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MINUTES
South Carolina Historical Association
Annual Meeting - 1988

The Fifty-eighth annual meeting of the South Carolina Historical
Association convened at the Omni Hotel, Charleston, S.C., March 5, 1988.
The attendance at the meeting was small owing to an unfortunate circumstance. A scheduling conflict resulted in the South Carolina Historical
Association and the South Carolina Historical Society meeting on the same
day. Moreover the meeting of the S.C. Historical Society honored Dr.
George C. Rogers, Jr., also an esteemed member of the SCHA, and thus
many members who ordinarily would have attended the sessions of the
South Carolina Historical Association elected to attend the events scheduled by our sister organization.
Registration and coffee and doughnuts were succeeded by two morning
sessions. Session A, chaired by Katherine Wells Scholtens, dealt with Black
Education and Politics. Richard A. Shrader, Southern Historical Collection, spoke on "Sources for the History of Black Education in the South,"
Alexia Jones Helsley, S.C. Department of Archives and History, described
"Harbison College: Metamorphoses of a Dream," and Vernon Burton,
University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, elaborated on "Black Leadership in Edgefield." James 0. Farmer, USC-Lancaster, commented on all
three papers.
Session B, chaired by John R. Wunder, Clemson College focused on
,
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Education and Religion in Early South Carolina. The role of "Richard

Clarke, 18th Century Anglican and Philadelphia Divine: His Proclamation
of the Millenium and Universal Restoration in South Carolina and
England" was painted by Lyon G. Tyler, The Citadel; "Upcountry
Religion and Early Greenville County: A Comparative Case Study of
Episcopalians and Baptists" was the topic of Fielding Gallivan, Clemson
University; and "Female Education in Early Spartanburg County" was the
concern of Lori Parris, Clemson University.
After the morning sessions the membership held a brief business
meeting. President Robert J. Moore explained the background of the decision to hold the meetings of the SCHA and the SCHS on the same day.
Originally the meetings had been booked in the Omni Hotel for two distinct
Saturdays. Some time later, the Omni people discovered a "schedule conflict'' with the SCHS and gave it the option of cancellation or moving to the
only other available Saturday. That Saturday happened to be the one for
which the meeting of the SCHA was scheduled, but after a conference between the executive committees of both organizations it was decided that
there was not much choice and that both groups simply would have to coexist on March 5.

President Moore then presented the slate of officers for 1988-1989:
President, Rodger Stroup, S.C. State Museum; Vice-President, Alice
Henderson, USC-Spartanburg; Secretary-Treasurer, Peter Becker, USCColumbia. Executive Board, Clara Gandy, Coker College; Valdis Lumans,
USC-Aiken; and William Brockington, USC-Aiken.
President Moore announced that the 1989 meeting will be held at Converse College, Spartanburg. Converse in 1989 will celebrate its 100th anniversary. In a similar vein, Clemson University will celebrate its 100th anniversary in 1990 and accordingly the SCHA will hold its 1990 meeting at
Clemson. The Financial Statement will be printed in the annual issue of The
Proceedings.
The members then joined the SCHS for lunch and listened to the compliments being heaped upon Dr. George C. Rogers, Jr. for his scholarship
and contributions to the welfare of South Carolina. George Rogers rewarded the assembly with a splendid speech on "The Meaning of South Carolina
History.''
Following the lunch the members of the SCHA had a choice between
sessions on European history and various South Carolina topics.
Session A was appropriately labeled European Potpourri. Its ingredients
consisted of "Roman Law Origins of the Nuremberg War Trials" by John
V. Crangle, Benedict College; "The Resettler Camps of the Volksdeutsche
Mittelstelle: A Different Kind of SS Camp" by Valdis 0. Lumans, USCAiken; and "In Defense of Duke William" by Richard W. Fowler, Spartanburg.
Session B was entitled A South Carolina Sampler. Bruce Harvey,
Hezekiah Alexander Homesite, Charlotte, N.C., presented a paper on the
"South Carolina Inter-State and West Indian Exposition, Charleton,
1901-1902," Craig Friend, Clemson University, spoke on "Pendleton,
S.C., as a Post-Colonial Frontier Town: An Analysis of Three Phases,"
and J. Edward Lee, UNC-Charlotte, talked about "A South Carolinian in
the Middle East: Ambassador James P. Richards 1957 Mission."
Following these intellectual offerings the membership repaired to the
Charleston Museum as guests at a reception arranged by the South Carolina
Historical Society.
Submitted respectfully,
Peter W. Becker
Secretary-Treasurer, SCHA
March 5, 1988
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SOURCES FOR THE HISTORY OF BLACK EDUCATION
IN THE SOUTH
Richard A. Shrader

The education of blacks in the South following the Civil War was
uneven and, to a great extent, subject to the support available in particular
communities. While enlighted local leadership was a key factor to success,
outside efforts by both individuals and organizations also were essential
either in initiating or assisting such enterprises.
I will explore sources for the study of both secondary and higher black
education in the South by using as a model five significant types of primary
source materials found in the Southern Historical Collection. While these
types - correspondence, speeches and writings, scrapbooks, photographs,
and oral history interviews - are certainly not unique to this manuscript
repository, they do provide a useful focus for historical researchers who approach a subject often lacking sufficient documentation. This paper will
deal with only twelve of the seventy-five groups in the Collection containing
manuscripts about education of blacks.
In undertaking a study of black education in the South, one must rely on
correspondence. The Samuel C. Mitchell Papers' are an excellent example
of this type of source. Born in Mississippi in 1864 and educated at
Georgetown College and the Universities of Virginia and Chicago, Dr. Mitchell taught history at the University of Richmond from 1895 to 1908 and
again from 1920 to 1945. He was also president of the University of South
Carolina from 1908 to 1913, served as a member of the Board of Trustees of
the Anna T. Jeanes Foundation from 1908 to 1937, and was a member of
the Board of Trustees of Hampton Normal and Agricultural Institute from
1920 to 1931. Especially noteworthy is Mitchell's correspondence with
James H. Dillard, director of the Jeanes Fund, which supported black rural
schools in the South, as well as with former students and staff members at
Hampton Institute. These letters provide insight into the development and
activities of such organizations and show Mitchell's own strong interest in
them.
The correspondence in the Willis D. Weatherford Papers 2 is also significant. Born in Texas in 1875 and educated at Vanderbilt University, Dr.
Weatherford served as international student secretary of the YMCA from
1902 to 1919, was president of the Graduate School of the YMCA in
Nashville from 1919 to 1936, and headed the Department of Religion and
Philosophy at Fisk University from 1936 to 1946. A series of the papers entitled "Race Relations" contains letters reflecting his close ties with
Tuskegee Institute, Atlanta University, and Fisk University; with black high
schools being built by the Julius Rosenwald Fund; and with Will W. Alex7
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antler, director of the Commission on Interracial Cooperation. Correspondence in the "Fisk University Series" focuses on Weatherford's
fund-raising efforts for the institution's endowment campaign, his
revitalization of its Department of Religion and Philosophy, and his directorship of research in Fisk's "Humanities Institute." While all of this correspondence is quite worthwhile for the scholar, the letters with the Rosenwald schools are particularly interesting as they closely follow the progress
of a construction program which, over a period of twenty years, built more
than five thousand schools for blacks in the South.
However, manuscripts from well-known activists and teachers interested
in black education, such as Mitchell and Weatherford, are relatively easy to
locate. Of equal significance but more difficult to find are letters generated
by lesser known individuals who also were involved in this enterprise. The
Mary B. Ricks Papers 3 reveal one such person. Ricks was a graduate student
in education at the University of North Carolina in the early 1940s; she
followed her 1943 master's thesis, "Higher Education in the South Today:
Views of Some Contemporary Educators,'' with work from 1943 to 1945 on
a proposed dissertation, "A History of Graduate Work in the South." On
the latter project she wrote officials in southern state departments of education as well as educators in colleges and universities. Among the letters she
received addressing the topic of graduate study for blacks in the South were
ten responses from state education departments and seven replies from the
following institutions: Atlanta University, Southern University, Xavier
University, North Carolina College, Fisk University, Hampton Institute,
and Virginia State College. Some of the letters disclose slow progress in offering graduate opportunities for blacks, while others show little concern or
support.
Speeches and writings like those in the J. Lenoir Chambers Papers 4 provide another vital primary source for the study of Southern black education. Born in North Carolina in 1891 and educated at the University of
North Carolina and the Columbia University School of Journalism,
Chambers served as reporter, city editor, and associate editor of the
Greensboro Daily News from 1921 to 1929; was associate editor of the Norfolk Virginian Pilot from 1929 to 1944; was editor of the Norfolk LedgerDispatch from 1944 to l 950; and eventually won a Pulitzer Prize during his
1950-1961 tenure as editor of the Virginian Pilot. As early as the 1930s,
Chambers wrote to Tuskegee Institute for statistical information to help
him write editorials against lynching, but it was the Brown Decision of 1954
which brought his editorial focus to the education of blacks. For the next
five years he devoted many editorials to ending segregation in Virginia's
public schools. During this time, Chambers made numerous speeches including one entitled," The South and Segregation: The First Three Years,"
given at a 1957 meeting of Torch International, and another simply titled
"Desegregation," given at Harvard University in 1960.
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Another significant example of the usefulness of speeches and writings
in studying black education in the South is provided by the Marion A.
Wright Papers'. Born in 1894 in South Carolina and educated at the University of South Carolina, Wright practiced corporate law in Conway, South
Carolina, from 1919 to 1947; served as chairman of the South Carolina Illiteracy Commission from 1937 to 1943; was a member of the Board of
Trustees of Penn Community Services from 1948 to 1963; and was president
of the Executive Committee of the Southern Regional Council from 1951 to
1958. Wright spoke out for black education in numerous speeches to clubs,
civic groups, charitable organizations, law associations, civil liberties
groups, and black colleges and universities. In the early 1960s, Wright
spoke at North Carolina College on the topic, "Students in a Changing
Society"; at Talladega College on "The Positive Approach"; at Fisk
University on "The Negro College and Adult Education"; at Tuskegee Institute on "The Citizen and State"; and again at Fisk on the "Role of a
Southern White Liberal." These speeches gave Wright an opportunity to
share his ideas with students and faculty of black institutions and to benefit
from their responses to his ideas.
While speeches and writings of Southern editors and lawyers like
Chambers and Wright were influential in a struggle to improve opportunities for blacks in communities throughout the South, the works of a
child psychiatrist and educator from the North may have had an even
greater impact in bringing attention to the enormity of the problems. The
Robert Coles Papers 6 provide evidence for such contention. Born in
Massachusetts in 1929 and educated at Harvard University and Columbia
University Medical School, Coles served as chief of neuropsychiatric services at Keesler Air Force Base in Biloxi, Mississippi, from 1958 to 1960;
was a member of the psychiatric staff of Harvard University Medical
School from 1960 to 1963; and has served as research psychiatrist at Harvard's Health Services since 1963. During the early 1960s Coles lived in a
small community near Atlanta to continue his study of how black children
had been affected by school desegregation and the Civil Rights Movement.
In 1966, he returned to teach and work on a book, Children of Crisis: A
Study in Courage and Fear, based on observations he had made during his
residency in the South. While Coles's Pulitizer Prize winner indicated needed changes in the support of black education in his prototypical southern
communities, his testimony before two Senate subcommittees during 1966
and 1967 proved equally important in changing attitudes, and eventually actions. His written subcommittee testimonies, entitled "Children in
Mississippi" and "Disadvantaged Children and Desegregation" are probably the most illuminating parts of his papers.
Scrapbooks are a much-maligned primary source material, because archivists are perplexed by how best to preserve them and make them
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available for viewing, while researchers either overlook them or give them a
low priority rating. Nevertheless, scrapbooks often bring together a body of
material which a researcher would have to coordinate in time-consuming
fashion from several other sources or would miss althogether. Scrapbooks
are particularly useful in the study of the history of black education in the
South, because in a special way they reflect attitudes of the time as well as
the biases of their producers, whether organizations or individuals. The
Southern Education Board Papers 7 offer a good example of the value of
this source. Founded in 1901, the SEB was a voluntary group of southern
educators serving as the executive committee of the Conference for Education in the South from 1901 to 1914. In 1914, the SEB disbanded and the
General Education Board, an organization founded in 1902 to administer a
Rockefeller grant to education, assumed the role of director of activities for
southern education. The SEB Papers not only cover activities of both
boards abut also include a separate corresponsence series for such leaders as
Albert P. Bourland, field representative of the Peabody Education Fund;
Charles W. Dabney, author of Universal Education in the South; George S. ·
Dickerman, a northern clergyman actively involved in southern education;
and James Y. Joyner, a prominent figure in North Carolina public education. While the correspondence of these leaders with other educators is important in the study of black education, the ten scrapbooks kept by executive secretaries of the SEB and containing newpaper reports and
magazine articles on black education in the South during the period from
1901 to 1907 are of particular significance. The clippings, taken from both
southern and northern publications, reflect the critical but hopeful mood of
national progressivism. While social reform is mentioned as a concern in
many articles, economic support is seen as the underlying solution.
Scrapbooks with a broad focus, such as the ones in the Southern Educational Board Papers, certainly can be most useful to researchers interested
in the history of black education. But those with a more limited scope, kept
by an individual educator, may be an even greater find. One volume from
the Charles L. Coon Papers 8 is especially intriguing. Born in North
Carolina in 1868 and educated at Concordia College of North Carolina,
Coon edited the Lincoln (County) Democrat from 1895 to 1896; was a journalist for the Charlotte Observer from 1896 to 1899; and was superintendent of schools in Salisbury, North Carolina, from 1899 to 1903; of North
Carolina Negro Normal Schools from 1904 to 1906; and of schools in
Wilson and Wilson County, North Carolina, from 1907 to 1927. Coon's
work with the North Carolina Negro Normal Schools and his contact with
other concerned educators stimulated an interest in black education which
lasted throughout his lifetime. Convinced of the relationship between
juvenile illiteracy and crime, Coon began a two-year study which produced
a scrapbook documenting juvenile crimes committed during 1910-1911 by
both whites and blacks and providing information about the educational
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backgrounds of young offenders involved. While the conclusions he drew
from such study may be open to debate, the scrapbook he left is its own
testimony.
The use of photographs has long been accepted as an interesting adjunct
to any exposition of historical import. Thanks to historical researchers'
liberal sprinkling of photographs in projects on local history and to their examination of photographic records themselves, photographs have taken
their rightful place with other primary source materials as solid documentation. This is certainly true for the study of black education in the South,
although relevant photographs are sometimes difficult to locate. The Penn
School Papers 9 are of inestimable value here. Penn School was founded in
1862 on St. Helena Island, South Carolina, by northern philanthropists and
missionaries; its goal was to educate former plantation slaves in an area occupied by federal troops during the Civil War. The primary focuses of the
school from 1862 to 1901 were black teacher training and academic education. In 1901, the state of South Carolina chartered the school as Penn Normal, Industrial and Agricultural School; for the next forty-seven years, the
school emphasized vocational education - especially in agriculture - becoming a model school for vocational education of blacks both in the South and
in parts of Africa. Finally in 1948 the school's academic responsibility was
turned over to the state, and in 1950 the newly-incorporated Penn Community Services, focused on meeting such needs as community planning and
improvement, sanitation and health, recreation and sports, and religious activities. Although the Penn School Papers reflect the personalities of the
white principals and trustees who created them, the papers also provide a
record of black education and life on the Island. In particular its three thousand photographs, capturing private moments as well as publicizing a social
ideal, represent a most vital part of the study of black education in the
South. At present, these photographs have been microfilmed and are
avilable for viewing on film through interlibrary loan, but permission to use
them in publication must be obtained from the director of Penn Community Services.
A smaller but also noteworthy group of photographs is found in the
Howard W. Odum Papers 10 • Born in Georgia in 1884 and educated at
Emory University, University of Mississippi, Clark University and Columbia University, Dr. Odum taught sociology at the University of Georgia
from 1912 to 1919, was dean of the School of Liberal Arts at Emory from
1919 to 1920, and came to the University of North Carolina to found the
Department of Sociology and the School of Public Welfare in 1920 and to
establish the Institute for Research in Social Science in 1924. As a social
reformer Odum was actively involved in the Commission on Interracial
Cooperation, which in 1923 appealed for collegians in white and black
academic insitutions to meet together to share experiences and discuss
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needs. But it was Odum's research efforts at the Institute which left the
most dramatic record. One of Odum's and the Institute's more creative projects was undertaken in 1939 and 1940, with a photographic study of ten
counties in north-central North Carolina and three counties in south-central
Virginia. The plan was to design a "sub-regional laboratory for social
research and planning''; the result was a photograph collection of over five
hundred scenes depicting the lives of ordinary people - both black and white
- in their homes, their schools, their churches, and their workplaces.
Although the photographs related to black schools do not comprise a major
portion of the study, those few which do exist are the only known records of
their subjects. Thus, for an investigation of black education in this
subregion, these photographs are a valuable resource.
Oral history interviews, like photographs, help document the lives of ordinary people and consequently fill a gap in the understanding of historical
events from the viewpoints of people who leave little written record. Not
until the late 1930s with the work of the Federal Writers Project of the
WPA did oral history interviews - or "life histories," as the finished products were called - begin to receive significant attention. The Federal
Writers Project Papers 11 include examples of these life histories of more
than twelve hundred individuals from nine southern states. These
"histories," composed by sixty project writers after one or more interviews,
provide accurate pictures of everyday lives in the region. Of particular interest in the study of black education in the South are the Athens, Georgia,
life histories of Minnie Davis, a black teacher, and Mary W. Hill, a black
grammar-school principal. Their recall of methods of teaching and conditions under which they worked provides information not avilable from
other data. Fortunately, these and other life histories also are available on
film through interlibrary loan.
Programs of oral history have come a long way since the work of the
Federal Writers Project and the pioneering efforts of the Oral History Program at Columbia University which began in 1948. Now, numerous colleges
and universities have oral history programs of their own, and train budding
historians in the skills of interviewing and utilizing what they learn from interviews. The Southern Oral History Project Papers 12 at the University of
North Carolina are the. result of one such program and provide another
source for the study of black education in the South. Among the eight series
covering such broad topics as Southern Politics, Individual Biographies,
Notable North Carolinians, Rural Electrification, Labor, Fellowship of
Southern Churchmen, Southern Women, and Piedmont Industrialization,
are interviews with activists like Julian Bond, Robert Coles, Marion
Wright, William and Josephine Clement, Myles Horton and Pauli Murray.
One of the most revealing interviews concerning black education, however,
is not with these notables, but rather a discussion with a lesser-known par-

Sources for the History of Black Education
in the South

13

ticipant in the history of black education, Conrad 0. Pearson. Following
graduation from Howard University Law School in 1932, Pearson and his
associate, Cecil A. McCoy, instituted a court case challenging discrimination on the basis of race in North Carolina institutions of higher learning.
The "Pearson Idea," as this court case was later called, received a federal
court hearing. Although Pearson and McCoy lost the case, their efforts
awakened people in the state to the fact that professional education was not
available to all citizens. This landmark case became the catalyst for a
number of law suits aimed at equalizing educational opportunities for
students in black colleges throughout the state. Pearson fills in details of
this case and talks about its meaning in a transcript found in the Piedmont
Series of the Southern Oral History Project Papers.
The preceeding discussion of five types of primary sources for the study
of black education in the South was meant to be emblematic of the types of
materials available. To explore other useful primary documents such as
school records, church records, business records, tax records and census
records for relevant data would require the focus of another paper. Instead,
I hope I have stimulated your interest for research on an engrossing topic by
surveying several important types of manuscript materials useful in completing such study. The opportunity is yours; the sources await your attention.
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Mary B. Ricks Papers (#989), 1943-1945, 167 items.
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Southern Education Board Papers (#680), 1786-1936, 21,900 items.
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Charles L. Coon Papers (#177), 1695-1931, 5 ft. plus 17 vols.

•Penn School Papers (#3615), 1862-1976, 23 ft. including 77 vols.
'
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Howard W. Odum Papers (#3167), 1910, 1919-1955, 12 ft.

"Federal Writers Project Papers (#3709), 1936-1940, 14 ft.
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Southern Oral History Project Papers (#4007), 1973-Present, l, 100 interviews.

HARBISON COLLEGE: METAMORPHOSES OF A DREAM
Alexia Jones Helsley

When Langston Hughes wrote, "I am of the tribe but I must be a bearer
to the tribe", he might have been describing the motivating force behind
northern black educational efforts in the post-Civil War South. Between
1860 and 1885, the Union Army, northern benevolent societies, and black
and white denominational efforts joined the Freedmen's Bureau in educational work for the former slaves. With the end of Radical Reconstruction,
the heyday of such altruism was past when a black minister and his wife left
Washington, D.C. in the 1880's for Abbeville, South Carolina. Abbeville,
the site of Jefferson Davis's last council of war, was an unlikely site for a
black school. Even more unlikely was that such a school would through
many changes and adaptations evolve into a planned community and
technical educational center over a 100 miles and 91 years distant.
Yet, in 1885, the Rev. Mr. Emory W. Williams, a black minister from
Washington, D.C., and his wife established a school in Abbeville, South
Carolina to educate black youth. The school, supported by northern philanthropy, was named Ferguson Academy in honor of Rev. James A. Ferguson
of New Jersey, an early contributor, and offered elementary classes in
grammar, history, geography, and arithmetic taught by Williams and his
wife. By 1886 Ferguson Academy had an average daily attendance of 65
students and owned a half acre of land adjoining the Second Presbyterian
Church in Abbeville.
By 1889 the Board of Missions for Freedmen of the United Presbyterian
Church, U.S.A., experssed interest in Ferguson Academy. 1 Although the
United Presbyterian Church sent workers to the Southern Freedmen as early a~ the fall of 1863, the official arm of educational outreach, the Board of
Missions for Freedmen of the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A., was not
organized until 1864. The board's stated purpose was "to equip and maintain training schools and to train leaders most efficiently for the Negro
population". 2 By 1866, there were 55 Northern Presbyterian missionaries
in the South with 3,256 pupils receiving elementary instruction. 3
When the board turned to Ferguson Academy, the school needed $2,000
to complete a four-storied brick multipurpose building. Before the building
could be completed, however, it was destroyed by the first of many fires
which were to plague the school throughout its history. Coming to the
rescue, the Board of Missions assumed the school's indebtedness of $1,631
and thereby acquired legal title to the school and its property valued at
$10,000. In 1891 the board reported that the school was "flourishing" with
an enrollment of 115 students under its principal, E.W. Williams. This promising start, however, was thwarted when Williams allied with the Southern
14
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branch of the Presbyterian Church and founded the rival WilliamsFerguson Normal and Polytechnic School, also in Abbeville. 4
Into this arena of educational competitiveness, the Board of Missions in
1892 sent Thomas H. Amos to assume the leadership of the then Ferguson
Academy. As Amos stated later, "Unfortunately the way had not been
cleared for one to assume that position without inheriting the ill-will of his
predecessor and his friends. " 5 A native of Libera,6 Amos' tenure in Abbeville was characterized by solid educational growth, but, according to
later reports, plagued by strife and rumor. Amos proceeded during his fourteen years as president to replace northern school assistants with residents
of Abbeville and whenever possible hired faculty members from South
Carolina, North Carolina, and Georgia. The faculty of Ferguson Academy
was black. He faced his first challenge with the physical plant in 1899 when
the building was declared unsafe. However, the structure was rebuilt for
$2,750. In 1900 the school reported an enrollment of 317 with 103 boarding
students and 99 "professing Christians". Under his leadership, northern
financial contributions grew. When the school relocated on the outskirts of
Abbeville, it was renamed Harbison College in honor of its major patron,
Samuel P . Harbison. 7
Samuel Pollock Harbison was born in 1840 at Bakerstown, Allegheny
County, Pennsylvania and by the time he died had parlayed an early interest
in fire brick manufacturing into the most extensive system of such plants in
the country. In addition to his manufacturing and financial interests, for
the last fifteen years of his life, he devoted his time to religious pursuits. At
his death, he was a member of the Freedmen's Board of the Presbyterian
Church and numerous other denominational boards and committees. Recipients of his benefaction included the Western Theological Seminary, the
International Y.M.C.A., Grove City College, the Theological Seminary at
Dubuque, Iowa, and Harbison College. 8 Following his death, the Board of
Missions passed a resolution honoring Harbison and his 17 years of service
on the board since 1888, and stating among other tributes: "Mr. Harbison
was able financially, and as generous as able. In all his substance he held
himself to be the steward of God, and for this reason the cause of the
Freedmen was continually receiving generous offerings from his hand. " 9
The Harbison College for Colored Youth was officially incorporated on
28 October 1901. The purpose of the corporation was "the establishment
and maintenance of an institution of learning for colored youth of both
sexes, in which special attention will be given to the cultivation of good
character, of industrial habits and mental proficiency to teach, and the
preparation of colored youth for future usefulness". In pursuit of these
ends, the college was to offer religious instruction in the English Bible, an
industrial department, and a "full Literary Course". Of the ten trustees and
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officers, six were residents of South Carolina, and the other four, including
S.P. Harbison, of Pennsylvania. Thomas H. Amos was Treasurer of the
corporation. 10

