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THE TWENTY-FOURTH ANNUAL MEETING 

The twenty-fourth annual meeting of the South Carolina 
Historical Association was held at Wofford College, Spar
tanburg, S. C. on April 24, 1954. Robert W. Barnwell, Jr., 
president of the Association, presided. 

At the morning session two papers were read and dis
cussed: "A Brief Outline of the South Carolina Colonial 
Militia System" by David Cole, Lander College, and "Anti
slavery Presbyterians in the Carolina Piedmont" by Mar
garet Burr Deschamps, Agnes Scott College. 

Immediately following the luncheon, the Association heard 
an address, "They Don't Want to Go to Our Heaven-A 
Critique of United States Foreign Policy," by Wilfred H. 
Callcott of the University of South Carolina. 

At the business session, the Treasurer's report was heard 
and accepted. Officers chosen for 1954-55 were: Jack K. Wil
liams, President; Lucia Daniel, Vice-President; William E. 
Webb, Secretary-Treasurer. The Association unanimously 
elected J. Mauldin Lesesne of Erskine College as the Asso
ciation's representative on the South Carolina Archives Com
mission. Carl Epting moved that the President appoint a com
mitte to write an appropriate resolution as a memorial for 
Dr. E. C. Mccants of Anderson, S. C., former member of the 
Association, and have the same printed in the Proceedings 
of the Association. The motion carried. The Association by 
unanimous vote amended the Constitution by omitting the 
words "constitution" and "by laws" in article VII and by 
adding as the third sentence of article VII, "The Constitu
tion and by-laws shall be published in the Proceedings every 
fifth year." 

J. Harold Easterby brought the Association much infor
mation on the activities and the urgent needs of the South 
Carolina Archives Department. W. H. Callcott moved that 
the secretary formally thank the president of Wofford for 
the great hospitality shown the Association. The motion car
ried by a rising vote of thanks. The Association also gave a 
rising vote of thanks to the retiring secretary-treasurer and 
the editor of the Proceedings. 

In the afternoon, the Association was privileged to attend 
a demonstration of the Wofford Planetarium under the guid
ance of G. H. May of the Wofford Mathematics Department. 
A reception was held at the home of President Gaines for 
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members of the Association with the Wofford members as 
hosts. 

At the banquet session, Pendleton Gaines, President of 
Wofford College, addressed the Association on the subject, 
"History on the Campus-its Teachers and its Teachings." 

The Executive Committee elected Daniel W. Hollis of the 
University of South Carolina editor of the Pro,aeedings of the 
Association, succeeding Robert D. Ochs. 



ELLIOTT CRAYTON McCANTS (1865-1953) 

The South Carolina Historical Association lost by death 
in 1953 one of its most distinguished members, the superin
tendent emeritus of Anderson city schools, Elliott Crayton 
McCants. 

Professor Mccants, a graduate of The Citadel, in the class 
of 1886, guided the schools of Anderson for many years and 
rendered incalculable service to the boys and girls of that 
community. He was intensely interested in the history of 
South Carolina and wrote charmingly and lectured inter
estingly on its history and folklore. 

Among other writings, he produced two books which have 
been widely read and enjoyed. Ninety Six, a. novel dealing 
with the Revolution, and History, Stories and Legends of 
South Oa,rolina, have both found their place in the field of 
South Caroliniana. 

In the passing of Professor Mccants the state has lost a 
valuable citizen, the public schools and outstanding leader, 
and our association a worthy member. 

Whereas, the late Doctor Elliott Crayton McOants of An
derson, a member of this association, died during the last 
year, and Whereas Dr. McCants was a great lover of the 
State of South Carolina and its history, and Whereas Dr. 
Mccants contributed substantially to the field of State his
tory, 

Therefore, be it resolved, that this resolution be printed 
in the Proceedings of the Association in order to show the 
high esteem in which he was held by the members. 



ANTISLAVERY PRESBYTERIANS IN THE 
CAROLINA PIEDMONT 

MARGARET B. DESCHAMPS 

On the eve of the Civil War the Presbyterian ministry 
furnished some of the most articulate and powerful defend
ers of the institution of slavery. These proslavery advocates, 
among whom James Henley Thornwell and Benjamin Mor
gan Palmer stand foremost, were so effective in express
ing and molding public opinion that their position is too 
often taken as typical of clerical attitude in the Old South. 
But Presbyterian apologists did not generally participate 
in the slavery controversy until the closing decade of the 
antebellum period, and they were preceded by a long line 
of spokesmen for emancipation. For a half a century after 
the Revolution the Carolina Piedmont, where slavery was 
slow in taking root, furnished able Presbyterian critics of 
the system of bondage.1 

Revolutionary fervor for natural rights, liberalism, and 
equality greatly stimulated efforts in behalf of emancipa
tion, and in the early years of independence clergy of all 
denominations frowned upon slaveholding. In the Piedmont, 
where small farmers were plenteous and slaves few, many 
antislavery spokesmen arose. The most prominent of the 
Presbyterians was Henry Pattillo, minister and teacher of 
an outstanding classical school at Granville, North Caro
lina. 

