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Membership Application 

The SOUTH CAROLINA HISTORICAL AssOCIATION is an organization that furthers the 

teaching and understanding of history. The only requirement for membership is 

an interest in and a love for history. At the annual meeting papers on German, 

British, Asian, U.S., Southern, and South Carolina history are routinely presented. 

Sessions on race relations, gender issues and the teaching of history are standard. 

Papers presented at the annual meeting may be published in The Proceedings, a 

refereed journal. 

Membership benefits include: a subscription to The Proceedings of the South Carolina 

Historical Association, notification of the annual meeting, the right to submit a 

proposal for a paper for presentation at the annual meeting, the quarterly SCHA 

Newsktter, and the annual membership roster of the Association. 

SCHA membership is from January 1 to December 31. Student members must 

currently be enrolled in school. Regular members are those who are employed or 

are actively seeking employment. Life members are 10-year members of the 

organization who have retired. To renew or join, please return this application 

with your check to: William Brockington,Jr., Treasurer SCHA, Department of 

History, USC Aiken, 171 University Parkway, Aiken, SC 29801. 

Telephone: (803) 641-3223; Fax: 803-641-3461; E-mail: billb@aiken.sc.edu. 

Name and title (please print) 

Address 

City, state, and zip code 

Phone/Institutional affiliation 

E-mail address 

Membership category ( check one): 

D Student ($5) 

D Regular ($10) 

D Life member 

Membership status (check one:) 

D Renewal 

D New 

Area(s) of interest 



________ Program Questionnaire _______ _ 

By completing this questionnaire you will assist future program committees in 

planning annual meetings of interest to Association members. The secretary will 

provide this information to the incoming chair of the program committee and to 

the editor of The Proceedings. 

Name 

Address ------------------------------

Institution 

Topic of paper you wish to present-------------------

Have you presented a similar paper at another professional meeting? _____ _ 

If so, give location and date -----------------------

List your two most recent publications -------------------

Would you be willing to review papers for publication in The Proceedings? ----

If so, on what general subject 

Mail to: Professor Calvin Smith, secretary, 

South Carolina Historical Association, 

University of South Carolina at Aiken, 

171 University Parkway, Aiken, 

South Carolina 29801 
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Editor's Notes ---------- -----------

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association is a refereed journal contain

ing selected papers and abstracts of papers presented at the annual meeting. The 

editor and the Executive Board serve as the editorial committee in conjunction with 

members chosen for their expertise. The editor disclaims any responsibility for the 

scholarship, statements of fact or opinion, and the conclusions of contributors. 

The editor wishes to thank Rodger Stroup, director of the South Carolina 

Department of Archives and History, and members of his staff for their exceptional 

contribution to the publication of the 1999 issue of The Proceedings. Special 

appreciation is due from the Association to Judy Andrews of the Publications Office 

at the Archives for her professional advice and valuable assistance. 

A refereed journal requires the assistance of many scholars. The editor expresses 

appreciation to those historians who reviewed papers submitted for publication: 

Randy Akers, South Carolina Humanities Council 

Harold Bayerl, Cardinal Newman High School 

Pat Brennan, Piedmont Technical College 

Katherine D. Cann, Spartanburg Methodist College 

Ron Cox, USC-Salkehatchie 

Susan Dick, South Caroliniana Library 

Robert Figueira, Lander University 

Katherine Grenier, The Citadel 

Linda Hayner, Bob Jones University 

Shirley Hickson, North Greenville College 

Edward Lee, Winthrop University 

Paul Lofton, Spartanburg Methodist College 

Norman Raiford, Greenville Technical College 

Robert Moore of Columbia College undertook the challenging task of preparing 

the section of The Proceedings on the Orangeburg Incident. 

To purchase back issues of The Proceedings, please send a check for $10 (payable to South Carolina 

Historical Association) to: William S. Brockington, Department of History, USC Aiken, 171 Uni

versity Parkway, Aiken, SC 29801. Issues from 1950 ( except 1953) are available. A limited number 

of copies are available from 1950 to 1963, but thereafter there is a good supply. 
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Benjamin Porter and James Dellet: 
Two South Carolina Lawyers and Politicians on the Alabama 

Frontier, 1819-1834 
Justin C. Eaddy 

1 

T he first half of the nineteenth century in South Carolina was a time of great 

change and conflict. In a matter of only fifty years, the state moved from a soci

ety devoted to the ideals of the Revolution to one poised on the brink of leading the 

entire nation into the throes of civil war. Throughout this ordeal, South Carolina 

followed a unique and independent political course which contrasted dramatically 

with the political paths of every other state in the Union. 1 As South Carolina raced 

down her separate path to disunion, many of her citizens followed their own paths 

west, participants in a mass migration to the fertile wilderness of the southern fron

tier. Natives of South Carolina joined migrants from the other southern states and 

flooded into the newly opened southwest territories. Of these frontier areas, per

haps Alabama presents the most dramatic example of the rapid growth that charac

terized this era. In only forty years, the population of Alabama increased by over 4 70 

percent.2 In contrast to Alabama's rapid growth, South Carolina experienced an 

equally amazing depopulation. Problems with extreme price fluctuations in the cot

ton market, worn out soils, and the pull of cheap, fertile land in the new areas of the 

Southwest provided the impetus for thousands of South Carolinians to leave their 

home state and head for the frontier. A large percentage of these South Carolina 

migrants headed for Alabama.3 The lure of the fertile land of Alabama, dubbed "Ala

bama fever," is an oft neglected but integral part of America's westward expansion. 

The period from 1819 to 1834 represents a tumultuous, changing time in the 

history of the nation. From the "Era of Good Feelings" through the nullification 

controversy, American politics went through many dramatic transformations. Dur

ing this era, South Carolina seemed to spin in an orbital pattern far outside the 

paths of other states in the Union. Alabama, on the other hand, was much more 

characteristic of other southern states.James Dellet and Benjamin Porter represent 

two South Carolina lawyers who reached maturity during these chaotic times. The 

roles that these two migrants played in the politics of their adopted home in Ala

bama offer a look at the way political influences from the Palmetto State were in

jected into Alabama's government. At the same time, the differences in age and 

experiences between the two men and the varying dates of departure from South 

Carolina help to illustrate the rapid changes that took place during the era in both 
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states and help to explain the strange contrasts between the political philosophies 

that each man espoused. Together, their professional and political careers span 

Alabama's entire antebellum period and provide insight into almost every aspect of 

life and politics in both Alabama and South Carolina. 

Although records are inconsistent regarding the place of James Dellet's birth, 

he was born north of the Mason Dixon line, probably in Camden, New Jersey, on 

February 18, 1788. Given his Yankee heritage, Dellet should not be considered a 

native South Carolinian or even a true southerner. After moving to Columbia, South 

Carolina, with his parents in 1800, however, he adopted his new state and would be 

associated with South Carolina .for the remainder of his life. William Garrett, the 

famous early Alabama historian, even mistakenly referred to Dellet as being "a na

tive of South Carolina. "4 Later in his life, Dellet himself would recall the deep hold 

that South Carolina had over his affections. He fondly called South Carolina his 

"mother state" and wrote that she "nourished" his infancy, his youth, and his early 

manhood. He declared that he was "proud to say I love her." Therefore,] ames Dellet, 

although born in the North had fully adopted his southern home. 

As a young man in Columbia, Dellet attended the South Carolina college where 

he studied law and was undoubtedly introduced to South Carolina political currents 

of the time. He graduated in 1810 and was admitted to the Bar of South Carolina in 

1813. While practicing law, Dellet was also appointed a commissioner in equity.5 In 

summation, Dellet's experiences in the Palmetto State seem to have been very re

warding. Nonetheless, not even a good education and bright prospects as an attor

ney could render Dellet immune to the rampaging effects of Alabama "fever." In 

1818, he packed his belongings and headed to the town of Claiborne, located in the 

fruitful Alabama River basin and situated in a band of fertile soil that stretched across 
the state of Alabama called the Black Belt.6 

When James Dellet departed from South Carolina in 1818, the political struc

ture of his former home state was on the brink of great change. The conflicts with 

the federal government that characterized the late 1820s and 1830s were all in the 

future. The end of the War of 1812 had brought about a great economic boom 

across the nation. South Carolina planters, merchants, and speculators felt that the 
high times would last forever. 7 

The end of the war also brought about feelings of in tense nationalism in South 

Carolina and across the nation. This period has been called the "Era of Good Feel

ings" because of the exuberance and unity that characterized the states. People all 

over the country were proud of their success in the War of 1812. Still, many people 

were concerned over the fact that Great Britain had come dangerously close to win-
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ning the conflict. During the fighting, the United States had been plagued with a 

weak army, inadequate industry, and a poor banking system. These inadequacies 

helped to foster nationalism among people who wished to correct these problems. 

Even future South Carolina state's rights advocates such as John C. Calhoun and 

George McDuffie supported these nationalist ideas.8 Thus, Dellet had been exposed 

to an era of South Carolina's antebellum history which was quite similar to that of 

other southern states. It was a time of great prosperity and devotion to nation. 

During this period, Dellet formed a close association with the Federalist Party, 

who had risen to power at the turn of the century, but whose influence had begun to 

wane by 1808. The Federalists in South Carolina were similar to others across the 

country. They were conservative and favored a strong central government. The Fed

eralist Party, based in the lowcountry, eventually gave way to the Republican Party, 

which had been founded on Jeffersonian principles, but not before establishing the 

South Carolina College. This college stood as a legacy to Federalist power in South 

Carolina and helped to keep various aspects of Federalist dogma alive.9 

Dellet's ties to Federalism were centered in South Carolina College. He gradu

ated in 1810, at a time when Federalist power was not yet totally obliterated, espe

cially in its stronghold at the college. He also was a classmate of James Louis Petigru, 

the most famous diehard Federalist in antebellum South Carolina history. Dellet 

and Petigru formed a close friendship in college, and the two men kept up a regular 

correspondence for many years after attending school together. In 1833, Petigru, in 

response to a letter from Dellet, wrote, "It gives me great pleasure to think we are 

engaged in a correspondence once more and that we understand each other on the 

all engrossing topics of the day." He recalled the "close intimacy" that existed be

tween the two men while they were in school. 10 Petigru and Dellet maintained their 

close friendship for their entire lives and shared many of the same ideas on politics. 

Both felt a strong attachment to Federalism and a powerful central government. 

This attachment helps to explain the rather unique course Dellet followed in Ala

bama politics. 

Arriving in Alabama, Dellet found a political situation that differed very little 

from the one he left behind. This frontier state had not yet become embroiled in the 

party politics which swept the state in later years. 11 Alabama participated in the "Era 

of Good Feelings" as well and many people supported strong nationalist programs 

such as the construction of roads and canals. 

In 1819, with only one year's experience in Alabama,James Dellet was elected 

to the state's first House of Representatives. It was here that he began to draw upon 

the political lessons he had learned in South Carolina and attempt to infuse them 
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into the politics of his new home. One significant event involving a figure of national 

importance arose during Dellet's first term and acted as a portent of future events in 

his political career. In 1819, General Andrew Jackson paid a visit to Huntsville, Ala

bama.12 Jackson had become immensely popular in the frontier state of Alabama, 

and, in response to Jackson's visit, the Senate and House in Alabama issued a proclama

tion in support of the general. The proclamation was eventually divided into two parts. 

The first praised Jackson for "his valor, patriotism and meritorious conduct" during the 

War of 1812. The second section criticized some members of Congress for censuring 

Jackson over his rather extreme actions during the Seminole War. In a vote to pass the 

first part of the resolution, Dellet agreed with the unanimous majority and voted to 

pass the proclamation of gratitude. In the vote on the second half of the resolution, 

however, Dellet took the side of the minority and voted against the disapproval of Con

gress.13 Dellet agreed with others who felt that Jackson had acted unconstitutionally 

and disobediently in the Seminole War.14 When a motion was made to reconsider the 

vote on the second part of the proclamation, Dellet held firm and added his name to 

the list ofnays.15 The vote may appear to be rather trivial, but it proved to be of crucial 

importance. Jacksonian Democracy had not yet swept over Alabama, and the members 

of the legislature had been elected before support for the general became a virtual 

prerequisite for candidacy as it became in later years. Times were changing, however, 

and support for Jackson was rapidly increasing all over the state. 

Indeed,Jackson's popularity was growing at such a rapid rate that a negative 

vote on the second half of Alabama's proclamation sounded the death knell for the 

political careers of many politicians. 16 Yet, Dellet's vote of nay on whether or not to 

criticize the censuring of Jackson was certainly not the end of his career in politics. 

In fact, it was only the beginning of a life in politics that lasted well into the 1840s. 

The vote signaled the start of Dellet's unabashed public hatred of Andrew Jackson. 

As late as 1830, when the people of Alabama's love for Jackson seemed to know no 

limits, Dellet still refused to accept the popularity of the general. During this year, 

another resolution came before the House in praise of Andrew Jackson, recommend

ing the general for the office of president. When the legislature voted on whether or 

not this resolution would pass, Dellet was only one of seven members who voted nay, 

against sixty-four yeas. This vote was a far cry from the one in 1819, when the vote 

was much closer to being even.17The 1830 vote shows exactly how far Alabama had 

progressed in support of Jackson since 1819. It is also a measure of the long lasting 
stand that Dellet took against "Old Hickory." 

Dellet found his political hero in John Quincy Adams, the famous neo-Feder

alist from Massachusetts. Adams had been a strong supporter of Federalism during 
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his father's presidency, and although he joined the Republican party for a stretch, 

he never abandoned his beliefs in a strong central government.18 In 1824, he sought 

the election for president, running against Andrew Jackson and William Crawford. 

During the election, Dell et was strongly in favor of Adams. Adam's support for 

a powerful central government fit in well with the Federalist ideas Dell et had learned 

at the South Carolina College. Moreover, he was running against Jackson, who Dellet 

bitterly opposed. Alabama Governor Israel Pickens threw his support behind Adams 

and teamed up with the supporters of a strong central government led by Dellet. 

Together they managed to deliver 18 percent of the vote to Adams. 19 Thus, Dellet 

was not alone in his support for Adams, he was simply in the minority. In fact, the 

area in which Dellet lived, within the Alabama and Tombigbee River basins, was not 

a stronghold of Jacksonism. These areas, along the Black Belt, had a large percent

age of planters from the Carolinas and Virginia. Many of these planters eschewed 

the policies of Jackson and supported Adams. Although Adams was looked upon 

with some suspicion in the state, his support for internal improvements, which were 

badly needed in this frontier country, and his failure to take a definitive stand on the 

tariff issue, gained him a fair deal of support. Furthermore, the aristocratic planters 

of the Black Belt often looked down on the politics of the rabble that characterized 

Jacksonian Democracy, harkening back to the heyday of Federalism in South Caro

lina when wealthy planters from the Lowcountry used the party platform to keep 

themselves in power and to keep the rabble out.20 

Adams eventually won the national election, although he failed to win the vote 

in Alabama. During his presidency, he put into effect many of his ideas about a 

powerful federal government. Having been elected under the general umbrella of 

the Republican Party, he quickly cast aside his Jeffersonian ideals, resurrected the 

Federalist ideals of his father, and carried them to new heights. Adams adopted an 

extremely broad view of the constitution and put in motion a number of measures 

based on his Federalist beliefs.21 

Many of Adams' policies infuriated citizens, especially in the South. The Tariff 

of 1828 generated the most controversy. Previously, protective tariffs had drawn fire 

from the South where it was felt that these duties benefited the North at the expense 

of the South. The Tariff of 1828 proved to be particularly odious, and a wave of 

resistance emerged, especially in South Carolina.22 

In Alabama, the so called "Tariff of Abominations" met with disgust and out

rage.23The greatest opposition to the tariff arose in the Black Belt, particularly in the 

Montgomery district. Here, early state's rights activists such as Dixon Lewis and James 

M. Calhoun began to emerge and to voice their disagreements with the actions of 
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the federal government. At this early date, however, few supported the nullification 

movement that was quickly gaining strength in South Carolina.24 

The presidential election of 1828 gave voters a chance to demonstrate their dis

gust with the tariff. Everyone looked to Jackson as their savior.James Dell et remained 

faithful to Adams until the end. He was not a blind follower of Adams, however. He 

owned slaves and a plantation and was involved in the cotton trade. He spoke out 

vehemently and repeatedly against the Tariff of 1828. During one of Dellet's two terms 

in Congress in the 1840s, he still opposed the tariff and pointed out that it rendered 

the hard work of citizens of the South virtually worthless.25 Dellet may have supported 

the majority of Adams' theories and actions, but he refused to support a measure that 

was injurious to his section and himself. Dellet's exposure to Federalism led him to 

admire Adams, but he remained a slaveholding southerner and acted accordingly. 

Yet, protective tariffs were an essential ingredient in the Federalist belief in a 

strong central government. Dellet did, in fact, ascribe to this idea of a beneficial 

tariff. He stated in a letter to fellow Monroe County politician, C. C. Langdon, that 

he firmly believed that "the revenue necessary to support the general government 

should be raised by duties on foreign commerce." Thus, Dellet remained true to his 

Federalist background and supported protective tariffs but felt that "no branch of 

industry ought to be protected at the expense of another. "26 The extent to which 

Dellet and his small group of pro-Adams followers were out of sync with the majority 

of the state can be witnessed in the election results of 1828.Jackson won the state by 

a fantastic landslide, receiving approximately 90 percent of the vote.27 Dellet, how

ever, refused to cave in and forsake the political lessons he had learned as a young 
man in South Carolina. 

The Tariff of 1828 had a much different effect on the people of South Caro

lina. Throughout the 1820s, an economic depression, increasingly higher tariff du

ties, and agitation of the slavery issue caused many, including the nationalists led by 

Calhoun, to question their feelings about a strong central government. Leaders such 

as William Smith, Robert Hayne, and Thomas Cooper began to push for state's rights. 28 

The passage of the "Tariff of Abominations" on 24 May 1828 represented the last 

straw for Calhoun and his conservative followers. Opposition to this tariff reached a 

more fervid pitch in South Carolina than in any other southern state. Radicals such 

as Robert]. Turnbull and Robert Barnwell Rhett joined forces with conservatives led 

by Calhoun and denounced the tariff, threatened disunion, and issued an official 
doctrine of nullification.29 

Benjamin Porter departed for Alabama in late 1829 in the midst of this atmo

sphere of great political change and excitement. Porter was born in Charleston, South 
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Carolina in 1808.30 During his young life in South Carolina, he became acquainted with 

various members of Charleston's legal profession, such as Robert Hayne and William 

Crafts. 31 Porter became involved in legal studies and passed the Bar in 1826. Shortly 

thereafter, he moved to Chester, South Carolina, where he set up a law practice. Less 

than a year later, he pulled up stakes again and headed to Claiborne, Alabama.32 

Unlike Dellet, Porter experienced a period in South Carolina history domi

nated by economic decline and continued conflict with the federal government. In 

much the same manner that Dellet had been exposed to South Carolina's Federalist 

tradition, Porter, growing up in a later period, was introduced to the state's rights 

and nullification movement. Perhaps foremost in Porter's ties to the movement was 

his relationship with Lowcountry radical, Robert Y Hayne. As a young man growing 

up in Charleston, Porter had met Hayne and listened to him speak.33 Years later, 

Porter stated that it was an honor to have been born in the same city as Hayne and 

recalled with fondness "his mild captivating eloquence." Porter referred to Hayne as 

a "representative of the honor, the faith, the warm blood, and virtuous chivalry of 

Carolina."34 Indeed, Porter respected and admired Robert Hayne and adopted many 

of his ideas on state's rights. 

Porter was also profoundly influenced by the great South Carolina statesman, 

John C. Calhoun. In 1850, Calhoun died, and Porter composed a memoir to the 

famous Carolinian. Porter praised Calhoun in a fashion very similar to his state

men ts about Hayne. He acknowledged that "Mr. Calhoun had a hold on the affec

tions of the people of South Carolina, unequaled in the history of public men." He 

went on to explain that the popularity of the most famous of South Carolina's states

men could be attributed to "his stainless honor and incorruptible good faith. "35 

Whatever the reason for Calhoun's powerful influence over the people of South 

Carolina, it is undeniable that he was wildly popular among most inhabitants of the 

state. He united the majority of South Carolinians behind his issues and was partly 

responsible for the independent course of South Carolina politics during this era.36 

Porter was a Calhounite upon leaving South Carolina and remained faithful 

to his political hero throughout his life. He supported Calhoun in his unsuccessful 

quests for the presidency, and, in a speech regarding Calhoun's death in 1850, he 

declared that "he had never seen a time, so great was his trust in the wisdom and 

justice of that great and good man, when the rights of the states, the constitution, 

and the Union would not have been safe under his administration of the highest office 

of the nation. "37 In 1843, Calhoun made an unsuccessful bid for the nomination for 

president. Porter wrote the famous South Carolina statesman pledging the support 

of Alabama and requesting that Calhoun visit the state. Porter wrote, "a number of 
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your old states rights friends, with whose sentiments I am familiar, are uniting in 

Alabama, to give a proper direction to political events."38 Porter's admiration for 

and connections with great South Carolina nullification figures such as Hayne and 

Calhoun were fostered during his early years in the Palmetto State. They remained 

in.grained in his political psyche long after removing to Alabama and manifested 

themselves in his political actions in this frontier area. 

When Porter arrived in Alabama, he had embraced a much different political 

ideology than had Dellet, although both could trace the roots of their political be

liefs back to South Carolina. As the flames of the nullification controversy grew higher 

and began to spread to Alabama, both men were prepared to handle the controversy 

in two contrasting manners. 

In South Carolina, the crisis came close to erupting into civil war as nullifiers 

and unionists, caught up in the frenzy of the times, formed volunteer armies.39Jack

son further enraged South Carolina nullifiers by having the Force Bill passed in 

order to make South Carolinians obey the tariff laws and pay their duties. The bill, in 

effect, confirmed the superiority of the federal government and outlawed nullifica

tion. Before the issue came to a head, Congress passed the "Compromise of 1833" as 

a concession to the South. This tariff lowered duties on many items and placated 

most nullifiers in South Carolina. The nullifiers eventually gave in and began to pay 

the new taxes, but in one final act of defiance, the state symbolically nullified the 

Force Bill, reiterating their belief in the sovereignty of the states. 40 

During this period, from roughly 1830 to 1833, both James Dellet and Ben

jamin Porter were in Alabama, and both served in the legislature. Nullification gen

erated debates and great excitement in the state. Dellet and Porter used the oppor

tunity to voice their opinions and demonstrated the contrasting political lessons 

they had learned in South Carolina. Both men had strong feelings about nullifica

tion, and at no other time is their a better example of their roles in transporting 

South Carolina politics to Alabama. 

Until 1832, most people in Alabama opposed South Carolina's nullification 

policy. The majority despised the tariff but did not feel it was an issue worth dissolv

ing the Union. There was, however, a small faction of state's rights supporters in 

Alabama, and the movement was gaining strength.41 The year 1832 brought about 

many changes in Alabama's views on state's rights and helped to draw many converts 

to the tiny state's rights faction. The issue that brought about these changes was the 

Creek Removal controversy. The trouble emerged when President Andrew Jackson 

sent federal troops into the former Creek Indian lands to rid the area of illegal 

squatters. Violence erupted, and people all over Alabama grew outraged. Many felt 
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that the state of Alabama had control over the Creek lands and all other territories 

within her boundaries and that the federal government had no business interfering 

in Alabama's internal affairs. The controversy tarnished Jackson's image in the state 

and caused many people to leap onto the state's rights bandwagon. 

Throughout the nullification crisis and the Creek controversy, Dellet stood 

strongly opposed to nullification. The doctrine represented the exact antithesis of 

all of Dellet's beliefs in Federalism and a strong central government. In an 1833 

letter, Dellet wrote, "I believe So. Carolina wrong in her political opinions which 

have for the past several months well nigh shaken to pieces the best government any 

portion of the human family ever enjoyed. "42As unjust and oppressive Dellet felt the 

"Tariff of Abominations" was, he still asserted that tariff acts "having become laws of 

the land under the forces prescribed by the constitution were while in force constitu

tional and so is the modifying act of July 1832." He went on to say that when South 

Carolina nullified the tariff, "the President acted correctly in asking Congress for 

the necessary means to enable him to compel an observance of the law." Although 

Dellet supported some of Jackson's actions, he continued to oppose "Old Hickory." 

He refused to be dragged down with the rabble of Jacksonian democracy and re

tained his allegiance to John Quincy Adams. 

Dellet's thoughts on nullification were closely linked to his South Carolina 

Federalist friend,James L. Petigru. Throughout the nullification campaign in South 

Carolina, Petigru was an ardent unionist and clung tightly to his "anachronistic brand 

of high Federalism" and refused to be caught up in the excitement of the times.43 In 

a letter to Dellet in 1833, in the midst of the nullification frenzy, Petigru noted the 

similarities the two men shared in regards to the crisis in South Carolina. Petigru 

wrote, "I cannot contemplate the destruction of the Union and breaking up of the 

confederacy, without horror-and when I see the credulity with which the people 

listen to anything which flatters their vanity, or their passions, and the ease with 

which they are deluded by shallow sophisms, I am almost driven to a criminal de

spair of free institutions." Petigru added that everything was in such a turmoil that 

he and other unionists "might have to join you in Alabama before all this confusion 

is ended." The letter demonstrates Petigru's acceptance of the federal role in the 

controversy, calling the president's actions in enforcing the law a "most necessary 

and moderate measure." The letter is also a demonstration of Petigru's distrust of 

the common people, who he saw as being too easily tricked by the passionate ora

tions of the nullifiers.44 

Dellet agreed with Petigru and continued to support the federal government 

throughout the crisis. In 1831, Dellet's last year in the legislature, a resolution came 
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before the House, recommending General Jackson for reelection and supporting 

his role in the nullification controversy. Representative Moseley Baker attempted to 

tack on an amendment to the resolution which read "that this General Assembly 

does not recognize the doctrine of Nullification ifit means a dissolution of the Union, 

but it does fully recognize the doctrines of Jefferson, as contained in the Virginia 

and Kentucky Resolutions of 1798 and 1799."45 The Virginia and Kentucky Resolu

tions to which Baker referred were documents penned by James Madison and Tho

mas Jefferson that "limited the federal government to powers delegated by the con

tracting states." The Kentucky resolutions even contained the word "nullification," 

and both provided the basis for South Carolina's opposition to the federal govern

ment.46 Characteristically, Dellet voted nay on Baker's amendment, refusing to give 

any form of approbation to state's rights or nullification.47 

Even with Dellet's beliefs in a strong central government, his Federalist back

ground, and his opposition to nullification, it must not be assumed that he had 

turned his back on his former home forever. In 1833, Dellet was nominated as a 

candidate for Congress. In a letter to a friend, he stated that he had absolutely no 

desire to run for office. His main point of concern was the position in which he 

would be placed in regards to the nullification controversy and South Carolina. He 

explained that he loved and respected South Carolina and looked on his former 

home with great fondness. In consequence, he continued, "I did not wish to place 

myself in a situation where perhaps as a representative of the national legislature 

patriotism and duty might require the passage oflaws and the adoption of measures 

which would necessarily be at the sacrifice of all these kind recollections. "48 His re

luctance to run due to his fear of having to act against South Carolina illustrates the 

strong attachments he had with his former home and the extent to which these 

attachments influenced his political actions in Alabama. 

Benjamin Porter's feelings on nullification and state's rights provide a striking 

contrast to the thoughts and actions of James Dellet. Porter referred to the strong 

influence South Carolina had on his political makeup, stating that "it has been the 

highest reach of my ambition, whenever fortune has given me the power to indicate 

a course of conduct for my adopted state, to endeavor to inscribe upon her institu

tions, the institutions of South Carolina." Porter recalled that "when the controversy 

between South Carolina and the general government began to excite attention ... A 

large number of the population of Monroe belonged to what might be better desig

nated the States Rights party." Porter included himself in this group and stated that 

"the masses were for states rights, and sympathy for South Carolina, and against the 

Old Federalists." Clearly, Porter was part of a new breed of politician from South 
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Carolina, much different from James Dellet. Porter considered himself to be part of 

a faction of South Carolina migrants in Alabama who strove to protect the honor 

and ideas of the Palmetto State. He stated that, 'The sons of South Carolina were, all 

ofus, in Alabama, on the side of this state." He declared, "Our first, our last emotion 

was to return and strike for the state: our highest resolve was to come back and array 

ourselves against the side of military coercion. "49 Porter was not exaggerating the 

extent of this support. Many former South Carolinians, including] ames M. Calhoun, 

William Lowndes Yancey, and many others in Alabama, stood up in defense of their 

former home. 
In 1832, Porter held his first term in office in Alabama's House of Representa

tives. He was re-elected again in 1833, and, thus, had an opportunity to serve in 

Alabama's legislature during the nullification controversy. During this time, Porter 

issued resolutions that asserted, among other things, "that the general government 

had no right to resort to military force against a state-that the union would be 

dissolved by such a step, as it is a peaceful compact between several sovereigns to be 

united for specified purposes." Porter claimed that, upon these resolutions, "the 

battle was waged. "50 Porter's resolutions did not pass, but they "placed him among 

the foremost as a States Rights man. "51 Here, it must be noted that although Porter 

represented a rather radical state's rights activist in Alabama, he would have been 

considered a conservative nullifier in South Carolina. Porter stated that he did not 

support "every abstract doctrine" developed by South Carolina's political leaders.52 

Also, in his resolutions, Porter opposed federal military intervention mainly because 

he felt it would instigate war and break apart the Union, not because of the eco

nomic and constitutional issues involved. He seems to have shared the sentiments of 

many of Alabama's state's rights faction who backed South Carolina, but he did not 

believe that the issue should lead to disunion. Whatever the exact extent of Porter's 

devotion to nullification, it is undeniable that he supported South Carolina and was 

a proponent of state's rights ideology. 

During the nullification controversy, Dellet and Porter stood at opposite ends 

of the political spectrum regarding the controversy surrounding their former home. 

Both men could trace the roots of their political position on nullification to their 

former home state, even though their views were contradictory. During the nullifica

tion crisis both men lived in Claiborne, Alabama, and were law partners. Their friend

ship did not prevent political differences from boiling over in a violent manner. Porter 

explained that during the nullification excitement in Monroe County, a meeting was 

held in which all the "public men" of the area gathered to discuss this volatile sub

ject. During the meeting, Porter took a stand on the side of state's rights. Dellet, 
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however, "became so denunciatory of South Carolina" that Porter grew enraged and 

the law partners resorted to fisticuffs to vent their political frustrations. Dellet and 

Porter eventually forgave one another, and the subject was never mentioned again.53 

The violent outbreak helps to illustrate the intensity of political ideologies as well as 

the emotional ties that each man had to his beliefs. 

In later years, although Porter and Dellet began to absorb some of the politi

cal currents of their adopted state, they never abandoned their ties to the politics of 

South Carolina. As agitation of the slavery issue caused Alabama to move into line 

with South Carolina's ideas on state's rights, Dellet and Porter stood in the vanguard 

of this movement. Many of the differences of the two men began to vanish under the 

pressure of perceived northern political domination. The period from 1819 to 1833, 

however, represents the high point in their ties to their former home. At no other 

time did they become so emotionally involved in political events in South Carolina. 

They had absorbed much different political backgrounds in the Palmetto State, and 

these differences were clearly evident during these chaotic times. Their lives provide 

the historian with a personal link between the states of Alabama and South Carolina. 

The study of these men helps to prove that intense interactions did exist between 

the two states, and that the large numbers of South Carolina migrants were extremely 
influential in Alabama's politics. 
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I n 1928, an anonymous white South Carolinian shared his perception of the status 

of African Americans in his state with James W.Johnson of the NAACP. "Now Mr. 

Johnson," he wrote, "what I want to say is this, the Negro in South Carolina haven't 

got anymore chance than a rabbit. "1 This observer directed his comment toward the 

state's criminal justice system, but the sentiment he expressed conveyed a larger 

truth about life for African Americans in the South during the era of segregation. 

Blacks enjoyed very little opportunity to succeed in the South because the dominant 

white culture subscribed to an ideology of white supremacy which insisted that the 

tools necessary for success be permanently locked away from them. The broad commit

ment of white southerners to the ideology of white supremacy had profound conse

quences on southern society and culture. White supremacy stifled the efforts and lim

ited the achievements of African Americans who struggled under its oppression. 

In the spring of 1928 a grave injustice of South Carolina's judicial system cap

tured national attention, and the complexities of the case revealed how the dictates 

of white supremacy confounded justice and served as a tool for manipulation. On 4 

May 1928, South Carolina Governor John G. Richards suspended the remainder of 

Ben Bess' thirty year sentence for rape. Having already served thirteen years, Bess, 

an African American from Florence County, left South Carolina's state penitentiary 

a free man. The evidence that freed Bess reportedly came from the same source that 

had convicted him in 1915, the sworn statement of a white woman, Maude Collins. 

Several weeks prior to Bess' release, Governor Richards received a sworn affidavit 

from Collins, Bess' original accuser, in which she stated that Ben Bess, the man charged 

with "assaulting and ravishing me" was not guilty. Collins' statement read: "Realizing 

that I have not much longer to live, hereby desire, as nearly as possible to undo the 

great wrong I have done this Negro, the said Ben Bess, and I hereby declare that my 

testimony upon the trial of this case was untrue, and that Ben Bess should not be 

serving any sentence therefore." Accompanying this affidavit signed by Collins and 

witnessed by J. Rob Lawrence, probate judge of Florence County, was a petition from 

"reputable" Florence County citizens, a letter from D. Gordon Baker, an attorney 

associated with the rape prosecution, and an acknowledgment from 12th Circuit 

Solicitor L. M. Gasque that Collins' statement justified clemency.2 
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Collins' admission and word of Bess' release from prison quickly circulated across 

the state and national wire services. The New York Timesin addition to other newspapers 

throughout the United States, Canada, and the UK carried the story.3 News of Ben 

Bess' release and false imprisonment unleashed an outburst of indignation and sympa

thy. Governor Richards reported receiving hundreds ofletters from across South Caro

lina and the nation.4 Letters to the editor of The State regularly ' commented on the 

injustice. A. K Smoke of St. Matthews wrote: "No doubt our entire citizenship deeply 

regret this miserable affair, which unfortunately all of our piety and sorrow cannot 

cancel."5 0ther South Carolinians spoke of the betrayal and regretted Bess' loss of thir

teen years of his life in prison. The overwhelming and sympathetic public reaction 

encouraged Governor Richards to follow up his May 4 suspended sentence of Bess with 

a complete and unconditional pardon a week later on May 12.6 

Pleas for restitution surfaced as immediately as outrage and pity had. William 

Gonzales, editor of The State argued that South Carolina had benefitted from Bess' 

slave labor during his thirteen year confinement and now the state had a moral 

obligation to compensate him. Readers of The State readily agreed and commended 

Gonzales for his demands for redress. An Anderson woman suggested that the state 

provide Bess with a house, land, farming implements, and a mule. A South Carolina 

physician, E. A. Odom, supported this recommendation and added that he thought 

the property should remain tax exempt for the remainder of Bess' life.7 These white 

South Carolinians suggested and even embellished upon the "forty acres and a mule" 

remedy proposed and deemed preposterous during Reconstruction. Apparently rec

ognizing and relating to the injustice of an individual was easier than acknowledging 

the cries of broad injustice from all African Americans. 

