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Abstract

This study uses Mississippi from 1860 to 1865 as asasly of Confederate
nationalism. It employs interdisciplinary literature on the concept of loyalty to explore how
multiple allegiances influenced people during the Civil War. Historians have ggneealied
Confederate nationalism as weak or strong, with white southerners either united or divided in
their desire for Confederate independence. This study breaks this impasse by viewing
Mississippians through the lens of different;ecosting loyaltieghat in specific circumstances
indicated neither popular support fwr rejection of the Confederacy. It focuses on wartime
activities like swearing the Federal oath, illicit trade with the Union army, and Confederate
desertion to show how Mississippisaxsted on ceexistent loyalty layers to self, family, and
friend-networks that were distinct from national allegiances. Although the Confederate
government espoused anatinsuming nationalism, the evidence presented in this study
demonstrates the limitezbntrol that the Confederacy, the Union, and, by implication, most
modern nation states, exerted over their subjects. This study also explores the relationship
between race and loyalty. It demonstsdtew an internal war between slaveholders, who
expectedslaves to only express servile loyalty to their masters, and slaves, who resisted white
authority by acting on loyalties to self, family, neighborhood, and nation, revealed a struggle
over the racial hierarchy that demonstrated continuity between theelnte, Civil War, and

Reconstruction eras.
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Epigraph
3/R\DOW\ ZDQWV WKH FDXVH LQ LWV XQLW\ LW VHHNV WKHUFE

Josiah RoyceThe Philosophy of Loyalty



Introduction

At noon on [2cember 261862, an overflow crowd packed into the legislative house in
downtown Jackson, Mississippi to hear a speech by native son Jefferson Davis, the miesident
the Confederate States of America. Davis took the opportungtgtwe the crowd that the
recently enactedgndunpopularConscription andExemption acts were both necessary to ensure
WKH &RQIHGHUDF\{V VXUYLYDO DJD Lifing\Weitign of &M #h@ WL QJ ¢
Octobeb DWWOHY DW &RULQWK 'DYLV VWDWHG WKDW 3\RX LQ OL
yet the horrors of the war. You have seen but little of the savage manner in which it is waged by
\RXU EDUEDURXYV B&@BNFLHVG WKDHW SWKH JUHDW DLP RI WKH JI
VWUXJJOH VXFFHVVIXO " DQG WKHQ ODLG RXW WKH FRVWYV RI
you consent to be robbed of your property; to be reduced to provincial dependence; will you
renounce the exercise of those rights with which you were born and which were transmitted to
\RX E\ \RXU IDWKHUV"" 'DYLV DVNHG 3, IHHO WKDW LQ DGGUI
that their interests, even life itself, should be willingly laid doRiQ WKH DOWDU RI WKHLU
concluded: $V 'DYLV HDUOLHU QRWHG OLVVLVVLSSL LQ JHQHUDO
hardships, but in suggesting that Mississippians should willingly sacrifice everything, even their
lives, to the goal of Confedate independence, he fused their interests with those of the nation.
In doing so, he tried to instill in them the devotion needed to ensure southern victory.

How Mississippians responded to this exhortation is the subject of this study. It uses
Mississppi from 1860 to 1865 as a casteidy of Confederate loyalty during the Civil War. This
Deep South state should have been rabidlyGoofederate: in 1860 slaves represented-fifty

SHUFHQW RI LWV SRSXODWLRQ DQG \Wdottbh exrieE RwasPDGH LW

! Jefferson Davis, Speech at Jackson, Mississippi, December 26, 1862, in Lynda Laswell Crist, Mary Seaton Dix,
Kenneth H. Williams, edsThe Papers of Jefferson Davis, Vol. 8, 18Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University
Press, 1995), 56579 (quotes on 567, 574).



also a hotbed of secession that became the second state to leave tHeY@hidfississippi was

DOVR DQ HDUO\ PLOLWDULO\ GLYLGHG VWDWH WKDW IDFHG W
conflict, making it fertile grounddr exploring the influence of different allegiances.

5DWKHU WKDQ WU\LQJ WR GLVFHUQ ZKHWKHU OLVVLVVLS:

weak or strongthis study enters the scholarly debate over the nature of Confederate nationalism

by viewing Mississippians through the lens of differentegesting loyalties that, according to
circumstances, indicated neither popular support for, nor rejection @othfederacy. This

approach suggests that the often contradictory evidence regarding Confederate allegiance in
OLVVLVVLSSL FDQ EHWWHU H[SODLQ WKH OLPLWDWLRQV RI PI
influence on its subjects. Take one example. Conée@ationalists labeled Mississippians who

traded across Union lines, in defiance of Confederate law prohibiting such exchanges, as

treasonous, claiming that trade fed cotton and other commaodities to the Union war effort and
undermined Confederate econiorimdependence. Yet, many citizens stated that they traded to

procure goods for themselves and their families with little regard for nationalist stances, while

others claimed that they traded in order smuggle goods to Confederate soldiers, insisting that

their patriotic intentions overrode their illegal actions.

These competing interpretations of trade between the lines raise broader questions about

what types of obligations modern nationalism placed on citizens via their relationship to the

state, and Wwat citizens expected from the state in return. Paul Quigley defines nationalism as

SWKH FRQYLFWLR Gayaup ¥ pebplé withaldliglihd®v@ identity, typically based on

some combination of language, descent, history, cultural valuesemsttought to be aligned
with an independent unit of governance in the modern institutiomafienstate ~ 7KH FHQWUDO

FRPSRQHQW RI PRGHUQ QDWLRQDOLVP LV LWV WRWDOLW\ W|

BenWynne,0LVVLVVLSSLYV &LYLO :DWachniINktter Diersity Preiss/ 2066)) 12.



and cultural identity inthe mod¢Q ZRUOG ~ DQG LV ERWK 3ThoialiU\ DQG LQ
was particularly salient for Confederate nationalists seeking to define and preserve their nation
state while simultaneously warring for its very survival.

Faced with a northern governmenDiW GHQLHG WKH OHJLWLPDF\ RI WKH
existence, Confederate boosters sought to define and shape their southern nation in order to
legitimize it to the North and to thveorld. To achieve this goal, they promotgdat scholars
have termegbrotectivenationalism, in which the Confederacy would be economically self
sufficient and its citizens would work towards the singular goal of winning independence from
the North.Achieving economic sef$ufficiency entailed the promotion of southern industry, a
naional currency, and prohibition of trade with the North in favor of homespun and domestic
production. Because Confederate natiorsfaiged their nation in war, in which defeat meant
WKH QDWLRQYTV GHDWK WKH\ DUJXH Gura\akyDaxvount aivsuffetiogy V KR X C
even if it meant sacrificing their lives, to achieve Confederate victory. The war, however, created
an environmentilVXLWHG WR SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVWVY LGHDO
Mississippians acted on multiple,-eaistent loyalties that influenced their actions in ways that
did not always correspond to national allegiance. In doing so, they demonstrated that the reach of
the nineteenth century natistate was more limited than historians have concluded.

This stug, then, is not a complete, chronological history of Mississippi during the Civil
War. Recent works by Ben Wynne, Timothy Smith, and Michael Ballard are excellent examples
of the former® Instead, it focuses on the relationship between Mississippiansemigdl Union

and Confederate governments, both of which adopted protective nationalism, and therefore made

% Paul QuigleyShifting Grounds: Nationalism and The American 8pi8481865(New York: Oxford University
Press, 2012), 11;6.

“See Wynne O LV VLVVLSS L Twhathy B LSmithMississippi in the Civil War: The Home Frogdiackson:
University Press of Mississippi, 2010); Michael B. Ballarde Civil War in Misissippi: Major Campaigns and
Battles(Jackson: University Press of Mississippi, 2011).



GHPDQGV RQ FLWL]JHQVY GDLO\ OLYHV LQ RUGHU WR HOLFLW
governments required citizens to swear oaths of allegjaestricted commerce with the other

side, intervened in the relationship between masters and slaves, encouraged espionage, forbade
desertion, and approved of military exemptions only in cases where doing so was deemed to be

of equal or more national beftehan soldiering. These impositions by the two warring states

demanded that individuals abandon established habits shaped by multiple loyalties to self,

family, neighborhood, and nation, and instead tailor their actions to reflect total fidelity to one

nation or the other. As Andre Fleche notes, patriotic thinkers of the Civil War era judged
JRYHUQPHQWYV 3E\ WKHLU DELOLW\ WR FRPPDQG WKH DOOHJL
UHVRXUFHV RI WKH HQWLUH VWDWH ~ hKhRInkRkQHFth6& HUHG WKH
3S3PRGHUQ X QIBy &ft&mirg BoWsd every facet of dayday behavior as a gauge of
QDWLRQDO DOOHJLDQFH ERWK VWDWHYV GLVUXSWHG WKH LQ
process, they tested the limits of prditee nationalism, and exposed the importance of multiple
allegiances in guiding human actions.

The problem of multiple allegiances complicates scholarship on Confederate nationalism,
ZKLFK DWWHPSWV WR PHDVXUH WKH H[W Hd@nsl&ehwltRngW KHU Q H L
republic. Some istorians who argue fatrongConfederatéoyalty emphasize how white
supremacyconflation of home with natigrand the construction of a separate, functioning
government with new national bordensited southerners aiss class linet® fight for the

Confederacy Others contend that martial pride fueled Confederate nationalism, as civilians

® Andre FlecheThe Revolution of 1861: The American Civil War in the Age of Nationalist Cq@hieipel Hill:

University of North Carolina Press, 2011), 70.

6MarkV.Wetherington,3ODLQ JRONVY JLIKW 7KH &LYLO :DU DQG 5HEhBRE@MVWUXFWLRC
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2005}, 1 $QGUHZ ) /DQJ 3u8SRQ WKH $OWHU RI 2XU «
Confederate Identity, Nationalism, and Morale in kit County, Texas, 1860 ‘Civil War History55 (Sept.

2009): 281 %ULDQ 6 :LOOV 36KDGHV RI 1DWLRQ &RQIHGHIlddm&/the /R\ADOWLHYV
Confederate Nation: Essays in Honor of Emory Thqr@asdon, Leslie and John C. tao®, eds. (Baton Rouge:



UDOOLHG DURXQG WKH PLOLWDU\ DQG VROGLHUVY IRUJHG FI
fighting.” Looking beyond the armypse scholarsivoke % HQHGLFW $QGHUVRQYV FRQ
nationalism, argmg that a common print culture promoted southern values and created a united
Confederate identity among white southerifahile these historians identify different motives
for white alkegiance to the Confederacy, they are nonetheless in agreement that such support was
real and widespread.

In contrastpther historians emphasia KH 6 RXWK{V UHJLRQDO SROLWLFEL
divisions especially class conflict between slaveholders anestaneholdersywhich carried into

the war and internally crippled the Confederate efftistorians of southern Unionism and of

Louisiana State University Press, 2005),630 Jacqueline Glas€ampbell When Sherman Marched North from the

Sea: Resistance on the Confederate Home K@mapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2003); %8

William Blair, 9LUJLQLDYYVY 3ULYDWH :DU )HHGLQJ %R GUaB5NEwWwYKk®xfod WKH &R QI
University Press, 1998), 14M46; Aaron Sheehabean,Why Confederates Fought: Family and Nation in Civil War

Virginia (Chapel Hill: University of North Caraia Press, 2007), 144/.

" Gary W. GallagherThe Confederate War: How Popular Will, Nationalism, and Military Strategy Could not Stave

off Defeat(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 199713 Joseph T. GlathaatHQHUDO /HHfV $UP\ )URP
Victory toCollapse(New York: Free Press, 2008), 316 .HLWK 6 %RKDQQRQ u3:LWQHVV WKI
WKH $UP\"YT 5HHQOLVWPHQWY LQ WKH &R-QOHEGHKUDWH ISQPREBGRIQOIXHE VE W
eds., 11 /LVD /IDVNLQ p37KH YBPOXAKQRMRRUBDDWIHG DV WKH &RXQWU\ LV ~ 6
IRUWKHUQ 9LUJLQLD DQG W K H TaeRW@EhHB theDGroHNdt: RxpetienteR @ Bivil Wag

Soldiers Dean, AarorSheehan, ed. (Lexington: University Press of Kentucky, 2007929 Btephen V. AshiVhen

the Yankees Came: Conflict and Chaos in the Occupied South1886{Chapel Hill: University of North

Carolina Press, 1995), 775; Jason PhillipdDiehard Rebels: The Confederate Culture of Invincib{iyhens:

University ofGeorgia Press, 2007)3, 88; Peter S. Carmichadlhe Last Generation: Young Virginians in Peace,

War and ReuniofChapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2005);143 Bradley R. ClampitfThe

Confederate Heartland: Military and Civilian Morala the Western Confedera@aton Rouge: Louisiana State

University Press, 2011);%0, 13.