Many individuals and groups contributed to the growth of the school.
Samuel Harbison financed the first twenty acres which enabled the school
to relocate. Henry Phipps, a resident of Abbeville, donated the $3,800
necessary to construct the boys' dormitory on the new site. The dormitory
was named Phipps Hall. The Women's Missionary Societies of New Jersey
furnished the dormitory, and it was ready for occupancy in the fall of
1902. 11 In 1902 through Harbison' s generosity Amos acquired 4 7 additional
acres adjoining the original 20 acre tract and purchased a 206 acre farm
which was cultivated by the students and faculty. The farm offered not only
subsistence for the school, but also, support and practical training facilities
for the students. 12 In 1903 Harbison College reported to the State
Superintendent of Education a faculty of 4 men and 3 women who instructed 334 coeducational students (24 in the regular course and 310 subcollegiate). The endowment was listed as $4500 with an annual tuition of
$35. $3,000 of the school's $7,200 income was from sources other than endowment or fees. 13 Samuel P. Harbison's final contribution was the 1905
construction at a cost slightly exceeding $10,000 of Harbison Hall which included classrooms and a chapel. 14 In May 1905 Harbison had a graduating
class of 27. As part of the commencement exercises, the new building was
dedicated. An address written by S.P. Harbison was read as he was to ill to
attend the ceremony. Later in 1905 following her husband's death, Mrs.
Harbison offered $2,500 toward the construction of a home for the president of Harbison College. At the time of her offer, the President and his
wife and eight children shared three rooms at one end of the girls' dormitory.15
Events in the year 1906 gravely challenged the school and its survival.
Although accounts vary sharply, it is evident that Presiden Amos aroused
the animosity of the white citizens of Abbeville. Amos was accused of working to intensify racial animosities in Abbeville. Specifically, it was charged
that he stated during a graduation address that "the independent conduct of
the negro women has brought the white women to the kitchens and I hope it
will bring them to the wash tub." Amos was also held responsible for an attack upon a white livery stable proprietor which followed the unveiling of
the confederate monument. And as it was rumored that the white residents
were purchasing arms, the so-called conservative element in the community
feared violence to the school's property and to Amos. The State newspaper
reported: "As a rule the colored Presidents are the best educated and most
conservative of their race, but Amos seems to have been an exception to the
rule so far as concerns preaching the doctrine of intolerance.'' 16 Amos
denied the charges, but offered his resignation in September, 1906.
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An interview with Amos on 12 September 1906 by the editor of the Abbeville Press and Banner led the editor of that paper to conclude that the
source of the problem was jealousy within the black community. But the interview also revealed that economic conditions were disturbing the community. A shortage of labor was driving up its price, and the community
suspected the presence of political and labor organizers. Amos defended
himself saying that in his fourteen years as president, the school had prospered. Its property, he said, was valued at $80,000, it paid its bills promptly, and it supported local merchants by purchasing provisions in Abbeville.
On the other hand, he said, white residents when approached, refused to be
school trustees, and the school had no endowment. Amos also stated that of
the 300 students enrolled, 250 boarded either on campus or in private homes
and raised the $7,000 annual boarding fees themselves. According to Amos,
. the salaries of the president and teachers, less than $3,000, were paid
primarily by church collections in New Jersey. Concerning S.P. Harbison,
Amos stated that Harbison visited the school several times, understood conditions in Abbeville and the South, and was pleased with Amos' work at the
school. In fact, "He expressed himself as much pleased with my work, and
entertained the hope that my teaching would improve the condition of my
people and meet the approval of the people of Abbeville.'' If Harbison were
considered a patron of Amos, perhaps his death left Amos vulnerable to attack. Amos stressed the nonpartisan composition of the college's board of
trustees and the southern ties of its members. He also denied that
Republican politics were taught at the school or practiced by the faculty and
stated categorically that firearms were forbidden the students. Concerning
himself, Amos somewhat contradictorily stated that he had "never shot a
pistol or gun ... and have (sic) not owned one for years." 11
When Amos resigned, the Board of Missions offered the presidency of
Harbison College to Rev. Mr. Calvin M. Young. Young, a native of nearby
Due West, was pastor of Herman Presbyterian Church in Rock Hill, and
enjoyed a good reputation among the white residents of that city. After
Young assumed control of the school on 29 September 1906, public opinion
forced him to seek the advice of white supporters of Harbison and as a
result, he suspended operation of the school for four months.
While the school was closed, a fire destroyed Ferguson Hall on 16
January 1907. The building, described as the first built on the new tract,
was approximately 60 x 100 feet with a cooking and dining wing 60 x 80
feet. Ferguson Hall was one of four valuable brick buildings on the college
campus. Three stories tall including its mansard roof, the building housed
the president, the female teachers and also served as a dormitory for the
boarding female students. The building was valued at $10,000. Much of the
furnishings were also lost in the fire. While carrying an account of the fire,
the Abbeville newspaper noted that ''The agitation of the race question has
awakened and intensified the race prejudice which seemed dormant or
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which had not until recently come to the surface in a pronounced form. The
president of the Harbison College is a native born negro, and one who
seems to be acceptable to a majority of our people, but he has not opened
the school this year. His predecessor was a Northern negro, who was objectionable to some of our people.'' Although the timing was suspicious and
thoughts of foul play persisted, President Young in an open letter to the
editor of the Abbeville Press and Banner contended that a defective stove
flue was the probable culprit. Harbison finally reopened in February 1907
with a reduced enrollment. At that time, the board estimated the value of
the facility at $25,000, which even allowing for the destruction of Ferguson
Hall, was considerably less than Amos' figure. 18
In 1908 Harbison College reported 2,700 matriculates (that is, students
who had been enrolled during the history of the school), with 145 graduates.
The property was valued at $50,000 with annual expenses of $5,000. The
library consisted of 1,200 books (probably including periodicals), valued at
$1,500. There were 11 teachers, four women and seven men and 308
students. 19 For the school year 1908-1909 the faculty offered courses in
vocal music, Latin, pedagogy, chemistry, rhetoric, mathematics, physics,
Greek, English, civics, English grammar, physiology, history, instrumental
music, agriculture, geography, ethics, writing and drawing, science, Bible,
and sewing. Young worked to avoid the errors of his predecessor by installing an advisory committee consisting of, among others, the Mayor of Abbeville, the Clerk of Court for Abbeville County, and the President of the
School of Theology at Erskine College. The president of the Board of
Trustees was Samuel P. Harbison's son, William A. Harbison. As Ferguson
Hall had not been rebuilt, there were three brick buildings on campus:
Phipps Hall (boys' dormitory); Harbison Hall which contained recitation
and meeting rooms, the college chapel, library, and the president's office;
and Pinehurst Cottage, the President's home. There were four years of
study in the Normal Department and four years in the Preparatory Department. The female students handled all the domestic chores, while the men
devoted at least an hour a day to farm work. There were 244 students. 20 On
16 September 1905 the State Board of Education placed Harbison on the list
of South Carolina colleges whose graduates were eligible for teachers certificates upon the presentation of their diplomas. 21
Such was the outloo_k when an even greater catastrophe struck Harbison
College. On 17 March 1910 an incendiary or incendiaries doused the lower
level of Harbison Hall with kerosene and set it ablaze. Thirty or forty male
students were asleep in the building at the time. Three young men died in the
ensuing blaze: Carl Duckett of Charlotte, North Carolina, Samuel Jenkins
of Carlisle, and twelve-year old Edward DuBose of Lamar. Five other
students suffered broken arms or legs leaping from the second story windows. The back door and steps of President Young's home were also drenched with kerosene and set afire. The students, however, were able to extinguish that fire after escaping from Harbison Hall.
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On the afternoon following the fire 150 citizens of Abbeville held a mass
meeting condemning the fire and requesting the city council to offer a
reward. The City Council approved a reward of $100 and citizen subscriptions raised $200 more. Council petitioned Governor Martin F. Ansel to offer a $1000 reward for the arrest of the guilty party or parties. On 18 March
Ansel offered a $200 reward. The Insurance Commissioner sent an inspector to investigate the incident. Assistant Attorney General DeBruhl, recalling the previous burning of Ferguson Hall as the result of partisan conflict
between two factions, one headed by Amos and the other by Williams, joined Judge Fuller Lyon in suggesting that the present fire was "an outgrowth
of the former bad feeling. " 22
President Young asked for a guard for the college until the students
could arrange to leave the school. Residents contributed $600 to replace furnishings lost in the fire. Nevertheless, Young stated on 22 March 1910 that
"my college is literally wiped off the map (for all my students, panic
stricken, are gone and my teachers, who are able, go today, declaring they
will never return). " 23
The press overflowed with allegations and insinuations concerning the
incident. Some harkened back to the earlier conflict between Williams and
Amos. However, the State published an editorial condemning the fire and
suggesting that the crime was the result of racial antagonism between
uneducated white citizens and the black students who were seeking a better
life. "The low criminals who brought this disgrace upon Abbeville and
South Carolina are but the pupils of those men, who doing nothing for the
uplifting of the lower strata of whites, fan race antagonism and traffic in
demagogy." These charges were denied both in Abbeville and by the Columbia Record. The Record stated that "the belief among the people of Abbeville who may have some reason for their belief - is that the fire at Harbison college was set by negroes, jealous perhaps of other members of their
race or actuated by some other motive. There are few, if any, in Abbeville
who think the fire was set by whites. " 24
The Abbeville Press and Banner supported the Record's position by
raising the issue of Amos' departure, years earlier, and contending that
since the former president of Harbison had been reared in the North he
lacked understanding of conditions in the South. The president's perspective, as reflected in the students' behavior, had created an intolerable situation in Abbeville. Consequently, a delegation of citizens had visited Amos
and peaceably advised him to discontinue his work if he wished to avoid
racial problems. Amos acted upon the request and resigned, and the paper
made it clear that it was a point of local pride that the situation had been
resolved in the open, devoid of white cap or night rider influence.
In comparison, the paper lauded President Young as a native of Abbeville County who understood the "southern temperament" and produced
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"an era of good feeling between the town and the college". 25 If such an era
of good will existed, the arson is more inexplicable. Perhaps, local residents
overstated the relationship between the college and the town in order to
minimize the possibility of white involvement. For as Mrs. T.B. Jones,
daughter of C.M. Young, related in 1982: "there were not many friends (of
the school) in the community. " 26 A reporter from the State wrote in a
similar vein to the Abbeville Press and Banner and elaborated on particulars
of Amos' conduct. "Among other things," he said, "Amos would march
his whole force down town from the college and monopolize one side of the
street. Men, women, and children would have to make way for them." 21
Although white residents of Abbeville reportedly wanted the college to
stay and offered numerous rewards for the apprehension of the culprits,
there was no solution to the crime. The only known investigation centered
upon three students who had been expelled from the college. However, two
of the three had been reinstated, and the other had a good alibi for the time
of the fire. The failure of local authorities to solve the crime weighed heavily in the Board of Missions' eventual decision to relocate the college. While
the issue was under consideration, numerous alternatives were offered.
William Harbison and a delegation, for example, visited Greenville to meet
with local leaders and explore the situation there. The Board of Missions
was seeking a supportive climate for the college. Sumter, Spartanburg, and
Columbia were other possible sites.
In December, 1910 the Board announced the selection of Irmo, "an ·
ideal place for a college for colored people'', as the new site of Harbison
College. 28 There were several inducements to select Irmo: 1) it was a small
town (even by 1947 its population was only 230), located in Lexington
County eleven miles from the State Capital of Columbia and on the Columbia, Newberry, and Laurens Railroad facilitating transportation and access
to markets; 2) a suitable tract of land containing 445 acres was available for
sale, with an adjoining 47 acres offered as a gift; 3) except for one fifteen
acre tract, which was also available for sale, the land on the north side of
town was owned by blacks, and including the college property amounted to
4,000 acres. Thus, it was "possible to walk four miles in one continuous
direction on land owned by negroes." As Harbison's annual report so succinctly stated: "this fact alone ... (made) the college site a desirable
location." 29 Evidently, the board viewed the college's close proximity to the
town of Abbeville and the resulting daily intercourse between students and
townspeople as factors in the Abbeville disaster. The choice of Irmo then
was a determined effort to insulate the college from the necessity of regular
commerce with its white neighbors.
During the negotiations with the Rev. Mr. Richard Carroll and E. G.
Quattlebaum to purchase land near Irmo, the Board corresponded with
Ralph Harbison, the other son of S.P. Harbison, concerning the move. The
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Harbison family agreed to move upon the following conditions: the school
would be all male and a modern course in agricultural training would be
part of the curriculum. The literary course of study was also to be continued. The Board agreed. The first land was acquired in 1911, and plans
developed for a $20,000 administration building. This first building was
completed in the fall of 1911 with a donation of $10,000 from the Harbison
family. So, Harbison began to pursue a new dream in Irmo as a distinctly
agricultural college for boys and young men. 30
A comparison of the school's statistical reports covering 1910 and 1911
clearly illustrates the contrast between the Abbeville and Irmo operations.
In Abbeville, coeducational Harbison College had eleven faculty and of- ficers and 330 students. The school's income was $6,312.35 (less than the
$8,029.31 expended), and the plant was valued at $35,000. In 1911, Harbison Agricultural College had a faculty of six and an all male student body
of 74. Its income was $3,881.74 and expenditures, $5,624.84. The plant was
valued at $41,400. 31 The physical facility in Irmo was more valuable, but expenditures continued to exceed income. Numerically, both faculty and
enrollment had declined.
The administration building, the first completed on the new campus,
was a four storied structure containing a basement, classrooms, dormitory
rooms, chapel, kitchen, and dining rooms. A modern facility, Harbison
Agricultural College had an electric plant for lighting and heat and a water
tower. An instructor lectured the students in modern farming techniques,
and each student had a tract of land to cultivate. Prizes were awarded for
superior production. As 85% of blacks in the South lived in rural areas, the
board saw such education as "a direct and valuable contribution to their
welfare.'' Students unable to pay the $50 per year tuition were permitted to
work on the farm to finance their education. In addition to agricultural instruction, the school also offered blacksmith training and planned to add
other industrial courses as money was available. 32
Through the generosity of the Harbison family, 1913 was another year
of expansion: the fourth floor of the administration building was completed
as a boys' dormitory; construction began on a home for the president; and
762 adjoining acres were acquired. This additional acreage was the nucleus
for developing a Farm Home project.
The move to Irmo and the Farm Home program altered the essence of
the Harbison dream. No longer content with merely outfitting young blacks
to better live in the real world of the South, the increased acreage and Farm
Home ideal offered an opportunity for the board to structure the school's
environment and convert share-croppers into landowners. The Farm Home
Plan envisioned a settlement of black land-owning Presbyterians. The
board even purchased a local Baptist Church in 1913 and organized the Ir-
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mo Presbyterian Church. Besides the availability of land and spiritual
amenities, the college also operated a parochial school for the children of
settlers.
In 1921 an additional 2,402 acres were purchased to be subdivided and
sold in 25-acre tracts. At this point, Harbison Agricultural College's
holdings included the campus itself, 500 acres farmed by the college, and
3,600 acres for the Farm Home settlement.
Seemingly to reflect increased industrial trammg opportunities, the
school changed its name in 1929 to Harbison Agricultural and Industrial Institute. This emphasis may have been Harbison's death knell for two
reasons: 1) Harbison never had the funds to adequately finance real industrial training. Rather, students acquired first hand experience in practical repairs, elementary construction techniques, and automobile
mechanics. 2) As the school focused more on agricultural and industrial
studies, it increasingly alienated itself from students desiring a strong college preparatory course. Hence, enrollments declined. Throughout its
history, Harbison suffered from a bifurcated focus. That is, by attempting
both academic and vocational studies with insufficient funds, the school
achieved neither goal.
The year 1929 was a landmark for other reasons. President Young
resigned, and Rev. Mr. James L. Hollowell was appointed president.
Hollowell fell unexpectedly ill and died 17 October 1929. Young died shortly therafter, and Dean R. W. Boulware served as interim president. Construction of the Lake Murray Dam offered employment opportunities for
students and an expanded market for the agricultural produce of the college
farm. 33
The Rev. Mr. John G. Porter was appointed president of Harbison
Agricultural College by the Board of Missions of the Presbyterian Church,
U.S.A. and began his new duties on 10 February 1930. Prior to his appointment, Porter, a graduate of Johnson C. Smith University in Charlotte,
North Carolina, was Professor of Latin and English Bible and Pastor of the
College Church. Porter was described as '' greatly admired by the faculty
and student body and ... held in high esteem by both white and colored in the
community.'' In his opening address, Porter stressed cooperation as the key
to success: "if all will seek to do the right, at all times success will come to
all." His wife was the principal of the parochial school, which boasted the
highest enrollment of any similar Presbyterian establishment in the
country. 34
In 1933 Harbison attempted to cope with declining enrollments by once
more admitting women students and by merging the college with the
parochial school. Fire struck again on 18 March 1941 and destroyed the
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main building, which h0used the kitchen, dining room, classrooms, and
girls' dormitory. In order to conduct massive rebuilding and renovating activities, the Board of Missions closed Harbison for the school year,
1941-1942. After refurbishing, the school reopened for coeducational boarding students only and offered a v_ariety of vocational training courses. 1942
also marked the beginning of Harbison's participation in Presbyterian,
U.S.A. educational retrenchment activities. School property in one area
was sold and the proceeds used to finance building enterprises on other
campuses. Harbison benefited with new worker's cottages, a new barn, and
a new water system. The classroom building was rebuilt using insurance
money and gifts.
This new Harbison also acquired a new president, Dr. T .B. Jones, in
September 1943. Jones inaugurated the last phase of Harbison's educational dream. A former president of Mary Allen Junior College, Jones was
an able administrator and joined his wife, the daughter of former president
C.M. Young, in a commitment to revitalizing the college. The year 1944 saw
more "living monuments" constructed on the Harbison campus. In 1945,
to finance the improvements of 1942, the board sold 2,210.1 acres of forest
to the South Carolina Forestry Commission (this acreage now includes Harbison Forest, the South Carolina Forestry Commission Headquarters, the
South Carolina Criminal Justice Academy, and the South Carolina Division
of Geology).
The name of the college changed in 1946 to Harbison Junior College.
The boys' dormitory was remodeled and a new church structure built. Unfortunately, a suspicious and unexplained fire destroyed the church building
on 2 October 1952 before the building could be dedicated. A year later, the
girls' dormitory also burned. For the school year 1953-54 Harbison Junior
College reported an enrollment of 86 (33 men and 53 women). The replacement of the girls' dormitory in 1956, however, was Harbison's last hurrah.
Dr. Milton Brown of the Committee on Educationa and Medical Work conducted a general field survey of Presbyterian educational efforts and recommended that Harbison Junior College be closed. On 31 August 1958, the
board agreed. There were several reasons for this decision: declining
enrollments ( only 34 students were reported as enrolled in the college for
school year, 1956-57), lack of accreditation, and the large financial investment needed to meet accreditation standards. So ended Harbison's 73 year
old dream. The living memorials, all the buildings named for Presbyterian
leaders in black education, and the leadership role of Harbison in the community made this closing a grave disappointment. Even sadder for friends
and alumni, the old Harbison Campus was leased temporarily to the South
Carolina Department of Corrections to house female inmates. 35
The closing of the college, was not the end of the story. In a sense, the
Farm Home plan was reborn in 1970. The commitment of the Presbyterian
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Church, U.S.A. to use the land for socially relevant ends led to the incorporation of Socarga, in that year. The stated purpose of that eleemosynary
corporation was: ''The development of a multipurpose community near the
City of Columbia ... so designed as to offer an array of residential, commercial, and industrial opportunities; and to promote the ministry and to further the mission of the South Carolina - Georgia Synod of the United
Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. throughout South Carolina and Georgia." 36
The name of Socarga, Inc. was changed to Harbison Development Corporation in 1972. In 1974 the Board of National Missions of the
Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. conveyed its remaining property to the Harbison Development Corporation, and the new dream, that of the community of Harbison, began.
The New Communities Program, administered by the U.S. Department
of Housing and Urban Development, was authorized by the National Housing Act of 1970. This program was designed to facilitate public and private
efforts to develop planned, environmentally sound communities which
would provide increased housing opportunities for all citizens (including
those with low or moderate incomes) and be a viable alternative to urban
sprawl. According to a Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement
issued by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development in
1981, Harbison was to be an "integrated land use community of 1739
acres" including "housing types for all incomes, employment acreage,
shopping areas, schools, playgrounds, a community center," and so forth.
Construction began in 1975, and Harbison officially opened in 1976. 37
Ironically, this development brought the dream full cycle because in 1978
Harbison Development Corporation donated the 19.5 acre Harbison College Campus, including the buildings to Midlands Technical College. 38 The
property is now the site of Midlands Technical College-Harbison Center
which provides technical education on a nondiscriminatory basis.
In 1885 two idealistic souls came to a South settling into a period of
political and racial retrenchment, saw a need, dreamed of educating young
blacks, and opened a school. Today, because of that vision, a community of
almost 5,000 persons spans the Lexington/Richland County Line and
technical education is once more a community option. A dream can be
deferred, kept, or shared.
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EDGEFIELD RECONSTRUCTION
POLITICAL BLACK LEADERS
Vernon Burton

Historical literature has only recently begun to deal adequately with the
question of where black leadership came from and how that leadership
functioned on the local level. The political power that blacks acquired during Reconstruction gave the black community prestige and status, increased
their wealth, and opened up to them nonagricultural occupations and roles.
Primarily because of the political revolution, blacks began moving from
traditional occupations into all areas of Edgefield society. Because the
elected black political leaders were spokesmen for the community and yet
are still so unknown, this paper explores individual biographies of these
men and their relationships to Edgefield society and the Republican party
during Reconstruction.
Renewed interest in Afro-American history has produced long-needed
studies of black leaders. The Reconstruction period and South Carolina's
black leaders have received their share of attention and several biographies
have emerged as has the pathbreaking prosopographical study by Thomas
Holt, Black Over White. 1 Yet, biographies have usually been of the most
prominent South Carolina black leaders from Charleston or other cities;
they have not as a rule dealt with how black leadership functioned at the
rural local level or how and why black leaders got support. The question
still remains: whence cometh local black rural leadership?
In 1865 most blacks in the upcountry of South Carolina were still slaves.
By 1868, blacks had organized politically and were beginning to govern the
state where they had once toiled as the property of other men. The study of
a community is ideal for getting a sense of the local black leadership, and
the study of a community like Edgefield is ideal for getting a sense of rural
black leadership. The Edgefield Advertiser commented in 1867 that "There
is one blessing at least in our having no railroad; and this is that the Wilsons
[Sen. Henry], Kelleys [William D., "Pig Iron"] and other dirty Radical
emissaries who are traveling through the South, cannot conveniently come
among us." 2 The achievements of Edgefield's black leaders were theirs
alone.
Historians have noted that enterprising blacks from the coastal communities moved to the upcountry and established themselves in leadership
positions. 3 This assertion was first made in the 1868 Constitutional Convention by a white Republican from Edgefield's next door neighbor, Barnwell
County to Robert Brown Elliott, Edgefield's representative. He charged
that Elliott and other blacks had used Barnwell and Edgefield to get
themselves elected to the Convention because the Charleston delegation had
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been filled. 4 There is some truth to this accusation. Edgefield black people
certainly benefited from contact with Afro-Americans from outside the
area, but most of the Afro-American political leadership came from
Edgefieldians.
Robert Brown Elliott was one of the newcomers. A black carpetbagger,
he went into the interior to organize voters and began his political career by
winning election to the convention from Edgefield District. According to
some accounts, his wife was a former Edgefield slave, and although he
never actually lived in Edgefield he travelled through the county during
Reconstruction to address mass audiences. 5 He was such an accomplished
speaker that even the conservative spokesman for the Democratic white
elite, the Edgefield Advertiser, commented on his eloqution and his effectiveness. Although the Advertiser believed Elliott was too smart and
educated for his devoted Edgefield supporters, the paper reported that
Edgefield blacks were devoted to Elliott; '' they worship him, and receive
him with profound adulation. " 6 Elliott was always controversial and the
whites both respected and feared his daring. When he was in charge of the
1870 census for South Carolina, he told all census enumerators in Edgefield
County to encourage black men to join the state militia. 7 The bourbon
historian John Reynolds found Elliott particularly dangerous since as a
black leader he had "sought actually to dominate and humiliate the white
race. " 8

·•
Another newcomer to Edgefield was John Bon um, the former slave of a
hatter. He had operated a small store in Charleston before he left the
coastal region to organize black voters for the constitutional convention.
He was successful and was himself elected as a delegate from Edgefield. 9
Another delegate was Prince R. Rivers, a former coachman from
Beaufort, who had also moved to Edgefield District in 1865. A recognized
leader among Beaufort slaves, he had been among the black delegation
from Port Royal to the Republican National Convention in 1864. 10 He had
also been one of the first Afro-Americans from South Carolina to join the
First South, the black regiment in the Union army. Rivers was an extremely
disciplined soldier whose organizational skills were soon put to good use as
a noncommissioned officer of black troops in the First South, whose commissioned officers were all white. General David M. Hunter took Rivers
North in 1862 as an example of what a black soldier could be. While in New
York Rivers was attacked by a white mob infuriated by the chevrons on his
uniform, and he successfully held his assailants at bay until the police arrived. He was devoted to the Union and bitter in his denunciation of the white
southern secessionists. 11 When asked whether blacks would rebel against
their white masters if they had military equipment and knowledge to give
such an attack a chance, he replied "Yes, sah ... only let'em know for sure
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-for sure, mind you - dat de white people means right; let' em know for sure
dat dey's fightin' for themselves, and I know dey will fight."