Governor Richards appeared amenable to the argument for restitution and 

asked Attorney General John Daniel for an opinion on the state's ability to grant 

compensation for false imprisonment. Attorney General Daniel immediately issued 

an opinion denying the governor any authority to use state contingency funds for 

restitution since no statue or court decision permitted such use, but Richards just as 

quickly declared his intention to ask the legislature for special funds. 8 Since the Gen

eral Assembly would not reconvene until January 1929, private efforts to raise money 

for Bess commenced immediately. Gonzales characterized this action as "evidence 

of good faith and justness of white South Carolinians." The State and the Florence 

Marning News Review acted as custodians of these private funds. Each day The State 

carried a column on the front page reporting the progress of the Ben Bess Fund and 

recording donors' names and the quantity of their gifts. Within a few weeks over six 

hundred dollars had been donated on Bess' behalf.9 
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Not only did Ben Bess' fellow South Carolinians identify with the human injus

tice of his unfortunate plight, they readily understood that race was an important fac

tor in the story. A Columbia resident lamented the disgrace Bess' case brought to South 

Carolina. "If [Bess] had been white," this lifelong white southerner remarked, "I doubt 

whether he would have been convicted, because the evidence must have been weak. "10 

The doubts expressed by this white southerner were shared by many others, including 

the NAACP, whose national leadership used the Bess case to support its assertion that 

Ben Bess' tragedywasnotan anomaly in one southern state's judicial system but rather 

a common occurrence for African Americans throughout the South. 

The concern white South Carolinians expressed for Ben Bess, an African 

American, might seem contrary to white supremacy rhetoric or perhaps even sug

gests a brief departure from the dogma's dominance, but instead this initial reaction 

and the myriad of events that followed demonstrated the tenacity of white su

premacy-both to inflict harm on its intended victims, African Americans, and to 

complicate the responses of its white adherents. In the context of the early-twentieth 

century, white supremacy was an ideology or set of beliefs about whites' inherent 

superiority to blacks. Whites conceived of themselves as a race intellectually and 

culturally superior to the black race. Moreover, whites believed that African Ameri

cans' inferiority was genetic, thus permanent. White supremacy also meant that in a 

biracial society like the American South whites, as the superior race, believed they 

should necessarily control all aspects of society-politics, law, economy, education, 

religion, etc. White southerners of all classes proudly assembled under the banner 

of white supremacy. This shared allegiance, however, did not create a homogeneous 

white culture. White southerners not only distinguished themselves from African 

Americans in the region, but distinctive class, economic, and political interests pre

vailed among whites. The shared allegiance of white southerners to the ideology of 

white supremacy created an illusion of unity among whites. Moreover, broad adher

ence among whites to white supremacy ideology masked the reality of serious dis

putes among whites over the details of white supremacy. In the public arena, most 

politicians preferred to keep the concept ill-defined and rely on its breath of conno

tation.11 Thus white supremacy ideology served the needs of competing class and 

economic interests among whites because each interest group perceived its own in

terests as furthered by upholding white supremacy. Various class and interest groups 

could emphasize different tenets of the ideology to meet their needs and further 

their agenda. The call for white supremacy resonated with all white southerners 

even though precise interpretations of the ideology often differed widely. Thus middle 

class white southerners like Gonzales could cling to white supremacy and without 
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any inconsistency boldly denounce injustice against a black man like Bess because 

the essence of white supremacy for Gonzales and other middle class white southerners 

meant maintaining political control. Thus in defense of white supremacy they pas

sionately criticized gross racial injustices, fearing such practices jeopardized white 

control. Less affluent and less educated whites often embraced white supremacy for 

the status it accorded them. Some whites believed white supremacy was maintained 

most effectively with laws while others preferred demonstrating their commitment 

to enforcing and extending white dominance with violence. Broad adherence to the 

concept of white supremacy among white southern voters of competing class, eco

nomic, and political differences insured a political culture of constant manipulation 

of the disfranchised and voters alike, as the Ben Bess incident demonstrates. 12 

Along with heartfelt sympathy for Bess, observers of this unfolding tragedy wanted 

more information about the circumstances surrounding Bess' 1915 conviction, which 

were a blend of the typical and the unusual. Arrested for raping Maude Collins in July 

1914 on a warrant sworn out by her husband, Frank Collins, Bess narrowly averted a 

lynching, reports asserted, as a sheriffs deputy held the mob at pistol point while an

other officer took Bess away. Bess and Frank Collins both worked for Java Lumber 

Company in Florence County. Maude Collins worked at a boarding house for the saw 

mill employees. Bess acknowledged that he and his wife, Sallie, were "friendly with the 

white people" and furnished vegetables for the boarding house. Prior to his arrest, Bess 

was known to have visited the boarding house where the alleged rape occurred. Bess' 

trial for rape commenced in March 1915, eight months after the arrest. The twelve 

white male jurors who heard the testimony of a white woman allegedly raped by a black 

man failed to reach a consensus verdict. So Judge George E. Prince declared a mistrial 

and released Bess on a $1000 bond, a rather unorthodox practice.13 J. Furman Hill, a 

juror in the 1915 mistrial, later reflected publicly on the incident, proclaiming that 

Bess went to prison ''.just because he was a Negro." When the Bess case received public 

attention in May 1928, Hill reported that he and another juror, S. R. Phillips, were 

responsible for the mistrial since they had insisted on an acquittal for Bess because of 
insufficient evidence.14 

Apparently the mistrial and the judge's willingness to release Bess on bond 

stemmed from grave doubts about the truth of Collins' accusation of rape. Rumors 

circulated widely that Collins and Bess had been involved in a long term sexual rela

tionship. Jurors and attorneys involved in the case stated for the record that many 

doubted whether the "unlawful intercourse complained of was committed by force 

or with the consent of [Collins].15 In addition to community whispers of Collins' 

sexual liaison with Bess, numerous sources portrayed Collins as a woman with a dis-
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honest reputation and below average intelligence. Gonzales referred to her as an 

"ignorant, poverty-stricken woman of the lowest stratum." A New York World corre

spondent characterized Collins and her husband as white people of "very low char

acter, ignorant, illiterate and without principle.16 

Three months following the mistrial, Bess' second trial commenced in June 1915. 
Held before a different solicitor, judge, and jury, this trial resulted in a different ver

dict-guilty. Yet the jury that found Bess guilty of rape made a recommendation for 

mercy. Rather than death,Judge R W. Messinger sentenced Bess to thirty years of hard 

labor in the state penitentiary. Although this jury reached a consensus, its departure 

from the normal sentence of death suggests a measure of doubt about the merits of the 

allegations. In fact the defense attorney, W. F. Clayton, wrote a note to the then gover

nor, Richard Manning, arguing that no attorney in the courtroom believed that Bess 

was guilty. Moreover, Clayton reported to Manning that a juror confided to him that he 

thought the sex had been voluntary, but the juror also reasoned that the "black scoun

drel should serve time for having relations with a white woman.17 

The 1915 trials of Ben Bess illustrate the power of white supremacy for ma

nipulation. In 1915 Maude Collins invoked a broadly shared dictate of white su

premacy that the word of a white woman served as sufficient evidence to convict a 

black man accused of rape. In the face of apparent grave doubt among Collins' 

peers and "social betters" about the guilt of Bess, white jurors were still hesitant to 

undermine the privilege Collins' race accorded her suspect testimony. 

Throughout Bess' imprisonment he always steadfastly maintained his inno

cence and pled repeatedly for mercy from each governor during his confinement. 

"Governor, your honor, your dear honor, dear sir," Bess beseeched, "I humbly beg 

you to help me, as I have no other help but you and the Lord Jesus Christ, for all 

power lies in your hand."18 Bess' frequent communications to the governors, how

ever, never captured their attention. While Bess voiced his innocence from prison, 

his wife, Sallie, worked for years to secure a retraction from Maude Collins that would 

free her husband. Sallie's efforts proved fruitless each time because Collins report

edly demanded six to eight hundred dollars to comply with Sallie's wishes. 19 

Neither Ben nor his wife Sallie had effected any change until 1928 when Sallie 

enlisted the help of a white Florence merchant, John R Timmons. Having known 

Ben Bess as a customer in his store for sixteen years before his imprisonment, 

Timmons viewed Bess as an "honest and upright Negro." With Sallie's encourage

ment, Erin Parker, Maude's son from a previous marriage, approached Timmons, 

reporting that his mother, now widowed and growing old, was willing to help get Ben 

Bess out of prison. Additionally Parker commented to Timmons on his mother's 
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failing health and the expenses associated with medical care. Parker intimated that 

his mother needed seventy-five dollars. Acting as a liaison, Timmons reported to 

Sallie what appeared to be Collins' terms for setting the record straight on the 1915 
rape conviction. After approaching Bess with the information, Sallie indicated to 

Timmons that fifty dollars was all they could pay. Timmons relayed this information 

to Parker who accepted after consulting with Collins.20 

Timmons had D. Gordon Baker, the attorney who had helped prosecute the 

first rape trial that resulted in a mistrial, prepare the affidavit for Collins to sign. 

Collins, Parker, and Timmons took the affidavit to J. Rob Lawrence, Florence County 

Probate Judge, who witnessed Collins' signing. Judge Lawrence also issued a receipt 

to Timmons for the fifty dollars paid to Collins. Timmons attached Collins' signed 

affidavit to a petition asking for Bess' release from prison.21 Baker penned a cover 

letter to Governor Richards justifying his reasoning for supporting a request for 

clemency. When one considers that the rape allegations of a white woman resulted 

in a mistrial and the presiding judge released the black man accused on a small bail, 

"it occurs to me," Baker asserts, that this "is the best evidence of the innocence of the 

said defendant.22 This information resulted in the May 4 release of Bess and the 

ensuing public outcry that encouraged Richards to then issue an unconditional par

don a week later. 

As the public absorbed the shock of Bess' false imprisonment, a shifting inter

pretation emerged about who in this case was most victimized. Many continued to 

point to Bess as the obvious victim and argued that justice demanded an extraordi

nary remedy for him. Others, however, argued that South Carolina had become the 

victim. The state, they reasoned, had been victimized by the harsh criticism leveled 

at its judicial system from people within and outside the state. While the Bess case 

had been before the public and regularly discussed in the press, a persistent subtext 

began to emerge about defending and rehabilitating South Carolina's reputation. 

In private correspondence,John DeSaussure Gilland, a Florence attorney, told Gov

ernor Richards of the need to "vindicate the law and resurrect the State of South 

Carolina and her courts of justice from the depths of humiliation, degradation, dis

grace and shame."23 Florence residents were particularly sensitive to the criticisms. 

What emerged in the next few months of 1928 was a struggle among white South 

Carolinians about how best to defend South Carolina and to restore her honor. Each 

side used white supremacy to justify its course of defense. 

As more information emerged the public's desire for justice for Bess turned to 

cries of revenge against Collins. In an effort to rehabilitate South Carolina's reputa

tion, Governor Richards responded to public pressure on 30 May 1928 and ordered 
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L. M. Gasque, the solicitor for Florence County, to conduct a full investigation into 

the case with the intention of indicting Collins for perjury.24 Solicitor Gasque, who 

was feeling a different pressure in Florence County, took advantage of the opportu

nity the governor's investigation opened and sought to salvage South Carolina's repu

tation differently. Three weeks following Richards' demand for an investigation, a 

Florence County grand jury, under Solicitor Gasque's direction, issued a decision 

that compounded and complicated the Ben Bess travesty. The grand jury investiga

tion into perjury allegations against Collins took a strange twist by exonerating Collins 

of perjury and determining that Bess was actually guilty of the original rape charge, 

although such a determination was beyond the grand jury's authority. On June 21 
Bess was back in prison. He returned voluntarily after the governor expressed fear 

for his safety from potential violence in Florence County. The evidence submitted to 

the grand jury consisted primarily of affidavits procured by L. C. Johnson, a state detec

tive from the governor's office. DuringJohnson's investigation, Maude Collins denied 

that she ever signed any paper. When confronted with the document bearing her sig

nature witnessed by a judge, Collins was forced to admit she had signed it but then 

asserted that she had been tricked into signing this document. Collins alleged that she 

intended to sign a document forgiving Bess, not absolving him of the crime or releas

ing him from prison. The grand jury accepted the accuracy of Collins' latest and rather 

dubious sworn affidavit and concluded: 'We therefore feel that a great fraud has been 

perpetrated upon the state through the governor, and in view of the publicity given this 

case, not only in this state but in the nation at large, and that the good name of Flo

rence county has been questioned as to her justice in criminal cases."25 

M. C. Brunson, editor of the Florence Morning News Review, summarized the 

growing absurdity of the case and alluded to the credence the grand jury appeared 

to give this woman's sworn statements. "Bess was guilty of an unspeakable crime, a 

jury said, until an affidavit purported to come from his accuser, made him a martyr 

to SC justice. Now he is a criminal and again a prisioner because a counter affidavit 

made by the same person."26 Collins seemed simply to be protecting herself once she 

discovered the intensity of outrage against her and realized the possibility of a per

jury prosecution. National officers of the NAACP referred to the follow-up investiga

tion as the "power of southern intolerance and political chicanery."27 Not only did 

the aberrant conclusion of the grand jury investigation suggest corruption but so 

did the focus of the inquiry. At the governor's request, Gasque convened the grand 

jury to seek an indictment against Collins for perjury. Yet the prosecutor presented 

evidence that centered heavily on denials made by Maude Collins and her family. 

Moreover, Gasque ignored the strongest evidence to gain the perjury indictment by 
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failing to interview Timmons, the merchant who secured the affidavit from Collins 

and whose honorable reputation was never challenged by anyone. In fact, Gordon 

Baker referred to Timmons as a "substantial citizen of our town.28 

With the sudden turn of events introduced by the grand jury investigation 

Governor Richards and Solicitor Gasque exchanged public accusations about which 

man was most responsible for the adverse national attention South Carolina was 

receiving. Solicitor Gasque attempted to distance himself from the pardon by insist

ing that he had not recommended the pardon that Richards issued only a week after 

the suspended sentence. In fact, Gasque insisted that he thought before granting 

the full pardon a thorough investigation should have followed the suspension of 

sentence. Richards countered Gasque's denial by publishing a copy of the letter 

Gasque sent him stating that the evidence "compels me to recommend immediate 

pardon." Gasque defended himself by recasting the emphasis and the context of his 

communication. 29 Increasingly more white South Carolinians came to believe the 

blight from the Ben Bess case was not on Maude Collins or even Florence County 

but on the justice system of the entire state. 

When Bess returned to prison because of a statement made by Collins defend

ing herself in a perjury investigation, the NAACP took notice and intervened on 

Bess' behalf. Assisting Bess for the first time, the NAACP secured N. J. Frederick, a 

prominent black attorney from Columbia, South Carolina, as Bess' legal counsel. 

N. J. Frederick informed NAACP leaders in New York that he also needed to hire 

A. L. King, a white attorney from Florence County, to assist him in the courtroom 

since Maude Collins, a white woman, would have to be subjected to intense grilling 

on cross examination. Racial etiquette in the South would never have allowed a black 

lawyer to interrogate a white female witness, especially on the sensitive issue of sexual 

assault. Frederick and King filed a petition for writ of habeas corpus to get Bess out of 

the state penitentiary where, Frederick argued, he was being held without cause and 

was forbidden to confer with counsel. Technically Bess was in the state prison volun

tarily for his own safety. 30 In response to this legal accusation of no cause, Governor 

Richards provided a cause. On 17 July Richards revoked Bess' pardon issued just two 

months prior. Richards stated that he believed the affidavit and supporting docu

mentation on which he based Bess' pardon were "false and fraudulent," thus the 

pardon was obtained by fraud and therefore ineffective.31 Richards' unprecedented 

move of revoking an unconditional pardon simply heightened the scrutiny South 

Carolina was already receiving. Privately Frederick reported that many white attor

neys offered him their support, intimating their belief that the governor had over

stepped his power and "otherwise acted the ass. "32 
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The legal arena for the Bess saga moved from Florence County to Richland 

County where Judge W. H. Townsend of the Fifth Judicial Circuit heard Bess' writ of 

habeas corpus. Concluding that the legal issues hinged on a question of whether Collins' 

affidavit, from which Governor Richards based his pardon, had been obtained by 

fraud,Judge Townsend asked that a master in equity investigate that question for the 

court. The master in equity, J. C. Townsend, much to the surprise and delight of 

Bess' attorneys, concluded that Collins' affidavit had not been obtained by fraud. 

Heartened by this response the NAACP quickly publicized the master in equity's 

findings. Officials for the organization highlighted that a white official of the court 

ac_knowledged publicly what seemed obvious to everyone else-that Collins' retrac

tion represented nothing more than self-defense in the face of potential perjury 

prosecution. The master in equity declared: "I further find that the said affidavit was 

obtained and was signed of [Collins'] own free will and accord without coercion on 

the part of anyone ... and that her afterwards explanation and limitations of the 

same that it was given only to forgive the accused was made after intelligence was 

brought to her attention that probably she would be prosecuted for perjury."33 The 

master in equity's findings, however, did not secure Bess' freedom. Judge Townsend, 

who had requested the report, agreed with the master in equity that the threat of 

perjury made Collins' second affidavit less creditable than the first, but the judge 

concluded that the fifty dollars paid to Collins constituted a bribe and therefore 

fraud. Townsend nullified the master in equity's findings, decided that Collins' affida

vit had been obtained by fraud, and upheld Richard's revocation of Bess' pardon.34 

Frederick expressed frustration and disappointment at Judge Townsend's de

cision, branding it "the most outrageous decision that I have ever read." He was 

particularly incensed that Judge Townsend rejected the master in equity's findings 

and termed the fifty dollars exchanged between Bess and Collins a bribe, especially 

since Collins initiated all overtures concerning money.35 Discouraged but not de

feated, Bess' legal team appealed Townsend's ruling to the South Carolina Supreme 

Court. The issues on appeal no longer concerned the alleged rape or methods used 

to secure Collins' confession of perjury. Instead the questions focused on whether 

fraud could be raised in a habeas corpus proceeding and, most significantly, whether a 

governor had the authority to revoke an unconditional pardon. Bess remained in 

prison, awaiting the case's appearance before the supreme court and its decision. Be

cause the Bess case involved a constitutional issue the case was argued before the state 

supreme court en bane, meaning the five state supreme court justices were joined by the 

state circuit courtjustices. Finally on October 12, 1929, fifteen months after Bess re

turned to prison, the South Carolina Supreme Court issued a 10--7 decision reversing 
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Judge Townsend's decree and asserting that a governor could not revoke an uncon

ditional pardon.36 Bess finally obtained his freedom, and the NAACP help him relo

cate to Homestead, Pennsylvania. 37 

N. J. Frederick, Bess' attorney, referred to the case as "certainly one of pecu

liar angles ... [in which] much of human weakness and devilment are embraced 

therein."38 The Ben Bess saga revealed how white South Carolinians' commitment to 

white supremacy confounded justice and became a tool for manipulation. In 1915 

the dictates of white supremacy forced the conviction of Bess. Accounts of the trials 

indicate that most people doubted Bess' guilt, but ultimately the white community 

concluded that a white woman's accusations could not be ignored even though she 

lacked credibility. As the saga unfolded in 1928 with Collins' confession, South 

Carolina's white middle class expressed great outrage at the gross injustice. For the 

middle class white supremacy meant maintaining white control and racial segrega

tion while assuring critics that such a system would provide fair and reliable justice 

for blacks. Therefore, they were incensed that an illiterate woman like Collins could 

bring dishonor to the state's judicial system and undermine their paternalist com

mitment to prevent such flagrant injustices against blacks. Consequently, the zeal of 

the middle class to shore up white supremacy by demanding justice for Bess enraged 

those closest to the case-Florence County residents. The reality of Bess' innocence 

seemed at times obvious and apparent to almost everyone, but some, especially in 

Florence County, made a concerted effort to obscure the distasteful facts after they 

were openly confessed. Deeply offended by the criticism leveled against Florence 

county, the solicitor and grand jury simply employed white supremacy in the name 

of defending local and state honor by imbuing authority to an illiterate white woman's 

highly disputable testimony that in a similar situation, devoid of racial distinctions, 

could never have commanded the attention and credibility it received in this con

text. Ultimately the greatest injustice in the Ben Bess case stemmed from partici

pants' insistence that the facts related to Bess' innocence or guilt were never central 

to the question of justice. Instead judgments of fairness devolved into a political 

contestamongwhites over whose definition of white supremacy best served the needs 
of South Carolina. 
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A Battle for Their Rights: 
Race and Reaction in South Carolina, 1940-1945 

R. Phillip Stone, II 
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Just a year before America's entry into the Second World War, in the tranquil, 

seaside city of Georgetown, South Carolina, an event occurred that shattered both 

e community's peace and the life of one man. On a Sunday morning in December 

1940, as he was shopping for groceries, an African American man, George Thomas, 

found himself arrested and charged with raping a white woman. A mob tried to kill 

him, and only a concerted effort by police averted a lynching. After two police offic

ers managed to get Thomas out of danger, the mob turned its anger upon other 

African Americans in Georgetown. Two days of racial violence followed, forcing the 

governor to call out the National Guard to restore order. 1 

As this case suggests, South Carolina in the pre-World War II years was but a 

few steps removed from the racial radicalism of the late-nineteenth century. The 

years after the Civil War saw the state mired in poverty, and the Great Depression 

further exposed the weaknesses in its low-wage, heavily agricultural economy. While 

Palmetto State whites, particularly those in the Upcountry, had the option ofleaving 

the farm for work in textile mills, South Carolina's African Americans had limited 

opportunities. The 1930s saw some political figures come to power expressing con

cern for the plight of working class whites, but the state's leaders still paid virtually 

no attention to the concerns of blacks. 

However, even in this bleak situation, cracks began to appear in the walls that 

made blacks second-class citizens. During the 1930s, African Americans nationwide 

found new advocates for their concerns in Washington, D. C. Emboldened by the po

tential for changes, limited though they were, black southerners began to press for 

further advances. Leading whites sensed a new spirit of activism among African Ameri

cans. Not surprisingly, the Roosevelt administration's growing interest in improving 

the situation of African Americans drew a decidedly chilly response from white Carolin

ians. The economic improvements brought about by World War II gave new impetus to 

black demands for change and consequently heightened white sensitivities. Throughout the 

World War II era, this pattern of resistance and reaction brought the issue of race back into 

South Carolina politics with a vengeance.2 

Events in Georgetown in 1940 and 1941 demonstrate the nature of white reac

tion to any perceived challenge on the part of African Americans. In counties with 
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large black populations, of which Georgetown was one, the prospect ofracial change 

found a particularly hostile reception. Similarly, an influx of outsiders began to up

set that county's calm, slow-paced way oflife.3 With the opening of a new wood pulp 

mill during the 1930s, Georgetown began to grow. Between 1930 and 1940, the coastal 

county's population increased by 21 percent. At the same time, the state's popula

tion grew by only 9 percent. The pulp mill's opening brought more than a thousand 

new jobs to the port city, with a corresponding influx of several hundred white work

ers searching for jobs.4 By 1940, Georgetown was changing, with new industry and 

new residents, but the city managed to maintain relative racial calm. A series of ugly 

incidents, among them an alleged rape, an attempted lynching, and attacks on a 

number of black citizens, would soon occur to break that racial peace. 

The first of these events occurred at approximately 10:30 P.M. on December 

14, 1940, as a white woman was walking home from a Saturday night of shopping in 

downtown Georgetown. She told police that she had walked to within a block of her 

home with two other people, but that shortly after they parted, a man grabbed her 

and dragged her into a vacant lot. She first offered the man money and begged him 

to release her. He refused, and after a struggle, she escaped and ran. Just as the 

attacker caught her again, a car drove by, and her assailant ran. The driver of the car 

pursued the attacker briefly on foot, then returned to take the woman to a physician.5 

Word of the incident spread quickly, and the next morning a mob of 300 armed 

men converged on the county jail. Convinced that the sheriff had the alleged rapist 

in custody, the mob forced the officer to release all eleven black male prisoners to 

them. Seizing one, the men took him to the woman claiming she had been raped, 

but she did not recognize him. Rather than bring the other ten prisoners to the 

woman's house, the men took the woman to the jail. There, they paraded each of 

the remaining ten men before her in turn. Ten times, she indicated that the pris

oner had not attacked her. As she was unable to identify any of the prisoners as her 

assailant, one by one, the mob returned them to the sheriff.6 

Earlier on that Sunday morning, an African American man named George 

Thomas had stopped at a market to buy groceries. Unfortunately for Thomas, the 

store where he chose to shop was next door to the home of the alleged victim. Find

ing a crowd of men in the area around the store, he stopped to see what had hap

pened. His decision to satisfy his curiosity would prove to be a dreadful mistake. An 
older white man told Thomas that the crowd was looking for a rapist. As he stood 

with the other men, Thomas saw some police officers taking two black men into the 

house. A few moments later, he saw them leave. At that moment, the thirty-year-old 

Thomas found himself grabbed, handcuffed, and dragged into the victim's house. 
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Thomas later said that the woman gave no visible indication that he was or was not 

her attacker. After less than a minute, the policemen rushed him out into a waiting 

police car and drove away. They never informed Thomas of the charges against him. 7 

Those two policemen, a Georgetown sheriffs deputy and a state highway pa

trolman, decided that they had to get Thomas out of town before anyone discovered 

he was in custody. They quickly elected to take Thomas to the state penitentiary in 

Columbia to protect him from being lynched. Word leaked, however, that the police 

had a man under arrest. The policemen found themselves being pursued out of 

town by a band of armed men bent on exacting their own brand of justice. After a 

brief chase, the patrolman and deputy managed to elude their pursuers.8 Although 

the vigilantes failed to get their man, the incident did not end there. With the object 

of the mob's anger out of their grasp, the men turned their attention to other Afri

can Americans in Georgetown. That Sunday afternoon, the threat of white reprisals 

led the sheriff to ask the governor for the state's assistance in maintaining order. 

Consequently, Governor Burnet R. Maybank called a local National Guard field ar

tillery unit to active duty. For an entire day, the guardsmen, five officers and thirty 

men from the Georgetown area, patrolled the jail grounds.9 

On Monday, the simmering racial tensions boiled over in several attacks on 

individuals in the black community. White gangs attacked black shoppers on the 

city's streets, forcing them to retreat to their homes. Drug stores in the town sent 

their black delivery boys home with the warning that it was not safe for them to be on 

the streets. Soon, no African American dared leave home. Members of the commu

nity, both black and white, began to stock up on shotgun shells. Trying to stop a bad 

situation from worsening, Georgetown Mayor H. L. Smith ordered storekeepers to 

cease selling ammunition within the city limits. Calls by Georgetown's women for an 

end to the violence went unheeded, as did pleas from community leaders. As a re

sult, the governor once again ordered out the National Guard, this time sending it 

to patrol the city's streets. The mayor announced that any citizen, black or white, 

who created the slightest disturbance was subject to arrest. 10 With the Guard's assis

tance, Georgetown's police managed to restore order. 

As tensions eased, the city's leadership sought to understand the underlying 

causes of the sudden outburst of racial violence. Their community, they claimed, 

had experienced relative peace for over forty years. Just as whites across South Caro

lina were feeling the impact of federal power, the awakening of racial resistance, and 

the changing national economy, so were the people of Georgetown. The influx of 

unknown newcomers had disrupted the prevailing social climate of the county. Their 

reputations for peacefulness, unlike long-standing members of the community, were 
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open to question. Finally, this alleged attack was but one in a series of reported rapes 

in the community in a short period of time. This latest accusation of rape was the 

catalyst that brought deeper concerns of race and economic change to the surface.11 

The tense climate in Georgetown made the community's black leadership 

uneasy as well. The town's African American ministers hesitated at first to involve 

themselves in George Thomas's case, fearing the repercussions of defending what 

most of them believed to be a lost cause. After one of the state's leading black news

papers criticized the ministers for failing to support Thomas, the local chapter of the 

National Association for the Advancement of Colored People became involved. Fear

ing Thomas would be railroaded, the chapter president wrote to Thurgood Marshall, . 

the NAACP's legal counsel in New York, for advice. Marshall was able to find an 

attorney, Joseph Murray, a black man from Columbia, to defend Thomas.12 

With the trial date approaching rapidly, Murray traveled to Georgetown to find a 

way to free his client. There, Murray found that the evidence against Thomas was both 

weak and circumstantial. More importantly, he saw firsthand the discontent present 

among whites in the community. Murray discovered that Thomas was the second black 

man in a month to find himself charged with rape. Several other attacks remained 

unsolved. Much of the trouble in Georgetown, Murray discovered, stemmed from pa

per mill workers who had moved to the area from Louisiana. A number of the women 

claiming to have been raped were newcomers to the area. Indeed, Murray discovered 

that Thomas's alleged victim was one of these newcomers.13 

The tense climate in Georgetown provided Murray with some of his legal am

munition. The sheriff advised Murray that feelings in the county were running strongly 

against Thomas. He warned the attorney that Thomas was in danger of being lynched 

when he returned for trial, and that Murray would be endangering himself if he 

appeared to defend Thomas. Concluding that Thomas could not receive a fair trial 

in Georgetown County, Murray began laying the groundwork for a motion to move 

the trial. 14 In addition, Murray made a discovery that allowed him to challenge the 

system of all-white juries in the state. 

In 1940, Murray found that a small number of African Americans in 

Georgetown could vote. The approximately one hundred blacks who were qualified 

voters were eligible for service on grand juries and trial juries. However, a quick 

investigation showed that the jury commission in Georgetown routinely struck the 

county's few black voters from the jury rolls. This situation, Murray realized, pro

vided him with grounds for a motion to quash the indictment. Raising this issue in 

Georgetown would give an appellate court a way to guarantee blacks a right to serve on 

juries. Such a ruling would be a mighty blow for equality in the judicial system. After 
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consulting with Thurgood Marshall and inquiring to see if help from the U. S. Jus

tice Department might be forthcoming, Murray began to make plans to argue this 

issue.15 

When Georgetown's session of court convened on January 27, 1941, the grand 

jury handed up an indictment charging George Thomas with rape. Murray moved 

to quash the indictment on the grounds that the grand jury was acting without legal 

authority, charging that the jury commissioners acted in a systematic manner to ex

clude African Americans from jury service. The circuit solicitor argued in rebuttal 

that under the law, only six blacks in the county were qualified for jury service. The 

jury commission, consisting of the county clerk of court, treasurer, and auditor, 

claimed that certain blacks were exempt from jury service because of their age or 

occupation. The clerk of court, in an affidavit, noted that whites with similar exemp

tions were also stricken from the rolls. After hearing the motions, the presidingjudge, 

J. Strom Thurmond of Edgefield County, denied Murray's motion to quash the in

dictment.16 Murray then fell back on his motion to move the trial to another county 

in the judicial circuit. Citing extensive pretrial discussion of the case and the fact 

that the defendant had nearly been lynched, the attorney argued that Thomas could 

not receive a fair trial in the county. The town had worked itself up into a frenzy on 

the day of the trial. National Guardsmen patrolled the courthouse grounds, streets 

near the courthouse were closed, and spectators had to undergo searches to gain 

admission to the courtroom. However, Judge Thurmond denied the motion for a 

change of venue, and the trial began.17 

The trial itself proceeded with little fanfare. The state put the highway patrol

man who arrested Thomas on the stand, where he testified that he had removed 

grass and sand spurs from Thomas's underwear on the way to Columbia. The trooper 

did not explain how a man could endure having sand spurs in his underwear for 

over twelve hours. Another witness testified that Thomas had been in the store on 

Front Street where the victim was working on Saturday night. Murray produced wit

nesses supporting Thomas's contention that he was at home the whole time. Still, in 

the minds of the jurors, Murray could do little to refute the state's testimony. No 

matter how circumstantial or questionable, the evidence was enough for the jury to 

return a verdict of guilty. On Thursday,January 30, three days after the trial began, 

Judge Thurmond, following the jury's recommendation that he not show mercy, 

sentenced George Thomas to death. 18 ThoughJoseph Murray appealed the judge's 

ruling on the motion to move the trial to the South Carolina Supreme Court, the 

high court did not order a new trial. Murray also argued for a new trial based on the 

illegal indictment brought by an all-white grand jury. Unfortunately for Thomas, 

The Proceedings of the Sou th Carolina Historical Association 1999 



34 

this move was unsuccessful. On February 20, 1942, George Thomas died in South 

Carolina's electric chair. 19 The sequence of events, from accusation to trial and ex

ecution took approximately fourteen months. 

Had this case come along a decade earlier, the state's black community might 

well have been too weakly organized to defend Thomas. The level of intimidation in 

counties like Georgetown, as Joseph Murray found out, was high. That members of 

the community would threaten a defendant and his attorney with death for chal

lenging a criminal accusation is an indication of that community's hostility to black 

assertiveness. The initial failure of the community's black leadership to come to 

Thomas's assistance is also indicative of their reluctance to endanger themselves by 

challenging the system. 

However, by the early 1940s, African Americans in the Palmetto State were be

coming active in numerous areas of the nascent civil rights movement, targeting dis

crimination in the criminal justice system, education, and voting. Two of these activists, 

John H. McCray and Osceola E. McKaine, fought from the pages of the state's leading 

African American newspaper, the Lighthouse and Infurmer. Many of these activists were 

members of the South Carolina Negro Citizens' Committee, an organization indepen

dent of, but allied with, the state NAACP. The principal arena for the group's actions 

was the United States District Court in South Carolina. While Columbia lawyer Harold 

C. Boulware served as the attorney of record for most of the committee's cases, the 

NAACP's Thurgood Marshall was its chief legal adviser. With the advice of these two 

men, South Carolina's black leaders sued for equalization of teacher pay, for access to 

the ballot, and eventually, for public school desegregation. 

