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Reexamining theExaminer: Louisville’s Regional, Unitarian, Antislavery Newspaper
(1847-1850)

From June 1847 to September 1850, five white méohn C. Vaughan, Fortunatus
Cosby, Jr., Thomas H. Shreve, John Healy Heywaudi Noble Butler — edited the antislavery
newspaper thExaminerin Louisville, Kentucky. The five editors soughtegional audience of
white people, slaveholders and non-slaveholdemsxtiend antislavery opinion in Kentucky and
to argue for a gradual emancipation plank in thé9li@vision of the state constitution. In
contrast, from December 1847 to April 1851, forrslawe Frederick Douglass edited the
antislavery newspaper tiNorth Starin Rochester, New York. Douglass sought a nationa
readership of blacks and whites to “demand redmegbe evils of slavery” and to aim “an
impartial blow at slavery and prejudice.While theNorth Starstill shines in antebellum
history, and rightly so, thExaminerhas fallen into obscurity as the losing voice faited
regional effort to include gradual emancipationha revised state constitution. This essay
retrieves thé&=xaminerfrom the historical dustbin as a source of infatioraabout Louisville’s
growing ties to the North and the Union from 184850 and as an indicator of the antislavery
strategies employed by civic-minded white men boeder state. Northern abolitionists
followed theExaminer'sdevelopment closely, hoping that Kentucky mightheefirst southern
state to end slavery. The same possibility evdkedscrutiny and potential wrath of proslavery
southern perpetualists, who fought vehemently leoresy to last in perpetuity. While
recognizing the tugs, and sometimes thugs, of ttvesextremes, the five editors encouraged
Kentuckians to think for themselves about what st for their region. In contrast to a
righteous anger that demanded redress and aimexdtiaiplows, the editors sought to establish

a safe and calm forum for reasonable discussiomhiie citizens of the upper south.



The LouisvilleExaminerbegan in the early fall of 1846 when lawyer antdoedlohn C.
Vaughan of Cincinnati found himself at the helnmadfoundering antislavery newspaper, the
True Americanfounded by Cassius M. Clay of Lexington, Kentuakyt845. Clay’s belligerent
antislavery style offended nearly all his readetise-Bluegrass area slaveholders, whom he
threatened with slave insurrection; his Northeraliibnist readers, who cancelled their
subscriptions when Clay attempted to restore hishgon credibility by enlisting in the Mexican
War; and antislavery activists in Kentucky who &shthat his angry rhetoric forestalled
discussion and invited a proslavery backlash. hwieTrue Americarfailing from the censure
of northern and southern readers and from the falayly’s discontinued financial support,
Vaughan and his fellow Cincinnati antislavery astisalmon P. Chase sought another venue for
an antislavery newspaper in Kentucky. Vaugharedicdted Unitarian, looked downriver to
Louisville for emancipationist allies. The men \gaan recruited as newspaper co-editors all
worshipped at the First Unitarian Church and shredommitment to gradual emancipation,

universal education, and Whig politits.

In 1847, Louisville's First Unitarian Church wassenteen years old, the only Unitarian
church in Kentucky, and one of six Unitarian ch@sim slaveholding territory. The church
formed in Louisville in 1830 as the outreach of ti@ev American Unitarian Association, which
had a mission to bring practical and rational rehgo the American West. Financed at its
beginning by wealthy Bostonians and by Louisvilsamho had moved from New England or
who had attended eastern colleges, the church mexhai connecting point between Louisville
and a New England value system that promoted eidancaihd economic progress. The
congregation included Frederick A. Kaye, the curreayor of Louisville, and the founders of

the University of Louisville schools of medicinedalaw, as well as the Kentucky Historical



Society. Church members operated turnpike compameested in railroads, built steamboats,
ran ironworks, and worked as doctors, lawyers, @sdgnd teachers. The church's ministers and
several of its members worked as developers angeses of the public schools. The church's
demographics mirrored the education levels andakstatus of New England Unitarians, called

Boston Brahmins, except that in Louisville, manytw brahmins owned slavés.

In reaching out to Louisville Unitarians, Vaugha&activated a prior Cincinnati-
Louisville publishing connection. From 1835-18%4tee Unitarian ministers — Ephraim Peabody
and William Henry Channing of Cincinnati, and JarReseman Clarke of Louisville — rotated
the editorship of thg/estern Messengest monthly Unitarian magazine dedicated to rehgio
and literature, whose publishing base moved fronti@nati to Louisville and back to
Cincinnati. All three young ministers eventuahgw discontented with their western
employment and returned to the East to pursue thegers, but Vaughan and two other laymen
who wrote for theNestern Messengemnade their homes in Cincinnati and Louisville.1846,
these three laymen — John C. Vaughan, Thomas ldv&hand Fortunatus Cosby, Jr. - agreed to
renew their publishing ties to produce the Loulsvantislavery newspaper. Reverend John
Healy Heywood, the minister of the First Unitari@hurch, and educator Noble Butler also

committed to the project.

The five editors shared more than a Unitarian fegimnmitment. All five had crossed
regional boundaries to spend parts of their livethe U.S. South, North, and what was then the
West. All five belonged to the white political,ad®mic, educational, and publishing elite. The
editors were not one-issue people, but committeddmnal development as well as antislavery.

They perceived slavery as the nexus of a set adlspoblems that included incivility,



educational deprivation, slow population growth agnavhites, harm to the white working class,

inefficient agriculture, and loss of manufacturingestment in the south.

John Champion Vaughan (1806-1892), the lead editas raised on a Camden, South
Carolina plantation by a father who had emigratedhfVirginia and a mother who was British
and a Quaker. Vaughan attended a Moravian Schddbnchester, England, before returning to
South Carolina for a law degree from the Citadé€llaarleston. Vaughan and his mother
emancipated the family's slaves after his fatltsath in 1820. In 1837 Vaughan moved to
Cincinnati, Ohio to become a law partner of UnaarChristopher Cranch. An active member
of Cincinnati’s Unitarian congregation, Vaughan teréor the predecessor, Unitarian magazine
theWestern Messengen its final year, 1841, contributing articles ®homas Carlyle and
British Chartism that pulled the magazine in atidi direction? In 1845 he became co-editor
of Clay’s True Americanwriting economic analyses of the detrimental @fef slavery on the
prosperity of white people. In 1847 when he motgetouisville to become the chief editor of
theExaminer Vaughan became the oriixaminereditor to pursue antislavery activism as a full-
time career. Historian Stanley Harrold identifiGsughan as one of six "southern emancipators"
whom northern abolitionists feted for having theitege and influence to confront slavery on
southern soif. After initiating theExaminerin Louisville, Vaughan worked at the paper for only

one year, leaving it in the hands of the four Leilis editors who worked as volunteers.

Vaughan'’s primaryVestern Messengepntact in Louisville at the start-up of the
antislavery newspaper was Thomas Hopkins Shrev@8¢1853). Shreve was born to a Quaker
family in Alexandria Virginia, thus giving him clai to be a Virginian, but moved with his
widowed father to New Jersey from 1815-1829. Nergdy was then a slaveholding state in the

process of gradual emancipation. After moving amoee with his family to Cincinnati, Ohio,



Shreve, a writer and poet, went into publishing.1835, Shreve was essential to the former
Unitarian magazine in Cincinnati as its initial figsber. Three years later Shreve moved to
Louisville at the invitation of his brother-in-lalwshua Bowles to work as a merchant. Bowles
was a co-founder and in 1847 the president of tnekB®f Louisville. Shreve resigned from his
brother-in-law's mercantile interests to returfotarnalism when George D. Prentice hired him
as associate editor of the Louisvilleurnal. Shreve’s name did not appear onExaminer's
masthead to prevent conflicts of interest witheéldd@orial positions of thdournal. Shreve
explained his “off the record” involvement with tB&aminerin a letter to his cousin, Samuel M.
Janney, a Quaker minister and antislavery actinisbudon County, Virginia. Because there
was no Society of Friends in Louisville, Shrevelaxged to his cousin that he worshipped on
Sunday evenings at the First Unitarian Church, @/ierfound the minister, John Healy

Heywood, to be “a pure-hearted Christian, who ires$entials is a Friend.”