Rivers was described by Col. Thomas Wentworth Higginson, the Union
white commander of the First South, as "an imposing figure being six feet
high, perfectly proportioned and of apparently inexhaustible strength and
activity." He commented on Rivers's dark color and his aura of command:
"if there should ever be a black monarchy in South Carolina, he [Rivers]
will be King." 12 Even the white conservative historian of Edgefield who
remembered the handsome Rivers admitted that the "Black Prince ... was
not by any means a bad specimen of humanity.'' 13
Rivers had been an officer in Newberry County with the blacks troops
who had tried and executed a Confederate soldier for stabbing one of their
comrades. Soon afterwards he became an active Republican organizer in
Edgefield and commanded Afro-American troops throughout the Edgefield
area in 1865 and 1866. 14 Rivers inspired former slaves and struck fear in the
hearts of whites. In 1870 an alarmed white Edgefieldian wrote that Prince
Rivers was marching "through Edgefield County, at the head of armed
companies, with fixed bayonets, making political and incendiary speeches,
telling the freedmen to apply the torch and burn up the white people .... " 1 s
The only other non-Edgefieldian Afro-American Reconstruction
political leader was Samuel J. Lee, and he had lived so close to Edgefield
while a slave that he was almost a native. Lee had been a slave on Samuel
McGowan's plantation just over the Edgefield line in neighboring Abbeville
District when the war ended. He worked for the federal government briefly
in Alabama, and was twenty-two years old when he settled near Hamburg.
Although in 1868 he described himself as a farmer, he was already known
for his facile mind in debate, his ability as a public speaker and his courage
in standing up to whites. 16 Both Lee and Rivers became leaders of political
groups and had considerable influence in the South Carolina House of
Representatives. Lee became the Speaker of the House. Both he and Rivers
continued to exercise influence in Edgefield County even after the areas in
which they lived became part of Aiken County in 1871.
After Lee and Rivers left Edgefield County, other black leaders from
Edgefield were natives of that county. Afro-American leaders emerged
from within the Edgefield community as organizers and presidents of local
Union Clubs. Ned Tenant, Spencer Dearing, John Mobley, David Harris,
and Henry Barnes were all Union Club Presidents. 11 John Mobley and
David Harris were among those who, with Elliott, Bonum, and Rivers, attended the 1868 Constitutional Convention. 18 Local black leaders after 1870
also received initial training as officers in the militia. The officers of the
first two companies formed were all ex-slaves from Edgefield and all
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became political leaders: "Co. A. Carey Harris, Captain; John Carroll, 1st
Lt.; Augustus Simkins, 2d Lt.; Co. B. George Morgan, Cpt.; Archie
Weldon, 1st Lt.; Jesse Jones, 2d Lt." 19
The first black Republicans elected to the state legislature were elected
on a ticket with whites. In 1868 David Harris, Lawrence Cain, Prince
Rivers, Samuel J. Lee, and John Gardener shared state political office with
local whites Truman Root and John Wooley as state legislators. 20 Truman
Root, received numerous threats on his life, his home and store were attacked, and he was ostracized by old friends and even by his own daughter. This
successful antebellum merchant, Episcopal church leader, and respected
community member, left Edgefield for Atlanta before his legislative term
expired. 21 Another white elected state senator was Frank Arnim, a carpetbagger who settled in Hamburg after serving in the Union Army. 22
In the first years of Reconstruction, white Republicans held local and
county positions and dominated the local levels of authority. This is probably why they were the targets of the Democratic elite's ire rather than
black politicos, who, in the first years of Reconstruction, were considered
to be simply misguided. 23 The white Republican was seen as a traitor to his
race by the Edgefield Democratic elite. The Edgefield Advertiser in 1867 announced that they preferred a black over a scalawag or white carpetbagger:
"we can trust a Southern black man when we cannot trust a white traitor or
a Yankee speculator in negro votes .... Give us the Southern negro,
everytime, before either a domestic or an imported Radical." 24 In 1868 the
newspaper vehemently commented that "nary a nigger" had an office of
importance in either the state or local spheres and queried "Why do they so
tamely suffer this great wrong at the tender hands of their Radical
friends?" 25
As Reconstruction progressed, more and more blacks were elected to
local office, so that by 1876, the impression of Black Reconstruction had
been formed. Even those who had lived through the era seemed to have
forgotten the large role whites had played in implementing the Republican
reforms. A native Edgefield historian wrote that in Edgefield "from
1868 ... nearly all representatives and county officers were negroes. " 26 In
reality, most local blac.k leaders were still officers of their Union Clubs
when the 1870 census was enumerated and had not yet assumed roles of
authority as local civil servants. By the summer of 1870, however, the
newspaper reported that blacks were getting more of the political offices
and remarked: "It is well. It pleases us. By all means let us have decent
negroes instead of dirty white men. " 27
However, this attitude changed as elected black officials fought for the
aspirations of the freedmen. At first, when the light-skinned mulatto
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Lawrence Cain, former slave of an Edgefield druggist, took an active lead
in the political organization of black people, the Edgefield Advertiser, vocal
organ of the local Democratic elite, had only the highest praise for Cain. In
1866, Cain invited the white community to observe the progress of the
young black scholars he had taught in the local school he established after
emancipation, and the newspaper remembered Cain as a leading white
citizen's favored "pet" when a slave and complimented his "genteel manner'' and his '' good sense and good feeling.'' After Cain began to organize
the blacks politically, however, and ran successfully in several elections, the
editors could not find words adequate to defame this same man. 28 A contemporary chroinicler of South Carolina Reconstruction demonstrated this
changed attitude: the "genteel" Cain now appeared "offensive to the white
people" of the Edgefield area because of his "swagger and bad
character.'' 2 9
Lawrence Cain and David Harris, another Edgefield exslave, were
among the first group to serve in the state legislature. Cain emerged as the
rival of scalawag Philip A. Eichelberger, a former Confederate officer.
Cain and Harris both lived in Edgefield Village, were landowners, and
declared personal estate in the 1870 census enumeration and local tax
records. Samuel J. Lee, Prince Rivers, and John Gardener were elected to
the legislature in 1868 from the Hamburg area. Lee and Rivers became
substantial landowners during Reconstruction. In 1870, Lee, whose occupation was "commissioner of court," had real estate valued at $550 and personal estate at $400. Eventually he had a lot in town and a farm of over 100
acres three miles outside of town. Rivers, in 1870 a "trial justice," owned
$250 worth of land, $500 personal estate, and eventually built up his landholdings to 226 acres. Gardener, like Cain, was a schoolteacher. He owned
personal estate valued at $500 and property valued at $1,000. 30
All among the first group of legislators were literate, and all except the
Methodist preacher Harris served in the Union Army during the war or immediately afterwards. Military pay probably enabled these black men to
purchase land. Cain, Lee, and Rivers all continued their association with
the military and were commanders in the state militia during Reconstruction. 31 Rivers was forty-three years old in 1868, and Harris was fifty-two.
Lee was twenty-three, Cain, twenty-four, and Gardener, twenty-five. This
first group of black representatives from Edgefield were all self-assured,
proud men who stood up to whites. Young former Union soldier John
Gardener, whose school was two miles from Hamburg, would not tolerate
abuse from whites and nearly lost his life because he refused to cower before
a white Edgefield landowner. James Shinall was returning from Augusta
and passed Gardener's schoolhouse at recess when some students frightened
his team of horses. Shinall angrily rebuked the black children, and
Gardener emerged to defend them. The local white newspaper reported:
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"Word engendered between the white and black adult, until the former felt
it obligatory to punish the latter with a hammering." Shinall severed the
unarmed Gardener's jugular. 32 Gardener survived the knifing, but he was
the only Afro-American representative elected in 1868 who did not return to
state office in 1870. Gardener, who had amassed a personal fortune by then
of $1500, remained active in local politics and became Intendant of Hamburg. 33
Blacks in any positions of authority upset white notions of social order,
but black law enforcement officers were particularly threatening. But even
worse, as far as whites were concerned, was the tendency of AfroAmericans to elect assertive, self-confident men to these positions.
Augustus Harris was such a man. In 1864 Harris left the plantation where
he had been a slave all his life, moved to Edgefield Village, and set up a
shop. In 1868, a white man entered Harris's store, having mistaken Harris's
presence at Democratic rallies as his support of that party. He informed
Harris that Democratic victory in Edgefield was assured that year since
"there was a party of one hundred men headed by a Captain, and the party
known as the Ku Klux Klan, and that party was intending ... to put a Radical
to sleep, and then take the tickets from him, in order to defeat the
election." Harris, a "Union Republican Club Member," w~o had gone to
the Democratic meetings only to find out what they were planning, drove
the white out of his shop. In 1870, Harris was chosen one of the two
Edgefield constables. Addison Forrest, another Afro-American, was the
other constable. Carey Harris, another former slave from Edgefield
District, became the town marshal. The county jailer, Pickens Stewart, who
was an ex-slave from Edgefield District, had twice as many white prisoners
in his jail as black prisoners. 34
The 1870 census listed fourteen state militia men in one census grouping
headed by Mack Brooks. All except Barentine Wilson, son of an antebellum
free black farmer and landowner, had been slaves, and all appear to have
been from the Edgefield area. Mack Brooks had been "born in the State,
and raised in the town of Edgefield,'' and in 1868 he had testified that his
occupation was hostler. 35 David Harris, Jr., like Barentine Wilson, was
from one of the prominent black families. He was the only state guard not
listed in the militia census grouping headed by Mack Brooks. Instead he was
listed with the rest of the members of his family in the household of his
father, the preacher-politician and legislator David Harris, Sr. Membership
in the state militia was a prestigious occupation within the black community
and acceptable for the sons of the community leaders.
These militiamen had a great deal of courage, since many Edgefield
white men carried weapons and were quite willing to challenge the rights
which the federal and state governments had granted the freemen. Indeed,
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by 1872, in two separate incidents, both Augustus Harris and Addison Forrest had been shot while serving warrants on Edgefield white men. 36
While these black law officials represented hope to blacks, they
represented anarchy to whites. A carpetbagger Republican described the
reaction of white South Carolinians to black militiamen as "mob panics. " 37
The Edgefield Advertiser saw the influence of black troops as "intense
demoralization .... Wherever they are that place is deeply and damnably accursed. The contagion of their influence extends not only to persons of their
own color, but also to many white people who are white only as regards
their skin." 38 The Edgefield Advertiser in 1870 complained of the black
militia "who guard the jail in our public square" that they are "darting out
in full force upon white men, pell mell and with guns, raging, fierce profane, blaspheming, insulting, bloodthirsty .... '' 39 The black militia, and
especially the jail guard "composed of twenty odd negroes; ... are a fruitful
and neverending cause of trouble, dissension, violence, and expense.' ' 40 A
conservative white historian who remembered the black militiamen in
Edgefield wrote that they represented "the great disintegration of the old
order of things that was taking place all around ... [black militia were used
to] humiliate and mortify the old masters and rulers. " 41
The year 1872 was a presidential election year. Blacks were encouraged
by the Democratic landowners to support the old abolitionist Horace Greely
who headed the Liberal Republican ticket instead of voting to reelect President Grant. At the Edgefield municipal elections, in fact, some Democrats
were elected along with white and black Republicans on a fusion platform
called "The People's Ticket." 42 Since 1870, Edgefield Afro-Americans had
been demanding more black leaders. Lawrence Cain and David Harris had
written to the new governor as early as 1868 encouraging the appointment
of black magistrates. 43 White Republicans were concerned that blacks might
try to have them removed from office. 44 Hamburg blacks insisted that a
black trial justice should be appointed, 45 and Black Republicans from
Edgefield demanded the dismissal of a white trial justice who they thought
discriminated. 46 Similar petitions and letters demanding more jobs for
Edgefield blacks were sent to Governors Moses and Chamberlain. 47 This
idea was echoed by black leaders in the state government. Robert C.
Delarge claimed "we want more black men in office." 48 Afro-American
leader Major Martin R. Delaney pursued the same theme when he told
Edgefield blacks: "I take the ground that no people have become a great
people who have not their own leaders ... and black men must have black
leaders. We must be the directors of our own people and let it be known
that...no one else can lead black men." 49 For the election in 1872, Edgefield
Afro-Americans continued to agitate for more blacks in offices on all levels.
John Wooley, a native white Republican announced: "The question of color having been raised by the the leading colored men of Edgefield County, I
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respectfully withdraw from the canvass, as a candidate for the State Senate.
I wish to let it be known that I endorse Grant and Wilson and the
Republican Party of South Carolina." 50 Native Edgefieldian Dr. John A.
Barker was the only white Republican from Edgefield to be elected a state
representative after 1872 and he was reelected each term from 1872 to
1876. 51
In 1872, Lawrence Cain was elected state senator and served there until
Redemption. Preacher David Harris, nearing sixty years of age, decided not
to run for state office again. He did, however, remain active within the party councils. Rivers and Lee were elected to the legislature from the new
county of Aiken, and a new slate of black state representatives was elected
from Edgefield. 52 Augustus Simkins, who had lived all his life as a slave in
Edgefield County and was a harnassmaker, was elected to the legislature in
1872. At the time of his election, he owned considerable personal estate and
operated a shop in the town where he hired other artisans and day
laborers. n Paris Simkins, son of Col. Arthur Simkins and a slave woman
Charlotte, was also elected a state representative. He was only twenty-three
years old in 1872 but was a barber who owned his own shop. 54 Limus Simmons, who had been a slave on one of Governor Francis Pickens's large
plantations and who continued working as a tenant after emancipation, renting a piece of land from Pickens, also became state representative. In 1872
he was 35 years old. He owned his own 33 acre farm ·valued at $150 and
claimed personal estate worth $225. Dark-skinned David Graham had been
a slave on a large plantation, he had worked as a farm laborer and later
became a tenant, and finally a landowner, was active as an officer in the
militia, a major church leader, and was elected state representative. 55 At the
same election in 1872 another ex-slave and militia leader John Carrol was
elected the first black coroner of his native Edgefield. 56
In 1874, Archie Welddon replaced Simmons in the state legislature.
Weldon had also been a farm laborer in 1870, and one of the few blacks renting farms as tenants in the 1870 census. In 1874 blacks captured even more
powerful political offices on the local level. Jesse Jones, militia officer and
a former Edgefield slave, was elected clerk of the county court. 57 Edgefield
"born and bred" Ned Tennant, who had mustered black troops against
white forces commanded by Matthew Culbraith Butler and by other whites,
was elected county commissioner. 5 8 John Carrol, the coroner, became the
first black sheriff of Edgefield and young mulatto Harrison N. Bouey, a
schoolteacher, was elected probate judge. 59 George Morgan, militia captain
and the former slave driver who became foreman for Francis Pickens and
Pickens's widow, Lucy, was reelected school commissioner and served with
other black members of the county school board. 60 Andrew Simkins, the
half brother of state representative Paris Simkins, was elected Superintendent of Education. Blacks were wardens, intendants, solicitors; they held
positions at every level of county and town government by 1874. 61
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Edgefield's black political development may have been aided by
emissaries, but unquestionably the post-slavery black leadership was homegrown. All native Edgefield blacks elected to public offices were literate. As
shown by their military participation and by personal encounters, they were
also proud men who stood up to whites. As Reconstruction progressed, opportunities for political office became open to more and more people.
Blacks demanded more and more powerful political positions and got them.
Although those such as Rivers or Cain who had served in the Union army
retained their importance, other less-well-established blacks also began to
play major roles in Edgefield politics. Even though Afro-American political
leaders of Edgefield were drawn mainly from the social and economic elite
of the community, by the end of Reconstruction the political structure had
opened to include even prosperous farm laborers, and the occupational
structure were opening so that talented Afro-Americans could move up the
social mobility ladder.
In conclusion, Afro-American leaders readily assumed the political
responsibilities of the post-Civil War era. Common problems, relative
homogeneity, strong kinship ties, and developing economic and occupational possibilities promoted political solidarity of the black community in
Edgefield. The Afro-American church also was a source of strength for
black leaders in their political commitment. The church's emphasis on
traditional kinship structures and community service inspired black males
to apply the ethics learned in their churches to the political problems of the
postwar period. The churches helped black leaders to see that their authority was not dependent upon whites, but derived directly from the black
religious community and the autonomy of their own families. Thus, with
church and family as sources of and spurs to black freedom and dignity
derived directly from the black religious community and the autonomy of
their own families. Thus, with church and family as sources of and spurs to
black freedom and dignity, black leadership blossomed in Reconstruction
Edgefield.
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EPISCOPALIANS AND BAPTISTS
IN THE SOUTH CAROLINA UPCOUNTRY:
A COMPARATIVE STUDY OF CHRIST CHURCH (EPISCOPAL)
AND GREENVU..,LE BAPTIST CHURCH, GREENVILLE,
SOUTH CAROLINA, 1820-1858
Fielding C. Gallivan

A comparison of Christ Church (Episcopal) and Greenville Baptist
Church in the period 1820-1858 reveals many interesting parallels. Both
churches underwent a similar process of growth and development as they
evolved from small groups struggling for survival into stable institutions
with an assured existence. It is possible to divide this evolutionary process
into two stages: a period of establishment and a period of maturation. The
period of establishment can be envisioned as covering the years from the
rudimentary beginnings of the church community to the initial manifestation of developing stability. This primary stage of development for Christ
Church extended from the founding of St. James Mission in 1820 to the
consecration of the first church building in 1828. The period of establishment for Greenville Baptist Church extended from the building of the Baptist Meeting House in 1826 to the constitution of Greenville Baptist Church
in 1831.
The second stage of the evolutionary process, the period of maturation,
can be envisioned as extending from the end of the establishment period to
the construction of a second and larger church building, which can be viewed as a symbol of stability and permanence. This secondary stage of Christ
Church's development extended from the consecration of the first church
building in 1828 to the consecration of the second building in 1854. The corresponding period of maturation for Greenville Baptist Church extended
from the constitution of the church community in 1831 to the dedication of
the second church building in 1858. 1
The Period of Establishment
The missionary visit of the Reverend Patrick H. Folker to the village of
Greenville in March, 1820, marked the official entrance of the Episcopal
church into the Upcountry region of northwestern South Carolina and laid
the foundation for the subsequent establishment of Christ Church. Folker
was sent to the Greenville area by the Society for the Advancement of Christianty in South Carolina. Following Folker's visit, the Society sent the
Reverend Rodolphus Dickinson into the same area. By June, 1820, Dickinson had formed a congregation in Greenville known as St. James Mission,
and it was from this mission that Christ Church developed. 2
The early years of St. James Mission could be characterized as a struggle
for survival. The congregation was predominantly, though not entirely, a
39
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transient one. 3 Services were only held from spring through fall when Low
County Episcopalians were summering in Greenville and apparently took
place in members' homes or in the log court house. 4 The mission did not
have a full-time rector, even during the summer months, as Dickinson, who
served as missionary rector from 1820 to early 1826, was responsible for St.
Paul's in Pendleton as well as the mission in Greenville. 5
By 1825, the tenuous existence of St. James Mission was becoming
slightly more stable. On September 9, 1825, the cornerstone was laid for a
brick church fifty-five feet long by thirty feet wide. Although construction
of the first permanent home for St. James Mission had commenced, the
project would take several more years to complete and finance. In 1828, the
building was consecrated by the Bishop of the Diocese of South Carolina,
Nathaniel Bowen. It was also in this year that the mission was admitted into
full union with the Diocesan Convention under the name of "Christ
Church, Greenville. " 6 While still far from achieving complete stability and
self-sufficiency, the Episcopal community, by 1828, had progressed considerably from the small group of summer visitors and Greenville residents
who had first met for services in homes and the log court house in 1820.
During the same period in which the Episcopal community was attempting to establish itself in Greenville, the Baptist community was undergoing
a similar process. It is not known exactly when the first Baptists arrived in
Greenville. It is known, however, that Dr. William B. Johnson, an important Baptist leader who came to Greenville in 1822 as principal of the
Female Academy, was instrumental in raising money for the first Baptist
meeting house. Johnson took subscriptions to finance the meeting house
from the entire Greenville community, as no Baptist congregation had been
organized in Greenville at that time. 7 The meeting house was built in 1826,
and apparently in the years 1826-1831, was utilized primarily by members of
the Baptist denomination in general rather than by a specific Baptist congregation or by other denominations. 8
The first Baptist congregation in the village of Greenville, Greenville
Baptist Church, was organized on November 2, 1831, and held its services
in the Baptist Meeting House. 9 Just as the erection of a church building and
the adoption of the name "Christ Church, Greenville" in 1828 had served
as signs of growing stability and marked the end of the period of establishment for the Episcopal community so the constitution of Greenville Baptist
Church as a specific congregation marked the end of a similar period for the
Baptist community of Greenville.
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The Period of Maturation
Following the primary stage of establishment, each church moved into a
period of maturation that was more lengthy than the previous period. The
period of maturation for Christ Church spanned twenty-six years
(1828-1854) and for Greenville Baptist Church, twenty-seven years
(1831-1858). Progress during these years was not consistently steady, and
both churches continued to experience periodic set-backs such as frequent
ministerial tum-over and financial difficulties. The successful resolution of
these problems as well as the development of a system of local church
government and a distinctive church character or personality were
manifestations of the increasing stability of both church communities.
The difficulty of obtaining a regular minister was a recurring problem
for both Christ Church and Greenville Baptist Church. In the period
1820-1828, the Episcopal community was served by four missionary priests
sponsored by the Advancement Society as well as occasional temporary
assistants. It was not until 1829, when the Reverend Patrick H. Folker, who
had made the first missionary visit to Greenville in 1820, returned that
Christ Church was to have a permanent rector. 1° Folker served as rector
from 1829 to 1833 and apparently was the first priest to hold year-round
services. 11 After his rectorship, Christ Church underwent another unstable
period (1833-1834) during which service was again rendered by missionary
priests in the summer season only. It was only after 1835, when the
Reverend Charles C. Pinckney arrived in Greenville, that Christ Church
was no longer plagued by frequent tum-over among its priests. The extended rectorships of Pinckney (1835-1846) and his successor, the Reverend
Thomas S. Arthur (1846-1866), marked another milestone along Christ
Church's journey toward stability.i 2
Greenville Baptist Church experienced similar problems in obtaining a
regular minister. From its constitution in November, 1831, until the end of
1835, the church was served by two ministers who preached only two Sundays a month. The Reverend A.M. Spalding brought a measure of
ministerial continuity to the congregation by serving as preacher from 1836
to 1843. After Spalding left, the church again experienced an unstable
period, with a different minister serving each year from 1843 to 1853. It was
not until the end of 1853, when Dr. Richard Furman accepted the pastorate,
in which he was to serve for almost ten years, that the problem of obtaining
a regular minister was solved by Greenville Baptist Church. 13