8 Michael T. BernathConfederate Minds: The Struggle for Intellectual Independence in the Civil War South

(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 20182, 290;Robert E. BonnerColors and Blood: Flag

Passions of the Confederate So(Rhinceton: Princeton University Press, 2002}, Z\nne S. RubinA Shattered

Nation: The Rise and Fall of the Confederacy, 18868(Chapel Hill: University of NorttCarolina Press, 2005),

12; Drew Gilpin FaustThe Creation of Confederate Nationalism: Ideology and Identity in the Civil War South

(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 198&D.6

 William W. Freehling,The South Vs. The South: How ABtirfederate Southerners Shaped the Course of the

Civil War (New York: Oxford University Press, 2001),-B3, 4785; Margaret Storey/ R\DOW\ DQG /RVV $ODED
Unionists in the Civil War and Reconstructi(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, p@#26; Paul

D. Escott After Secession: Jefferson Davis and the Failure of Confederate NatiorfBlgon Rouge: Louisiana

State University Press, 1978),-285; Georgia Lee TaturBisloyalty in the ConfederadiNew York: Ams Press,

1934, 1970), 23; Victoria E. Bynum,The Free State of Jones: Mississippi's Longest Civil @aapel Hill:

University of North Carolina Press, 2001)-984; William C.Davis,Look Away!: A History of the Confederate

States of AmericNew York: Press Press, 2002), 36¥ark A.Weitz,More Damning than Slaughter: Desertion in



WKH %RUGHU DQG ORXQWDLQ 6RXWK DFNQRZOHGJH VRXWKHU
derivative of national loyaltiethat determined wartime behavior. Thomas Dyer notes that while
&LYLO :DU $WODQWLDQV KHOG PDQ\ DOOHJLDQFHYVY WKDW 3FR
OR\DOW\ " QDWLRQDOLVP ZDV VWLOO 3SDUDPRXQW™ DQG UHP|
Sarris writesW KDW ORFDO UHJLRQDO DQG QDWLRQDO LVVXHV 3FR
DOOHJLDQFHV RI SHRSOH LQ QRUWK *HRUJLD ~ -XGNLQ %URZ(
RFFXSLHG 1RUWK &DUROLQD 3FRXOG KDYH PXOWL®OH OR\DOV
HDFK GHSHQGLQJ RQ KLV RU KHU FLUFXPVWDQFHY DQG DJHQ
Browning views other allegiances as subservient to nationalism, writing that North Carolinians
S3ZHUH OLDEOH -UhknbithréRidddedted & any given andepending on their
LOQGLYLGXDO FLUFXPVWDQFHY ~ +H FRQFOXGHV WKDW 1RUWK
instead of acting on unrelated attachmeftthough they highlight the complexity of wartime

allegiances, these studies still emphasaizeither/or spectrum of weak to strong Confederates at

the margins with a larger group in the middle whose national allegiance waxed and waned, rather
than demonstrating how nationalism could be unconnected to other allegiances that exercised a

significart influence®

the Confederate Armfzincoln: University of Nebraska Press, 2005);:xik, 16-34; David Williams Bitterly
'LYLGHG 7KH 6RXW K {Néew QotkHTUe &léew Rréss; B008)8]1 109171.

¥ Thoma G. DyerSecret Yankees: The Union Circle in Confederate AtléBadtimore: Johns Hopkins University
Press, 1999), 4; Jonathon DeBarris,A Separate Civil War: Communities in Conflict in the Mountain South
(Charlottesville: University of Virginia Pres2006), 3; Judkin Brownin&hifting Loyalties: The Union Occupation
of Eastern North CarolinéChapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2011), 4; For other studies of the
Border and Mountain South that emphasize how local attachments influsatgaahl loyalty, see Michael Fellman,
Inside War: The Guerrilla Conflict in Missouri During the American Civil Waxford: Oxford University Press,
1989), 4765; Noel C. FisheWar at Every Door: Partisan Politics and Guerrilla Violence in East Tenmgsse
18603:1869(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1997),6% 142143; Martin CrawfordAshe
&ERXQW\TV &LYLO :DU &RPPXQLW\ DQG @RdrlbttésViNe LLDiverdityHofd/BEHa@RSSKLD Q 6 R >
2001) 14, 52, 13(Robert Tracy MKenzie,Lincolnites and Rebels: A Divided Town in the American Civil War
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2006), £240; Barton MyerskExecuting Daniel Bright: Race, Loyalty, and
Guerrilla Violence in a Coastal Carolina Community, 185865(Baton RougelLouisiana State University Press,
2009), 80, 127.



The debate over the strength and weakness of Confederate loyalty among white
VRXWKHUQHUYV KDV PDGH YDOXDEOH LQVLJKWY LQWR WKH &R
WHQGHQF\ WR GLFKRWRPL]H ZKLWH VR XWipoHes@ftiiéy DV HLWKH
Confederacy, thereby making it a united or a divided nation, loses sigbtvaihultiple loyalties
FRXOG LQIOXHQFH VRXW Kudddiipétted hafiordal lagiaRddsdryQ Z D \V
Gallagher recently has called for historians of Céaffd UDWH QDWLRQDOLVP WR 3PRY
DSSURDFK WR TXHVWLRQV RI GLVDIIHFWLRQ FFlilPPLWPHQW W
Understanding how Mississippians acted on allegiances beyond just nationalism can explain why
the Confederacy can seem batiited and divided, why some historians think it should have
lasted longer, and why others marvel that it lasted so long against such steep odds.

Loyalty isan influence on human actigorone to varying levels of intensity and directed
at multipletarges. , HPSKDVL]H 3OR\DOW\~ RY H &s @ BiatisR QO LV P~ EHFI
Potter noted, nationalism is a particular kind of fidelity to a political state anekitists with
RWKHU DOOHJLDQFHV (ULF +REVEDZP HFKRHV WKLV SRLQW
combined with identifications of anoth&« LQG HYHQ ZKHQ LW LV IHOW WR EH V
BKLORVRSKHU 6LPRQ . HOOHU GHILQHV OR\DOW\ DV 3SWKH DWW
LYV FRQVWLWXWHG E\ DQ LQGLYLGXDOYVY WDNLQJ VRPHWKLQJY
PRWLYHOHUHXUWKHU DVVHUWY WKDW OR\DOW\ LV 3WLHG LQ Z
interests of humansHumans can, in turrexpress loyalty to multiple thingSociologist James
Connorarggs WKDW SHRSOH H[SUHVV OR\DanG \*WRREDRIGY GLIITHUHQ
&RQQRU FDOOV WKLV SKHQRRHQBRQIOWD /WM GPXHDWWLSOH WD

RSHUDWH RQ LQGLYLGXDOV VSDQQLQJ WKH PLFUR WR WKH P

*puU\: *DOODJKHU 3 LVDIIHFWLRQ 3HUVLVWHQFH DQG 1DWLRQ 6RPH 'L
& R Q | H G HKCWiDWar History55 (Sept., 2009): 352.



loyalties are allegiances an individual hasseaxiation with a very large group of people
towards broader spatial collectividee religion, ethnicity and nation. However, while an
individual may be loyal to these macro targets, their abstract ratdtkee larger spatial
geography they encompasgans WKDW WKH\ GR QRW DOzZD\V GLUHFWO\ DII
micro level. For example, a person may be loyal to a particular religion without applying that
UHOLJLRQYVY HYHU\ VWULQJHQW UXOH WR WKHLUa@DLO\ OLIH
monetary or familial problems. Yet that person would scarcely deny their still firm religious
beliefs!?

Micro loyalties are the fidelities people hold towards smaller, more localized individuals
and groupings like self, family, frienggnd neighborbod, which exist in more compact spatial
geographies within the macro space. Micro loyalties often have a greater influence on an
LQGLYLGXDOTV DFWLRQVY DQG WKHUHIRUH PRUH FRPPRQO\ J
person may hold strong macro/dty to a national political party, but their micro loyalties to
VHOI DQG IDPLO\ PD\ OHDG WKHP WR YRWH DJDLQVW WKDW S
person may view as harmful to his or her personal interests. Such an action does nothatevent
person from retaining their allegiance to the national party. Connor explains that the existence of
loyalty layers meanthat *WKHUH DUH PXOWLSOH OR\DOW\ LQI@HHQFHV E
WKDW WKHVH OD\HUV LQW MU B FRD PWYIGY RY HAKQ N SI OW KWW D WH X
human fidelities ensures thatgeneralnosingle loyaltycan H{fFOXVLYHO\ VKDSH D SHUWV

identity and therefore have total influence oveheir actions.Those who express a seemingly

2'DYLG 0 3RWWHU 37K H Natioviaisi@ndD/@4o\H 8 \ABheRchn Historical Revie®7 (Jul.,
1962): 92426; Eric HobsbawmiNations and Nationalism Since 1780: Programme, Myth, Re@ligyv York:
Cambridge University Press, 1990), &lso see Stephen NathansBafriotism, Morality,and PeacdLanham,

MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 1993), 108.6; Simon Keller,The Limits of LoyaltyCambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 2007), 222, 146 (quotes on 21, 146); James Connbe Sociology of LoyalfNew York: Springer, 2007),
47.



unconditional loyaltya a single cause, individual, or institutiahthe expense of all other
allegiancessometimego the point of causing harm to themselves or othergfegederisively
labeled fanatics, zealots, or fundamentalists precisely because they are theeyareresac the
former rule™®

In light of circumstances, an individual can and will act on one particular loyalty without
abandoning other oneSocialPsychologistsfF DOO WKLY SKHQRPHQRQ SOR\DOW\ Z
LQ ZKLFK OR\DOW\ 3PLJKW RFFDVLRQDOO\ UHTXLUH SHRSOH V
theirseFLQWHUHVW ~ EXW LQ FRQWUDVWMenibRbaE@ tRIDPLW\ GRHV
independenca favor of total allegiance to a grouphis phelomenam is especially true in
highly individualistic societies like the United Statetiere the socipolitical cultureallows for
people to hold micro and macro loyalt@multaneously. Iispecificinstancesa person deems
one loyalty to be temporarily more influential than another. Multiple loyalties therefore, are fluid
and exist concurrently within the human actbr.

Loyaltiesare alsahe building blocks of identityScholars in the various fields dfe
social sciences have struggledtecisely defined L G H QI@adivgane sociologisto conclude
thatit is impossible tarrive ata single definition of the conceptNevertheless, other scholars
haveprovided definitions which, despite their difégices, tend to focus on the idea of identity as
a marker of self, particularly in relation to otheé®sciologistPeter Burkeand Jan Stetdefine
DQ LGHQWLW)\ DV 3\ HefvieiWiio Rrie B M/De@ @ VAN occupant of a particular

role in ociety, a member of a particular group, or claims particular characteristics that identify

13 Connor,The Sociology of Loyaltyt7-49 (Quotes on 47); KelleT,he Limits of Loyaltyl3

“ ODWWKHZ - +RUQVH\ DQG -RODQGD -HWWHQ 3/Rameptith aslaMé&ROW &R QIR U
%DODQFLQJ %HORQJLQ Bdf @@ Idatity ¥ (Jan®ay. | IDB)LFBQ -

15)RU D UHFDS RI WKH VRFLRORJLFDO OLWHUDWXUH RQ LGHQWLW\ VHH .D
1HZ 'L UH FAWhURI@RBViéw of Sociolo@B (1997): 385409; Stephanie Lawleldentity: Sociological
Perspectives(Cambridge: Polity Press, 2008), 2.



KLP RU KHU DV D XZGAOKIHGI B OVR GsRéegHbord, henIB BhodHsas)
siblings, parents, citizens, politicigre soldierscannot be sepaead from the person,
institution,group,or ideal to which theyprofess allegiancé&eorge Fletcher writehatthe
conceptionR|l 3 VHOI™ WKDW FRQVWLWXWHY LGHQWLW\ 3 JHQHUDWH)
groups, and nations that enter into our-98IH | L Q [T, Riéntity is contingent upon loyalty:
to identify with something or someone, a person rhadbyal by sithg with and suppoihg that
thing, person or cause® During the Civil War, if Mississippians were not on some level loyal to
the Confederacy, then they could not identify as Confederates. Ekaatljnuchoyalty
Mississippians should profess to the Gadracy, and what they showuldto demonstrate their
allegiance howeverproved a major point of contention between citizens and the Confederate
state.
Specific circumstances motivated Mississippigmsct in ways thatthersconsidered
disloyalbasedon the notion that such actettayed F L W Lupi@p3etidentity as Confederates.
These acts included swearing the Union oath, allegedly spying for the Union army, illegally
trading at Federal lines, deserting from the Confederate army, claiming exefngiomilitary
VHUYLFH DQG RWKHU DFWLRQV WKDW PDGH WKHP YXOQHUDE
wartime and posivar histories, however, belie the existence of a largeGontfederate faction.
While the state did have unionists, there watange unionist uprising akin to the situation in
East Tennessee. Furthermore, Mississippians accused of treason that-leihfiratcounts

rarely professed loyalty to the Union, to the Republican Party, or support for Federal war goals

18 peter J. Burke and Jan E. Stétientity TheoryNew York: Oxford University Press, 2009), 3; George P.
FletcherLoyalty: An Essay on the Morality of Relationshjpew York: Oxford University Press, 2003)7.1
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like emancipatia. Finally, the existence of many apostate Mississippians does not correlate with
their hostility to occupying Federal forces throughout the Reconstruction périod.

By considering what national allegiance meant to Mississipjnafined towards
behavior hat onlookers considered disloyal, the conaéphultiple loyalties addressthe gap
betweersecondhand sources tludtargel Mississippians wittdisloyaltydespite an absence of
corroborating proof. To get at their motivations, historians can look dtpeople did in
addition to what others said. They can read against the grain of secondhand accounts to consider
KRZ WKH 3KLGGHGS WRP@BMNFINLBMWWLRQV PLIJKW FRQWUDGLFW W
seconehand reports. These hidden transisruggest that contrary to those rep®@tsfederate
patriotismZDV RQH FRPSRQHQW L Q iftéracwdn¥hwhisisothbr@iégiavces L D O
also guided their behavidt

Recognizing the role of multiple loyalties in driving human behavior in Civil War
Mississippi also sheds light on the nature of the ninetemgritury nation state and the impact it
had on its subject€onfederate partisans promoted wRatholas and PetéOnuf call protective
QDWLRQDOLVP ZKLFK YLHZHG WKH QDWLRQ DV D FRUSRUDW
RI LWV SUHVHQW FLWL]J]HQVY DQG D SXUSRVH WKDW WUDQVFHC
SWKH QDWLRQ H[dary W tHeschEoRiMef saQriflcés\bWfounders and patriots, and in
WKH SHRSOHYV H[SHFWD WThe QnuffRwrite thhOsihtelsBeEsgionisi/ X UH -~

espoused the vision of a politically and economically independent South, achieving a southern

YWynne,0OLVVLVVLSSL1%L-196:Wa@ Bdbhitt Townsend{ankee Warhorse: A Biography of Major
General Peter Osterhay€olumbia: University of Missouri Press, 2010), 1B88.