Pattillo's most noted contribution to the antislavery effort 
was a catechism which he published in 1787 under the title, 
The Plwin Planter's Family Assistant. Through his cate
chism he attempted to teach that no physical differences 
existed between Negro and white "except the black skin, 
and curled head," and that they were even "more alike in 
their souls, than in their bodies." Laziness, obstinancy, and 
thievery, he stated, were traits by no means peculiar to the 
Negro, for "we all seem to think alike--W e all love and 
hate the same things .... The one talks and lives as wickedly 
as the other." Pattillo's conclusion about the Negro's innate 

lFor a general discussion of the slavery issue in the Presbyterian Church 
see: Walter B. Posey, The Presbyterian Church in the Old Southwest (Rich
mond, 1952), 73-82; Margaret B. Des Champs, "The Presbyterian Church in 
the South Atlantic States, 1801-1861," (unpublished Ph.D. thesis, Emory 
University, Emory University, Georgia, 1951), 135-62. 

[ 6] 



ANTISL.A. VERY PRESBYTERIANS 7 

abilities was put in the form of a query. "What would you 
have been with his education," he asked his reader, "or what 
might he have been with yours?"2 

Although Pattillo believed in racial equality, the accom
plishment of emancipation he could only leave to Providence. 
He did not advocate immediate manumission of servants 
held by benign owners although he approved of slaves flee
ing from tyrannical masters. Since Negroes seemed unessen
tial to Piedmont economy, he feared that as freedmen they 
would not be able to extract beneficial work contracts from 
white farmers. Hence, the minister reasoned, the lot of the 
free Negro would be worse than that of the slave. But he 
was confident that within a hundred years manumission 
would be accomplished, for God would show "how to pro
vide for them [ the Negroes], and what to do with them." 
Pattillo seems to have regarded himself as one who must 
prepare people for a coming change, rather than as one who 
must actively hasten it.3 

As a minister he did not preach abolition from the pulpit. 
"I once touched it with caution," he wrote a friend, "It of
fended some & pleased none: tho' I mentioned it as a very 
distant object."4 In spite of this restraint, he appears to 
have served his cause well. One wonders if his influence did 
not greatly aid his friend John Chavis, free Negro teacher 
and preacher, in his reception as a social equal by the first 
families of Granville County.5 Perhaps as a teacher he plant
ed the antislavery doctrine in the minds of many of his stu
dents. For example, Charles Pettigrew, who became a noted 
Episcopal rector in North Carolina and wished "there was 
not a slave in the world," in his youth attended Patillo's 
school and until the teacher's death maintained a close re-

2Henry Pattillo Papers (Union Theological Seminary, Richmond) contain 
the manuscript, To Heads of Families, from which was published The Plain 
Planter's Family Assistant, Containing an Address to Husbands and Wives, 
Children and Servants (Wilmington, North Carolina, 1787). In the published 
account Pattillo did not state when he thought emancipation would be ac
complished. 

8Jbid. 

4Henry Pattillo to William Williamson, December 4, 1799, in Williamson 
Papers (Presbyterian Historical Society, Philadephia). 

5 Ibid. Also see Margaret B. DesCamps, "John Chavis as a Preacher to 
Whites," North Carolina Historical Review (forthcoming issue). 
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lationship with him. 6 Certainly Pattillo stimulated the de
sire of his sons and neighbors to settle on free territory and 
was in a measure responsible for their moving from Gran
ville to Gennessee, Ohio, in the opening years of the nine
teenth century.7 Because he was a gradualist and a moderate 
and refrained from preaching emancipation and equality 
from the pulpit, Pattillo was able to keep the good will of his 
congregations. 

Other ministers who were constrained to speak out against 
slavery left the Piedmont for the Old Northwest. James 
Gilleland, after struggling over the issue with a congrega
tion in Anderson District for nearly eight years, moved to 
Ohio. Gilleland's ordination in 1796 had been protected be
cause of his antislavery views, but upon promising to re
frain from preaching on the matter he had been accepted 
by South Carolina Presbytery. A year after his ordination 
he appealed his case to the Synod, of South Carolina. But 
the Synod concurred with the presbytery which had silenced 
him and told him "to content himself with using his utmost 
endeavours in private to open the way for emancipation." 
To preach openly, he was informed, would disturb the peace 
of the church and threaten the security of society. In Ohio, 
James Gilleland became a noted abolitionist. 8 

The liberal spirit which grew out of the Revolution, and 
which Henry Pattillo and James Gilleland so well repre
sented, was strengthened by the Great Revival which swept 
the Piedmont in 1801. While the revival tended to fasten 
religious orthodoxy on the South, and in the long run en
couraged slavery by making its justification a part of the 
orthodox pattern, the immediate effect of the religious 
awakening was quite different. By teaching that all men 
were equal in the sight of God, the revival not only in
creased interest in the evangelization of the Negro, but also 
gave impetus to the emancipation movement. A center of 
Presbyterian antislavery feeling at this time was upcountry 
South Carolina. 

6Charles Pettigrew to Ebenezer Pettigrew, March 10, 1802, in Pettigrew 
Papers (Southern Historical Collection, University of North Carolina); 
Charles Pettigrew to Henry Pattillo, January 9, 1789, ibid; Bennett H. Wall, 
"Charles Pettigrew, A study of an Early North Carolina Religious Leader 
and Planter ( unpublished Ph.D. thesis, University of North Carolina, Chapel 
Hill, North Carolina, 1940), 3-4. 