A precarious financial situation was another problem that plagued both
Christ Church and Greenville Baptist Church in the period of maturation.
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Christ Church was only able to pay a portion of its rector's salary and
received financial aid from the Advancement Society for this purpose. 14 The
assistance of the Advancement Society continued through 1850, at which
time Christ Church apparently became self-supporting. 1 5 Christ Church
also solicited contributions from Low Country Episcopalians. 16
The financial difficulties of Greenville Baptist Church were similar to
those of Christ Church. References to the solicitation of funds from the
congregation to pay the minister's salary and church operating expenses appear regularly in the church minutes. 11
The development of a form of local church government at both Christ
Church and Greenville Baptist Church during the period of maturation was
a further manifestation of increasing stability. Such local government served to bring order to the church community and helped to ensure the continued existence of that body.
The type of local government that developed at Christ Church was
reflective of the situation that had existed in the Anglican Church of South
Carolina in colonial times. 18 Vestrymen and wardens who participated in
the governing of the church were elected regularly. Typically, two wardens
and eight or nine vestrymen were elected each year during the Easter
season. 19 The first written statement of rules for the government of the
Christ Church community, the Vestry By-Laws, appears in the Vestry
records of June, 1848. Included in these By-Laws was a provision regulating
the participation of the congregation in the decision-making process:
"None but [white adult males who are not members of other denominations] can vote for a Vestryman or Warden or deliberate or vote as a
member of the Congregation.'~ 20
The first allusion to the existence of a form of local government at
Greenville Baptist Church appears in the church minutes of May 20, 1832.
At that time, the membership appointed two of the white male members to
serve as deacons pro tern. From that time forward, information regarding
the role of deacons in the governing of the church consistently appears in
the church minutes. The church minutes of February 27, 1836, contain the
first reference to a written set of rules governing the congregation of Greenville Baptist Church, the Articles of Decorum. Unlike the Christ Church
Vestry By-Laws, the Articles of Decorum clearly specified the kind of
behavior expected of church members and the corrective measures that
would result should improper behavior occur.
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In contrast to the Christ Church records, which contain only one mention of a member's having been expelled, for misconduct presumably, the
Greenville Baptist Church minutes include consistent references to improper behavior and the resulting disciplinary action. 21 Types of misconduct frequently mentioned in the minutes were intoxication, fighting, dancing, swearing, failure to attend church, and adultery.
The usual procedure for dealing with such misconduct was to confront
the errant member with his unacceptable behavior. If he could convince the
congregation that he was truly repentant, he was forgiven. 22 If the member
did not manifest penitence, he was excommunicated. Because exclusion
from the church involved a social stigma, the excommunicated member
typically amended his conduct in order to be restored to fellowship with the
church. 23 It can be presumed that such ostracism was a great liability in a
small Upcountry community such as Greenville. Accordingly, the Greenville Baptist Church membership roll (1831-1854) contains numerous examples of members who were restored to fellowship. 24
During the period of maturation, both Christ Church and Greenville
Baptist Church developed what could be termed a distinctive church
character or personality. It is not within the scope of this paper to discuss
the denominational differences of the two congregations in this regard. It is
instructive, however, to note the similarity of the attitude toward blacks,
which can be considered a part of the church character, that prevailed in
both churches, regardless of their denominational differences. Blacks were
not excluded from either church; on the contrary, they were welcomed.
Their membership, however, was subject to certain stipulations that limited
blacks to a kind of second-class citizenship within the church. Although
blacks were apparently allowed to worship with the white congregations of
both churches, they were confined to separate sections. It is not clear when
such a section was first set aside at Greenville Baptist Church, but the Christ
Church records indicate that a gallery for black members was built there in
1830. 25 In addition to being segregated at church services, blacks were
denied a voice in the local government of both churches.
The first reference to a black member at Christ Church appears in the
church records of September 29, 1845. It is recorded that, on that date,
"George, colored servant of Mrs. Croft" was baptized and, along with
"Abigail, colored servant of Mrs. Croft", confirmed by Bishop
Christopher Gadsden. The confirmation records also show that five blacks,
four women and one man, were confirmed by Bishop Gadsden on June 20,
1847. The Christ Church marriage records indicate that, in the years 1833,
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1834, and 1848, one black couple per year was married. In the 1848 marriage, both blacks were slaves of the Episcopal minister who married them,
the Reverend Thomas S. Arthur. No blacks are included on the extant
Christ Church membership rolls, which list white members only. 26
While the Christ Church records do not provide extensive information
regarding black members, the records of Greenville Baptist Church contain
numerous references to this group. Greenville Baptist Church evidently had
a significantly larger black membership than Christ Church; of the 435
names that appear on the church membership roll for the years 1831-1854,
nearly one-fourth are the names of blacks. As is the case in the Christ
Church records, the slaves are always identified in relationship to their
white owners, as, for example, "Dr. T.B. William's Issac". Three free
blacks are listed on the 1831-1854 membership roll. It was not until a second
membership roll was begun in February, 1855, that the names of black and
white members were recorded in separate sections. Blacks became members
of Greenville Baptist Church by the same methods as whites. They either
made a profession of faith and were subsequently baptized, or they became
members by the transferral of a letter, indicating previous membership and
good standing, from another Baptist church. 21
The blacks of Greenville Baptist Church were expected to abide by the
same code of conduct as the whites, and the church minutes evidence
numerous cases of unacceptable behavior by blacks as well as whites. The
type of errant behavior in which blacks engaged was similar to that of the
whites. 28 Blacks who were judged guilty of misbehavior were regularly excluded from and restored to church membership, apparently under the same
conditions as whites. 29
The Greenville Baptist Church minutes indicate that affording a
measure of responsibility to black members for their own people was a common procedure. The first mention of the assignment of a leadership role to
a black appears in the church minutes of April 26, 1840: "The church then
took into consideration the propriety of appointing one of the colored
Brethren to take the oversight of the colored members of this church, and to
hand the bread and wine to them on Communion Seasons."
It is evident that ministers of both Christ Church and Greenville Baptist
Church, as well as the members at large, condoned the institution of
slavery. The records of both churches indicate that at least two Episcopal
ministers, Charles C. Pinckney and Thomas S. Arthur, and at least one
Baptist minister, Richard Furman, were slave-owners. The Episcopal
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ministers apparently did not force their slaves to attend the Episcopal
church, however, as one slave of Pinckney and seven slaves of Arthur are
listed on the 1831-1854 membership roll of Greenville Baptist Church. 30
The construction of a second church building intended to meet the needs
of an expanding congregation far into the future marked the end of the
maturation period for both Christ Church and Greenville Baptist Church.
Just as both churches had experienced a like evolution prior to this time,
they followed a similar pattern in the extended process which culminated in
the completion of a second and permanent building.
The first mention of Christ Church's need for a larger building occurs in
the Vestry records of April 8, 1845, twenty years after the first building was
begun. This subject appears intermittently in the Vestry records over the
next six years, with financial considerations apparently comprising the main
obstacle to the implementation of a building plan. The Vestry records indicate that in January, 1851, a definite decision to build a new church was
finally reached.
On May 29, 1852, a dedication ceremony was held in which the cornerstone of the new church was laid. 31 The church was completed in 1854, at
a cost of $15,000. On September 29, 1854, the new building was consecrated
by the fifth Bishop of the Diocese of South Carolina, Thomas F. Davis. 32
The sustained and dedicated efforts of the members of Christ Church to ensure the permanence of their church community in Greenville at last been
achieved.
Greenville Baptist Church went through a similarly difficult process in
the procurement of a second church building. The first mention of the need
for a new building appears in the church minutes of July 15, 1849, almost
eighteen years after the church was constituted. As is the case in the Christ
Church records, this subject appears intermittently in the Greenville Baptist
Church minutes over the next four years. Similar also to the Christ Church
experience, the major difficulty was apparently insufficient funds. The
church minutes of August 28, 1853, state that a decision to build a new
church had finally been arrived at. The exact date at which construction
began is not clear, but the event occurred sometime between June and October, 1854. It was not until almost three years later that the lecture room
was sufficienty complete to allow the first services to be held there. This new
church was built and furnished at a total cost of $21,165.00. 33
The new Greenville Baptist Church was dedicated on February 21, 1858.
This dedication was a significant event for the Baptist community just as the
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Christ Church consecration in 1854 had been for the Episcopal community.
Both churches had successfully overcome indecisiveness and financial difficulties in their struggles to attain a second and larger church building. The
achievement of this ambitious goal required sustained effort and personal
sacrifice from the members of both congregations and brought with it a
great sense of accomplishment. 34
The period of maturation for both Christ Church and Greenville Baptist
Church can be viewed as coming to a conclusion with the completion of a
permanent church building. Although both churches would again experience difficulties, particularly those caused by the impending Civil War,
the accomplishment of this goal demonstrated that they had moved from a
long period of insecurity into a position of comparative stability within the
village of Greenville. The ability to successfully undertake such a project
was proof that a high level of order and cooperation had developed within
each church community, and that the aggregate wealth of each group had
increased sufficiently to support such an endeavor. In addition, the desire to
build a new church designed to meet the needs of an expanding membership
signified that each congregation possessed a vision for its ·f uture and was
confident in its continued existence.
A comparison of Christ Church and Greenville Baptist Church in the
years 1820-1858 reveals that the Episcopal community was established
earlier (1820-1828) than the Baptist community (1826-1831) and that both
churches experienced a similar maturation process, covering approximately
the same number of years (Christ Church, 1828-1854) and Greenville Baptist Church, 1831-1858), as they evolved into stable institutions. This finding is striking because, given the success of evangelical denominations such
as the Baptists in the southern backcountry and the decline of the Episcopal
church in the South following the Revolutionary War, one would expect the
Baptists to become established earlier and also to prosper more rapidly than
the Episcopalians in a southern Upcountry village such as Greenville. 35
Further research is .necessary to determine why the Baptists did not
predominate in Greenville during the years 1820-1858. It is possible at this
point, however, to make some preliminary interpretations of this situation
based on the available evidence. The early Episcopal success in Greenville
was certainly influenced by the involvement of Low Country Episcopalians
in Christ Church. It can be assumed that coastal residents who summered in
Greenville were people of means and therefore able to provide financial
support for the Episcopal community there. The Episcopal success was also
undoubtedly affected by the continued assistance of the Advancement
Society and by the support of the Episcopal Diocese of South Carolina.
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Another contributing factor in this situation could be the fact that a
number of Baptist churches had been already organized in what is now
Greenville County prior to the constitution of Greenville Baptist Church in
1831. 36 Perhaps the Baptists had been so successful in this part of the South
Carolina Upcountry that they had, in effect, spread themselves too thin and
therefore could not easily support another church in the same area. In addition, Greenville Baptist Church did not have the support of a denominational hierarchy such as the Diocese of South Carolina or an organized missionary group such as the Advancement Society.
A comparison of Christ Church and Greenville Baptist Church in the
period 1820-1858 raises many intriguing questions and provides fertile
ground for further research.
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THE DEVELOPMENT OF FEMALE EDUCATION
IN EARLY SPARTANBURG COUNTY, 1820 - 1860
Lori Parris
It did not take the settlers in Spartanburg District long to seek out
education for their children. During the late 1700's and the early 1800's,
they established many male academies and grammar schools that were quite
successful. It was not until the 1820' s, though, that Spartans realized their
need for institutions to serve the educational needs of females in the district.
Although their debut came almost eighty years after the first settlers arrived
in the Spartanburg area, female schools proved to be just as successful and
durable as the male schools, and throughout the period leading up to the
Civil War, they gained state as well as regional acclaim.

The impetus for the development of fem ale education began in a small
community known as Cedar Springs in the early 1820's. There was a male
school, known as Word Academy, operating in Cedar Springs by 1824, and
according to Robert Mills in 1826, there were efforts being made to
establish a school for girls. 1 A petition was sent to the General Assembly of
South Carolina by the Trustees of Cedar Springs requesting permission to
incorporate so that they could establish both male and female academies. 2
The date of this petition is unknown, but it must have been sent around the
time that Mills made the claim stated above. It was not long before a school
began operating under a teacher named Scarborough, for whom the school
was named. Mills praised the female as well as the male school at Cedar Springs and wrote that" ... [b]oth of these schools were among the best in Spartanburg District at that date." Mills went on to point out that Madame
Sosnowski and her daughter were instructors at the Scarborough school
before they taught at the Female Seminary. Apparently, these two women
had excellent reputations in the education field, and so it was an honor to
have them as instructors at the school. No other references were made to the
school or its success beyond what has been written above, and therefore, it
is difficult to determine how long it remained in operation. 3
In the year 1831, the village of Spartanburg wa chartered as the seat of
the county court. At this time, there were private schools or academies
operating in Woodruff, Cedar Springs, Fairforest, Rock Springs, Popular
Springs, Zoar Community, Cannon's Camp Ground, and Flint Hill.
Despite the apparently _high number of schools in existence, only one was
used for female education. The citizens of Spartanburg would soon take
notice of the lack of female schools, and in the late 1830' s and early 1840' s
their concern would manifest itself in successful efforts to establish new
academies of learning for females.
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The early schools in Spartanburg were supported by or connected by
way of instructor with established religious denominations: Baptist,
Methodist, Presbyterian, and Episcopal. The churches were strong advocates of education, and can be credited with the success of education in
early Spartanburg. Accordingly, the second known female school, the Spartanburg Female Seminary, was established under the control of the
Presbyterian Church on October 5, 1835. 4 It is known that the seminary was
in operation by 1837, and probably had been operating for at least a year.
Major A.H. Kirby, who moved to Spartanburg in 1837, at age eight, wrote
to J.B.O. Landrum that both the Male Academy and the Female Seminary
were operating in 1837, and that the Female Seminary " ... was in a fairly
flourishing condition.'' s The Female Seminary was located on Main Street
(the present sight of Spartanburg First Baptist Church), and was taught by
the Reverend James Boggs of the Presbyterian Church. "About 1839, there
seems to have been an advanced movement in the matter of schools ... for
both males and females. " 6 As a result of this movement, an accomplished
"Yankee Schoolteacher" was hired. "Phoebe Paine, along with six other
teachers taught 67 pupils at the Female Seminary. " 1 Paine was considered
an excellent teacher and because the school was "liberally patronized"
while under her instruction, she was paid more than what was common at
this time. The girls under her charge were considered to be" ... some of the
best ladies in the town and country." 8
At the school, Paine taught reading, writing, arithmetic, but'' ... most of
all she wanted the girls to exercise their mental powers and to learn good
habits of industry." 9 Eugenia C. Murrell Poston of Charleston was a student of Paine's at the Female Seminary. She praised Paine for her methods
of teaching, and for the organized manner in which she controlled the
school. 10
Because the Female Seminary was successful, and the people of Spartanburg wanted to further the education of young women, a petition was sent
to the General Assembly in 1840 in the name of" ... citizens praying that a
fem ale college may be established agreebly to the memorial of the Trustees
of the Spartanburg Female Seminary." 11 In a later act of the General
Assembly that is not dated, permission was given to the citizens " ... to
establish a college or high school to further the excellent education of young
women." 12 It is difficult to determine when this act was implemented, but
the first evidence of the institution was an advertisement in The Carolina
Spartan on November 2, 1853. The trustees of the Seminary would have to
wait thirteen years before establishing a new school. In the interim period
many new female institutions of long lasting value would take their place in
the educational structure of Spartanburg.
In 1845, the old Limestone Springs property and hotel were purchased
by the Reverend Dr. Thomas Curtis and his son William. The two Baptist
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ministers established a non-sectarian high school '' ... which acquired a wide
reputation and liberal patronage, which soon made it one of the most
popular schools in the South.'' 13 Enrollment for the school was unusually
high for the period, and increased with time. When the school opened in
November of 1845, there were seven faculty members and sixty-seven
pupils. 14 Landrum wrote that " ... [t]he number of pupils amounted
sometimes to nearly three hundred, and the roll showed them as representing almost every State in the South." 15
In The Carolina Spartan of February 7, 1850, information was made
available concerning the operation of Limestone Springs Female High
School:
The scholastic year for 1850 will commence on Wed.
Feb. 20. The vacation has been thus altered so as to
include the coldest months in the year. It is therefore
hoped as it is especially desirable that all the students
and those about to enter the Institution will be present
at the beginning of the term.
Costs included $20 for the primary department, and $25 for the other
departments. Music class was $25, while Guitar, French, Drawing and Painting were $20 a piece. Washing, fuel, and lights were all included in the
board which was $50. The girls spent ten months of the year in school, and
the above costs covered half of this time. 16
The Limestone Springs Female High School enjoyed frequent praise and
attention throughout the 1850's. The newspaper did a commendable job of
covering educational activities, especially when those activities involved this
school. In 1854, The Carolina Spartan claimed that" ... [t]he Messrs. Curtis
were the Pioneers of Female Education in this section.'' 11 Then, in 1857,
another writer claimed that " ... the existence of this school is a fixed fact.
No fear of it ever falling into decline, durst approach the mind." 18 The
school's permanence was in fact established.
In the census of 1860, there were 148 girls listed as attending Limestone
Springs, 19 but the school had to close its doors following both the death of
its senior principal and the start of the Civil War. Although it was forced to
close at this time, the school was put into operation again in the late
1800' s. 20 "After 1865 the property was given ... to the Spartanburg Baptist
Association and is now the home of a women's college [Limestone] of that
denomination.'' 21
Another school, that was established just after the Limestone Springs
school, was the Pine Grove Female High School. T.J. Moore, in his letter to
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Landrum said that he went to the school in 1849, " ... and with three more
little boys constituted the male department." 22 An article that appeared in
the Spartan in 1849, said the following about the school: "This institution
went into operation on Monday the 2d inst., under the supervision of Miss
Mary Julian, a lady of undoubted qualification, assisted by Miss Ann
Julian. The course will embrace the highest English branches, and the
French language." Costs for the courses ranged from $1.25 for the use of
an instrument, to $5 .00 for the combined courses of English, Math,
History, and Science. Boarding charges were $5.00 to $6.00 dollars per
month. 23 Although Moore stated that the school became coed after 1849, in
an 1851 newspaper advertisement, the school was still referred to as the Pine
Grove Female High School. 24 Moore said that the school became extinct
after 1856, and that its patrons became the founders of the future high
schools at Reidville. 25
The decade of the 1850's witnessed failure, transition, and development
in the area of female education. The Spartanburg Female Seminary disappeared after 1850, only to reappear as the Spartanburg Female Academy in
1854 under the same Board of Trustees. The Methodist Female College was
established in 1854 and after a few shakey years became quite successful.
The Reidville Female High School was established under the auspices of the
Nazereth Presbyterian Church in 1858. The Pine Grove Female High
School discontinued operations, and the plans to establish an Episcopal
Female College were never realized. These final years before the Civil War
were important because they set the stage for what would happen after the
war. Those schools that were the strongest and had the deepest roots in
society were the ones that either lasted through the war, or were reestablished soon after the end of the war.
The Spartanburg Female Seminary was a school that was deeply rooted
in Spartanburg society. It enjoyed a prosperous existence during the 1830' s
and 1840's, but its operations during the early 1850's were vague. In April
of 1850, an ad was put in the newpaper containing information about the
following school year. There were thirty students under the instruction of a
Miss Tupper. Prices were given for classes which included just about every
subject that could be taught. 26 The last article which addressed the school as
a Seminary instead of an Academy was published in December of 1850.
This ad was used by the paper to incourage schools to get their information
in so that it could be made available to the public. The Seminary had not
sent any information concerning the next term, and the staff of the paper
accordingly published an ad with blanks where all the pertinent information
should have been placed:
The Spartanburg Seminary will open under the most
favorable auspices on the - we don't know when, and
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will be conducted by - we don't know who. As this is
all we know - it is all we can tell. There are many
inquiries about this matter; when shall we be informed. 21
Apparently, the paper was never informed, and the school was not advertised again until it was reestablished as the Spartanburg Female Academy.
In November, 1853, the Board of Directors under the leadership of H.J.
Dean advertised that " ... [a]n election will be held .. .in November next, for
teachers, to take charge of the Female Academy in Spartanburg Court
House for the ensuing year." 28 Just two weeks later, the Board of Trustees
announced that a Miss Harlow had been elected the new principle of the
academy, and that classes would be held in the old Court House. 29 Not
much has been written about the Academy except that it flourished during
the 1850' s. 30 Although the school was probably forced to close during the
Civil War, it was operating again by the 1880's. In 1883, in the report of the
State Board of Agriculture, a description of the town of Spartanburg stated
that a female seminary was in operation. 31 The long tradition of this school
and the support it received from the Presbyterian Church probably contributed to its reestablishment after the war.
While various members of the Presbyterian and Baptist denominations
worked to establish female schools, Revered John D. Mccollough of the
Protestant Episcopal Church was also working to improve female education
in Spartanburg. In August, 1853, McCollough and another Episcopal
clergyman, T.S. Arthur, purchased some property in the Glenn Springs area
with the purpose of establishing a fem ale college. 32 An ad appeared in the
newspaper on November 2, 1853, informing the public that the Episcopal
Female School at Glenn Springs would begin classes on February 1, 1854. 33
Despite the ad for the new school, Mccollough and
Arthur" ... apparently ... abandoned this plan, for the next year the Reverend
J.D. McCollough bought a tract of land in Spartanburg and erected on it
what he called St. John's College." 34 St. John's operated for several years
at a loss, and in 1856, the school was transformed into a classical, military
school for boys. 35 The property that St. John's College was built on was acquired by the Trustees of Converse College in 1889, and became the location for that prominent female college. 36
In 1851, the death of Benjamin Wofford and his bequest that a male college be established in Spartanburg under the Conference of the Methodist
Episcopal Church, set in motion the chain of events leading to the founding
of the Spartanburg Female College. The citizens of Spartanburg first sent
their requests for a female college to the Conference of the Methodist
Episcopal Church. When the Conference failed to act, supporters of a
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female school took things into their own hands. 37 The newspaper became a
propaganda tool for gaining needed support for the school.

\,

In June, 1853, two articles appeared outlining the needs and the benefits
of a female school in Spartanburg. One article claimed that the Methodist
Female College would " ... affect every aspect of life: increase population,
give Methodists a religious support, offer to others an excellent education
supported with piety, and bring new trade and business activity to Spartanburg." The other article, a letter to the editors entitled "Female College - Its
Importance to Mothers,'' goes so far as to make the assumption that
parents would prefer to see a girl's college established in Spartanburg rather
than Wofford. The reasons are good enough: "Boys can do better abroad
than girls. Boys were made to grapple with difficulties, and to enure
themselves to privations. But what makes a hale hearty man of a boy, turns
a girl probably into an invalid for life." 38 The arguments must have been
convincing, for in less than a month, enough money had been subscribed to
secure the establishment of the fem ale college. 39
The Methodist Female College held its inauguration on August 22, 1855,
with the address given by W. Gilmore Simms, Esq. 40 This was definitely a
celebration for those people who had struggled to have the college established in Spartanburg. The Reverend T . W. Tucker was the first President of the
college, but the school did not progress very well under him or the next two
presidents. W.K. Blake took over as President in 1858, and from this point
forward the school was very successful. 41 Blake would travel to the lowcountry to personally escort young women to the college. He also managed
" ... [t]hrough connections and diligence in seeking out food to keep the
school open until 1863.'' During these early years of the Civil War, young
women from low-country and coastal cities sought refuge from the
"Yankee" armies at the Female College. 42

.,..