The changes brought about by the Second World War provided South Carolina's 

and the nation's black leaders with an opportunity to become more active in the fight 

against legal segregation. By contributing to the war for freedom and democracy abroad, 

blacks laid a strong claim to those things at home. The "double V," standing for victory 

abroad and victory at home, became the slogan of the NAACP during the war. When 

the conference of South Carolina NAACP branches met in Charleston in 1942, the 

members heard an address by Boulware entitled 'The Ballot: The Strong Right Arm of 

a Free Man." Delegates also participated in a panel discussion with McKaine on 'The 

NAACP: A Vital Force in Total Defense.'"20 By their rhetoric, South Carolina's black 

leaders demonstrated their support for the war effort, but they also made clear their 

desire for a fair share of the fruits of victory when the war was over. 

White South Carolinians took note of the growing pressures from their black 

neighbors, and more than a few of them did not like what they saw. In some in

stances, whites resorted to violence to make the point that blacks should stay in their 
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place. Late in 1942, a sixty-five year old Spartanburg County man found that local 

whites could react strongly to his views on racial equality. Louis Nesbitt, an employee 

at Turner Wholesale in Greer, had, in the words of a deputy sheriff, "made some very 

bold talk in regard to the equality of the two races and also in regard to the war; 

making references that this was a white man's war and that they were not given their 

rights and should not be fighting."21 Nesbitt called for blacks to refuse to pay their 

poll taxes unless they were given the right to vote. For this action, as well as for his 

support of the NAACP's "Double-V" campaign, Nesbitt was kidnapped, taken into 

Greenville County, and beaten by a white gang. As a result of the attack, Governor 

Richard M. Jefferies directed the chief of the state constabulary to mount a discreet 

inquiry. An investigation appeared to show that some Spartanburg law enforcement 

officers had played a role in the attack. The sheriff of Spartanburg County was ap

parently at a Ku Klux Klan dinner that night, and those who attacked Nesbitt knew 

he would be unavailable. Nesbitt' s supervisor was angry over his employee's beating, 

and Greer's police chief told investigators that Nesbitt had been badly whipped with 

leather straps. A Spartanburg sheriff's deputy claimed, however, that the beating 

had not been that bad. The chief of the state police reported to the governor that 

racial tensions had been running high in Spartanburg and Greenville. Though he 

did not normally approve of such things, the chief thought this attack might do 

some good by quieting some of the more outspoken African Americans in the area. 

Ultimately, the governor made no public comment about the incident.22 

This episode demonstrated that white South Carolinians felt threatened by 

the growing boldness of blacks in the state, and that whites felt justified in using 

violence as a cure. By this time, both whites and African Americans recognized that 

racial attitudes in other parts of the country were changing. Whites feared that these 

changes would begin to affect the social structure in their part of the nation as well. 

The increasing attentiveness of northern leaders to the concerns of southern blacks 

especially bothered white southerners. Of all of them, the most ominous northern 

figure was Eleanor Roosevelt. 

The president's wife was a noted advocate of civil rights for African Americans. 

Perhaps her husband's closest unofficial adviser, Eleanor Roosevelt pressed both be

hind the scenes and in public to advance the cause of equality for blacks. Her greatest 

fear, she confided to a close friend, was that the war would end with no restructuring of 

race relations in the United States. Without changes in the South, she anticipated that 

the Second World War would end just like the first, with no positive changes.23 

Eleanor Roosevelt's continuing advocacy of minority rights, both political and 

economic, brought her criticism from much of the white South. In letters to their 
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governors, southerners took issue with the first lady and other "Yankee" proponents 

of racial change. In July 1942, one white southerner complained to Governor Rich

ard Jefferies that these cheap northern politicians were selling out "their own race in 

order to gain a few black votes. "24 Jefferies, for his part, agreed that the work of those 

"agitators" was far from beneficial to the South.25 Political realities in many northern 

states led National Democrats to try to gain more support among blacks, who did 

not face the same suffrage restrictions as southern blacks. The northern liberal dal

liance with black voters continued to anger and frustrate white southerners, who felt 

that national Democratic leaders took their support at election time for granted. 

The racial rift between white northern and southern Democrats continued to widen. 

In addition to their growing concerns with the words and actions of the First 

Lady and the Democratic party, South Carolinians complained about "boldness" 

among blacks. One army major, a white South Carolina native, found himself sitting 

in the day coach on a South Carolina train while African American soldiers slept in 

the Pullman car. "It hurt my pride very much to have to let Negroes have a berth 

while I sat up," he told the governor. More ominously, the major mentioned that 

more than a dozen white soldiers were in his coach who, had they known that blacks 

were sleeping in comfort while they sat, "would probably have resented it by force. "26 

The thought of African American soldiers receiving better treatment than white ser

vicemen rankled the officer and the governor, and no doubt would have outraged 

most white South Carolinians. Though he probablywished he could have taken some 

action to prevent further such instances,Jefferies lamented that he had little control 

over interstate transportation.27 Another correspondent, this time a Sumter man, 

wrote Governor Jefferies that whispering among blacks in 'Jook joints" [sic] was 

causing racial violence. He complained that patrons in these black clubs promoted 

attacks on white people, and that the state should close them immediately, before 

they got out of control and caused bloodshed.28 Many of the governor's correspon

dents saw the war as the cause of these unwanted changes. One writer from outside 

the state claimed that blacks were taking advantage of the war by pressing their de

mands in exchange for supporting the war effort. 29 

In South Carolina and throughout the country during the war, many black 

women who were domestic workers began to demand higher wages, shorter hours, 

and more respectful treatment from their employers. Wartime uncertainty among 

whites led many of them to see a conspiracy among their domestic workers. White 

women started to whisper to each other about a new organization that black women 

were joining called the "Eleanor Roosevelt Society." As they filtered throughout white 

circles, the stories about this club grew to mythic proportions. Some white women 
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complained that maids tried to sit with white families at dinner, wanted to enter 

homes through the front door, and refused to perform heavy labor. The black women 

in these societies had the goal, white women told each other, of seeing "a white 

woman in every kitchen by Christmas."30 

By September 1942, rumors among whites of a potentially powerful black or

ganization led the State Law Enforcement Division to launch an investigation of the 

Eleanor Clubs. The chief of the state constabulary, S. J. Pratt, began collecting infor

mation on these organizations from state constables. The reports provide a glimpse 

of both black labor activity and white anxiety. Many local constables reported no 

unusual activity among blacks, but a great deal of consternation among whites. Aiken's 

constable had heard rumblings in the black community. Officials in Greenville and 

Spartanburg reported many rumors but no real problems. Cheraw's constable was 

much more specific, reporting that the Eleanor Society in his town met at 8 o'clock 

on the evening of September 3 at 311 Church Street, where the members decided 

that cooks and nurses should demand six dollars a week in wages. Chester County's 

officers thought that blacks from Charlotte were stirring up the locals. Chester's 

constable reported that some ''.Jehover's Witnesses" [sic] or other New York organiz

ers had also been in the county, preaching social equality and selling literature. The 

investigator in Beaufort County found that while the blacks were acting normally, 

whites were in a state of agitation. They were frightened of these societies, fearing 

that they were popping up all over the state. Beaufort whites complained particu

larly about seeing racial issues discussed in the media. Their discomfort may have 

been heightened by the rapid growth of the county's African American population, 

which rose from just over 50 percent to nearly 65 percent in a decade.31 

The state's investigators could find no concrete evidence that these organiza

tions existed. Rumors formed the basis of much of what the officers relayed to Chief 

Pratt. This, however, did not make white South Carolinians rest any easier. In draw

ing some conclusions in his report to the governor, Chief Pratt suggested that the 

recent primary election campaign was responsible for some of the troubles. He did 

find that some blacks were trying to organize for higher wages, which was prompting 

uneasiness among whites. A federal investigation, undertaken at the request of Eleanor 

Roosevelt herself, concluded that the organizations did not exist. Investigators blamed 

the heightened demands of black workers on better opportunities that a more com

petitive wartime labor market provided. The labor shortage during the war had made 

it possible for individuals to demand higher wages. For her part, Roosevelt discour

aged black women from creating these groups, instead advising that domestics cre

ate a union to press their demands.32 
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While they were investigating the "Eleanor Roosevelt Societies," the state con

stables and county sheriffs were also checking to see if blacks were buying guns and 

ammunition. In many counties, particularly those with heavy black populations, law 

enforcement officers apparently reached understandings with white hardware store 

owners that no African American could buy ammunition. Other salesmen promised 

to report any black man who bought or attempted to buy shotgun shells. The pres

ence in the state of a large number of armed black men while so many white men 

were out of the state caused great concern in Columbia. In reaction, SLED's Chief 

Pratt advised the state's law enforcement officers to exercise caution in their deal

ings with African Americans. The chief did not want his officers mistreating blacks, 

for such action would give them even more reason to distrust the police.33 The con

cern of South Carolina's top peace officer might not have been a sign of black radi

calism, but it was evidence of their growing power. 

As white fears of mounting black boldness grew, so did the volume of the rheto

ric in the governor's mail bag. Calls for white resistance became more strident, and the 

opinion that African Americans were living a good life became more prevalent. When 

Olin D. Johnston became governor in January 1943, he took over leadership of an 

uneasy white population.Johnston, with his eyes on a senate seat, understood that he 

had to placate these voters. For their part, voters were free with advice. One correspon

dent proclaimed that "the Negros [sic] are getting along too good now in our state, 

right here in the navy yard he is getting the same pay as a white man." Such a situation, 

the man argued, "makes the negro [sic] think he is a big shot, and that he should be in 

the class with a white man."34Johnston quickly assured the man that "As long as I am 

governor, there will be no race mixing" in this state.35 

Echoing these sentiments, one white mother wrote Johnston to denounce the 

attitudes of African Americans in the state. She claimed to be writing as a mother "of 

two precious baby girls," and not as a political type, but she felt her farm upbringing meant 

that she knew "the Negro pretty well." In one of the more vituperative letters Johnston must 

have received, she called blacks treacherous criminals, comparing them to the Japanese that 

the Americans were then fighting. ''Yes, we have a few good ones, but now days, the bad ones 

outnumber the good." In what was perhaps a reference to the Red Shirts who overthrew 

Reconstruction in the state, she called on white men to be real men, like their forefathers.36 

Along these same lines, a Bishopville man reinterpreted the NAACP's ''Double-V' campaign, 

and in doing so, turned it on its ear. He wrote 

[W] e can't give up what our forefathers fought and died for nor 

can we afford to have our boys to go to Europe to bleed and die 

for democracy and then return to the good old USA and walk up 
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mpaign, 

to the polls with Negroes in the majority and be completely sur

rounded by them and dominated by their vote. 37 

39 

With more strident voices coming to the fore, and with his eye on higher of

fice, Governor Johnston spoke out against outside agitators trying to bring about 

social equality of the races. In a July 1943 address before the Home Guard,Johnston 

pledged to use those troops to expel any force causing a disturbance in the state. In 

language that would reverberate throughout the south for a generation, Johnston 

announced, 'We cannot and will not tolerate the mixing of the races in our schools, 

churches, and dwelling places. "38 

Perhaps these whites had cause for worry, for a group of black leaders were 

devoting all their efforts to bring about social change. Acting on several fronts at 

once, their principal goals were equal pay for teachers and voting rights. In addition 

to his newspaper work, Osceola McKaine, an American expatriate in Europe for 

much of the inter-war period, prepared a study of educational inequalities in the 

Palmetto State. His study, undertaken during 1941, was the basis for a federal lawsuit 

in 1944 designed to give black teachers the same pay as white teachers. Attorney 

Boulware first petitioned Charleston school officials asking them to abolish race

based pay scales. When that petition failed, the teachers sued in the federal district 

court, where in February 1944, Judge J. Waties Waring made his ruling in less than 

fifteen minutes. His order to equalize the pay scales in Charleston by 1946 shocked 

the state's white leadership and elated blacks. This legal victory, the first for South 

Carolina's blacks in over half a century, led to other lawsuits to provide equal trans

portation, equal school funding, and eventually, to a suit in Clarendon County that 

led to the abolition of separate but equal schools.39 

While it was working on the Charleston school case, the NAACP was also work

ing on voting rights in Columbia. In 1942, in an effort to secure the right to vote, 

James Hinton, one of the state's leading early advocates of civil rights, began advis

ing African Americans in the city of Columbia to register to vote in city Democratic 

primary elections. Many were successful in their attempts. However, the mayor of 

Columbia objected on the grounds that these voters did not possess the legal quali

fications to vote in the city's primaries. He asked the city election commission to 

purge them from the voting rolls. 40 

In the early 1940s, the rules determining who got to vote in primary and gen

eral elections were somewhat arcane. At a meeting of Columbia's election commis

sion, the city attorney argued that to be a qualified black Democratic voter, one had 

to have voted Democratic in general elections since 1876. As he interpreted the rule, 

any eighty-seven-year-old African American who had voted for Wade Hampton in 
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1876 could join the Democratic Party. Not surprisingly, few individuals in Columbia 

could fit that profile. When the city attorney interpreted the rule to that effect, the 

audience assembled to hear the commission's decision burst into laughter. The ef

fect of the city's decision was to purge the electorate of all black voters. No blacks 

would be able to vote in the 1942 election.41 

The decision was not without controversy. During the commission meeting, 

one white attorney argued for granting the franchise to the state's blacks. That man 

cited the war emergency along with the state and federal constitutions as reasons to 

extend the franchise to African Americans. His audacious suggestion stunned whites 

in the audience but won him a round of applause from the assembled blacks. One 

spokesman for the assembled African Americans told the election commission that 

he was about to volunteer to join the Army medical corps and that he did not wish to 

return after the war "to my community where the white people can shove a grandfa

ther clause in my face. "42 In an action that was mostly symbolic, the election commis

sion resolved to ask the state Democratic convention to repeal the rule that denied 

the vote to African Americans.43 Though this proposal went nowhere, the 

commission's decision to enforce the rule proved more significant, for purging blacks 

from the rolls provided the NAACP with grounds to sue to have the rule overturned. 

Following Thurgood Marshall's instructions, James Hinton began making 

preparations for a voting rights lawsuit. When the state Democratic convention, 

meeting in May 1942, tabled the motion to extend suffrage to blacks, these plans 

took on a greater urgency.44 However, with voting rights cases piling up in other 

states, · Marshall found himself distracted from South Carolina's troubles. The ur

gency of the moment aside, the state's black leaders found their attention diverted 

by other circumstances. One of these diversions was the attempt in 1944 to create a 

new political party, the Progressive Democratic Party. Another delay occurred when 

the Negro Citizens' Committee's lawyer, Harold Boulware, found himself drafted 

into the army, taking him away from the state from 1944 to 1946. His replacement 

evidently did not do much in the way of litigating voting rights cases while Boulware 

was away. Thurgood Marshall even noticed the inaction in South Carolina, writing 

once to leader James Hinton to ask what was "the latest dope on the primary situa

tion."45 Despite having grounds for a suit, South Carolina's black leaders had to wait 

until the war ended to bring their case to court. 

With the close of World War II, Palmetto State African American veterans re

turned home ready to act on several fronts. When Harold Boulware resumed his law 

practice in 1946, he, like other veterans, had to cope with new circumstances. Two 

years earlier, in a landmark ruling, the United States Supreme Court had outlawed 
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the white primary. The Democratic Party, the court ruled in Smith v. Allwright, could 

not exclude black voters from voting in its primary elections. The Negro Citizens' 

Committee, which was pursuing the case along with the NAACP, now had a prece

dent on which to base its arguments. They had only to find a plaintiff who had stand

ing to sue the Democratic Party in South Carolina. To gain standing, some African 

American had to find a way to register to vote, then wait for the Democratic Party to 

purge him from the voting rolls. This proved to be a tricky proposition until George 

Elmore appeared on the scene. 

George Elmore was able to register because a registrar mistook him for a white 

man. During the summer of 1946, a group of Columbia area blacks were attempting 

to register to vote, without much success. Each time a member of the group ap

proached the store where the registrar worked, she would close the book or leave 

the room. However, according to eyewitness John McCray, the state's leading black 

journalist, when Elmore entered the store, the clerk encouraged him to register, 

saying that it was important for whites to vote. The woman soon realized her error, 

and recognizing that the damage had been done, permitted several other African 

Americans to enroll. 46 

When the Democrats removed them from the voter rolls, Elmore and others 

sued the Richland County Party, arguing that the Democratic primary controlled 

the choices in the general election. For half a century before this case went to trial, 

no candidate for governor, senator, representative, or state legislator had won elec

tion without first gaining the endorsement of the Democratic Party. By denying Afri

can Americans a role in the Democratic primary process, they argued, the party was 

denying blacks a voice in the election. Elmore asked the court to prohibit discrimi

nation based on race in primary elections. The Democrats argued that their party 

was a private organization, beyond the dictatorial arm of the federal courts. In 1944, 
in response to the Smith v. Allwright decision, South Carolina's legislature had re

pealed all state laws that made any reference to the Democratic Party, thus leaving 

the party free to contend that it was a private club. In the fall of 1947, the case went 

to Judge Waties Waring as Elmore v. Rice. Waring found for Elmore, ruling that the 

Democratic party defense that it was a private club was without merit. Waring went 

further; noting that blacks were voting in other southern states without ill effect, the 

judge declared "It is time for South Carolina to rejoin the Union. It is time ... to 

adopt the American way of conducting elections. "47 The United States Court of Ap

peals for the fourth circuit upheld Waring's ruling, and early in 1948, so did the 

Supreme Court.48 After 1948 the number of blacks who could vote in South Carolina 

began to increase. The court's ruling in Elmore v. Rice marked the beginning of the 
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end for disfranchisement in the Palmetto State, though it would be another seven

teen years before the Voting Rights Act brought the federal government firmly be

hind black voting rights. 

The 1940s saw an indigenous civil rights movement spring up in South Caro

lina. Inspired by economic troubles and opportunities, South Carolina's native-born 

black leaders directed the early stages of an all-out assault on Jim Crow. The out

break of World War II served as a catalyst in strengthening that resolve. By taking 

African American southerners outside the South, the war gave many of them a taste 

of rights that were being denied them at home. This situation angered them, and 

the war strengthened their resolve to lay claim to these rights. As blacks demanded 

to share in the fruits of victory, whites became determined to force them to return to 

their prewar status. 

The twin crises of the Great Depression and World War II affected white 

southerners as well. In many ways, their status depended on having a subservient class 

of blacks. As they saw African Americans emboldened by economic change, war, and 

northern rhetoric, white southerners became nervous. This insecurity grew to para

noia and eventually developed into a siege mentality in the state's heavily-black coun

ties. White southerners began to feel pressure to surrender to the northern position on 

race relations. They saw their Democratic Party coming under the influence of north

ern liberals who had close ties to urban blacks. In short, southerners once again began 

to feel isolated in their own country. As George Thomas and Louis Nesbitt discovered, 

southerners could react violently to maintain or assert their self-assumed supremacy. 

When World War II ended, the modem civil rights movement had already begun, and 

if their rhetoric is any evidence of their feelings, most southerners of the time, white or 

black, knew it. 
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"With Common Courtesy and Effort From Everyone": 
Southern Identity and School Desegregation in Spartanburg, 

1964-1970 
Henry H. Lesesne 

I n his 1960 book entitled The Case For the South, Columbia, South Carolina, jour

nalist William D. Workman argued that white southerners shared a unique cul

ture and a common belief that racial segregation was the proper way to order the 

world. Their educational system was designed to perpetuate this culture, and white 

southerners were prepared to "resist to the bitter end any attempt to integrate the 

public schools."1 Despite Workman's declarations to the contrary, white southerners 

largely accepted school integration in 1970with peace and calm. What had changed? 

Had white southerners abandoned their unique culture and identity? No, not by any 

means. 2 This paper is a case study of how one southern community, Spartanburg, 

South Carolina, dealt with the challenges presented by school integration, and how 

it managed to resolve the issues of identity that integration forced both black and 

white southerners to confront. 

Southern identity underwent important changes during the 1960s. Numan 

Bartley has argued that events during this decade transformed it. He wrote that by 

1970, most southerners were not bitter-end segregationists with a commitment to 

racist institutions "but were promoters of a new order" that embraced racial modera

tion and economic development.3 Although they were not crusaders for racial jus

tice, the moderate whites who dominated the South during the late 1960s accepted 

integration calmly (even though integration itself was forced by federal courts). By 

1970, racial moderates had become, in Bartley's words, the "leading conveyers of 

Southern consciousness. "4 

School desegregation in Spartanburg demonstrated the emergence of this 

moderation. One of the central problems both black and white educators across the 

South faced was how they could integrate their schools while at the same time pre

serving the unique identities and traditions of their communities. Workman had 

asserted the uniqueness of southern white culture, and black southerners had a 

unique culture as well. The public schools in Spartanburg were among the 

community's central cultural institutions, and plans to integrate presented a real 

threat to the identities of those they served. Spartanburg's struggle to deal with the 

changes in these institutions demonstrates how its citizens began to forge a new iden

tity in the 1960s and early 1970s. The students themselves were a critical element and 
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became central players in the development of new institutions of community iden

tity and racial moderation. 

In the 1960s, Spartanburg was a city of approximately 45,000 residents, and 

about a third of the city's population was black.5 Local business leaders, especially 

textile mill owners, dominated the community. However, the presence of four col

leges and a chamber of commerce involved in aggressive business recruiting leav

ened the city's relatively conservative atmosphere. In fact, Spartanburg saw itself as a 

moderate community on the race issue. Its leading newspapers endorsed compli

ance with the Supreme Court's decision in the landmark Brown case, unlike other 

South Carolina newspapers, which advocated resistance to the ruling. Spartanburg 

voluntarily desegregated its bus system and police force in 1957.6 The city also volun

tarily and peacefully desegregated its downtown businesses and restaurants in 1963.7 

Spartanburg pointed to its schools as evidence of its moderation. The city 

boasted a strong school district, led by Superintendentjoseph G. McCracken. The 

district was one of South Carolina's leaders in producing National Merit Scholars. In 

1966, it became the first school district in the state to have all of its elementary and 

secondary schools accredited.8 This included the city's black schools. As far back as 

1950, the city's black high school, Carver, was one of only seven accredited black 

high schools in the state.9 Under Superintendent McCracken's leadership, the dis

trict made a conscious effort to provide black schools with a share of new books and 

equipment. 10 Nonetheless, the city's black schools received, per student, only about 

75 percent of the funding of the white schools. 11 

The effort to provide resources for the education of black students in 

Spartanburg was a part of a statewide effort to provide for separate and nominally 

equal schools during the 1950s and early 1960s. South Carolina avoided desegregat

ing any public schools until 1963, when federal courts ordered Charleston schools to 

desegregate. 12 The following year, fourteen other communities in South Carolina 

joined Charleston by allowing limited desegregation of their schools. They did this 

under the so-called freedom-of-choice plan, in which black students could opt to 

transfer to white schools. 13 

Spartanburg was one of the communities that desegregated in 1964. An infor

mal group of black leaders negotiated with school administrators to achieve volun

tary school desegregation. Wynona Douglas, the teen-aged daughter ofa prominent 

black physician, became the first black student to attend white schools in Spartanburg. 

That year, she was the only black student to attend white schools in Spartanburg. In 

following years, others joined her, but the numbers remained small. Statewide, by 

1968 only 13 percent of the state's black students attended desegregated schools. 14 
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In October of 1969, the U. S. Supreme Court ruled that freedom of choice was 

illegal. It ordered that the dual system that had allowed local areas to operate sepa

rate schools for black and white students be abolished by the fall of 1970. Lower 

courts later ordered local school districts to create unitary systems integrating black 

and white students. 15 Spartanburg leaders devised a plan that merged Spartanburg 

and Carver High Schools, with the new unitary high school using the facilities and 

name of Spartanburg High. This newly consolidated school had a total enrollment 

of about twenty-seven hundred in grades ten through twelve and was 34 percent 

black. In addition to closing Carver High School, one of two existing black junior 

high schools and all but one black elementary school closed under the integration 

plan.16 Carver has been described by a Spartanburg historian as the ''.jewel in the 

crown of the black community," and black schools were central institutions in 

Spartanburg's black culture.17 The idea of closing Carver and other black schools 

caused deep dissatisfaction within the black community . 

The school merger meant that school staffs would have to merge as well as 

students. At Spartanburg High, the principal, Max Robbins, kept his job, while 

Carver's principal, Edward Barksdale, was made an assistant principal at the new 

school. A similar situation existed throughout the district and the South. Most white 

administrators kept their positions, while most blacks served in lesser positions in 

their new schools. 18 

Carver students wondered why both high schools could not be kept open and 

integrated. They worried about equality of representation on student council and other 

extracurricular activities and about whether they would be, as one student put it, "at 

the mercy of prejudiced white teachers."19 For these reasons, the black community 

greeted the impending school merger with considerable apprehension, and it appeared 

that Carver High's traditions would be a casualty of school integration. 

White students at Spartanburg High recognized that the impending school 

merger would significantly alter their school community as well. But they did not 

openly oppose the merger, despite some parental opposition. In fact, many appeared 

to welcome their new schoolmates with open arms and were prepared to work with 

them to integrate them into their school community. The student newspaper editor 

wrote of the impending merger, 

It is inevitable that tradition at SHS ( clubs, newspaper, elections) 

will be in some way altered .... [But] the Spartanburg High School 

student body has the definite advantage ... in that the basics of [ our 

school] will remain. However, Carver is being forced to give up ev

erything that they could call theirs, except their esprit de corps. It is 
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up to us to try to merge that spirit with the spirit at SHS, so the 

blacks will feel a part of Spartanburg High School ... 20 

Under the integration plan, Carver students would have to give up their school 

mascot and colors, their athletic teams, their yearbook, their newspaper, and their 

student council. This, wrote the editor, would "make their feeling of unity even stron

ger and harder to penetrate." "However," she wrote, "without trying to destroy this 

racial pride, we must make them our fellow students. •>21 

The newspaper editor recognized that the challenge facing white high school 

students was for them to ignore old prejudices and work to make the school a bi

racial community. She wrote, 

Desegregation presents one of the first major instances in which 

the "youth of today" are faced with the problems of the adults 

of tomorrow. This challenge is one which we ... should confront 

maturely. Decisions have to be made without the help of our parents 

because traditional prejudices must be rejected. Cooperation is the 

key to a sturdy black-white relationship, and the responsibility 

of initiating this relationship lies with the students at Spartanburg 

High School. 22 

The administration's approach to the challenge of developing new institu

tions of school identity was to let the students themselves devise the solutions. In the 

summer of 1970, the district established a bi-racial committee made up of six stu

dents and advisors from both Carver and Spartanburg High to devise policies for the 

coming school term. They discussed cheerleader elections and made plans for de

veloping a new school ring and alma mater. They also developed a procedure for 

ensuring racial balance on the student council. Their plan provided that if the presi

dent were of one race, the vice-president had to be of the other, and there was to be 

an equal number of white and black student representatives. The committee also 

discussed how they should handle school symbols like the mascot and colors and 

resolved that the matter was important enough that the entire student body should 

decide by a vote. 23 

When the integrated school opened in the fall of 1970, students were pre

pared to face violence and racial unrest. But the first days and weeks proceeded 

peacefully. The Spartanburg High School football team was the first school activity 

to integrate, and the players overcame the challenges presented by the school merger 

with success. There were problems, however, mostly related to the continued exist

ence of the athletic structure of the old Spartanburg High. In their first season as a 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association 1999 

fully inte1 
colors of 

coaches, 

teams. Tl 

coach Bil 
commun 

lines, anc 

ing the t, 

together 
On 

team me· 

grated te 

High Cri 

events re 

came tog 

roundin~ 
integrate 

De 

successfu 

ence beti 

and colo 

council, 

1970, th« 

colors an 

Spartanl 

cot. Penc 

plans.26 

H« 

caused a 

only orn 

opposin1 
ministra 

ted to th 

In 

voked a 

OctobeI 

in choo: 



rschool 

rid their 

:n stron

troy this 

1 school 

JOl a bi-

' institu

s. In the 

f six stu

s for the 

s for de

lure for 

1e presi

ras to be 

tee also 

lors and 

r should 

ere pre
)ceeded 

l activity 
[merger 

ed exist

tson as a 

49 

fully integrated team, the football team wore the uniforms and played under the 

colors of the former predominantly white school. All school teams had white head 

coaches, and most former Carver coaches were made assistants on junior varsity 

teams. The first major controversy involved the football team's quarterback. Head 

coach Bill Carr named a white starter, which caused dissatisfaction in the black 

community. However, a mid-season injury forced the white quarterback to the side

lines, and a black quarterback led the team for the remainder of the season, help

ing the team win seven out of ten games. The winning season brought the team 

together and created a climate of real friendship among players.24 

On-the-field success contributed not only to the acceptance of integration by 

team members, but by the community as well. Spartanburg took pride in its inte

grated team. For example, an integrated crowd of 9,000 watched the Spartanburg 

High Crimson Tide beat the Byrnes High Rebels in their first home game. Athletic 

events represented the only place where large numbers of black and white adults 

came together regularly. The shared experiences and community interaction sur

rounding athletics helped to develop a new sense of community around the newly 

integrated school.25 

Despite the successes in athletics, the school's general population was not as 

successful at creating a new school community. The most obvious polarizing influ

ence between black and white students was the continued use of the school mascot 

and colors of the former predominantly white school. The newly-elected student 

council appointed a special committee to develop new school symbols. By October 

1970, they had devised two prospective plans, which were combinations of various 

colors and names of school publications drawn from the old traditions at Carver and 

Spartanburg High. Both plans offered the neutral "Spartans" as the new school mas

cot. Pending administration approval, the student body was to choose one of the two 

plans.26 

However, school administrators rejected the work of the committee, which 

caused a delay in presenting the issue to the student body. They felt that opting for 

only one plan would unify the school and prevent the races from uniting behind 

opposing plans, thus risking racial animosity in the wake of a decision. Instead, ad

ministrators formulated their own colors and mascot plan, which they then submit

ted to the student body for ratification.27 

Instead of uniting the school, the administration's heavy-handed tactics pro

voked a backlash. The student body rejected this color and mascot scheme in late 

October 1970, and school leaders failed to substitute a new plan quickly.28 The delay 

in choosing a new mascot, along with several other grievances, led to a boycott of 
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classes by a majority of the school's black students on November 23, 1970, two days 

before Thanksgiving. Student boycott leaders presented a list of twelve grievances to 

the administration, which indicated the level of racial polarization that had developed 

at the school. Black students clearly felt they were not a part of their new school com

munity. The first and most important grievance was a request for immediate action on 

selecting a new mascot and colors. The list also included demands that black head 

coaches be appointed in the athletic department, that black studies be included in the 

school's curriculum, and that prejudiced teachers be investigated.29 

In response to the boycott, Superintendent McCracken appointed a bi-racial 

committee of students, teachers, administrators, school board members and respected 

community leaders to consider the demands of the boycotting students. The bi-ra

cial committee replied quickly and firmly to the student grievances, emphasizing 

that no further disruption of classes would be tolerated. Addressing the primary 

grievance, a request for quick action on the mascot and colors, the committee ap

proved a resolution cilling for entirely new school colors, mascot and publications 

names. The committee also addressed each of the other grievances but took no ac

tion, asserting that everything possible was already being done to encourage the 

merger of the former Carver students into the Spartanburg High student body.30 

Administrators canceled all classes for two days. Following the Thanksgiving holi

day, classes resumed, and the boycotting students returned to school without violence. 

Student reaction to the boycott varied. Most black students seemed generally satisfied 

with the boycott and its outcome. They felt that they had sent a needed signal to the 

administration. Michael Stripling, a black senior and school leader commented, 

There was a great need to protest the attitudes and actions [and] 

the insincerity of the administration and white student govern

ment officials that have procrastinated in solving school problems. 

[The boycott] was successful in bringing about speedy solutions 

to the problems, and now, with the problems behind us, the urge 

to have the greatest school in the state exists in all students minds.31 

Stripling's statement indicates the level to which racial tension at the school 

had risen. He blamed white students for the delay in solving school problems. None
theless, he felt that the school had confronted its problems and he was prepared to 
move on. However, other black students felt that the boycott failed to address the 

racism of some white teachers. 
Racial tension and polarization was evident in the reaction of white students to 

the boycott as well. Donna Wilson, a white sophomore said, 'The boycott was abso
lutely ridiculous .... The only thing I can think the blacks want is attention. ''32 But other 
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white students recognized that the school had taken too long to solve the mascot and 

colors question, and called for students to work together to resolve their ongoing prob

lems. Student Mary Ashmore summed up the feelings of many of her classmates when 

she wrote, 'We can't undo in a year what has built up for two centuries-but with 

common courtesy and effort from everyone, animosities could be lessened. "33 

The boycott brought quick action on the issue of mascots and colors. The stu

dent council abandoned attempts to combine the old colors of Carver and Spartanburg 

High Schools and instead proposed an entirely new plan. In a series of votes in early 

December, the student body chose the Vikings as the new mascot and navy blue and 

gold as the new colors. They also chose new names for the school newspaper and year

book. 34 The last symbols of the old, all-white Spartanburg High disappeared, and the 

school emerged from the boycott with new symbols for a new community. 

Unfortunately, even after the resolution of the mascot issue, racial tension at 

Spartanburg High did not end. It would take more than symbols to unite the 

Spartanburg High student body. As one student suggested after the boycott, racism 

still existed, especially among teachers. But the students slowly adjusted. It became a 

cliche in Spartanburg and throughout the South that "it was the adults causing the 

problems in integration," not the students.35 Several studies supported the cliche. 

One study concluded that southern students showed more favorable attitudes to

ward integration than adults and that students who had been involved in desegrega

tion were more favorable to it than students who had not. 36 Another study showed 

that 64 percent of black and 54 percent of white students in integrated schools fa

vored integration and wanted more interracial activities.37The success of the inte

grated football program showed the promise of a bi-racial community. Students be

lieved that "with common courtesy and effort from everyone," they could solve their 

problems on their own. 

