SETTLINGTHE MAINE WILDERNESS

Moses Greenleaf, Maine’s First Mapmaker

Lesson 7 Maine Statehood

SUBJECT
The historical processes that led to the separation of Maine from Massachusetts
STUDENTS WILL

Understand the historical events that led to Maine Statehood and Moses
Greenleaf’s role in the process

VOCABULARY See note regarding Vocabulary in “How to Use” section
moderates, polemical, caucus
PREPARATION

1. Read Finding Katahdin, pp. 112-122, and make copies for the students.

2. Read excerpts from Chapter 11 of Settling the Maine Wilderness, “Politics and
Societies,” pp. 57-59, (attached) and make copies for the students.

3. Optional: Obtain information online about Maine statehood. If students have

laptops and web access they can access the following or similar websites:

www.maine.gov/sos/kids Secretary of State Kids Page
www.massmoments.org (search for “Maine Statehood”)
www.mainehistory.info/history.html A Brief History of Maine by Jim Brunelle



http://www.maine.gov/sos/kids
http://www.massmoments.org/
http://www.mainehistory.info/history.html

BODY OF LESSON

Activity 1.

Have students read the materials from Finding Katahdin and Settling the Maine
Wilderness and seek out further information online if laptops are available about the
motivations for Mainers to separate from Massachusetts in the late 1700s and early
1800s. They can take notes on the graphic organizer at www.readwritethink.org.

Activity 2.
Have a class discussion addressing the following questions:

1. How did Williamsburg residents vote on this controversial subject? Why did they vote
this way?

2. Why did William King change political parties?

3. When did the “Separation Movement” begin to pick up momentum?

4. What were the “hot topics” looming in this debate?

5. How did a separation with Massachusetts benefit Maine in the early settlers’ opinion?
6. How could a separation with Massachusetts put Maine at a disadvantage?
(Knowledge, Comprehension, Application)

Homework Assignment (optional)

Have the students write a brief description of three advantages and three
disadvantages of Maine becoming an independent state as viewed by Moses Greenleaf
and William King.

Activity 3.
Do one of the following:
Choice 1:

Students will write a letter (they can use the www.readwritethink.org site for letter
writing if laptops are available) from the perspective of a prominent Mainer to a family
member, colleague, or friend (such as Moses Greenleaf writing to his brother, Eben or
William King writing to his brother, Rufus). This letter will be five-paragraphs
attempting to persuade another Mainer to vote for or against Maine statehood. Letters
should take a clear side and use the disadvantages or advantages researched earlier to
support their opinion. (Application, Synthesis)

Choice 2:



Students will make a poster and write a short speech (one paragraph) from the
perspective of a prominent Mainer such as Moses Greenleaf or William King that could
have been used to convince other Mainers of their point of view prior to the vote for
Maine statehood. The poster and speech should contain specific viewpoints and the
reasons behind these viewpoints. (Application, Analysis)

ASSESSMENT
Student criteria for self-assessment on this assignment should be based on the
utilization of vocabulary from the readings, use of specific supporting

advantages/disadvantages, and creativity and clarity of the product:

1. Was it clear how the author of the letter, speech, and/or poster stood on Maine
statehood?

2. Was it well communicated?

3. Was creativity used to represent the time period? Was relevant language used? Maine
symbols? Creative Maine slogans?

EXTENSION

What were issues that complicated the Maine Statehood controversy?
(Application, Analysis)



Moses Greenleaf and the Separation of Maine From Massachusetts
From Chapter 11 Politics and Societies, pp. 57-59

The following is a description of some of the issues of Maine statehood surrounding
Moses Greenleaf.

p. 57-58
As the new century began, Maine’s political battle lines formed upon the issue of

separation from Massachusetts. This was not a new issue by the time Moses took an
interest. He was eight when the first separation meeting was held in Portland. Five
conventions had been held, and the first movement for separation had collapsed with
another taking its place before Captain Moses Greenleaf moved his family north to New
Gloucester. Coming from an arch-Federalist household, there can be little doubt that
Greenleaf received an early anti-separationist influence. What remains to be explored is
whether Moses’ concerns rose above prejudice and party adherence.