There is a diploma, that was awarded to Miss Laura Hamilton by the
Spartanburg Female College, located in the Museum of the Spartanburg
Historical Association. Miss Hamilton graduated in the Class of 1860, and
she received the "First Degree in Polite Literature."
It was not long after the end of the war that the Female College was
again in operation. In the late 1870's, the school was moved to Columbia to
be incorporated into the Methodist Female College there, which had been
established at the same time as the Spartanburg school. This school was
called Columbia College, and it is still known by that name today. 43

While the Female College, the Female Academy, and Limestone Springs
Female High School were prospering in the 1850's, the Nazareth Church
was again planning the establishment of two more schools. In an article in
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the paper on April 16, 1857, Hazel Dell wrote: "With what pleasure then do
we receive the intelligence that Nazareth and her vicinity have set on foot a
scheme for the establishment of two schools in the neighborhood of the
church." 44 As early as June of 1857, the decision had already been made to
call one of the schools "The Reidville Female High School. " 45 T .J. Moore
wrote to Landrum that '' ... the fem ale high school intended to graduate and
confer degrees upon girls." Moore claimed that the male school, which he
attended, opened in 1858 and was open to both boys and girls until the
female school could be completed. In 1859, the female school was completed and was put into operation this same year. 46 Moore's letter concludes
with the following lines concerning these two schools: "Since then [1859],
both schools have been flourishing, doing great good in educating the minds
and hearts of a very large number of boys and girls. " 47 The Reidville
Female High School was kept open during the Civil War, and sometime
shortly after the war became the Reidville Female College. In 1883, a study
revealed that there were 150 pupils attending the college. 48
Spartanburg in its early years was definitely an important center for
female education. From the time that the Scarborough School opened in the
1820's until the Reidville Female High School opened in 1859, there was a
continuous effort to increase and improve female education. The success of
these efforts should be attributed to the attitudes of those members of society who played the important roles of establishing, directing, and supporting
the female schools. The only men who could play these roles were the
leaders of the churches and the men who possessed wealth. The combined
efforts of these groups of men, with their progressive attitudes toward
female education, resulted in an increase offemale schools that was equal to
or above that found in other areas of the state and the South. The following
quote, taken from the Reverend George D.D. Howe's address before the
Heman and Sigourney Societies of Limestone Female High School, is a
good example of the attitudes that many people felt toward female education at this time.
Except that some greater portion of time may
well be devoted by her to those accomplishments
which give a finish and perfection to a well educated wom~n, we see not why her education
should not substantially be the same as that of
man .. .lt is that she may better succeed .. .in those
situations in which Providence shall place her,
that we would have her cultivate her mind; that
she may be a better daughter, sister, mother, wife,
and that in all duties which these relations call
on her to perform, there may be manifested that
high reason and skill of the intelligent, noble, and
cultivated woman .... ~()
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Although women were expected to maintain their traditional roles, they
were at last given the opportunity to cultivate their minds outside of the
home and church.
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THE RESETTLER CAMPS OF THE
VOLKSDEUTSCHE MITTELSTELLE:
A DII FERENT KIND OF SS CAMP
Valdis 0. Lumans

il

The image that the term "SS camp" commonly conjures up is that of
the notorious concentration and extermination camps run by the Nazi
Schutzstaffel SS. But these were not the only camps operated by the SS.
From 1939 until the end of the war an office closely associated with the SS
and staffed by SS men, the Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle, operated camps for
Germans, more specifically Volksdeutsche, ethnic Germans from Eastern
Europe. At its peak this "other" SS camp system consisted of an estimated
1500-1800 camps, and by the end of the war it had housed and cared for
some one million Volksdeutsche. 1
Since the SS was responsible for adminstering both camp systems, the
victorious powers at the end of the war, in particular the Americans in the
course of their Nuremberg trials of war criminals, attempted to associate
the Volksdeutsche camps with the concentration camps and alleged that
their natures and purposes were similar. 2 But as trial evidence clearly
demonstrated, the treatment afforded most of the Volksdeutsche differed
radically from that experienced in the concentration camps. Indeed, SS activities related to the majority of the mostly German inmates of these camps
could justifiably be described as social welfare work, an occupation not at
all in accordance with the generally sinister image of the SS and its purposes. The simple image of the SS as a monolithic, unrepentant force for
evil, had been complicated by these revelations and by the possiblility that
there existed a positive side to the SS.

'

But a closer examination and comparison of the Two SS camp systems
and their purposes would have revealed that although in most respects, such
as the treatment of the inmates, the two systems differed, they nevertheless
shared and served a common goal. Even though the inmates represented the
two extreme ends of the Nazi racial spectrum, the Volksdeutsche as
members of the Herrenvolk, the "master" race, and the inmates of the concentration and the inmates of the concentration and extermination camps as
Untermensch, or sub-humans, the treatment they received in their respective camps at the hands of the SS contributed to the building of the new
racial order, the ultimate goal of Nazi Germany, in particular of the SS. If
any conclusions should have been drawn from the fact that this "other" SS
camp system existed, it should have been that the SS in its organization and
its purposes was far more complex than immediate post-w!'.lr observers
perceived.
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The Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle (VoMi), the organization responsible for
administering this "other" SS camp system, was a Nazi Party office founded in 1935 by Deputy Fuhrer Rudolf Hess for the purpose of coordinating
all activities and interests inside the Reich and abroad related to the
estimated 10,000,000 Volksdeutsche living throughout Europe as citizens of
other states. 3 In time this new office attracted the attention of Heinrich
Himmler, chief of the SS, who eventually managed to secure from Hess the
appointment of one of his leading SS officers, SS Obergruppenfuhrer
Werner Lorenz, to its leadership. 4 Lorenz, a loyal SS man, gradually
established SS control over the office, and by 1939 VoMi, although
organizationally and formally still within the Nazi Party structure under
Deputy Fuhrer Hess, was recognized throughout the Third Reich hierarchy
as being in fact a SS organ.
The most obvious factor stimulating Himmler's interest in the
Volksdeutsche was the prospect of increasing his already formidable power
within the Third Reich. As Reichsfuhrer SS he controlled the most powerful
organization within the Third Reich. In addition he was chief of all Reich
internal security, warden of the concentration camp network, and was
establishing the armed units of the SS, soon to become the Waffen SS, as a
rival to the official Reich military. He was busily becoming the second most
powerful man in the Third Reich, and authority over the 10,000,000
Volksdeutsche, through VoMi, would strengthen this status. But for Himmler power was not an end in itself. Rather, it would help him realize his
cherished dream and goal of establishing a new racial order in Europe with
a racially pure and vigorous German people, or Volk, as its nucleus.
Himmler's opportunity to commence with the construction of the new
racial order would come with the outbreak of war in the fall of 1939 as the
result of a crucial Fuhrer decision. Events and developments would follow
which would bring the SS, in particular VoMi, into a new field of activity,
camp administration for the purpose of providing care, housing and
sustenance for people rather than for annihilation. The fateful decision,
which Hitler publicly announced before the Reichstag on October 7, provided for the resettlement of Volksdeutsche living in territories designated to
fall within the Soviet sphere of interest according to the secret clause of the
Nazi-Soviet Friendship and Non-Aggression Treaty of August 1939. In the
interest of maintaining good relations with Stalin, Hitler decided to relocate
these Volksdeutsche, who, once the Soviet leader commenced with the
seizure and sovietization of the territories in question, could be expected to
turn to the Fuhrer for deliverance. Hitler, who for years had loudly proclaimed his protection of all Germans everywhere, would then have to
choose between coming to their rescue and maintaining the Soviet alliance.
Thus, in order to preclude this dilemma, he decided to remove the
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Volksdeutsche from the designated areas rather than jeopardize his relations with Stalin. The first to be resettled to the Reich would be the Baltic
Germans of Latvia and Estonia, who would be followed shortly by the
Volksdeutsche of Eastern Poland, Lithuania and Bessarabia in northeastern
Rumania.
The operation would be an immense undertaking, which would involve
registering, transporting, providing physical care and housing for hundreds
of thousands of people, in many instances, under the most difficult conditions. To direct this operation Hitler turned to Himmler and the SS. But
Himmler's charge would be far more comprehensive than preparing and
supervising an evacuation. Himmler assumed for himself the title of
Reichskommisar fu'idie Festigung deutsches Volkstums, which translates as
the Reich Commissar for the Strengthening of Germandom (RKFDV) - a
title far loftier than necessary for the director of a mere evacuation. 5
In his first order as RKFDV Himmler enunciated a three-part program,
which essentially aimed at the building of the new racial order in the recently conquered territories. The basic idea underlying the effort was to germanize the land by removing the non-German population and replacing it
with transplanted Germans. Hence, point one of the program entailed the
resettlement of the Volksdeutsche from Eastern Europe to the Reich and its
occupied territories - the original evacuation operation. But points two
and three went far beyond the evacuation in scope. Point two called for the
elimination of "harmful," alien elements from within the German Volk
and its living area, and point three provided for the preparation and settlement of the conquered territories for the new German arrivals. 6 Himmler
assigned all three responsibilities to his loyal SS. As the RKFDV program
materialized, the elimantion of the ''harmful'' and alien elements evolved
into the extermination program, and the preparation of the conquered territories for German settlement amounted to a removal of Poles, Jews and
other nationalities from their homes, farms and businesses and their
replacement with the Volksdeutsche resettlers. All three parts of the program were interrelated, and all contributed to the creation of the new racial
order. And it is within the context of the RKFDV program and its three
basic provisions that one can begin to understand the purpose and connection between the two types of SS camps.
To handle the evacuation Himmler turned to Lorenz. VoMi would be
responsible for the registering of the resettlers in their homeland,
negotiating the details for their evacuation with local authorities, arranging
and supervising their transportation, and providing care and shelter for the
resettlers from the time of their departure from their homelands until they
arrived in the Reich. At this point the local NSDAP organization would
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take over and provide for the needs of the resettlers. It would be from the
execution of this last responsibility that the VoMi administered camp
system would come into being. The camp system, as an element within the
overall RKFDV program, was financed by state funds, and organizationally
had no ties with the SS Wirtschafts-und Verwaltungshauptamt, the SS office responsible for the concentration camps.
The resettler camp system began to grow as the directors of the first
operation, the Baltic resettlement of autumn 1939, realized that the process
would not be a simple matter of moving people from one home directly to
another. Local authorities responsible for finding homes for the newcomers
were incapable of securing permanent housing rapidly enough to satisfy the
influx. Consequently, a task VoMi officials had anticipated as a passing
phase of the resettlement operation, the temporary lodging of the resettlers,
became a permanent feature of the program.
Shortly after the first Baltic resettlers began to arrive in the Reich Himmler realized that not only was the local party apparatus incapable of securing suitable housing for the immigrants, but the powerful, local Gauleiters
had their own ideas on how to utilize and deal with the re~ettlers. Fearing
the possibility of losing his control over the Volksdeutsche to the local party
potentates, Himmler decided that VoMi would assume from the party all
responsibility for the resettlers until they were placed in permanent homes,
and that the reception of the resettlers should be centralized in one location,
the formerly Polish city of Lodz, soon to be renamed Litzmannstadt. Resettiers would be channelled to Lodz, where they would be processed and
evaluated as to their future roles in the Third Reich, and then they would remain there under VoMi's care until permanent homes were secured for
them.
Having assumed these new responsibilities, the VoMi leadership proceeded to construct of a camp complex at Lodz large enough to accommodate some 40,000 resettlers. VoMi' s means clearly reflected the inherent
conncetion between Nazi racial policies towards the Untermensch on the
one hand and the Herrenvolk on the other. Rather than construct barracks
or tent cities, VoMi utilized whatever buildings were available, such as
schools, empty factories, and hotels. Since occupying vacant building did
not provide enough space, the VoMi commandos took recourse to a rather
simple procedure. With the help of various SS security personnel and local
Germans, they evicted Poles and Jews from their apartments and homes to
create living space for German resettlers. 7 By Christmas Vo Mi had twentyone camps in operation in and around Lodz and reported that nineteen
others were ready, awaiting resettlers. 8
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As the Baltic resettlers were rapidly followed within a year by resettlers
from Eastern Poland, Lithuania, and Rumania, VoMi's Lodz complex was
inundated, and it was decided to revise again the reception and processing
operation. Beginning with the Rumanian resettlement in the late summer of
1940, most incoming resettlers were dispersed for their processing to camps
throughout the Altreich, pre-war Germany, rather than channelled through
Lodz. The lack of adequate space in Lodz was only one reason for this late
modification. Another reason was the decision to place certain categories of
resettlers in the Altreich rather than utilizing them in the East as colonists.
On the basis of political, occupational, physical and especially racial examinations, only the politically reliable and racially most acceptable resettiers would be designated as 0-cases (Ost) and sent to Lodz to await permanent placement in the East. Those who were not as reliable, nor as racially
pure by SS standards, were labelled A-cases (Altreich) and would remain in
camps inside the Reich until permanent homes could be found.
As a result of the decision to relocate part of the resettlement operation
to the Reich, VoMi had to expand its camp system. But procuring living
space in the Altreich was far more difficult than it had been in conquered
Poland, where one could ruthlessly clear out entire city blocks of their inhabitants to provide room for the resettlers. In the Reich itself VoMi used
more conventional methods for acquiring the necessary space. At first its
officials arranged with local authorities the utilization of public facilities
such as schools, castles, museums and vacant camps. For instance, Palace
Hubertusburg in Saxony, the site of the signing of the peace treaty ending
the Seven Years War, served as a VoMi camp. 9 VoMi also advertised for
private facilities and found many proprietors willing to rent their buildings.
But conventional means for acquiring space proved inadequate, and VoMi
officials soon took recourse to requisitioning private property, in particular
church property. Approximately 500-600 church owned buildings were seized and converted into VoMi camps. 10
VoMi administrators were so successful in securing living space that
after the initial waves of resettlers VoMi was left in the enviable position of
possessing more vacant housing than virtually any other authority in the
Reich. By 1942 these camps were a commodity in great demand and became
the object of envy of numerous Reich offices and agencies.
All of the VoMi camps were not alike. Initially VoMi established three
kinds of camps, each corresponding to a phase of the resettlement operation
and each serving a particular purpose. The first camp the resettlers encountered on their journey to the Reich, was the Durchgangslager, the transit camp, in which people spent no more than a night or two on the way to
assembly areas in the Reich. These were either hastily constructed farilities ·
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such as the camp at Galati in Ru mania, located in an airplane hangar, enormous tent cities such as those at Zemun and Prahov along the Danube in
Yugoslavia, or as in the Baltic resettlement, public buildings located in the
Reich's Baltic port cities.''
From the transit camps the resettlers were transported to assembly
camps, the Sammellager, which were intended to house the inmates up to a
week, while processing was completed and while the authorities determined
their suitability either for eastern colonization or for placement in the
Altreich. From the assembly camps the resettlers were sent to observation
camps located mostly inside the Altreich, the Beobachtungslager, in which
the resettlers would be observed for at least four weeks for any political
deviations or physical deficiencies which may not have surfaced during the
examinations. The time spent in these camps also served as a quarantine
period since many of the Volksdeutsche came from regions of Europe infested with diseases uncommon to or virtually eliminated in Germany.
To the casual observer there was little physical difference between the
Sammellager and the Beobachtungslager, both utilizing similar facilities,
but the furnishings were far more comfortable in the observation camps,
since the expected stay would be considerably longer. 12 Indeed, for many
resettlers, especially those designated to remain in the Altreich, life in these
camps was all that they would experience of the Third Reich. As the pace of
the resettlement program slackened after 1941, the observation camps simply became their permanent domiciles. As for the valuable 0-cases, they
would be collected from the observation camps and sent to Lodz, from
where they would be transported to and settled into their new homes.
Camp life began for the resettlers with banners welcoming them to the
Fatherland. The SS newspaper, Das Schwarze Korps, boasted that
henceforth the resettlers had to care for nothing and that everything would
be provided for them, from housing, food, and clothing to spiritual and
even political care.' 3 The camps varied in size and kind, housing anywhere
from a few dozen to thousands of resettlers. But everyday camp life and the
rules regulating it were basically uniform. Perhaps the most notable factor
distinguishing life in one camp from that in another was the camp leadership. The powerful camp commander (Lagerfiihrer) was the most important
Reich official to come into immediate contact with the inmates. All of their
dealings with the outside world passed through his office, and their everyday care and welfare depended upon his competence, dedication and integrity.
All camp commanders were responsible to the VoMi regional officials,
the Gaueinsatzfiihrer, who in turn were responsible to the central YoMi
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authorities in Berlin. Some were inducted into service, but most were appointed and employed by the local VoMi representatives. What is most
notable about the camp commanders as a group is the fact that so few of
those operating camps inside the Reich were SS men. 14 Since the smooth
operation of these countless, scattered camps depended so greatly on the
cooperation of local authorities, VoMi, although cautious of reintroducing
party influence in the resettlement operation, nevertheless decided to rely on
local party figures rather than SS men to fill most of these positions. The
same did not hold true for camps outside the Reich. The transit camps
erected along the route from the resettler homelands to the Reich were commanded mostly by SS men, as was the camp complex at Lodz. Since the
situation was more sensitive aborad, and the center for resettlement operations in Lodz was so critical, the commands of these camps could be entrusted only to loyal SS men, most of whom were aware of and appreciated
the full significance and purpose of the RKFDV project.
Each camp was regarded officially as a community, and each camp commander enjoyed authority within his camp comparable to, and in most cases
greater than that of a Reich mayor. Each possessed police powers and was
expected to keep order within his domain without resorting to the aid of
local, outside authorities, who had no jurisdiction over the camp and its inmates. The commander was answerable only to the Gaueinsatzfiihrer, who
in turn answered to VoMi in Berlin. 15
All evidence indicates that VoMi did everything possible under extremely difficult conditions to make the camp stay comfortable. Himmler, for instance, was personally interested in the welfare of the resettlers, especially
their provisions. He believed that good food was essential for good
morale. 16 Although upon arrival in the camps the resettlers had to surrender
any food they had brought along, they were relatively well fed. According
to a regulation of February 1940, VoMi camps received the status of convalescent camps, and therefore their inmates received rations twenty percent
higher than those of the average Reich German. 11
Another responsibility VoMi accepted was for the medical care of the
resettlers. Large camps usually employed their own nurses and doctors, provided clinics and sometimes even hospital facilities, while the smaller camps
relied on local health facilities and personnel. According to some post-war
testimony, health care inside those camps with their own facilities and staffs
was probably better than on the outside. One reason was the close medical
supervision and observation maintained over the inmates, since the camp
stay also served the purpose of a medical quarentine. 18
The resettlers' cultural, recreational and educational needs were also
considered. All kinds of sporting, muscial, dramatic and literary activities
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were available for the inmates' recreation. The resettlers were permitted to
form all sorts of activity groups, but any politically related organizations
were forbidden. Surprisingly, even certain Nazi Party activities were not
permitted inside the camps. Martin Bormann explicitly forbid the recruitment of party members from among the resettlers while they were still
residents of the camps, since granting Nazi Party membership prematurely
could prove embarrassing if the new member subsequently was found to be
racially or politically undersirable. 19
Although resettlers could not join the NSDAP while residing in the
camps, they nevertheless provided targets for a barrage of Nazi propaganda
and education. They found themselves deluged by an interminable stream
of Nazi political and racial lectures and lessons. 20 VoMi also made certain
that the resettlers had suitable reading material, providing them with
periodicals such as the Volkischer Beobachter, Das Schwarze Korps and
Der Stumer. And for Christmas it became common practice for the local
party authorities to present each resettler with a personal copy of Mein
Kampf. 21
As noted abo·ve, there was no organizational connecti~n between the
VoMi resettler camps and the concentration camps, but there were some
aspects of resettler camp life that in kind, if not in degree resembled those
common to the latter SS facilities. One activity warranting comparison was
inmate labor, which a few former residents later described as forced labor.
In early March 1940 Himmler ordered the temporary placement of resettlers
in the manpower-short Reich labor force. He reasoned that rather than
languishing in the camps, the resettlers could contribute valuable labor services. He therefore ordered VoMi camp commanders to meet with local
Labor Office officials and arrange proper employment for all able-bodied
inmates, for which they would receive regular wages like all other Reich
Germans. He added, however, that resettlers could not refuse work if it was
offered to them. 22
Even though the resettlers had little choice in the matter of employment,
one certainly cannot equate this work with the slave labor of the concentration camps. One must keep in mind that the overwhelming majority of the
resettlers had volunteered to resettle and were aware that they would receive
Reich citizenship in one form or another. And along with it went obligations, including working for the war effort. The resettlers were required to
do no more, no less than Reich Germans. Indeed, Himmler's placing of the
resettlers at the disposal of the Reich labor authorities became more of a
concern and problem for the RKFDV program than it was an imposition on
the resettlers. Once resettlers accepted jobs in the Reich, it became difficult
to dislodge them and direct them to their RKFDV assigned posts in the
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East. 23 Ever increasing numbers of 0-cases preferred remaining and working in the relatively safe confines of the Reich to facing the uncertainties of
undertaking the pioneering lifestyle in a hostile, conquered East.
Another comparison between the two camp systems arises in respect to
the restrictions placed on the resettler' s freedom of movement and access to
the outside world. At most times, for most resettlers, daily life in the camps
was free. Except for quarantine periods, during processing, and when their
transfer to another camp or to their final placement was impending, resettiers were free to come and go and to associate with the local population.
VoMi reminded its camp commanders that the resettlers were not to feel like
they were in jail. 24 The camps apparently had guards, most of whom were
resettlers, who for the most part were not uniformed. Their only
distinguishing mark was an armband with the name or emblem of the camp
on it. 25 It cannot be determined whether they were armed.
While on the subject of obligations and freedom of access, one should
also note how the resettlers became targets for military recruiters, especially
those of the Waffen SS. Himmler was highly supportive of these efforts and
did all in his considerable power to facilitate SS recruitment and obstruct
that of the W ehrmacht. Indeed, he decreed that Wehrmacht recruiters were
to be prohibited from entering the VoMi camps, but he issued no comparable directive obstructing SS efforts. 26
The preceding discussion of everyday life in the VoMi camps applies in
general for most Volksdeutsche resettlers, the overwhelming majority of
whom had voluntarily opted for resettlement. But it does not hold true for
all resettlers, since some of the resettlers committed to VoMi's care had not
voluntarily chosen to resettle. Their evacuation to the Reich could
justifiably be seen as forced, indeed, a deportation. Camp internment for
these people, although under the authority and care of VoMi fulfilling its
RKFDV charge, could rightly be compared to that in the concentration
camps, and in certain cases directly preceded incarceration in the latter.
The majority of the reluctant resettlers were Slovenes from northern
Yugoslavia and politically unreliable Germans from Alsace, Lorraine and
Luxemburg. Believing the racial composition of Slovenes superior to that of
other Slavs, Himmler, after the conquest of Yugoslavia, decided to
transport to the Reich and germanize those Slovenes deemed racially acceptable by his racial experts. While undergoing their metamorphosis, these
Slovenes would be classified as resettlers, and would live in the VoMi
camps. A few of these people accepted the process, but by far the majority
did not. In addition to the Slovenes VoMi would also have to accept in its
camps reluctant Germans from the West, who either were politically

68

The South Carolina Historical Association

unreliable, or were hesitant to acknowledge their Germanness. These people
were deported by the thousands to the Reich, the most incorrigible directly
to concentration camps, where they would undergo indoctrination which
presumably would turn them back onto the correct path to Germanness. 21
Among these reluctant resettlers the incidence of disciplinary problems
was high, and to deal with these cases VoMi established a special "education camp," observation camp Rotes Luch in Brandenburg. Complainers,
work shirkers and other trouble makers were transferred here. 28 Vo Mi officials noted that in most cases a stay at the "education camp" sufficed to
straighten out the most obstreperous resettlers. 29 But VoMi's in-house
detention center aroused the ire of the Gestapo, which jealously guarded its
authority in all internal security matter. Vo Mi was ordered to dissolve Rotes
Luch and to refer all serious disciplinary cases to the Gestapo. 30
Other VoMi camps also served purposes which ostensibly went beyond
temporarily housing Volksdeutsche resettlers. One such camp, Jeschwetz in
Silesia, VoMi utilized as a punishment camp for reluctant Luxemburgers, 31
and at Lodz it operated another facility, Konstantinow, for persons generally regarded as "unreliable." In early 1940 an official visitor, who referred
to Konstantinow specifically as a Konzentrationslager, · observed that
although most of the inmates were non-Germans who would either be
deported to the General Government or handed over to the police, the
rumors about the inhumane conditions at this camp were exaggerated, and
stressed that the treatment of the inmates was no worse than that afforded
the Volksdeutsche in other VoMi camps. 32
One further affinity - but a particularly incriminating one - between
the two camp systems deserves a closer examination, the distribution of
clothing and other personal items belonging to the inmates of the concentration camps to the Volksdeutsche resettlers in the VoMi camps. This program, known as "Operation Reinhardt," was yet another manifestation of
the inherent connection between the Untermensch and the Herrenvolk in
Himmler's scheme of things. As the "final solution" moved into high gear,
enormous quantities of clothing, shoes and other items became available. In
the fall of 1942 Governor General Hans Frank wrote to the officials at
Auschwitz suggesting that these goods could be delivered to VoMi for
distribution to the resettlers. Himmler, learning of the scheme, enthusiastically approved of it and suggested to Lorenz that these goods, collected at Auschwitz and Lublin, should be delivered as Christmas presents
to the resettlers. The Christmas present project soon escalated into a
fullscale program for shipping trainloads of concentration camp inmates'
belongings to VoMi, which would then distribute the goods to its camps. 33

The Resettler Camps of the
Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle:
A Different Kind of SS Camp

69

The Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle continued to operate its camp system
under the auspices of the RKFDV program until the final collapse of the
Third Reich. But beginning in 1944, as the German troops retreated along
the eastern front, the arrivals of the first refugees from the East, for whom
VoMi would also be responsible, overwhelmed the VoMi camp system and
taxed its resources to the extreme. Nevertheless, even under the most trying
circumstances, the VoMi camps continued to function, providing care for
hundres of thousands of Germans, and earning for the SS men involved in
their operation their gratitude and appreciation. Their efforts also established in the eyes of many Germans, especially the Volksdeutsche, a more
benign image of the SS and its purposes. But one cannot overlook the fact
that these essentially social service efforts, promoting the welfare of the
German Volk, contributed to the same ultimate purpose as did the SS concentration and extermination camps - the creation of the new racial order,
in which the German Herrenvolk would prosper and rule, while the nonGerman Untermensch would either serve or be annihilated.
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IN DEFENSE OF DUKE WILLIAM
Richard W. Fowler