The decade of the 1960s saw great changes in the South. Across the region by 

1970, white southerners accepted racial moderation. Polls had shown that in 1959, 

72 percent of white southerners objected to sending their children to a school where 

even a few black students attended. Eleven years later, only 16 percent objected.38 In 

1960, William D. Workman declared that white southerners would fight to the "bit

ter end" any attempt to integrate their schools. In the early part of the decade, South 

Carolina leaders began to accept racial moderation as the best way to promote social 

stability and economic development. Harvey Gantt said, as he became the first black 

student to attend Clemson in 1963, "If you can't appeal to the morals of a South 

Carolinian, you can appeal to his manners. "39 Historians have suggested this explana

tion for how South Carolina avoided violence in desegregating its social institutions.40 
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The desire for genteel social stability undoubtedly motivated many of South 

Carolina's white leaders, as did their desire to create an environment conducive to 

economic development. Although their racial moderation was not liberalism, it was 

a long way from the "bitter end" attitudes expressed by William D. Workman in 1960. 

By the end of the decade, when federal courts declared that the system of dual schools 

was illegal, most white southerners resigned themselves to compliance with the law. 

But their moderation was only a framework. It was the students who actually did the 

integrating in South Carolina, and it was their responsibility to develop the new 

racial relationship. Although black and white students were still separated by their 

history, the high school students of 1970 were willing to face their problems and deal 

with them in personal and concrete ways. Young people became the primary practi
tioners of the racial moderation of the 1970s. 

ENDNOTES 

1. William D. Workman, The Case far the South (New York: Devin-Adair, 1960), 231, 1-22, 211-
26, 247, 212, and passim. 

2. For evidence of the persistence of a distinct southern "subculture" through the early 1970s 
see John Shelton Reed, The Enduring South: Subcultural Persistence in Mass Society, rev. ed. ( Chapel 
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1986). 

3. Numan V. Bartley, The New South, 1945-1980 (Baton Rouge: LSU Press, 1995), 448-49. 

4. Ibid. 

5. South Caro/i,na StatisticalAbstrad, 1972 ( Columbia: South Carolina Budget and Control Board, 
1972), 14, 42, 45. 

6. Eddy Moore, "Our Reasonable City: Initial Minimal Desegregation In Spartanburg City 
Schools," unpublished paper in author's possession,~. 

7. Maxie Myron Cox, Jr., "1963-The Year of Decision: Desegregation in South Carolina," 
(Ph.D. diss, University of South Carolina, 1996), 448-51. 

8. Ella Poats, Spartanburg County School District Seven: The First Ninety-Eight Years, 1884-1982 
(Columbia: R. L. Bryan, 1982) 80-81, 121-24, 126 

9. South Carolina SchoolDirectary (Columbia: State Department of Education), 1950. 

10. Moore, "Our Reasonable City," 19-20. 

11. Annual Repart of the County Superintendent of Education, Spartanburg S.C., 1964-65, South 
Carolina Department of Archives and History. 

12. Cox, "1963-The Year of Decision," 159-88 

13. Moore, "Our Reasonable City," 1, 21-22; William Bagwell, School Desegregation in the Carolinas 
(Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 1972), 171-72,177-82. 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association 1999 

14. Moore, 
States, rev. ed 

15. ]. Harv 
1978 (New 1 
February 19 
(Columbia) , 

16. Poats,: 

17. Dwain 
Spartanbuq 

18. The Sc 

Egerton, ''V 
December J 

19. "Surve 
1970, Soutl 
"Program, 1 

20. The Sc 

21. Ibid. 

22. Ibid. 

23. TheSt 

24. Inten 
Saga (Spar 
September 
November 

25. Heral 
the impact 
Intercolleg 
Histary, 14 
South Toda 

SchoolAtl 

26. The.~ 

27. Ibid. 

28. Ibid. 

29. The 
Decembe1 

30. Con 
Superinte 
Barksdale 
white. Th. 
the bi-rac 



of South 

iucive to 

1m, it was 

tin 1960. 

Ll schools 

1 the law. 

y did the 

the new 

by their 

and deal 

ry practi-

-22, 211-

arly 1970s 
l. (Chapel 

18-49. 

rolBoard, 

burg City 

Carolina," 

'884-1982 

55, South 

~ Carolinas 

53 

14. Moore, "Our Reasonable City," 1-2, 14-22; Lewis P. Jones, South Carolina: One of the Fifty 

States, rev. ed. (Orangeburg: Sandlapper Publishing, 1991) 667. 

15. J. Harvie Wilkinson III, From Brown to Bakke, The Supreme Court and School Integration: 1954-
1978 (New York and Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1979), 108-24; The State (Columbia), 1 
February 1970, 15 February 1970; Observer (Charlotte), 23 February 1970, 29 April 1970; Record 

(Columbia), 28 April 1970. 

16. Poats, Spartanburg County School District Seven, 92-93; Herald (Spartanburg), 25 August 1970. 

17. Dwain Pruitt, "Things Hidden: An Introduction to the History of Blacks in Spartanburg," 
Spartanburg: Community Relations Office, n.d., n.p. 

18. The Scribbler (Spartanburg High School Student Newspaper), 8 September 1970; John 
Egerton, ''When Desegregation Comes, The Negro Principals Go," Southern Education Report, 

December 1967, 8-12. 

19. "Survey of Black Leaders By South Carolina Community Relations Program," 11 August 
1970, South Carolina Council on Human Relations Papers, South Caroliniana Library, file 
''Program, Education, General, 1970" (Box 20). 

20. The Scribbler, 27 February 1970. 

21. Ibid. 

22. Ibid. 

23. The Scribbler, 8 September 1970. 

24. Interview with Bill Carr, 9 November 1995; InterviewwithJames Talley, 3 November 1995; 
Saga (Spartanburg High School Yearbook), 1971; The Scribbler, 8 September 1970; Herald, 1 
September 1970, 16 October 1970, 23 October 1970, 24 October 1970, 31 October 1970, 7 
November 1970, 13 November 1970. 

25. Herald, 1 September 1970; The Scribbler, 8 September 1970, 12 September 1970; For more on 
the impact of sport on integration across the South, see Ronald E. Marcello, 'The Integration of 
Intercollegiate Athletics in Texas: North Texas State College as a Test Case, 1956,"Journal of Sport 
History, 14 (Winter 1987), 286-316; Roy Blount Jr., "Sports Integration: Football as Radicalism," 
South Today, 1, no. 9 (April 1970); andD. Keith Luberto, 'The Integration Movement: Texas High 
School Athletic and Academic Contests," Journal of Sport and Social Issues, 18 (May 1994). 

26. The Scribbler, 6 October 1970. 

27. Ibid., 3 November 1970. 

28. Ibid. 

29. The full list of grievances appears in Herald, 25 November 1970. See also The Scribbler, 18 
December 1970. 

30. Committee members were: District Seven Board of Trustees chairman W. D. Bain, 
Superintendent McCracken, Rev. C. M. Johnson, Charlie Humphries, Emerson Coleman, Edward 
Barksdale, Robert Gettys and Roy Henderson, along with sixteen students-eight black and eight 
white. The Scribbler, 18 December 1970; Herald, 25 November 1970. For the full text of the reply of 
the bi-racial committee, see Herald, 29 November 1970, 5-A. 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association 1999 



54 

31. The Scribbler, 18 December 1970. Stripling had been a Carver representative on the original 
bi-racial committee that had met during the spring and summer of 1970. 

32. Ibid. 

33. Ibid. 

34. Ibid. 

35. Talley interview; Blount, "Sports Integration." 

36. John Egerton, School Desegregation: A Report Card From the South (Atlanta: Southern Regional 
Council, 1976), 10-11. 

37. Richard Gergel, "School Desegregation: A Student View," New South, Winter 1971, 35. 

38. Reed, 'The Enduring South," 93. 

39. Jack Bass, Porgy Comes Home: South Carolina After 300 Years (Columbia: University of South 
Carolina Press, 1972), 8. 

40. See, for example,John G. Sproat, "'Firm Flexibility:' Perspectives on Desegregation in South 
Carolina," in Robert H. Abzug and Stephen E. Maizlish, eds., New Perspectives on Race and Slavery in 

America: Essays in Honor of Kenneth M. Stampp (Lexington: University Press of Kentucky, 1986), 
164-84. 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association 1999 

TI 

Forov< 
invasi 

upgraded 
and jet a, 

afterreac 

left with a 

the late 11 

many fed 

became a 
Th 

Carolina, 

futuresrn 

west end 

casemate 

teries of 1 

through< 

each site 

a variety 

ing. The 
value, an 

have rerr 

Ironicall 

ness or 1 

reviewin1 
standing 

commur 

Si1 

as an im] 

Fort Mo 

harbor f 

upgradil 



~ original 

Regional 

, 35. 

of South 

in South 
Slavery in 
,y, 1986), 

From Guns to Gravy? 
The Adaptive Uses of Former Military Fortifications 

Sullivan's Island, South Carolina-A Case Study 
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For over 250 years the United States defended itself from naval attack and foreign 

invasion through a network of coastal defenses. As weaponry evolved, the military 

upgraded these installations accordingly. However, advances in missile technology 

and jet aviation during World War II rendered static coastal fortifications obsolete 

after reaching their pinnacle in 1945. Following the war, the federal government was 

left with a multitude of facilities which no longer had a role in "modern" combat. In 

the late 1940s, a defense retrenchment program called for the systematic disposal of 

many federal properties deemed surplus. In doing so, former military reservations 

became available for public and private use. 

The Fort Moultrie coastal defense system, located on Sullivan's Island, South 

Carolina, was one such case. Moultrie's obsolete fortifications remained in situ, their 

futures uncertain. Today they stand as a physical legacy of a bygone era. On Sullivan's 

west end lies old Fort Moultrie composed of nineteenth and early twentieth-century 

casemates resting atop original eighteenth-century ramparts. Endicott System bat

teries of Spanish-American War vintage and World War II-era bunkers are broadcast 

throughout the remainder of the island. Though their post-war histories intertwine, 

each site's current use, or disuse, is unique. While a handful have been adapted for 

a variety of permanent peacetime roles, other bunkers lay dormant and deteriorat

ing. The properties' physical characteristics, their ownership, public opinion of their 

value, and development funding have affected their use. That these fortifications 

have remained on the island for so long stems greatly from their physical attributes. 

Ironically, it may be those same attributes that dictate much of their future useful

ness or lack thereof. By analyzing Fort Moultrie's later military development and 

reviewing some of its fortifications' post-war uses, we may come to a better under

standing of how these unique structures will function within the Sullivan's Island 

community of tomorrow. 

Since its founding Charleston served the colonies, and later the United States, 

as an important port city. As such, steps to fortify the city were taken from the onset. 

Fort Moultrie (as well as other area forts) protected the approaches to the city's 

harbor for 171 years. Throughout its service, the installation experienced sporadic 

upgrading, growing from a simple structure of sand and palmetto logs during the 
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1770s to a complex network of steel-reinforced concrete batteries by the 1940s. The 

fort's greatest expansion occurred in the 1890s during the Spanish-American War, 

and it is from that era that the majority of Sullivan's Island's fortifications remain. 

Understanding late-nineteenth century military rationale and investigating the char

acteristics particular to fortifications built between 1890 and 1905 help explain how 

the Spanish-American War left such a physical legacy on Sullivan's Island. Also, ana

lyzing Sullivan's Island's World War II-era emplacements reveals some of the factors 

that influenced the adaptive uses of both era's fortifications. 

By the last quarter of the nineteenth century the United States' coastal de

fense system required dire attention. Many of its fortifications such as Fort Moultrie 

lacked necessary maintenance and housed obsolete weaponry. In 1885, President 

Grover Cleveland addressed the issue, forming a review board to assess the network's 

condition. Concerned over the board's findings, Secretary of War William Endicott 

drafted a nation-wide refit plan for the existing fortifications. Included in the plan's 

provisions was the construction of new defenses incorporating the latest military 

technology. Due to the high costs of what became known as the Endicott System, 

Congress failed to appropriate enough money for significant construction, however. 

Not until over a decade later, when the Spanish-American War prompted legislators 

to allocate sufficient funding for the extensive project, were the Endicott System's 

plans realized. 1 

Of the twenty-seven sites chosen for revitalization by the review board, Charles

ton ranked thirteenth in priority. Beginning in 1896, Fort Moultrie and nearby Fort 

Sumter received a decade's worth of upgrading under the new program. Plans for 

Sullivan's Island included at least seven fortifications, five of which were gun em

placements. Of the gun emplacements, three (Batteries Thomson, Logan, and Jas

per) incorporated the hallmark of the Endicott System-large caliber rifles on "dis

appearing" carriages surrounded by massive open-topped concrete revetments. 

Capron/Butler, the first of the new structures to be completed, housed sixteen heavy 

mortars, whereas Gadsden featured more traditional, non-disappearing weaponry. 

For all of the Endicott System's latest construction methods and technology, design 

characteristics would soon limit its structures' military viability and later, their post

war adaptive uses.2 

Despite the system's drawbacks, construction of improved emplacements on 

Sullivan's Island between the world wars all but ceased, save for the addition of two 

batteries. In 1938, the Army Corps of Engineers constructed Battery 520 on the 

island's eastern tip. With a primary purpose oflong-range harbor defense, Sullivan's 

largest fortification also boasted the largest caliber weaponry, two twelve-inch guns. 
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Differing from its predecessors, Battery 520 featured closed-top construction that 

reflected the necessary adjustments made during World War II to offset threats of 

aerial attack. On Sullivan's western end, closer to the early elements of old Fort 

Moultrie, the army built Battery 230. Though much smaller than Battery 520, Bat

tery 230 incorporated the same construction techniques as its larger counterpart.3 

During World War II, the army further upgraded Fort Moultrie's defense sys

tem to better meet the threats of enemy attack. Spotlights for target illumination, 

coupled with a mine system, augmented the static concrete defenses. However, be

fore the Corps of Engineers could complete the system's upgrading, Allied victories 

rendered the modifications unnecessary. In March 1944, eight of the island's older 

batteries lost their obsolete weapons to salvage drives. All that remained of the 

Moultrie's defenses were Battery 520's guns, four ninety-millimeter anti-aircraft guns 

installed in June 1943, two six-inch guns housed in Battery 230, and two three-inch 

guns at Battery Lord, located within the walls of the old fort. By 1945, however, even 

these weapons became obsolete in the wake of new technology. Consequently, in 

1946, Fort Moultrie lost the last of its weapons in preparation for the base's closing. 

As of 1949, most of the nation's coastal weaponry was scrapped, and by 1950, the 

army had discontinued the last of its harbor commands.4 

A subsequent federal government retrenchment program involved fifty-five 

military post closings of which thirty-five installations were considered surplus, while 

the remaining twenty assumed an inactive status. As with several other South Caro

lina bases, Fort Moultrie fell under the retrenchment program's umbrella almost 

immediately. Public sentiment for Moultrie and nearby Fort Sumter, voiced even 

before the base closings, favored converting the obsolete installations into parks or 

historical monuments to commemorate the area's military history. While there was 

great interest in saving the two fort's nineteenth-century masonry sections which 

housed Civil War battlements, far less concern existed for preserving the Endicott 

System and World War II-era components, which had seen no combat. Although the 

forts' later additions were historically important, their modern concrete and steel 

construction failed to arouse much community involvement. 

Many citizens who did show concern over the forts' fate solicited Charleston's 

Chamber of Commerce, the National Park Service, Governor Thurmond, and con

gressional representatives for support in acquiring the surplus bases. Fortunately for 

them, the War Assets Administration, in its decision to dispose of Forts Moultrie and 

Sumter, suggested both bases be turned over to the state for "historic monument 

purposes." OnJune 10, 1948, the Eightieth Congress endorsed the suggestion, with 

some modifications, turning it into Public Law 616. The state of South Carolina 
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officially received Moultrie on December 28, 1949, while Sumter, on the other hand, 

was turned over to the National Park Service on June 23, 1948. Shortly thereafter, the 

state transferred 360 acres of its total property to the township of Sullivan's Island. 

While the state retained possession of old Fort Moultrie with its early nineteenth

century masonry emplacements and several of its surrounding modern concrete 

bunkers, Sullivan's Island assumed ownership of the remaining Endicott System and 

World War II-era fortifications. Under the terms of the federal government's agree

ment, the state and township had to properly maintain their respective properties or 

risk forfeiture of the deed. 5 

After the transfer, suggestions for developing the state-run property were plen

tiful. However, they often ran into difficulties. At the time of the property's acquisition, 

hopes centered on transforming old Fort Moultrie into a large park to accommodate 

local citizens and promote tourism. Planners felt the creation of a resort environment 

on Sullivan's Island would alleviate congestion at nearby Folly's Island, while insur

ing the development of the former military base by "desirable" entities. On the 

grounds of the defense complex lay far more than just massive masonry bunkers and 

concrete gun emplacements. Many planners thought the installation's fifty-four 

wooden structures, which included troop barracks, officers' quarters, mess halls, 

and various support facilities, were suitable for peacetime uses. Local and state offi

cials envisioned these structures housing museums, public bath houses, convention 

and dance halls, lounges, and concession stands. Unfortunately, such a lofty vision 

never came to fruition as the State's Budget and Control Board would not fund such 

a massive undertaking. 6 

While lobbyists sought development funding during the late 1940s and early 

1950s, Fort Moultrie suffered neglect. For all practical purposes, the bulk of the 

state-owned land lay dormant, receiving sporadic maintenance. The fort's grounds 

and bunkers became popular places for local adolescents and vagrants to congre

gate; and vandals, tearing down fences and forcing steel doors open, often thwarted 

attempts by the town to restrict public access to the sites. But not all was drift and 

decay, as some citizens continued to generate innovative alternatives for the state

held properties. For instance, in 1953, the Charleston Chamber of Commerce made 

plans to hold performances of historical dramas within the walls of old Fort Moultrie. 

The fortification's powder and shell rooms were to serve as dressing rooms and ar

eas for museum exhibition. Theatrical skits, sponsored by the College of Charleston, 

were to have documented the Revolutionary and Civil War battles fought on Sullivan's 

Island. When planners mentioned removing sand dunes from the center of the old 

fort to accommodate 2000 viewers in the "natural seaside theater," several citizens 
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voiced disapproval, concerned that removal of the dunes would destroy the fort's 

historical integrity. The plan was eventually dropped.' 

Throughout the 1950s as planners continued their struggle for funds, peri

odic federal inspections of the state-owned properties occurred. One Washington 

visitor was Charles A.Jeffers, a supervising park landscape architect for the National 

Park Service. His 1956 findings confirmed that the state had failed to develop the 

property according to its agreement made with the federal government in 1948. 

Little, if anything, had been done to the property since a June 1951 inspection con

ducted by representatives of the National Park Service's Washington office. Moultrie's 

grounds and structures remained in a state of decline; furthermore, they were not 

faithfully operated as war memorials as had been intended.8 

On September 7, 1960, after eleven years of noncompliance with the 1949 

agreement, South Carolina ceded several parcels of the defense system property to 

the National Park Service. The transfer included Battery Jasper, Battery 230, and old 

Fort Moultrie with its late-nineteenth and twentieth-century improvements. As Bat

teries Thomson and Gadsden's eighteen acres fell under the jurisdiction of Charles

ton County's School District Two (following a 1954 property rights transfer from 

Sullivan's Island township), the transaction excluded them. That same year, Battery 

520 was purchased by a Spartanburg native; Batteries Capron/Butler and Logan 

apparently remained under the jurisdiction of the township. It may have been at this 

time that private investors bought two unidentified Endicott System fortifications 

located on either end of the island and converted them for residential use. Ulti

mately, the division of the formerly state-owned properties served as a watershed, 

freeing up the island's fortifications for a wide variety of post-war uses by the federal 

government, the township of Sullivan's Island, and private investors.9 

Upon receiving its parcels in 1960, the National Park Service developed old 

Fort Moultrie and Battery Jasper to an extent considered financially unfeasible when 

they were under state control. While old Fort Moultrie's role in the Civil War made it 

worthy of preservation, the Park Service also realized the value of Battery Jasper as a 

classic Endicott site illustrating the fort's extensive growth after 1898. Moreover, Park 

officials believed that Jasper's proximity to Moultrie's earlier masonry sections would 

provide visitors with a stark contrast between early and late-nineteenth century mili

tary architecture. Furthermore, the fortification's scenic location would enhance 

visitation to the historic site. Finally, a restored Battery Jasper, as a typical Spanish

American War-era fortification, would allow visitors to better understand the other 

Endicott System emplacements dotting the island. What they would note about the 

largest and the second oldest Endicott battery on Sullivan's Island was its lack of 
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overhead protection from aerial and naval bombardment which would limit its use 

by World War II. Visitors would also realize Jasper's other failing (a common draw

back to much Endicott System architecture), a lack of protected passages to and 

from ground-level shell and powder rooms. 10 

Despite all of the National Park Service's accouterments (a research library, 

movie theater, and exhibits), Battery Jasper's restoration lacks one substantial fea

ture. The fortification is bereft of its weaponry, and, as there have never been any 

late-nineteenth or early twentieth-century weapons to complement the fortification, 

an important aspect of the island's military past remains difficult to understand. 

Further, it is unlikely that this drawback can be remedied, since the Army scrapped 

virtually all Endicott-era weaponry during World War II. In fact, the only known 

extant examples of Endicott System weaponry remain at a few restored batteries in 

Washington state, Florida, and Virginia. Be that as it may, Battery Jasper remains well 

maintained by the Park Service, and its concrete and steel construction adds to the 

interpretation of old Fort Moultrie's earlier ramparts. 

Challenges other than those faced by the Park Service burdened the town of 

Sullivan's Island, however. Not merely restorable for educational purposes, Batteries 

Gadsden, Thomson, Logan, and Capron/Butler involved plans for adaptive uses 

that required physical modifications. Recently, a site survey determined that each 

property is in a different state of preservation or deterioration. Of the four, only 

Gadsden experiences daily, permanent use. The others reflect the town's predica

ment in finding appropriate financial support for development. As funding often 

correlates directly to the structures' physical attributes, these sites' futures rest pri

marily in the adaptability that their construction allows. Consequently, each 

fortification's physical composition merits an overview. 

When introduced, the Endicott System called for the construction of massive 

concrete casemates surpassing late-eighteenth- and nineteenth-century masonry forts 

in simplicity, size, and weaponry. A two-fold rationale lay behind the Endicott System 

fortifications' enormity. First and foremost, its larger weaponry required heavier and 

sturdier structures on which to rest. Second, the Army Corps of Engineers designed 

the bunkers to withstand heavy naval bombardment. Thick concrete-walled bunkers 

partially buried in the surrounding terrain with sloped glacises protected gun crews 

from the flat-trajectory fire of surface vessels more effectively than that of the ex

posed, slab-sided masonry forts. 

Unfortunately, the design of Endicott-era fortifications built between 1890 and 

1910 required the Corps of Engineers to use relatively new construction methods 

and materials with which they had limited experience. Production of these new case-
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mates involved copious amounts of cement whose drying qualities often resulted in 

severe moisture problems. Builders typically used Portland cement for its easy han

dling and shaping and hardness after drying. However, Portland cement was not 

waterproof and frequently cracked and shrank while setting, drawbacks that resulted 

in constant maintenance, often with minimal success.11 

Maintenance was carried out, however, and attempts to waterproof the leaking 

casemates involved sealing cracks with asphalt and linseed oil, constructing vapor bar

riers of hollow brick, and installing corrugated iron ceilings. Each application's success 

varied from bunker to bunker, but more frequently than not, moisture remained a 

perpetual nuisance. Later, the introduction of steel reinforcement bars (rebar) into 

fortification construction produced stronger batteries requiring less cement. However, 

re bar did not aP.pear until 1900, and by that point, 50 percent of the .Endicott System 

was already in place. As the majority of the town-owned Endicott System fortifications 

were constructed prior to the introduction ofrebar and more efficient weatherproof

ing techniques, water damage to the structures remains an ongoing problem.12 

Other than leaking and condensation, Endicott System batteries suffer from 

other limitations as well. Despite many fortifications ' large exterior sizes, the dimen

sions of their powder, shell, and command and control rooms are frequently small, 

thus affecting the bunkers' adaptive, peacetime uses. Also, the sites' concrete and 

steel construction does not appeal to many would-be investors as does the masonry 

construction of earlier fortifications. In spite of these limitations, Sullivan's Island 

does boast some successfully adapted sites. 

By far the most successfully adapted municipally-owned fortification is Battery 

Gadsden, situated west of Battery Thomson on I' on Avenue. It is an example of how 

creative planning and renovation can transform vacant batteries into viable commu

nity facilities. Though the entire fortification has not been modified, a partial adap

tation occurred in 1977 in order to house the Edgar Allan Poe Branch of the Charles

ton Library. Since then, the Sullivan's Island Garden Club and the Gadsden Cultural 

Society have used other portions of the battery. Prior to becoming a library, Gadsden 

also functioned as a fallout shelter during the Cold War. For a brief period in 1974, 
a local rock band practiced there. Apparently, the thick concrete walls did not stifle 

the band's music as well as residents had originally hoped.13 

Although nomination to the National Register of Historic Places in 1974 un

doubtedly heightened some community awareness of the site's importance, the most 

important factor in Battery Gadsden's successful reuse stemmed from the physical 

characteristics inherent to its 1904 construction. Though relatively new during World 

War I, Gadsden lost its weaponry in 1917 when the Corps of Engineers removed it for 
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use in France. The fortification's physical layout dictated this decision; Gadsden's six

inch rifles were not mounted on disappearing carriages like those found on Batteries 

Thomson and Jasper. Rather, Gadsden's guns were mounted en barbettewhich subjected 

its crews to greater exposure to possible enemy fire. As the casemate lacked hydraulic 

elevators or monorails to transport shells and powder from below deck to its roof 

mounted guns, ordnance had to be carried by hand, substantially reducing the battery's 

rate of fire. Such limitations undoubtedly expedited the battery's obsolescence.14 

If Battery Gadsden's physical layout and construction were to blame for its 

short military life, the same factors accounted for its suitability for post-war uses. 

Unlike the island's other Endicott-era fortifications, Gadsden featured reasonably

sized rooms and a roof topped with three mounds of soil. In addition to protecting 

the bunker from enemy fire, the mounds also allowed rain to filter away from its 

roof. Whereas many of Gadsden's counterparts suffer constant moisture problems, 

this bunker's only significant leaking occurred after its initial renovation. Prior to 

the library's opening in 1977 the mounds were removed. The reason for this is un

clear; however, the effect was apparent. Thereafter, Gadsden leaked regularly and 

the library contended with mildew and moisture problems for years. 15 

Ironically, Hurricane Hugo solved the problem in 1989. Rising water com

pletely flooded Battery Gadsden, destroying the library's 10,000 volume collection 

and gutting its interior. During its four month renovation, the bunker received new 

electrical wiring, plumbing, and windows. After the fortification completely dried 

out, the application of an elastomeric membrane covered by a layer of soil resealed 

the roof. According to chief librarian Liz Martin, the new roof proved highly effec

tive in stopping leaks; however, humidity remains problematic. According to Martin, 

the benefits of maintaining a library in Gadsden are low noise levels, the handi

capped-user friendly layout of the structure's interior, and little necessary mainte

nance. Drawbacks include poor circulation and the difficulty of eradicating mois

ture problems without a new climate control system. 16 

Bordering Battery Gadsden's eastern side rests the largest town-owned fortifi

cation, Battery Thomson. Currently used for storage, volunteer fire department train

ing, and Halloween haunted houses, Thomson suffers from deterioration, lack of 

funding, and physical layout problems which limit options for its adaptive use. Com

pleted in 1909, Thomson, like Jasper, housed two ten-inch rifles on disappearing 

carriages. By 1944, Thomson's weaponry went the way of several of its Endicott neigh

bors', being scrapped for wartime recycling. 17 

Following the war, Battery Thomson remained abandoned until public recog

nition of the structure grew in 1974 from its nomination to the National Register of 
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Historic Places. Some discussion over the site's use as a library arose at the time of 

the nomination; however, developers overlooked Thomson in favor of Battery 

Gadsden. The poor conditions of Thomson's interior seemed to account for that 

decision. For a brief time, silhouettes of World War I-era soldiers adorned the 

fortification's surfaces, allowing passersby a glimpse into the bunker's past. How

ever, within a short time the murals fell prey to vandalism, and the bunker once 

again fell into disrepair. Thomson's proximity to the island's middle school encour

aged adolescents to visit the site, leaving behind debris, broken railings, and defaced 

walls. When the island's volunteer fire department began using the abandoned bun

ker, vandalism declined somewhat. Town Administrator Linda Tucker supposed that 

the bunker's future lay with the fire department as it seemed mutually beneficial to 

the town and the department. However, as water damage has rendered much of its 

interior uninhabitable, the bunker's potential uses seem limited. 18 

While Battery Thomson's future remains to be seen, Battery Logan poses an 

even greater dilemma for the town. Located near federally-owned Battery Jasper, 

Logan suffers from severe moisture damage and vandalism. Many factors limit the 

structure's reuse, perhaps the most important being its location amid traditional 

beach houses. Logan's partial concealment by foliage and appearance of a decaying 

ruin, exacerbate its incongruity with neighboring properties. Also, the fortification's 

small, oddly-shaped interior restricts adaptive possibilities. Finally, the cost of resto

ration looks prohibitive at this stage due to the structure's physical instability. How

ever, Logan is an architecturally significant hybridization of characteristics found at 

other batteries. 

Built between 1898 and 1899, Battery Logan housed two six-inch rifles de

signed for targets closer to shore than those of the more powerful Battery Jasper. 

Though smaller than Jasper or Gadsden, Logan incorporated characteristics found 

in both of its larger Endicott counterparts. With one of its two rifles mounted en 

barbette, and the second rifle featuring a disappearing carriage mount, this emplace

ment stood apart from the others. Despite its unique layout, Logan also succumbed 

to new technology in 1944 and the army decommissioned the battery. 19 

Since then, Battery Logan has remained vacant, limited in its peacetime use, 

as it was in its wartime role. Doubtless, Logan represents one of the more difficult 

sites with which the town contends. However, all of Logan's problems do not stem 

solely from constant vandalism, deterioration, and physical layout. According to an 

1992 architectural assessment, Sullivan's Island received Logan from the Park Ser

vice in 1986. With the transfer of property came an easement on the battery block

ing modification to the structure, thereby limiting options for its adaptive use. In 
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establishing the easement, the Park Service felt that Logan provided an important 

segue between Battery Jasper and the remainder of old Fort Moultrie's vistas. 20 

Recently Tucker questioned the easement's validity and conceded it was a major 

source of contention between the town and the Park Service. She personally felt that 

Logan's most practical adaptive use would be its conversion into a personal resi

dence. Though the bunker retains a moisture problem faced since its completion, 

Tucker believed construction of a home on top of the fortification would solve that 

problem and prevent further deterioration. Logan's interior spaces could be ren

dered usable while serving as a foundation for the home. Furthermore, building a 

residence on the site might net the township perhaps as much as $150,000 in rev

enue that could be used to maintain its other properties.21 

The town's last property, Battery Capron/Butler rests in the heart of town. 

Considered by many residents to be the most unique Endicott-era fortification on 

Sullivan's Island, Capron/Butler is a fifty-foot, man-made hill that once protected 

sixteen twelve-inch mortars. While unique, it is also the town's most problematic 

property. Historically, the fortification's lack of utility owed much to its physical char

acteristics. Ironically, those very characteristics may prove central to the site's future 

use. Understanding Capron/Butler's former role within the coastal defense system 

proves helpful in realizing how integral this site is to the community's character. 

Construction of Capron/Butler began in 1896, making the mortar battery the 

oldest Endicott System fortification on the island. It received its weaponry in the sum

mer of 1898. In theory, Capron/Butler's weapons were to act much like a shotgun 

whose blast would spread shrapnel over vessels, penetrating their wooden decks. Soon 

after the Endicott System's mortars were in place, however, steel-decked ships with 

targeting systems that did not require vessels to remain stationary while firing were 

constructed. Within just a few years the money and labor invested in the naval mortars 

proved all for naught. Despite its obsolescence, Capron/Butler remained in service 

until 1942, when the army decommissioned the fortification and scrapped its mortars.22 

Since the town inherited its properties, Capron/Butler has remained aban

doned, except for a short period when it was used for storage during the town's 

centennial. With its weapons removed, Capron/Butler consists of little more than 

four empty pits with shafts traveling forty feet into a network of storage rooms and 

passage ways. The town's dilemma with Battery Capron/Butler primarily rests in the 

fortification's construction. Though the town polices the site for safety, barriers to 

its exposed shafts frequently are found damaged or missing. Unlike the town's other 

bunkers, Capron/Butler has been the site for numerous fatal and near fatal acci

dents. Sometime after the battery was used as storage for a town celebration, one 
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child was killed and another injured when they ignited powder residue left behind 

from fireworks. Fortunately, another fatal accident was averted when a mother saved 

at the last minute her straying infant from falling into one of the shafts. One of the 

more unique incidents involved a drunk driver who climbed the side of the emplace

ment in his Jeep. Seconds before the vehicle took a forty-foot plunge into an ex

posed pit, the inebriated man leapt to safety.23 

As Battery Capron/Butler constitutes such a legal liability to the town, com

munity planners and concerned citizens have formulated several ideas that address 

the potential dangers. One man proposed a rather dramatic solution that involved 

sealing the battery and turning it into a recreational pool for scuba diving. Another 

option entailed sealing the battery's doors and filling its interior with dredge soil. 

The benefit to this plan was that the measures would be reversible. The cost of filling 

the battery's 22,500 cubic yards was estimated at $400,000 and proved, at least for 

now, prohibitive. A local architectural firm elaborated on the dredge-filling idea by 

designing the most impressive adaptive use to date, a recreational facility which main

tained the emplacement's integrity while including a sunken garden, nature paths, 

an amphitheater, and picnic spaces within the battery and its grounds. Tucker and 

other members of the Sullivan's Island community were encouraged by this latest 

proposal which is currently awaiting funding. 24 

Other than the successfully adapted Battery Gadsden, the town has had diffi

culty in finding and funding uses for its other properties. Little progress has been 

made in significantly converting any of the deteriorating sites into structures with 

permanent functions. However, privately owned fortifications on Sullivan's Island 

prove that creativity, combined with sufficient funding, can transform an inhospi

table bunker into a comfortable home. In all, three bunkers, Battery 520 and two 

Endicott System casemates, contain five residences and illustrate yet another suc

cessful reuse of fortifications in peace-time roles.25 

Much of Battery 520's adaptability stemmed from its characteristic World War 

II-era construction. Unlike the sites owned by the town and the Park Service, Battery 

520, built slightly before the Second World War, featured an enclosed structure com

posed of concrete and rebar. Cavernous and approximately five-hundred feet long, 

Battery 520 ranks as the island's largest fortification. After the war, Battery 520 was 

abandoned, but for some, it became known as "Old Lovers' Lane." Amorous visitors 

often sought out the solitude of the bunker's vast central hallway, driving through 

one end, parking, and exiting out of the other missing gun emplacement's opening. 