Edgar Crosby Smith, Greenleaf’s first biographer, assumed that Moses supported
the separation movement. This assumption was repeated by Samuel Boardman, who
wrote the introduction to Smith’s biography. Boardman stated: “Mr. Greenleaf was the
real state-maker of Maine” and stressed that Moses’ writing and maps did “more than any
other man to make known . . . the value and importance of Maine.” Smith and Boardman
were indisputably correct in their estimation of Moses’ role in bringing attention to
Maine. However, evidence is lacking that he approved of the separation movement in
1819 or aided in the final success of that cause. After all available data are considered, we
are left with Greenleaf’s noncommittal statement of fact found in his journal entry for

March 15, 1820:



Captain Hazly of Bangor called—brought intelligence that Maine is admitted into
the union & therefore this day commences the existence of the District as a new
state.

When the citizens of Williamsburg voted on the issue of Maine’s separation from
Massachusetts in 1819, there were thirteen nays and two votes in favor. Of course we do
not know who cast the two affirmative ballots, but it is unlikely that it was the Greenleaf
brothers. If Moses had been in favor of separation, he certainly would have been more
successful in winning his neighbors’ support for the cause of statehood, especially in light
of the fact that the neighboring towns overwhelmingly voted in favor of separation. It is
likely Moses assumed that in due time Maine would leave the commonwealth, as did
many moderates. He no doubt agreed with such fine sentiments as those expressed in
James Sullivan’s History of the District of Maine:

This extensive country [Maine] is so large and populous and in its situation so

peculiar, that it cannot remain long a part of the commonwealth of Massachusetts

... we rejoice in the anticipation of that elevated prosperity, and high degree of

importance, to which the District must, from its peculiar advantages, be finally

raised.
But the evidence indicates that at the time the final vote was taken, Greenleaf felt that the
issues had become polemical, surcharged with emotion, and darkened by a rough-and-
ready element he distrusted. It is probable that he would have subscribed to a statement
made by John Adams:

But I can tell you how it will be when there arises in Maine a bold, daring, ardent

genius with talents capable of inspiring the people with his own enthusiasm and



ambition; he will tear off Maine from old Massachusetts and leave her in a state

below mediocrity in the Union.

Edgar Crosby Smith cited, as proof of Moses’ approval of the separation
movement, a letter written by Moses to his brother-in-law Eleazer Alley Jenks. The date
was 1807, and Moses was in Boston attending a session of the General Court; he planned
to be present at a caucus held by the ardent separatists. He reported his impressions:

Massachusetts will be restored to correct principles, for the “Squatters” are about

to manage their affairs in their own way. A caucus was held yesterday morning on

the subject of separation, and adjourned to this evening at 6 o’clock. The Demo’s
are decided in favor and many of the Federalists—who knows amid the
revolutions that are impending what may await us—Gov. King! Chief Justice

Widgery!!! how do they look together?

Back from a later meeting, Greenleaf added this postscript:

10 o’clock, P.M. The Grand Caucus was held this evening in the Senate chamber,

Old W [Widgery] in the chair! A resolve passed that the members then present

exert their influence in the Legislature to produce an order directing the several

towns in Maine to give in their vote, . . . for or against separation. . . . The cause
of the debate did not allow much argument against the measure. Mr. Bradbury
attempted to oppose it, but was borne down by “Mr. Chairman;” the principal
speakers in its favor were King, Greenwood, Kinsley, Foxcroft and some others.

55 in favor, 10 against.

What is the implication of the exclamation points for both these quotes? William

King had recently left the Federalist Party to climb upward in the power structure of the



Democratic Republicans. If, despite this, King rated one exclamation point of admiration,
it is extremely doubtful that, in Greenleaf’s generous estimation, Widgery would have
earned three exclamation points!

William Widgery was either much liked or greatly disliked. His friends thought
him a man of tremendous energy who had pulled himself up from poverty to a position of
property and prestige. To others he appeared crude and self-seeking. Leverett Saltonstall,
a Federalist from Salem who met Widgery on a stage ride, thought him an uncouth bore
and a disgrace to the commonwealth.