The thirdWestern Messengatumnus who committed to tliexaminerantislavery effort,
poet Fortunatus Cosby, Jr. (1801-1871), was the mative of Louisville among the five editors
and one of the founders of the Unitarian Church880. Cosby was the son of circuit judge
Fortunatus Cosby, one of Louisville’s earliest @ers and most respected citizens. His mother,
Mary Ann Fontaine Cosby, was the oldest daughtéh@&eventeen children of Aaron Fontaine
from Virginia, a prominent west end land owner.rdugh his mother’s family, Cosby was
related to prominent Louisville citizens (and oftaillionaires) named Fontaine, Prather, Jacob,
Pope, Bullock, Vernon, Floyd, Grimes, and SandefSosby attended Yale University in
Connecticut before graduating from Transylvanial€y@ in Lexington, Kentucky when the

school was under the Unitarian leadership of Pegditiorace Holley of Boston. Trained as a



lawyer, Cosby preferred work as a private schoolenamd as superintendent of the public

schools.

Unitarian minister John Healy Heywood (1818-190&) bt write for theWNestern
Messengebut succeeded its editor James Freeman Clarkeéngsten at the First Unitarian
Church in 1840. While a literary and religiousgaaine suited Clarke’s scholarly style of
ministry, an antislavery newspaper was more in kepwith Heywood'’s priorities as a minister
who focused on the welfare of the community as agllhe church. Born in Worcester,
Massachusetts, Heywood lived with his parents iokdasack, New Jersey from 1824-1829,
exposing him to slave culture and gradual emanopathile still a child. A graduate of
Harvard’'s undergraduate program and its divinityost, Heywood’s ministry stressed social
activism; his spiritual and moral leadership attwed the values that motivated his fellow
editors. His ministry particularly created a chhuotimate where like-minded men and women
worked together on civic projects as supportiverfds. Beginning in 1842, Heywood worked as
an overseer of the public schools, and in 1847thesecretary of a committee that developed a
plan for providing relief to the city’'s poor. 11845, Heywood was the only minister among the
one hundred and seventy Unitarian ministers whoeslg protest against slavery who
ministered to a congregation that included slavédrsl. He was unique among Unitarian

ministers in his emphatic public protest againgvety while living on slave soil.

Heywood and the fiftiexaminereditor, Noble Butler (1811-1882), began working fo
the Examineras “counsel and pens,” becoming named, voluneeddors in May 1848 after
Vaughan left the paper. Noble Butler, the son o&Kgr parents from Pennsylvania and
Maryland, immigrated as a child with his parentsitmover, Indiana, where he graduated from

Hanover College in 1836. In 1839 he moved to Lalliesto teach at Jefferson College, a



precursor of the University of Louisville, with Hisother-in-law John Harney, who was the
college president. Harney later changed carewt$mal847 was the owner and editor of the
LouisvilleDemocrat In joining the Unitarian Church, Butler becanhese friends with
Heywood, who encouraged him to pursue a Mastegsegein divinity at Harvard in 1845.
Butler decided to remain a teacher and textbookighdyr rather than to become a minister and
was conducting a private school for young ladiegemolunteering for thé&xaminerfrom

1847-1850.

TheExaminereditors did not remark in the newspaper on tHeared Unitarian/Quaker
faith heritages, although the publication showedrs signs of Unitarian influence. Their
choice ofExamineras its name echoed the name of the weekly Boshaitarian publication the
Christian Examiner In 1835, the magazine editors propo¥ésstern Examineas the original
name for thaVestern Messengeonly to discover a Baptist periodical in St. Lehiad taken that
name. After returning to the choice of the ndfmaminerfor the 1847 newspaper, the editors
designed a masthead that featured this scriptatdhword: “Prove all things; hold fast that
which is good.” Well versed Unitarians readeroggtzed this passage from | Thessalonians as
the scriptural text for William Ellery Channing'8119 Baltimore sermon that founded the
Unitarian denomination in the United States. iFpenction to “prove all things” underscored
the Unitarian emphasis on reasoned inquiry intoediljious and political matters to arrive at a
faithful understanding of the good. TEgaminerrepeated the editorial policy of the earlier
Western Messenger providing a forum to compare and contrast maews rather than to

pronounce a party line.

Shortly after Vaughan approached Louisville eanaationists about publishing a paper,

the Kentucky legislature voted to revise the statestitution. The 1792 constitution had



become inadequate in many ways and did not pemmehdment. Even the constitutional
revision process had serious drawbacks. It pravidetwo statewide votes a year apart to
approve a state constitutional convention, followreginext year by the election of delegates to
the convention. The constitution contained no {sion for voter ratification of the elected
constitutional convention's work. Thus, a votéawor of a new constitutional convention
entrusted its delegates with reinventing the gawemt from scratch with no assurance that their
work would come before the voters for approvainc8 1792, Kentuckians had twice voted
against opening up the constitutional revision pssc The legislature voted to take the first poll
of the people in August of 1847 to convene a statestitutional convention in 1849. Opinions
differed as to how a new constitution might affiwt future of slavery in Kentucky. Few
people thought an immediate end to slavery posdibiemany sought a gradual emancipation
plank in the new constitution. Others thought praislavery men would rewrite the constitution
to entrench slavery even more firmly in Kentuckwy.la The coincidence of the legislature’s
decision to open the constitutional revision precasd the start-up of tlE&xaminergave it a
raison d’etre, an urgency, and an eventual spatirgthe national debate over slavery. Since

1832, no slaveholding state had considered thedutiislavery on a statewide basis.

In the six-month period before the first editidrttee Examineron June 19, 1847, the
Louisville editors and their supporters, particiydritish-born stonemason Edgar Needham,
strategized carefully to design a newspaper tallaubroad base of voter support for gradual
emancipation. Their planning focused on sevesaias: tone, money, region, safety, respect,
discussion, alliance-building, neutrality in reg&odoolitical parties, and education to associate

slavery with poverty, ignorance, and violence #iféected whites and blacks alike.
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In accepting Vaughan's offer to take overTnee American'subscription list, the editors

insisted on a complete change in the paper's nacth&ae. Clay's "True American" was a
contentious title; it implied that Clay’s views aatlitude were correct and that all other views
were un-American. In contrast, “The Examiner” ted citizens to examine a shared problem so
that people of good will could arrive together a&odution. The Louisville editors avoided
belligerence, posturing, and defense of manly hasaditorial policies, instead embracing

rationality, civility, and the development of Chian character.

The financial status of the project also worried hew editors, and they worked with
Vaughan and his associate Salmon P. Chase in @aicito fundraise among Northern
abolitionists to launch thExamineron a secure financial basis. Vaughan made adisidg
trip to New York and Boston, meeting with abolitists Charles Sumner, Lewis Tappan, and
Gerrit Smith, who contributed to the paper and eotéel contacts for him. Historian Harold
Tallant highlights the openness with which the Iswilie emancipationists fundraised among
northern abolitionists and collaborated with otkentucky abolitionists such as John G. Fee.
Though novel, the paper’s cooperation with norttermpporters stemmed directly from the
editors' strong, Unitarian connections to CincinrBoston, and New York. Charles Sumner
was Unitarian, as were his Whig contacts in Bostioewis Tappan spent seven years as a
Unitarian before returning to his Presbyterian sodBoston support for the Louisville paper in
1847 echoed Boston support for the founding of wille’s Unitarian Church in 1830, just as
the publication of th&xaminerin 1847 echoed the publication of t&estern Messengéiom

1835-1841.