By 1954 though, the island's easternmost emplacement was purchased by a 

private investor who subdivided it into three unfinished "residences." In 1965, local 
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businessman Robert Curd purchased the fortification's 9000 square-foot center por

tion and undertook a creative adaptation. Altering the bunker to accommodate his 

needs, Curd blasted a doorway and window through its ten-foot-thick walls for an ocean 

view. As the home's interior temperature remained fairly constant year-round, he in

stalled no heating or air conditioning system. Adding walls in one of the fortification's 

ammunition rooms resulted in four fifteen by twenty-two foot bedrooms, accessed by 

the home's two hundred and fifty-foot-long hallway. In 1966, Curd, proud of his accom

plishment and responding to frequent visitors' inquiries about the bunker's history, 

published a leaflet containing photographs and diagrams of the adapted structure which 

rests near the original site of the Civil War-era Battery Marshall.26 

In addition to Curd's home, Battery 520 contains two other residences. War

ren F. Tucker and his wife currently own the western wing of the bunker which 

includes a newer, more traditional dwelling situated in front of the casemate. Deco

rative columns adorn the former twelve-inch gun's portal. Neighbor Eunice Wear 

recently sold her eastern wing home after living there for twenty-nine years. Wear's 

experiences with her home provide insight into life in an adapted fortification. By 

the time Wear and her husband bought the property at 3031 I'on Avenue, it fea

tured handsome details including a terrazzo living room floor, walls, and modern 

conveniences. Unlike Curd, the Wears chose to install a central heating and air con

ditioning system to regulate their 6000-square-foot home's moisture problem. Like 

Curd, however, Wear enjoyed her share of visitors over the years. At last count, ap

proximately 22,000 people had viewed her unique home, including Governors 

Thurmond and Edwards, for whom she held parties. 27 

West of Battery 520, at 2863 I' on Avenue, lies another fortification adapted for 

residential use. Little is known about this site formerly belonging to C. G. Westendorff. 

Apparently, it is one of only two Endicott System batteries to have been converted for 

such purposes. Based on the structure's layout, it presumably served as one of two 

base end stations used in targeting the defense system's guns. Unlike Battery 520, 

this property does not represent a very involved adaptation as it involves a tradi

tional home built atop a fortification whose interior serves as storage and a garage. A 

final emplacement, most likely the island's second base end station, rests between 

the Coast Guard facility and Fort Moultrie National Park. This fortification features 

a small, concrete observation room adjacent to a two-story, traditional home. Be

neath the home, on the property's land side, the entrance to the bunker's interior 

can still be seen. 28 

Though creative possibilities have emerged whenever town administrators and 

concerned citizens have sought plausible solutions for these problematic sites, most 
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of Sullivan's Island's fortifications have remained undeveloped. Many plans have 

attempted to maintain the integrity of the fortifications, while providing worthwhile 

site utility. Unfortunately, shortage of funds prevents adaptation of most sites. Left 

abandoned, the properties not only become great legal liabilities, but they fail to 

bring in the revenue needed for their development. On the other hand, demolish

ing the structures to make way for more conventional architecture, besides proving 

cost-prohibitive, would erase an important aspect of the island's and the state's his

tory. By pursuing alternatives such as those presented for municipally-owned Battery 

Capron/Butler and realized within the private sector, Sullivan's Island can incorpo

rate preservation-minded agendas for its Endicott System and World War II-vintage 

batteries thereby retaining much of its community's character. 
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T he fifth century in Gaul was a period of extreme disruption. The build-up of 

pressure by the barbarians on the frontiers of the Roman Empire had finally 

given way in 406, when the Vandals, Suevi and Alans crossed the Rhine into north

ern Gaul. By 418 the Visigoths, who had entered Gaul from the south, were settled in 

Aquitania. Roman civil and military administration in the region struggled to keep 

pace with these developments. Despite Rome's individual treaties with many of these 

barbarian groups, they often caused trouble to the Empire. In such an atmosphere it 

was essential for Rome to have an experienced military commander who could also 

relate well with the barbarians. Flavius Aetius, who held the highest military office in 

the Western Empire from 433 to 454, was one of the most capable generals of the 

fifth century and was frequently required to act in an administrative capacity as well. 

But his position of power caused strained relations with the Roman emperor 

Valentinian III and the aristocracy of Italy. To broaden his base of support, Aetius 

found it necessary to look for alliances elsewhere. 

From early in his youth, Aetius had a wealth of experience in Roman-barbar

ian relations. He spent three years as a hostage with the Visigothic king Alaric, 1 and 

later a period of time with the Huns.2 He was able to utilize these contacts to further 

his political aims. In the year 425 Aetius received the office of master of soldiers in 

Gaul ( comes et magi,ster utriusque militiae per Gallias) from the emperor Valen tinian III. 

In 429, Aetius became master of soldiers, the highest military command in the West, 

but in 432 he fell out of imperial favor and was forced to flee to the Huns. With the 

backing of these Huns, Aetius regained his office in the following year, and in 435 he 

received the coveted title "patrician" from Valentinian,3 but his relationship with the 

emperor remained uneasy, and this forced Aetius to attempt to solidify his power 

base in Gaul. From this time until his murder at the hands of Valentinian in 454, 

Aetius spent the majority of his time in Gaul, dealing with problems caused by the 

barbarians settled there and seeking sources of support. 

One of his primary means of such support was the barbarians. As a conse

quence of his time as a hostage with them, Aetius was often able to call upon the 

Visigoths and the Huns to serve in his army. As his career progressed, however, Aetius 

was frequently required to take up arms against the barbarians in Gaul. His relations 
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with some of the barbarian groups, including the Visigoths and the Huns, suffered 

as a result, and increasingly he required mediators in his dealings with them. 

In this endeavor Aetius was often forced to make use of bishops. Throughout 

the fifth century barbarian groups continually disrupted the Roman civil adminis

tration in Gaul. Civil officials frequently abandoned troubled areas, most particu

larly the Rhine region after 406 and Visigothic Aquitania after 418.4 The departures 

from the northern administrative centers were a consequence of the removal of the 

Praetorian Prefect of Gaul in about 395 from Trier, on the Rhine, to Aries. Like the 

Romans' abandonment of Britain in 410, this was a clear indication of Rome's inabil

ity to sustain the northern frontier of the Empire against the barbarians. 

In contrast, there is little indication of a corresponding voluntary flight of 

bishops from their sees in this period.5 Some were forced into exile by barbarians,6 

and in some cases a bishop who refused to leave was killed in the line of duty. 7 Most 

bishops preferred to remain at their posts despite the barbarian incursions, which 

were sometimes violent;8 and often it was the local bishop, rather than a civil official, 

who fulfilled secular administrative duties for the citizens of Gaul. One of the rea

sons for Aetius' success in late Roman Gaul was his willingness to work with ecclesias

tical officials. Aetius used bishops as mediators with the barbarians, depended upon 

bishops to give him advance warning of barbarian attacks on the Empire, and ac

tively involved himself in ecclesiastical politics. 

One case of mediation occurred in 439. In that year, Aetius and his second-in

command, Litorius, were sent with an army against the Visigothic king Theodoric I 

(418-451), who had occupied the city ofToulouse.9 The king, "because he could not 

resist with arms ( cum armis resistere non posset)," asked Orientius, the bishop of Auch, 

to intercede with Aetius on his behalf. Despite the fact that the king was an Arian 

Christian and therefore considered a heretic by the orthodox bishop, Orientius agreed 

to act as an intermediary out of pity for the king. He set out to meet Aetius. By this 

time, Aetius was at the height of his power: he was Magister Militum in the West, held 

the title of patrician, and had been elected to his second consulship. 10 Litorius had 

just acceded to the position of Magister Militum per Gallias, and was Aetius' subordi

nate. 11 According to Prosper Tiro, Li tori us was ambitious and sought "to usurp the 

position of Aetius. 12 

When Bishop Orientius arrived, Aetius respectfully alighted from his horse 

and greeted him, asking the bishop for his blessing. Litorius, however, "scorned to 

meet the holy man, despising the reason for his legation." His disrespect may well 

have been due to the fact that he was a pagan, for Prosper Tiro claims that Litorius 

"had faith in responses of the haruspices and the signs of demons. "13 Litorius in-
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formed Orientius that he would besiege Toulouse and enter it. He set out with an 

army of Huns for Toulouse and was captured by its inhabitants.14 

Aetius, on the other hand, seems to have abandoned the idea of attacking the 

Goths at Toulouse after the meeting with Orientius. The Vita Orientii claims that "the 

holy bishop saved from harm Aetius the Patrician, who had asked for benediction, 

along with his entire army, which because of the intervention of the bishop [Aetius] 

removed to a place not far off. "15 This is supported by another source, which indicates 

that Aetius was absent at the time of Litorius' attack on Toulouse.16 There is every 

indication that Litorius disobeyed Aetius in besieging the city. Prosper Tiro states that 

Litorius "imprudently joined battle with the Goths and made it known how much his 

troops, who perished along with himself, could have benefitted, ifhe had chosen to act 

in accordance with advice rather than by his own rashness."17 Hydatius also declares 

thatLitorius' attack was "unauthorized (inconsultius). "18 A further indication thatAetius 

never meant to attack the Visigoths is that, following Litorius' defeat at Toulouse, he 

elected to renew peace rather than hostilities with Theodoric.19 

The important role played by the bishop in such cases is demonstrated by 

another incident that took place in the spring of 445.20 In that year, the Armoricans, 

who inhabited a region north of the Loire River, had revolted against the Roman 

Empire. Aetius, who was absent from Gaul at the time,21 sent the barbarian king 

Goar with an army of his Alans to attack the Armoricans. The Armoricans quickly 

sent a deputation to Germanus, bishop of Auxerre, requesting that he intercede 

with Goar on their behalf. Their choice of the bishop was probably partly due to the 

fact that German us, prior to his episcopate, had been a military leader whose juris

diction included Armorica.22 But he was probably the only option open to them. 

German us intercepted Goar as he led his army toward Armorica, bringing the 

king's horse to halt by grasping its bridle. The king, although impressed with the 

audacity of the bishop, was unwilling to contravene his orders to attack. Goar in

formed Germanus that the bishop must obtain permission to stop the attack from 

either Aetius or from the emperor Valentinian III.23 German us would certainly have 

gone to Aetius if the general had been in Gaul. Aetius was in Rome at the time,24 

however, and German us was obliged to travel to Ravenna to meet with the emperor. 

Besides bishops like Orientius and Germanus, who mediated between barbar

ians and the Roman authorities, there were several bishops who alerted Aetius to bar

barian revolts or invasions. Hydatius, bishop of Aquae Flaviae in northern Spain, trav

eled to Gaul in 431 to inform Aetius that the Suevi, under their king Hermeric, had 

dishonored their treaty with Rome and were pillaging in Spain.25 The journey would 

have been extremely hazardous, involving travel through northern Spain, infested with 
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Suevi and bandits, and southern Gaul, occupied by the Visigoths. Since at the time of 

the legation Aetius was conducting a campaign against the Franks, Hydatius was prob

ably forced to travel to northern Gaul to meet him. Aetius was unable to help Hydatius 

until he subdued the Franks in 432, when "he sent the comes Censorius as an envoy to 

the Suevi along with Hydatius. ''26 Evidently Censorius was essential to Aetius in the 

Frankish campaign and could not be spared until it was decided. Once Censorius re

turned with him to Spain, Hydatius reports, the problem with the Suevi was resolved: 

"As a result of episcopal intervention and once hostages were given to him, Hermeric 

renewed peace with ·the Gallaecians, whom he was in the habit of plundering. ''27 The 

episcopal intervention was made by Hydatius himself. 

In 451, another bishop alerted Aetius to an attack by barbarians. This time, 

the welfare of the entire Western Empire was at stake. In the spring of that year, 

Attila and his army of Huns attacked Gaul from the northeast, headed for the impe

rial capital at Ravenna in Italy. After devastating the city of Metz, Attila turned course 

for Orleans in central Gaul. The bishop of the city, Anianus, heard of the Hunnic 

invasion and traveled quickly to Aries, where Aetius was then residing.28 The Vita 
Aniani states that many other bishops were waiting there to speak with Aetius on 

their own business.29 Anianus' claim took precedence, however, and Aetius met with 

him immediately. Between them they hypothesiz('.:d when Attila might reach Orleans, 

and Aetius agreed to be there with an army. 

Aetius gathered together his army from various barbarian groups who were 

under obligation to fight for Rome. Principal among them were the Visigoths under 

Theodoric I and his son Thorismund.30 Aetius may have arranged to have the Visigoths 

fight for him by using Anianus as a mediator. One source claims, "Aetius the Patri

cian ... sent SaintAnianus Bishop of Orleans to Theodoric king of the Goths, to ask 

him to help against the Huns; if they were able to resist them, [Aetius] would give 

the middle part of Gaul to the Goths. "31 After he had gathered his troops, Aetius 

traveled north, relieved the city of Orleans which had been besieged and entered by 

a detachment of Huns, and engaged and defeated the main Hunnic army on the 

Catalaunian Plain, modern Chalons. 

Aetius' involvement with Gallic bishops was not limited to utilizing them as 

mediators or informants. Though his authority was supposed to be military only, 

Aetius was also very active in ecclesiastical politics. When Aetius was at Aries, many 

bishops awaited an audience with him "on various types of business," not necessarily 

related to barbarian activity. Aetius cultivated alliances with influential Gallic bish

ops in an attempt to further solidify his own power in the face of uneasy relations 

with the emperor Valentinian and the Italian aristocracy. By 445, Aetius had created 
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a firm partnership with Hilary of Aries, the premier bishop in Gaul. It was a symbi

otic relationship: Aetius received political support from Hilary, and Hilary used his 

connection with Aetius and other influential laymen and ecclesiastics to declare a de 

facto primacy over all the bishops in Gaul.32 

The bishop of Aries had no historical claims to such authority.33 But Hilary, 

according to one source, "backed by the favor of the patrician [Aetius] and the 

praefect, seized for himself an undeserved monarchy throughout Gaul."34 Aetius' 

role in the backing for this "monarchy" was military: several Gallic bishops com

plained to Pope Leo I that Hilary enforced his policies with a band of armed men 

("militaris manus") .35 

Aetius must have at the least condoned Hilary's methods. No one in Gaul could 

have made use of such a military force without his knowledge and approval.36 Imperial 

reaction was immediate. In response to a complaint by Pope Leo, the emperor 

Valentinian III issued an edict on July 8, 445, addressed to Aetius.37 The emperor as

serted the primacy of the pope over the churches of Gaul and expressly condemned 

Hilary's usurpation of authority and his use of the "armed band." The emperor further 

stated, "Neither Hilary ... nor any other person shall be allowed any further to mingle 

arms with ecclesiastical matters or to oppose the regulations of the Bishop of Rome." 

Valentinian was careful not to make his accusation of Aetius too explicit, but it was 

highly unusual for the emperor to address an edict concerning the Church to a mili

tary official. The inference is plain: by putting Aetius in charge of enforcing this de

cree, Valentinian hoped to prevent any further collusion between Aetius and Hilary. 

Aetius made use of bishops in a variety of ways. He utilized Hilary, Bishop of 

Aries, to increase his political power in opposition to Valentinian and the Italian aris

tocracy, who eventually grew so alarmed at Aetius' growing authority that the emperor 

murdered him with his own hands. In the absence of sufficient civil and military ad

ministration in Gaul throughout the fifth century, Aetius was forced to depend on 

bishops as mediators and informers to keep him apprised of problems with the barbar

ians in Gaul and Spain. These bishops deserve some of the credit for many of the 

successes of Aetius' reign, from keeping the peace with the Visigoths, the Suevi and the 

Armoricans to saving the Western Roman Empire from the invasion of the Huns. 
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With the demise of Severus Alexander, the last of the Severan Emperors, in 235, 

the Roman Empire entered into a period of turmoil known as the "Imperial 

Crisis," during which the degree of internal instability of imperial administration 

(and emperors), in addition to the barbarian invasions threatened to overwhelm 

the Empire.1 Maximinus, the next emperor, and his successors were beset by the 

recurring problems that had plagued the Romans for centuries: the economy, the 

army, and imperial succession. 

After thirty-five years of continuous internal battles between imperial candi

dates and raids by the barbarians, Aurelian, a military officer, grasped the reins of 

the empire in 270. Aurelian was confronted with a bleak vision of the Roman Em

pire. Gaul, Britain, and Spain were under the hegemony of the newly-formed Gallic 

Empire, the barbarians along the northern borders had become bolder in their en

croachments on traditionally Roman territories, and in the East, Palmyra's ruler, 

Vaballathus, was styling himself "Augustus" of the East.2 Aurelian sought to restore 

the Empire to its former glory, by returning to tried imperial policies of the August

ine style, highlighted by his evacuation of Dacia. 

What was this border policy to which Aurelian was seeking to return?3 The 

borders and frontiers envisioned and established by Augustus were designed to be 

buffers for the in tern al regions of the empire. The borders were meant to be placed 

in easily defensible areas, such as rivers. Thus the borders did not require as many 

troops as they might have otherwise, and there were always spare troops that could 

be transferred to any trouble spots. Outside these guarded borders, there was a re

gion of Roman "influence" in which the inhabitants conducted commerce with the 

Romans and sometimes even lived in the style of the Roman provincials. Thus, in 

addition to the actual guard posts, the Romans were often hidden behind zones of 

peoples friendly to Roman interests. 

The borders were all expanded to defensible territories, such as the Rhine 

and Danube in the north. These were fortified by later emperors with fortresses and 

walls. The frontier continued to develop into regions that mirrored the neighboring 

Roman provinces in culture and economy. The borders therefore began to become 

even more secure over time. 
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Trajan was the first emperor to break with the border policy of Augustus, as 

seen in his acquisition of Dacia. It represented a break with classical Roman imperial 

policies, which favored a frontier that was easy to defend and could be held against 

invaders by a reasonable number of troops. Borders of this kind were rivers and 

other such natural barriers. The Romans preferred to use their resources sparingly 

as they had no idea of "deficit spending" or other modern governmental notions of 

economics. The emperors after Trajan only held onto the region because of the its 

natural resources (i.e., gold). 

Dacia, while it remained fairly quiet, was a profitable possession, no doubt. 

After the Dacians had been defeated, the Romans moved into the regions to ex

ploit the mines. The settlers counted in their number farmers, miners, and mer

chants. The settlements tended to be on the major trade routes, and the region 

experienced an initial "boom" due to the opening of trade routes with the Eastern 

steppes.4 

In fact, it was not outside forces that brought the empire to its knees; it was 

internal dissension. With the breakdown of the imperial succession in the third cen

tury, the empire's borders also began to crumble. All the troops on the borders were 

called upon to aid the numerous emperors in dealing with the myriads of usurpers. 

Thus, as the innards of the empire festered with civil war, the borders gave way to 

invaders. Dacia was one of the problem regions for many third-century emperors. 

Aurelian saw that he would need to restore the borders before he could deal 

with any internal problems, and he set out immediately to do so. Aurelian was con

fronted almost immediately by an attack on the upper Danube by the Juthungi.5 

Aurelian defeated the Juthungi, and chased them out of Italy. He then turned his 

attention to Pannonia, where an invasion by the Vandals was underway. The em

peror was able to route the Vandals, but doing so allowed the recently-bested Juthungi 

opportunity for another assault on the relatively defenseless Italy. Aurelian immedi

ately returned to Italy but received a defeat at Placentia for his trouble. 6 Aurelian, 

however, recovered quickly and was able to best them, leaving him open to deal with 

domestic problems in Rome.7 

These problems at Rome had to do with a fear that Rome was now vulnerable 

to barbarian attack, a thing unheard of since B.C. 390 (the Gallic Sack).8 Aurelian 

promptly began construction of a city wall for Rome to quiet such fears.9 The wall 

was simple in design, needing to be built hastily, yet still built to be worthy of the city 

it protected.10 This wall was Aurelian 's first step in restoring Roman stability. Aurelian 

needed Rome to be settled and provided for, knowing that he would soon need to 

depart to deal with the Eastern problem (i.e., Palmyra). The wall was built in 271, 
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mostly by private guilds.11 Aurelian hoped to provide Rome with confidence and 

security, even in his absence, and the wall was the beginning of his effort to do so. 

Aurelian's five-year reign was an exercise in sheer activity. Aurelian never devi

ated for a moment from his purpose of restoring the empire. From his accession to 

the imperial power until his death, he was constantly in motion, going from Rome to 

the East, and back to Gaul and Italy. Even when he was residing in Rome, he was 

acting to return stability to the empire in domestic affairs. It is undeniable, however, 

that most of Aurelian's program had to do with the imperial frontier and borders. In 

particular, his activities in the border regions were designed to restore the tradi

tional Roman structure to the border regions. Aurelian wished to rebuild the struc

ture that had kept the empire strong and stable from its inception. 

Aurelian also needed internal stability for any restoration to be effective, and 

the biggest internal problem of the empire was money. Nearly every Roman em

peror of the third century had granted a raise to the military. Its salary per capita 

had more than doubled since the beginning of the third century. The situation 

reached a point at which the government simply could not afford to pay the army 

what it had promised. To avoid a military coup, the emperors began to compensate 

by debasing the coinage. While the army appeared to be getting a raise, it was actu

ally receiving the same effective pay. The soldiers got twice as many coins, but the 

coins were only worth half as much. 

Needless to say, this "bait and switch" on the part of the emperors wreaked 

havoc on the imperial economy. Inflation set in, and most of the coinage became 

essentially worthless. The economy, then, was in much the same state as the imperial 

borders when Aurelian came to power. Aurelian set about to reform the coinage of 

the empire in an attempt to deal with this problem. His attempts to do so set off a 

revolt of the mint workers early in his reign, led by the procurator of the mint, 

Felicissimus.12 Apparently Felicissimus had been embezzling the silver intended for 

the coins and perhaps even desecrating the image of the emperor on the coins. 13 

Aurelian restored some silver content to the coins, bringing them back up to a ratio 

of 1/20 silver. 14 Aurelian also reintroduced the sestertius, dupondius, and as coins to 

the economy. He further minted many more double aurei than before. This expan

sion of the gold coinage was perhaps a prelude to later economic reforms, which 

would eventually lead the empire to the gold standard under Constantine. Perhaps 

Aurelian was looking to just such a goal and was trying to shepherd his idea slowly, 

but it is impossible to know for certain. 

Aurelian's monetary efforts still did not help him in the matter of military 

endeavor, though, as the army simply was not large enough to deal with all the threats 
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confronting the empire, and large numbers of stationary troops were simply out of 

the question, as they had a nasty habit of appointing successful commanders em

peror (several third century emperors achieved power in just this manner). 

Aurelian was also confronted with a revolt by the monetarii in Rome, who feared 

retribution for corrupting the coinage. "15 The revolt was ended rather abruptly by 

Aurelian, who dealt with those involved harshly. "16 Aurelian had threatened to deal 

with the problem of the corrupt coinage, and apparently the moneyers reacted unfa

vorably. It was postulated that the emperor made the mint workers into scapegoats for 

the weakened economy, but it has not been proven beyond doubt 17 At any rate, Aurelian 

dealt, at least seemingly, with the internal problems in Rome and departed for the East 

in late 271.18 By leaving Rome apparently protected, Aurelian completed step one of 

his plan for the restoration of Roman stability. With the capitol nominally quieted, he 

could proceed to the East without leaving a ticking time bomb in his rear. 

Although the Gallic Empire was still haunting the western area of the Roman 

Empire, it was not a pressing concern for Aurelian as its own internal problems kept 

its leadership occupied. The emperor of Gaul, one Tetricus, was confronted by a 

mutinous governor, Faustinus, and a recalcitrant and insubordinate military. 19 Tetricus 

was even, according to Aurelius Victor, forced to appeal to Aurelian for aid against 

his own forces. 20 Thus Aurelian could easily ignore the crumbling Gallic Empire and 

turn his attention to the organized insubordination in the East. On his way to Palmyra, 

Aurelian dealt with several threats along the northern and eastern borders of the 

empire. He departed for the east in 271 and met the Goths in Illyricurn and Thrace, 

where he drove them back across the borders, slaying their leader, Cannabas. 21 

Dacia, however, presented a different problem. It was on the north side of the 

Danube, and it had no natural protection to aid in its defense. Its northern border 

was open to easy invasion. Aurelian saw this situation and also was in an immediate 

need of troops for his Palmyrene campaign. The withdrawal from Dacia was not, 

however, a retreat so much as a strategic withdrawal in a time of stress.22 Aurelian 

needed the troops from the extensive and open borders of Dacia and knew that the 

current troops could not sustain the trans-Danubian Dacian borders without more 

support, of which there was none to give. He was therefore confronted with only one 

solution which could solve both problems: a withdrawal from Dacia. 

Aurelian began the evacuation of Dacia during 271, according to Randall 

Saunders.23 Aurelian saw the devastation within the provinces south of the Danube 

(Moesia and Illyricm) and believed the continued occupation and defense of Dacia 

to be an unnecessary drain. 24 According to the Historia Augusta, Aurelian evacuated 

"the army and provincials. "25 Aurelian withdrew the legionary troops from the trans-
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Danubial Dacia along with the provincial administration. He settled the evacuees 

into Moesia and Illyricum and renamed the resettled area Dacia. 

With the invasions of the third century, Dacia had ceased to serve its purpose 

as a defense, becoming another liability. Men and supplies could no longer be spared 

to guard the region. The vast open area of trans-Danubian Dacia was expensive to 

defend against the Goths and others who were settled just beyond the Roman bor

ders. The barbarians were constantly testing the Roman defenses, and during the 

third century, the defenses were found wanting more often than not. Aurelian real

ized that he could only afford to expend the resources to defend a fortifiable border, 

and Dacia had none. A buffer zone that did not stop barbarian incursions was not 

worth maintaining. Aurelian therefore withdrew the troops from the Dacian border 

along with the accompanying administrators. 

Trans-Danubian Dacia had presented a potential problem since its conquest 

by Trajan. Its borders were difficult to hold at their inception and only became more 

so with time. The inroads of the Carpi and the Goths showed how vulnerable the 

province was to external threats. Aurelian was confronted with a situation that had 

only one workable solution: the abandonment of trans-Danubian Dacia. 

The extent of Aurelian 's Dacian evacuation of provincials was not shown to be a 

massive resettlement south of the Danube by archaeological evidence. In fact, many 

Roman artifacts continued to be found from the third through the sixth century in 

Dacia.26 Roman custom seemed to continue to have the most impact on life in old 

Dacia, as evidenced by changing burial customs, which appeared to be more connected 

with changes in the Roman world than with any new barbarian people.27 It would seem 

therefore that Aurelian more probably relocated only the army and the upper ech

elons of the administration.28 The reasons for the evacuation were not difficult to see. 

The normal citizenry, however, probably remained on their former lands. 

Aurelian's withdrawal was not a true retreat of Roman civilization, then, but merely 

a relocation of administration. The citizens in Dacia continued their interaction 

with the Roman government through commerce, though they no longer had the 

defense provided by the Roman army. The Dacian legions were needed elsewhere, 

most especially for Aurelian's campaign in the East, to which he proceeded. 

Aurelian arrived in East in late 271 and proceeded to reclaim those areas that 

had been taken under Palmyra's influence. Aurelian paused temporarily in Byzantium 

to draw his forces together and finalize his plan of attack.29 Aurelian proceeded first 

to Ancyra, then to Tyana, and thereafter reclaimed the former Roman territory as 

far as Antioch.30 At Antioch, the Palmyrenes met Aurelian with a division of their cav

alry, but A~relian managed to force the Palmyrene cavalry into engaging his infantry 
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after being exhausted by chasing his cavalry. Aurelian 's victory placed the Palmyrenes 

on the run, and they retreated to regroup. The two armies met again at Emesa, and 

once more Aurelian proved himself a superior general. Aurelian forced the Palmyrene 

army to retreat into Palmyra itself, and he laid siege. Palmyra's fortune had hit bot

tom, and eventually Zenobia and Vaballathus were captured by the emperor.31 

Aurelian next confronted the New Persians and claimed victory over them.32 With 

the East having been settled to Aurelian's apparent satisfaction, he began his return 

to the West. On his way, he defeated the Carpi on the lower Danube.33 Before he 

could move again, though, word reached Aurelian that the Palmyrenes were again 

revolting and attempting to invest the imperial power in the governor of Mesopotamia, 

who immediately sent word to the emperor. At this point, Aurelian razed the city in 

his frustration with the situation.34 The inhabitants of Alexandria were also in revolt, 

and Aurelian dealt with them promptly as well. 35 

With the East at last put to rest, Aurelian then returned to the West, to deal 

with the crumbling Gallic Empire. Tetricus, the Gallic Emperor, was still entangled 

in domestic strife. In fact, he was said to have immediately surrendered to Aurelian 

upon meeting him on the battlefield, fearing his own troops more than the wrath of 

the emperor.36 

Now, Aurelian had successfully restored stability to the borders of the empire. 

It only remained for him to restore stability to Roman domestic affairs. Aurelian had 

already dealt with the Roman mint workers earlier. Now he had to actually attempt 

to correct the problems within the empire. His first step was to recall all of the de

based coinage and distribute new coins in an attempt to restore economic confi

dence. 37 He also presented the citizens of Rome with a public distribution of bread 

to quell civic disturbance.38 

Aurelian's domestic policies were less celebrated but still merit examination 

to place them in the context of his objective of reuniting the empire. Aurelian first 

constructed the wall around the city of Rome, hoping to give some measure of secu

rity to people within. His handling of monetary affairs was swift and decisive, if not 

altogether effective. He created new coins and reissued old ones, hoping to stabilize 

the tumultuous economy, but his time was too short for these reforms to take effect, 

if they would have had any effect at all.39 

Aurelian also instituted reforms designed to remove corruption and embezzle

ment from all levels of government in the provinces and in Rome itself. He sup

pressed false charges put forward by treasury officials and informers and burned the 

registries for the documents of such transactions. He even declared amnesty for all 

those informed against. 40 The emperor took measures to eliminate corruption in 
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the provincial governments, particularly extortion, seemingly contrary to the stan

dards of his military background. A dole of pork was even personally supervised by 

the emperor and delivered to the citizens in Rome as a gesture of benificence.41 

The Emperor Aurelian then looked for an overarching theme to unify the 

empire and came upon the tried and true facet of religion. Religion had been used 

in the empire since the reign of Augustus as a rallying point by the emperors. Augustus 

himself instituted the cult of Rome and Augustus to create a public display ofloyalty 

to the empire. The purpose of this cult was the bringing together of all the citizens 

in the empire under one particular ecclesiastical roof, as it were. Augustus's cult was 

never a true religion, though. It was merely used to display loyalty to the Roman 

Empire; one did not pray to Rome or Augustus for anything. Augustus and Rome 

were icons used to represent a temporal loyalty to Rome. The sacrifice in the Augustus 

cult was effectively a pledge of allegiance to Rome and the emperor rather than 

zealous devotion to the deified Augustus. 

Aurelian saw religion likewise as a possibly unifying factor. He decided to use 

the cult of the eastern sun god, Sol Invictus ( "The Unconquered Sun"), as his own 

state religion. His preference for this god has been attributed to his mother's priest

hood in the sun god's cult.42 At any rate, Aurelian constructed a temple to the sun 

god in Rome and lavished it with riches, hoping to inspire like activity throughout 

the empire.43 The emperor even sought to attach himself to the sun god as an anointed 

protector of Rome and the Empire, as is shown on some coins from his reign.44 

Aurelian built his new sun cult from the remnants of older cults in Rome and from 

the East, such as Mithras and Sol Indiges.45 The sun cult was not a complete innova

tion by Aurelian, but the new emphasis certainly was. Sol had been used by some of 

the Julio-Claudians as a symbol of power and endurance, and the emperor Elagabalus 

was a full priest of the sun god. 46 Aurelian himself was not always a devout follower of 

the sun god, and early in his reign little emphasis was placed on the cult. It was 

seemingly only after his victory over Palmyra that Aurelian began to push the sun 

cult. Apparently Aurelian believed that the sun god had delivered him victory at the 

battle of Emesa. He thereafter bestowed many gifts on the temple at Emesa and had 

the Roman temple to the sun god constructed and consecrated with even greater 

pomp than its eastern counterparts.47 Aurelian was inspired by the events at Emesa 

to sponsor the sun god as the patron of the restored Rome as was evinced by some of 

his coinage. According to Zossimus, Aurelian also adorned the temple in Rome with 

a statue of Bel, a god of old Babylon and of Palmyra.48 Aurelian also established a 

priesthood for his revitalized cult, and he set aside funds to make repairs and pay sala

ries for the church in an unprecedented manner.49 Aurelian had effectively created a 
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"modern state religion," a religion funded by the state and supported as the unifying 

element in religious life. In doing this he hoped perhaps to stabilize Roman reli

gious life, which had become much fragmented with introduction of myriad cults 

and mystery religions from the East. While Aurelian did not persecute any religions 

per se, he did offer the Sol Invictus cult special preference. The patronage of Sol by 

Aurelian was attested to by Aurelian's holding games in honor of Sol, the ludi Solis 

and the agon.50 

Aurelian sought to promote a general cult of the sun that all could participate 

in; he only adopted the most general traits of the sun god into his new cult.51 He 

incorporated the main traits that all the sun gods shared in an attempt to make his 

new cult more palatable to the general populace of the empire. Elagabalus had at

tempted to push the sun god before, but he had made his efforts too blatantly ambi

tious. He himself was the high priest, and he had officiated all the cult's ceremonies. 

He was even said to have called for lewd eastern rituals in the temple at Rome.52 

Aurelian avoided introducing such obviously foreign rituals when possible, and his 

religious reforms thus did not bring to him the fate that those of Elagabalus had 

brought. Aurelian integrated his cult with pre-existing sun cults, and thus it did not 

seem to be such an innovation, and it was able to enjoy some measure of success 

(though not the level thatAurelian probably wished for). 

In this same vein, keeping the home front quiet and stable, Aurelian began a 

program of public works, recalling earlier, more glorious days of the early empire. 

His public doles have already been outlined. He was said to have given bread and 

pork to the public in Rome.53 Aurelian also planned to construct baths in Rome. He 

began the construction of a forum ( dedicated to himself, of course) in the Roman 

port of Ostia. 54 Commoners were also allowed to dress and carry themselves more 

like the upper classes, if they could afford it. 55 Perhaps this policy had its roots on the 

emperor's own common origin, and it may have been this policy that set off such 

friction with the Senate, instigating the senatorial rebellions earlier in his reign." 56 

Aurelian 's actions in this parallel earlier reforms, which allowed the moneyed classes 

(i.e., knights and merchants) access to the upper levels of the army and administra

tion. He was perhaps harkening back to these ideals in his attempts to offer stability. 