7Ann Smith to Polly "Williamson, January 9, 1806, in Williamson Papers. 
BWil!iam B. Sprague, Annals of the American Pulpit, (9 vols., New York, 

1859-60), IV, 137-38. 
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The introduction of short staple cotton and the resulting 
stimulation of the slave trade at the turn of the century 
made the Piedmont unattractive to William Williamson and 
many of his colleagues. Unable to reconcile Christian broth
erhood which they were preaching with the system of bond
age which they saw growing around them, Williamson, who 
served a church at Fair Forrest, and Robert Wilson, minis
ter at Long Cane, determined to move westward. In 1804 
they traveled through Ohio to locate land for settlement, and 
shortly afterwards moved to the free state. 9 In Ohio, Wil
liamson emancipated his own slaves and he encouraged mem
bers of his family and friends to follow his example.10 The 
letters he received from them in his new home show the 
power of his influence. To Daniel Gray, his successor at 
Fair Forrest, Ohio appeared as the other side of Jordan, 
"that land flowing with milk and honey"; and Gray ex
pressed the hope that the "flesh pots of Egypt" would not 
so bind him that he would fail to follow Williamson to Ca
naan. 11 Another colleague commended "\Villiamson for his ac
tion, stated that he trembled for the country when he thought 
of the iniquity of slavery, and expressed the hope that he 
might join the Carolinians in Ohio.12 

As the spirit of the revival died and the plantation sys
tem spread into the Piedmont, slavery was fastened more 
firmly upon Presbyterian laymen and antislavery expres
sion on the part of clergymen was further circumscribed. 
By the 1820's ministers dared not oppose the institution 
openly, but their correspondence with each other reveals 
that many continued to loathe it. Robert H. Morrison, later 
president of Davidson College, looked upon it "as a trafic in 
itself detestable and justified by no principle either of na
tions or of nature." "But the public mind of the Southern 
states," he found, "is not yet prepared for the ultimate meas
ure to which we must resort to emancipate the blacks."13 A 
colleague in North Carolina stated in 1836 that slavery was 
doomed to an early death. Comparing George McDuffie, 
rabid defender of slavery, to Pharoah, he observed: "When 

9Robert Wilson to William Williamson, March 9, 1804, Williamson Papers. 
lOAndrew Brown to "William Williamson, April 3, 1805, ibid; William C. 

Davis to William Williamson, February 4, 1805, ibid; William Williamson 
to James W. Smith, copy of undated letter, ibid. 

llDaniel Gray to William Williamson, January 7, 1806, ibid. 
12Andrew Brown to William Williamson, April 3, 1805, ibid. 
13Robert H . Morrison to James Morrison, February 12, 1820, in Robert H. 

Morrison Letters (Southern Historical Collection, University of North Caro
lina). 
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God told Pharoah Israel must go, this man got into a rage, 
and [what] did it profit him [ ?] it was only the ruin of his 
kingdom."14 In Cross Hill, South Carolina, a young candi
date for the ministry believed "slavery to be inconsistent 
with the principles of our holy religion, and consequently 
utterly wrong."15 

Such ministers found an outlet for their antislavery im
pulses in the work of the American Colonization Society, 
formed in 1817 to promote emancipation of Negroes and 
their colonization in Africa. The society was actively support
ed by clergymen and church groups in North Carolina, espe
cially those in Orange and Fayetteville presbyteries.16 Out
standing in the promotion of the cause in the 1820's were 
William McPheeters in Raleigh, Joseph Caldwell in Chapel 
Hill, and John Witherspoon in Hillsborough.17 But by the 
end of that decade the Society was losing ground in the 
Carolinas, and few ministers dared to manifest friendliness 
for colonization after the beginning of the abolition cru
sade.18 

Although the expansion of the plantation system into the 
Piedmont had silenced ministers on slavery, it was not un
til the abolitionist activities of the thirties that they began 
to align themselves with the proslavery camp. With the 
launching of the antislavery crusade many realized that they 
would be dismissed by their congregations if they maintain
ed a hostile attitude toward the institution, and others were 
frightened by the prospect of immediate emancipation. 
Among the latter group was John Witherspoon, who left 
Hillsborough in 1833 to become pastor of the Bethesda Pres
byterian Church in Camden, South Carolina. In the early 
1830's many of Witherspoon's family and friends moved to 
Illinois, and since he regarded slavery as "the bane of the 

14Isaac Grier to William Hemphill, January 15, 1836, in Simon Gratz Auto
graph Collection (Historical Society of Pennsylvania). 

15Charles W. Martin to Samuel Miller, July 12, 1834, in Samuel Miller 
Collection (Princeton University) . 

16MS Minutes, Orange Presbytery, 1827-1831, April 21, 1827, in Historical 
Foundation of the Presbyterian and Reformed Churches (Montreat, North 
Carolina) ; MS Minutes Fayetteville Presbytery, 1813-1814, October 4, 1819, 
ibid. 

11African Repository and Colonial Jo1{rnal (\,Vashington, 1825-1892) , III 
(January, 1828), 349; John Witherspoon to Samuel Miller, January 7, 1836, in 
Samuel Miller Collection. 

lBEarly L. Fox, The American Colonization Society, 1817-1840 (Baltimore, 
1919), 81; William M. Atkinson to R. R. Gurley, July 4, 1827, in Papers of 
the American Colonization Society (Library of Congress). 

I 
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South" he intended to follow them.19 But the minister came 
to fear that abolitionist activities would lead to "murder, 
rapine, and every other vile crime that an enthusiastic ig
norant slave could commit," and decided that abolitionism 
was a worse evil than slavery.20 By 1836 he was declaring: 
"I am no advocate for slavery-yet I would defend it against 
the false charges laid at its door."21 When the Presbyterian 
General Assembly met the following year, Witherspoon was 
in the front ranks of the anti-abolitionists, and in that way 
became a valuable ally of the proslavery advocates who split 
the church. 