Northern support for thExaminerwas one of three antislavery publishing initiatitke

abolitionists sponsored in 1847. Beginning in Deber 1847, Frederick Douglass published the
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North Starfrom Rochester, New York, contributing an AfricAmerican voice to the struggle.
Along with extensive work in helping to establiste Examinerin Louisville, Salmon P. Chase,
who later became Abraham Lincoln's secretary otrémesury, helped to move James G. Birney's
Herald Philanthropisfrom Cincinnati to Washington D.C. as tNational Era Gamaliel

Bailey, the editor of th&lational Erg worked to influence the nation’s legislators &me&nd
slavery in the nation’s capitol. Vaughan andfthe Louisville volunteers sought legislative

change in Kentucky.

While accepting northern aid, the Louisville emaationists had no intention of
repeating northern abolitionist demands to endesiamow or to castigate slaveholders as evil
people. The editors determined to respect sladen®who had inherited slaves and who
worked to extricate Kentucky from a slave-basetenny and culture. ThExaminer
encouraged the participation of these slaveholdetseir antislavery discussion, recognizing
that slaveholders' agreement and votes were ealsengjradual emancipation legislation.
Likewise, the editors respected white fear of datisry rhetoric that might stir up slave
rebellion. As a safety measure, the editors madattempt to address African Americans or to
include them as patrticipants in the antislaverguksion. Th&xaminerwent to press as a paper
written by whites, for whites, and in the interestvhites as well as blacks. In the attempt to
build the broadest possible white antislavery tioalj the editors set aside their Whig politics to
keep the paper politically neutral in regard totypaiThey also published antislavery views with
which they did not agree, particularly the viewseintucky colonization society members who
supported gradual emancipation accompanied by tegail blacks to Liberia. The editors
gathered facts and figures about the detrimentatedf slavery on Kentucky's economic

progress, public education, and social mores, \aatiethat voters presented with the truth about
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slavery would vote against it. Their chief goalsrgito make antislavery dialogue respectable in
Kentucky, to educate as many people as possiblat atavery's harmful effects, and to build a
coalition to vote for a gradual emancipation frdavery in the revised constitution. As the
Examinereditors saw it, white people and the entire Kekyigocial and economic system stood

in need of emancipation, not just the slaves.

With finances, goals, strategies, name, and ewiiaing scripture in place, the
Louisvillians published the premiere issue on JLinel847. John Vaughan moved to
Louisville to work as chief editor. The former pigher of theTrue AmericanPaul Seymour,
also moved to Louisville to handle the paper'srces and to oversee the mechanics of its
publication. The editors arranged for the acpuadting of theExamineron the new steam press
owned by Walter Haldeman at theuisville Courier This gave th&xaminera close tie with
the three major Louisville papers — it was prind¢theCourier, Shreve worked with Prentice at

theJournal and Butler was brother-in-law to Harney at Br@mocrat

The publishing team turned out a four-page newspapce a week on Saturdays.
The first page carried articles about antislavergstly written by southerners, with many
arguments extended as serials over several we€hks.second page featured editorials
commenting on the publication of the paper ancettitors’ views on slavery. The fourth page,
edited by Cosby, featured short stories, poetrg,smience and education articles reprinted from
other publications to broaden tB&aminets appeal. Th&xaminerprinted regular features on
"Religious Intelligence," the "Prices of Commodstieand "Steamboat Schedules" to make the
paper useful to a broad audience, and followeadhiheteenth century practice of reprinting news

articles from many other sources to fill spacgages one to three.
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The first issue of thExaminerestablished clearly the paper's regional ideatity
mission. In the opening editorial, Vaughan degdiothe violence and rude anger of northern
abolitionist speech that "has left no allowancetli@ education and feelings of a slaveholding
community.” Likewise, he condemned the ultraisnthef proslavery perpetualists and charged
that they provoked the abolitionists: "They [thegetualists] have done as much to extend
abolitionism by their excess, as has been donepynatrumentality.” Vaughan also argued
that the proslavery activists had made public @pimmore polarized and arrested the freedom of
the press. Vaughan maintained that discussioravgmeat good, especially when proceeding
from the assumption that "slavery is a domestitituteon.” By "domestic" Vaughan meant
"state." He once more underscored thattkaminerintended to conduct a Kentucky discussion
of emancipation. Kentuckians alone decided what gaod for Kentucky, not northern or

southern extremists.

TheExaminer'sspeech, however, did not extend to slaves. Therga no way
addressed the black man. “That being is a dearmhfit for the blackest infamy, who would
seek, in any manner, to arm man against mastemndte fiend-like conduct can be imagined”
Vaughan wrote, acknowledging the southern feardahaslavery rhetoric might incite slaves to
harmful rebellion against whitésVaughan then presented in abbreviated form treeth
arguments that formed the basis of E@miner'scritique of slavery. While slavery endured,
no Kentuckian, adult or child, could be truly bled€the moral argument); labor itself must be
degraded (the free labor argument); and the Stagt lag behind sister states in prosperity and
power (the economic development argume@}.the three arguments, tB&aminerand the
Louisville emancipation movement developed the kaber and economic development

arguments at length while deemphasizing the mogairaent. The editors understood the
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wrongs and horrors that white slaveholders perfegtragainst enslaved African Americans, but
judged that arguments that detailed the economdar@oral damage that slavery caused white

people were more acceptable and effective protegegies in a slaveholding state.

The front page of the first edition, intended apen forum for antislavery discussion,
led off with the first of a three part series omotization by Louisville judge William F.
Bullock. Bullock's remarks were a reprint of amleess he delivered to the Kentucky
Colonization Society. In Judge Bullock's opinibfgcks were oppressed in Kentucky and could
not flourish there. Only returning to Africa wouddlow the God given nature of blacks to
expand. Bullock acknowledged that blacks couttypess as well as any other class under
genial circumstances, but that “The public mindadically opposed to the social equality of the
two races. It is the principle which so stirs tlepths of society, and renders it impossible that
equal rights shall ever be extended to the coloaed.” Judge Bullock did not challenge white
racism, but instead proposed removing the AfricamefAicans who bore its brunt. His address
ended with the stirring prediction that “The timé&lwome when the proud vessel of our
Republic, freighted with the last cargo of Americdavery, shall spread her canvass for the

shores of Liberia®

The fourth page of the first edition, edited bysBGy indicated the high quality of the
writers whose work he included. An article by Hm&reely counseled young men about
developing character, and a report by Charles Dadescribed corals from his journey on the
Beagle Subsequent editions included works by John J&udsbon, Lydia Marie Childs,

Washington Irving, Ralph Waldo Emerson, and Alftedd Tennyson, among others.
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In the third edition of the paper on July , the editors celebrated their welcome from
the local press. The paper received censure frdyname Kentucky publication, a Baptist
newspaper that complained that chief editor Johug¥fan was an outsider to the state. Press
approval was important in an era when many borelgion newspapers condoned proslavery
violence. In 1835, threats of violence promgedlitionist James G. Birney to move from
Kentucky to publish his antislaveHeraldin Cincinnati. Even in Cincinnati, a mob threw
Birney’s press into the river and burned the hoofdsee blacks in two days of anti-abolitionist
rioting in 1836. In 1837, Presbyterian ministéjab Lovejoy and his supporters took up arms
against a mob of thirty to forty men at Alton, iiiis who attempted to throw his press into the
river for the fourth time. In the ensuing guntleatone proslavery attacker was killed, as was
Lovejoy when he attempted to stop the mob fromrggfire to the roof of the building. In 1845,
in Lexington, Kentucky, a committee of sixty citteesanctioned by a judge’s ruling dismantled
Clay’'s True Americarpress and shipped it to Cincinnati. Clay sufferedriolence, but rioters
vented racist anger by attacking the town's freekd. Attacks against free blacks underscored
the racist motivations of proslavery vigilantes,onholently demonstrated their opposition to
the antislavery press and the free black populdhiahwould result if the antislavery newspapers

were successful.

