted. One after another the

convention voted down all amendments or modifications of the report of the

committee, and, after a short discussion, adopted it as a whole. It then

adjourned subject to the call of a committee which was appointed for that

purpose. The real sentiment of the convention was expressed by William A. Hall

when he said: ‘Our feelings and sympathies may incline us to go with the South,

in the event of a separation. But feeling is temporary — interest is

permanent.’ In the proceedings of the convention the ordinary courtesies of

life were observed, but the intent of what it did was radically anti-Southern.

The leaders talked very much as they talked in the campaign that preceded their

election as delegates, but what they did was what Frank Blair wanted them to

do. Their action marked the absorption, in great part, of the Conditional Union

party, which had gained control of the convention by fraud and false pretenses,

by the Unconditional Union party.
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