The schism in the church occurred when the Old School 
Calvinists, who stressed original sin, election to salvation, 
and silence on slavery, gained control of the Assembly and 
exscinded four New School synods in the Northwest. Osten
sibly this action was taken because of unsound theolog
ical doctrines held by members of the synods, but recent 
scholarship reveals that the heart of the controversy was 
the slavery issue. Southern churchmen like Witherspoon 
assumed the initiative in the attack, for they hoped through 
the excision of synods where antislavery sentiment was rife 
to be freed from abolitionists attacks in the meetings of 
the Assembly.22 But in supporting such action they forfeited 
their opportunities to work against the institution in their 
own communities. 

The excision acts were really a triumph for Southern lay
men rather than the clergymen, for the laymen pushed 
through the passage of the legislation and vigorously de
fended it when the Assembly adjourned. Not only is this 
fact revealed in the minutes of the meeting, but also in min
isterial correspondence. 23 For example, a preacher in Vir
ginia remarked that the schism was not "effected by the 
ministry," but "by the elders" who were "representatives 
of the people."24 Witherspoon and other clerical leaders of 

19John Witherspoon to Shephard K. Kollock, September 4, 1834, in John 
Witherspoon Letters ( Presbyterian Historical Society) ; John Witherspoon 
to Samuel Miller, April 2, 1836, in Samuel Miller Collection. 

20Charles Beecher (ed.), A ·utobiography, Correspondence, etc. of Lyman 
Beecher (2 vols., New York, 1864), II, 428. 

21John Witherspoon to Samuel Miller, January 7, 1836, in Samuel Miller 
Collection. 

22c. Bruce Staiger, "Abolitionism and the Presbyterian Schism of 1837-38," 
Mississippi Valley Historical Review, XXXVI (December, 1949), 391-414. 

2SMinutes of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church ... 1837 
(Philadelphia, 1837), 411-40. 

24James Morrison, Facts respecting the last general assembly, undated manu
script, in Bondurant Papers (University of Virginia). 

S. C. STATE LIBRARY 
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the purge were really not proslavery, but as Lyman Beecher, 
noted abolitionist preacher and educator, pointed out at the 
time, "they got scared about abolition."25 The result of their 
supporting the laity was an almost complete suppression of 
antislavery expression among Southern Presbyterians after 
1837. 

The small amount of antislavery sentiment that remained 
among the Southern ministry in the last two decades of the 
antebellum period was usually manifested in a way that 
would not offend congregations. Actually this sentiment was 
shared by some of the laymen who through fear of slave 
treachery or realization of the economic burden which the 
system placed on whites desired to see an end to bondage. 
The attitude of this group was expressed by Mary Boykin 
Chesnut whose husband was a member of the Presbyterian 
Church in Camden which Witherspoon had served. Observ
ing the dwindling fortunes of her Presbyterian father-in
law, she noted in her diary: "This old man's [money] goes 
to support a horde of idle dirty Africans, while he is abused 
as a cruel slave owner .... All that has been gained . . . [by 
slavery J goes to the North and to Negroes. . . . I hate sla
very."26 Several ministers in Virginia dared speak out 
against the institution, but with the exception of Eli Carru
thers, ministers in the Piedmont seem to have moved into 
the proslavery camp. 

Carruthers, who was pastor of the Presbyterian Church 
at Alamance, North Carolina, expressed his views in an un
dated manuscript entitled "American Slavery and the im
mediate duty of Southern slave holders." The work was un
dertaken at the suggestion of a friend whom Carruthers said 
wished him to leave a record of his views "to speak ... when 
I am gone." The manuscript, which condemned slavery on 
moral and economic grounds and accused preachers and 
politicians of misleading the people through their justifica
tion of the institution, was never printed, but Alamance 
was well aware of Carruther's antislavery views. Because 
be did not preach them from the pulpit, he kept his position 
until the outbreak of the Civil War. Then he was dismissed 

2l1Beecher, Autobiography, II, 428. 
26Mary B. Chesnut, A Diary From Dixie ( edited by Ben A. Wiliams, Bos

ton, 1949), 164. James Chesnut, Jr. and his parents were members of Bethesda 
Presbyterian Church in Camden, South Carolina. See typescript Minutes, 
Bethesda Presbyterian Church of Camden, South Carolina, 1806-1937, April 
10, 1851 May 4, 1859 (South Caroliniana Library, University of South Caro
lina). 

I 
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by the elders because he prayed that members of his con
gregation who were in the army "might be ... returned 
in safety though engaged in a bad cause."27 

In denouncing an institution ,Yhich thl'ongh years of con
troversy had developed into a cause, Carruthers voiced what 
many Piedmont ministers had felt before him. But fear of 
the fate which he ultimately experienced prevented their 
preaching the antislavery doctrine. While Henry Pattillo 
and his generation might condemn slavery and work in pri
vate for its destruction, even in the liberal post-Revolution
ary era they dared not expre8s their views from the pulpit. 
The next generation was even more handicapped, for with 
the expansion of cotton and slavery into the Piedmont, few 
men were so bold as to question a system which provided 
congregations with means for their support. So hopeless 
did the situation appear to William Williamson and his col
leagues that they left the Carolinas for the free state of Ohio. 
By the 1820's ministers dared express their antislavery con
victions only in their most private correspondence, or 
through promotion of colonization. In the next decade the 
antislave1·y crusade ruined the colonization movement and 
frightened clergymen into supporting the excision acts of 
1837. This action of the General Assembly symbolized the 
triumph of proslavery congregations over ministers who had 
been inclined to question the morality of a system of bond
age. Twenty years later Presbyterians were among the most 
active spokesmen for slavery as a positive good. 