18 James C. Scothomination and the Arts of Resistance: Hiddeanscripts(New Haven: Yale University Press,
1990), 15.
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naion 3 GHSHQGHG RQ GRPHVWLFDWLQJ QDWLRQDO SRZHU" E\ 3D
OHJLWLPDWH JRYHUQPHQW FDSDEOH RI YLQGLFIﬁg\NLQJ 6RXWK
For ardent Confederates, protective nationalism was both a means to achieving
independence and an end in its€krtainly, the Confederaayasa full-fledged state, defined by
Ernest GellnerasWKH LQVWLWXWLRQ RU VHW RI LQVWLWXWLRQV VS
HQIRUFHPHQW RI RUGHU °~ ZKLFK -ehfartirg/agehties stch\as pbiceD O L] H G
IRUFHY DQG FRXUWYV KDYH VHSDU D 8tdies nRiXtsh otdé&t By WKH UHV W
exerting power ovetheir citizens through the imposition and collection of taxes, establishing,
DQG WKHUHIRUH F R €gtitevadddutizs Qwards the/dtdtel htt §ach other, and by
categorizing citizens on the basis of age, sex, religion, productivity, and health status, a power
that only increased within states during the twentieth cenfimy.Confederacy possessed and
actaed on all of these powers, solidifying its status as a stateéhérg was much debate within its
borders over whether or not it was a natwhat Gellnerterm$s WKH DUWLIDFWYV RI PHQT\
FRQYLFWLRQV DQG O R \mhizWMtbattscelrfaGhaeR ituGiny waydhfLE oV
system of ideas and signs and associations and ways of behaving and commufidaing
protective nationalists, the construction of the Confederatevstastenerely the means by which
they would create a nation that united soutkes] FRQYLFWLR Qnot hiQugh@wRsDOWLHV
but throughan intangibleshared culture
To makethe Confederate natianreality,to forge a nation whose life transcended the
OLYHV RI LWV FLWL]HQV WKH\ PHOGHG FLWL]JHQV®RSLQWHUHV\

cogs moving the gears of the greater national machhey advocated a total devotion to the

¥ Nicholas and Peter Onuflations, Markets and War: Modern History and the American Civil War
(Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2006), 282, 318, 325.

% Ernest GellnerNations andNationalism 2nd ed. (Oxford: Blackwell, 20063, 6; Montserrat Guiberngu
Nationalisms: The NaticState and Nationalism in the Twentieth Cent{@ambridge: Polity Press, 19968.
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state by its comonent parts through the musteringaithuman and material resources to work

towards the singular goal of achieving Confederate economic, social, and cultural independence.

This idea in part stemmed from the French republican writer Emmanuel Jisgg)who

HPSKDVL]HG WKDW D QDWLRQYV KXPDQ SDUWV SOD\HG D URO

body, an idea that became a core feature of modern nationalism. As Gellsgcaiegories of

SHUVRQV LQ DQ\ JLYHQ WH U UL WRHe\mEhbER 6f theRat@gdWirrRy) 3L 1 D Q

recognize certain natural rights and duties to each other in virtue of their shared membership in

LW” DV 3SPXWXDOO\ VXEVWLW@(V\RELE&)IRIQJWGRPH’IUD—WSHLQKB\N‘K R@OMDA’

SULJKWYV DQ aile@ total dddivdtian € Wie virtuous goal of Confederate independence.
Achieving total dedication to the cause meant making the protective nationalist ideal a

reality through concrete actions, which involved Mississippians making material sacrifices for

WKH JUHDWHU QDWLRQDO JRRG 7KH &RQIHGHUDF\fV ELUWK |

sacrifice in the eyes of protective nationalists. As Quigley observes, throughout the modern

world, war has been a force for transforming the relationshipsdegtwatiorstates and their

FLWLIHQV 7KH GHPDQGV RI ZDUWLPH PRELOL]DWLRQ KH ZUL

demand even greater commitment from their citizensQ WKH IRUP RI PRQH\ OR\DOW

In the Confederacy, wanduced suffet QJ SKHOSHG GHILQH &RQIHGHUDWHVY F

UHVSRQVLELOLW\ E\ LQMHFWLQJ WKH 3LGHDO RATRUBWLRQDO

planters should prioritizetaples over commercial crops to feed the army and civilians. Csvilian

should wear homespun rather than purchase clothing and other goods from the North because

doing so funded the Union war machine and undermined Confederate econosidfeadncy.

Merchants should renounce profits and instead sell to the governmemviiads for fixed

21 Onuf and OnufNations, Markets and WaB11, 331, 144.49; GellnerNations and Nationalisp6-7, 56.
% Quigley, Shifting Grounds173, 200, 213.
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prices in order to keep the war effort going. Southerners must use only Confederate legal tender

LQ RUGHU WR PDLQWDLQ WKH QDWLRQDO FXUUHQ@&aHYV YDOXH

of Allegiance. In the most solemn of saicafs, Confederate soldiers had to be willing to die for

WKHLU FRXQWU\YV LQGHSHQGHQFH ,Q D YHU\ UHDO VHQVH V

-HITHUVRQ 'DYLV VDLG WKDW LW PH i to gagibcd/edebythmd, VV LS SLI

eventtHLU OLYHV WR WKH JRDO RFP&RQIHGHUDWH LQGHSHQGHQ
When the Union army brought war directly to the state in 1862, however, it also brought

with it all of the hardships that Davis noted Mississippi had not yet faced. In light of wartime

circumstances, PQ\ &RQIHGHUDWH FLYLOLDQ DQG PLOLWDU\ DXWKR

ZDYHUHG LQ WKHLU GHGLFDWLRQ WR WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ DQG

powers in order to enforce loyalty to the cause. The United States goveaisoeti¢sired a total

commitment to its cause, and similarly expanded its state apparatuses to enforce it. These

wartime attempts to weld the people to the nation, often through coercive means like

conscription and arrest, have led historians to concluatetie Civil War effectively created the

modern American natiestate®* Scholars view the Confederate state as especially strong.

6WHSKDQLH OF&XUU\ IRU H[DPSOH ZULWHV WKDW 3LQ WHUP\

especially the mobilizatioaf national material and human resources, the C.S.A. was far more

VWDWLVW DQG PRGHUQ WKDQ ®WKHLU FRXQWHUSDUW LQ WKH

2 Jefferson Davis, Speech at Jackson, Mississippi, December 26, 1862, ietGiliseds.Papers of Jefferson
Davis, Vol. 8567.

% For studies that argue that the Civil Waeated the modern American natistate, se€mory ThomasThe
Confederacy as a Revolutionary Experief€elumbia: University of South Carolina Press, 19Righard
Franklin BenselYankee Leviathan: The Origins of Central State Authority in Amer&%9-1877(Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1990); Onuf and ONattions, Markets and WaiMelinda LawsonpPatriot Fires:
Forging a New American Nationalism in the Civil War Noftthwrence: University Press of Kansas, 2002);
Stephanie McCurryGonfederate Reckoning: Power and Politics in the Civil War S@Cémbridge: Harvard
University Press, 2010); David Goldfieldmerica Aflame: How the Civil War Created a Nat{dprew York:
Bloomsbury, 2011).

% McCurry, Confederate Reckonind53.
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$OWKRXJK LW PD\ KDYH EHHQ WKH FDVH WKDW LQ WKH &I
WKHUH LW ZDV LQVL Gt athiévét\this Bagacity KoRraiGtain a\hKarly
ubiquitous presence did not mean that it succeeded in the goal that legitimized such
omnipresencé® Citing sociologist Michael Mann, William Novak lists two forms of state power.
7KH ILUVW G HY%&®R W the ogRnizHtidnalcapacity of state elites to rule unchecked
E\ RWKHU FHQWHUV RI SRZHU RU E\ FLYLO VRFLHW\ =~ 7KH VHF
FDSDFLW\ RI WKH VWDWH WR pSHQHWUDWH Fayie® VRFLHW\TY I
WHUULWRU\ " 1RYDN DUJXHV WKDW DOWKRXJK WKH GHVSRWL|
historically very limited, its infrastructural power, evidenced in the major roles the national and
VWDWH JRYHUQPHQWVY KDYH S @puticGiniastr@ine uilbifgiuLVLWLRQ
national defense, the increased regulation of economic activity, and the increased ability to
SROLFH LWV FLWL]J]HQU\ KDV DOzZD\V EHHQ VWURQJ UHQGHUL
state. Civil War historians haweached similar conclusions regarding the wartime Confederate
VWDWH DUJXLQJ WKDW LWV LQIUDVWUXFWXUDO FDSDFLW\ D¢
conclusion, however, does not distinguish means from ends. Although the Confederacy did have
an impressive infrastructural capacity, historians should ask what goals motivated such an
expansion of state powers, and they should furthewaskhersuch an expansion allowed the
state to achieve its godls.

The justification for the expanded &avas to enforce national loyalty, because only a
fully-dedicated population willing to sacrifice everything to the cause could win a war that, in the
minds of protective nationalists, required such a total sacrifice. Asdiiag Mississippi senator

Albert Gallatin Brown stated befocengress in 18633 ZKHQ WKH 6WDWHYV FRPSRVLQ

% McCurry, Confederate Reckonind56.
2 LOOLDP - 1RYDN 37KH 0\WK RI W KAkherican BlistdrichPReéeE D(Qun6 2O0BYY F63.

15



Confederacy, delegated to this central government the exclusive right and power to make war,
they necessarily gave with it all the rights and powers incidentally necéssaake the war
grant efficient and effectivé?® For the Confederate government, enforcement of total national
OR\DOW\ ZDV ERWK WKH PHDQV DQG WKH HQG 7KH JRYHUQPF
and by extension, independence. But to do thispdipeilation needed to be totally loyal, and the
only way to do this was to enforce allegiance. For protective nationalists like Brown, enforcing
DOOHJLDQFH QHFHVVLWDWHG DQ H[SDQVLRQ RI MWhakihgV WD W H |
FDSDFLW\LHQW DQG HIIHFWLYH ~ ,Q OLVVLVVLSSL KRZHYHU V
OR\DOWLHV VW\PLHG WKH &RQIHGHUDWH VWDWHYV DWWHPSW
VWDWHYV IDLOXUH LQ WKLV DWWHP S Wg uibsti@u@aHGtiovV KDW L Q |
state was not that strongecause it could not achieve the paramount giolalyalty enforcement
thatwas the very justification for its expanded powers.

7KLY VWXG\ WKHQ LV OHVV FRQFHUQHGegdbywwhisthKH ZDUY
it unfolded. Rather than attempt to discern why the Confederacy lost the war, it instead
emphasizes what the experiences of its participants reveal about the influence of thetatation
in the era of nationalism that was the nineteenth cgndéimd how this influence shaped the
development of the twentieth century American stateargues that in order to better
understand how the Civil War impacted those who experienced it, as well to gain a clearer
picture of how the war shaped the trépeg of American history, historians would do well to

UHMHFW QLQHWHHQWK FHQWXU\ QDWLRQDOLVWVY FODLPV Wl

2 Albert Gallatin Brown, HFHP E H U S6WDWH RI WKH &RXQWU\ 6SHHFK LQ WKH ¢
Documenting thédmerican SouthElectronic Edition. Southern Historical Collection. University Library, University

of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 199Bttp://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/cotton/cotton.hitdlccessed September 24,

2009).

# For studies that cast the Civil War as fitting within the greater nineteemntfury era of nationalist revolutions,

see FlecheThe Revolution of 186and Quigley Shifting Grounds
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DOOHJLDQFH DQG FXOWXUDO LGHQWLW\ LQ WKH PRGHUQ ZRU
nationalism was # paramount motivator of people during the Civil War, even when they
highlight the complicated influence of other loyalties on human behavior. This stance is, in part,
informed by hindsighttthe knowledge that the war was a monumental historical evdmt wit
profound future implications. Therefore, those who lived through it must have weighed their
daily behavior according to its implications for one side or the other. Americans North and South
werewel DZDUH RI WKH ZDUfV KLVWR Yd|v&@ ov b d&yb-daybRsEFH EXW
Unsure of it how it would ultimately progress and end, they could not necessarily conceive of
KRZ WKHLU HYHU\ WKRXJKW DQG DFWLRQ FRXOG EH XVHG WR
even the lived experience whrtime did not color all of their actions with nationalist hues, as
multiple loyalties that were separate from nationalism continued to guide their behavior.
Understanding the influence of loyalty layers allows for a more skeptical approach to nineteenth
century claims of nationalist supremacy which, in turn, explains the wartime nétwD W H | V
limited ability to command total allegiance from its citizens.

*DLQLQJ D EHWWHU XQGHUVWDQGLQJ RI QDWLRQDOLVPTYV
Mississippians spectfally and southerners in general during the Civil War also allows historians
to make better sense of the often perplexing mix of change and continuity that defined the war
and its long, contentious aftermath. This approach to nationalism explains whgrtbeeated
two political nationstatesut could not sever established seeamnomic ties. It makes sense of
how it spawned new national armies whose members were still susceptible to the influence of
localized allegiances. Finally, an approach that considers nationalism as one among-many co

existing loyalties further illuminates why the war could abolish slavery, but could not extinguish
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the racial conflict that continued to rage in its aftermath and eventually shaped the course of
Reconstruction.

