
 

The Opposition to Jackson 

 

Document 1— Worcester vs. Georgia 

Author:   John Marshall   

Date:1832 

Annotation: This ruling comes from John Marshall, the Chief Justice of the United States Supreme Court in 1832.  

  
Document: The first step, then, in the inquiry which the Constitution and the laws impose on this court, is an 
examination of the rightfulness of this claim. . . 

From the commencement of our government Congress has passed acts to regulate trade and intercourse with the 

Indians; which treat them as nations, respect their rights, and manifest a firm purpose to afford that protection which 

treaties stipulate. All these acts, and especially that of 1802, which is still in force, manifestly consider the several 

Indian nations as distinct political communities, having territorial boundaries, within which their authority is exclusive, 

and having a right to all the lands within those boundaries, which is not only acknowledged, but guaranteed by the 

United States. . . . 

The Cherokee Nation, then, is a distinct community, occupying its own territory, with boundaries accurately 

described, in which the laws of Georgia can have no force, and which the citizens of Georgia have no right to enter 

but with the assent of the Cherokees themselves or in conformity with treaties and with the acts of Congress. The 

whole intercourse between the United States and this nation is, by our Constitution and laws, vested in the 

government of the United States. 

The act of the State of Georgia under which the plaintiff in error was prosecuted is consequently void, and the 

judgement a nullity. . . . The Acts of Georgia are repugnant to the Constitution, laws, and treaties of the United 

States. They are in direct hostility with treaties, repeated in a succession of years, which mark out the boundary that 

separates the Cherokee country from Georgia; guarantee to them all the land within their boundary; solemnly pledge 

the faith of the United States to restrain their citizens from trespassing on it; and recognize the pre-existing power 

of the nation to govern itself.--- Judgement reversed. 

Document 2— Nullification and the Bank War: John C. Calhoun in the Connecticut Herald  

  
Date:1831 

Annotation: 

During Jackson's presidency, tariff and banking policies dominated national politics. Compared to the issues that 
dominated British politics during the same years--slave emancipation, factory regulation, and assistance to the poor-
-the issues Americans fought over might seem less important. Nevertheless, vital interests were at stake, relating to 
such fateful questions as equality of opportunity, the balance of sectional power, and the proper role of government 
in the economy. 

  
Document: 



Mr. Calhoun's Sentiments 

It would be in vain to conceal that it [the tariff] has divided the country into two great geographical divisions, and 
arrayed them against each other, in opinion at least, if not interests also, on some of the most vital of political 
subjects; on its finance, its commerce, and its industry; subjects calculated above all others...[to place] the sections 
in question in deep and dangerous conflict.... If there be any point to which the...weaker of the two sections is 
unanimous, it is that its prosperity depends, in a great measure, on free trade, light taxes, economical and as far as 
possible, equal disbursements of the public revenue, and an unshackled industry, elevating them to pursue whatever 
may appear most advantageous to their interests.... 

The stronger [states], in order to maintain their superiority, giving a construction to the instrument [the 
Constitution] which the other believes would convert the General Government into a consolidated, irresponsible 
government, with the total destruction of liberty; and the weaker, seeing no hope of relief from such assumption of 
powers, turning its eye to the reserved sovereignty of the States, as the only refuge from oppression.... 

We are fast approaching a period very novel in the history of nations, and bearing directly and powerfully on the 
point under consideration--the final payment of a long standing funded debt... When it arrives, the Government 
would find itself in possession of a surplus revenue of 10,000,000 or 12,000,000 of dollars, if not previously disposed 
of.... 

The honest and obvious course is, to prevent the accumulation of the surplus in the treasury, by a timely and judicious 
reduction of the imposts; and thereby leave the money in the pockets of those who made it, and from whom it 
cannot be honestly nor constitutionally taken unless required by the fair and legitimate wants of the Government.... 

Every duty imposed for the purpose of protection, is not only unequal, but also unconstitutional. 

Document 3— David Crockett Attacks President Andrew Jackson 

Author:   David Crockett   

Date:1834 

Annotation: 

In this letter, David Crockett (1786-1836), the famous frontier hero and an anti-Jackson member of Congress from 
Tennessee, attacks the withdrawal of government funds from the Bank of the United States by President Jackson and 
calls the president a tyrant ruled by personal ambition. Crockett blamed the economic panic on Jackson and his war 
on the bank. In 1834, pro-Jackson forces defeated the reelection bid of Crockett to the Twenty-fourth Congress. 

  
Document: 

I do consider the question now before Congress is one of deep interest to the American people the question is 
whether we will surrender up our old long and happy mode of government and take a despot. If Jackson is sustained 
in this act we say that the will of one man shall be the law of the land. This you know the people will never submit 
to. I do believe nothing keeps the people quiet at this time only the hope that Congress will give some relief to the 
Country. We have had memorials from more than three hundred thousand people praying for the restoration of the 
deposits and a revival of the Charter of the United States Bank. They state that the manufactures have all stopped 
and dismissed their hands and that there is men, women and children ro[a]ming over the country offering to work 
for their victuals. You know that such a state of things cannot be kept quiet long. This have never been the case 
before since previous to the old war [the War of 1812]. The people petitioned in vain...and at length we knew what 
followed and...my great dread is a Civil War. I do consider the South Carolina question [the Nullification controversy] 
nothing to compare with the present moment. We see the whole circulatory medium of the Country deranged and 
destroyed and the whole commercial community oppressed and distressed.... Just to gratify the ambition of one man 
[Jackson] that he may [w]reck his vengeance on the United States Bank. And for what? Just because it refused to 
lend its aid in upholding his party. The truth is he is surrounded by a set of imps...that is willing to sacrifice the country 
to promote their own interest.... 



Prompt 

a. Analyze how the opposition to Jackson viewed his policies and voiced their concerns over the 

following issues: 

* The Bank of the United States 

* Native American Removal 

* The Nullification Crisis 