Because of the hostility of their congregations, the anti
slavery Presbyterian ministers in the Piedmont were never 
as articulate as the proslavery advocates of the late ante
bellum period. Moreover, they were patient and scholarly 
and little inclined to the crusader's ways. God, they thought, 
would accomplish emancipation in His own way and at His 
own time. Their efforts were never united as were those of 
the proslavery school; they spoke with timidity, and even 
fear. As time passed they compromised their views in the 
face of growing opposition. What the result of a firm and 
combined effort on their part might have been must remain 
one of the conjectures of Southern history. 

27Eli Washington Carruthers, American Slavery and the immediate duty 
of Southern slave holders, unpublished manuscript (Duke University); John 
S. Bassett, Anti-Slaver31 Leaders of North Carolina (Baltimore, 1898), 56-57. 



A BRIEF OUTLINE OF THE SOUTH CAROLINA 
COLONIAL MILITIA SYSTEM 

DAVID COLE 

Throughout most of its early colonial history South Caro· 
lina was in need of an adequate defensive system which 
could maintain the security not only of South Carolina but 
of all the southern colonies of English North America. Pro
fessor Herbert L. Osgood has noted that South Carolina, 
along with New York in the northeast, was a geographical 
unit most vital to British Imperial ambitions in North 
America. It was the key to the British defense of southern 
North America and was responsible for the area's defense 
against Indians, the Spaniards in Florida, and any Euro
pean assailants who might approach from the ocean.1 

In addition to possible external enemies, South Carolina 
was destined to develop an institution-slavery-which 
would become "a source of weakness in times of danger 
and ... a constant source of care and anxiety." 2 The protec
tion of the province was left largely in the care of the milita, 
an organization whose development is an interesting but fre
quently overlooked chapter in the history of this com
monwealth. 

In the opinion of the writer the value of the militia may 
be measured in inverse ratio to the progress of civilization 
within the colony. During the Proprietary period and ex
tending for a few years into the Royal period, the militia 
afforded adequate military security for the colony, but when 
Georgia was founded, that province acted as a buffer be
tween South Carolina and the Spaniards in Florida, and 
the militia of South Carolina declined in value. When, by 
the Peace of Paris ( 1763), Florida became British territory, 
the militia of this province seemed to lose all value as an in
strument of security and defense. 

The original militia system devised for South Carolina was 
that incorporated within the Fundamental Constitutions. 
It was a feudalistic system with primary control of the 

!Herbert L. Osgood, The American Colonies in the S eventeeth Century 
(3 vols., New York, 1904-07), II, 373. See also Wesley P. Craven, The 
Southern Colonies in the S eventeeth Century 1607-1719 (Louisiana State Uni
versity Press, 1949), 322-24. 

2Edward McCrady, The History of South Carolina Under the Proprietary 
Government, 1670-1719 (New York, 1897), 151. 

[ 14] 
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militia vested in a Constables Court consisting of the con
stable ( one of the proprietors), six counsellors called mar
shalls, and twelve lieutenant-generals. The Constable's Court 
was to command all affairs "whatever belongs unto war."3 

The military system envisaged by the Fundamental Consti
tutions was never put into effect; instead, when the time 
for actual settlement of the colony was at hand, the military 
affairs of the province were placed in the hands of the gov
ernor and the Grand Council, who were charged with mak
ing war and peace, and issuing orders for raising, directing, 
and disbanding the defensive forces by land and sea. The 
Grand Council was authorized to order all inhabitants be
tween the ages of sixteen and sixty years to serve as soldiers 
whenever it thought the situation warranted such action. 
The governor was granted full and complete direction over 
the movements and use of the military forces. The partner
ship of the governor and Grand Council in the control of 
the militia lasted throughout the colonial era of South Caro
lina's history. 4 Strangely enough, it was not until 17 4 7 that 
a militia act carried a definite provision concerning the gov
ernor's power of appointing all commissioned and non-com
missioned officers of the militia, although the Commons 
House of Assembly in 1703 had agreed with Governor James 
Moore that no man could refuse a militia appointment ten
dered by the governor. 

One of the first actions of the settlers upon arriving at 
Charleston was to set up a militia system. The men were di
vided into two companies; their duties were to keep a con
stant watch for Indians and Spaniards, and command was 
given to Captains John Godfrey and Thomas Gray.5 The 
first militia ordinance was enacted by the Grand Council in 
1671. Every male in the colony between the ages of sixteen 
and sixty except members of the Grand Council were or
dered to exercise regularly with arms, and refusal to attend 
military musters subjected the offender to any punishment 
that the Grand Council might think proper.6 Following 
clashes with the Kussoe and Westoe Indian tribes, additional 

3The Statutes at Large of South Carolina, ed. by Thomas Cooper and David 
McCord ( 10 vols., Columbia, 1836-1841-cited as Stats), I, 48. 

4/bid., I, 49; Collections of The South Carolina Historical S ociety (5 vols., 
Charleston, 1897-cited as CSCHS), V, 104-08. 

5Jbid., V, 296-97; Wm. Jas. Rivers, A Sketch of the Histor;, of Smtth 
Carolina (Charleston, 1856), 99. 