Each chapter highlights a differentwagDW OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY PXOWLSOH
FRPSOLFDWHG SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVWVY DWWHPSWYV WHF
&RQIHGHUDF\ GXULQJ WKH &LYLO :DU &KDSWHU IRFXVHV RC
ILQFROQYV HOHFWISRRWHABWILKH ROMODRODOLVP WKDW IXHOOF
mobilization for war in 1860 and 1861. Promoted by-&eting leaders like Senator Albert
Gallatin Brown and Governor John Pettus, aggoession atmosphere gripped the populace and
renderedreasonous any kind of suspected dissent. Rather than argue that Mississippians were
overwhelmingly supportive of secession and the Confederacy, this chapter contends that
secession and the prospect of war with the North created a heightened patriaticreentrthat
made many Mississippians temporarily embrace protective nationalism. Its influence on
Mississippians, however, was ultimately fleeting: as war became reality, other loyalties re
asserted their influence alongside a nationalism that could tadly tovertake them.

Looking at the years 1862865, Chapter 2 explores how the war and Union occupation
led Mississippians to act on multiple loyalties evelCanfederate partisans in both the military,
and the state and federal governmemsgdnationdist languageW R MXGJH SHRSOHYV EHK
SRWHQWLDOO\ WXUQLQJ HYHU\GD)\ alégiiricRopNe sidg\WEeW HVWYV R
other.The chapter examines situations such as swearing the Union oath, life under Union
military rule, and the confit between securing personal property and donating it to the
Confederate war effort, especially among planters. Confederate authorities further complicated

FLYLOLDQVY UHODWLRQVKLS WR 8QLRQ RFFXSLHUV E\ DFFXVL
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day-to-day conflicts over national allegiance show that the ideals of protective nationalism

SURYHG GLIILFXOW WR HQIRUFH RQ WKH JURXQG ZKHUH PXO
Chapter 3 focuses on the contraband trade between Mississippiatiednion army

from 18621865 and the effect that it had on conceptions of national loyalty. Initially, the

Confederate government banned trade with the North, claiming that it stifled southern economic

independence. Yet, when key southern commerdiakdike Memphis and Vicksburg fell to the

Union, Mississippians immediately began exchanging cotton and other goods at Union lines for

manufactured articles and raw commodities. Confederate civil and military authorities debated

amongst themselves ovehether the trade was treasonous and to be squelched, or whether it

could be beneficial by supplying Mississippians with moeleded goods. Far from simply

denoting treason or loyalty, the contraband trade demonstrated how multiple allegiances

informed Missssippians behavior, and it also revealed a crucial thread of continuity during the

Civil War through the maintaining of lorgstablished market ties between North and South.
Chapter examinesieserters and absentees who unleashed waves of crime andeviole

in Mississippi, andoldiers and civiliang/ho requestedilitary exemptions, claiming they could

better servéhe Confederacy at home than in the arBugth situations reveal that Mississippians

distinguished home from nation. Despite scholarly clatms Confederates deserted to protect

hearth and homehis chapter connects desertion to banditry llagikedback to the

Revolutionary War, whewartime chaos droveetached military unit®d commitcriminal acts.

The collapse of0 L V V L V ¥dcial®HdfspurredConfederate deserteis engage in

opportunistic collective violenc®rewar goup loyalties influenagdesertersluring the conflict

and sustained their destructive behavior, the war also created new gang loyaltrdsich

expanded outsidef partisan bogs Besides desertion, soldiers also demonstrated the continued
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importance of pravar attachments through shirking, absenteeism and exemptions, actions which
civilians encouraged and supportéeereby distinguishinthe local from the natinal

Differing notions of loyalty among slaves and slaveholders from-18&5 are the
subject of Chapter T.his chapter highlights how the internal war between Mississippi slaves
and slaveholders, which had simmered during the antebellum era, wadezsbglthe Union
DUP\TV DUULYDO L QlaveKdttexs\diswdthat@heir slaves only express an
unconditional servile loyalty to their mastend)ich was the basis of the masstave
relationship. Slaves, however, rejected this forced lggrand embraced multiple conceptions of
freedom by acting on loyalties to self, family, neighborhood, and nation that they had forged
while in bondage, and which enabled them to envision what constituted freedom as a lived
experience during and after thar. As the Union army marched through the state, many slaves
ran to their lines, demonstrating how freedom for them meant physical separation from their
masters. Others remained on their plantations and farms, where they contested white authority by
refusing to work, claiming whitelominated spaces for themselves, and in some cases, attacking
WKHLU RZQHUYVY 6WLOO RWKHU VODYHV UHMHFWHG VODYHKRC(
for the Union. Although blacks shared a collective desire to esaapehe forced servility of
white mastery, once emancipated they embraced different views that associated with freedom
with land ownership, property rights, and wage labor. In these cases, their different antebellum
experiences as slaves shaped theiongsof what constituted pestar freedom. In response to
VODYHVY PDVV UHMHFWLRQ RI ZKLWH DXWKRULW\ VODYHKRO
bondage. They continued to insist that African Americans could only be loyal to the white master

class, and even after the war ended, they vowed to continue to enforce black servility.
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7KH (SLORJXH FRQFOXGHYVY WKH VWXG\ E\ GwarpefivdvLQJ 0L\
of mid to late 1865, focusing on the Christmas rebellion of that year in ordentonstrate how
white Mississippians continued their attempts to uphold the racial hierarchy and how blacks
FROQOWLQXHG WR UHMHFW ZKLWH GRPLQDQFH D VWUXJJOH ZK|
sociapolitical landscape through Reconstruction ancobey As Union victory became
associated with the specter of equal rights for Afriéamericans, white Mississippians
continually acted on racial loyalties, fed by the-ptaa desire to maintain local control of freed
blacks. In Mississippi, Union forces wadhe war but could not suppress this loyalty, which
exerted a powerful influence over defeated Confederate soldiers and southern civilians.

This study begins with the fever of secession that spread across Mississippi in the
DIWHUPDWK RI $E elé&kob i NavenrbierO186DVMany in the state called for the
formation of a new, independent southern Confederacy that would fulfill the dreams of the
American Founding Fathers, and take its rightful place among the great powers in world history.
The taskof building such a nation amidst a civil war would have greater implications not only

for Mississippi, but for the broader course of American history.
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ChapterOne 3, W 6HHPV WR PH D &RQWHVW RI 3SDVVLRQ QRW 5HD
Roots of Protective Nationalism

In December 1860, West Point, Mississippi resident Roxana Gerdine taidtber
(PLO\ DERXW WKH H[FLWHPHQW UHJDUGLQJ KHU VWDWHTV SF
people in this section of country are all of atkea. Secession is the talk in the streets, houses,
SXOSLWV DQG HYHU\ZKHUH DQG , KDYH QRW WKH OHDVW GR
May of 1861, Mississippi Governor John Pettus requested that President Jefferson Davis send
Federal paymentY R 1XQG OLVVLVVLSSL WURRSVY GHPDQG IRU FDPS
GUDLQHG WKH VWDWHYV WUHDVXU\ 36XIILFH LW WR VD\ =~ 3HV
to the field, and hail an order to march as the greatest favor you can best@moand if you
WDNH WKH ILHOG WKH\ Ttk GasdiqeRaWivilian, ahH Renus, B tet¢idicial,
recognized how Mississippians were swept up in a protective nationalist atmosphere, fostered by
secession and war, which advocatedtal twollective devotion of resources and energy towards
WKH QHZ &RQIHGHUDF\TV ELG IRU L Q GtbB83dQig Ha@dnelisu RP WKH
left little space for other loyalties, and its goal of molding citizens into wholly dedicated patriots
definedOLVVLVVLSSLYV &LYLO :DU

7KLV FKDSWHU IRFXVHVRQLBOVWIRVYESBKDR VL QHRDOQTV H
WKH LGHD RI SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVP IXHOOHG WKH VWD
to early 1862. Promoted by fieaters likeAlbert Gallatin Brown and John Pettus, a{pro

secession atmosphere gripped the populaceaquated dissent from secession with treason

! Roxana Chapin Gerdine to Emily McKinstry Chapin, December 16, 1860, Roxana Chapin Gerdine Collection,
Digital Collections, Civil War Archive].D. Williams Library, University of Mississippi, Oxford, Mississippi
[http://clio.lib.olemiss.edu/cdm4/document.php? CISOROOT=/civil war&CISOPTR=1654&RH@«t2ssed
December 5, 2011. Hereafter cited as UMDC); United States War Department, Toeng/ar of the Rebah:

Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armie39 vols. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office,
1880:1901), ser. 4, vol. 1, pg. 277 (hereafter citeD&$.
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Residents who questioned the economic and political wisdom of immediate secession found
themselves in the minority. Votg booths became sites of gecessionist intimidation, and
secessionist vigilance committees patrolled counties intimidating Unionists and conservatives.
Mississippians, however, were not so much overwhelmingly supportive of secession and the
Confederacys they were swept up in a heightened nationalist atmosphere. Independence and
the prospect of war led them to temporarily embrace a new national loyalty above other
allegiances, especially when the enemy army had yet to cross onto Mississippi sa@l and th
deprivations of war had yet to be experienced. Even before hostilities broke out, the prospect of
civil war demanded this new and total dedication to the state, the ideal of which, however
unrealistic, became a hallmark of modern American Wdris natonalist fervor, however, did
not last By mid-1862 the Union army had invaded and war became a reality. In light of war
induced hardships, micro loyaltiesasserted their influence. Mississippians continued to act on
prewar attachments that were oftemrelated to national loyalties, but which protective
nationalist civilians and government officials, who wanted to impose on the public an unrealistic
ideal of total national devotion to the cause, interpreted as treasonous behavior.
$GPLWWHG WR WKH 8QLRQ DV D VODYH VWDWH LQ oL
a political culture characterized by a preference for individual independence, upholding personal
honor within tightknit communities, and reactionary stances towardside threats. Following
WKH 8QLWHG 6WDWHVY VRXWKZHVWHUQ YLFWRULHYV GXULQJ \
navigation of the lower Mississippi River, a flood of new migrants came to the territory. Most of
the population centered in the southwestdatchez District along the Mississippi River, where
wealthy planters dominated state politics and expanded their trade connections with the north.

The acquisition of millions of acres of Indian lands in the 1820s through the 1830s added
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thousands more igrants from other southern states and the Atlantic seaboard. These migrants
settled in newlyformed counties throughout the state, and brought with them the Jeffersonian
ideal of the independent yeoman. Responding to this shift in population, in 1&3atthe
adopted a more democratic constitution, embracing the Jacksonian concept of universal white
male suffrage, even as planters continued to control state politics. At the same time, the Second
Party System took hold on the heels of rapid immigratione@oedomic development. The large
population of small farmers and laborers continued to identify as Jacksonian Democrats, while
many bankers, merchanpt QG SODQWHUV VLGHG ZLWK WKH :KLJ 3DUW\
American System of Federalgubsidizednternal improvements, a national baakd the
promotion of American industry.

60DYHU\ ZDV ZRYHQ LQWR WKH IDEULF RI OLVVLVVLSSLYV
territory out of which the state emerged had bessentially donatei planters througthe
promotion of the Jeffersonian Land System, which encouraged the rapid cultivation of western
lands into commercial agricultural property tilled by virtuous yeomen. The Land Ordinance of
1785, however, set the stage for the transformation of the Deap Bto a region dominated by
slaveholding planters. Enacted by the Continental Congress, the ordinance imposed a rectangular
survey of valuable western lands to be divided for purchase and settlement by private citizens.
By 1812, the Federal governmdraid sold nearly a half a million acres of public land in the
Mississippi Territory, mostly to wealthy planters who could afford to place money on land
EHIRUH DFWXDO VHWWOHPHQW 7KXV DV $GDP 5RWKPDQ ZUL

spread othe plantation system in the Deep South just as a burgeoning cotton economy increased

2 Westley F. Busbee JMississippi: A HistoryWheeling, lllinois: Harlan Daidson, 2005), 8®0; Christopher J.

Olsen,Political Culture and Secession in Mississippi: Masculinity, Honor, and the Antiparty Tradition; 18880

(New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), 17; Ben Wynfd, VVLVVLSSLYV &LYLO :DWactn1DUUDWLY
GA: Mercer University Press, 2006),73
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WKH YDOXH RI WKH ODQG DQG WKH SURILWY WR EH HDUQHG |

Constitutional Convention, wealthy representatives from the establishedtgamtistricts held

sway over the proceedings, enacting a state constitution that firmly protected slavery, a measure

XSKHOG E\ WKH PRUH GHPRFUDWL]LQJ &RQVWLWXWLRQ RI

crop by the early nineteenth century, asdgitowth and influence in turn increased white

IDUPHUVY UHOLDQFH RQ VODYH ODERU WR KDUYHVW WKH YDC
Slavery became intimately entwined within state politics, as politicians asserted the right

WR RZQ VODYHV DV FHQW U&n®sauiad falri HNitbin ¥he/devérdl £ohsdrisesQ R P L F

ofpro VODYHU\ SROLWLFV HPHUJHG D YRFDO PLQRULW\ RI H[WU

eaters. These radicals flexed their political muscles during the Nullification Crisis L8332

duringwhich6RXWK &DUROLQDYYVY SROLWLFDO OHDGHUV SURWHVWEL

EHOLHYHG ZHUH H[FHVVLYH /HG E\ 8 6 6HQDWRU -RKQ & &D¢

claimed the right to nullify any federal law it deemed unconstitutional or harmfl #6H VW DWH {V

interests. Should the federal government not accept this stance, Calhoun argued that a state had