Tired out, Moses ended his postscript with a hurried reference to Aaron Burr’s
insurrection—“So we go,” Moses closed, “good night.” His letter to Jenks had the usual
enthusiasm when he wrote of those projects relating to the lands north of the Piscataquis,
but the rest of his letter revealed the tone of a man watching disturbing events. He
mentioned an attempt to change the penal code and talk of impeaching the judges of
Massachusetts’ higher court. It is hard to escape the conclusion that he placed the
separation movement in the same category with these indications that the old, responsible
order was breaking down.

In such apprehensions Greenleaf was not alone. There were many who feared that
the separation movement would fall into the hand of radicals—in fact, that it already had
done so. Moreover, conservatives pointed to the armed insurrection that had occurred in
western Massachusetts. It was not the time or the season for separation, a partition that
would be a Brutus stab to the old commonwealth and a step for Maine toward anarchy.

At the very least, Greenleaf was keenly aware of the issues that compounded the



problems of separation. In retrospect we can see how involved the issues truly were and

why many felt they were witnessing the making of a baleful legacy for Maine.

The following compares and contrasts Maine’s first governor William King and Moses
Greenleaf:

It would be especially interesting to know how Greenleaf and William King
viewed each other. Apparently Greenleaf did not make King’s personal acquaintance
until late in 1819, when he met him at a gathering of the Maine Agricultural Society held
in Brunswick. In a letter written soon after this meeting, Greenleaf sought King’s opinion
concerning a proposal “to encourage the immigration of foreigners” and asked if King
would furnish him with information respecting lands for sale and settlement on the
Kennebec River, along with the names of persons in that part of the state to whom
immigrants might be referred. Moses wrote that he was persuaded of King’s dedication to
pursue “any proper measure tending to increase the population or add to the advantages
of the State.” His closing seems sincere: “with much respect, your obedient servant,
Moses Greenleaf.”

But King and Greenleaf had quite different capabilities and personalities. Both
men had a special attachment to Maine—that place to which they devoted so much
energy—but King was a politician in the contemporary sense. He remains a complex
figure. He was a cunning manipulator, yet the man who had Jefferson contribute Article
Six of Maine’s constitution, which deals with education. He was the populist hero of the
squatter and the struggling poor, yet he was also appropriately dubbed the “Sultan of

Bath.”
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SECTION:TWO CHECK

1 What position did the Wabanaki Indians take during the Revolution?

2, What was the outcome of the Penobscot Expedition?

3. Why could Maine be called a colony within a colony?

4. Name three reasons'supporting Maine’s separation from Massachusetts.

SECTION THREE

Key Words: impress; Democratic Republican, Federalist, legislative branch;
executive branch, judicial branch, elector

THE WAR OF 1812 A TURNING POINT

America’s problems. with Britain were not over yet. In 1803, England and
Prance were at war once again. The United States attempted to remain neutral
and ‘to continue to trade with both countries. But at sea, British sailors began
to kidnap ‘American sailors and to impress them into service, forcing them to
join the British Navy. By 1812, America and England were back at war.

Governor Caleb Strong of Massachusetts was opposed to the war. It inter-
rupted trade with England, putting many people out of work. But he was
alarmed when' Britain recaptured Castine in 1814 and proceeded to occupy
castert Maine again. He held a special session of the General Court to discuss
the issue, but legislators refused to send extra help to Maine. It seemed that
the Massachusetts government would rather let eastern Maine return to
British rule than sacrifice any of its troops to save it.

Instead, President James Madison nationalized part of the Massachusetts
militia, making the state troops follow federal orders. He appointed William
King (Figure 4,17) as their commander. King's orders were to lead the troops
in‘an‘attack'on Castine. But the federal government could not fund the expe-
dition.  What they did to raise money was almost comical. they asked for'a
1oan: from “the Massachusetts government. Of ~course, Governor Strong
refused. The expéedition never left Boston and eastérn Maine was left to the
British until they vacated the area almaost a year later.