6Journal of the Grand Council of South Carolina, August 25 1671-Jime 24, 
1680 ed. A. S. Salley, Jr. (Columbia, 1907), 10-11. 
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ordinances were enacted which provided for the method that 
alarms would be given, along with designated rendezvous 
for the militia and their families. 7 By 1672 a regiment, com
manded by Godfrey, now a lieutenant colonel, was formed 
consisting of six companies of men. However, in 1675 the 
number of companies was reduced to three, and the governor 
commanded the regiment.8 During the clashes with the 
w·estoes and Kussoes, a system for the use of the militia was 
devised which remained in effect throughout the colonial 
period-volunteers from militia companies were requested 
for the various operations.9 The militia companies as inte
gral units did not take the field. 

Militia laws were enacted between 1675 and 1685, but are 
not recorded in available documents. During this period the 
regimental system must have been specified in detailed form, 
but there is no record of the size, leaders, or geographical 
boundaries of the regiments. To the company and regimental 
organization of the militia, the battalion was added in 1739. 
In that year the governor was granted authority to form 
battalions from any three or more companies which might 
muster within six miles of each other. The battalions were 
placed under the direct supervision of the regimental colo
nel. We are informed, by statute, that the means of provid
fog equipment and arms for the militia was through the tax
ation of ships entering the ports of the colony. For every 
ton of measurement a ship was ordered to pay one-half 
pound of clean, serviceable gunpowder or nine pence, and 
if a master refused to pay the tax his ship was seized as a 
prize of the colony .10 

The militia act of 1696 proved to be the basis of all militia 
acts passed by the General Assembly throughout the colonial 
period, although numerous amendments were made in the en
suing years in regard to such items as the size of fines, pun
ishment for refusal to muster, etc. 11 According to the act, the 
lieutenants, captains, or majors of every militia company of 
the province were directed to summon all inhabitants within 
the limits of their company so that a correct list could be 
taken of all men between the ages of sixteen to sixty years. 

1/bid., 42. 
8/bid. 
9Rivers, Sketch, 106. 
lOStats., II, 20-21. 
llGovernor Archdale's Lawes, MS (South Carolina Archives Department, 

Columbia), 1-8. 
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This list was to be sent to the general or governor within 
two months of the date of the act. When the inhabitants were 
mustered, a rendezvom: was to be selected that would be most 
convenient for the members of the company. Any person re
fusing to muster with his company was to be fined two shill
ings, six pence for every muster that he missed. If a man 
moved to another militia district, he was required to continue 
mustering with his old unit until he obtained a certificate 
from the commanding officer of his new district which stated 
that he had been emolled properly in the militia company of 
his area. 

Civil officers were forbidden to arrest a person on a civil 
charge while he was going to, attending, or returning from 
musters, nor could he be arrested within twenty-four hours 
following his return home. Civil authorities who violated this 
provision were be to fined five pounds, which would be paid 
to the person who was illegally arrested. Any warrants 
served in violation of the provision were to be declared null 
and void. Every man who attended muster was required to 
be properly armed. The arms and equipment as listed in
cluded a gun, lock cover, cartridge box with at least twenty 
cartridges, a belt, one worm, one weir, and either a sword, 
bayonet, or hatchet. Each man was required to furnish his 
own equipment, and if he could not afford to purchase the 
equipment listed, he was required to work as a servant for a 
period of six months for any person who would buy or fur
nish it for him. 

Servan ts were to be armed by their masters and were re
quired to muster at the stated time, and masters were subject 
to a fine of five shillings for each muster missed by a ser
vant. If a servant should refuse to muster, a fine of five shill
ings was to be levied against him, or he could be tied neck 
and heels at the head of his company for a period of one 
hour. Militia companies were ordered to drill every two 
months "and no oftener." A general muster of each regiment 
was to be held once each year at a time and place that was 
to be selected by the general, while the fine for absence from 
a regimental muster was placed at twenty shillings. General 
militia orders or any changes in militia laws were to be read 
at company musters. The fines levied for any improper per
formance of duty were to be collected by the local constables. 
The goods or any person who could not pay a fine could be 
seized, provided that two "freeholders" appraised the value 
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of the goods. If a person's possessions did not equal the 
amount of the fine, he was to be held in custody in Charles
ton until it was paid. The amounts collected from fines re
sulting from company offenses were to be used within the 
company limits, but fines collected from offenses commit
ted in time of general alarms were to be turned over to the 
public treasurer. One interesting provision of the militia act 
of 1696 which was not included in later acts was the pro
vision concerning Quakers. Members of this sect were to be 
excused from militia musters if they paid the usual fines 
for nonattendance. 

The cavalry was authorized by the act of 1696. The gov
ernor could organize one or more troops of horse and would 
commission all officers of the troop. "All gentlemen troop
ers" enlisted by the governor were excused from ordinary 
militia musters but were required to attend general musters 
and were to rendezvous with the regular militia companies 
in the event of invasion or general alarm. 

