
 

Andrew Jackson— In His Own Voice 

 

Document 1— Jackson’s Rationale for Removal 

Author:   President Andrew Jackson   

Dates:1829 and 1830 

Annotation: President Jackson offers his rationale for removing Indians to lands west of the Mississippi River. 

  
Document A: It has long been the policy of Government to introduce among them the arts of civilization, in the 
hope of gradually reclaiming them from a wandering life. This policy has, however, been coupled with another wholly 
incompatible with its success. Professing a desire to civilize and settle them, we have at the same time lost no 
opportunity to purchase their lands and thrust them farther into the wilderness. By this means they have not only 
been kept in a wandering state, but been led to look upon us as unjust and indifferent to their fate.... A portion, 
however, of the Southern tribes, having mingled much with the whites and made some progress in the arts of civilized 
life, have lately attempted to erect an independent government within the limits of Georgia and Alabama. These 
States, claiming to be the only sovereigns within their territories, extended their laws over the Indians, which induced 
the latter to call upon the United States for protection.... 

Our ancestors found them the uncontrolled possessors of these vast regions. By persuasion and force they have 
been made to retire from river to river and from mountain to mountain, until some of the tribes have become extinct 
and others have left but remnants to preserve for a while their once terrible name. Surrounded by the whites with 
their arts of civilization, which by destroying the resources of the savage doom him to weakness and decay, the fate 
of the Mohegan, the Narragansett, and the Delaware is fast overtaking the Choctaw, the Cherokee, and the Creek. 
That this fate surely awaits them if they remain within the limits of the States does not admit of a doubt. Humanity 
and national honor demand that every effort should be made to avert so great a calamity.... 

As a means of effecting this end I suggest for your consideration the propriety of setting apart an ample district west 
of the Mississippi, and without the limit of any State or Territory now formed, to be guaranteed to the Indian tribes 
as long as they shall occupy it.... There they may be secured in the enjoyment of governments of their own choice, 
subject to no other control from the United States than such as may be necessary to preserve peace on the frontier 
and between the several tribes. There the benevolent may endeavor to teach them the arts of civilization.... 

This emigration would be voluntary, for it would be as cruel and unjust to compel the aborigines to abandon the 
graves of their fathers and seek a home in a distant land. But they should be distinctly informed that if they remain 
within the limits of the States they must be subject to their laws.... 

  
Document 2— Andrew Jackson Denounces Nullification in a Presidential Proclamation 

Author:   Andrew Jackson   

Date:1832 

  
Document: 

I consider then the power to annul a law of the United States, assumed by one State, INCOMPATIBLE WITH THE 
EXISTENCE OF THE UNION, CONTRADICTED EXPRESSLY BY THE LETTER OF THE CONSTITUTION, 
UNAUTHORIZED BY ITS SPIRIT, INCONSISTENT WITH EVERY PRINCIPLE ON WHICH IT WAS FOUNDED, 
AND DESTRUCTIVE OF THE GREAT OBJECT FOR WHICH IT WAS FORMED.... 



The law in question was passed under a power expressly given by the Constitution, to lay and collect imposts.... The 
Constitution has given expressly to Congress the right of raising revenue and of determining the sum the public 
exigencies will require. The States have no control over the exercise of this right, other than that which results from 
the power of changing the Representatives who abuse it, and thus procure redress.... 

This right to secede is deduced from the nature of the Constitution, which they say is a compact between sovereign 
States, who have preserved their whole sovereignty, and therefore are subject to no superior: that because they 
made the compact, they can break it, when, in their opinion, it has been departed from by the other states. Fallacious 
as this course of reasoning is, it enlists State pride, and finds advocates in the honest prejudices of those who have 
not studied the nature of our Government sufficiently to see the radical error on which it rests. 

No one fellow citizens, has a higher reverence for the reserved rights of the States than the Magistrate who now 
addresses you.... The States, severally have not retained their entire sovereignty. It has been shown that in becoming 
parts of a nation, not members of a league, they surrendered many of their essential parts of sovereignty. The right 
to make treaties--declare war--levy taxes--exercise exclusive judicial and legislative powers--were all of them 
functions of sovereign power. The States then, for all these important purposes, were no longer sovereign. The 
allegiance of their citizens was transferred in the first instance to the Government of the United States--they became 
American citizens, and owed obedience to the Constitution of the United States and to laws made in conformity 
with the powers it vested in Congress.... Treaties and alliances were made in the name of all. Troops were raised for 
the common defense.  

If your leaders could succeed in establishing a separation, what would be your situation? Are you united at home-are 
you free from the apprehension of civil discord, with all its fearful consequences? Do our neighboring republics, every 
day suffering some new revolution or contending with some new insurrection--do they excite your envy?.... The laws 
of the United States must be executed. I have no discretionary power on the subject--my duty is emphatically 
pronounced in the Constitution. Those who told you that you might peaceably prevent their execution, deceived 
you--they could not have been deceived themselves. They know that a forcible opposition could alone prevent the 
execution of the laws, and they know that such opposition must be repelled. Their object is disunion: but be not 
deceived by names: disunion, by armed force, is TREASON.... 

 

Document 3— The Bank War 

Author:   Andrew Jackson   

Date:1834 

Document: 

Andrew Jackson’s Veto Message Against Re-chartering the Bank of the United States, 1832 

 [7] . . . It is maintained by the advocates of the bank that its constitutionality in all its features ought to be considered 
as settled by precedent and by the decision of the Supreme Court. To this conclusion I can not assent. . . 

[8] . . . The Congress, the Executive, and the Court must each for itself be guided by its own opinion of the 
Constitution. Each public officer who takes an oath to support the Constitution swears that he will support it as he 
understands it, and not as it is understood by others. It is as much the duty of the House of Representatives, of the 
Senate, and of the President to decide upon the constitutionality of any bill or resolution which may be presented 
to them for passage or approval as it is of the supreme judges when it may be brought before them for judicial 
decision. The opinion of the judges has no more authority over Congress than the opinion of Congress has over the 
judges, and on that point the President is independent of both. . . . 

[9] . . . There is nothing in its [the Bank’s] legitimate functions which makes it necessary or proper. . . . 

[10] . . . It is to be regretted that the rich and powerful too often bend the acts of government to their selfish 
purposes. Distinctions in society will always exist under every just government. Equality of talents, of education, or 



of wealth can not be produced by human institutions. In the full enjoyment of the gifts of Heaven and the fruits of 
superior industry, economy, and virtue, every man is equally entitled to protection by law; but when the laws 
undertake to add to these natural and just advantages artificial distinctions, to grant titles, gratuities, and exclusive 
privileges, to make the rich richer and the potent more powerful, the humble members of society–the farmers, 
mechanics, and laborers–who have neither the time nor the means of securing like favors to themselves, have a right 
to complain of the injustice of their Government. There are no necessary evils in government. Its evils exist only in 
its abuses. If it would confine itself to equal protection, and, as Heaven does its rains, shower its favors alike on the 
high and the low, the rich and the poor, it would be an unqualified blessing. In the act before me there seems to be 
a wide and unnecessary departure from these just principles. . . . 

 

Prompt 

 

a. Analyze the reasons that Jackson gives for his policies which address the following issues: 

* The Bank of the United States 

* Nullification and the Tariff 

* Native American Removal 

b. Evaluate the presidency of Andrew Jackson. What were the major consequences of his 

presidency?  