WKH ULJKW WR VHFHGH IURP WKH 8QLRQ (YHQ DV PDQ\ OLVVI

position, they admired president Andrew Jackson, wipmsgd nullification, as a rugged

IURQWLHUVPDQ ZKR KDG FOHDUHG WKH VWDWHY{V ,QGLDQ OD

FRPPRQ PDQYVY GHPRFUDF\ 7KXV OLVVLVVLSSL DORQJ ZLWK

federal government over South Carolinat &#loud minority within Mississippi politics

supported Calhoun, denouncing the tariff as an affront to southern interests and asserting the

inalienable right of secession. These Mississippi nullifiers, led byWwbBl UP JRYHUQRU DQG \

¥ Adam RothmanSlave Country: American Expansion and the Origins of the Deep Soamhbridge: Harvard
University Press, 2005), 385, 174, quote on 4Busbee JrMississippi: A History74, 85.
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rights ideologugJohn Quitman, specialized in using slavery as a wedge issue, claiming that any
RXWVLGH LQIOXHQFHYV WKUHDWHQHG WKH 6RXWKY{fV SHFEXOLD!
7KH VXSSRVHG WKUHDWYV WR VODYHU\ SURYHG DQ HIIHFW
radicals to unite whitdlississippians through a common interest. Liberty in the antebellum
6RXWK ZDV EXLOW RQ VODYHU\ WKURXJK WKH FRQFHSW R 3K
despite their inequality in property and status, all white men were equal in their shared
dominaton over blacks. This concept offered a clear contrast between the freefaed, @s
slaveholding and neslaveholding whites alike measured their liberty against the millions of
slaves that surrounded them. Poor and Yeomen whites recognized a comshgnwith
OLVVLVVLSSLYVY SODQWHUYVY DQG IHDUHG FRPSHWLQJ ZLWK EO
VODYHUtNGWV DERWLKHUUHQYRON GHPRFUDF\ PDGH ZKLWH OLVV
YV WKHP” VW\OHV RI SROLWLFDO Ghddnipicreastaddd blaékd thanit OLV VL
GLG ZKLWHV DQ LPEDODQFH WKDW UHPDLQHG RQ WKH HYH R
HI[SORLWHG WKH IHDU RI VODYHU\V LPSHULOHG VWDWXV WR
securing protection for, and exp#@nsof, the institution even if doing so meant disuriion.
Mississippi first flirted with secession in 1850, following U.S. victory in the Mexican
War. In 1846, Pennsylvania congressman David Wilmot introduced an amendment to an
appropriations bill banninglavery from territories won from Mexico. Mississippi governor
Joseph Matthews labeled thealed Wilmot Proviso, and any other attempts to ban slavery

from new states or territories, as unconstitutional and possible grounds for secession. The

“ Busbee JrMississippi: A History90-91; Wynne,0LV VLV VLS S L $9. &lllfatctiods irDsbuthern politics

used slavery as a political wedge issue, though the nullifiers exploited it to an exceptional degree. See William J.
Cooper,The South and &hPolitics of Slavery, 1828856 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1978).

®William W. Freehling,The Road to Disunion. Vol. Il, Secessionists Triumphant,-1864 (New York: Oxford

University Press, 2007), 16; William J. Cooper Uiberty and Slavery: Southern Politics to 18@®83, Repr.,

&ROXPELD 8QLYHUVLW\ RI 6RXWK &DUROLQD 3UHVYV , Q oL
295,718 (48.8 percent) to a slave population of 309,874 (51.2 percent). In 1860, thgfladgowas 353,899

(44.8 percent) compared to 436,631 (55.2) enslaved, Wybhihey VLVVLSSLMY. &LYLO :DU

26



Wilmot Proviso never became law, but in conjunction with the Compromise of 1850, which
DGPLWWHG &DOLIRUQLD WR WKH 8QLRQ DV D IUHH VWDWH LV
like Calhoun, who called for a united southern resistance to northern thirra¥s® DY HU \ [V
HISDQVLRQ ,Q 0D\ WKH OLVVLVVLSSL OHJLVODWXUH UHV¢
delegates to a slaastate convention in Nashville, Tennessee, held in June 1850, to frame a
united response to northern belligerence. In the meanteogosal issues dominated
OLVVLVVLSSLYV iHgbid BéthbdrRaQIhn\QWitD AN shijed to the governorship,
replacing the retiring Matthews, and Democrats won control of both state houses. The new
legislature enacted resolutions opposing cesgjonal antislavery bills and appropriated
$200,000 for additional domestic defense. When the Nashville Convention convened in June
1850, however, moderates led by Mississippi judge William Sharkey outnumberedtérs
and rejected secession. Followihg Nashville decision, Quitman organized a state convention
to vote on secession in the fall of 1851, only to be defeated by a Unionist coalition led by
Democratic U.S. Senator Henry Foote. When Quitman withdrew from the gubernatorial race,
VW D W H Bénattatskaplaced him with Jefferson Davis, also a federal senator, who lost to
Foote by a slim margin. Unionists also won control of the state lagegatn November, at the
request of Governeelect Foote, the state conventigjectedcalls for seessiort.

Despite the Unionist victory in the 1850 secession crisis, the events of the decade
continued to fuel Mississippi irdtd DWHUVY FODLPV WKDW DEROLWLRQLVW FI|
WLUHOHVVO\ WR HUDGLFDWH VOD Y H the 18tb6pitsidéntialFele@ehD Q 1V Q
ZDV OLWWOH VRODFH WR UDGLFDOV ZKR YLHZHG WKH QHZ 5H

IXUWKHU HYLGHQFH RI VODYHU\TV LPSHULOHG VWDWXV LQ WI

® Busbee JrMississippi: A History120125; Bradley G. Bondpolitical Culture in the Nineteenth Century South:
Mississippi, 183@L900(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1995);108.
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pointed to the bloody clashes betweengnd antislavery forces in Kansas between 1854 and
1858 as proof of the supposed determination of abolitionists to destroy the institution with either
the saber or the ballot. In 1859, John Brown, one of thestavwery Kansas fighters, raided
+ D U S Retgy Virginia in an attempt to incite a slave insurrection. His raid terrified whites
DFURVV WKH 6RXWK KHOSHG OLVVLVVLSSLYVY VWDWHVY ULJK\
party, and swept uncompromising fire eater John Pettus to the gmhépio

OLVVLVVLSSL HQWHUHG VWHHSHG LQ D FOLPDWH RI IF
VXSSRUW 6WDWHIV 5LJKWYV '"HPRFUDWY UDOOLHG EHKLQG -R
stoking fears of abolitionist infiltration, slave insurrection corsspes, and the supposed
destruction of southern culture that would follow Black Republican rule. These radicals
embraced the ideological underpinnings of what soon became Confederate protective
nationalism. They insisted on total devotion to one partyraup as the vehicle for promoting
WKH 6RXWKYYVY SHUFHLYHG EHVW LQWHUHVWYV-thblkQd&z WKH\ IRVW
achieve and enforce this goal. The vehicle shifted rapidly, transitioning from the southern wing
of the Democratic Party, whiowas staunchly prelavery, to the fireeaters, who were pro
slavery and secessionists, to finally the new southern Confederacy, but the goal of uniting all
Mississippians indefatigably behind supposed southern interests remained tfe same.

Breckinridge spporters, and then, secessionists, relied orosg#nized Nhute Men
andvigilance committeethattraversed the stafgessuring citizens, often through threats of
violence, to vote foW KH '"HPRFUDF\YfV FDQGLGDWH D¥dEs3iHnmHQ WR VXS

September 1860, while canvassing for Breckinridge in Corinth, Mississippi, Jefferson Davis

" Percy Lee RainwateMississippi: Storm Center of Secession, 18861 (Baton Rouge, LA: Otto Claitor, 1938),
42-47, Wynne,0OLVVLVVLSSL1¥2&LYLO :DU

8 William L. Barney, The Secessionist Imise: Alabama and Mississippi in 18@60Duscaloosa: University of
Alabama Press, 1974), 153, 1747.
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described what this type of total devotion to the party line meant for ordinary citizens. When a
VSHFWDWRU LQTXLUHG LI D VWD WhMinued Fedlty Yoltie Q@nidd Q GHU H G
'DYLVY DQVZHUHG WKDW 3SWKH QHFN RI WKH DXWKRU RI VXFK C
UHVSHFWLQJ IHGHUDO ODZ DIWHU VHFHVVLRQ ZRXOG EH 3WU
RZQHG KLV ILUVW Mu@hérheiirded fhd quesiionérVthat the Democratic Party

FUHHG HVSRXVHG SWKH ULJKW RI D 6WDWH WR MXGJH LQ WK
EH DSSOLHG " DQG WKRVH ZKR GLVDJUHHG QRW RQO\ UHSXGL
stae sovereignty.Although the vehicle soon shifted from the Democratic Party to the

Confederacy, Davis nonetheless described what eventually becamedbs opendi of

protective nationalism: a total dedication to the state and by extension its gbals, to

authoritatively enforced if necessary. This vision of national loyalty left no room for other

allegiances and aimed to squelch any perceived dissent.

%QUHFNHQULGJH ZRQ OLVVLVVLSSL KDQGLO\ EXW /LQFROC
election was théast straw for the fire eaters, who called for the immediate withdrawal of the
VWDWH IURP WKH 8QLRQ 3, ZH IDOWHU QRZ ~ 3HWWXV ZDUQF
must pay the penalty in future years, of bloody, if not fruitless efforts tevetthe fallen
IRUWXQHYVY RI WKH VWDWH ~ ZKLFK ZRXOG EH 3FXUVHG ZLWK %
PRUDOV ~ 7KH OHJLVODWXRM)YV BQ GQRRSGE HRW RU 3MMQV XV DGGUF
throughout the state. Pettus and other radstadsessfully infused a sense of urgency into the
populace, and Mississippians felt in the atmosphere the crackling excitement of the birth of a

new nation. Th®aily Evening CitizenQRWHG 3D JHQHUDO FRPPRWLRQ WKURX

 SemiWeekly Mississippiaf@lackson, MS), October 5, 1860, quoted in Lynda Laswell Crist, Mary Seaton Dix,
eds.,The Papers of Jefferson Davis, Vol. 6, 68860(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1989), 364
366.
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WROG FLW le]diIQissisdigpilhave Breat...state to defend, and now is the time to defend
LW D GLVUXSWLRQ RI WKH 8QLRQ LV LQHYLWDEOH "~ ODGLVR:
VLVWHU WKDW *WKHUH KDV EHHQ DQG LV W&/don®@yon JUHDW GH

count of the election dfincon ©~ KH ZURWH 3, YRWHG IRU %disHoNistQU LG JH

7TKHUH LV QR GRXEW EXW OLVVLVVLSSL ZLOO JR RXW RI WKH ¢
&ROXPEXV WROG KLV PRW K af¢inlti@ nifstof\gkeakdxditéresh® Btaté Z H
ZLOO VHFHGH DQG XQOHVYV \RX DOO JR ZLWK XV ZH ZLOO EHO
*UHHQYLOOH OLVVLVVLSSL UHVLGHQW :LOOLDP 1XJHQW LQIR
tendency to Secessi everywhere. Almost everyone | meet has come to the determination to
YLQGLFDWH WKH ULJKWV RI RXU RXWUDJHG VHFWLRQ LI QHHC
&ERXQW\ $) %XUWRQ WROG KLV 1RUWK &DUROLIQXRR gdHODWLY' L
LQ WKLV FRXQWU\ VHSDUDWH VWDWH VHFHVVLRQ LV WKH R
election signaled the beginning of an exciting, if uncertain new era of independence. They felt in
the political atmosphere the thrill that came friiwing in a clearly historical momerit.

Just as some Mississippians caught secession fever, however, others questioned the
ZLVGRP RI VXFK H[FLWHPHQW 1DWFKH] SODQWHU *HRUJH 6D
in even this, the most conservativaiaty in the state advocate immediate, unconditional

VHFHVVLRQ ~ 6DUJHQW YRWHG IRU -RKQ %HOO LQ WKH SUHVL

%30hn J. Pettus, Address to the State Legislature, Journal of the House of Representatives of the State of
Mississippi, Called Session, November, 186QVliasissippi in the ConfedergcAs They Saw li/ols. 1 and 2ed.
-RKQ . %HWWHUVZRUWK BHSU 1HZ <RUN .U D X¥ilySehidd Qtiaens R
(Vicksburg, MS), December 12, 1860; Edward Terry to Sister, December 15, 1860, Bullock and Hamiltgn Fami
Papers, 1751971, folder 32, 00101, Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill (hereafter cited as SHC); Thomas Baily to Mother, November 18, 1860, John Lancaster Baily Papers,
17851874, folder 11, 00039bid; William L. Nugent to Nellie Smith Nugent, November 26, 1860, in William M.
Cash and Lucy Somerville Howorth, Edgly Dear Nellie: The Civil War Letters of William L. Nugent to Eleanor
Smith NugengJackson: University Press of Mississippi, 1978%-39; A.F. Burton to Family, January 14, 1861,
Thomas B. Burton Papers, 180921, fol. 1, 0421-%, SHC.
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ZKR IHDUHG WKDW UXVKLQJ WR VHFHVVLRQ ZRXOG OHDG WR
isnoKRSH IRU PRGHUDWLRQ RQ KHU SDUW ~ KH ZURWH 3ZH WK
PLIJKW DV ZHOO ZLWK D WZLQH VWULQJ WR\ >WU\@ WR KROG
UDGLFDOV IRU SULRULWL]LQJ SDVVLR QvRabusedUHte MR QHG MXG
SDVVLRQV RI WKH KXPDQ EHDVW DW ERWK HQGV RI WKH ODQ(
FRPSUHKHQVLRQ DQG WKH OHDGHUY DUH WDNLQJ FDUH QRW
County resident L.L. Walton also chasY HG UDVK SROLWLFLDQV 37KH \RXQJ P
GHHP WKHPVHOYHYV ZLVHU WKDQ RXU IRUHIDWKHUYVY RXU SUR
3SDUW\ ITHHOLQJV SR OlatkéoR \Migsi3sippi rat Ruffity Rnovison also

criticizedthenr DVV H[FLWHPHQW DQG IDLOXUH RI SROLWLFDO PRGH
ZKDW WKH\ DUH GRLQJ " KH WROG KLV IDWKHU BEXW LW VHHF
everywhere, and no body of persons can act with prudence and discretion whexg labdein

LOQWHQVH H[FLWHPHQW ~ 37KRVH YLUWXHY DUH QHHGHG QRZ |

seems to me a contestaission notreason ** Thomson and other Mississippians thought that

the presecessionist atmosphere thrived on inflamed passiorilg, ietegating reasonable
discussion to the sidelines.