Two likely reasons that tiexaminerescaped attack were its respect for slaveholaets a
its publication by well connected members of Louie\s educated elite. The moderate tone that
deflected proslavery violence did not renderBExaminerunimportant. On the contrary, the
extent of its writers' connections and the comnysacceptance of the paper were more
challenging to the slaveholding status quo thanrangs from northern abolitionists. The

Examinerwas local, and its honest inquiry into the bestiobs for the future of the state won it
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an audience. The absence of violence againstagher ps a measure of the willingness of the

region to consider antislavery as an option fordtiage's future.

In August of 1847, a 67.7 % majority of Kentuclsaroted to begin the process toward a
constitutional convention in 1849, giving the papdwo-year window to teach the desirability
of gradual emancipation in the state. The stratleglthe editors most often employed to
oppose slavery was to argue by facts and figuiessthvery was bad for the state’s and the
South’s economic development. A cautionary etit@ntitled “This is our tale. Who will list
to it?” warned that in the last decade the Sowghlss of slave-produced staple crops showed a
marked decline in value, with the combined pricesatton, tobacco, rice, and indigo falling
from $85.2 million in 1835 to $62.7 million in 1845The editorial argued that the refusal to
diversify from a slave-based economy threatene&theh’s economic future. “With
exhaustless resources, this exhausting drain sfprgerapidly sucking away our life, and will,
unless removed, leave us hopelessly poor and wéahe editors believed that among the slave
states, Kentucky was in an especially weak poshiecause her climate did not support the
production of slave-produced staples. As a sléate sKkentucky was caught in a bind.
Tennessee to the South benefited more from slawémje Ohio and Indiana to the north
eclipsed Kentucky in prosperity as free states witheasing populations and a wealth of
manufactures. “In 1800, Kentucky had a populatib#20,000. Ohio 45,000 and Indiana 4,800.
In 1840, Kentucky had only 780,000, whilst Ohio a820,000, and Indiana 680,000.

Kentucky tolerates slavery and those States d&'AdExaminereditors concluded that slavery
created an exodus from Kentucky of nonslaveholdihges, and that white men of ambition

spurned Kentucky’s slave soll, preferring statethéonorth that were prosperous and free.
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TheExaminerrepeatedly argued that slavery degraded the latinhbited the careers,
and damaged the character of young, white menthAlking southern men know that “slavery
makes labor a badge of dishonor.” Even negroesknmmor trash’ working whites.” In an
emotional, first person account of the harm sladems to whites, Vaughan reported that of
twelve poor, white boys who were his childhoodride in South Carolina, only one remained
alive and well. “If labor had been respectadppbly every one of them would have learned a
trade, and been good citizens. But slavery maakegtbhadge of dishonor, and stamped them
with a social degradation, and they féff.”When we strip men, especially the young menusf o
land, of honor and character, we leave them withope — without energy, to sink down into the

tide of corruption; and become the prey of growglassions, and sordid vick'”

Among the editors, Vaughan and Noble Butler eghgatmphasized the connections
they saw between slavery and white lawlessneskgnge, and vice. In an article entitled “The
Late John Jenkins, Esq.,” Noble Butler spoke agaiusling in the slave states in reporting the
death of a Hanover classmate in Vicksburg, MisgsiHis former classmate Jenkins first
became a lawyer and then a newspaper editor dfitksburg SentinelButler reported that
Jenkins was “killed in a street fight.” "All ovéne States where slavery rules, Human Life is
lightly esteemed, and sacrificed without scrupld asthout loss of character, to the passion, the
interest, or the whim of the moment. Professionah, reputable farmers and merchants, fathers
of families in the free States, do not take eablers lives in the streets, or resort to the laws o
honorable murder, for insults, real or imaginaBuitler's expressed fear that “a man’s life in
Kentucky is at the mercy of any desperado of rdgateonnexions, who may chose [sic] to take
it, for a jury of noble-hearted Kentuckians woukelvar think of sending a gentleman to the

gallows or the penitentiary.” Butler's words cameetfive years later in 1853 when wealthy



18

slaveholder Matthew Ward shot and killed his brotveH. Butler at point blank range in a

classroom. A Hardin County jury did not convict Waf the murdef®

Four of the editors — Vaughan, Cosby, Heywood, Bunider — worked hard to advance
public education in Cincinnati and Louisville amiticized the slave states as proffering a dearth
of education that resulted in pauperism and crifffee Examinermreported frequently on the
Louisville public school system, which offered diggn primary schools in 1849, three grammar
schools (through eighth grade) for boys, and tvagnar schools for girls, but no high schools.
The educators spoke of poor school attendance pllggirental support, the dilapidated
condition of school buildings, low teacher salareasd the absence of public high schools.
Reports did not take into account the absence lofigaducation for free or enslaved black
children’® The editors recognized an intimate connectiow®eh antislavery and education and
worked hard for both causes. In their view, slgwacompanied educational backwardness. In
promoting universal education, the men helped tlwllausociety where slavery could not

flourish.

While the editors' chief strategy was to emphathizedetrimental effects of slavery, they
also employed arguments that challenged slavepliigal and religious status. A series of
articles anticipated the arguments that later mimt Abraham Lincoln and Stephen Douglass's
1856 debates on the antislavery intent of the Fersad A six-part series reprinted the
arguments of the Reverend David Rice against imatuslavery in the 1792 Kentucky
Constitution, an effort that failed by a twenty-dia sixteen vote. The editors refuted arguments
that the Bible sanctioned slavery by publishingchas that detailed how Biblical (called Mosaic)
slavery differed from contemporary U.S. slaverhe Reverend James Madison Pendelton, a

Baptist minister from Bowling Green, Kentucky, wivoote for theExaminerunder the
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pseudonym “A Southern Kentuckian,” claimed that &Titwvo systems are so dissimilar that it
defies the ingenuity of man to identify thefd."Pendleton noted that Mosaic slavery did not
make money, nor was there a Biblical slave trddstead, people became enslaved as captives
of war and never became commodities that were Hamghsold. An article signed C.E.S.
pointed out that both masters and slaves in theT@tament shared Semitic backgrounds.
Biblical slavery did not depend on color or casig] the text instructed masters to remember
that they had been bondsmen in Egypt and to theat¢aptive slaves with compassion. C.E.S
worried that racial slavery introduced an alarnmegv capacity for evil into the world. The

writer implied that slavery created or exacerbasgism, rather than the other way roufid.