These public works and domestic policies were designed to quiet the urban popula

tion at Rome, especially after the riots during the Juthungian invasions. Aurelian 

hoped that the public doles and new constructions would soothe the people, show

ing them that the empire was back to the way it was during the Golden Age of Augustus. 

His measures were apparently successful, because he was not troubled by any further 

problems within the empire itself. 
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The emperor then confronted perhaps the most daunting problem of third 

century emperorship: succession. His marriage to Ulpia Severina in 274 was an at

tempt to deal with this. 57 He needed an heir, and the marriage was a step in that 

direction. Neither of these measures was especially successful; the economy contin

ued to endure inflation and lack of confidence in the coinage, and Aurelian never 

did designate an heir. 

It seemed Aurelian could not remain at peace for long, for he soon set out for 

another campaign, this time in eastern Gaul and Raetia.58 Following this short cam

paign, he journeyed to Illyricum to combat some new enemy. The identity of this 

enemy was still under debate. According to some sources, it was the Persians; in 

others, it was the Goths. The final answer was never determined.59 At any rate, it was 

on the way to begin this new war that Aurelian was assassinated by some disgruntled 

officials at Coenofrurium. 60 

Aurelian had to make some tough administrative decisions in his reign, and none was 

more difficult than the evacuation of Dacia. A retreat so early in his reign could prove disas

trous, even if it was not a true retreat Aurelian therefore moved to mitigate his withdrawal by 
modifying the borders of Moesia and partitioning a new province, adroitly dubbed "Dacia." 

Thus, Dacia was not ''lost" to barbarians; it was merely relocated. 

Not only was the abandonment of Dacia a wise logistic decision, it was also 

consistent with the original border policies of the empire begun by Augustus. The 

Dacia border was neither stable nor defensible. It was a clear violation of the policy 

of a defensible border, and when invasions hit, they taught a brutal lesson to a floun

dering third-century empire. Aurelian returned to Augustus's border policy by aban

doning trans-Danubian Dacia and relocating the key inhabitants to "New Dacia." 

Aurelian's act stabilized the Roman borders once more, just as his battles with the 

Juthungi and Vandals had done. The R.estitutor Orbis had truly restored the Roman 

Empire. His actions were not always glorious, fitting, or even warranted in some 

cases, but they culminated in an achievement unparalleled since Augustus, a newly 

restored Roman Empire. Thus, the author of the Vita Aureliani correctly referred to 

him as "a prince who was necessary rather than good. "61 
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I nternational drug trafficking is the world's second most profitable illicit business 

after arms trafficking, taking in earnings as high as $400 billion annually. Heroin 

probably accounts for $200 billion of the total, cocaine for $100 billion, and the rest 

is divided among marijuana, hashish, and several psychotropic drugs, such as LSD 

and PCP. At least 104 countries are involved in the production and distribution of 

illegal drugs or illicit profits, and thousands of entrepreneurial criminals from all 

over the world risk death or jail to get a piece of the lucrative action. The profits are 

so huge that drug traffickers find it difficult to hide, let alone spend the money. 

Dons, godfathers, drug lords and king pins, who control the traffic, have regularly 

appeared on Forbes magazine's annual list of the world's richest individuals, while the 

power and wealth of the trafficking networks threaten the stability and social fabric 

of countries all over the world. Each year thousands of unfortunate people all colors, 

ages, and classes die or have their lives wrecked because of international drug traf

ficking. In the United States alone, illegal drug use claims an estimated forty thou

sand lives each year.1 

Much of the criminal attention is directed to the huge market in the United 

States where experts say drug trafficking has become the country's largest source of 

illegally earned income. The traffic in drugs has made drug abuse a problem of 

national concern, particularly since the early 1980s, when President Ronald Reagan 

declared a war on drugs. Reagan left the oval office in 1989, but his two successors, 

George Bush and Bill Clinton, have renewed the pledge to fight the war and have 

spent more billions of dollars combating the international drug trade at home and 

abroad. 

As serious as the United States considers drug abuse and international drug 

trafficking late in the twentieth century, they are not new problems. Throughout its 

history, the United States has been a drug consuming nation, often to the point of 

attracting the concern of its media, political establishment, religious leaders, and 

medical community, who feared that drug use and abuse were getting out of control 

and undermining American values. As H. Waynes Morgan has written, "Every gen

eration assumes that it discovers or endures problems for the first time, but the fact 

is the United States has always had a drug problem."2 
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Spanish Conquistadors are believed to have introduced cannabis to Chile in 

1545, and in 1611 the weed was brought to Jamestown as a result ofKingJames I's 

decree that hemp be grown throughout the colonies for fiber production. The thera

peutic use of opium was common in colonial America, and both the Continental 

and British armies used the drug to treat the sick, wounded, and dying during the 

Revolutionary War. Benjamin Franklin and John Randolph both became dependent 

on opium for medical treatment during their advancing years. 

During the nineteenth century, the United States became one of history's most 

abusive countries, as far as drugs are concerned. The four major drugs in illegal use 

today-opium, heroin, cocaine and marijuana-were widely prevalent in American 

society. While politicians, drug policy analysts, and other experts debate the feasibil

ity of legalizing certain drugs, the nineteenth century in America was a period in 

which drugs that are rigidly controlled today were freely available over the counter 

or by mail order. 

Beginning about 1840, opium imports increased significantly, the result of the 

opium trade with China, dominated by British merchants but including participa

tion by Americans. Opium was also grown legally in many parts of the United States 

especially in Georgia, Florida, Louisiana, Virginia, Tennessee and South Carolina. 

Doctors in the nineteenth century continued to use opium regularly to treat a vari

ety of ailments and diseases, including fevers, dysentery, rheumatism, swellings, and 

broken limbs, and to ease the pain of dying.3 

In 1860, Oliver Wendell Holmes enthused about the medical virtues of opium, 

proclaimed that "the Creator himself seems to prescribe [opium] for we see the 

scarlet poppy growing in the cornfield as if it were foreseen that wherever there is 

hunger to be fed, there is pain to be soothed."4 By the 1870s, opium dens were flour

ishing in such cities as Chicago, Washington, St. Louis, New Orleans and New York 

City, attracting non-Chinese in search of a high.5 

Beginning about 1840 as well, cannabis became popular in the treatment of 

ailments like insomnia, tetanus, migraine headaches, and venereal disease, and as 

an antidote for strychnine poisoning. In the 1870s, cocaine derived from the coca 

leaf grown in South America began arriving in the United States and Europe. Within 

a decade, a number of famous personalities hailed what they thought were remark

able medicinal powers of the "wonder drug." Sigmund Freud, the "Father of Psy

chiatry," experimented with the drug, praising it as a cure for migraine headaches 

and alcohol addiction and claiming that the "user [has] absolutely no craving for 

further use of cocaine. "6 Former President U. S. Grant used cocaine to dull the pain 

of throat cancer while he finished his memoirs. President William McKinley, Pope 
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Leo XIII, inventor Thomas Edison and the King and Queen of Norway frequently 

enjoyed a popular drink called Via Mariani that consisted of wine mixed with co

caine. A new drink called Coca-Cola, which contained cocaine, was sold all over the 

world.7 Ordinary Americans enjoyed cocaine as well, often as a shot of whiskey laced 

with a pinch of cocaine.8 

In 1898, Bayer Laboratories introduced heroin as a non-addictive substitute 

for morphine. Morphine, the principal alkaloid of opium, was invented in 1802. It 
was introduced into the medical profession and hailed as a powerful analgesic that 

could effectively relieve all kinds of pain. In the 1850s, the introduction of the 

hyperdermic needle made possible almost immediately relief from pain and anxiety, 

and doctors began to prescribe morphine legally. 9 

During the Civil War, doctors distributed supplies of the drug along with the 

hyperdermic syringes to soldiers for use at home and to ease the pain of battle wounds. 

The medical community believed if morphine were injected with hyperdermic 

needles, there was no risk of addiction because the administration of the drug by

passed the digestive tract. Morphine addiction became known as the "Army Dis

ease," although many historians say the explosive growth of morphine use from 1865 

to 1895 was more than just an epidemic of army disease. Nevertheless, as much as 

2 percent of the United States population (about 400,000 people) suffered from 

morphine addiction during this period.10 

Soon after its invention, doctors prescribed heroin to patients, using it as a 

cure for the worst coughs and chest pains. In 1898 the American Medical Associa

tion endorsed the new drug as safe for respiratory ailments.11 

By 1900, however, the prevailing permissive attitude, easy access to narcotics, 

and the rising number of drug abuse cases became a cause of public concern. No 

one could be sure of the accuracy of the statistics, but surveys conducted by doctors 

and pharmacists during this period suggested that the number of drug addicts was 

between 100,000 and 200,000. As Morgan explains, "The statistics can never be ex

act, but divining ( of the number of addicts) lent credence to the general fear that 

opium addiction and drug use was spreading and undermining American values. "12 

When the addictive qualities of these drugs became apparent, politicians, religious 

leaders, pharmacists, doctors, and journalists began demanding tighter control on 

the use of drugs. 

The medical establishment warned that morphine, while not physically addic

tive, might become habit forming for people with "susceptible" minds. Sigmund 

Freud began to have doubts about the miraculous nature of cocaine after one of his 

close friends died of an overdose. In his lectures and writings, he began warning the 
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public about the drug's dependency. By the early 1900s, many doctors had aban

doned heroin in the treatment of their patients, concerned that patients were needing 

stronger and stronger doses of the drug. Some of the addicted fit the image of the 

stereotypical addicts, but many more included middle-aged women from rural America. 

'We have an army of women in America dying from the poison habit-larger 

than our standing army," a doctor concluded in 1894. "The profession is wholly re

sponsible for the loose and indiscriminate use of the drug. "13 

Despite the changing public mood, the United States was slow to adopt anti.

drug legislation. The city of San Francisco passed the first significant law in 1875, 

banning opium dens and other commercial establishments where opium was smoked. 

In 1880, the United States banned the smoking of opium by Asians when it signed a 

commercial treaty with the Chinese.14Congress did not pass the first important piece 

of domestic anti-drug legislation, however, until thirty-six years later. 

The move towards the regulation or prohibition of drugs was largely guided 

by American foreign policy, especially a desire to open up the Chinese market, which 

Japan and the major European powers had cornered, as well as its acquisition of the 

Philippines in 1898 after winning a four-month war with Spain. The Spanish had 

allowed Chinese residents in the Philippines to purchase opium and taxed its sale, 

but drug addiction had spread to the native population, which began to use the 

drug for its constipative qualities and to stave off cholera. Under pressure from the 

growing and increasingly active anti-opium movement, President William Taft formed 

the Philippines Commission to investigate the opium trade and report to him. The 

Commission's conclusion that the opium trade was one of the most serious prob

lems in the Orient led Congress to ban opium use in the Philippines in 1905.15 

The anti-opium crusade became an international movement that lobbied suc

cessfully for a series of treaties restricting the opium trade. In 1909, the United States 

and twelve other countries met in Shanghai, China, to examine the opium trade. 

They agreed that they should make a stronger effort to control opium and its deriva

tives, particularly morphine. Twelve of the thirteen countries reconvened two years 

later in the Hague, Netherlands, where they agreed to regulate the production and 

distribution of opium with the goal of eventually suppressing the trade altogether. 16 

In the United States, the popular press began to shape public attitudes about 

drugs by publishing articles that reveal~d the "horrors" of drug abuse and warned 

that the narcotic-addicted population was growing at alarming proportions. One 

report claimed that an Atlanta sanitarium had treated 100,000 drug addicted pa

tients and that many other facilities were receiving as many as 50,000. 15 

Many of the stories were wild exaggerations, claiming that drug abusers had 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association 1999 

super hun 
them. 17 Tl 

aboutdru 
Ano 

movemen 

one writer 

In 1902, t 
byunfort1 

simply ap 

culty at a 

associate< 

waslinke• 

States dn 
the diffe1 

drugmig 
Th 

twentietli 

of the de 

reform a 

Act, whic 

and COG 

heroin ac 

was still l 

opiumfc 

purposei 
like New 
the sale , 

Af 

internatl 



) had aban

ere needing 

nage of the 
ral America. 

tbit-larger 

1s wholly re-

adopt anti

aw in 1875, 
vassmoked. 

1 it signed a 

>rtant piece 

~ely guided 
Lrket, which 

;ition of the 

panish had 

K:ed its sale, 

to use the 

re from the 

faftformed 

o him. The 

rious prob-
1905.15 

obbied suc

nited States 

>ium trade. 

d its deriva

d two years 

luction and 

.ltogether.16 

:udes about 

md warned 

·tions. One 

ddicted pa-

Lbusers had 

93 

super human strength and that even the police bullets were not enough to stop 

them.17 This was not the first time the media fueled the country's apprehension 

about drugs. 

Another important feature in the history of the United States' anti-narcotic 

movement-namely racism-began to take shape in the early-twentieth century. As 

one writer explained, 

the most passionate support for legal prohibition has been associ

ated with fear of a given drug's effect on a special community. 

Certain drugs were dreaded because they seemed to undermine 

essential social restrictions that kept those groups under control. 

Thus an important fact in the move to ban opium was the fear 

that smoking opium would lead to sexual contact between Chi

nese and whites. As early as 1902, cocaine abuse became linked 

with African Americans and had a definite sexual connotation.18 

In 1902, the American pharmaceutical Association reported that "the use of cocaine 

by unfortunate women generally, and by the Negro in certain parts of the country, is 

simply appalling. The police of these districts tell us that the habitants have no diffi

culty at all in buying [cocaine]. "19 Later, during the 1920s, heroin would become 

associated with rebellious youth, and in the following decade, smoking marijuana 

was linked to violence by Mexicans and other minorities.20 Many critics of the United 

States drug policy agreed that "customary use of a certain drug came to symbolize 

the differences between that group and the rest of society" and so "eliminating the 

drug might alleviate disharmony and preserve the old order. "21 

The growing fear of drug abuse created strong public support in the early
twentieth century for passage of national legislation that would lead to the control 

of the domestic traffic in opium and cocaine. It was the Progressive Era, a time of 

reform and political ferment. 22 In 1906 Congress passed the Pure Food and Drug 

Act, which made it illegal to sell food or medicine if the ingredients, including heroin 

and cocaine, were not listed on the label. Two years later, shipping ·cocaine and 

heroin across state lines became illegal, although the sale and trafficking of the drugs 

was still legal within states. In 1909, Congress prohibited the importation and use of 

opium for other than medical purposes. Opium could still be imported for medical 

purposes, but only at twelve ports.23 Meanwhile, states with big urban populations, 

like New York, caught the progressive spirit and began to enact laws that controlled 

the sale of drugs. 24 

After the Shanghai meeting of 1909, the United States continued to support 

international anti-opium conferences. In December 1911, a conference at the Hague 
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led to the signing of the International Opium Convention of January 23, 1912. Sig

natories committed themselves to the enactment of laws that would suppress "the 

abuse of opium, morphine, cocaine, as well as drugs prepared or derived from these 

substances. "25 

American support for the international opium control, as well as the popular 

consensus against drug use and addiction, which had been building since the late

nineteenth century, culminated in the passage in 1914 of the Harrison Act, one of the 

most important drug laws in United States' history. Named after Representative Francis 

B. Harrison of New York state, who introduced the measure in Congress, the act was 

signed by Woodrow Wilson on December 17, 1914, and went into effect on March 1, 

1915. It had the long title of "an Act to provide for the registration of, with collectors of 

internal revenue, and to impose a special tax upon, all persons who produce, import, 

manufacture, compound, deal in, disperse, sell, distribute, or give away opium or coca 

leaves, their salts, derivatives, or properties and for other purposes." 

With the act's passage, anyone selling, importing or dispensing drugs had to 

be registered with the United States government. Heroin and cocaine, moreover, 

could now only be obtained legally with a doctor's prescription. Marijuana was ex

cluded from the law. Not until 1937 did lawmakers bring it under federal control. 

While intense lobbying by the United States drug industry stopped the total regula

tion of drugs, the Harrison Act became the cornerstone for the United States' do

mestic drug policy for the next sixty-five years. 26 

With the passage of the Harrison Act came the belief that the federal govern

ment should lead the charge against illegal drug trafficking, the introduction of a in

creasingly larger drug fighting bureaucracy, a belief that the drug problem's solution 

lay outside U. S. borders, and an emphasis on attacking the supply of drugs rather than 

promoting treatment as a way to fight drug abuse. More laws would follow the Harrison 

Act in the belief that tougher legislation at the national and state levels could, if not 

eliminate, at least control the country's drug use. In the coming decades, however, 

drug abuse, as a perceived social problem, would not go away. 
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"That We May Do Israel's Work": 
Racial Election in British Imperial Thought 

Eric M. Reisenauer 

T he years between 1870-1918witnessed the high tide of British imperialism. Dur

ing these decades Britain added over five million square miles and nearly sev

enty million people to its already considerable colonial expanse. By the time of her 

Diamond Jubilee in 1897, Queen Victoria was sovereign over one quarter of the 

earth's land surface and counted a nearly equal share of its population as her sub

jects. Dwarfing those of Alexander or the Caesars, the British Empire was among the 

greatest political edifices the world had ever known. As ever more of the map was 

painted imperial red, many in Britain began to suspect that the empire existed for 

some higher purpose than for markets, raw materials, coaling stations, and strategic 

military posts. Towards the close of the nineteenth century Britons increasingly be

lieved that Providence had endowed their remarkable expansion with a mission. 

Having been made masters of such an expanse surely indicated that God had chosen 

their race for a special purpose. Even the most cursory survey of Britain's imperial 

progress over the previous century,James Stanley Little noted in 1903, rendered this 

"chosen people" conclusion almost inescapable. 1 

It is the purpose of this paper to explore this idea of racial election and the 

ways it manifested itselfin British imperial thought during the decades after 1870. In 

particular, it will examine the three distinct, though related, forms which this idea 

took. The first was the rather straightforward assertion that the Anglo-Saxon race 

was in receipt of a mandate from heaven to spread Christianity and civilization to all 

corners of the earth. The missionary was therefore as potent an empire builder as 

the soldier or diplomat. The second made explicit reference to God's other chosen 

people, Israel, and proposed that God had brought forth the Anglo-Saxon to take 

Israel's place as His chief instrument amongst mankind. The third, known as British

Israelism, took this connection to its extreme by asserting that the British race had 

descended from the ten lost tribes oflsrael. Rejecting the idea that the mandate had 

been transferred, the advocates of British-Israelism argued that prophecy explicitly 

indicates that the race of Israel would hold God's favor in perpetuity. An Israelitish 

origin for the Anglo-Saxon race, therefore, was the only sufficient explanation for its 

possession of blessings so similar to those promised to Israel. 

British expansion in that period often called the third British Empire (post-1870) 

in textbooks to separate it from the first (pre-1783) and the second (1783-1870) was 
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distinguishable less by the pace or theatres of expansion than by the attitudes toward 

it. For decades prior to 1870, Britain had imperial interests in nearly every quarter of 

the world, and yet there was a palpable lack of emotion invested in them on the part 

of the British public. The assumption during the mid-Victorian years was that colo

nies were destined to break away sooner or later, and that they should only be kept as 

long as they required few troops to hold and little money to administer. The wisdom 

behind imperial entanglements was measured by the degree to which they served 

Britain's best (usually economic or diplomatic) interests. What marks off the period 

after 1870 was a change in this attitude concerning Britain's imperial role, mani

fested by a perceptible shift in justification for imperial engagements. If it were true, 

as John Robert Seeley suggested in his tremendously influential lectures on British 

expansion of 1883, that England seemed to have "conquered and peopled half the 

world in a fit of absence of mind," then something far less logical, cold, and calcu

lated than the balance sheet or diplomatic pouch had brought Britain to the pre

dominant position she now held.2 Many deemed it safe to infer that there was a 

nobler purpose than economic or other material gain directing the expansion of 

empire or, as Brian Stanley puts it, "that divine overruling was the hidden engine 

driving the process. "3 As a consequence, the cautious scales of opinion that had so 

carefully weighed British "interests" during the mid-century were exchanged for more 

inspiring gauges for determining Britain's "mission. "4 

Historians of empire have already explored, in some measure, the develop

ment and place of this perceived providential mission in British imperial thought. 

Their conclusions, while contributing much to our understanding of the issue, have 

also had their limitations. First, many of the most recent investigations of this con

cept have focused solely on its existence within nineteenth-century Christian mis

sionary discourse. It was indeed natural for missionaries to conclude that the empire 

served some divine role. If one believed in a providential purpose in history, then it 

was only to be expected that Christ's mandate to teach all nations would be accom

panied by divinely-guided historical processes to make such evangelization possible. 

Consequently most missionaries believed that the spread of Christianity throughout 

the British Empire was not simply a beneficial result ofimperial expansion, but rather 

its ultimate purpose.5 It was no accident,JamesJohnston explained in the Report of 

the Centenary Conference on the Protestant Missions of the World of 1889, that it was the 

Anglo-Saxon race, "which is sending the blessings of Christianity to the heathen, to 

which God is giving success as the colonisers and conquerors of the world. "6 It is 

important, however, not to limit such thinking to missionaries but to recognize that 

the concept of a divine purpose for empire existed widely outside of missionary 
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circles. Political figures such as Benjamin Disraeli, W. E. Gladstone, George Nathaniel 

Curzon, the Earl of Meath, Lord Rosebery, and Joseph Chamberlain all spoke of a 

providential aspect to empire.7 Lord Rosebery's conviction that the imperial edifice 

was "human and not fully human, for the most heedless and the most cynical must 

see the finger of the Divine," expressed a common view. 8 Though opinion varied as 

to the purpose of this dispensation, there was, in all events, a widely-held belief in 

some type of higher mission for the empire.9 

Another aspect of this sense of divine mission that has not been fully explored 

by recent scholars is that of racial exclusivity, or the belief that this mission was the 

possession of a single race. This oversight has proved to be a serious limitation in our 

understanding of this attitude since a sense of racial particularism characterized 

much imperial thought. The Victorian empire was understood largely in terms of 

race, and thus the concept of racial exclusivity was often attached to the concept of 

a divine mandate with important results. To carry out the will of God in the world 

was indeed one of the finest opportunities which imperial expansion offered. An 

important conceptual difference exists, however, between believing that one should 

perform God's work and believing that one belongs to the exclusive people-the 

chosen race-set apart to do so. Imperial rhetoric often placed emphasis on the 

latter. "To us, to us, and not to others, a certain definite duty has been assigned," 

wrote the imperial propagandist H.F. Wyatt in 1897, "to sustain worthily the burden 

of empire is the task manifestly appointed to Britain, and therefore to fulfil that task 

is her duty, as it should also be her delight. "10 The Rev. Canon Ellison, chaplain in 

ordinary to the Queen, noted that through the expansion of its empire Britain had 

"been brought, as Judaea was, to a position of signal pre-eminence among the na
tions. "11 God had given to Britain, to the Anglo-Saxon race and to no other, "an 

empire such as the world has hitherto never seen. "12 The floundering imperial ven

tures of other nations and peoples, so often noted in the British press, only served 

further to convince the British that they alone had been set apart for such a destiny. 13 

This confidence in racial election began to elicit, somewhat naturally, com

parisons between Britain and God's other chosen people-Israel. By the end of the 

century, an allegorical pairing of the two people became almost a commonplace in 

imperial discourse. 14 The image of Britain as a new Israel made its remarkable impe

rial expansion meaningful and intelligible. Yet it had larger theological implications 

as well. Despite the apparent failure of Israel to become the predominant power as 

described in prophecy, God's plan for the world, as laid out in the Judeo-Christian 

tradition, appeared validated after all. By replacing Israel with Britain, God's scheme 

remained unaltered; only the agent changed.15 "The blessing promised to Shem," 
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George B. Waldron suggested in 1898, "seems destined to receive its fulfillment in 

the dominance of the Anglo-Saxon. "16 Sometime earlier, the Rev. Edward Budge 

had already suggested that the Anglo-Saxon may well have usurped Israel's role in 

God's universal plan. "It is manifest that Israel was chosen and selected as a race 

whose office was to stand forth before a corrupt world as the heir of a special light," 

he wrote in the 1860s. Israel had fallen away from God, however, and thus lost this 

honor. Britain's imperial dominance, which even in mid-century went unquestioned, 

had convinced Budge that England had come to occupy Israel's place in the world: 

"the covenant gifts bestowed of old upon Israel, and many more besides, have be

come ours; and this that we might do Israel's work."17 The function of a chosen 

people remained relevant even if the particular race which assumed this role had 

changed. Furthermore, the sense of racial exclusivity stressed above reappears in 

this context. The remarkable thing about Israel's original election, after all, was not 

so much their being chosen as their being the only chosen. It thus made plausible 

sense that should God's favor be transferred from one particular people it would fall 

upon a singular other rather than upon the world at large. "That God should choose 

one nation for a special mission, and therefore favor it above all others, is not an 

unheard of thing in his dealings with men," Professor 0. B. Super reminded his 

readers, and "there are good reasons for believing that to the Anglo-Saxon has passed 

the privilege as well as the responsibility of civilizing as well as Christianizing the 

world. "18 "I believe God's Israel today are the Anglo-Saxon race," wrote the Rev. J. 
Edmonds in a prize winning essay. "God's favor and protection have made them what 

they are. He has endued them with special gifts and powers of mind that distinguish 

them from all other people on the face of the earth. He has made them an imperial 

race. "19 Historians have shown that imperial Britons often used the empire of Rome as 

a conceptional reference, and there has been some discussion on the consistent com

parisons between Pax Britannia and Pax Romana on the part ofVictorians.20 Its seems 

as true to say, given the frequency of this allegorical representation of Britain as Israel, 

that the allusion to the ancient Hebrews had as large an impact as that of the imperial 

Romans in shaping British attitudes towards the empire. 

This frequent comparison of Britain with Israel was not without its critics. Most 

objected not so much to the underlying idea ofa Christian mandate as to that of the 

seemingly tribal exclusivity of divine favor. Most even admitted that asserting a Chris

tian mission for the empire might, by itself, have a beneficial effect and temper some 

of imperialism's more unseemly acts by reminding those involved of Christianity's 

messages of charity and universal love. The problem, however, as the well-known 

critic of empire and the Boer War, J. A. Hobson, explained, was that the step from 
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the idea of England as a country with a special mission to civilize the world to the 

conception of, "'England's God' as a tribal God of battles who shall fight with our big 

battalions and help us to crush our enemies, is a step taken with ease and confidence 

by most of our Churches. ''21 Hobson believed that preachers took this step frequently 

and with abandon as when the Rev. Dr. Watson, on occasion of the Wesleyan Anni

versary celebration in 1900, commanded that the English should recognize in their 

own people "another Israel, called of God in a special manner, set apart by God for 

a special mission."22 John George Godard, responding to similar words from the 

Rev. Bernard Snell on occasion of the Boer War, warned that such talk was danger

ous and only instigated warlike passions among the people who would begin to ex

claim, "Are we not a chosen race, the modern Israel, called of God going forth con

quering and to conquer?"23 It was shameful and hazardous, these critics lamented, 

that the inclusive evangelism mandated by the God of the New Testament had be

come so tainted in imperial rhetoric by kind of the exclusive tribalism shown by the 

God of the Old.24 

The casting of Britain as a modern, or surrogate, Israel caused problems even 

for those who fully accepted the idea of racial election. The question of why Britain 

had achieved God's favor to the exclusion of all other contenders was an issue of 

nagging complexity. There was no shortage of answers offered, however. In 1894 the 

Bishop of Salisbury publicly questioned why God should give England alone such 

great imperial prowess. "Perhaps," he proffered, "it was because the English people 

were the type of people He would best like to see perpetuated. •>25 The Bishop of 

Durham suggested that it was to spread the English Church, which had so obviously 

been "marked out by [God's] hand as a rallying point of the nations."26 Others sup

posed that the Anglo-Saxon traditions ofliberty,justice, and the promotion of peace 

had convinced God that this people were worthy to act as on His behalf. Of course it 

could have been, and was at times argued, that the British race had not simply im

pressed God of late with its qualities and hence earned His favor but that God had 

taken an active part in the formation of the race itself-that he had designed and 

created the Anglo-Saxon for this express purpose.27 There were certain providential 

forces that guided the march of human history, Sir George Grey remarked in an 

interview given to the Contemporary Review in 1894. "A principle line of these forces
the chief, I hold-we have in the evolution of the Anglo-Saxon race. •>2s Yet these 

incomplete and ultimately unsatisfying answers only begged more troubling ques

tions; and the issue of "why Britain" remained chief among them. 

British-Israelism, the third manifestation of this idea of racial election, largely 

eliminated these problems by removing the need to explain how Britain had come 
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to usurp Israel.29 British-Israelism contended that Britain had in no way replaced 

Israel as God's chosen people. Rather, according to its proponents, it could be de

monstrably proven that the Anglo-Saxon race had descended from Hebrew stock, 

specifically from the ten tribes oflsrael-lost to history since the eighth century B.C. 

This position could smooth over the numerous theological and prophetic wrinkles 

raised by trying to transfer the mantle of God's chosen race from Israelites to Brit

ons. If they were indeed the same people, then no transfer had taken place to be 

explained away. Furthermore, by nullifying the possibility of the transfer of election, 

British-Israelism also removed any fear that God's favor might shift again, finding a 

more worthy people to carryout His mandate at some future date. The Anglo-Saxon's 

position as God's elect was part of its racial heritage stemming from the origin of the 

race itself and as such the race could expect to occupy its position of dominance in 

perpetuity.30 These arguments made this manifestation of British racial election the 

most intellectually coherent ( even if not the most intellectually convincing) and the 

most emotionally satisfying of the three. 

It was this intellectual and emotional comfort offered by British-Israelism which, 

in some measure, likely explains its wide appeal. Despite its seemingly ludicrous 

claim, it held the faith of over two million people in the British Empire at the turn of 

the century.31 These British-Israelites, as they were known, came from every social, 

economic, and educational level. They included clergy from the established and 

dissenting churches, scholars, scientists, military officers of the highest rank, mem

bers of the professional middle class, aristocracy, and royalty.32 The theory was propa

gated through the publication of hundreds of books during the several decades af

ter 1870 and by more than a dozen periodicals, one of which, TheBanneroflsrae~ was 

produced on a weekly basis for over fifty years. More than fifty British-Israel associa

tions appeared throughout Britain and the empire and eventually combined in 1919 

to form the still-extant British-Israel-World Federation. The theory also formed the 

subject of innumerable lectures given throughout Great Britain, the empire, and 

the United States. British-Israelites believed that it was their duty to inform their 

fellow Anglo-Saxons of their heritage as God's chosen people so that they, in turn, 

would recognize and defend the empire as a divine inheritance. No other explana

tion for such a vast imperial expanse seemed adequate, and no other guaranteed its 

perpetual existence.33 The British-Israelite George Harold Lancaster, F.R.A.S., ex

pressed the thoughts of a vast number of his fellow Britons when he mused that, "the 

question which we have to ask ourselves is this: Is there any revealed reason why God 

has raised up the British Empire to attain to such unprecedented supremacy and to 

such wonderful invincibility; why God has placed our Empire to-day on such an ex-
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traordinarily high plane, higher and greater than that of any empire which the world 

has ever previously produced, so that apparently no power can stand before it?"34 

The answers to these questions, for Lancaster, were found in the British-Israel theory 

which not only issued a forceful affirmative as to the existence of a mission but also 

explained how the British had achieved their position. The theory offered both a 

justification for expansion and rendered the empire an indestructible and irrevo

cable patrimony from God. Colonel John Cox Gawler, keeper of the crown jewels, 

expressed this idea succinctly when he confessed that "of one thing I feel assured, 

The British Empire stands or falls with the [British]-lsrael theory. "35 For British-Israelites no 

other explanation could provide sufficient accounting for the existence or purpose 

of the British Empire. 