The abandonment of moderation and reason, some cautious Mississippians argued, fueled
bloodlust and made war imment. A letter to the editor of the conservatdaly Vicksburg
Whigdescribed aspd FK E\ $WWRUQH\ *HQHUDO 7KRPDV :KDUWRQ D 3

HQG " DV HSLWRPL]JLQJ VHFHVVLRQLVWVY IRROLVK UXVK LQWI

™ George Washington Sargent to George Sargent, December 5, 1860, George Washington Sargent to George
Sargent, December 15, 1860, George Washingtoge8ato William Duncan, December 30, 1860, all in George
Washington Sargent Papers, 18400, folder 11, volume 11, 04025, SHC; L.L. Walton to Granddaughter,
November 21, 1860, James L. Alcorn and Family Papers, folder 1, #2/0317.00, Mississippi Bepafthrchives
and History, Jackson, Mississippi (hereafter cited as MDAH); Ruffin Thomson to William H. Thomson, Undated,
1861, Ruffin Thomson Papers, folder 3, 03315, SHC.
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the scabbard and like the panting of a war steed...he snuffed the smell of battleaafervedis
HDJHU IRU WKH IUD\ "~ 3'LG LW H cbidithty Devrivc¢tatk of DligsisippR | WKH JR
when they cast their votes, that they would have to...leave all that claimed their personal
SURWHFWLRQ"" WKH ZULWHU DV NeliSSuntld’ Ahtd @ahilwmediwrsaDb U Z R X (
the mercy of slaves. A few days later iMaigreported on a prsecession rally in Jackson at
which fre HDWLQJ VHQDWRU $OEHUW *DOODWLQ %URZQ SURFODL
RI PRUWLILFDWLRQGHFKHHE: %W R Qbe RadeR ¢ théldubAZ R X O G
VHQWLPHQW ~ DV DGYRFDWHV RI 3HIWUHPH PHDVXUHV"™ ZKR Z
Mississippians skeptical of hastily embracing immediate secession believed teatdire were
driven by passion oveeason, and that their feverish desire for independence had blinded them
to the potentially dire consequences of such an atdion.

In the midst of this heated environment, the state legislature called for a secession
convention to be held in January 1864th delegates to be elected from each county according
to the number of representatives it had in the lower state legislature. Although the candidates did
not run on uniform platforms, they generally cast themselves as either secessionists or
cooperatiorsts. These titles were somewhat misleading, however, since both groups generally
believed in the constitutional right of secession. Therefore, the real debate centerei, riontton
whenandhow, the state should secede. Secessionists favored immedjadeate state
separation with no prerequisite agreement between other states on the matter. Cooperationists
were conditional Unionists who believed that secession should happen only in conjunction with
other southern states, since they faced a unifortd®wW 7KH\ DUJXHG WKDW /LQFRO

not in itself grounds for secession, and that all alternatives within the Union should first be

1238 RUUHVSRQ G H Q FMilRVicketbUk) \WKit{\Vicksburg, MS), November 3'LVXQLRQ &DUQLYLE
DW -DFNVRQ ~ ,ELG 1RYHPEHU LQ 3 HU%6o, ekl 5dderQZDWHU &ROOHFW
Z/1112.000/S, MDAH.
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exhausted. Proponents of both views canvassed the state. Prominent conservatives like
planter/politician James Lugkcorn and attorney William Sharkey campaigned for the

preservation of the Union under the cooperationist banner, but their efforts met with little

HQWKXVLDVP 3, DP EHILQQLQJ WR EHOLHYH WKLV p&R RSHUL

salvation is in segratestate action &hen FRRSHUDWLRQ ~ ZURWH 9LFNVEXUJ UFL

Compton® Certainly, the fireeaters advocated the more succinct and proactive message:

VHFHVVLRQ YHUVXV WKH &4RRSHUDWLRQLVWVY LOGHWHUPLQD

the state with an intense combination of fsking urgency and peer pressure in an effort to

JDUQHU WRWDO GHGLFDWLRQ WR 3VRXWKHUQ LQWHUHVWV"™ Il

Those interests were, of course, slavery. The central goal of the southern Democratic
Party ad then secessionists was securing protection for slavery in the South. Conditional
Unionists shared this goal, but claimed that slavery was still safer in the Union. Lincoln, they
noted, vowed to not interfere with the institution in states where itglredsted. The
secessionists, then, held the more radical stance, and to advance it they reliect@stditne
methods of intimidation. Rooting out real and imagined threats to slavery by keeping slaves, and
wayward whites who might question the instibuti in linehad long been atusof the Deep
6 R X Witlghaepronepolitical and social landscap8outhern mob violence was a tool for
enforcing the ideal of mastery, the-psoduct of a slave society which dictated that whites who
owned slaves held ahbisite authority over them at the most personal, domestic level. Because

southern mastery stemmed from a racial hierarchy, it also presupposed that each and every

Bwynne, 0LV VLV VLSS L P¥2® Barhe®Th®Secessionist Impu)sk98201; T.W. Compton to Alozo
Snyder, December 23, 1860, Alonzo Snyder Papers, Box 11, Folder 44, MsSivdB3®ar: Context and Conflict
Digital Collections, Louisiana State University Special Collections, Louisiana State University Libraries, Baton
Rouge, Louisiana.

|http://www.louisianadigitallibrary.org/cdm4/document.php? CISOROOT=/p15140coll10&CISOPTIR=646
(Accesgd December 20, 2011. Hereafter citecCasl War: Context and Confligt
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southern white, regardless of whether they personally owned slaves, nonetheless heldtthe right
mastery over blacks through their shared white racial solidarity and thus, superiority. Southern
mastery, then, gave one group of people total dominance over another, and so great was the need
WR XSKROG WKLV GRPLQDQFH WkbP &vfocars With@hie yhtRoQittaGk P D V W T
and silence anyone, black or white, who might be critical of slavery and the racial hierarchy that
bolstered it:*

Extralegal violence flowed out of the perceived need to stifle anyone who questioned the
slave systemand by extension, the ideal of mastery upon which it rested, and was symptomatic
of whatWilliam JUHHKOLQJ FDOOV WétrdnvalkdeRdtmaty. Bldvekoldsrs druld
easily label any dissenting opinions incendidriyeyaccused poor whitesottherners, and
foreignersbelieved to harbor ansilavery feeling®f inciting slave insurrectioand threatening
WKH VRXWKHUQ VRFLDO RUGHU 7KH SODQWHUVY VRFLDO LQI
steady supply of southern whites, slaveholdingaty were willing to physically defend the slave
system against internal or external threatgigNborhoodslavepatrols marauvedto keepan eye
on unruly slaves and hunt down runaways, and they also tried to root out whites suspected of
aiding slave restance. Thus, the cultural and institutional apparatuses through which to coerce
and threaten perceived dissidents already existed in the South. In a natural extension of slave
patrols, preVHFHVVLRQLVW YLJLODQFH FRPPLWWHHYV SKR\ESLPH B W F

PLIKW WKzZDUW LPPHGLDWH VHFHVVLRQ DQG WKHUHE\ WKUHEL

1 David Grimsted American Mobbing, 1828861: Toward Civil WafNew York: Oxford University Press, 1998),
100113, see also 11#78; On urban mobbing during the secession crissFsank Towersfhe Urban South and
the Coming of the Civil WaCharlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2004).
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best interests. They created a hyigD WLRQDOLVW DWPRVSKHUH WKDW VZHS)
population into an independercended fury™

Mississippi in particular had a history of extralegal mob violence that coexisted with
formal law. In the antebellum era the majority of the state consisted of countryside dotted with
small towns and neighborhoods dominated by slaveholding planter famivesrfarcement
was available in the form of the sheriff or justice of the peace, but was usually a second resort in
the fundamental exercise of justice that was disciplining slaves. The centrality of slavery within
WKH VWDWHYV VRFLD O db@®idsisdpRpdnsth Emirdce extralégali/idlgnce as
a necessary means of upholding white mastery, a process that legitimized vigilantism as a means
of intimidation and law enforcemettt.

British-born storekeeper Betty Beaumont faced this intimidation in Woodville, Wilkinson
County, Mississippi. Thougshe and her husbaihéd no opinions either way on slavery, locals
took their indifference as evidence of secret abolitionism. Especiallggplanters, Beaumont
QRWHG WKDW SsWKHUH VHHPHG WR EH D VWURQJ SUHMXGLFH
GLVSRVLWLRQ WR SHUVHFXWH DQG SURVHFXWH WKHP RQ HYFE
SUHVLGHQWLDO HOHFWLR @/ DAMD®D HHDWRI@ HHQW'S BRIULQ JSRIOLLF |
and nonslaveholders, we were watched unceasingly; spies were placed on our most trivial

PRPHQWY ~ ZKLFK PDGH WKHLU 3PRVW LQQRFHQW ZRUGV DQG

15 william W. Freehling,The Road to Disunion: Secessionists at Bay, 17884 ( New York: Oxford University
Press, 1990), 99; Barnelhe Secessionist Impu)skr7; On violence in the Antebellum South, see Clement Eaton,
3S0RE 9LROHQFH LQ MsKissippiO/alle§ Rixtovical Reviewd9 (Dec., 1942): 35870; Bertram Wyatt
Brown, Honor and Violence in the Old Soutiew York: Oxfad University Press, 1986) and Edward L. Ayers,
Vengeance and Justice: Crime and Punishment in the Ninet€emtiury American SoutiiNew York: Oxford
University Press, 1984)-33; On the connection between slave patrols and political intimidation Botlith, see
Sally E. HaddenSlave Patrols: Law and Violence in Virginia and the Carolif@ambridge: Harvard University
Press, 2001),-5, 167200; GrimstedAmerican Mobbing85-135; John Hope Franklifl;he Militant South, 1860
1861(1956, repr., UrbanaJniversity of lllinois Press, 2002), 726 and WyatBrown, Honor and Violencel54
187.

18 Christopher WaldrefRoots of Disorder: Race and Criminal Justice in the American South;8®Jrbana:
University of lllinois Press, 1998), 145, 2122.
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Town officials forbade Beaunmb from selling to or interacting with slaves without a permit.

Other foreigners, northerners, and anyone else deemed suspicious endured insults and
occasionally physical attacks. In one instance, a group of mechanics left their plantation jobs to
escapehe abusé’

Similar incidents occurred around the state. In December 1860, a local committee
FKDUJHG %DWHVYLOOH UHVLGHQW 7RP :HVW ZLWK VHOOLQJ 2
DEROLWLRQLVW VHQWLPHQW ~ $V SXQL VKR HQWI HDIOH\W D@ L Q
VFUDZOHG WKH ZRUGV 3QLJJHU -fdnting Kan8 Snhis babkORQ JVLGH D Q
VKLSSHG KLP QRUWK YLD DQ H[SUHVV FRPSDQ\ -b&H PRE WKH
mechanics out of the county. That same month, the NewtontZuwigilance committee arrested
long-time resident John Blissett, an Engi$hRUQ VFKRROWHDFKHU RQ FKDUJHV
DEROLWLRQ VHQWLPHQWY "~ DQG 3EHLQJ WRR IDPLOLDU ZLWK
KDQJLQJ %OLVVHWW 3LL@ AR@VYMAHHYD \WRRRQLRVKMHDG GURYH Kl
Jefferson County, locals arrested an OER UQ 30D G\ $EROLWLRQLVW™ WHDFKHL
PHHWLQJ ZLWK VODYHV 3:KDUDQJXLQJ WKHP XSRQ /LQFROQTYV
would soonallbd UHH = 7KH PRE IRUFHG WKH ZRPHQ RQWR D ULYHU
&RDKRPD &RXQW\ DORQJ WKH OLVVLVVLSSL 5LYHU D )UuLDUT
PHQ ZzDLWHG DORQJ WKH ULYHUYVY HGJH GHWHURIOHG WR 3V
WKH EDQNV RI WKH JUHDW 6RXWKHUQ ULYHU ~ :KLOH WKH SO
PHQ PD\ EH VHHQ LQ WKH FLWLHV RI WKH 6WDWH ~ KH DVVXUL
UDJLQJ WKURXJKRXW WKH FR XiQnwts)amplbyegdthe tactick dfvhe slave SSL VH

patrol as a means of identifying alleged abolitionists subversives. In doing so they operated

7 Betty Bentley BeaumonfTwelve Years of my Life: An AutobiogragPiladelphia: T.B. Peterson & Brothers,
1887), 105106, 136, 157.
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under what became the framework of Confederate protective nationalism: the requirement of
total dedication to the advasmment of southern interests. When those intebestame, in fire
HDWHUVY H\HV V\QR Q\P RsgédéesZanst Kighadde idomvhittee® an8 mébs
enforced, often violently, allegiance to those inter&sts.