Picture yourself, if you will, at the summit of a small hill, standing in the
cold, gray dawn of southern England. Eerie columns of fog rise into the
misty woods around you, bathing the hundreds of men along the ridge on
either side of you, cloaking them in a ghostly pallor. All is still, and yet
within you, there can only be a reverberating roar of ominence, because you
are Harold, successor of King Edward the Confessor, and the host of no
less than three foreign armies that lie facing you across a small draw, poses
a threat to the world, YOUR world, and the future of Western civilization
lies in the balance.
This is the climax, the final test, not only to your personal honor and
valor, but to your life and to the fate of your subjects. In a word, the eyes of
all England are on you at this moment, but the implications of this tiny glen
extend into faraway lands, and you must hold.
You are weary, and no doubt, sick of battle and the stench of death,
because you have just fought off a Scandinavian threat to your kingdom in
a far-off northern bog, and scarcely had the cheers of victory been lifted,
that you learned of the mighty armada to the south, belching its men and
horses onto the shores of Sussex, desecrating your own family dominions.
Your men, just dismissed, were recalled into battle and you had to march
post-haste to meet the inevitable.
You are totally aware, as you gaze at the array of banners and horses
and armor before you, that the outcome of this confrontation will be final
and decisive. Either you will lie among the glorious dead defenders on the
field of battle, or perhaps worse, be led away, shackled in shame as a submissive captive, or your triumph will put to rest, once and for all, any
challenge to your claim as the rightful sovereign of the realm, and with it a
virtual guarantee of a long and prosperous reign.
Yet you hesitate. Even with an apparent defensive advantage, and with
the strength of greater numbers of loyal men, fiercely dedicated to the expulsion of intruders from their soil, those closest to you do not sense your
usual firm grasp on the helm of the machine of war. Your eyes do not burn
with the fervor of right~ous valor, and your body seems unwilling to throw
itself into the din of battle. Even as the enemy falters, you do not seize the
moment to attack and crush them as they fall back.
Why? When so much is at stake, when indeed, your life is on the block,
why do you not press your advantage and rally your men to the slaughter of
the accursed enemy?
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Is it simply that you are bone tired, that your will to fight has been
drained by the physical and emotional affronts you have suffered since your
impromptu coronation just a few nine months ago? Or is it that you are truly intimidated by the presence of so much armor and infantry, buttressed by
the unfamiliar tactic of cavalry warfare? Or has the tragedy of the lightninglike loss of two of your brothers in the opening moments of battle weakened
your resolve or your confidence? Those who know you best would deny that
any of these calamities might quell the courage of Harold Godwinson, Earl
of Essex, and more importantly, King of all England.
Yet hesitate you do, even though no outward indication betrays a loss of
courage. Could it be that your resolve has been weakened by a sudden but
penetrating doubt of your cause? And is it that your fear of excommunication and eternal damnation has caused you to slow your onslaught against
the banner of the pope, firmly uplifted in enemy hands?
Or could you as well at last have come to doubt that your own claim to
Edward's throne is more justified than that of the bastard Duke of Normandy, who opposes you not many yards away, when so much world opinion and support have rallied to his cause? Is there any pang of conscience
that haunts you as you face him, memories of past oaths and promises, of
happier times when you and he raced headlong into chivalric battle only a
few months ago, but side by side, almost as friends?
At any rate, King Harold, on this October 14, 1066, you are about to
die, your body to be ignonimously hacked to pieces by your former friends,
and if we are to give credence to those who were there, your end might be
due almost as much to your own indecision in the heat of battle as to the
superiority of their forces. And as you fall, spinning earthward under the
death-blows, an end comes as well to a society, and the spilling of your
blood upon the earth is also the well-spring of a new era, a new England, a
new Europe, whose river-course will wash the shores of time for centuries to
come. A new social order, a new language, a new direction are all being
carved by the axes and knives that desecrate your body.
The Battle of Hastings has been re-fought on so many occasions, and
the entire episode of 1066 argued for so many centuries that any further examination of those critical events might be considered an affront to the
hallowed historians who have thoroughly exhausted the subject. This is
especially possible when the attempt is from a pure layman, whose interest
is sparked by one notable point of view that certain English historians cannot abandon, which is that they invariably seem to take Harold's side, who
is the Englishman, but who, in the modern sense of the word, is not truly
English, but Saxon. Later Englishmen, the direct descendants of the Norman society imposed by William, are just as much, or more English. It is
similar to the French school children who regard Vercingetorix as a folk
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hero of their French ancestry, and lose sight of the fact that the conquering
Romans, and the later Franks contributed far more to their own heritage. It
is our contention that modern England can only be regarded as an AngloSaxon-N orman blend.
Let us then examine the situation leading to 1066 from the point of view
of what must have been dominating the thoughts of the characters as they
approached them, rather from any new evidence, and with no attempt to
apply modern democratic or constitutional principles that did not exist at
that time.
In retrospect, we cannot regard William as a pure aggressor in the usual
sense of the word. He at least THOUGHT he had justification for his acts,
and that he had exhausted other means of satisfying the question of the succession to the throne. There is even a hint that he would have been satisfied
to allow a succession through his family without up-rooting Harold. Several
factors had led William to his determined quest: (1) hereditary family and
marriage connections; (2) the desire to shake off the circumstance of his illegitimate birth, which had led to a lifetime of struggle to keep Normandy;
(3) a tradition of long friendship and assurances from Edward; (4) Harold's
assurances of support, and in particular, his oath; (5) an irreversible need to
keep "face"; and (6) the support of the Church.
First of all, it is highly unlikely that William would have ventured such
an expedition without being totally convinced that he was in the right. Such
a project was considerably more than a typical foray among vassals to take
a castle, a strip of land, or to settle a score. Nor was it a simple act of war
between two hostile nations. It is clear that William undertook an enormous
expedition, with troops from several provinces, holding out promises of
titles and estates, because he was obliged to do so to take what had
"rightfully" been promised him. This supercedes an act of simple aggression, and it would appear highly suspect that he would so behave without
possession of more than adequate proof of his cause to hold out to his
recruits, many of whom were risking family and fortune to accompany him.
They also had to be convinced of his claim, and too many were involved for
this to be a haphazard excuse for invading a sovereign realm.
Furthermore, he was able, with extensive help from the Norman ecclesiastical community, to convince even the Pope of the justness of his
cause. This had to be no small concession to a man who had been only
recently excommunicated himself for his marriage to Matilda, considered a
cousin almost too close for "comfort". The Pope was in no position to extend such favor for a frivolous reason; after all, England was also Catholic,
and the proper succession must of been of tremendous import to the Holy
See.
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Furthermore, would William have risked loss of his own precarious
standing in Normandy to go after the throne across the chasm of the
English channel if he did not have great personal assurance that he was indeed right? He had fought his entire life, since becoming the Duke of Normandy through his tenuous standing as the illegitimate son of Duke Robert,
who died in 1035. His foes had been some of the most powerful of the
noblemen of France, including no less than the French king himself. He had
only recently established a shaky grasp on his duchy, and if he had simply
been in search of booty, land or power, he should have more easily found it
on the continent. He appears to have been driven by far more than personal
greed or amibtion, although it could not have escaped him that to be king
was no mean prize. His primary goal seems to have been vengeance and the
moral conviction that he must claim what he considered rightfully promised
to him.
What were the bases of his claims? These are familiar to every historian,
though historians from the time of the Anglo-Saxon Chroniclers have in
some way clouded the issues by propaganda, literary exaggeration, and a
simple desire to magnify, excuse, or extoll. Could these attempts be proof
that there was considerably more controversy in later history than at the
time of the events?
At any rate, we are led to determine that one conclusion is often as good
as another, and that the question of who was right in this conflict might better be concluded on the basis of reasoning than on what actually happened.
First, we have to admit that ruling families had much closer ties in those
days than we might notice, so that the issue of succession was often complicated by intermarriages for political convenience. Stewards and servants
and clerks with little else to do were able to keep fairly accurate records of
births and marriages, so that from a very early age, everyone in a noble
family was probably fully aware of where he might stand in relation to a
possible succession.
The Duchy of Normandy had long had close ties with the English
kingdom: a century before, the raiding Norsemen were establishing colonies
(and cousins) on both sides of the channel with reckless abandon. Even the
original Saxons and Angles had neighborly ties with some of the invading
Jutes and Danes back in the dawning of the English kingdoms.
But a closer bond existed in the person of the illustrious Emma, an obviously attractive Norman lady, who managed in her lifetime to be not only
the niece of the King of France, Hugues Capet, and the daughter of Richard
I, Duke of Normandy, but wife to two kings of England in two different
Houses, as well as mother to two kings of England, Edward the Confessor,
in the Saxon line, and Hardicanut in the Danish line. It was undoubtedly
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she who gave rise to the expression, "Never underestimate the power of a
woman.''!
Still, Emma had one more role to play in history's sinuous course, for it
was through her that William saw his "might-as-well-be-me" claim to
legitimacy in the succession of things later on. As the daughter of William's
grandfather, she was his great-aunt, and that made Edward the Confessor
somewhat of a cousin, no more distant than in the case of some other successions.
But perhaps more importantly was the fact that little Edward had to
spend much of his youth in exile while kingships bounced back and forth
from Saxon to Dane in England almost like a tennis ball, and that exile was
naturally spent in Normandy, land of his mother Emma, where he no doubt
was in intimate and friendly contact with all the kinfolks, including
William. Indeed, when Edward became the legitimate king in 1042 it was
with much of his Norman retinue that he assumed the throne. A number of
friends and relations from across the channel were placed in important positions in court and in church, and managed large estates, much to the
chagrin of the reigning land-owner supreme, the illustrious Earl Godwin, a
man of mysterious origin, but doubtless the most influential man in
England. It was he who was the father of the Harold who would later be
King.
It appears that Edward kept his love and intimacy, and indeed his
preference for things Norman, including a successor, throughout his
lifetime, but acquiesced to the will of the House of Godwin through
political necessity, piety, and the advancing complications of age. There is
no disputing that Godwin, along with his sons, controlled most of
England's earldoms, and Edward had to deal with this. Add fear to the influence, because it was widely known that his brother was blinded and died
during a visit from Normandy, this at the hands of the Godwin family.

Edward did once assume a most regal position, and dared to banish the
influential Godwin and his sons from the realm, and the issue was precisely
over Godwin's refusal to punish his subjects at Dover for alleged misdeeds
against...none other than some of Edward's French friends. Although Godwin and sons soon returned, and some harmony was restored, there seems
to be little doubt that Edward's inner sentiments lay with his cross-channel
relatives, in spite of some historians' efforts to indicate that he was solidly
behind the Godwin family. The fact that there was no written proof of a
promise to William is their chief source of support, but can we imagine that
Edward still did not hold out some hope for an offspring of his own? Since
Ed had been coerced into marrying Godwin's dauther Edith, it would appear that Godwin was much more interested, throughout his own lifetime,
in an eventual grandson's becoming a legitimate king, than in his own son's
gaining the position questionably.
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Most historians DO agree that Edward agreed to support William as his
successor, even though, as they rightfully point out, he had no right to give
it. But his expressed support would virtually have sealed the event. The promise was probably given formally during a visit to Edward in 1051, while
the Godwins were cooling their heels in exile. No doubt, succession could
have been part of a family discussion years before, but only of course as a
matter of genealogical interest, since both boys were ignorant of what
history would bring in the next 20 years.
Therefore, William felt that succession was a matter of virtual
assurance, because of his relation to and ·his friendship with King Edward,
but in the event the latter's death occurred before any child of his own. Added to this assurance came the most influential factor of all, that which occurred during Harold's strange visit to Normandy. Once again we must put
ourselves in the minds of the characters: At the time of the arrival and capture of Harold on the Normandy shore, William had no reason to see him as
an opponent, or as a competitor in the claim of succession. Nor is it likely
that Harold, in those circumstances, would have presented himself in such a
fashion. William treated Harold with all courtesy, and as history records,
they seemed to get along, and even fought a campaign against the Bretons
together. Thus even though William might have mistrusted Harold's
motives in coming to Normandy, (where two of his family were being held
hostage), he saw the visit as a perfect occasion to obtain Harold's support in
the succession question. Indeed, many historians claim that Harold was expressly sent by Edward to ASSURE William of his rights, which could be
questioned because it was not necessary to send so illustrious a personage
with this news, UNLESS both Edward and Harold thought that the mission
might induce William to seek the release of Harold's kinsmen from prison
in Normandy.
The purpose of the visit is of little importance because it will never be
resolved. What matters is the eventual result. No matter how the Saxon protagonists disguise the matter, almost no one disagrees that Harold left Normandy having sworn an oath to support William's claim to the throne on
the event of Edward's death. The circumstance of the oath has no doubt
been propagandized, but history seems to support that the oath was considered sacred and binding by both men, and in those days, oaths were
serious matters, especially if made in witness of God or God's representatives. The importance of the oath gains momentum as we see that its
sacred nature was the basis of the appeal and subsequent support from the
papacy.
If William had such a strong case, then what was the basis for Harold's
eventual grasp of the throne? His personal ambition probably began to
materialize after the death of his powerful father in 1053, when he inherited
his title and lands because his older brother had died. But there is evidence
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even then that he was less interested in the throne himself than in keeping it
from William, because he was involved in a plan to bring to England a
legitimate successor in the person of Edward, the exiled son of Edmund
Ironsides, an ex-King. The unfortunate Edward, accompanied by his small
son Edgar, did come to England, but died immediately. The significance of
the event was that even then, Harold must have known, had to have known,
that Edward saw in William his personal choice to succeed him.
The chief reasons for support for Harold are given with persuasion, but
with clear bias by David Howarth in his book, 1066-The Year of the Conquest. His contention very righteously portends the right of succession as a
direct privilege of the English people through their "Witena Gemoot", or
meeting of wise men. According to Howarth, the witan chose the King in
actuality, but with four considerations: "(l) the candidate must be a man of
proper character, (2) he should be of royal blood, (3) he should be English
and (4) the dying king's choice should be respected." (1066, page 29)
A fanatic advocate of Duke William might cry immediately that Harold
only qualified in one way: he was English! And this only partially, because
his mother was Danish, supposedly a relative by marriage to King Sven, and
the sister of a Danish earl.
But we will not be so blatant: we simply observe HowaFth's own subtle
admission that the Witena was not an elected body, but rather an assembly
of "respected persons". We delude ourselves if we believe that Saxon kings
were so democratically elected in the years before the eleventh century, and
it is highly likely that the group could easily have been assembled by and in
the pay of whoever held the most power at the time, and at this time, there is _
no doubt that the power was with the House of Godwin.
Furthermore, Howarth's list of guidelines do not expressly forbid candidates who do not meet them: his list instead states that these conditions
"should be", leaving us the interpretation that they were desirables but not
essentially absolutes. One has only to scan back a few years when Danes
came to the throne in 1014, 1016, 1037, and in 1042. Are we to believe that
suddenly, in 1066, only a native English could ascend to the throne? The
words "should be" seem to bear out the limitations of this provision. And
with this in mind, Duke William would have had, and would have felt, just
as much a right to consideration as did Dane Hardicanut in 1040, or his
father Canute, King of Norway, Denmark AND England, from 1016 to
1035.
Let us look at the specifics as the so-called "embryo parliament" as
Howarth styled them, assembled, (or were hastily advised to assemble, or
were simply advised!) in January, 1066.
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First, as to the matter of character, there is no doubt that Harold had
established himself as a worthy and brave servant of the King, without
forgetting that his sister was the King's wife. He distinguished himself on
numerous occasions, as the King's representative and virtual champion, and
even bore the title of "sub-regulus" or vice-king. But as to character, what
about his obvious complicity in the murder of the King's brother Alfred?
And here was a man whose defiance of the king, albeit under the influence
of his father, had brought him deportation only a few years back. In all
fairness to Harold, we doubt that the wise men would have been able to
elect ANY candidate based on this requirement, even as far as the Pope
himself. We merely point out that if one trait had to apply, then all should
apply, and that the requirements were just as valid for William as they were
for Harold.
As to "royal blood", Harold had no claim at all. His relationship to the
king was that of brother-in-law, and there is no trace of any blood relationship whatsoever. In this regard, Harold had less of a claim than did
Charlemagne's father, Pepin, who at least could trace his ancestry to those
common to the Merovingian do-nothings; or Count Hugues Capet, whose
"election" as King of France to end the Carolingian dynasty had at least the
support that his grandfather was a king of France.
Harold's right to the throne, (which, by the way, was challenged at first
all over the kingdom,) seems then to be based most expressly on the last provision, which was that the King's choice be respected. But wait! Wasn't that
choice William? Everyone seems to agree that it once was, including
Harold, but that for some reason, he changed his mind. Here, we must absolutely dare to take issue with those who would pretend that King Edward
suddenly made this choice as he lay dying.
The facts are clear: he had been a sick man for some time. It looms
ominously that prior to his sickness he had made no indication that Harold
had become his choice, nor did he see fit to address this urgent matter, once
it was obvious that he was not going to get better. Only near the end, when
he was virtually comatose, are we told that something of a direction was
given, and even the highly detailed Anglo-Saxon Chronicles are able to provide us with little more than his wish that Harold become the protector of
his sister. Some accounts say that Edward left it totally to the Witan to
choose.
The fact that Edward did not publically declare Harold as his choice
prior to his sickness is the most positive support for the belief that Harold
was NOT his choice. Edward probably felt more strongly about the royal
blood provision than did anyone, (even William). In defense of William, we
must acknowledge that whatever Edward said on his deathbed, if anything,
could more easily have been interpreted, or even misinterpreted deliberate-
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ly, with possible coercion, by those in attendance, who would have clearly
been supporters of Harold Sub-King. Such evidence is at best highly
suspect, yet it appears that Harold himself would have all concerned believe
that this was the principal source of his claim.
In defense of Harold, it is just as likely that his own claim to the throne
was based on what happened after the King's death than on what happened
before. It could well have been that those gentlemen of "high public standing" or "wise men" who were hovering around the king's deathbed were
those who stood to benefit most directly from Harold's ascension, and that
it was they who extracted whatever vague mumbling the dying king was able
to utter, to interpret it as a choice, and to forthwith elect Harold in all haste,
and get themselves subsequent appointments and various offices. This
leaves Harold in the position exactly as he stated it in a response to
William's urgent message of opposition to his ascension: he stated he had
been chosen by the Witan and anointed by the Church. In this light, we see
Harold as accepting his fate because it was thrust upon him, and it was his
duty to accept, and we can like him a bit more as a victim, than as a conniving usurper, and almost admire his acceptance to the call of duty, especially
in view of the fact that the country was in danger of attack and upheaval,
and immediate services were needed.
One cannot leave the argument here, however, without an observation
of the haste of the approval and coronation. Harold was later to receive
most of the blame of indecency. But it is certain that not one member of
that non-official elite Witan was unaware of the King's original choice, or
at least of the intentions of that candidate, nor was any member ignorant of
what would happen to his own offices, lands, estates, mistresses and money
if William should come marching in with all his Norman aristocrats. One
only has to look at what DID eventually happen (even though it came under
duress instead of by invitation, the results to the established order of society, and wealth, and position would probably have been much the same.)
Can we deny the need to get Harold on the throne with all expediency?
It is significant to observe that even at this crucial moment (January,
1066), William did offer a peaceful compromise, that Harold marry one of
his daughters. The offer may have been pure propaganda, if he knew full
well that Harold would. refuse, but we have to assume that he did take the
chance that Harold would accept. If so, history might well have been different, but Harold had his mistress Edith, and another that he would soon
marry for appearance's sake, and so an Anglo-Norman alliance was
averted, and the unsettled challenge left inevitably to warfare.
And so the year 1066 moves onward, with clouds of war and threats of
attack hanging heavy over the land of England. In spite of all the contriving
of subsequent chroniclers, some facts emerge, and they favor Duke
William:
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( 1) Edward apparently did promise the throne to William, though it was
not recorded.
(2) The haste with which Harold was made king was apparently
premeditated and probably contrived, if not by him, by those who stood to
gain (or lose) most in the choice .o f a king.
(3) Harold was not known as a national patriot but he was distinguished
as a servant and champion of his king.
(4) No constitutional right existed to support Harold's ascension to the
throne.
(5) William regarded the coronation of Harold as a personal affront, a
political challenge, a threat to the safety of his own land, and a violation of
a personal, sacred vow to him.
(6) The Papal support given William was based on:
(a) The sacred oath of Harold to William,
(b) The murder of Alfred by the Godwin family,
(c) The revolution in England in 1052 by the Godwins and the
expulsion of the Archbishop of Canterbury,
(d) William's part in restoring ecclesiastical solidarity in Normandy.
Thus the ensuing invasion of England took on the appearance of a popular
ideal of the day - a crusade.
So we come to the final chapter, the resolution of Hastings. Here we
find possibly the strongest support of all for William in the exchange of
messages between him and Harold before the battle. According to the accounts, given by chaplains and monks who carried the messages, Harold admits that William had first been appointed as Edward's heir, and that he
himself was sent to Normandy with the message. But he asserts that Edward
made him, Harold, his choice as he lay dying, and that he had no choice but
to obey that deathbed wish. Then he bade William return to his country.
William replied that he still had Edward's promise and Harold's oath to
guide him, and that he had proof from other Saxon leaders that his claim
was justifiable. If the accounts are true, William also offered to put the entire matter to a court to settle under English law. (This was a noble gesture,
but under the circumstances, it could have only been a gesture, since by law,
Harold was already King.)
In spite of all the considerations, the most auspicious of all clues in support of William might still lie in the secret world of Harold's mind as he
stared into the face of his enemy on that morning of October 14. Once again
we are brought to wonder why the brave Harold, with everything to win or
lose at stake, did not act with his usual determination at Hastings. Keeping
in mind the extreme religious fervor of those times, it would be easy to imagine that Harold, in those final moments, faced by the banner of the Pope,
came at last to doubt his case, and to fear the wrath of God far more than
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the arrows and battle axes of William's army. He may have recalled the holy
relics, if such there were, on which his oath to William were made, and in
the face of so many cross-bearers, with so much support from the Pope, he
may have made some inner resolution to throw his own fate to Divine
Judgement in the outcome of the battle. We will of course never know, but
it makes good reading and speculation, and gives those historians who decry
the foul William some consolation as to the outcome of history, those same
historians who seem to forget that their own glorious Queen is a direct
descendant of said William, and without whom there would have been no
Tower of London to throw other monarchs into, and no Windsor Castle,
and indeed no England or English language as we know it today.
A post-script of support for William also begs that those Englishmen
who bear ill feelings toward the French do so with historical accuracy: their
quarrel should not be with William, because his descendants and heirs to the
throne became thoroughly English in every way after a very few generations, and the ironic twist of history lies in the old family claims in France
by those Normans now firmly ensconced and integrated into English society, and the resulting resistance and bitter warfare from the French, and an
enmity that was eventually erased only by the event of the first World War.
There is some suspicion that those who so adamantly oppose the actions of
William are confusing their fierce English pride and opposition of foreign
intrusion with the wrong history!
In conclusion, I submit a genealogical support for William's sanguine
claim to be King of England that he probably never thought of himself,
which is a proof of his descendancy from one of the most epic of all Saxon
kings, Alfred the Great. Of course it may be argued that some stable boy
might have come forth with the same claim, but it is presented for what it is
worth. For those who would argue that the royal lineage is through a
woman, I can only refer them to the fact of the females of the Houses of
York and Tudor who carried the virus through them, or to the ascension of
James I through his mother Mary, and his great-grandmother Margaret.
For those who object that the lineage is traced too far back to be of consequence, I can only offer the similarity of the placement of Henri of Navarre
on the French throne, whose ancestry had to be tracked some ten generations and over three hundred years through a maze of Bourbons to find his
royal roots in the persoD, of the illustrious Saint Louis. And for those who
would persist in the notion that royal lineage was not the necessary trait to
make a king anyway, we can only wonder, since all kings DID possess this
attribute to this point, except those Danes who held knives to throats, if this
was not more a post-script to justify the hasty and improper selection of
commoner Harold.
At any rate, the following genealogy ought to make everyone feel better,
and even the offended historians should be happier than if Harold had kept
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his throne. In this way, all English monarchs can claim descent without the
customary hiccup of 1066, from not only the legendary and epic, even Godlike Saxon heroes, but from the lofty Frankish and Teutonic ancestors of
Charlemagne himself, possibly even as far back as the Kingdom of Eden!
GENEALOGICAL SCRUTINIES
ALFRED THE GREAT was King from 871 to 901, and was, well, great. He
passed the scepter to his son EDWARD (the Elder), who ruled from 901
to 924.
EDWARD had three sons who ruled successively:
AETHELSTAN (924-940)
EDMUND I (940-946) and
EDRED (946-955). EDWARD also had a daughter: EDHILDA
EDMUND I had two sons who became successive kings:
EDWY (955-959) and
EDGAR (959-975)
EDGAR was the father of EDWARD (the Martyr) who ruled from 975 to
978. EDGAR's second son was none other than ETHELREAD. (But he was
unready).
ETHELREAD ruled from 978 to 1013, was deposed and ruled again from
1014 to 1016. His marriage to his first wife brought two very brief kings:
EDMUND IRONSIDES (April-November 1016) and his son
EDGAR (Atheling) (October-December 1066)
Edmund's daughter Margaret married Malcom, King of Scotland. Their
daughter became the wife of Henry I, King of England, son of William so
the lineage was unbroken and rejoined.
ETHELREAD's second marriage was to EMMA, the sister of Richard II,
Duke of Normandy. Their son was EDWARD, to be known as the confessor, and he was King from 1042 to 1066. (But he was most known for
the confession he never publicly declared: his heir.) (Perhaps Edward could
not choose either Harold or William because their surnames did not begin
with the letter "E")
Now do you remember EDHILDA, daughter of Edward the Elder, grandaughter of Alfred? ED HILDA married HUGH the GREAT, who was
the Count of Paris. Hugh the Great was son of Robert I, King of France
(922-923) who was a great grandson of Charlemagne.
EDHILDA and HUGH had a son HUGUES, who became Count of Paris
and Orleans and who was later elected to be King of France by the nobles.
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Since the territory he controlled included the shrine of Saint Thomas
of Tours he was called Capetian, because the shrine supposedly contains
his cape. The shrine itself became known as the chapelle, or chapel.
EDHILDA and HUGH also had a daughter named Emma, who married
Richard I, Duke of Normandy. Richard was the grandson of Rollo (Rolf)
the first Duke.
This EMMA and RICHARD gave birth to another EMMA who was
ETHELREAD's wife. (She later married the DANISH King of England,
CANUT.) (She was the mother of Saxon Edward the Confessor as well
as the mother by Danish King Canut, of HARDICANUTE (1040-1042).
RICHARD I and his wife Emma were also the parents of RICHARD II
(Duke of Normandy) who in turn fathered RICHARD III and ROBERT,
both of whom became Duke.
ROBERT was the father of the illegitimate WILLIAM by Arlette (Harleve).
WILLIAM became the husband of MATILDA, who was the great granddaughter of HUGUES Capet. Thus both William and his wife-cousin
Matilda were descendants of Alfred the Great, Saxon, Rollo the Viking,
and Charlemagne, the Frank.
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"STRUGGLES AND TRIUMPHS" REVISITED:
CHARLESTON'S WEST INDIAN EXPOSITION AND THE
DEVELOPMENT OF URBAN PROGRESSIVISM
Bruce Harvey