Massachusetts’ refusal to'defend Maine during the war opened many peo-
ple’s'eyes to the neéd for a separate Maine state govermment. Those who had
ignored the separation issue before now began to show interest in the move-
meit:
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CHAPTER FOUR FROM REVOLUTION TO STATEHOOD

ACFINALCPUSH TG VLCTORY

Meanwhile, the population of Maine continued to grow. By 1810, about
230,000 pecple lived in the District: Most of these newcomers resembled
Jeremiah Stern more than they did James Townsend: farmers and laborers who
moved to Maine to wark the land and raise their families. Most of these new
iramigrants to-Maine identified with the new Democratic Republican Party.
People from this political party supported low taxes and small government.
Their opposing party was the Federalist Party, which supported a large feder-
al government and higher taxes. William King, the commander of the militia
that never left Boston, became a new leader of the Democratic Republican
Party

King a wedlthy merchant from Bath; was one of the most influential men
in Maine. He was also an advocate of separation: After the War of 1812, King
quickly became the new spokesperson of the now Democratic Republican
separationist movement. He helped fund the Egstern Argus, a pro-separa-
tionist newspaper. He spoke with politicians, organized meetings, and con-
vinced many people to support the movement. But éven as interest in the
movement increased, a group of staunch anti-separationists remained. Why?
The old 1789 Coasting Law The sarme law that had discouraged our character
James Townsend from supporting separation back in 1792 was still on the




Figure 4.18 {oppo-
site page}.

A broadside for
Maine statehood.

FINDING KATAHDINS AN EXPLORATION OF MAINE S PAST

books. Even in 1816, merchants and shipowners were reluctant to give up the
advantage they enjoyed by being a-part of Massachusetts.

King realized that the only way Maine would ever gain enough votes to sep-
arate from Massachusetts would be to change the Coasting Law He appealed
to his half-brother Rufus, whowas a thember of the U.S. Congress. Rufus King
wrote a revised- coasting billi The bill "passed in“March 1819. The new
Coasting Law no longer required ships to pass through customs in-every state
that did not share a border with its state of origin. Ships coulditravel the entire
east coast, from Eastport'to Florida, without going through customs.

With the passage of the new coastinig law, those who had opposed separa-
tion lost the primary reason for their opposition. A final-¢election in July
clinched it: separationists won the vote by a margin‘of 10,000, Finally, thirty-
five years after the separation movemerit began, Maine could now become an
independent state. (Figure 4.18)

DRAETING THE MAINE CONSTITUTION

Mainers were now faced with the diffienlt task of creating 2 just and respon-
sive state government. Drafting a constitution would be'the first step. On
October 11, 1819, representatives from almost each town within every Maine
county gathered at the ‘Constitutional’ Convention“in Portland to draft the
Maine Constitution. The delegates debated for eighteen days; each man mak-
ing sure that the/interests of his town were not left out. By October 29, the
men produced and signed a final copy of “the supreme law” of the state of
Maine, The  Maine Constitution: ‘was based on the Massachusetts
Constitution; with a few important changes.

Like the Massachusetts Constitution, Maine’s Constitution begins with a
declaration of rights. Maine's declaration states the basic rights of its citizens,
including such rights as “All men are born equally frec and independent,”
“ All power is inherent in the people,” and “Every citizen may freely speak,
write and publish his senitiments on any subject.” ‘Maine’s Declaration of
Rights also states that “All men have a natural and unalienable right to wor-
ship Almighty God according to the dictates of their own consciences.” This
statement differed from the Massachuserts Constitution, which did not pro-
tect freedom of worship as a right. Maine's entiré declaration includes twen-
ty-four such statements:

Along with the Declaration of Rights, Maine’s Constitution set the struc-
ture of the state government. It distributed the power of goverrunent between
three branches: the legislative branch; the executive branch, and the judicial
branch. These brancheés continiie to govern in the'same manner as they were
originally conceived. The legislative branch; made up" of the House of
Representatives and the Senate; passes laws. The exccutive branch is made up
of the Governor, the secretary of state; the treasurer, and other officers. Tt has
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FINDING-KEATAHDIN AN EXPLORATION OF MAINE'S PAST

a-variety of duties, but it is primarily responsible for seeing that the laws the
legislature passes are carried out. The judicial branch, madeup of the Supreme
Judicial Court, superior courts, and district eourts, serves as judges and coun-
selors of law to the legislative and executive branches. All of these branches
work together to govern the state.