Vigilance Committees or Minute Men, as fabels were often used interchangeably,
were private citizens who formed volunteer groups in order to squelch any perceived threats to
SVRXWKHUQ LQWHUHVWY ~ QDPHO\ VODYHU\ 7KHVH JURXSV S
immediate secession in @b Carolina. In addition to inflicting waves of pstavery vigilantism
on accused abolitionists, the South Carolina Minute Men served as armed visual reminders of the
VXSSRVHG LPPDQHQW QRUWKHUQ WKUHDW RQ WKHtBGRXWK 6\
SROLWLFDO FOLPDWH LQ ZKLFK GLVVHQW FRQVWLWXWHG QR\
These actions successfully persuaded opponents of secession to disengage from the debate, and
often kept them away from the ballot box. BreckinridgeSSRUWHUYV ZLWK WKH KHOS
rights press, called for vigilance committees to be formed in every southern comtunity.

Mississippi vigilance committees worked tirelessly to promote secession. The Jackson,
Mississippi Minute Men, organized on Nawber 13, 1860, distributed 10,000 copies of an
abolitionist article printed in th€hicago Democraas a means of alerting the populace to the
threats such ideas posed to the South. Two members of the Jackson committee, Wiley P. Harris
and W.P. Andersondeame candidates for the separate state secessionist ticket, chosen by their

fellow members who controlled the committee on resolutions at the Hinds County nominating

8 Daily Evening Citizen 9LFNVEXUJ 06 'HFHPEHU 3$ JHPDOH $EROLWLRQLVW
3$ 1DWXUDO 5HVXOW RI $SEROLWLRQ $JJUHVVLRQ ~ ,ELG 'HFHPEHU
YSWHSKHQ $ :HVW 30LQXWH OHQ <HRPHQ DQG WKH OREBSERXWQMRWD RU 6
Journal of Southern Historyl (Feb., 2005): 7304. Quote on 91. BarneYhe Secessionist Impujs207219. On

South Carolina vigilance committees, see also Steven A. Char@isig of Fear: Secession in South Carolina

(New York: W.W. Norton, 1974); for vigilance committees in Georgia, see Ayersgeance and Justic#41-150.
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convention. Attala County secession convention delegate John W. Wood, one of the few to
uOWLPDWHO\ FDVW D 8QLRQLVW YRWH QRWHG KRZ LPPHGLDW
VHFHVVLRQLVWY 3ZHQW WR ZRUN FDOOLQJ FRXQW\ PHHWLQJ\
Rl UoPLQXWH PHQ 1 DQG XVLQJ DOO RI WKBR 8 LDNLW DX HI§ 8§D HD
S3DUW RI WKH SURFHVYV RI JLQQLQJ XS 3SROLWLFDO H[FLWHPH
threats, sometimes followed by violent acs.

John Aughey, an Evangelical minister and unconditional Unionist from central
Mississippi, wtnessed the intimidation wrought by psecessionist groups. Days before
ILQFROQTY HOHFWLRQ $XJKH\ KHDUG D VHFHVVLRQLVW VSHD
<DQNHHV DIWHU WKH HOHFWLRQ RI /LQFROQ LV WWHDVRQ D
DERXW YLJLODQFH FRPPLWWHEPL KDICRIQ QVWAHYIH@ BRMMRWK OLVV
7TDOODKDWFKLH 5LYHU )ROORZLQJ WKLV HI[HFXWLRQ WKH OR
ZKROHVRPH GUHDG RI KHPS EHIRUH WK H tylBddlidont fepoMé® SSHG F
VLPLODU LQWLPLGDWLRQ LQ :LONLQVRQ &RXQW\ 36RPH IHZ S
VHFHVVLRQ ~ VKH ZURWH 3D QXPEHU RI WKHVH NQRZLQJ WK}
remained were closely watched and even accused of thinkioly mare than they expressed or
HYHQ IHOW =~ +HU IDPLO\ ZHUH DPRQJ WKH VXVSHFWHG DQG \
LQWLPLGDWHG HQRXJK WR 3VDFULILFH RXU SURSHUW\ DQG JF
violence effectively and emphaticAiPDUNHG WKH ERXQGV RI GLVVHQW ~ 7KH
particular about whom they killed, and this indiscriminate fanaticism intimidated racial

moderates and antisecessionists and gave militant whites the upper hand in shaping the

2 Barney,The Secessionist Impujs208209; John W. Wood/nion and Secession in Mississigplemphis:
Saunders, Parish and Whitmore, 1863), 9
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&RQIHGI-leUIEeEé\ngXSVﬂ SUHVHQFH GXULQJ OLVVLVVLSSLYV FDPS
secession convention helped foster peer pressure and made the general atmosphere deeply hostile
to those against immediate secession.

In addition to the proliferation of violent threats agoéer deterrent during the secession
campaign, voting itself proved logistically problematic and necessitated fortitude in the face of
hostility. The logistical problem arose because few counties even had a Unionist candidate as a
choice on their ballot$prcing voters of that inclination to instedeiDFN SFRRSHUDWLRQLVW
offering fusion candidates #h no clear stan@on secession. As a result, mamgerssimply
stayed homdndeed 40 percent of Mississipf§iV H O\oddrddial IHot vote ithe secession
conventiorelection about 38,000 compared to the 60 percent, or 68,000, who voted in the
presidential election. Such low turnout unquestionably benefitted the secessionigiseas
counties with the sharpest decline in voter participadiemwent solidly for secessioMany
polling places did not even stock cooperationist ballthe.Vicksburg Whighoted that despite
LQGLFDWLRQV RI VHFHVVLRQLVW W U khirBsSKthe3ubte dkthe) G O\ WK L G
State has been castinthiseEl&d LRQ ~ SRLQWLQJ RXW WKDW 3LQ D PDMRUL
ZDV LQ UXQQLQJ ~ ZKLOH LQ RWKHUV WKH FDQGLGDWHVY SR
WKH UHVXOWV LQWKH UDGLFDOVY IDYRU

Beyond logistial issues, peer pressure was deeplyriidating, especially given the
localized and public nature of southern elections in which everyone knew everyone else at the
SROOV 3%V &€KULVWRSKHU 20VHQ ZULWHV QHLJKERUKRRGV ZI

SROLWLFV ~ PDNLQJ HzaeddeMalaRdultufal swes indathidhXridividuals, in

L John Hill Aughey Tupelo(Lincoln, NB: State Journal Company, 1888);®0 BeaumontTwelve Years of my
Life, 168; Randolph RotlAmerican HomicidéCambridge: Harvard University Press, 2009), 331.

2 Charles C. BoltonPoor Whites of the AntebellumiBb: Tenants and Laborers in Central North Carolina and
Northeast MississipgDurham: Duke University Press, 1994), 125, 164; Barihbg, Secessionist Impujst68
269; Wynne,0LVVLVVLSSL RV Daily¥Yickbufgy WhigVicksburg, MS), December 2%860.
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keeping with the southern desire for commuvig§idated honor, submitted their reputations to
SHHU DSSURYDO :RRG QRWHG UHJDUGLQJ VRXWKHUQ HOHFW
enabledtoc @ WURO WKH SHRSOH RI D 6WDWH ~ 3DUW\ OHDGHUYV LC
S SRVWHG " DQG QHYHU PLVVHG WKH FKDQFH WR KDUDQJXH St
RFFDVLRQV ZKHUH WKH\ FRXOG EH 3FRd ¥nine® WO\ DVVHPEO
encouraged conformity to the dominant grétip.

Pontotoc County resident R.F. Crenshaw witnessed this conformity, telling his cousin
WKDW 3ZH DUH VR FRQYXOVHG KHUH QRZ LQ OLVV :LWK 6HFH’
only one daybutall histime WR KLV &RXQWU\ LV UHJDUGHG DW EHVW EXW
VicksburgDaily Whig GHVFULEHG VXFK KDUDQJXLQJ LQ 5DQNLQ &RXQV
PHDQV XVHG DV ZHUH HPSOR\HG E\ WKH VHFHGHUV RI WKLV F
freely given; promises of corn and meat made. Threats were made; in fact, all means used, and
WKH ORZHVW PHDQHVW DQG GLUWLHVW WULFNV UHVRUWHG '
119 vote margin, the secessionists created a hostile environment andvogealyonservative
county. WherAugheyfound that there were the Unionistballots in his precinct, harote out
D 8QLRQ WLFNHW DQG GHSRVLWHG LW SDPLGVW WKH IURZQV
bystanders He claimed thatmany other prdJnionist resident$ ZHUH LQWLPLGDWHG E\ W
DQG WKH RGLXP DWW H Q G¥ @thouglv setessidnists Risd_andinibay ofRaotios
to browbeat voters into their column, violence or the threat of violence proved especially

effective.

% Christopher J. OlsefRolitical Culture and Secession in Mississippi: Masculinity, Honor, and the Antiparty
Tradition, 18301860(New York: Oxford University Press, 2000), 1226; Wood,Union and Secession in
Mississippij 40.

% R.F. Crenshaw toll& Austin, December 13, 1860, R.F. Crenshaw Le#stUM01341, Box 1997.1, Folder 97,
Archives and Special Collections, J.D. Williams Library, University of Mississippi, Oxford, Mississippi, (hereafter
cited as UMASC);3*ORULR XV 5HV X\0ckhurgD&IRp Whg\\@ksburg, MS), December 27, 1860;
Aughey, Tupelq 46.
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Ohio-born John Goss told fellow Attala County resident Jason Niles that during the vote
SGUXQNHQ URZGLHV® KDG ZKLSSHG VHYHUDO PHQ LQ KLV QHL
3IXQVRXQGQHVYVY RQ WKH VHFHVVLRQ TXHVWLRIQK 1RQ BGD RWK D
County, George Sargent advised a fellow cooperationist to vote as clandestinely as possible
JLYHQ WKH KHDWHG DWPRVSKHUH 3%\ DOO PHDQV JLYH \RXU
FDQ ~ KH ZURWH 3WKHUH LV QR ORX ¢ FRMP@RRIPYH NQRZLQJI ZK
conformity to disunion, secessionists created alBeen atmosphere that discouraged any
GHYLDWLRQV IURP WKHLU SDUW\ OLQH 6XFK WDFWLFV SURY}
fenceriders into the disunionist foldhut those who abstained from voting further aided the
UDGLFDOVY JRDO 80OWL mbyaHeésive tavachievaidadicatonwth B $ing@dd L Y H
cause, undergirded Confederate protective nationalism after Mississippi seceded from the Union.

Whenthe state convention assembled on January 7, 1861, the fire eaters had the wind at
their backs. Yet, even as the majority of counties sent secessionist delegates, the few
cooperationists argued against the rush to disunion. John Wood warned the ddiapates t
VHFHVVLRQ PHDQW ZDU 3/HW XV SDXVH DQG UHIOHFW EHIRU
RSHQLQJ DW RXU IHHW " KH SOHDGHG °3:LI 6HFHVVLRQ LV FD
desolation follow in its course...war, pestilence and famihe\O VSUHDG RYHU WKH ODQ
conservatives proposed amendments to at least stave off the disunionist fury. Washington
County delegate J. Shall Yerger proposed that Mississippi continue to seek redress for grievances
within the Union. James Alcorn advaed an amendment permitting secession only in concert

with other states, while Warren County delegate Walter Brooke proposed that an ordinance of

% Diary of Jason Niles, January 2, 1862, Transcript of manuscript #08Bdymenting the American South

Electronic Edition. Southern Historical Collection. University Library, Ursitgrof North Carolina at Chapel Hill,
1999{http://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/niles/niles.hliAtcessed August 5, 2009. Hereafter citebasumenting the
American South George Washington SargeotMr. Hethery, January 7, 1860, George Washington Sargent Papers,
SHC.
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secession be submitted to a statde popular vote before its passage. The delegation soundly
rejected thesproposals?®

Ultimately, recognizing the futility of further resistance, much of the Union minority
voted with the radicals to secede. Calhoun County delegate M.D.L. Stephens described how the
secessionist tide was too strong to reslsivas elected to th Convention as a eoperationist
he noted,® Mery vote | have casthas been cast, to carry out, in good faith, the wishes of a
majority of my constituents. 1RQHWKHOHVYV 6WHSKHQV HYHQWXDOO\ YRV
VW D W L QnendrReat afiejcooperationistamendment KDG EHHQ SURSRVHG WR QF
the vote had finally been narrowed dotenisubmissioror secession” % HWZHHQ WKH WZR
6WHSKHQ Vamb BrGét&sion 2Q -DQXDU\ WKH FRQYHQWLRQ SD\
Ordinance ofSecession with eightfpour votes in favor and fifteen dissenting. Following the
YRWH WKH VWDWHYfY FRQJUHVVLRQDO GHOHJDWLRQ LQ :DVK
later, Jefferson Davis was sworn in as the first and only Confederate presidesgc@ébsion
convention also published a document outlining the reasons for their decision. As if there were
DQ\ OLQJHULQJ GRXEWYV UHJDUGLQJ WKH PRWLYDWLQJ LVVXH
thoroughly identified with the institution of slavesthe greatest material interest of the
world...there was no choice left to us but submission to the mandates of abolition, or a
GLVVROXWLRQ RI WKH 8QLRQ ZKRVH SULQFLS®FwW KDG EHHQ

GHFODUDWLRQYV LM VYQM @ KR LW KDOWH WK HEMHNVZWR IRUP D QHZ

#\Wood,Union and Secession in Mississipp7, 30; WynneOLVVLVVLSSLP83RLYLO :DU
“TProceedings of the Mississipptate Convention, Held January 7th to 26th, A. D. 18atkson, M§Power &
Cadwallader, Book and Job Printers, 1861),0&cumenting the American South

[http://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/missconv/missconv.ht®{IFFHVVHG -DQXDU\ 3$ '"HFODUDWLRC
Immediate Causes Which Induce and Justify the Secession of the State of Mississippi from the Federal Union,
" JELG
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coming arguments by Confederate boosters that there was now only one nation to which
southerners owed their allegiance.