The theory originated in the writings of John Wilson, a biblical scholar and 

practitioner of"Christian phrenology" from Cheltenham, in the late 1830s.36 In 1840 

he published a collection of lectures which he had delivered over the previous few 

years on the probable Hebrew origin of the modern peoples of Europe.37 Wilson 

speculated that the ten tribes of the northern Kingdom of Israel, which had been 

taken captive by the Assyrians in the eighth century B.C., had joined the great west

ward migration ofScythians (if they were not the Scythians themselves) occurring in 

the centuries just prior to and after the birth of Christ. These tribes then settled in 

Europe and took the form of the modern European nations. By looking at the proph

esies relating to Israel, which promised a vast increase in descendants and the posi

tion as the leading people on earth, one could not help but be struck by how these 

prophesies applied not to the Jews (whom most took to be only remaining remnant 

oflsrael) but to the Europeans. Wilson believed that his theory explained this reality 

in a racially and prophetically consistent manner. This general outline (with one 

significant change) formed the core of all future British-Israelite teaching. Prior to the 

1870s, however, Wilson's ideas inspired only a spate of interest and comment. His lec

tures and other writings were reprinted periodically in the decades after 1840, but they 

hardly elicited immediate widespread support.38 In fact, apart from a few notable ex

ceptions, the eminent ancient historian George Rawlinson was correct when he re

marked in 1872 that "in a short time Mr. Wilson and his book were forgotten."39 

It was only after 1870, when interest in and public support of the British Em

pire reached their peak, that Wilson's ideas were revived, revised, and achieved, by 

all accounts, an astounding popularity. The factors which precipitated this reemer

gence of British-Israelism in the last decades of the nineteenth century were two

fold. First, British-Israelites began to emphasize the empire as one of the cardinal 

proofs of the Anglo-Saxon's Israelitish descent. Other than a brief mention of the 
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subject towards the end of his book, Wilson, like the general population of mid

Victorian Britain, had originally placed little emphasis on overseas expansion.40 Later 

British-Israelites, however, came to depend upon the late-century increase in public 

enthusiasm for empire. They not only fed off of this ebullience but helped promote 

it by suggesting a plausible explanation, purpose, and even direction for expansion.41 

Second, whereas Wilson had suggested an Israelitish origin for all the nations of 

Western Europe, British-Israel orthodoxy, as it developed in the last decades of the 

century, professed that the British race, and it alone, possessed such an ancestry.42 

British-Israelism thus came to adopt and further promote the racial exclusivity found 

in so much imperial thought. By the turn of the century, British-Israelism had be

come perceived as the chief manifestation of this faith in racial election and for 

many became synonymous with jingoism. "The enthusiasts whose cult it is to identify 

the British nation with the missing Ten Tribes," the Glasgow Daily Mail concluded, 

"are, curiously enough, what the world would call jingoes. "43 The whole theory seemed 

to Goldwin Smith, "to be, in effect,Jingoism with a Biblical sanction."44 

It would be a mistake, I think, to take this characterization too literally and 

thus pigeonhole British-Israelism as simply the oddball faith of a hyper-imperialist 

fringe element. Both the sheer number of adherents and their social status strongly 

suggest otherwise. One local newspaper reported in 1910 that not only did British

Israelism hold the faith of millions of people but that these adherents "are found 

among all conditions of men; bishops, cannons, archdeacons, rectors, vicars, preb

endaries, doctors, solicitors, barristers; Army and Navy officers, merchants, univer

sity men, authors, travelers, [and] traders."45 William Stead of the Review of Reviews, 

in discussing the theory's hold on the royal family, reminded his readers that the 

British-Israel theory numbered among its believers, "many persons of the highest 

rank, and some who have rendered the State great service in the Army, the Navy and 

the Law."46 While it is true that its central thesis regarding the descent of the Anglo

Saxon race never achieved credibility in the eyes of more than a minority of Britons, 

it is clear that British-Israelism's underlying messages of racial election and a di

vinely imposed imperial mission did resonate far more widely. Supporters and critics 

alike recognized the attractiveness of the theory to an imperial-minded public, and 

there seemed to exist broad suspicion that a close intellectual relationship existed 

between the British-Israel theory and imperial thought as a whole.47 An editorial in 

the New ualand Times went so far as to pronounce in 1899 that, "British imperialism 

rests, unconsciously, upon the theory of the Hebrew origin of the race, especially in 

the recognition of a 'manifest destiny' .... The bulk of the English people do not 

openly countenance the [British-Israel] theory, but secretly they are influenced by 
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it. And it must be conceded by those who most vigorously flout it, that there is in the 

idea a great inspiring force. "48 Its influence was not quite so secret, according to the 

popular writer on religious subjects, J. B. Dimbleby, who, though personally seeing 

serious faults with the theory, believed that, "if a poll could be taken amongst the 

Anglo-Saxon-Christians, the belief in favor of [British]-Israelism would be carried by 

an overwhelming majority. "49 

These reports notwithstanding, this paper does not contend that British

Israelism was the intellectual motivation for empire. What it does suggest is that the 

concept of racial election played a significant role in shaping how Britons perceived 

their imperial activities during the last decades of the nineteenth century and first of 

the twentieth. This idea went far beyond the general concept of a ''White Man's 

Burden" to the assertion of a providential race-mission for a single nation. Whether 

one believed in a singular Christian mission of evangelization, a world role analo

gous to that promised to Israel, or a racial prerogative based on the Anglo-Saxon's 

He brew descent, the idea of racial election was clearly present at the core of each. As 

a result, it was sometimes difficult to distinguish one manifestation from another. By 

the 1880s it had become almost customary for those embarking on discussions of 

the future destiny of the British empire to make prefatory remarks regarding their 

views of the British-Israel theory.50 British-Israelism did not so much invent as mag

nify the belief in "providential mission of the British race. "51 By doing so, it helped 

establish this idea as one of the central tenets of imperialist thought. Moreover, as a 

subject of historical inquiry, British-Israelism offers new avenues of scholarship, and 

new insights, into the popular appeal of imperial expansion during the final de

cades of the nineteenth century. 
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30. While many British-Israelites used the term "Anglo-Saxon race," this does not mean that 
they necessarily excluded the Celtic element of the population from Israelitish descent. The 
terms "British nation," "British people," and "British race" were also used frequently. "Anglo
Saxon race" was, more often than not, a simple shorthand for the British people as a whole. 
Moreover, the Celts, particularly the Scots, the Ulster Irish, and the Welsh, played an important 
part in British-Israel theory. While they were held to be distinct from the Anglo-Saxon element, 
Celts were understood to be descendants oflsrael. They had simply descended from a different 
portion of the ten tribes. Much attention was given to the Israelitish descent of these peoples 
from the Scuths, the Tuatha de Danann, and the Cymry. Furthermore, the Scots and the Welsh 
had their own earlier traditions oflsraelitish descent which British-Israelites eagerly adopted, and 
British-Israel associations and journals appeared in Edinburgh, Glasgow, Belfast, and Dublin. 
According to British-Israel theory, however, the Catholic Irish could be identified racially with the 
Phoenicians, or Canaanites, who were destined to irritate Israel for eternity. It should be noted 
that a good deal ofVictorian history and ethnology traced the Saxon element and Celtic element 
of the British population to the same original stock, a view entirely consistent with the British
Israel belief. For one of many examples of this Anglo-Saxon/Celtic understanding see, Rev. Walter 
Metcalf Holmes Milner, M. A, Israel's Wandering;· ar, The Scuths, the Saxons, and the Kymry: A Connected 

Account, Tracing the Lost Tribes of Israel into the British Isles, 2nd ed. (London: John Heywood, 1885). 
For early traditions relating the Celts to the Hebrews see Cienwen, The Broad Arrow (London: 
Bernard Quaritch, 1882); Griffin, The Wel5h (btestion and Druidism, 3rd ed. (London: Robert Banks 
and Son, 1887). For opinion regarding the ultimate relationship of Anglo-Saxons and Celts see, 
Sir Francis Palgrave, Rise and Progress of the English Commonwealth: Angw-Saxon Period (London: 
John Murray, 1832), I: 35; T. H. Huxley, 'The Forefathers and Forerunners of the English People," 
Pall Mall Gazette (London) IO January, 1870; Thomas Nicholas, ThePedigreeoftheEnglishPeopk: An 
Argument, Historical and Scientific, 5th ed. (London: Kegan Paul, 1878), 33; John McKinnon 
Robertson, The Saxon and the Celt: A Study in Sociology (London: University Press, 1897). See also, 
John S. Ellis, "Reconciling the Celt: British National Identity, Empire, and the 1911 Investiture of 
the Prince ofWales,"Journal of British Studies 37 (October 1998): 391-418, on the Celtic place in 
British imperial identity. 

31. The exact number of British-Israel adherents is difficult to establish. As it was neither a 
church nor a cult, most believers did not join any of the numerous associations but simply held to 
the belief as an article of personal faith. The estimate of two million believers can be found in: The 

Jewish Encyclopedia, 1901 ed., s.v. "Anglo-Israelism" by Joseph Jacobs; and, Encyclopedia of Religion 
and Ethics, 1908, s.v. "Anglo-Israelism," by Albert Hyamson. As late as 1929 the Encycwpedia Britannica 
reported that the belief was "still held by over 2,000,000 people." 14th ed., s.v. "Anglo-Israelite 
Theory." 

32. To give a complete list of all the prominent persons involved with the theory would not be 
appropriate here. Some of the most important however, were, the Anglican Bishops Samuel Go bat 
(Jerusalem),Jonathan Holt Titcomb (Rangoon), Norman Stewart de Jersey (Falkland Islands), 
and William Bennett Bond (Primate of Canada); also Charles Piazzi Smyth, Astronomer Royal 
for Scotland; Charles LaGrange, Astronomer at the Royal Observatory at Brussels; Admiral Lord 
John A Fisher; Admiral Lord John Jellicoe; General George R. Roberts; Major General Burnaby, 
M.P.; Colonel Thomas Myles Sandys, M.P.;John Evans Freke-Aylmer, M.P.; William Massey, Prime 
Minister of New Zealand; Sir Arthur Cotton; the Duke of Beccleuch; Reginald Brabazon, 12th 
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Earl of Meath; the Earl of Radnor; the Earl of Dysart; Queen Mary; and Princess Alice, Countess 
of Athlone. For others see Reisenauer, "British-Israel," chapter 2. 

33. For a discussion on the veracity of the theory being necessary for the perpetual dominance 
of imperial Britain, see, Rt. Rev. Lord Bishop of Falkland Islands, foreword to British-IsraelF acts not 

Fancies: A Rudimentary Guide far Students of the Subject, by Major-General Charles Arthur Hadfield 
(London: Robert Banks, 1920). 

34. G. H. Lancaster, MA., F.R.AS., The BritishEmpi,re, The War, and The Promised Land (London: 
Robert Banks & Son, 1915), 3-4. 

35. Colonel John Cox Gawler, Dan, the Aoneer of Israel. His Early Enterprise, His Settlements, and 
Connection wi,th the Scythians (London: W. H. Guest, 1880), v. Original emphasis. 

36. Christian phrenology was a mid-nineteenth century attempt to correlate the emerging racial 
sciences with the Christian doctrines of creation. Wilson was one of the leaders in the Christian 
phrenological movement. See, John Wilson, Phrenology Consistent wi,th Reason and Revelation 
(Cheltenham: Mimpress, 1843); also, Roger Cooter, The Cultural Meaning of Popular Science: 

Phrenology and the Organization of Consent in Nineteenth-Century Britain (Cambridge: Cambridge 
University Press); idem, Phrenology in the British Isles: An Annotated, Histarical Bibliography and Index 

(Metuchen, NJ: The Scarecrow Press, 1989). Wilson's obituary in the Brighton Herald, 29 January 
1870, attests to the respect for Wilson's intelligence and erudition which existed even among 
those who did not follow him to all his conclusions. 

37. John Wilson, Lectures on Ancient Israel and the Israelitish Origin of the Modern Nations of Europe 
(Cheltenham: Mimpress, 1840). For Wilson's account of the development of this theory see 
biographical note in posthumous edition of Lectures on Our Israelitish Origin, 5th ed., (London: 
James Nisbet & Co., 1875), 411-42. 

38. See J. Wilson, Our Israelitish Origin: Lectures on the Ancient Israel and the Israelitish Origin of the 
Nations of Modern Europe, 3rd American ed., from the 3rd London ed. (Philadelphia: Daniels & 
Smith, 1851), v-viii; Rev. Edward Bickersteth, The Restaration of the Jews to Their Own Land; In 
Connection wi,th Their Future Conversion and the Final Blessedness of the Earth, 2nd ed., enl. (London: 
R. B. Seeley and W. Burnside, 1841), lxvi-lxvii. Wilson continued lecturing and writing until his 
death in 1870. Among his publications are, Book of Inheritance and the Witness of the Prophets Respecting 

Ephraim and the Raising up oflsrael (London, 1846); The Title Deeds to the Holy Land and the Identification 
of the Heir, 2nd ed. (London: James Nisbet, 1873); The True Solution of the Eastern Question: England's 

Duty in Relation to the Christians of Turkey, 2nd ed. (London: W. H. Guest, 1877). Wilson also edited 
the first British-Israel periodical, The Watchman of Ephraim, Vols. I-III (London: William MacIntosh, 
1866-1868). 

39. George Rawlinson, ''Where are the Ten Tribes?" Leisure Hour 21 (6 July, 1872): 426-29. 
Rawlinson either ignored or was not aware of the fact that Wilson's ideas were given some extended 
and favorable notice prior to 1870 in the following works: Rev. Frederick A Glover, M.A, England: 

The Remnant of Judah and the Israel of Ephraim. The Two Families Under One Head, a Hebrew Episode in 
British History (London: Rivington's, 1861); George Moore, M.D., I.he Lost Tribes and the Saxons of 
East and West (London: Longman, Green, Longman, and Roberts, 1861); idem, Ancient Pillar 
Stones of Scotland: Their Significance and Bearing on Ethnology (Edinburgh: Edmonston and 
Douglas, 1865); and Professor Charles Piazzi Smith, F.R.S., Life and Wark at the Great Pyramid During 
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the Months of January, February, March, and Apri~ ADJ 865 (Edinburgh: Edmonston and Douglas, 
1867). 

40. Wilson, Our Israelitish Origin, 3rd American ed. from the 3rd London, 233. Wilson's own 
later works placed more emphasis on the empire as proof of Israelitish descent: Wilson, Lectures 

on Our Israelitish Origin, 5th ed., chapter xxi. 

41. British-Israelites believed that Palestine was the geographical goal of British expansion. All 
other lands incorporated into the empire were simply preparing the way for the colonization of 
Palestine. This was the ancient homeland of Israel and eventually the British would once again 
come into possession of their land. Once there, they would invite the Jews (the two tribes) to join 
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The Orangeburg Tragedy-From a Thirty Year Perspective 
edited by Robert]. Moore 

0 n February 8, 1968, South Carolina law enforcement officials fired into a crowd 

of protesting students on the campus of South Carolina State College, killing 

three young men and wounding some twenty-seven other young people. This trag

edy, commonly referred to as the Orangeburg Massacre, was a bloody exception to 

the otherwise relatively non-violent course of the civil rights movement in South 

Carolina. Some historians and a few others know a great deal about what happened 

on that fateful night. But most Americans have no collective memory of the event or 

have distorted notions about it. 

This session of the South Carolina Historical Association was designed to pro

vide information and perspective through the comments of four persons who have a 

close association with the tragedy. 

THE PANEL: 
Dr. Maceo Nance was, at the time of the tragedy in 1968, the acting president of 

South Carolina State College and went on to a lengthy tenure as president of that 

institution. 

Dr. Cleveland Sellers was one of the persons wounded in the shooting on February 

8, 1968. He was convicted of rioting and served several months in prison. He has 

been pardoned and now serves as a professor of history at the University of South 

Carolina in Columbia. 

Judge MatthewPerrywas the chairman of the legal committee of the South Carolina 

Conference of the NAACP during the fifties and sixties and was involved in almost 

all of the legal challenges to segregated facilities in this state. In the mid-seventies he 

was appointed to the U.S. Court of Military Justice and then to the Federal District 

Court in South Carolina. 

Mr. Jack Bass is a journalist who wrote for The State and the Charlotte Observer, among 

other newspapers. He is now a professor of journalism at the University of Missis

sippi and a candidate for the PhD degree at Emory University. With his colleague 

from the LosAngeks Times,Jack Nelson,Jack wrote the major account of the tragedy, 

The Orangeburg Massacre, published in 1970. 
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THE PRESENTATIONS: 

Dr. Maceo Nance 
I'm very pleased in a sense to be here today. Judge Perry and I rode down together 

and he asked the question: "why am I going here?" And keep in mind ... that he and 

I have been confronted with this for the past thirty years and a month, and very 

seldom at this point ... are gung-ho about participating in at least an interview, 

simply because most news agencies today have reporters ... who weren't even born 

when this occurred; and I agree with our moderator that some have problems with 

the term "massacre"; some refer to it as tragedy, some refer to it as other things, but 

I think there would be no argument that it was a blight on our community and, 

indeed, on our state that will forever be there and will not be erased. But I think Matt 

and I agree that one of the reasons that we are here and one of the reasons we think 

it has not come to a closure is that very few or no responsible organizations or indi

viduals have taken up the challenge to sit down and review respectively and sanely 

what actually took place with all the cards on the table and reach some conclusion as 

to what transpired and until that happens I think we will continue to have strife and 

discomfort as it is discussed. I wrote the governor after this and I indicated to him 

that [he as] governor and I as president of this institution probably wished that we 

had awakened and it was a bad dream, but unfortunately that was not the case. It was 

true. And whatever responsibility he had as governor, I had as the president [and] 

we would have to accept it. Indeed, I indicated to him that I thought we were en

gaged in a revolution and in some point in time historians would put it into proper 

perspective. Keep in mind such unrest was prevalent all over our nation. I suspect 

and I would certainly hope that our presence here today and your interest as a South 

Carolina historical society is the first step in appropriate individuals with interest, 

training, and background would be able to address this in a manner it ought to be 

addressed with open minds and reaching some conclusion that we as a society and as 

a state could accept [ concerning] what actually transpired. So it is for that reason 

that I am pleased to be here, for I think you have taken the right steps to at least hear 

what is thought to be all facts surrounding this tragedy. 

I thought it important to let you know the community which we were dealing 

with at that time. I've said previously and I'll say today that Orangeburg County, in 

my opinion, represents one of the most conservative counties in our state of the 

forty-six. It was certainly true at that time. It was one of the first counties in the state 

of South Carolina to establish a white citizens council. It was one of the first counties 

and areas in our state to establish private schools to avoid "desegregation" of our 
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public schools. They were very serious about it. They took all kinds of steps to intimi

date those who were for desegregation of our society. I won't enumerate the kinds of 

things that took place and sometimes now when one reflects on it, it is almost hu

morous but in many instances they were successful. So we come to a point now, and 

it's unfortunate I think, that the whole Orangeburg massacre basically is centered 

around the death of the students but the deaths and the wounding of the students 

came because of a bowling alley. That isn't really factual. The bowling alley merely 

served as the straw that broke the camel's back. We were in a community [in which] 

a lot needed to be changed. We were in a community with two vibrant institutions of 

higher learning with activist students who felt that they had a responsibility to ad

dress these inequities .... What we [were] dealing with [was] a group of young 

people as individual citizens who, under the constitution of our nation, felt that they 

had a right and an obligation to address these inequities-and they did. 

Unfortunately, the powers-that-he's response was not what it could have been 

to avoid what happened. As far as institutions are concerned, there were no prece

dents, there were no library books, no research had been done in American higher 

education where the leader or head of an institution could refer to and indicated 

when this happened ten or fifteen years ago this is how it was dealt with. Decisions 

had to be made off the top of your head, so to speak, and fast. And you know in 

situations of crisis, sometimes your closest associates have a way of distancing them

selves when the going gets tough. Those are the kinds of situations that we were 

confronted with but we did our best to articulate to the local community what could 

happen. 
But it's almost like war itself; it still amazes me that during the Vietnam War we 

look[ed] at our TVs, we saw diplomats representing America, diplomats represent

ing Vietnam, driving up to plush hotels in long black limousines , going in day after 

day, week after week, month after month, year after year, sitting around big ma

hogany tables trying to resolve the conflict. In the meantime, people are dying ev

eryday. It's hard to understand why that's necessary or why such conflicts are neces

sary, and eventually it was resolved. And there are all kinds of suggestions now as to 

what we ought to do in terms of helping Vietnam, etc., etc. 

I was in a community where I heard people make statements to the effect that 

they would die before they would allow certain things to happen. Keep in mind this 

bowling alley was situated in a small cluster of shops, each of those shops soliciting 

the patronage of our students. One facility in that area, only three blocks from the 

campus, had a sign in the window with red letters, white background: "WHITES 

ONLY" [That is] almost like waving a red flag. Really I don't think our students were 
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that interested in bowling. Most of our students came from communities where there 

weren't any bowling alleys for whites or blacks to use. I think had the bowling alley 

been in any other section of town, it would have been a non-entity. But because of its 

location, and because of that sign, it exacerbated the concerns. and was used as a 

vehicle to further express their concerns. All the efforts that we put forth couldn't 

change the proprietor's mind about changing his policies. The officials of the com

munity could have taken action. Of course there were several reasons which would 

have allowed them to take action. The state could have taken action, and who knows, 

we're second guessing, had it been closed for several days, perhaps the loss of life 

would not have occurred. 

Now it bothers me and bothers quite a few people. It's almost like when Henry 

Aaron hit his record breaking home run, if the number of people who said they were 

there, then the stadium would have held twice the number of its capacity. So those of 

us who were involved and very much concerned and had an active role cringe when 

we see all of these people come out of the woods and everyone knows what actually 

took place. What I ask you to do if you're genuinely interested is to read the book, 

The Orangeburg Massacre. It is the one documentation of what actually took place. I 

am prepared to accept what that book says until some official of the state comes 

forward and demonstrates and proves to me that the information contained therein 

is inaccurate. That is the other major problem that we are confronted with. No one 

in an official capacity in the state of South Carolina or the local government of 

Orangeburg have come forward and disputed the facts contained in that book. And 

until such time as that happens, I'll have to agree with what's documented. I would 

hope that those of you who are historians, interested in correct recording of history, 

and this is history, our state is one of the few states to incur the kind of tragedy that 

we incurred. Kent State in Ohio, Jackson State in Miss., A&T State in Greensboro, 

and the others. But in many instances the results are treated differently, and I would 

certainly hope, certainly before thirty more years pass, that organizations such as 

[yours] would insist that those who are involved and those who have responsibility to 

put this, not behind us, but in the proper perspective. 

I assured our college family when this occurred that we would have a memo

rial service each year to memorialize the deaths of these three students and the 

wounded. I gave the first lecture and I made a statement to the effect that I had not 

forgotten or forgiven and I was amazed at the response that I received from at least 

a dozen ministers. Quoting the Bible to me, and [while] I am not a Bible student, I 

do believe in a Supreme Being, and I had to listen to what they had to say about 

forgiveness. I didn't reach that point immediately, but over a period of time I agreed 
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with them. So I say to you today I haven't forgotten but I am prepared to forgive. 

Own up to what took place and stop refuting what is being said when we have our 

memorial service in suggesting that we forget it as if it never happened. I find that 

interesting because there are a lot of other things going on in our society today in 

our state that people don't seem to want to forget; so why single this out? 

So it's for that reason that I'm here today. I appreciate and congratulate you 

and your organization for having such a topic on your program and we'd be pre

pared to answer any questions that you may have to ask at the conclusions of the 

presentations. Thank you very much. 

[Applause] 

Dr. Cleveland Sellers 
Good afternoon. I think that one of the comments that I should say is: "Are you 

ready for questions?" Dr. Nance has done a very eloquent job of stating the general 

parameters of what happened in Orangeburg. As a result of that I will take a look in 

turn to the day to day activities that lead up to the day of the shooting to kind of give 

us more specificity about what happened. 

Let me also echo a comment that Dr. Nance said and that's in regards to the 

South Carolina Historical Association. I'm very excited about the fact that this panel 

is being held .... I'm a native South Carolinian (I've been away for a while but I've 

been back in the state for nine years) and I find that for whatever reason, [ conversa

tions on] race and race issues are so difficult to have in mixed company in SC. Any

time the issue of race comes up, its either a group of all blacks or a group of all 

whites, but in mixed company it's a very difficult issue. And so, I think Orangeburg 

could possibly be used to kind of trigger those kinds of discussions. The other thing 

is that because of the absence in SC civil rights history of the kinds of activities that 

were going on in the middle sixties, the Selma-to-Montgomery [march], the kinds of 

Jackson demonstrations, the Orangeburg incident becomes one of those historical 

facts of South Carolina civil rights history, and I am just happy that the civil rights 

community has now made Orangeburg a part of the annals of civil rights history and 

it sits alongside the bombing of the 16th St. Church in Birmingham and some of the 

other tragedies that occurred during that civil rights era .... [W] hen we describe 

and talk about Orangeburg we certainly have to put it in context and 1968 was [an] 

extremely different kind of year for most of us who were involved in civil rights. It 

was certainly a turbulent year [in which] you find not only the Orangeburg incident 

occurring, you also find the assassination of Dr. King, assassination of Robert Kennedy, 

you find the confrontation at the Chicago Democratic National Convention. You 
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also find the report from the Kerner Commission which talked about the fact that 

the country was moving to a separate and unequal community, and the more recent 

report we got thirty years later said that we have fulfilled that prophesy. But in any 

event when we look at Orangeburg, we have to put it in that kind of context so that 

we can analyze the tenor of the times so that we understand that there are things 

going on. But then again when we look at Orangeburg, specifically, we find that there 

is a very rich tradition of protests and activism on the part of South Carolina State 

students which most of the students are extremely proud of and most of the people 

who are associated with the university are very proud of. And [as] you look at those 

kinds of institutions in the African American community, this is where many of our 

leaders and Ph.Ds and all actually come from. And so when you go back and look at 

1968, the fact that students see the red flag being" Whites only" it's not unusual for 

them to take on that kind of cause and that's what it becomes-it becomes a cause. And 

so we also have to factor that in because of the fact that students were involved the year 

before and several demonstrations over the president at the college and there were 

some resolves made around that issue with the governor and so he obviously was aware 

of the fact that students at South Carolina State were politically conscious and certainly 

conscious of their role as activists in the civil rights era. 

Okay, now one of the things that some of us miss when talking about 

Orangeburg is [that] the sequence of events happened over a four-day period. It 

wasn't just one day-one day was the Thursday that people got shot-but the dem

onstrations at the bowling alley began on that Monday and some of the students, 

primarily the NAACP youth council had targeted the All Star Bowling Alley as the 

place to challenge the discriminatory policy of the bowling alley. And on the first 

night out, they met the local police, and the local police interceded. There was noth

ing of unusual activity going on. They were told that if they returned they would be 

arrested and many of the students returned to the campus with no basic incident. I 

think the chief of police might have asked the owner to close down the facility that 

night and everybody kind of went off in their separate directions. On the following 

night, the same group with a few other students, (and this was on Tuesday night), 

they go down to the bowling alley with the idea of again protesting, at which time it 

was not just the local police but, at this point, the South Carolina law enforcement. 

SLED was there, state highway patrol was there, and it appeared as if there was rein

forcement for the purpose of, I guess, protecting the community. 

Now this was when the strange things began to happen. I call them strange 

because that's the way I see them, but they won't seem strange within the historical 

context. But the students were arrested and taken off to jail. And they were arrested 
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by the chief of police and the local police authorities. And while the students were 

away from jail, there was a movie being shown on the campus of South Carolina 

State, and someone left the demonstration area and went over and told the students 

that several of their fellow students had been arrested and they wanted them to 

come down and show their support. And so probably around 300-350 students from 

the campus come down to the bowling alley to find out what was going on. At the 

bowling alley at this particular time there [are] administrators, faculty, staff-I mean 

a lot of people who would not be the kind of people you would consider to be riot

ers, if you want to use that term. And the resolve was that the local police decided to 

release the students to the custody of the school and defuse the whole incident and 

everybody was returned. They released the students, brought them back to the bowling 

alley, the students passed on some instructions about what students needed to do and 

those instructions simply said that we are free and we will go back to the campus and we 

will decide what we do from here and that everybody should return to the campus. 

And at the time when students turned to leave the bowling alley, a fire truck 

with lights flashing and sirens blaring comes into the bowling alley [parking lot]. I'm 

still not certain about the purpose of the fire truck, but for students it was another 

red flag. Because earlier in 1963 when students were arrested for protest activity in 

Orangeburg they were locked in an open area behind the jail because there were so 

many of them. It was a very cold February day and what the police did to kind of add 

insult to injury was to call the fire department and actually sprayed the children 

down so that they would suffer in some sort of pneumonia and other kinds of ill

nesses as a result of being in inclement weather and actually getting sprayed down. 

So for some students on the night that the fire trucks showed up made that connec

tion; for others the simple connection was that in Birmingham the firemen came for 

the purpose of using the hose to wash the students out. So this caught the attention 

of many of the students. And so the students would then move up to gather around 

the fire truck, and ... the students [who] were on their way back to the campus, 

turned around and came back. 

While the students are around the fire truck and making comments [like]: 

"why are you here?" "are you going to put the hoses on us?" a couple of the students 

decided that this is the opportune time, since the police have moved out in front of 

the bowling alley, for them to slip in, not knowing that there was a cadre of police 

inside the bowling alley. So now while these students slip off and go down in front of 

the bowling alley, they meet the policemen who are inside, the policemen on the 

inside pushing to keep the doors closed, the students on the outside pushing to keep 

the doors open, many of the students who are now around the fire truck who are 
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probably less than 300 feet away from the entrance to the bowling alley converge on 

the area in front of the bowling alley. And what this convergence caused was the 

force, the human force, [broke] the glass in the door at the bowling alley, and this 

[signaled] the highway patrol that it was time to disperse the crowd. And they imme

diately opened up the trunks of their cars and they began to dispense batons that 

were about three feet long, circular, with little ropes around the end that looked like 

they were freshly issued and those police ( state troopers in particular) began to flail 

in the crowd and on Tuesday night we ended up with approximately I think it was 

ten people who ended up in the hospital for lacerations to the head, concussions, 

and all, many of whom were coeds. So this infuriated many of the students but they 

did leave that area and return to the campus. 

And immediately the next morning there was a memo suggesting that the 

students not leave the campus any more for their own safety, and most of the stu

dents adhered to that memo. During the night and the next day there was an effort 

made to develop some strategies to talk about how the students could begin to re

lease some of the frustration. They were frustrated over the fact that they had gone 

on what they considered to be a legal protest, a legitimate protest; they had been 

brutalized and so the idea was to bring out the city manager and the mayor and all 

and let them talk to the students. They essentially said there was nothing they could 

do. And that still kind of kept the students boxed in for a period of time. 

The next night it was relatively quiet around the campus, but by this time the 

governor has requested that the national guard come in. And the national guard was 

to seal off the campus. In the process of sealing off the campus, even though the 

campus was supposed to be restricted for people getting on and off the campus, on 

the third night a car entered the campus with two young whites. And they ended up 

going down the street that was blocked off because of construction. And when they 

ran into the dead end, they stopped and the car turned around. When they turned 

around, several shots were fired out of the car at students who were milling around 

on campus. Again, a level of frustration is building as students are beginning to raise 

serious questions about that and [similar] incidents. Anybody who had any experi

ence in civil rights understood that the situation was becoming more intense and 

more dangerous as things were moving along. And there was an effort on the part of 

administrators and faculty to try to help students work out a resolve. There were 

some ideas about what could be done and people were searching for the best way to 

help students who were very frustrated to move outside of this boundary. Later on 

that same night, three students were shot by a resident who lived in the same ap

proximate area where the campus was, and he thought they were trying to break in 
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his house or whatever. And they were shot with bird shots. So we can see now that we 

have a very intense kind of situation. 

On Thursday morning it was pretty hush on campus. Again we have students 

that were talking about what they could do, whether or not they could go to the 

governor's office, whether or not they would have a protest demonstration down

town, and any number of other kinds of other ideas were going through and there 

were other negotiations ... taking place to try to find a resolve to students being 

confined to their campus and not having a way of openly expressing their resent

ment and frustration over what had transpired. On the night of the 8th, the night of 

the shooting, some of the students began to build a bonfire from debris from an old 

rundown house that was next to the campus. And they built a bonfire in the middle 

of the street-Watson Street-and when they built the bonfire in the street, the fire 

department responded with national guards around the fire truck to protect them 

from debris that was being thrown from the campus. And after the bonfire was put 

partially out, the fire truck left the area and the national guards withdrew. 

Now, me as eye witness, I come on the scene about the time the fire truck is 

withdrawing. And I observe that the police are perched on the bottom of the hill. I 

cannot see the weapons drawn because I am too far away and there's smoke going up 

from where the bonfire is put out. But I personally walked across the street and I 

recognized one of the students who was in the crowd. And because ofmy own expe

rience in civil rights and night demonstrations, which in most instances are [the] 

most deadly form of demonstrations anybody can be involved in, I went to ask the 

students to return to an area of the campus that was safer than the area that they 

found themselves in. And when I got to the group, I spoke to Henry, and as soon as 

I opened my mouth to tell him to let's move off, the gunfire went off. And when the 

gunfire went off, we all turned, I fell to the ground and made an effort to help some 

of the students who were critically wounded out of the line of fire. Now I understand 

the gunfire went on for a short period [ of] about eight seconds-but it sounded like 

it was an eternity. And I could hear pistols and shotguns and rifles and all of that 

firing. I could actually smell gunpowder burning. And I immediately tried to assist 

the students to my right and my left to get them back to the area. We left the area to 

go to the infirmary, and when we got to the infirmary, the medical staff was over

whelmed with a number of students there and called for assistance from people who 

worked as sports and athletic trainers and other people who knew first aid to come 

in so they could grade the students and determine which of the students need to go 

to the hospital first. And I stayed in the infirmary until the last student was taken out, 

and I was the last person to be driven by private car from the infirmary to the hospital. 
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Now that's the events that happened on that particular day and I have deliber

ately left out some of the specifics in terms of my own involvement and activity be

cause I think that we need to talk about the specific events and I'm certainly willing 

to talk about my role which is simply centered around the fact that for four and one

half years I had worked across the south in Mississippi and Alabama and Georgia

worked alongside Ella Baker and Dr. King on voter registration kinds of activity. My 

involvement was centered around the fact that I had some experiences that I thought 

might be used to help students try to devise a strategy that would kind of give them 

some relief over the issue of discrimination and the issues that they were raising as it 

related not only to discrimination but to other kinds of complaints that they had 

with the city of Orangeburg. So I want to stop there and allow the other speakers to 

present and if there are specific questions about me or my role then I will be more 

than happy to answer those questions. 

[Applause] 

Judge Perry: 
You have already heard the two persons who had the greatest hands-on knowledge 

about the incident described as the Orangeburg Massacre. My own role in the com

munity is, I suppose, fairly well know to many of you. For many years I had served 

first as a practicing lawyer and my role with the National Association for the Ad

vancement of Colored People in South Carolina was that I was the chairman of the 

state legal committee. And I, along with some fifteen to twenty lawyers, represented 

the interests of the black community around the state in a variety of instances. You 

will know, I'm sure, that during the period of which we speak and for a long time 

before that, South Carolina was rigidly segregated by reason of race. The laws that 

spelled out that practice are legend. They proscribed activities running across the 

entire spectrum of human endeavor. Many of these laws were embodied in the Con

stitution of South Carolina and our role was to address the inequities, the disparities, 

that were mandated by state law. Now you have already heard from our excellent 

speakers thus far about the concerns that existed within the black community and 

more especially within the college community among students. Indeed, the first dem

onstrations that took place in Orangeburg occurred around 1961 when some 370 
students had gotten arrested for walking down the street for the purpose of protest

ing the racial practices of that period as they manifested themselves in the city of 

Orangeburg. And they were arrested and, of course, I and my colleagues were called 

to represent them. By the way, we did indeed represent them successfully, not at the 

trial level but ultimately we prevailed in the United States Supreme Court. And so 
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there [were] numerous other such demonstrations. There were also suits to desegre

gate the schools, both at the elementary and high school level in Orangeburg and, 

of course, we provided the representation for the plaintiffs. 

The climate that existed in South Carolina generally, and in Orangeburg in 

particular, during the weeks and months before the incident that has been discussed 

already and which is the focus of this conference---0f this session- became known 

in the Orangeburg community, and the Orangeburg chapter of the NAACP began 

to direct its attention to that situation, I think, several weeks before the incident 

occurred. And I know that I and several lawyers were called to confer with persons 

who were pointedly concerned with the existence of the bowling alley and the prac

tices that have been mentioned. Questions were put to us concerning whether a 

legal challenge could be directed against the practices of that bowling alley. Without 

burdening you too much with the legal thoughts-let me just say that in 1964 Con

gress had passed the Civil Rights Law of 1964, a portion of which had to do with 

public facilities, with restaurants and places of entertainment that provided their 

services in a context involving interstate commerce. And so we had sessions with 

interested citizens about the legal propriety of filing a suit against the owners of the 

bowling alley. We retired and were giving some thought to that. 