Examinerarticles ran the gamut from detailed Biblical ex&g to the wide forum of
reprinted congressional debates. As antislaveppognts of the Mexican War, the editors chose
to reprint the challenge that first term lllinoepresentative Abraham Lincoln issued to President
James K. Polk. Lincoln introduced resolutions ttadted on the president to inform the
Congress “whether the spot on which first blood slaed in the beginning of the war was U.S.
territory.™® The editors also reprinted a congressional speeate by Massachusetts first term
representative John G. Palfrey, a Whig and a Uaitavho had been Heywood’s Bible professor
at Harvard. Palfrey pointed out that three hundhedisand slaveholders, by possessing the bulk
of property in the slave states and exercising aapoly on education, formed a powerful
oligarchy that dominated national elected officd protected slave interests even though
nonslaveholding Americans outnumbered slavehologfsurteen and a half million to three
hundred thousand, a ratio of nearly 21 to 1. fr®alocumented the benefit the South gained in
representation by the Constitution’s three-fiftlkeuse, and called slavery the great political

question of the centufy.
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TheExaminets forum also extended to antislavery activist¥irginia counties along
the Ohio River that later seceded from Virginia #edame West Virginia in 1863. In 1848, the
editors reprinted Hugh Ruffner's five-part serteet targued that counties rather than states
should decide the future of slavery within theirders?* This argument, a logical extension of
states rights thinking to the rights of countidad, mbt appeal to northern abolitionists but had
supporters in Kentucky. THexaminerwelcomed the introduction of a new antislavery
newspaper in Moundsville, Virginia in April 1848he Crisisand noted the intent of its editor
Anson Berkshire to speak to and for Virginians astheExaminerdid for Kentucky: “We
wish Kindred Spirits abroad, to keep hands offt jasVirginia attend to her misgivings, in her
own way and time — any change, either for weal @y [8ic] must be attended to by Virginia and

Virginia alone!

Constrained by their pledge and strategy not ittt pnything that might incite slaves to
rebellion, the weekl¥Examinermrarely referred to black experience, enslavedes.frNo articles
analyzed the sale of Kentucky slaves downriveexpressed outrage at slave mistreatment, or
mourned the break-up of slave families by inhed&ar sale. Blatant opposition to slavery
based on its cruelty to human beings did not figuré¢heExaminer'spages, but a steady,
understated stream of articles demonstrated refmegfrican Americans and indicated the
editors' intent to defuse white racism. A Februky1848 editorial noted the legal definition of
a slave in many southern states as “a person bgidogerty, by legalized force, against natural
right.” Given that slaves as human beings posdasatiral rights, an antislavery correspondent
to the paper asked, “Shall not civil liberty beaygd by all the tribes of babbling earth?” A
September 11, 1847, editorial described the gooroas “a means of unfolding whatever

moral or mental worth the Creator has bestowedagh,ea glorious and progressive reality, and
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not a curse to the many who toil for it, and a mamtkery of our common origin, and the
Common Father of all in heaven.” The editors chilepeatedly for legalizing slave marriage

and educating enslaved people as measures thattedpgheir humanity and paved the way to
emancipation. ThExamineralso praised the efforts of Louisville churchesaaching slaves to
read, especially its African American churcheshéfie are seven colored churches here; they are
fully attended; they have Sunday schools, prayestmgs, every accompaniment of holy places;
and, what is more, as excellent discourses as Weftén hear in the country in most parts of

the South."” A free black minister, the Rev. Mr.afwiks, received special notice as “a man of
remarkable caution, wisdom, purity, and force dreleter. He has a wide influence over the
blacks, and, while beloved by them, is as mucheesgg by the whites, as any man in

Louisville.”

The newspaper covered Heywood’s work on a comenitieset up city social services for
the poor, and noted that the social services egtétaifree blacks as well as whites. In arare
instance when thExaminerquoted a black man, one of the editors, probaleywdod,
reported on a meeting of African Americans to hbarreport of a black man commissioned by
the African American community to travel to Libet@report on conditions there. One
attendee, a black man who had resided in Liberithfee years but returned to the United

States, spoke out forcibly.

In Liberia, you may be a man. You obey laws whjiob have assisted in making. But
here you can never be a man. You can never baiagyhore than a boy. You are
calledboywhen you are as grey as a rat — andam@a boy. | never felt the full force of
that term till since my return to this country. Wowhenever the term is applied to me, |
feel our degradation. Here we &®@ys— we are nomen”
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Rather than extolling the virtues of Liberia, teignpathetic report conveyed the blackman's
dismay with white racism. But the white editor s&d the irony of extending the dignity of
speech to a black man only when the black man spbltee indignity that whites routinely
inflicted on blacks. Later in the newspaper’s,tilne editors voiced their opposition to
colonization, urging Kentuckians to regard Africamericans “not as a nuisance to be got rid of,
but as an object of friendship and care.” Sadlyhis editorial position, the whites continued to
regard blacks as objects of white attention ratih@n as subjects of their own lives and
coworkers in the antislavery movement. But givestonstraints the editors faced in framing an
antislavery argument in a slaveholding state, thetings revealed a steady regard for African

American personhood.

The Examiner — Hardships of the Second Year

A constellation of conditions — a national eleatithe approaching constitutional
convention vote, increased opposition from proshat@rces, a cholera epidemic, and personal
tragedies made the second year of Ekaminers publication a much more difficult year for the

editors.

In late April 1848, Ellen M.J. Cosby, the wife A§sociate Editor Fortunatus Cosby, Jr.,
died, leaving him a young widower with seven chaldr Despite his personal loss, Cosby agreed
to take on the role of Chief Editor in May of 1848en Vaughan resigned from the paper to
move, with Salmon P. Chase’s encouragement, it@ditorship of a newspaper in Cleveland
and into active involvement with national politicEhe political choices that Vaughan and the

four Louisville editors made in 1848 demonstratesl dtrains that the slavery controversy placed
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on the two-party system. Vaughan became an orgaard speaker as antislavery factions
splintered from the existing Whig and Democratidipa to form in succession the Liberty, the
Free Soil, and the Republican Party. In June 1848ghan was one of fiteen Whig delegates
who protested the nomination of slaveholder Zachamfor as the Whig presidential candidate
at the Whig convention in Philadelphia. Vaughamthttended a Liberty/Free Soil party
convention in Columbus, Ohio with Chase, followsdie Buffalo, New York convention that
established the Free Soil party and nominated N&en Buren as the Free Soil candidate in
1848. Salmon P. Chase delivered a “Free Sak Eabor, Free Men” speech at this
convention that encapsulated themes sounded lashaciate Vaughan in the Louisville
Examiner In July and August of 1848, Vaughan traveledulgh the Western Reserve of Ohio

for six weeks with Chase to stump for Van Buren.

With Vaughan’s departure in quest of a nationatistavery party, Heywood and Butler
emerged from their behind-the-scenes roles as ‘S®and pens” to become named co-editors
of theExaminer Shreve remained actively involved as a silelitbe because of his work at the
Louisville Journal In August of 1848, when Kentuckians votedtfa second time in favor of
an 1849 constitutional convention, the future aisly in Kentucky became open to change. As
a result, the&examinereditors became much more politically active locallencouraging
antislavery organization. In contrast to Vaughapproach, which was to become more party
specific in relation to antislavery, tlixaminerremained strictly apolitical in regard to party
politics, wanting to alienate no potential antiglgvvoters in the then dominant Whig and
Democrat two-party system. This earned the pefitgcism from northern abolitionists who
expected an antislavery newspaper to endorse VeanBior whom Vaughan campaigned.

Though their strategies diverged, Vaughan’s natiand the Louisville editors’ regional



24

political positions indicated that proslavery vstislavery had begun to supercede Whig vs

Democratic as the most pressing political dividéheflate 1840s.