What an image a world's fair conjures! The technological wizadry on
display, the thousands of acres of grounds and exhibits, and the wild entertainments can make even the most stolid heart race a little. Historically,
their importance in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries is
undeniable. Especially throughout Europe and America they were fantastic
showcases of national wealth and progress, and remarkably peaceful arenas
for international competition. Through them industrial development was
displayed, fashions were set, and the masses were thrilled and educated. As
subjects of historical inquiry they have proven very valuable for the insight
they give into the popular culture.
This paper focuses on one of these expositions, the South Carolina
Inter-State and West Indian Exposition. Held in Charleston in the winter of
1901-1902, it came just after the heyday of expositions around the world. 1 It
was not a very large exposition, with only 250 acres of grounds, and it was
the first major exposition to end in legal bankruptcy. But given the context
of the commercial and social climate of Charleston at the turn of the century, I would argue that it must be considered a success for having occurred
at all. A look at this context is necessary to understand the goals toward
which the promoters of the Exposition worked, and answer the question of
why it happened in Charleston at this time.
Although the Exposition gives a clear example of a Progressive impulse,
it had to contend with an apathy that was deeply entrenched. One historian
of the New South, referring to Charleston, has described a "fatalistic
resignation about the city's economic future." 2 Charleston was seen at the
time as maintaining the slower ways of the nineteenth century. It was a
haven for romantic notions, a city untouched by the ravages of the fastpaced modern ways. It is interesting that in this age characterized by urbanization and "progress," Charleston still found favor.
Many of these observers took refuge in the "old-timey" feel in
Charleston, perhaps beginning to question whether "progress" always
meant "improvement." As a 1905 magazine writer noted,
You feel that here is a corner where things need not
change, where evolution is not worship, where the
strenuous life is not considered and may be thought a
trifle vulgar. 3
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Owen Wister in his nearly forgotten novel Lady Baltimore, published in
1906 following a visit to the Exposition, also extolled the virtues of the
slower life in Charleston as compared to the North. He does this through
the eyes of a Northerner, come down to the fictionalized King's Port to do
genealogical research, who notes with remorse that
Such quiet faces are gone now into that breathless,
competing North; ground into oblivion between the
clashing trades of the competing men and the clashing
jewels and chandeliers of their competing wives - while
yours have lingered on, spared by your very adversity. 4
This peaceful existence unfortunately hid a multitude of unheavenly
problems. Not only were the railroads avoiding Charleston, and business at
the port declining, but the city was physically deteriorating. By 1903, for example, over half of the road mileage was still dirt; what was paved was
mostly done so with Belgian blocks and brick, and little asphalt. s
Some writers were able to note this with a sense of humor and
forbearance, such as in an 1895 article which reported that an elderly citizen
of the city did not want the streets paved because the noise of the wagon
wheels would not let him sleep late. 6 Others attacked the city, such as an Exposition commissioner from Oregon:
No other city is so given to vaunting of hollow and
sham times, or lives so much in the past and its former
grandeur .... The Charleston citizens take great pride in
pointing out their old graveyards, scattered throughout
the whole city. They worship their ancient cobwebs,
their tumble-down buildings, rotten wharves, filthy
markets and streets. 7
With conditions and attitudes as displayed in these contemporary articles, it is obvious that Charleston's business was not by nature "Progressive." The Exposition, however, was only one in a series of attempts to
establish a Progressive .beachhead in the Charleston business community.
Along with the greater importance of cities to the Southern economy in the
late nineteenth century came the rise of city problems which were attacked
through a Southern brand of Progressivism. While the Northern type
sought reform in a wide variety of social ills, the South's attempts were
more in the direction of a better climate for business; this in the attempt to
return the South to prosperity. 8
Throughout the last several decades of the nineteenth century, there
were a series of attempts in Charleston to create such a climate. Following
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the example of the Charleston Chamber, established in 1784, several commercial clubs were started. Most of these began with high ideals but evolved
into social clubs encouraging little of that aggressive spirit that was so
necessary for business in late nineteenth century America. 9 Another try was
made with Gala Week, or Fall Festival, which met a similar fate. Begun in
the 1880s basically as a response to Atlanta's exposition in 1881, it turned
into a social event featuring entertainments including races, vaudeville,
midways, and concerts. 10 By 1899 this reversion away from business pursuits seems to have cost support from the business community, as there was
no-one who could be persuaded to head the fundraising committee; a mass
meeting called to discuss the fate of the Festival in that year drew an audience of twelve, of whom six were members of the executive committee. 11
The Progressive leaders tried again in 1900 as they made a more successful bid to become a convention city. In that year the city hosted national
meetings of the Fire Chiefs of the United States and Canada, the League of
American Municipalities, and the National Education Association. With
the Thomson Auditorium built in 1899 for the reunion of the United Confederate Veterans, the city was in a good position to attract these groups,
and helped toward breaking down the image of sleepy Charleston. 12
This type of Progressivism in Charleston was being promoted primarily
by a relatively new set of wealthy men. Many of the directors and promoters
of the Exposition, for example, were originally from outside the city or the
country, men grown wealthy as merchants and railraod officials. Most were
also associated with the Young Men's Business League, a commercial
organization formed in the mid- l 890s to provide information to capitalists
seeking investments in the city. 13
The most distinctive feature of Charleston's new commercial elites was
their powerful, even reckless, confidence. To be sure, there were good signs,
particularly the jetties which were completed in the harbor in 1897, deepening the port, and the subsequent selection of Charleston for a naval base
and dry dock. These improvements would have a difficult job, however, in
keeping up with the rhetoric of the city's boosters. This glib confidence
would hardly find better expression than a Charlestonian writing for the
Manufacturers' Record in 1901: "The commercial agencies make fine
reports of the sound business foundation here, and by those agency reports
it is clear that Charleston is far on the road to commercial supremacy. There
is not a dark cloud on the commercial sky." 14 It is fascinating to read the
results of this dialectic as the New South promoters became nearly frantic in
trying to secure public approval; the News & Courier is replete with
ebullient claims with little basis and charges of pessimism and
"croakerism" that border on vindictiveness.
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The South Carolina Inter-State and West Indian Exposition was without
a doubt their most desperate action. Through this they tried one more time
to create a public acceptance of and excitement for the new progressive
ways, which acceptance would support Charleston's and their own business
interests. The nature of the arguments and goals that were used in promoting the Exposition clearly express their desire to reawaken Charleston
both commercially and in terms of morale.
If a city in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries wanted to be
known as progressive, an Exposition was the apparent answer. Word of the
alleged effectiveness of expositions spread, as they were believed to uplift
the commerce of the host city, give a boost to technological development,
and provide entertainment. The foundations of modern expositions were in
mid-eighteenth century England and later in the century in France, in the attempt to promote and encourage the development of the new technologies.
These and their followers in the nineteenth century were usually successful
attempts to show that industrial progress could allow for orderly and
understandable change. 15

One ofthe less studied aspects of the New South, and of America in
general, is the use of regional, national, and vaguely international expositions to create these Progressive changes. The choice of words is deliberate;
they were actively used, in a pragmatic way, their value dependent on their
usefulness in making the host city more Progressive. Southern expositions
echoed many of the reform and commercial concerns of their northern
counterparts, though with their own interpretations.
Basically, these fairs were used to convince America as a whole, following the Civil War and Reconstruction, that the South was an essential part
of the national economy. 16 There were two methods for doing this. One was
through the inclusion of blacks to a greater degree than in other expositions,
in the attempt to show that the South was reconstructed. In Charleston as
well as the other Southern expositions there were separate and relatively
autonomous "Negro departments." Another common theme was sectional
reconciliation, dating from the first Southern exposition in Atlanta in 1881
which included a well-received visit by William T. Sherman. 11 U sing these
themes, the attempt was made in every Southern exposition to convince
Northern capitalists that Southern industries were a safe and profitable investment.
Charleston's progressive businessmen saw the successful results of these
Southern expositions, such as Atlanta's in 1881, 1887 and 1895, and
Nashville's in 1897, and were determined that an exposition would do the
same for their own city. These, however, were cities in which the Pro-
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gressive impulse was already strong, implying that the expositions in these
cities were reflections, not creations, of Progressivism. 18 It was the saving
grace of Charleston's Exposition that the promoters were unable to take
this kind of perspective; the attempt might never have been made with it.
The first public mention of the Exposition came in a meeting for the Fall
Festival in October, 1899, at which there was great concern at the inability
to raise the necessary funds. Colonel John Averill, a Charleston man who
had worked on railroads throughout the country, suggested that the 1899
Festival be postponed and that instead an industrial exposition be staged in
the Spring of 1900. Though it received little support at the meeting of merchants, it won great praise editorially. 19
The presence of Averill in these early days of speculation is fascinating.
From the first proposal through the Exposition itself he was always present,
generally displaying great foresight and common sense. In comparison to.
both the apathy of old-line Charleston and the reckless confidence of many
of the "New South" promoters, Averill's sense of realism is refreshing. In
an interview published in the News & Courier shortly after he proposed the
Exposition, he noted that Charleston's commerce was changing, and "that
the cotton trade, for one, may soon be lost to us or be conducted on a much
smaller basis than now," and that the city's growth had basically stopped. 20
Though there may be other ways of eliminating this stagnation, he claimed,
expositions had a proven record of driving it away. 21
As the directors of the Exposition fished about for public support they
proposed a variety of goals, including "the promotion of more intimate
commercial relations with the 70 principal West Indian Islands." 22 The
rhetoric flew recklessly about renewing trade relations with the rest of the
state as well as the West Indies, encouraging immigration and settlement
from the North, promoting the development of the state's cotton mills, and
generally reviving the port of Charleston. Amid the rhetoric there were
some very good ideas and insights. Most of these, however, were lost in
what might be called a "could have been" interpretation, as the Exposition
failed to live up to either its potential or its promises.
There are many instances of these failures during the Exposition, and
for the confines of this paper I will limit myself to only a few of the more
prominent. The Charlotte-based industrialist D.A. Tompkins represents
one of the most frustrating aspects of the Exposition. Originally from
Edgefield, South Carolina, he studied engineering in New York State and
worked for a number of years in the northeast before moving to Charlotte.
By the time of the Exposition in 1901 he owned over seventy-five cotton
seed mills around the country and over fifty textile mills. 23
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Having been given complete control of the cotton exhibit, he was most
concerned with the marketing of Southern cotton, and saw the Exposition
as an ideal meeting ground between American mill representatives and Central American buyers. While the News & Courier continued the cant of
educating the buyers to appreciate American goods, Tompkins was much
more sophisticated; Americans, he claimed, should find out from the Central Americans what they wanted and then learn from the Europeans how to
package it. 24
Unfortunately, very little was told of the results of this attempt or his
other ideas for the exhibit, or even if they were actually carried out; given
the tendency of the News & Courier to play up even a minor victory, the
absence is significant. It is no doubt related to the flop of another interesting program, a West Indian trade congress. Previous expositions both
in America and abroad were chosen as venues for congresses of many types,
but Charleston's only one was in May 1902, and was "expected to result in
some practical means being devised to stimulate trade between the Southern
States and Cuba and Porto Rico [sic.]." The News & Courier went on to
claim that "Charleston will undoubtedly be immediately benefited by any
measures of this kind that may be inaugurated. " 25
Delegates were listed from over twenty-five business groups, cities, and
states from throughout the Southeast, as well as from Cuba and Puerto
Rico. The meeting was carried out despite a very poor attendance; of the
thirteen bodies represented, eight were from Charleston, including the Exposition Company itself. Cuba and Puerto Rico were represented only by
an army major stationed at Cuba. 26 While the representation from
Charleston may signify some small reawakening of commercial interest
within the city, the lack of outside representation speaks ill of Charleston's
reputation as a trade center.
Though the commercial purposes of the fair were far and away the most
important, there was a more "cultural" side as well. The status of culture,
however, was relegated to a resource that could be used to encourage people
to attend. What mention it did get often came off as tokens. 27 The chance to
have an outstanding musical program with a fifty-piece orchestra, for example, presented itself but was lost in cost-cutting measures. Instead, the
First Artillery Band of the Sullivan's Island post of the U.S. Artillery was
chosen. From the reviews that it received it was a good band, but it generally had a very small audience. 28
As an exposition per se, the South Carolina Inter-State and West Indian
Exposition was a very limited success to be charitable. It opened basically
on time and had a well-conceived architectural plan, but attendance was
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much lower than expected, hoped for, or was even necessary. Financially, it
was a flop. It had the claim to being the first exposition ever to be placed in
the hands of receivers, though it was far from being the first to end with a
deficit. As J.C. Hemphill, editor of Charleston's News & Courier, noted in
the report in the Yearbook for 1902, a representative of Buffalo's PanAmerican Exposition of 1900 visited Charleston after the close of the fair
and "congratulated the management of the Exposition here because the
management at Buffalo had 'lost six times as much as the Exposition at
Charleston cost."' 29
The financial conclusion, however, is inconsequential other than what it
reveals about Charleston at the time. Other expositions had ended without
paying dividends to the stockholders; in fact, in a survey of twenty-four major expositions around the world between 1851 and 1970, only eight showed
a profit. 30 In Charleston, however, three creditors representing claims of
less than $2,000 were able to convince a judge to issue an injunction freezing
the assets of the Exposition Company near the end of its run, and thus
destroyed its credit. 3 1 This lack of confidence was understandable, as word
of the financial troubles spread. Throughout the Exposition, however, the
Company had been plagued by an inability to secure the funds that it needed from the older money in Charleston, and the implementation of receivership finished the act. 32
Was it a success? Was it useful in the pragmatic sense? These beg very
vague answers. Rather than an isolated act to be judged on its own merits, I
have tried to show in this paper that it must be considered as part of the
ongoing dialectic as the New South Progressives in Charleston struggled to
alter the traditional perceptions of Charleston from within and without.
There were very good ideas, as I have indicated, but the directors of the Exposition Company faced such strong but hidden opposition that they were
unable to bring them to complete fruition at that time. Not only were many
of the sources which were cited above, demonstrating Charleston's apathy,
written after the Exposition, but commercially Charleston's standing as a
port for foreign commerce dropped steadily through the first decade of the
twentieth century. 33 It is clear, however, that a trend was developing. The
Exposition was an important part of this trend; with further developments
such as the Commercial Club, the completion of the Navy Yard and dry
dock, and the development of the tourist trade, the Progressive imulse in
Charleston finally won some favor. 34 By the late 1940, with the boost given
to the industries in the city by World War II, Charleston finally made it into
the twentieth century.
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FRONTIER PENDLETON: A TOWN IN THREE ACTS
Craig Friend

In 1893, Frederick Jackson Turner presented to the American Historical
Association his frontier theory. Within his text he created a framework for
the study of the frontier: "Stand at Cumberland Gap and watch the procession of civilization, marching single file - the buffalo following the trail to
the salt springs, the Indian, the fur-trader and hunter, the cattle-raiser, the
pioneer farmer ... '' 1 Yet, those characters are insufficient in studying frontier towns, and Turner recognized this problem. He expanded his
framework through the use of Peck's New Guide to the West. This travel
guide explained that after the pioneer farmer, the settler arrived to
add field to field, clear out the road, throw rough
bridges over the streams ... occasionally plant orchards,
build mills, schoolhouses, courthouses, etc., and exhibit
the picture and forms of plain, frugal, civilized life.
Another wave rolls on. The men of capital and
enterprise come. The settler is ready to sell out and ...
push further into the interior ... 2
Thus, the pioneer farmers, the civilized settlers, and the merchants of
capital and enterprise became Turner's waves of civilization. Through this
procession of characters, the evolution of the frontier, and more specifically
the frontier town, are measured.
Pendleton, South Carolina, exhibited Turner's procession of civilization
from the Indians to the men of capital and enterprise. The first act of
Pendleton's frontier history was performed by the Indians, traders, and
most significantly, pioneer farmers. The settlers exhibiting the forms of
civilized life took the stage in Pendleton's second act. The final act told the
story of the men of capital and enterprise.
Frontier Pendleton: Act One
In 1785, the northwest corner of South Carolina, between the Saluda
and Tugaloo Rivers, was sparsely inhabited by whites. Fur traders had
travelled the Cherokee Trading Path from the coast into this wilderness to
trade with the Cherokee, Creek and Chickasaw nations. 3 The presence of
traders was advantageous to the Indians and they were welcomed in the
wilderness. Pioneer farmers, however, neither needed Indian assistance nor
respected their lands. In May, 1784, General Andrew Pickens wrote to
Governor Benjamin Guerard:
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... the Creeks, Chickasaws and Cherokees are much
dissatisfied about the encroachments of the white
people on their land without their consent. .. 4
The complaints of the Indians were not easily solved. Many of the trespassing whites were North Carolinians and Georgians. South Carolina had
begun compensating its Revolutionary War veterans with land in the area,
as well. So, it was a relief to the South Carolina government when Pickens
arranged for the Treaty of Hopewell in 1785. This treaty with the Cherokee
ceded the lands which would become the Pendleton District and South
Carolina continued its allotments to war veterans. s
Revolutionary War veterans were representative of the first wave of settlers. Andrew Pickens and Robert Anderson were two of the earliest pioneer
farmers. Pickens, a general during the American Revolution, had moved to
a tract of land along the Seneca River in 1786. 6 Anderson, also a war
veteran, had settled near the Seneca before the treaty. These men and their
fellow patriots encouraged the state to take a greater interest in the region.
In 1789, the South Carolina General Assembly, concerned for the
several prominent citizens in the new territory and probably influenced by
the constant threat of losing the territory to a neighboring state, officially
incorporated the area. With the exception of the twenty square miles of Indian lands in the northwest corner, the last section of South Carolina was
"laid off in a county and called Pendleton County." 1
Pickens' business partner in a small store, William Steele, and John
Miller were appointed managers of the new election district. Miller would
soon establish the region's first newspaper, but in 1789 he was elected to the
South Carolina House of Representatives. When the House convened in
1790, one of the motions approved was the request for a town in Pendleton
District. A tract of land was purchased from a local farmer "whereon to
erect the County-Buildings. " 8
The county court system which the state implemented in the new county
became the center of the community. Although the system had been unpopular with upcountry residents who were supicious of the motives of the
court, the appointment of popular citizens such as Anderson and Miller as
justices guaranteed success in Pendleton County. With the approval of the
state government to create a town, the court convened for the last time at
Picken's Hopewell farm in April, 1790. 9
That same year, the federal government conducted its first census. The
total for Pendleton County was 9568, including 834 slaves. 10 Pendleton appeared to be prepared for spectacular growth. Yet, in 1792 Pendleton County was combined with Greenville County to form Washington District, and
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the following year, the court was moved to a new town, Pickensville. 11
Troubles with the Creek Indians caused Anderson to voice his concern when
the General Assembly considered reducing the defense of the frontier in
1795. The governor, however, refused to support Anderson. In 1796,
another problem arose. A freshet washed into Pendleton County leaving
sand in "such thick layers ... as to prove very injurious to the soil." 12 This
sudden rise in the Tugaloo River level was not the only freshet to strike, but
it was the most damaging; '' Almost every plantation suffered from it more
or less." 13
The town of Pendleton was stagnant during the 1790s. A courthouse
had not been built prior to the court's relocation. The extent of construction
was the Hopewell-Keowee Church. In 1790, a congregation of
Presbyterians built a log cabin for services provided by Dr. Thomas Reese.
Reese reported to the South Carolina Presbytery in 1793:
.. .in these places where a few years ago nothing was
heard but the songs and shouts of the Indians the glad
tidings of Salvation are proclaimed, and the voice of
prayer, and thanksgiving rises to the great Creator and
Redeemer. In the words of the Prophet, "The wilderness, and the solitary place shall be glad for them, and
the desert shall blossom as a rose." 14
Although Reese died three years later, his replacement, Reverend James
McElhenny, led the drive for a new church building. While Pickens and
Anderon saw to the construction on land donated by John Miller, McElhenny built a rectory which became known as Clergy Hall. 15
When, in 1798, the South Carolina government again realigned its
districts, Pendleton County became Pendleton District and the court returned to the town of Pendleton. Upon its return, a new brick courthouse and
gaol were ready for occupation. 16
By 1800, the first act of Pendleton came to a close. The Indians and
traders had moved on. Pioneer farmers were still in the area, but a definite
stage of internal improvements and "civilized life" were on the horizon.
The pioneers, content in being subsistence farmers, would soon be replaced,
or transformed, into settlers hoping to create a substantial town.
Frontier Pendleton: Act Two
The construction of the brick courthouse and gaol, and the old stone
church and rectory symbolized a new stage of settlement in Pendleton. The
federal census for 1800 listed 17,828 settlers and 2,224 slaves in Pendleton
District. 1 7 The arrival of new settlers stimulated economic activity in the
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town of Pendleton. In 1805 John Miller established Miller's Weekly
Messenger, South Carolina's first newspaper west of Columbia. Andrew
Pickens, Jr., opened a tan yard in 1807. Nearby was Adolphus Bolles' store,
Samuel Maverick's Hardware and Grocery, and the firm of Taylor and
Cherry.
A social change was taking place, as well, in Pendleton. During the stage
of pioneer farmers, social and economic life centered around individual
homes. The store which Pickens and Steele had opened in the 1780's was
located beside Pickens' home; and three taverns which were licensed to
operate in 1793 were annexes to private homes. 18
As an economic hub began to emerge in Pendleton, so did a social hub.
Samuel Cherry, co-partner in Taylor and Cherry, married Susan Reese in
1807. Susan was the daughter of the late Prebyterian rector. Their marriage
was exemplary of an increasing alliance of families. Cherry's new sister-inlaw was Rebecca Harris, granddaughter of Andrew Pickens; and through a
series of marriages, he was related to Robert Anderson, John Miller,
Samuel Maverick and John Ewing Colhoun. Such alliances insured
assistance and support for each person from some of the more influential
and wealthy settlers. Soon after he became sheriff, Thomas Reese, Susan's
brother, was challenged to a duel. His second sister, Leah, had married into
the Taylor family, and so Reese was able to gain assistance from that
alliance. John Taylor served as Thomas Reese's second, but could not prevent Reese's death. 19
The alliance of families supported each other in various ways. Rev. Edwin Reese, the sheriff's cousin, was able to rely on the financial aid of
Robert Anderson to open the Hopewell Academy in 1805. The academy
"taught all those lattin [sic] and greek authors, a knowledge of which is
necessary for the admission of students into the junior class of the South
Carolina College." 20 Rev. McElhenny depended extensively on his in-law,
Andrew Pickens, for assistance in constructing the Old Stone Church. 21
The roles of persons not within the web of intermarriages were no less
important, however. Captain Benjamin Cleveland established a blacksmith
trade which became a major business with Pendleton's introduction to
horse breeding. The practice of bringing stallions to town for a season so
local farmers could breed their mares became a profitable business. 22
Levi Robins opened a beef market on the town square in 1808. A boarding house for academy students was organized by Jonathan Reeder the
same year. William Robertson also opened a boarding house. His clientele
was quite different from Reeder's boarders, however. Robertson built a
tavern adjacent to his boarding house and advertised Pendleton as a resort
town to the lowcountry planters. 23
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One of the characteristics of settlers, according to Turner's thesis, was
their industriousness: adding field to field, clearing out the roads, throwing
rough bridges over the streams, putting up hewn log houses with glass windows and brick or stone chimneys, occassionally planting orchards,
building mills, schoolhouses, and courthouses. The settlers of Pendleton
between 1800 and 1812 exhausted all these possibilities. By 1807, plans for
construction of a new courthouse and gaol were completed. During the
summer of 1808 the Seneca River was cleared and a navigable water route
was opened for Pendleton citizens to Augusta. 24
The possibility of importing more goods required better roads, since
Pendleton lay three miles from the Keowee River. A road commission set up
a road improvement program. An overseer was designated for a length of
road and required to keep that section in good condition. The overseer, serving on a rotating schedule, was compensated at the end of his term. 25
By 1810, the population of Pendleton had reached 22,897 settlers, 3485
of which were slaves. 26 Although the population growth between the two
federal censuses was much slower than the decade of the 1790's, economic
growth and internal improvements were at a frenzied pace.
The pace of growth slowed, however, as the War of 1812 approached.
John Miller wrote in Miller's Weekly Messenger:
The Times are not only hard, but difficult; and the scarcity of money become to [sic] great, many persons who
might feel perfectly at _ease at any other time, are at
the present time almost incapable of carrying on
business ... 27
The difficulties of the times were felt in Pendleton. Because of financial
problems, Williams Shaw, a prominent lawyer and Robert Anderson's sonin-law, had to sell his estate on the square, his six hundred-acre farm, his
"extensive" law library, and several slaves. 28
The second act of Pendleton's frontier story came to a close in 1812. The
men who were to "exhibit the picture and forms of plain, frugal, civilized
life" had given Pendleton an academy, a beef market, stores, boarding
houses, a new courthouse, and adequate transportation routes. The embargos and economic problems which preceded the War of 1812, however,
slowed growth in Pendleton as they did throughout the nation. Economic
difficulties were replaced by more threatening problems in 1812. The third
act of Pendleton's growth, that of the men of capital and enterprise, would
begin as those threats faced Pendleton.
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Frontier Pendleton: Act Three
In 1813, an assembly met on the town square "to avenge the violated
honor of our country, and ... to emulate the gallant achievement of our
fathers ... " Pickens and Anderson circulated a petition to raise an army of
Pendleton's "patriotic citizens." 29 The war against Great Britain, although
of concern to Pendleton citizens, was not the immediate danger which the
Creek Indians were. By 1814, problems with the Creek had escalated into
war. Five hundred "Men of the Woods" from the four western districts of
South Carolina, including several troops from Pendleton, joined a detachment from North Carolina to fight against the Indians.
Soon after both wars ended, a new wave of citizens began to arrive. The
new influx of citizens was led by three religious figures. Reverend J.P.
Delevaux, sent to Pendleton District by the Society for the Advancement of
Christianity in South Carolina, provided Episcopal services in a lodge on
the town square. When Rev. McElhenny died of malaria in 1812, the new
Presbyterian leader was Reverend James Hillhouse. 30 The third rector came
for a different purpose, however. Reverend James Douthit was the state tax
collector for Pendleton District. He arranged to sit at different taverns and
homes throughout the district each February.
Pendleton residents began their enterprises in 1813 with the establishment of the Pendleton Circulating Library Society. Proceeds from the sale
of the lot where the old courthouse stood were added to a treasury supplemented by the state government and private donations. 31 Although
several books were circulated, problems arose with collecting borrowers'
fees and the library's commissioners concluded that the funds could be better spent. In a letter to the South Carolina Senate, the commissioners requested to reappropriate money "to the founding of an Academy at
Pendleton Courthouse, where the want of a permanent Institution of this
kind has been long and deeply felt.'' 32
Also among the new citizens were several prominent men from the lowcountry. John Ewing Colhoun had arrived in the early 1800's, but several
acquaintances followed. John North, a prominent Charleston lawyer, and
the Pinckneys, Charles Cotesworth and Thomas, came at the beginning of
the War of 1812. 33 These men were instrumental in building St. Paul's
Episcopal Church, completed in 1822.
A renewed interest in Pendleton's religious community paralleled the
raising of St. Paul's. In 1818, the Bible Society formed. Its purpose was to
purchase Bibles in Columbia and distribute them among "the needy" of the
district. 34 The most extensive religious program was the Sunday School
Society. Established in 1819, the society opened a school to teach reading
and writing skills, and, of course, the Bible. Within a year, the society had
three branches and, two years later, began a school for slaves. 35
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Economic enterprise began as well. Cotton gins became available in
Pendleton as early as 1812. By 1820, warehouses for the storage and sale of
tobacco and cotton had been built near the Georgia state line. 36 Individuals
began to experiment with agriculture. Samuel Maverick took a special interest in fruit production. Of particular pride were two large vineyards.
Maverick wrote Thomas Jefferson in 1821 hoping to gain the former president's support in making grapes a substantial staple crop for the United
States. Jefferson did not share Maverick's enthusiasm, however, and
discouraged him from continuing his campaign. 37
Thomas Pinckney's particular interest was sheep ranching. Sheep had
been brought to Pendleton District early in its settlement, but Pinckney was
determined to make sheep a district-wide commodity. In 1817, he had an
opportunity to speak to the Pendleton Farmers' Society:
Our ridges are large, and though unfit for the purpose of the plough, yet produce a herbage peculiarly
grateful to sheep. 38
The most obvious example of agricultural enterprise was the Pendleton
Farmers' Society. Patterned after similar societies in Philadelphia and Columbia, the society originated in 1815 under the leadership of Pinckney.
Each member paid an annual fee with which farming implements, seeds,
and books were purchased. 3 9 The society also offered premiums, and by
1820, it had established a district fair. Visitors from surrounding South
Carolina areas, Georgia, and North Carolina stimulated the district's
economy. 40
In 1820, the population of Pendleton District had reached 27,022. Slaves
numbered 4,715. 41 The rise in population and the yearly arrival of district
fair participants stimulated a new stage of growth in Pendleton, initiated by
the construction of the Rising Sun Hotel in 1823. When, in 1826, a new
courthouse was built, the curtain had fallen on Pendleton's frontier years.
The town of Pendleton, therefore, experienced the three waves of
civilization which Turner expounded in his thesis. The pioneer farmer,
following the trading paths into the back country, had lived off subsistence
farming. The settlers came soon afterwards and formed "a plain, frugal,
and civilized life" in Pendleton. By 1826, the men of capital and enterprise
had transformed Pendleton from a frontier town to a significant urban
center in the upcountry. Construction began on a new courthouse and the
Pendleton Circulating Library Society began building its male academy.
When John C. Calhoun moved into Clergy Hall late that year, Pendleton
was not the same town his father-in-law, John Ewing Colhoun had helped
to create.
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A SOUTH CAROLINIAN IN THE MIDDLE EAST:
AMBASSADOR JAMES P. RICHARDS' 1957 MISSION