In the early 1700's an important precedent was set regard
ing the extent to which use could be made of the militia. 
During Queen Anne's vVar, Governor James Moore deter
mined to raise an expeditionary force and lead it in an attack 
upon the Spanish garrison at St. Augustine. He called for 
volunteers but failed to get sufficient response, so he at
tempted to raise the force through impressment of militia
men. When the men refused to serve outside of the colony, 
Moore asked for legislation which would enable him as gov
ernor and commander-in-chief to force any person in the 
militia to obey his summons for duty. The Commons House 
of Assembly refused to concur with the request and con
tended that person could not be commanded to serve outside 
his county except when martial law was declared.12 

As the colony increased in population, the militia increased 
in numbers. In 1703 the militia force numbered nine hun
dred and fifty white men, divided into two regiments of in
fantry made up of sixteen companies of fifty men each, and 
a troop of cavalry of forty men. There were nine patrols of 
ten men each whose duty it was to take care of the women 
and children in case of invasion.13 In 1721 the militia num-

12 Journal of the Commons House of Assembly, MS ( 40 vols., State Archives 
of South Carolina, Columbia-cited as JCHA), Aug. 20, 24, 1702. 

13Records in the British Public Record Office relating to South Carolina, 
MS (bound copies of records in the British Public Record Office-cited as 
PR), V, 203-10. 
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bered two thousand men, who were divided into two infantry 
regiments and one troop of cavalry.14 By 1757 the militia 
rolls showed an organization of seven infantry regiments 
and three troops of cavalry, with 6590 men enrolled. There 
were seventy-seven companies within the seven infantry regi
ments.15 On the eve of the Revolution (1774) the militia num
bered 12,000 men divided into twelve regiments of foot and 
one regiment of cavalry.16 

The use and decline in value of the militia may be judged 
by official reports concerning their actions. In 1706 com
bined French and Spanish forces attempted an invasion of 
South Carolina, but the militia, directed by Governor Na
thaniel Johnson, repelled the invasion.17 One historian has 
described the South Carolina militia by saying, "The settlers 
who held Charleston against the allied forces of France and 
Spain were partners in the glory of Stanhope and Marl
borough, heirs to the glory of Drake and Raleigh."18 At the 
close of the Yamasee Indian War, in which the militia had 
acted with dispatch and bravery, Governor Robert Johnson 
declared that the militiamen had become so expert in the 
art of war that they were nearly as competent as regular 
troops.19 Yet, during the same period, the leading citizens 
of the colony were sending memorials to London requesting 
that regular troops be sent over from England to bear the 
brunt of colonial defense. 20 As a result of these petitions, in
dependent companies, manned by regular soldiers of the Eng
lish army but financed by South Carolina, and ranger troops 
organized to patrol the frontiers, appear to have been the 
brunt of the defensive system after the 1720's.21 The militia 
organization remained intact, but its primary purpose seem
ed to be that of a slave patrol and social organization, at 
least for the officers and cavalry.22 Governor James Glen, 

14Journal of the Council of the Assembly, MS (40 vols., South Carolina 
Archives Department, Columbia-cited as JC), June 10, 1721. 

lliPR, XXVII, 305-15; JC, May 4, 1757. 
16/bid., XXXIV, 188-91. 
17Rivers, Sketch, 211-14; PR, V, 160-70. 
lSJohn H. Doyle, English Colonies in America (New York, 1882), I, 369. 
19PR, VIII, 67. 
20The first of these memorials came in 1717 (ibid., VII, 44-45). 
21w. Roy Smith, South Carolina as a Royal Province (New York, 1903), 

192-95 discusses the independent companies sent to S. C. during the royal 
period; ibid., 182-87 discusses the ranger companies. The first statute per
taining to the establishment of ranger companies was passed in 1716 (JCHA, 
Nov. 14, 1717 and Stats., II, 691). 

22For a description of militia muster in Charleston see, for example, 
South Carolina Gazette, May 10, 1735 and Nov. 8, 1735. 
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in 1747, commented that the whole militia system was threat
ened because men refused to muster,23 and in 1756 Charles 
Pinckney, in a repo1·t to the Board of Trade, said that he 
did not believe that the militia could perform duties other 
than keeping slaves in order in times of peril.24 Governor 
William Henry Lyttleton wrote in 1757 that the militia was 
insufficiently trained and drilled, and that some regiments 
had been mustered for less than three years.25 'fhe most bit
ing criticism of the militia was made by Lieutenant-Gover
nor William Bull in 1770 as he wrote: 

The Defense of the province as far as our own power 
can avail, is provided for by our militia against foreign 
and Patrols against domestic enemies : and a magazine 
of Power supplies by a Powder duty paid by merchant 
ships. By a large accession of emigrants from the North
er Provinces, invited by our mild winters and fertile 
soil, our militia is now encreased to about Ten Thou
sand men, divided into 'l'en Regiments unequal in num
bers, but equal in want of discipline; besides one small 
nominal Regiment of Horse and a Volunteer Artillery 
Company of Fifty men in Charleston very expert in the 
use of cannon. 

In the country almost every militia man marches on 
Horseback, of great use for expendition and to avoid 
futigue. If early intelligence of the enemy could allow 
time for assembling a body, they might perform good 
service in a short campaign, as their fighting pro avis 
and focis would animate their natural ardour at first; 
but troops, whose obedience could not be enforced by 
rigid discipline, would soon be tired of Camp life; when 
their first edge was worn out, their duty would be per
formed with remissness or reluctance, when the danger 
became familiar or formidable. In great danger the mi
litia is to be re-enforced with a number of Trusty Ne
groes ( and we have many such) not exceeding one third 
of the corps they are to join. To observe good order 
among the slaves, one fourth of the militia must be left 
at home, which furnishes a constant Patrol to keep all 
quiet there. In these times the Governor does not pro
claim martial Law, but publishes an alarm by the advice 