Cosby, Butler, and Shreve carried the paper thralng summer of 1848, when Heywood
took six weeks off to travel to Boston and Proviceto be married. In the fall, a new
prospectus in the October 7, 1848 edition propahedoaper in a more forceful direction. In an
accompanying editorial, the editors reported featple continually asked them if tBgaminer
intended to advocate a plan for emancipation. Witikers agreed that after a year of discussion
about the wisdom of emancipation, and with the ngog constitutional convention in view, the
time had come to form a plan for emancipation ke taefore the voters. The editors assigned
the responsibility to develop that plan to therfde of emancipation throughout the state. The
editors took the lead in calling for local meetirzgsl a statewide conference to develop a plan,
but used their editorial influence only to commenttwo requirements that a plan must meet.
First,

Such a plan must rest on the foundation that sjagean evil and a wrong, an evil to the

whites, a wrong to the blacks, and that its remawalrefore, is demanded alike by right
and expediency, by principle and policy.

Although the editors had not belabored the moralngrof slavery on the pages of the
newspaper, this editorial clarified that oppositiorslavery began from a moral principle. Their
identification of slavery as an evil to the whitesd a wrong to the blacks did not mean that
slavery held worse earthly consequences for wiatple. It meant, rather, that whites were
culpable for the sin of slavery and blacks were Adte editorial continued that, as a second
condition, any feasible plan “must consult the waedfof the white and black population,”

another reminder to the white community to trdatks with fairness. In calling in the
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prospectus for public meetings, the editors exjgekdiseir confidence that “when their fellow
citizens have determined to rid themselves of slawbey will find a way — a plan of
emancipation, just, humane, and practicable, wiltlbvised and agreed upon, and that sufficient
courage and wisdom will be found in the beloved@&nmonwealth to carry it out

successfully.”

In the December 30, 1848 issue, re@minerprinted an article entitled “Slave
Emancipation in Kentucky,” signed by eleven mehpfthem either native born Kentuckians,
slaveholders, or both, that reviewed the economgiaraents against slaveholding and proposed
a rudimentary plan of gradual emancipation. Ja8peed, one of the eleven signers, became the
lead spokesperson for Louisville’s emancipation emgnt and campaigned for election to the
constitutional convention. As the leader of theskavery movement’s public outreach, he
worked closely with th&xaminets editors and became the sixth Unitarian closkgnad with
the paper. Speed, the brother of Abraham Lincdheésd Joshua Speed, served from 1864-
1866 as attorney general in the Lincoln and And¥etynson administrations. In turning his
civic concern toward emancipation in 1848, Speeatltha co-writers of “Slave Emancipation in
Kentucky” reviewed the economic reasons for distiramslavery, and then recommended this
post nati plan:All females born after a named day to be free atahe of twenty-one, and all the
issue of such after born females to be free at thigh. Depending on the date named to begin
the twenty-one year waiting period for newly bbtack females to attain the age of freedom,
this placed freedom for any blacks in Kentuckyeaist twenty one years into the future, allowing
their owners ample time to recoup their investniernlheir slaves by selling them south. It
offered no freedom at all to the current populatbblacks, nor any freedom at all to black male

children born in the next twenty-one years. A gaten of black women would become free



26

while their male counterparts remained enslaveakiging black male slavery in Kentucky for

as many as seventy or eighty more years. Thaerfirinted later as a pamphlet, conceded that
the current white/black population figures for Kieeky, given as 600,000 whites and 200,000
blacks, did not permit immediate emancipation bseanf the very heavy grievance to whites of
such a large population of blacks. The emanapatis did not recommend the colonization of
blacks to Liberia to reduce the ratio of blackd, éstimated that over fifty years, increased white
immigration onto Kentucky’s “free” soil and the saif blacks to the south would result in a
population of two million whites and two hundre@tisand blacks. This would create no
problem, since Indiana, lllinois, and Ohio couldath some of Kentucky's free blacks, and a
remaining population of one hundred thousand ftaelkds would meet the need for menial
service, “such is the predilection among us focklservants.” The pamphlet concluded by
warning slaveholders that as the nation’s antisiagpinion increased, this gradual
emancipation compromise might be the best bargawy ¢ould make, as slaveholders obtained
through it “a peaceable prolongation of the systaniifty years to come.” The emancipation
strategists were more concerned with making thefdmessible bargain to appease white
slaveholders than any kind of bargain to reliev&ared blacks. The emancipation compromise
that these writers sought envisioned a future facks in Kentucky only as very small minority

population of servants.

As a Unitarian ministeizxaminereditor John Healy Heywood signed an 1845 Protest
Against Slavery written by Unitarian clergy thagbe by recognizing the three millions of
slaves as “our fellow-men and brethren.” Surelywi@od and the othdexaminereditors, who
wrote with respect for the personhood of blackalized the racism and the stinginess that

marred this antislavery proposal. The grip af/ety must have been deep and dire for
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antislavery advocates to work so hard for changaspgromised nothing in the way of immediate

relief for blacks.

Despite the prospect of humanitarian gains longrdedl, the possibility that an upper
South state might detach itself from slavery prigaetheExaminereditors into a flurry of
activity. In January of 1849, they initiated a fuaiding drive to circulate the newspaper and
pamphlets more widely. In an appeal for funds sepbtential out-of-state donors, Shreve,
Seymour, Cosby, Heywood, Noble Butler and his owWilliam argued that "This movement
rises into a national importance and loses itsl Idcaracter as we regard it as the first great step
towards the abolition of slavery in the United 8&t They saw Kentucky as a test case for a
nonviolent resolution to slavery in a border statg might spread to Delaware, Maryland,
Missouri, and Virginia. The Quaker editor Thomaspkins Shreve, whose name did not appear
on the newspaper, led the list of signees on thdraising letter, perhaps because as a Hopkins

he was related to the wealthy Quaker Hopkins faofilgaltimore, Maryland.

The February 1, 1849 issue of theaminercontained the first report of meetings of the
Louisville emancipationists at the Jefferson Couddyurthouse. This group convened almost
weekly. Historian Harold Tallant numbered its memdhip at one hundred thirty-seven
Louisville citizens, most of them members of Loulisis white governing and economic elite.
This group appointed a nine-member Correspondidgea@cutive Committee on Emancipation.
All but one of the nine had been an author of “8l&mancipation in Kentucky.” The
Corresponding and Executive Committee producednhoce pamphlets, an “Address to the

People of the Kentucky” and “An Address to the Nsbeveholders of Kentucky” that repeated
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Examinerarguments about the antislavery intent of theon&ifounders, the false claim that the
Bible approved slavery, and the detrimental efeéctiavery on economic development and free
labor. In February 1849, Henry Clay publishddteer in favor of gradual emancipation in
Kentucky when accompanied by a plan for colonizaticClay’s position as Kentucky's
foremost statesman gave a boost to the emancipateement, especially because his

conservative (and racist) approach mirrored thevsief many constituents.

Meanwhile, Kentucky’'s proslavery forces made digant strides, officially organizing
as the "Friends of the State Constitution.” At finst meeting of this organization in Frankfort,
also in February 1849, the Friends convinced teetécky House of Representative to pass the

following resolution:

Resolved that we, the representatives of the padp{entucky, are opposed
to abolition or emancipation of slavery in any foomshape whatever, except

as now provided for by the constitution and lawshef state.

The House vote of 93 to 0 in favor of the resolutilistressed thExaminers editors.
The proslavery movement also succeeded that morthtaining a repeal of the 1833 Kentucky
law that prohibited importing slaves into Kentucklhe Nonimportation Law was the single
achievement of the Kentucky emancipation movemerisinearly sixty years of Kentucky
history. TheExaminereditors rationalized that the regressive natuth@fepeal might
mobilize new opposition to slavery. Anti and plavery strategists were wary of the effect of
their actions on their opponents, but the balafigower lay with the proslavery movement.