J. Edward Lee
Recently retired Congressman James Prioleau "Dick" Richards was
trading cows with a farmer friend.when the telephone call from Secretary of
State John Foster Dulles came on December 30, 1956. Trading cows was
just one of the leisurely activities the sixty-two year old ex-legislator had
planned for this retirement. After serving in the U.S. House of Representatives since the 1932 Democratic landslide which swept him into office,
Richards had eagerly looked forward to life as a country lawyer and
gentleman farmer in Lancaster, South Carolina. Explaining his decision to
leave Washington after nearly a quarter of a century, Richards observed, '' I
want to come back home, farm some, practice some law but not much, look
at the moon and fish a little if I have a mind to.'' 1
Richards' retirement, however, would be delayed. It took only a few
moments for the former Chairman of the House Foreign Affairs Committee to agree to serve as the Eisenhower administration's envoy to the Middle
East, a region reeling in late 1956 from the after shocks of the Suez Crisis
which had discredited both Great Britain and France. Additionally, the
Republicans - especially Dulles - suspected that Egypt's Gamel Abdel
Nasser, the self-proclaimed "Voice of Arabs," was acting as a Soviet agent
in the Middle East. 2
Three days after John Foster Dulles called, President Dwight D.
Eisenhower wrote Richards "to express my gratification that you have consented to help Foster in one of the very difficult tasks before him." The
chief executive was delighted that the South Carolinian would be explaining
administration policy and offering aid to Middle Eastern heads of state who
resisted "international communism." Eisenhower commented, "personally, I do not believe there is any other person in the United States as well
qualified as yourself to carry out the particularly sensitive, and vitally important, mission Foster has in mind." 3
Why had James P. Richards been chosen to travel to the Middle East as
the chief spokesman for what would come to be called the Eisenhower Doctrine? The ex-Congressman's more than two decades in the nation's capital
were years of accomplishment. Enthusiastically, he had loyally endorsed
most of FDR's domestic program during the 1930s. An analysis of the
legislator's voting record reveals that he backed Roosevelt's intiatives 72
percent of the time. His expertise, however, was in the arena of foreign
rather than domestic affairs. In 1934, Richards exchanged three minor
Committee posts for membership on the important House Foreign Affairs
Committee. On this panel, the South Carolinian feverishly worked for the
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passage of potent neutrality legislation. One month before Pearl Harbor,
Richards emotionally accused the president of shoving America "throughthe-back-door" toward war. After World War II, the lawmaker assumed a
leading role on his committee and staked out for himself a stauch antiSoviet position. As he wrote a constituent in 1951, "Communism is our
deadly enemy and must be com batted at every turn. " 4
Chairing the House Foreign Affairs Committee in 1951-52 and when the
Democrats regained control of the Congress in 1955-56, Richards displayed
his independence. In 1955, Richards angered President Eisenhower by slicing over $200,000,000 from the administration's foreign aid request. The
southerner was more in step with the chief executive's desire that year to
bolster Chiang Kai-shek's position against the Chinese communists.
Richard worked with the administration to secure passage of the Formosa
Resolution, legislation wich Richards said warned '' Red China to keep
hands off Formosa." Clearly, the Congressman had become stridently anticommunist. He delivered a 1955 speech at Presbyterian College in which he
lectured the students, "as long as the Communists agitate and prod and foment revolutions around us, there are going to be fires to be put out. The
United States fire department is the only one powerful enough to do it or to
place the fear of God in the hearts of those who set these fires." 5
Richards shared with Secretary Dulles a common opinion of who should
be labeled the world's pyromaniacs. There was, in the 1950s, only one
brand of Communism, and its flames originated in Moscow. Indeed,
Richards and Dulles had become close allies in the war against "international communism." The secretary visited Richards' South Carolina farm
in 1954, and an autographed photo of the two men during that visit carries
the inscription ''To Dick Richards, a great American with whom I have had
the honor and joy of association in the creation of foreign policy." Years
later, Richards praised Dulles' "great mind" and noted approvingly that
Dulles "really kept those fellows [communists] from breaking out all
over. " 6 Respected by colleagues in both political parties and possessing two
decades of experience in the field of foreign relations, Richards was a
natural ally in Dulles' plan to douse the flames of "international Communism" before they could engulf the Middle East.
In an unusual Saturday joint session of Congress, President Eisenhower
announced on January 6, 1957 his proposal that the United States offer extensive economic and military aid to friendly Middle East nations. One
South Carolina newspaper reported the president's congressional speech by
publishing a bold headline which proclaimed "Ike Brandishes First Under
Russia's Nose." Eisenhower lambasted "ambitious despots" and "powerhungry'' Communists who, he argued, were threatening democracy in the
Middle East. Focusing on the Soviet Union, which was financing Egypt's
Aswan High Dam, the Commander-in-Chief professed, "we seek not
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violence, but peace." The Soviet Union had little to fear, Eisenhower emphasized, "so long as its rulers do not themselves first resort to aggression."
The president's plan called for a firm response "against overt armed aggression from any nation controlled by international Communism." Two hundred million dollars were requested to fund the administration's intiative. 7
Time magazine called Eisenhower's speech "a New Year's warning to
world Communism." That periodical stressed that colonial powers Britain
and France had ruined their effectiveness in the Middle East as a result of
their misguided foray into the Suez. "A power vacuum" existed in the
region, the magazine observed, and "the U.S. intends to cast its protective
cloak over Israel and over the Moslem world from Morocco to Pakistan.''
Newsweek likened the president's plant to Theodore Roosevelt's "big
stick" policy of 1901. 8

A few days later, James P. Richards was sworn in as a special ambassador. He told the president, '' I appreciate this more than I can say.''
Afterwards, the new envoy told reporters, "a man just doesn't turn down
an offer like this." One journalist resurrected Richards' 1955 disagreement
with the administration over foreign aid. Deflating this issue, Ambassador
Richards stressed, ''There has never been any difference between myself,
the President and the Secretary on basic foreign policy." The diplomat added, "I'm going to give everything I've got in complete loyalty ... period." 9
Even though Congress had not yet endorsed the Eisenhower Doctrine,
Richards began an intensive study of the Middle East. Secretary Dulles arranged lengthy nighttime briefing sessions at the State Department for the
emissary. Speaking of these sessions nearly a decade later, Richards recalled, "We discussed the whole Middle Eastern situation, country by
country." One subject of importance was Egypt's Nasser. Richards said the
Egyptian "sent me word, clandestinely, that he'd like to see us." Dulles
warned Richards that "Nasser would try to get us to go there without having to tell the world that they had invited us." 10
Congress approved a joint resolution on March 9, 1957 which authorized Richard's mission. The president wasted no time in forwarding instructions, classified "secret," to his emissary. Richards was to ascertain "which
countries in the area wish to avail themselves of the United States offer of
assistance." Dulles sent similar "secret" instructions which explained that
Richards was to financially assist Middle East nations '' at their request to
maintain their national independence against the encroachments of international Communism.'' 11
The New York Times featured on March 13, 1957 a photo of Richards
kissing his wife goodbye. Departing Washington, the ambassador said, "It
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is the American hope that all governments will work actively for freedom
and stability in a peaceful world.'' Denying that the Eisenhower Doctrine
was merely another foreign aid plan, Richards asserted "The President and
I do not look upon this mission as the inauguration of a vast new aid program." Confidently, the former Congressman commented, "Our inspiration and our purpose are strong.'' Accompanied by six assistants and two
secretaries, Ambassador Richards boarded a Department of Defense plan
for the first stop on his 30,000 mile itinerary, Lebanon.12
The emissary spent two days negotiating with President Camille Chamoun and other Lebanese officials. Chamoun was a pro-west Christian,
and the joint communique was a victory for the Eisenhower Doctrine. The
statement argued, "international communism is incompatible with national
independence .... '' Richards promised Chamoun funds for housing, rural
electrification, well drilling, irrigation, flood protection, highways, and airport construction. Unspecified military "equipment" would be provided
the Lebanese. Leaving Lebanon and heading toward Libya, Richards wrote
Chamoun, "Your Government clearly demonstrated once again that the
people of Lebanon and the United States share the same ideals and are
working toward the same objectives." 13
Not everyone in the Arab world was so quick to embrace the Eisenhower
Doctrine. The American delegation spent from March 17-20 in Libya
discussing the evils of "international Communism." Richards had to leave
Libya empty handed. On a second visit in early May, however, agreement
would be reached. A Communique issued on May 4 stated that the Libyans
were cognizant ''that the agressive intentions of international Communism
offer the greatest present threat to national independence and the peace and
security of the world community.'' In turn, the South Carolinian promised
the Libyans financial assistance for education, electrical development, and
telecommunications systems. No mention was made of military aid. 14
Richards' visit to Turkey on March 20 was more productive. Prime
Minister Adnan Menderes applauded America's pledge to use armed forces,
if necessary, to protect Turkey from Communist aggression. The Ankara
Communique omits any specific listing of projects to be funded by the
United States. Nebulou,sly, the prime minister and the envoy "agreed on
ways in which the development of economic and military aid to Turkey
would advance the cooperative efforts ... to attain the aims and purposes'' of
the Eisenhower Doctrine. Both nations criticized ''the reactionary creed of
international Communism .... '' 15
In Iran, Richards found the leadership sensitive about the American
view that a power vacuum existed in the Middle East since the 1956 Suez
Crisis. Such a view implied that without western help the region's nations
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were adrift. Thus, the March 27 Communique denied that the United States
was "seeking to fill a power vacuum." Rather, Richards and Prime
Minister Hussein Ala maintained that a vacuum "if one exists" should be
dealt with by the countries of Middle East. The two men assailed "international Communism and its imperialistic aims." Economic aid was promised
the Iranians, and the Communique committed the United States "to meet
the needs of the imperial Iranian armed forces .... " 16
Pakistan endorsed on March 31 what it labeled "the American Doctrine" and went on record as a foe of "international Communism." We
would be in error, however, to assert the mission was achieving the desired
results. No invitation to visit Egypt was forthcoming, and in Jordan extremists criticized the American policy. Jordanian Premier Nabulsi stirred
the coals of Arab nationalism when he told an American newspaper, '' If for
one hundred million dollars, Mr. Richards asked me to sign a brief statement that said I would fight Communism I would say to him, 'No, No, I
fight for myself, not for him."' The Jordanian added, "We are not in need
of new prophets to lead us into conflicts and a brand new kind of imperialism ... '' Less than a month later, it should be noted, Jordan's King
Hussein would solicit and receive $10,000,000 from the Americans. Hussein
stressed, nonetheless, "I did not invite J.P. Richards to Amman." 11
Even in 1957, Ambassador Richards detected Soviet influence in
Afghanistan. Two days were spent in Kabul in early April meeting with
Prime Minister Sardar Mohammed Daud. The Joint Communique affirmed
Afghanistan's "neutrality." The document omits any reference to "international Communism.'' Afghanistan went to great lengths to emphasize
that acceptance of American aid "shall be ... without any political conditions or restrictions .... " Despite the lukewarm reception in Kabul, Ambassador Richards told an American newspaper that he believed the
nation's leaders "sincerely yearn for closer relations with the West." 19
To many Arab nationalists, Iraq was a lepper because of its cozy relationship with Great Britain. Economically, the country had suffered greatly
as a result of the Suez War. Thus, Ambassador Richards entered into
negotiations with the westward-leaning Iraqis on April 6 with a generous
heart. "International Communism" was singled out as the villain. Richards
assured the Iraqis that the United States desired no military bases in that
country. The emissary pledged $1,000,000 for railroads and telecommunications. An additional $11,500,000 was earmarked for "certain consultant and engineering studies and equipment. .. '' After leaving Baghdad,
Richards wrote King Faisal II, "The visit confirmed for me the cordiality
existing between our two countries.'' 19
While he met with the Iraqis, Richards held a news conference. He was
optimistic about his mission and told reporters, "I don't claim that we have
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moved mountains, but we have made appreciable dents in them." The envoy directed one of his comments to Egypt's Nasser. He offered "to go to
any Mideast country that expresses a desire to have us.'' As previously
noted, the Central Intelligence Agency and state department officials had
detected a willingness on Nasser's part to meet privately with Richards. The
"Voice of the Arabs," however, was silent, and the ambassador would not
vist Egypt, Syria, or Jordon. 20
In Saudi Arabia, the Americans were treated to a lavish state dinner. As
Richards later told an interviewer, "a young lamb - whole - was brought
in, after which the chieftain plucked out the eyes and handed them to me
which I swallowed whole." After dinner, Richards was summoned to a
private 2:00 a.m. meeting with King Ibu Saud. The Arab requested
American aid for Jordan and, even though he told Richards that King Hussein was not a Saudi ally, the Jordanian shared with the Saudis the common
enemy of Israel. Richards promised to convey the request to Eisenhower,
and Saud observed, "President Eisenhower is my friend. He is your friend,
so you are my friend." On April 11, Saudi Arabia and the United States
issued a brief Communique which committed the Saudis "to oppose Communist activities, other forms of imperialism and any other dangers that
threaten peace and stability .... " 21
On April 11, 1957, Richards' plane landed in a Yemeni cow pasture. The
country's leader had a six-piece band stumble through the "Star Spangled
Banner.'' A photo in the Richards Papers shows the ambassador, hat over
his heart, surrounded by turbaned Yemenis armed with daggers. After the
band ceased its salute, Imam Ahmed got down to business. Greedily, the
Yemenis requested money and when their leader learned that only
$2,000,000 could be expected, he queried, "Is that all you are going to do?"
Richards nodded, and the Arab leader walked out on the envoy. When the
diplomat notified the Yemenis that he would leave the next day, the Arabs
refused to permit him to leave. As Richards later explained, "We were told
to plead with the Imam, but I refused. They offered no resistance when we
got on the plane, but we spent some anxious minutes there." No Communique was forthcoming, but Richards issued a statement which reported he
had just completed "a very useful and interesting visit to Yemen during
which I held talks with .Imam." 22
A pet lion cub rubbed against the Ambassador's leg when Richards met
with Ethiopia's Haile Selassie on April 15. The Ethiopian was asked to open
a window because, as Richards joked, one of the startled Americans was
about to flee. The lion, of course, was merely a symbol of the emperor's
authority as were his $6,000 mechanized bed and his pet Chihauhau.
Richards' meeting with Selassie was a cordial one, despite the presence of
the lion, and the two men agreed on the provision of American enconomic
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and military assistance. After leaving Addis Ababa, Richards wrote
Selassie, "I am confident that our mutual desire for area peace ... will make
certain the attainment of this goal." The envoy thanked the emperor for an
autographed photo and a cigarette case. 23
During the last two weeks of his mission, Richards visited the Sudan,
Greece, Israel, Libya for a second time, Tunisia, and Morrocco.
Geographically dominated by neighboring Egypt, the Sudan promised on
April 22 that the Eisenhower Doctrine "would be given further study."
Understandably, Israel was more receptive as the Israelis "welcomed the
support of the United States for the preservation of the independence and
the integrity of Middle Eastern states .... " Similarly, the Greeks endorsed
the doctrine and stated in a May 4 Communique "both parties recognize the
necessity of facing in common the perils from whatever source .... " 24
Labeling his meeting with the Tunisians "cordial," Richards pledged
$3,000,000 in economic aid. Prime Minister Habib Bouguida noted that he
"was pleased to have the opportunity for discussions with Ambassador
Richards regarding these proposals and the need to meet the menace of international Communism.'' Two days after his Tunisian stop, however,
Richards ended his mission on a less "cordial" note in Morocco. Desiring
to remain neutral, that country cautiously announced that Richards' explanation of the Eisenhower Doctrine "was given the greatest attention in a
spirit of mutual understanding in view of the interest of Morocco in the
strengthening of peace in the Middle East. " 25
Thus, on May 7, 1957, Ambassador James P. Richards concluded his
fifteen nation, 30,000 mile diplomatic odyssey and headed home to report
to the American people. Speaking before a nationwide radio and television
audience two days later, the South Carolinian proudly proclaimed, ''The
American Doctrine stands as a symbol of the stake the American and Middle Eastern peoples have in each other." Terming his two-month mission a
success, they envoy said, '' I came to realize more than ever the mutuality of
our interests with those of likeminded people of the Middle East.'' Venturing into the Middle East meant the United States had "charted a bold
course, one that in the world of today involves continuing hazards." 26
Throughout his May 9 speech, the emissary rattled the skeleton of "international Communism" and complimented the area's awareness of this
threat. Glossing over the cool reception he had received in some nations,
Richards explained, '' I am glad to be able to report to you that all of the fifteen countries we visited asserted determination to maintain their national
independence against any threat.'' He skated on thin ice when he told the
nation "Most countries welcomed the American Doctrine publicly. None
rejected it." 27
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Earlier that day, Ambassador Richards had met privately with President
Eisenhower and SecTetary Dulles. The envoy was frank in his private assessment of what he had encountered in the Middle East. He told the two men
"the Lord only knows what's brewing under the surface, because there are
two or three nations likely to blow up at any time and that changes the
whole picture.'' Some years later, Richards, enjoying his delayed retirement
back in South Carolina, remembered Secretary of State Dulles' reply,
"Well, we can only deal with today." 21
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