23PR, XXIII, 213; JC, May 31, June 6, 1747. 
24Jbid., XXVII, 192-93. 
25 Jbid., XXVII, 262-63. 
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of council which puts the whole Province under arms, 
and then the only Martial Law is the Militia Act. It is 
thought unlawful to march the Militia out of the Prov
ince. When the King's service requires such a measure, 
troops are taken into pay. The interior quiet of the Prov
ince is provided for by small Patrols, drawn two 
months from each company, who do duty by riding along 
the roads and among the Negro Houses in small districts 
in every Parish once a week, or as occasion requires. 
Though human prudence has provided these Salutary 
Laws, yet, through human frailty, they are neglected 
in these times o:fi general tranquillity.26 

The use of the trusty slaves in the militia as mentioned 
in Bull's report was authorized by an act of the General 
Assembly in 1703, although from the wording of the act 
it appears that slaves had been a part of the militia prior 
to that date. The legislation provided for rewards that might 
be given slaves who helped defend the colony; the slave who 
killed or captured an enemy would be given his freedom, 
and his master would be compensated from the public treas
ury.27 By 1704 the inclusion of slaves within militia compan
ies became mandatory as each militia captain was authorized 
to obtain a list of the best slaves in his district, and these 
slaves were to report to the captain for any service that he 
might direct. The slaves were to be armed with either lance, 
gun, or hatchet by their masters, while any master who re
fused to arm his slaves or to allow his slaves to perform 
militia duty was subject to a fine of five pounds for each 
offense.28 In later years slaves were armed at public expense 
and were used primarily as pioneers or scouts.29 

The use of the militia in the maintenance of order among 
the slaves and as a slave patrol began in 1690 with the pas
sage of legislation which directed every militia captain to 
raise a party of men to pursue runaway slaves upon receipt 
of proper notice.30 In 1704 an act was passed which set up 
a regular patrol system whereby the governor was authorized 

26/bid., XXXII, 283-85. 
21Stats., VII, 33. 
28/bid., VII, 347, 349. 
29/bid., III, 108-11; JCHA, Sept. 2, 1720. 
30Stats., VII, 346; H. M. Henry, Police Control of the Slave in Soitth 

Carolina (Lynchburg, 1914), 25-52 gives an excellent summary of the patrol 
system until 1860. The writer believes, however, that Prof. Henry is in 
error when he states that the first patrol act was passed in 1686 (31). 
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to appoint an officer from each militia company whose duty 
was to ride the boundaries of the company and pick up all 
slaves that were outside the limits of their master's plan
tation. The officer might secure the services of any other men 
to ride with him but each person was to furnish his own horse 
and other equipment.81 The acts of 1690 and 1704 were 
separate from those pertaining to the militia, but in 1721, 
as a result of a serious slave uprising in Charleston, the 
slave patrol and militia legislation were incorporated in the 
same statute, a practice which was to continue throughout 
the remainder of the colonial period.32 

The Militia and Slave Patrol Act of 1721 placed the con
trol of the patrols in the hands of the militia company cap
tain. He ordered out the patrols, appointed the members of 
the patrols, and maintained strict supervision over the sys
tem.33 Many experiments were made with the patrol system, 
but in 17 40, following the Stono slave insurrection, legisla
tion was enacted which remained on the statute books until 
1819. By this measure, patrol duty was made a definite part 
of the obligation of each member of the militia, regardless of 
wealth, slave ownership, or other conditions. The captains 
and officers of the militia companies were authorized to 
establish patrol districts, or beats, within the militia com
pany district, and the patrol groups were to serve for a 
period of two months. Every white male between the ages 
of sixteen and sixty was liable for duty, as was every wom
an who owned ten or more salves. Substitutes could be used 
in patrol duty provided they were paid thirty shillings per 
night and outfitted by the persons for whom they were rid
ing. Patrol captains were chosen by the captains of the mi
litia companies. In time of alarms only three-fourths of the 
complement of the militia companies were to muster, and the 
remaining one-fourth were to remain at home to ride patrol.3'1 

One additional militia development of the late colonial 
period was the formation of volunteer companies, which were 
to become both the pride and despair of military South Caro
lina in the nineteenth century prior to the Civil War. The 
first of these companies was the Charleston Artillery, char
tered in 1760, although petitions to the governor and council 

31Stats., II, 254-55. 
32William A. Schaper, "Sectionalism and Representation in South Caro

lina," American Historical Association Report, 1900 (Washington, 1901), 332. 
33Stats., IX, 254-55. 
34Jbid., III, 568-73; JCHA, Nov. 10, 30, 1739; JC, Nov. 9, 16, 22, 1739. 
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for such a unit had been presented as early as January, 1757, 
and the company was actually in existence in late 1758. Ac
cording to its charter the company was to consist of one hun
dred men, seven officers and four non-commissioned officers. 
Membership was elective. The company could choose its own 
uniform, meet from eight to twelve times a year, and was 
not a part of the regular militia system, except that it was 
governed by the militia laws and its efforts and use were 
directed by the governor. Its members were not relieved of 
patrol duties of the regular beat in which they resided. 

Apparently there were only three volunteer companies in 
existence prior to 1775, all located in the Charleston area 
-the Artillery, the Charleston Light Infantry, and the Vol
unteer Grenadiers-although a report of Governor Bull on 
the militia in 177 4 states that other volunteer companies were 
being formed at that time. Bull had high praise for the 
Charleston volunteer companies while calling the regular 
militia companies of Charleston unwieldy and undisciplined. 
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