Proslavery legislators pondered how repressive ¢tbald make a measure without provoking an
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antislavery backlash. Antislavery strategists folated proposals that were as conciliatory as

possible to slaveholders’ interests in the hopgairiing votes.

The Examinerdeveloped a frosty relationship with theuisville Journalin the spring of
1849, an interesting dynamic given that Shrevekammith George Prentice at theurnal
Prentice lobbied against the emancipationists’ pdarmun candidates for the constitutional
convention, claiming that Kentucky was not readgnad slavery. Prentice recommended that
antislavery supporters forego the attempt to elesit own delegates, voting instead for any

candidate who pledged to draft a state constituifmen to amendment.

In April 1849, twenty-eight emancipationists frorauisville attended a statewide
meeting in Frankfort to develop a platform for emipation candidates in the August 1849
election. Nearly one hundred and fifty men fronemty-four counties attended the meeting,
most of them slaveholders. Even #rankfort Commonwealtha proslavery newspaper,
marveled at the prestige of this gathering of enz “We have never seen, on any occasion, here
or elsewhere, a more intelligent and respectabdly bbmen.” Twenty-one ministers attended
the gathering, among them Heywood, the only UratariThe men deliberated for two days, but
the meeting exposed a glaring weakness in emaranpgtstrategy: the attendees agreed that
slavery retarded Kentucky's development, but tleeycdcnot agree on how to dismantle slavery.
Colonization appeared indispensable to some anchitipal to others.  Most men shared the
colonizationist’s view that whites and blacks contit coexist in American society unless whites
enslaved blacks. In 1849, few people imaginediltmte supported, the vision of an integrated
society of blacks and whites as free and equdie dbsence of an agreed upon plan for the
relocation of blacks stymied the planning proce3$ie assembly could not agree on a matter as

basic as including gradual emancipation in the oemstitution, or designing a constitution open



30

to an amendment on slavery by a future legislaturs a result, the meeting adjourned with an
ambiguous platform that supported a system of 'gghdrospective emancipation” of slaves "in
or under" the new constitution. The qualms of eaifzation’s best supporters about living in an
integrated society did not bode well for the acaepé of emancipation by the white electorate.
Historian Harold Tallant writes: “Ironically, theéage’s antislavery forces, with their inability to
agree among themselves about which plan of emaiaipaas most practical, probably

contributed to the popular perception that emarticipavas impossible®

During the summer of 1849, antislavery candidabeshife convention remained neutral
in regard to political party, but proslavery delegastyled themselves as “fusion” candidates
opposed to slavery and sought the support of bdilg¥\and Democrats. Statewide debates
between proslavery and antislavery candidatehfconventions sometimes turned violent.
Cassius Clay returned from the Mexican War andhtered antislavery politics. In June 1849,
in Madison County, an assailant stabbed him iratsdomen during a debate, but Clay retaliated
by stabbing his attacker to death. In July, inuRati, a proslavery candidate shot and killed his

emancipationist rival?

In the heat of that summer, cholera came to Kéeytudames Speed continued to
campaign as a convention candidate, even as hibrivtbers-in-law, James D. Breckinridge and
Austin Peay, died in May and June and his widowstes required his assistance. Heywood
buried Breckinridge and Peay before falling ill lsif. In late July, still recovering from
sickness, he left for six weeks of rest in Massaelts, accompanied by his six-months pregnant

wife. Once again, Butler, Shreve, and Seymouk tesponsibility for the paper.
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Heywood was out-of-state when the proslavery mrevailed by a landslide in the
August election. By Harold Tallant's review oétblection returns, the emancipationists tallied
nearly fifteen thousand votes and elected two eipationist candidates to the conventfonA
violent election-day episode involving the publisRaul Seymour added to the dismay at the
Examinerofficer. After two years of publishing the papdgthout incident, Seymour was
assaulted while observing the polls when he beet twvcollect papers that fell from his hat. He
attempted to run away, but his attackers pursuad tisually, Seymour never carried a gun, but
a friend at his boarding house had given him atgahmorning because of threats to the
publisher's life. As Seymour ran, he turned tooslan assailant. Both fell to the ground.
Others attackers pounced on Seymour, beating msegess. In the ensuing melee, A. J.
Ballard saved Seymour’s life by firing at a man whas beating him.  Another man also fired a
pistol and in the confusion a thirteen-year-old b@g shot. Fortunately, all the injured
recovered, but the incident represented a sigmifisatback for the paper and its cause. The
editors assured their readers that they "entirgposed ... the carrying of arms by private
citizens, and they would have attempted to dissidrd&Seymour from doing so if they had had
any knowledge of the mattet® The editors absorbed the triple blow of a resiing defeat, an

outbreak of violence, and the embarrassment of Seyminvolvement in a street clash.

Still, the editorial voice of Th&xaminerheld fast to the good and reassured its readers of
eventual victory. "Not a defeat but a delay” haead their report on the election loss. "No
Emancipationist ought to be discouraged by theltre$the late elections.” They pointed out
that only a few years ago slavery was a forbidddnest in Kentucky, barely spoken about.

Now dependable men had taken on the emancipatisecaow, henceforth, and forever.”



32

Kentucky had looked the beast of slavery in thefé&ovas only a matter of time before it would

slink away?’

In analyzing the result of the election, the editargued that party politics contributed to
the loss after both the Democratic and the Whi¢jgmcame out as proslavery. Kentucky at the
time practiced verbal voting, which intimidated matters and had the potential to turn an
election into a rout, as was clear in the firstdwahere Seymour voted. The editors also
claimed that the proslavery forces had spent thaissaf dollars to buy votes, hire bullies, and
buy liguor. TheExaminerspeculated that an election without corruptiotimidation, and by

secret ballot might have had a different outcéfhe.

The constitutional convention met for ten weeksrfrOctober through December 1849,
with the Examinercontinuing to cover its deliberations. The presky delegation developed a
new constitution that protected slavery and whiteilpge more emphatically than its 1799
predecessor. The 1849 constitution added an amartdmthe Kentucky Bill of Rights that
proclaimed “The right of property is before andhHegthan any constitutional sanction; and the
right of the owner of a slave to such slave, asdhitrease, is the same, and as inviolable as the
right of the owner, of any property whatever.” Thepose of this declaration was to render any
future post nati emancipation proposal prohibignvetpensive. The new constitution prohibited
free blacks from entering Kentucky; required l&gise approval for any blacks emancipated by
their owners, with the requirement that the newdedl blacks leave the state; permitted
importation of slaves into Kentucky; retained thagbice of vote by voice; and permitted no
amendment of the constitution for the next eiglatrge Gradual emancipation supporters and
abolitionists around the nation took note of thibaek to emancipation hopes in Kentucky.

Abraham Lincoln, on his way home from his 1847-18%%n in the U.S. House of
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Representatives, spent two weeks near Frankfoteultie constitutional convention met in
Kentucky. In 1855 he wrote of the national sigrafice of Kentucky’s constitutional decisions:
“There is no peaceful extinction of slavery in gest for us. The signal failure of Henry Clay,
and other good and great men, in 1849, to effeghary in favor of gradual emancipation in

Kentucky, together with a thousand other signsngxishes that hope utterly.”