Finally, the electors, or the voters, choose the people that will 611 the seats
in the legislative and executive branches. The Constitution otiginally
declared that all male residents of Maine aver twenty-one could vote. Our
Jeremiah Stern had been kept from voting nnder Massachusetts law because
he owned no property. Under Maine law, property was not a consideration;
Jeremiah Stern’s right to vote would not be taken away from him. Many
Mainers still could not vote, however women, poor people supported by the
state, untaxed Indians, and people under guardianship. It took over a hundred
vears for that to change. Today all adult citizens of the state mav vote, regard
less of their gender, class, or race.

Mainers now had provisions for their own independent govemment The '
final step in galning independence was the formal process of becoming a state.
‘Maine applied for entry into the United States of America, expecting that its
statehood would be accepted. No one anticipated the contraversy that almost
sent Maine back to its status as a colony of Massachusetts.

SECTION THREE CHICK

1. Identify three reasons why some Mainers wanted to separate from
Massachusetts,

2. What made the War of 1812 a tm:mng point in the struggle for separation?

3. Who was William King and how did he affect the separation movement?

4. Name three rights listed in the Declaration of Rights that we enjoy today.

5. What are the three branches of Maine’s government? What ave their duties?

SECTION FOUR

Key Words: Acadians, disputed territory

THE MISSOURLI COMPROMISE

Northern and southern states had been fighting bitterly over the issue of slav.

ery fot years. The U.S. Constitution had almost failed o pass becanse of it:
northern states insisted that slavery be declared illegal, while southern states
insisted it remain legal. By 1819, the states in the union were evenly balanced:
eleven slaveholding states, eleven free states. (Figure 4.19) If Maine jcined the
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union as a free state, the slaveholding states would be in the minority in the

171.8. Senate, and would therefore have less legislative power, Slaveholders

were unhappy with this idea. Terrible arguments broke out in Congress.

Mainers locked on in disbelief. If Maine could not become a state by March 4,

1820, it would once again be governed by Massachusetts, Would Maine's long-
fight for independence end in failure? ’

Missouri had also applied for statehood at the same time as Maine. But
Missouri hoped to entex the union as a slave state. Congress saw that there
was a chance to keep the even balance between free and slave states if both
states were allowed tojoin. One congressman proposed a compromise: Maine
could enter the union as a free state, if Missouri would be allowed to enter as
a slaveholding state. Then, from that point on, slavery would be illegal in any
territory above the latitude line 36'30”, except for the state of Missouri. The
Missouri Compromise effectively split the nation into two halves: slavery
wotild be illegal in the north, but legal in the south:

Most Mainers at the time believed that slavery was wrong. Many of them
were outraged that Maine’s application for statehood should be tainted by
such an evil institution. One delegate to the Constitutional Convention
declared that Maine should “suffer martyrdom in the cause of liberty, rather
than yield an inch in favor of slavery.” Many politicians agreed—they did not
want to see Maine’s statehood bring slavery to Missouri. Others felt that a
compromise was the only way to go. What should Maine politicians do?
Sacrifice Maine’s chance at statehood by standing up for freedom in the south?
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Bigure 4.20.
Madawaska.

Or ensure Maine's independence by compromising the anti-slavery values of
its citizens?