Now during the same time that the legal community was attempting to formu

late a lawsuit against the owners of the bowling alley, you had, of course, the active 

interest of students focused as they were against the practices. As Dr. Nance has 

pointed out, the bowling alley was in ... a cluster of places who advertised and who 

welcomed the patronage of everyone including the students at the universities lo

cally. And right in the midst of them was this very open invitation to young students 

to react to a practice that they regarded as odious. And so before a legal challenge 

could be mounted, the events as just related to you by Dr. Sellers occurred. This was 

the most regrettable day in the life of South Carolina. All South Carolinians, cer

tainly those of us interested in justice, certainly those of us interested in removing 

the barriers of segregation, certainly those of us who were interested in decency 

were appalled by what happened on that occasion. 

I received a call after midnight that night from an interested colleague who ad

vised me of the shooting and, of course, thereafter I and others went into Orangeburg 

and attempted to assess the matter. I visited Dr. Sellers in the state penitentiary and 

was one of the first person who was to be involved in his defense. Unfortunately I 

was not privileged to accompany him throughout his trial. But I did interact 

thereafter with the parents of the students who were killed. The highway patrolmen 

who were arrested and charged by the civil rights division of the Department of 
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Justice were tried over in Florence in the United States District Court; they were tried 

and they were acquitted on the charges that they had violated the civil rights of the 

students. And thereafter we undertook to file wrongful death suits against the same 

officers on the civil side of the court under Title 42 United States Code Section 1983. 
The case went to trial, but like the criminal case, the officers were exonerated. 

Now lest I talk too long I think, once again, the basic substance of what occurred 

has, I think, very accurately been stated to you by Dr. Sellers and Dr. Nance. My own 

involvement was in the broader picture of what was happening in South Carolina and 

we were attempting to address these things on many fronts in the courts of South 

Carolina and you will recognize that these broad legal attacks that we made were ulti

mately successful in that they resulted in the removal of most of the laws that we were at 

that point challenging. As you will hear in a moment this matter was, I think, thor

oughly and, I suggest, accurately documented in the work that Jack Bass co-authored 

with his colleague,Jack Nelson. And I believe that Mr. Bass is our next speaker. 

[Applause] 

Mr. Jack Bass 
I just want to say how pleased I am to be here, particularly with this group [and with] 

a truly distinguished panel of participants. I was the scribe in this event and I do 

think if there is any group in South Carolina that can further public awareness and 

understanding, I think this is the group that can do it. [I will fill] in just a few details 

and I think the basic story has been covered by the other participants. I grew up in 

Orangeburg County, and I had been to the campus in the spring of 1967 when there 

was quite a campus protest which led in fact to Dr. Nance becoming acting president 

and a large student protest then and I was back in Orangeburg in the fall and inter

viewed Cleveland Sellers. At the time I was the Columbia bureau chief for the Char

lotte Observer. I recall on a trip that fall on the campus; for some reason I was sitting in 

on a sociology classroom. The students were discussing with the professor about 

progress that the community had made in Orangeburg-that there were some real 

improvements. And one student say "yes, but what about the bowling alley?" And the 

class sort of became electrified at that point. So it was a clear object of concern and 

a clear red flag to the students. 

Now [ to J the events that happened on Tuesday night that Cleveland Sellers described 

quite accurately- bowling never stopped at the bowling alley. On the return to the 

campus, as was said, ten students were hospitalized with injuries. I arrived the next 

morning at eight o'clock for the meeting on the campus. Some member of the fac

ulty had called me at home the night before-the night of the "riot" at the bowling 
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alley-and there was a construction site where some students had picked up objects 

and broke some windows in business establishments, including an auto dealership, 

broke some windshields on automobiles, some antennas were snapped off automo

biles; they were angry students. They had seen at least one instance in which a coed 

had been held by one highway patrolman while another beat her. The total damage 

that night, based on insurance claims was less than six thousand dollars. The state of 

South Carolina's response was as though it had been the Detroit riot, with millions 

and millions of dollars in damages. In further historical context was the urban riots 

that had taken place in America the previous year. At governors' conferences the 

governors went through workshops on riot control and crowd control. They were 

becoming almost indoctrinated with this, I think. Law enforcement agencies were 

going into crowd control. 

A couple of things on Thursday night, the night of the shootings. Every crowd 

control manual, legitimate, that was published, I think, stated in terms of policy: in a 

crowd control situation, there needs to be an officer in charge, an officer who gives 

an order to the rest of the law enforcement people if weapons needed to be loaded, 

if weapons needed to be fired. The national guard in South Carolina had that kind 

of structure that night. Colonel Robert McCrady was in charge. [He was] later the 

adjutant general of the state. The national guard, on Thursday night never loaded 

weapons. I think that's important. The highway patrolmen, in contrast, even though 

they had undergone some type of riot control training, were instructed each indi

vidual officer to decide if their life was endangered or another officer's life was en

dangered, they were authorized to shoot. Secondly, they were armed with riot guns. 

By dictionary definition, a riot gun is a short barrel shotgun designed to disperse a 

crowd and not intended to maim or kill. The ammunition that was issued to the 

officers was double-ought, ought, number one buckshot-the type of ammunition 

you use for deer hunting- as opposed to #8 birdshot or #9 birdshot which are tiny 

pellets which are not lethal. 

A couple of other details on Thursday night. The shooting occurred at 10:33. 

There was some gunfire about an hour and a half before that from the point where 

the Claflin and SC State campuses come together, a 22 caliber pistol that was fired 

over patrolman's heads into a warehouse about ten feet high. When the patrolman 

fired a riot gun, I was standing behind him at the time, I thought the building was 

blowing up. At the time when the fire truck came up to douse the bonfire, the stu

dents retreated to the interior of the campus. One of the patrolmen had looked up 

and a banister railing-one of those studs-had been thrown in the air, it hit the 

patrolman in the face and knocked him to the ground and there were teeth marks 
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on it. It bloodied his face. Some people thought at first he had been shot, and the 

initial story that was put out by state officials was that was what triggered the shoot

ing. What actually happened [was] an ambulance was called to pick up the injured 

patrolman. Before the ambulance arrived, the patrolman was placed in a patrol car 

and carried to the hospital. The ambulance driver got out of the car and was walking 

around for a minute or two before the shooting began. What actually happened was, 

the students began walking back to the campus-it was their campus-to watch the 

fire being put out. Some of them were chanting, some of them were saying insults to 

the patrolmen, a few were throwing some objects, not many. And some in the front 

were saying back: "Hey, quit throwing that stuff." They were concerned. It was a very 

tense situation. They also had sixty six white highway patrolmen ringing the campus, 

most of whom had never been to college at all, so you had class distinctions going on 

as well as racial. Each [ was] instructed to make their own decision on whether to 

shoot. One of the patrolmen fired his carbine into the air with what he intended to 

be warning shots, two or three warning shots. Others heard the gunfire and started 

shooting. Nine patrolmen in statements to FBI said that they shot at or in the direc

tion of students. One said he pulled his service revolver and shot five or six times in 

spontaneous reaction to the situation. Now each [patrolman], most of them fired 

shotguns more than once. Each one of those shotgun shells, if it was 00 buckshot, 

contained nine to twelve pellets, each the size of a 38 caliber pistol slug ... Cleveland 

Sellers said the shooting lasted about eight seconds. There was a CBS cameraman 

there that night who had covered a lot of civil rights activities. As soon as the shoot

ing began, he pulled a trigger on his camera which recorded eight seconds of gun

fire. If you assume that a second or two elapsed before he pulled his trigger, then it 

would be eight to ten seconds. I'm going to give you what eight seconds of gunfire 

sounds like. Boom, boom, boom, boom, boom, boom, boom, boom. There were 

also five other patrolmen who said they fired shotguns into the air. There was also at 

least one city policeman who, it later was disclosed, had fired his shotgun at the 

students. A lot of gunfire. As would not be surprising, if you were coming in this 

direction marching and some body up here started firing shotguns at you, what would 

you do in the middle of the night when everything is dark? You would probably turn, 

either run, fall on the ground, or whatever. That explains why, of the twenty-seven 

who were shot and wounded, twenty-five received injuries from the side or rear. There's 

a letter to the editor in yesterday's newspaper saying Cleveland Sellers was wrong 

about students being shot on the ground. Well students had dived to the ground and 

received gunshot wounds. I think the letter writer may have interpreted that [Sell

ers] was saying that people were deliberately shooting at people on the ground-
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they couldn't see it-but the fact is the students were on the ground, many of them, 

when they were shot. So it was a genuine tragedy and to some extent, we concluded 

in the book, the patrolmen were scapegoats. But I had interviewed Cleveland Sellers 

that Thursday afternoon at his house. I think there were four highway patrol cars 

parked across the street. He said everyone is looking for a scapegoat. He was the only 

person convicted. He got shot. Convicted of riot .... Based on having been at the 

bowling alley on Tuesday night-his hair was about this long-and he was a better 

target, he was a bigger target. They knew who he was when they saw him. 

[Mr. Bass continued his remarks with a recounting of the trouble he and Jack 

Nelson had with their publisher and the FBI concerning publication of the book.] 

But I want to say one last thing and that is this. I can talk about the experience 

with some ease, but I have difficulty when I think about the three students who were 

killed, who today would be in their late 40's, and might well have had children that 

today would be students at SC State. 

[Applause] 

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS: 

Judge Perry responds to a question concerning {he trial of Cleveland Sellers and the trials of the 

highway patrolmen: 

Certainly I regretted very much the conviction of Cleveland Sellers. During the time 

that I was conferring with him and getting ready to undertake his defense, I became 

thoroughly familiar with the role that he played in the events of that evening, and 

had conducted an analysis with other lawyers within my own entourage of colleagues, 

and we had taken a rather healthy view of his situation. As I said, I was not privileged 

to be actively involved with his trial. But I can tell you this, the lawyer who principally 

did represent him was a very good friend of mine, an excellent lawyer ... I cannot 

say there is a finer lawyer in the country. But nevertheless, Cleveland Sellers was 

convicted of the common law offense of riot. I have to tell you that I regarded it 

then, have always regarded his conviction, as a miscarriage of justice. The judge who 

presided over his trial was, I think is a very fine South Carolina circuit judge, and so 

I read no criticisms against that judge, but the climate of that period which undoubt

edly permeated the trial process, undoubtedly led to his conviction. Now with re

spect to the trials of the highway patrolmen, the criminal trial was presided over by 

Judge J. Robert Martin, long since deceased now, and of course the cadre of lawyers 

who came from the Justice Department, who prosecuted the highway patrolmen, 

did perhaps the best they could but were unable to prove that any of the twelve highway 

patrolmen who were tried actually fired the bullets that killed the students. And once 
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again the climate of that period was such that permeated both the criminal trials of the 

highway patrolmen and the subsequent civil trial in which I participated. 

Dr. Sellers response to the same question: 

May I say just one thing about the trial and the case? Initially I was charged with five 

felony charges with the incidents that happened on the night of the 8th and through 

the delays in going into the trial, those charges were dropped, and I was actually 

ended up being charged with three; conspiracy, incite [ment to riot], and riot on the 

night of the 6th. And the testimony that was used to convict me was that on the night 

of the 6th, Tuesday night, a SLED agent alleged that I had gotten on top of the fire 

truck, and I said "burn, baby burn." That was the only evidence that associated me 

with anything that was of an unlawful nature. The sheriff, the police chief, testified 

that they had seen me the entire night, the night of the 6th, and that they saw me 

commit no crime .... So they were able to do a little of this, what is it, case law, when 

you can change the actual date of the actual arrest and indictment from the 8th to 

the 6th and change the charges essentially. And so that was the basis on which I 
contend that I committed no crime on the night of the 8th, the 7th, the 6th or the 

5th and that there was no basis. But there was an agent that remembered-he had 

no record of it-he just remembered-after the judge directed the verdict on incit

ing and conspiracy, because I was the only person arrested. Who did I conspire with? 

Who did I incite? Wasn't anybody else there. So the only thing was that I was con

victed of being a one-man riot [for] which there is no penalty or crime in the state of 

South Carolina. Riot [requires there] be two or more. So that's what I ended up 

being convicted for. 

Dr. Sellers' response to the question: Would you like to clarify your standing on fire truck? 

I would never get on top of a fire truck at night, anyhow. And "burn, baby burn" is a 

cliche. African-Americans go around saying "burn, baby burn "-that came out of 

Watts. That's so idiotic to believe that an experienced person who had been involved 

in civil rights, legitimately, would then put themselves at risk and risk other people's 

lives by doing something so naive and stupid. 

Mr. Bass: Almost anyone who was a young black male who was somewhat tall and 

lanky was going to be Cleveland Sellers if they were doing anything. I think it was 

John Stroman [who], after he got out of jail, did stand on the car and was telling the 

students to go back to the campus. That was the incident in which Cleveland Sellers 

was identified as being on top of a car. 

Dr. Sellers: I got identified with most incidents that were negative. 

Mr. Bass: How long did you serve? 
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Dr. Sellers: I was sentenced to a year. I served the maximum sentence minus the 

good time-it was about seven and a half months, between seven and a half and 

eight months in the Department of Correction, Goodman Correctional Institution 

on Broad River Road. 

Mr. Bass: I might just add to that when he was released from prison, Bill Leake, the 

director of the State Department of Corrections, referred to him, upon his release, 

as a political prisoner . 

l)r. Sellers' response to a question concerning his experience in the emergency room and the 

charges against him: 

Only if I can be very brief .... I was arrested at the hospital, immediately examined 

and removed to the courthouse. My wound was to the left shoulder. It came from the 

back end and it came through. We didn't find the bullet itself. They moved me to the 

front of the line of the emergency room; I got patched up and then the sheriff took 

me to the courthouse, at which time they were trying to decide the charges. This is 

the sequence of what I was charged with: they said I had taken a bannister off the 

house and threw it at and hit the police officer, which is assault with intent to kill a 

police officer; they said I took the rest of the bannister and put it in the road and set 

it on fire. That was arson and inciting to riot; and I had taken the bannister out of 

the house, which was grand larceny. And so those were the charges .... It was almost 

hilarious-it was almost like being in a state of fantasia. As a matter of fact, in Jack's 

book you see me coming out with all these highway patrolmen and I have this smile. 

Well, I'm still trying to deal with the absurdity of what is going on. At which time I am 

taken to the "pink castle," which is the city jail in Orangeburg. I'm fingerprinted 

there, put into a SLED car. [Interstate highway] 26 from Orangeburg to Columbia is 

shut down. Highway patrolmen are looping back and forth to keep any traffic off the 

highway. They've already directed the Department of Corrections to open up the 

penitentiary and I go in and I'm undressed and I'm put in and the next morning 

when I get up I'm curious about where I am so when my attorneys call I will be able 

to tell them where I am. And I'm housed in the same area that death row is. So, that's 

the sequence which tells you about the absurdity of it all .... 

l)r. Nance's response to a comment regarding the fact that the state of South Carolina has never 

officially expressed regret over the manner in which the confrontation was handled and has 

never officially offered condolences to the f amities of the victims: 

One of the hardest tasks that I had immediately after the incident, I communicated 

with state officials and my Board of Trustees and the first thing that I uttered when I 

met with them was that I think a statement of condolence is in order. There have 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association 1999 



130 

been three deaths, many wounded, before we even talk about who was responsible. I 

was not able to accomplish that. And that bothers me as much as anything else that 

happened during that period. I'd just like to add a few other things before we leave 

here that are peculiar about this whole case. It has been alleged and, I think docu

mented, that the FBI and SLED people were housed together at the Holiday Inn. 

They were playing footsey-footsey with each other. The FBI supposedly investigated 

in the beginning. Long after the FBI's investigation and after the trial started and so 

forth, the Justice Department comes in and they reveal to me that the FBI wouldn't 

give them their findings, so at a late date the Justice Department comes in and starts 

the whole investigation again. Now you would think the two government agencies 

would work together. Now the other thing that bothers me, we hear a great deal 

associated with the president now, that" I got it from a source." It was mentioned 

that a letter writer wrote to the editor of The State here just recently. I happen to 

know the gentleman. He wasn't even in Orangeburg at the time and he's cocksure of 

what he says and what Cleve says is in error. He mentioned source. Now we hear that 

too often. What I want some these people to do, who are talking about "they got it 

from a source," let that source come forward and demonstrate or prove what they 

are saying is true. This is why I suggested a respectable group-such as yourselves

get all the facts and put them out there where the average citizen can understand 

and make it'believable. 

Dr. Nance's response to a comment concerning a resolution recently passed by the General 

Assembly commemorating the thirtieth anniversary of the Orangeburg "Massacre": 

This is the first time a resolution has been passed by the general assembly, both houses, 

addressing what has taken place and this is the first time that something concrete such 

as that has taken place. Again, let's hope that that is a step forward .... [D]uring this 

period when we had all these kinds of unrest, I and some of my colleagues were invited 

to the White House during the Nixon administration and I really was taken aback, 

sittingjust two seats from the president in the cabinet room discussing the Jackson 

State situation. It tells you how information is spread through the president which is 

inaccurate. It was stated that the officers fired because missiles and debris and so 

forth were being thrown from the dormitory at the policeman. And of course the 

president of Jackson State is sitting next to me and he had to refute it and he had 

pictures there to demonstrate where the policeman shot it was six glass blocks that 

you couldn't even see through let alone open. There wasn't any window. But the 

president had been told this and this is what he believed. [Dr. Nance also indicated 

his dismay with President Nixon's ignorance of facts of Dr. Martin Luther King,Jr.'s 

life that were considered common knowledge. J 
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Dr. Sell.ers' response to the question, "Have you been pardoned?": 

Yes, 1993, after twenty-five years, I was granted a pardon. 

Mr. Bass: The State of South Carolina has done several things and one is the pardon 

of Cleveland Sellers with a unanimous vote by the seven-member state Pardon and 

Parole Board ... and then the resolution by the legislature [ commemorating the 

thirtieth anniversary of the shooting]. 

CONCLUDING REMARKS by Dr. Nance: 
I think we have just about run out of time. I just want to say, a lot of things have 

happened in thirty years .... It suddenly dawned on me that I was a member of the 

panel that went through a selection process to recommend the judge for that slot 

and we recommended Judge Perry. But having said that, for the edification of some 

people, perhaps not some of you here, as we enter in these kinds of discussions 

about whether things are better or whether they aren't, I'm reminded of something 

that my mentor told me some years ago, and that's Dr. Benjamin E. Mayes. [He was 

asked about] the old expression that the time isn't right and he paused momentarily 

and said "whose time"? To an intelligent man, my time is now. I missed so much

and on the other hand when you stop and reflect, you're talking about things that 

should have been available to you from the time that the doctor smacked you on 

your back side and you cried. And here I am an old man on the verge of leaving this 

earth, and I still don't have it. So when you talk about times are better, yes, in some 

sense, but they still aren't what they ought to be. And I just ask you to remember 

that, and that's no substitute for what you've been denied. 

[Applause] 
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Constitution 

I. The name of this organization shall be the South Carolina Historical Association. 

II. The objects of this Association shall be to promote historical studies in the state of 

South Carolina, to bring about a closer relationship among persons living in this state 

who are interested in history, and to encourage the preservation of historical records. 

III. Membership shall be open to anyone interested in the objectives of the Associa

tion. Annual dues shall be determined by the Executive Committee. 

After having been a member of the Association for ten years and upon reaching 

the age of sixty-five, any member may be designated an emeritus member by the secre

tary. Emeritus members have all the rights and priviledges of membership without 

being required to pay the annual dues. 

Student members shall pay annual dues at half-rates. 

IV. The officers shall be president, vice-president, secretary, and treasurer; these shall 

be elected at each annual meeting. The Executive Committee shall normally nominate 

one person for each office. The vice-president shall be the automatic nominee for 

president. Nomination from the floor may be made for any office. 

Officers shall have the duties and perform the functions customarily attached to 

their respective offices with such others as may from time to time be prescribed. 

V. The Executive Committee shall be composed of the officers, the editor of The 

Proceedings, and three other members elected for a term of three years. The duties of 

the Executive Committee shall be to fix the date and place of the annual meeting, to 

attend to the publication of The Proceedings, to prepare a program for the annual meet

ing, to prepare a list of nominations for the officers of the Association as provided in 

Article IV, to supervise the expenditures of the Association's funds, and such other 

duties as may from time to time be assigned to them by the Association. There shall be 

such other committees as the president may appoint, or be instructed to appoint, by 

resolutions of the Association. 

VI. There shall be an annual meeting of the Association at the time and place 

appointed by the Executive Committee. 
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VII. A. The Association shall publish annually its proceedings to be known as The 
Proceedings of the South Carolina Histarical Association. It shall contain the minutes of the 

annual meeting together with such papers and documents selected by the Executive 

Committee. Each fifth year, The Proceedings shall include a copy of the constitution of 

the Association. At least every five years, The Proceedings shall include a current list of 

the membership. 

B. All papers read at the annual meeting shall become the property of the 

Association except as otherwise may be approved by the Executive Committee. 

C. The Executive Committee shall annually elect an editor of The Proceedings 
who shall have authority to appoint an associate editor and shall be a member of the 

Executive Committee. 

VIII. In the event of dissolution, the remaining assets of the Association, if any, shall 

be donated by the Executive Committee to another organization which shares the 

objects and aims of the Association. 

IX. The Publication Endowment Fund exists to supplement the income available 

for the publication of The Proceedings. Contributions may be made by anyone, and they 

will be acknowledged in writing. 

The Fund will be administered by three trustees: the president, the treasurer, 

and the editor of The Proceedings. The trustees shall invest the Fund so as to obtain a 

secure and steady income and report annually to the membership the status of the 

Fund. 

The trustees may designate annually a sum no greater than 80 percent of the 

earnings of the Fund to defray the cost of printing The Proceedings and add the surplus 

of earnings each year to the principal. 

Should the Executive Committee determine that the Fund is no longer neces

sary for the purpose for which it was established, they shall recommend that this Article 

be removed from the constitution. If the Fund is liquidated, the Executive Committee 

shall make an unrestricted gift of the principal to the endowment fund of the Univer

sity of South Caroliniana Society or similar historical repository in South Carolina and 

transfer the balance of the earnings to the treasury of the Association. 

X. The constitution may be amended by a two-thirds vote of the members present 

at the annual meeting. 
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A Notice to Contributors Concerning Style 

The editorial committee invites submission of manuscripts from authors of papers 

presented at the annual meeting. On the recommendation of reviewers, manu

scripts may be published in The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association. 

In general, manuscripts should not exceed 4500 words, about eighteen pages 

including endnotes. As soon as possible after the annual meeting, authors should 

submit two hard copies of their paper to the editor for review. If accepted for publi

cation, a final corrected copy must be submitted in two formats: one hard copy and 

one electronic copy. The hard copy must be marked up for style-i.e. showing quote 

marks, italics, and the like. The electronic copy must be on an IBM-compatible disk 

and saved without formatting, using "save as text only," in Word Perfect 5.1 or 

Microsoft Word. Please include your name, article title, and software version on the 

disk label. Be sure to mail the disk to the editor in a protective envelope. The elec

tronic copy should use 12 point type in Times New Roman font. 

Do not include a title page. Put the title of your paper and your name at the top 

of the first page. Number the pages of your paper only on the hard copy. 

Please use margins of one inch throughout your paper. Text should be single 

spaced, flush left, and double spaced between paragraphs. Space only once between 

a period and the next word and indent quotations of five or more lines without 

quotation marks. 

Documentation should be provided in endnotes, not at the foot of each page. 

At the end of the text of your paper, double space then type the word "endnotes." 

Underneath, begin the first note with the numeral followed by a period and then 

the text of the endnote. Endnotes should be flush left and single spaced. Endnote 

numerals should be on the margin, not raised. If your word processing system de

mands the raised footnote numeral, it will be acceptable. 

Foreign words and titles of publications should be italicized. 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association adheres to the most 

recent edition of the Chicago Manual of Style for punctuation, endnotes, and gP,n

eral usage. Please avoid the use of gender titles-Mr., Mrs., Miss, etc. Refer to women 

by their last names and designate US citizens of African descent as "African Ameri

cans" (not hyphenated) as frequently as possible. Do not capitalize black or white 

when used as a reference to race. Do not apply terms that are gender specific to 
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mixed groups, and avoid the awkward construction of "he/ she." When compiling 

endnotes, do not use "p." before the page number, and follow Section 8.67 of the 

Manual for citations to inclusive pages. 

The Proceedings of the South Carolina Historical Association prefers 'lowercase' us

age in capitalization. For example, titles such as president, general, ambassador, etc., 

should appear in lowercase except when followed by a proper name. 
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T he sixty-eighth annual meeting of the South Carolina Historical Association 

convened at The Citadel in Charleston, SC on Saturday, March 7. 1998. Regis

tration began at 8:00 A.M. and continued during the morning. An estimated 85 mem

bers and guests attended the day-long meeting regardless of the cloudy, rainy day. 

Coffee, juice, fruit and pastries welcomed the attendees during the registration in 

Mark Clark Hall. The first morning sessions of the program put together by 

J. Edward Lee began at 9:00 A.M. 

Session One was devoted to simultaneous single-paper presentations individually chaired. 

In One-A, Alexia Jones Helsley of the South Carolina Department of Archives and 

History presented "Lest We Forget: Historic Cemeteries." Marvin Cann chaired this 

presentation and offered comments. In One-B, Justin Eaddy chaired and offered 

comments on the paper, "Discovering Dinosaurs in the Old West: The Field Journals 

of Arthur Lakes," presented by Michael E. Kohl of Clemson University. In One-C, 

Edna C. Ward of Winthrop University presented "I Saw it in the Funny Papers: Using 

Comics to Analyze Serious Historical and Business Trends." J. Edward Lee chaired 

and offered comments on this paper. 

Following a short break, the second group of sessions began at 10:00 A.M. 

Session Two-A on Aspects of the South Carolina Textile Industry was chaired by L. 

Andrew Doyle who also provided comments. The session featured a presentation by 

Katherine D. Cann, Spartanburg Methodist College and George Rush, Mayor of Ware 

Shoals, South Carolina on ''The South Carolina Textile Industry: Two Perspectives." 

Donald L. Roper, an independent scholar, presented "The Southern Textile Basket

ball Tournament, Eighty Years of Textile Athletic History" in this same session. 

Session Two-B, British Imperialism, featured papers by Joseph P. Stukes of Francis 

Marion on "The Lion and its Roar" and by Eric M. Reisenauer of University of South 

Carolina Sumter on ''That We May Do Israel's Work: British Imperial Thought." 

Suzanne Burns chaired the session and gave comments. 

Session Two-C covered Historical Travel and also Aspects of Drug Trade and was chaired 

by Susan Ouellette. "Harriett Martineau in Charleston" was presented by Stephen L. 
Keck of the College of Charleston, and R. Tandy McConnell of Columbia College pre

sented "An American in Belgrade." Ron Chepesuik of Winthrop University completed 
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this session with his presentation of "The Early Evolution of the Drug Trade." Susan 

Ouellette gave comments on the papers. 

Session Two-D was chaired by Ralph W. Mathisen and featured four papers covering 

aspects of Early Medieval Europe. Christopher Laurie Newton, University of South 

Carolina, presented "A Prince Necessary and Good: Aurelian and the Problem of Dacia;" 

Tracy D. Keefer, University of South Carolina, gave "Aetius, the Bishops, and the Bar

barians"; Bart G. Brodowski, University of South Carolina, presented 'The Emperor 

and the Patrician: Valentinian Ill's Struggle for Power"; and Allen Jones, also Univer

sity of South Carolina, delivered "Gregory of Tours and Count Becco: Law, Status, and 

Privilege in Merovingian Gaul." Ralph Mathisen also gave comments on the papers. 

A brief refreshment break sustained attendees who then convened in various rooms 

for the third group of morning sessions beginning at 11:15 A.M. 

Session Three-A was chaired by William S. Brockington and featured papers on the 

theme of White Supremacy and Racism. Papers presented were: "Fear in Disguise: 

The Reconstruction Ku Klux Klan in Yorkville, South Carolina" by Suzanne Burns of 

Winthrop University, "The Unpardonable Crime: Ben Bess and the Dictates ofWhite 

Supremacy" by Janet G. Hudson of Columbia College, and ''With Common Courtesy 

and Effort from Everyone: Southern Identity and School Desegregation at 

Spartanburg, 1964-1970" by Harry Lesesne of University of South Carolina. William 

Brockington also commented on the papers. 

Session Three-B, Aspects of Antebellum Slavery, Religion, and Law, was chaired by 

W. Calvin Smith who also commented. The session encompassed papers by Kimberly 

R. Kellison of North Greenville College on 'Toward Humanitarian Ends? Evangelicals 

and Slave Reform in Civil War South Carolina"; Etrulia Pressley Dozier of Whittemore 

Park Middle School on "Names of South Carolina Slave Owners in Selected Counties, 

1850 and 1860;" and Justin Eaddy of Winthrop University on "Benjamin Porter and 

James Dellet: South Carolina Lawyer Politicians in Antebellum Alabama." 

Session Three-C covered Local History, Journalism, and Military Conversion themes 

and was chaired by Terry Helsley. Melissa Walker, Brittnee Y Benesch, and Rachel 

Segars of Converse College collaborated on the presentation, "Using Local History 

in American History Classrooms." Susan L. King of the Diocese of Charleston of

fered "The United States Catholic Miscellany: The Foundation of Catholic Journal

ism in America," and John M. Sherrer, III of University of South Carolina presented 

"From Guns to Gravy? The Adaptive Uses of Former Military Fortifications." Terry 

Helsley also provided the comments on the presentations. 
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Session Three-D, Black and White Politics in South Carolina at Mid-Century, fea

tured papers by R. Philip Stone, II, University of South Carolina, on "A Battle at 

Home and Abroad: Black Activism and White Resistance in South Carolina, 1940-
1945 "; and by Talmadge S. W.Johnson, Winthrop University, on "The Impact of the 

White Primary on the York County Democratic party, 1944-1948." Fritz Hamer of the 
State Museum chaired the session and gave comments. 

Following the morning session, members and guests of the SCHA gathered in the 

Mark Clark Hall dining area for lunch and the Annual Business Meeting. President 

Terry Helsley welcomed the group on behalf of the association and thanked Katherine 

Grenier of the Citadel for her efforts in making local arrangements for the meeting. 

He then presented the slate of officers nominated for 1998-1999: for president, 

J. Edward Lee of Winthrop University; for vice-president, Katherine Cann of 

Spartanburg Methodist College; for secretary/newsletter editor, Calvin Smith of 

University of South Carolina Aiken; and for treasurer, William Brockington of Uni

versity of South Carolina Aiken. Nominated as members of the executive board were 

Fritz Hamer, State Museum; Katherine Grenier, The Citadel; and Christopher 

Carbaugh, Christ Church Episcopal School, Taylors, SC. For The Proceedings editor, 

the board named Marvin Cann of Lander University. There were no nominees from 
the floor and the slate was accepted by acclamation. 

Officer reports followed next. Calvin Smith, secretary, reported on the "Newsletter" 

and requested member information be sent to him for the May edition. The secre

tary also reported that efforts were underway to create a web site for the SCHA. 

William Brockington, treasurer, gave the financial report referencing the February 

"Newsletter." He noted that the association is in good financial health and will be 

looking into making travel grants, based on earnings in the reserve funds, to associa

tion members. More information will be forthcoming in the future. There are ap

proximately 170 members of the association. A roster is to appear in the next issue of 

The Proceedings, which should be distributed in early summer. Michael Morris, cur

rent editor, will complete this issue before turning over the editor position to Marvin 

Cann. The State Archives has volunteered to do the production/publication aspects 

of The Proceedings. 

President Helsley then introduced board member, Fritz Harner, for the purpose of 

presenting a contribution to the Organization for Community Trust which is restor

ing the Modjeska Simpkins house in Columbia, SC. Hamer presented a check for 

$250.00 to Catherine Bruce, who accepted and thanked the association on behalf of 

the restoration organization. 
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Roger Stroup was next recognized for the purpose of announcing the relocation of 

the State Archives. Its new home will be at 8301 Parklane Road beginning May 5, 

1998. Member Stroup also invited the association to meet in 1999 at this new loca

tion. The association accepted the invitation for its March 6, 1999 meeting. 

President Helsley then turned over the gavel to incoming president,]. Edward Lee. 

President Lee announced the members of the two committees for the association's 

prize awards. Committee A, for the best paper by a regular member, will consist of 

Terry Helsley, Melissa Walker, and Gus Williamson. Committee B, for the best paper 

by a student member, will consist of Fritz Hamer,Jamie Moore, and Amy McCandless. 

President Lee then recognized association member, Peter McCandless, who intro

duced the lunch speaker, Ralph Muldrow. Mr. Muldrow is Director of Historic Pres

ervation and Community Planning at the College of Charleston. The speaker gave 

an interesting and informative talk and slide presentation on the history and back

ground of Charleston mansions. 

Following the speaker, President Lee adjourned the business meeting and luncheon 

and invited the members to attend the special afternoon session, "Incident at 

Orangeburg, Thirty Years Later," scheduled for 2:15 P.M. in Bond Hall. 

The Afternoon Session consisted of a panel of individuals personally familiar with 

the 1968 Orangeburg Incident on the campus of South Carolina State University 

and in the surrounding community. Taking the chair and guiding the session was 

Robert]. Moore of Columbia College. He introduced the panel which included Dr. 

N. Maceo Nance, president emeritus, South Carolina State University; Honorable 

Matthew Perry, federal district court judge; Dr. Cleveland Sellers, Department of 

History, University of South Carolina; and Jack Bass, journalist and professor, Uni

versity of Mississippi. For over an hour, these panelists, all of whom were involved 

with the Orangeburg episode in some fashion (participant, reporter, legal adviser, 

administrator) recalled aspects of the incident for the audience, fielded questions, 

and gave their perspectives on the incident, its meaning, and South Carolina's racial 

climate. The session adjourned at 4:00 P.M. 

The sixty-eighth annual meeting then concluded with a reception hosted by The 

Citadel at the Alumni House. Members enjoyed the refreshments as they recounted 

aspects of the meeting and bade each other farewell until the next meeting at the 

State Archives and History Center on March 6, 1999. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Calvin Smith, secretary 
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