As the convention members chiseled slavery momdyfiinto Kentucky law, Heywood,
Shreve, and Butler continued to turn out a we&xgminerthrough December 8, 1849, then
replaced the weekly newspaper with a monthly pakibo, thelL ouisville Examinera 24-page
magazine folio published from January through Septr 1850. Because the editors no longer
needed to court emancipation votes in producingrtbethlyLouisville Examiner they
developed a more radical edge to their antislasegtoric and expressed their outrage at the
mistreatment of slaves. The magazZih@minercontained articles on the success of the slave
rebellion in Haiti, the separation of slave mothamng children by sale, and the sale of young
women into prostitution in New Orleans, some ohtheearly white. Such articles moved the
Examinerinto incendiary topics that in other cities proedkproslavery vigilantes to break up
presses and shoot editors. The editors contitheadantislavery campaign despite increasing
personal hardships. Heywood’s wife died in chitttbin October of 1849 as the constitutional
convention met; the infant died at age eleven nemiSeptember 1850 as the magazine folded.
In 1850 Shreve began to struggle with the tubesssilthat claimed his life in 1853. By
September of 1850, with the Compromise of 1850 penidh the U.S. House of Representatives,
and the new Kentucky constitution in place as oeJuhe editors ceased publication for lack of

subscribers.
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In their parting editorial, the editors spoke aitiregret in giving up the publication.
“Our convictions of the evils and wrongs of slavdeepen and strengthen daily. A wrong to the
black man, a curse to the white man, its breatfhtdi its touch palsies, its life is death.” They
raised a moral concern: “How can the standardarfiity be high in a society which has in its
midst an institution which puts morality at defiane an institution which is, in itself, the very
essence of injustice and wrong? And they expdetdsar ongoing confidence in the antislavery
cause: “Notwithstanding the present inaction andynthsheartening circumstances, we still

hold fast to the persuasion that the cause musitteaiy triumph.”

Reexamining theExaminer — Conclusions

From 1847-1850, five white, Unitarian/Quaker amvgry editors attempted to convince
Kentucky voters and legislators to support graégnancipation. They succeeded in increasing
antislavery dialogue in Kentucky, but failed to red&gislative change. Do we thus dismiss the

Examineras a losing, regional, and insignificant antistgyeublishing effort?

No!

The depth of community acceptance for these eddicaén from liberal religious
backgrounds indicated that Louisville not only tated but responded to appeals for higher
education, rational discussion, and concern fordmunghts. The seventeen year presence of a
thriving Unitarian Church provided an educatior@bim and a rallying point for an a growing

circle of civic leaders.

In regard to the effectiveness of the editors’datiery publishing, it is important to note

that no antislavery newspaper — not Douglaligigh Star nor William Lloyd Garrison’s
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Liberator, nor Gamaliel Bailey'®National Era— succeeded in ending slavery in any state in the
Union. Liberation for enslaved African Americarecarred in the seceding states only when
Lincoln issued the Emancipation Proclamation in3L8Emancipation for slaves in the four
Union slaveholding states (Kentucky, Maryland, De&lee, and Missouri) and the northern states
still in the process of gradual emancipation (NewwkY New Jersey) did not occur until the

passage of the thirteenth amendment in 1865.

The measure of any antislavery newspaper’s si@méie cannot be its success in
effecting emancipation, but the role the newspapsred in informing the opinions and
characters of the men and women who played deaisles in the pre-Civil War and Civil War
eras. By this measure, the regional charactdrexaminerwas not its limitation, but its
strength. The pages of tBgaminerdemonstrated that the five editors and their cgliea in
the Kentucky emancipation movement formed a regidfentucky identity that did not conform
to the perpetual slaveholding philosophy of thedo®Bouth. Furthermore, these leaders
consciously worked toward a change in cultural etthat championed public education,
respected African-American personhood, and eschewadh-to-violence as the solution to
personal and civil disputes. The editors’ effalits not bear fruit in 1849, but in 1861, when
Kentucky leaders with a firm sense of Kentuckydapendent identity chose not to secede from
the Union but to pursue a neutral course in thél @har. James Speed, who led the publicity
effort for the 1849 gradual emancipation movemesats a member of the Kentucky House of
Representatives in 1861 and instrumental in the t@keep the State neutral. Later, when the
Confederate Army violated Kentucky’'s neutralitye tBtate declared for the Union. Kentucky's
refusal to join the Confederacy relieved the fediBresident Lincoln, who recognized the

strategic importance of keeping the Ohio River witbnion territory. “l think to lose Kentucky
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is nearly the same as to lose the whole game. Kkygone, we can not hold Missouri, nor, as |

think, Maryland. These all against us, and thegolour hands is too large for u&S.”

In 1861, the Virginia counties along the Ohio instezn Virginia, whose antislavery, pro-
union opinions th&xaminersupported, seceded from Virginia to join the Unéarthe free state
of West Virginia in 1863. During the Civil War, @mdlue in part to the efforts of antislavery
leaders in Kentucky and West Virginia, the Ohio&idid not mark the boundary between the

North and South, but bound the states on bothitharn and southern banks to the Union.

Many historians regard the Mexican War, waged fi@#6-1848, as a training ground
for politicians and soldiers such as PresidentaAdm Lincoln and Jefferson Davis and
Generals Ulysses S. Grant and Robert E. Lee, wtargers matured during the Civil War. The
same dynamic held true in Kentucky for the vete@ditbeExaminerpublishing effort. The
Quaker Thomas Shreve succumbed to tuberculosi®58 and was buried by his friend John
Heywood, but the surviving editors — Vaughan, HegdidButler, and Cosby — and the publicity
leader Speed, remained politically active as fommdéthe Republican Party in the late 1850s.
The widower John Healy Heywood became James Speemtiser-in-law in 1853 when he
married Margaret Cochran, sister of Jane Cochrae&@ESpeed became Lincoln’s second
attorney general in 1864, and Heywood served duhadCivil War as the co-leader of the U.S.
Sanitary Commission in Louisville. Heywood and IButillso kept up their efforts to oppose
slavery by creating a nonviolent and educated contyiincompatible with slavery. The two
friends attempted to contain the community’s avgeen a Hardin County jury failed to convict
Butler’s brother’'s murderer in 1854, and in 185556 two men published ttf#outh West
Journal of Schools As president of the Louisville school board, iwepd founded Male and

Female High Schools in 1856. Fortunatus Cosbyydrked for the U.S. Treasury in
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Washington, D.C. in the 1850s; Lincoln appointeth ldonsul to Geneva in 1861. The
Examiner’sonly professional activist and editor, John Vaughramained in the newspaper
business. In 1856 he co-founded @t@cago Tribunawith Joseph Medill. In 1858 he followed
the antislavery controversy to Bloody Kansas, wier@ublished and edited theavenworth
Times In 1861, Vaughan served with the Kansas Fro@ieard who protected the White House
after the April 12 firing on Fort Sumter. Vaugtsunit slept in the East Room until the arrival
of regiments from Massachusetts and New York iregdaecurity in the nation’s capitol.
Vaughan addressed Lincoln on behalf of the Fro@igard: “It is the response of every man
here, and | am instructed by them to say, so féan&sare concerned, No compromise with,

rebels.®®

Vaughan's defiance of deep south rebels dated tiodlais editorship at the Louisville
Examiner In 1847, in the midst of southern rumblings als®mcession, an editorial reassured
each reader: “Never fear friend, about disunid'e of the mid-slave States will save that. We
don’t mean that the perpetualists shall have elergttheir own way* To the extent that the
Examinerinformed this regional difference, the paper setedUnion. “Not a defeat, but a
delay” the editors called the 1849 constitutionateyv Kentucky’s Union loyalty in 1861-1865,

though a hard won course, confirmed their earlmfidence and hard work.
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