When Congress voted on the Missouri Compromise in March 1810, five of
the seven representatives from Maine voted -against the bill: Even so, the
Missouri Compromise passed. On March 15, 1820, Maine became the 23rd
state in the Union, free of slavery. Williarn' King ‘was elected 4s Maine's first
governor. But Maine's freedom meant enslavement for Africari Americans in
Missouri. The long struggle for independence resulted in'a hittersweet victory

DEFINING MAINE'§ BOUNDARIES
THE AROQOOSTOOEK WAR

At the northern tip of present-day Maine; nestled in the valley of the 5t john
River and surrounded by beautiful, towering forests; sits 4 small settlement
called Madawaska. (Figure 4.20) A group of Acadians, French-speakers from
New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, 'and ‘eastern Maine; moved to this area after
they were kicked off their land in 1755 {see sidebar). These settlers lived a
rural life, growing potatoes and wheat, fishing, and huntirg to survive.
Madawaska was an isolated town. The State of Maine hardly knew it existed
until the year 1817, just before Maine separated from Massachusetts. But the
little town and the land surrounding it soon: became the source of confusion
and bitterness between the Maine and New Brunswick govérnments.

Where did the new state of Maine begin and where'did it end? At that time,
no one really knew The 1783 Treaty of Paris that ended the American Revolu-
tion had created a conflict. It had defined thé eastern boundary of the United
States as the St. Croix River, but it had not made’it ¢lear which river in the
area was truly the St. Croix. The U.S. claimed it was the easternimost river,
while Canada chose the westernmost one. Also, it left ‘the northern border
unclear. About seven thousand square miles of land lay in this area. This was
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CHAPTER FOUR:'FROM REVOLUTION TD STATEHOOD

the disputed territory, the land claimhed by both Maine and New Brunswick.
It was like'a noman’s land, and Madavwaska sat right’in the middle of it
(Figure 4.22)

Not far from Madawaska, 2 few farmers from the Kennebec area had begun
an American settlément. One of these farmers was a felsty man named john
Baker who ran a saw mill and a general store/ On TJuly 41827, Baker held an
Independence Day party. He invited Ameticans and Acadians; served food;
played music, and flew an American flag. Baker's party was intétpreted by the
New Brunswick governmient as @ threat to their authority. To make matters
worse, Baker signed-a paper declaring that the Americans inthe area would no
longet consider themselves under the jurisdiction of the New Branswick gOV-
ernment. Baker, along with two of his friends; would act 4s temiporary state
officials. New Brunswick sent an official to investipate Baker and his friends.
When he arrived, Baker hoisted the flag and refused to remove it. He wae
arrested-and charged with trespassing or British territory.

Baker’s arrest angered Maine’s new government. In the eyes of Maine offi-
cials, Baker had been conducting his own affairs on American soil. Whit right
did Britain have to arrest him? A féw years after Baker's arrest, New
Brunswick arrested a Maine censts taker who was counting the Madawaska
population: This second arrest angered Maine’s legislators further. Maitie
notified the U.S. federal government, which sent peacekeeping army troops to
Houlton in June 1828: The troops were able ta keep the peace for the next 11
years. During this time, they built a military road from Bangor to Houlton, the
first road leading into northeri Maine: Meaiiwhile, trespassers from both
Maine :and New Brunswick were busily stealing timber worth hundreds of
thousands of dollars from the north woods. Something had to be done.

In 1839, Governor John Fairfield sent land agerit Rufus MclIntyre up to the
Madawaska area;'accompanied by 4 group of two hundred Bangor men: The
group’s jobwas to break up any illegal lumbering crews and arrest suspicious-
looking men. One 'of the men they arrested happened to he a New Brifswick
government official, whio was also ut patrolling the area. New Brunswick
retaliated by arresting McIntyre: That was the last straw for Maine. THe state
prepared its militia: for war. New Brunswick also ‘sent militia men ia
Madawaska and the surrounding territories:

The ‘Arcostook War presented the federal government with a1 difficult
choice. The country was reluctant to begin another war with Bitain, But it
could not igriore the threats New Bronswick was making to the northeastern
boundary of the United States. President Van Buren decided 16 send General
Winfield Scott to Maine to assess the situation and to try to avoid war if pos-
sible.. Scott’ set -up 4 conference with' Governor John Harvey of New
Brunswick, and the two men reached an agreement, Maine militia men grad-
ually moved out of the area and hisaded hore: The “bloodiess war” had ended.

Daniel Webster, a 1.8, senator, and Lord Ashburton; 2 British banker, nego-
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