In the wake of secession, Pettus immediately placed the state oftime/fnoting even
before the firing on Fort Sumter, sending canon and a militia to guard the Vicksburg bluffs over
looking the Mississippi River. The militia ended up firing on an innocent commercial vessel,
though no one was injured. In addition to fortifyMgrksburg, seven volunteer companies went
to reinforce Fort Pickens, Florida, and a militia unit planted the state flag on tiny Ship Island, off
OLVVLVVLSSLYV *XOIl &¢RDVW %\ ODWH -DQXDU\ WKH FRQYHQ\
infantry division, to be mustered for one year of service and managed by a Military Board led by
the governor and majaeneral of the militia. Pettus also ordered seven Mississippi companies
to assist Alabama and Florida troops in securing the navy yards at PenSkacmla, and on
January 23, the convention organized the new state regiments into the formal Army of
Mississippi, commanded by Jefferson Davis until he formally took the oath of the presidency. By
March 1861, General Charles Clark mustered out Mississgppanies from Pensacola and had
them inducted into the Army of Mississippi. In April, President Davis called for 30,000
Mississippi troops to be mustered as a reserve corps at Corinth, a crucial railroad junction in
northwest Mississippi that could trgmst troops to Virginig®

To fund this military buildup, the convention issued a military tax of fifty percent on state
taxes and point three percent on capital invested out of state. Further, in a controversial move,
prominent politician James Z. Georg®posed that taxes on slaves be increased from seventy
five cents per slave to $1.25, while another delegate, S.J. Gholson, raised the proposal to two

dollars. Outraged slaveholding delegates moved to stifle this proposal, offering instead an ad

% John K. BettersworthConkderate Mississippi: The People and Policies of a Cotton State in W4(it848,
Repr., Philadelphia: Porcupine Press, 1978), 11; Michael B. BallaedCivil War in Mississippi: Major
Campaigns and BattlgSackson: University Press of Mississippi, 2041)6.
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valorem arendment, taxing slaves on total value rather than on quantity. Although this offered a
loophole to undervalue, the slaveholders won out, indicating a concern for property that would
become an issue later in the war. Yet, despite some controversies aregfilny late1861

Mississippi was armed for war. Pettus reported to the legislature that the state had 23,000 troops,
including infantry, cavalry and artillery companies, plus an additional 12,000 that had already

EHHQ VHQW ZHVW WR $<afry. ke baildGpQdivar iR HQ ¥nabRrentd a
KHLIKWHQHG QDWLRQDOLVW H[FLWHPHQW ZLWKLQ WKH VWDV
conflict.?®

TKURXJK DQG HDUO\ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV UHDFWHG H

secession from thidnion, even though the Jackson delegation never submitted the issue to a
statewide referendum. Many, including a number of former cooperationists and conditional

Unionists, embraced protective nationalism, and claimed they were ready to sacrifickall to t

new cause. They began the war confident that Mississippi could sustain itself, by force if
necessary, and thrive in the Confederacy more than it ever could in the old Union.

In February 1861, Columbus resident Thomas Bailey told his mother in Northn@aro

WKDW KHU VWDWH ZRXOG EH EHWWHU RIIl MRLQLQJ WKH \RXQ
DVNHG 3ZH RIIHU DOO WKDW WKH R &tteLhovi td yariRykegast GL G P
LQWHUHVW DQG GHDUHVW ULJKW ’thehmasshirmBiths; RIMGLWBGHQFH RQ
PRWKHU WKDW XSRQ 1RUWK &DUROLQDYV VHFHVVLRQ VKH ZF
UXVKLQJ WR \RXU DVVLVWDQFH ~ 1DWFKH] SODQWHUYV ZLIH /
Mississippi would survive any turmoilQVFDWKHG 3:KHQ WKLQJV DUH D OLWW
VHWWOHG "~ VKH ZURWH 3RXU SURSHUW\ ZLOO EH PRUH YDOX

DQ\WKLQJ OLNH WKH VXIIHULQJ KHUH WKDW WKHUH ZLOO EH

2 BettersworthConfederate Mississippl1-12; Ballard,The Civil War in Mississipp#, 1011.
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echoed Lovelf V DVVHUWLRQ WKDW WKH 1RUWK ZRXOG VXIIHU GHH:¢
VHHPV WR EH GHWHUPLQHG E\ WKH QRUWK "~ KH ZURWH 3DQG
PXVW EH D ZzDU RI HIWHUPLQDWLRQ RI RQ Hssphpans\outight WKH RW

HPEUDFHG WKH SURVSHFW RI D 3ZzDU RI H{IWHUPLQDWLRQ "~ DC

win. %

War talk often dominated conversations in the months after secession. Writing to his
cousin from Jackson, N.H. Boyd described how aKdd YLQJ S EURNH WKH WLH ZKLFK
OLVVLVVLSSL ZDV QRZ 3RQH RI WKH QDWLRQV RI WKH HDUWK
WLPHYV HYHU\ DSSHDUDQFH RI ZDU VXUURXQGV XV =~ %\ $SUL
RYHU 3HYHU\ SU &\te frly\orRFbrz3uitdter sent Mississippi military companies en
masse to Pensacola. Eliza Patterson of Tunica County also noted the militarized environment.
3800 ZH KHDU LV :DU :DU DU %XW LI ZH VRXWKHUQV FDQ
republicDQV ubDOO ZLOO EH ZHOO " VKH ZURWH B8QLYHUVLW\ RI
VHFRQGHG 3IDWWHUVRQ QRWLQJ KRZ 2[IRUG OLVVLVVLSSLYV
PHQ LQ ZKRVH PHLQ ZH UHDG pzZDU ZDU ZPXOGTKHDGUNKW K
GLFWDWHYV RI UHDVRQ DQG QRW EULQJ WKH FRXQWU\ WR UX
6RXWKHUQ EORRG VSLOOHG ZH PD\ ORRN IRU GUHDGIXO FRQ
Southern heart and how it rebels at anything lik€apHVVLRQ ~ ,Q 0D\ :LOOLDP 1
expressedimilarly enthusiastic sentiments and chided his sister for wavering on the issue of
VHFHVVLRQ 3<RX VD\ WKDW \RXU V\PSDWKLHV DUH ZLWK WKH

judiciousness of the move she hastgke KH ZURWH IURP :DUUHQWRQ 3ZH QR2z

% Thomas Bailey to Mother, February 16, April 28, 1861, John Lancaster Bailey Paperd 87Z85fl. 11, 00039;
Louisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, Jaary 27, 1861, Quitman Family Papers, 11848, fol. 105, ser. 1.2, 00616;

John Kirkland to William Otey, May 22, 1861, Wyche and Otey Family Papers; 11828l fol. 15, ser. 1.3, 01608,
all in SHC.
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states, teeming with a population composed of the bravest and truest men the world ever saw,
and such men armed in the holy cause of liberty are invincible against any force the enemy may
send against tHl P31'OLVVLVVLSSLDQV‘H HPEUDFLQJ RI VXFK EUDYDGR |
nationalist sentiment that swept the state in the months after secession. In the early phase of the
war, national allegiance often eclipsed, but did not dispel, other loyaltigsghls militarized
environment.

Because the Confederacy was born in the midst of war against the North, its nationalist
boosters framed their declarations of independence in terms of separation from it. Such
nationalistic fervor, therefore, brought abontemthusiasm for seffufficiency, as
Mississippians expressed the need to devote all human and material resources to the state in an
effort to achieve independence. Early on, many boosters promoted Confedersudfisedhcy
through the severing of adlconomic ties from the North, which would open the Confederacy to
the rest of the world as an independent nation. Even before the vote to secede, some
Mississippians embraced this protective nationalist stance.

In November 1860, th€icksburg SUlGHFODUHG WKH 6RXWK 3D VHSDUDW
proclaimed that king cotton would ensure southern ¥%e¥ I ILFLHQF\ 37KH FLYLOL]HG Z
GHSHQGYVY RQ WKH FRWWRQ RI WKH 6RXWK ~ WKH HGLWRU VWL

than half the crop ohand, and all the world clamoring for it. Again we say we are independent

31 N.H. Boyd to Eudora Hobbs, January 13, 1861, Aprjl1i#51, Hobbs Family Papetstellectual Underpinnings
of the American Civil WamDigital Collections, Manuscripts Division, Special Collections Department, Mississippi
State University Libraries, Mississippi State, Mississippi.
[http://digital.library.msstate.edu/collections/document.php?CISOROOT=/ASERL&CISOPTR=83&REC=5
(Accessed January 22, 2012. Hereafter citedraterpinnings of the American CiWWar); Eliza Patterson to Anne
Boyd Green, September 1, 186lgysRayWebb CollectionUnderpinnings of the American Civil War
[http://digital.libray.msstate.edu/collections/document.php? CISOROOT=/ASERL&CISOPTR=69&REC=2
(Accessed December 10, 2011); Diary of Henry A. Garrett, March 25, 1861, in Betterswomtfissidsippi in the
ConfederacyVol. 1, 46-47; William C. Nelson to Elizabeth L. Cagday 21, 1861, William Cowper Nelson
Collection, UMDC,

[http://clio.lib.olemiss.edu/cdm4/document.php? CISOROOT=/civil war&CISOPTR=314&REAx®ssed
December @, 2011).
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RI WKH ZRUOG DQG FDQ W DNatghédDaiyHFréeITRdeniMithkY HYV =~ 7KH
recommended urgent secession to create &gst&ining southern republic. The cotton states,
QRWHG KDG 3D YDVW WHUULWRU\ ULFK Tr&eQRPN QUHIO ZFH DKW
ULYDO 5RPH LQ LWV SDOP\ GD\V ~ ,Q 2FWREHU :LOO .LUNC
WKH 6RXWK VKRXOG 3FXW VKR U Wthdf héinditR WibWdREofnz®iS IRU RQF
GHSHQGHQFH RQ WKH VRXWKHUQ FRPPRGLW\ 6KRXOG WKH Q
.LUNODQG EHOLHYHG WKDW WKH 6RXWK VKRXOG 3sMXVW UDLYV
need in the way of living expe what we can get from the West [l]ndies. Improve the farm stock
DQG WKH VRXWK FDQ OLYH EHWWHU DQG KDSSLHU “~ 6RPH KR
An editorial in theVicksburg WhigUHPLQGHG UHDGHUV WKDW 3WKH 6RXWK \
ODUJHO\ LQGHEWHG WR WKH 1RUWK ~ OLVVLVVLSSL JDPEOHG
UHVRXUFHV ~ WKH ZULWHU QRWHG DGGLQJ WKDW ZKLOH VXF
UHVSHFWV«ZH VKRXOG UHPHPEHU ZH KDYH QHYHiaWWRRG DO
ZKHQ FDOOHG XSR Q *ferkdte3SorR bowarer Qhe idalls for national
independence drowned out the already minority appeals to caution, as Mississippians pledged
total devotion to the Confederate cause.

In January 1861, the/eeklyPanola Stamoted that in light of the coming war, the duty
WR UDLVH IXQGV WKURXJK PRUH WD[DWLRQ IRU 3SWKH GHIHQV
DGPLWWHG WKDW DGGLWLRQDO WD[DWLRQ ZRXOG 3IDOO KHD
WRXOG SD\ 3ZLWKRXW JUNWKEOQEFHNY LA\ RWSRIRYLGLQJ DOO \

ZDU ~ ,Q ODWH -DQXDU\ :LOH\ +DUULV GHVFULEHG WKH Q}

32Vicksburg SurfVicksburg, MS), November 12, 1860, quoted in Rainwaé&srm Center of Secession 37KH
3RVVLEOH )XW X UNatdRez WalyH-réeRTXadilatchez, MS), November 24, 1860, in Percy Lee
Rainwater Collection, box 1, fol18; William Kirkland to Children, October 17, 1860, Wyche and Otey Family
3DSHUV IRO 3 a2y Xioksburg WhidVicksburg, MS), December 28, 1860.
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W K H L UTheWUbIW tdind®may and ought to repose in the convidhat the existing State
government stands today unshaken in its authdritg, H Vv Vaidwhat & making it
independent, so far from weakening it we have made it strerfgszause it is now the object of
our undivided devotiori.That same month, JacksthHVLGHQW +RZHO +REEV HFKRH(
sentiments, touting to his daughter the needdial GHYRWLRQ WR WKH VWDWH $V L
5HSXEOLF ~ OLVVLVVLSSL subvt WRHM BBRDQM 8 KERML QIR/WUDWLF
WHUPV =~ KH ZURW Har, &v¥ &l wilZHave tR e Takedzigh to raise money to Arm
WKH 6WDWH SD\ WKH RUGLQDU\ HISHQVHV RI WKH JRYHUQPF
subscription to the northepublished/ DG\{V +RPH =BXUAQDRKDYH VHFHGHG ~ KH
wouldnots XEVFULEH WR DQ\ RI WKHLU pu3DSHUV RU %RRNV " +RE
sufficiency on a personal level to the point of rejecting northern periodicals. By doing so, he tried
WR GHPRQVWUDWH SHU +DUULVY VWDWHVHEY®GCMWKLWEGVKH V)
GHYRWLRQ -

Other Mississippians made similar calls for citizens to sacrifice to the cause. Tippah
County planter Francis Leak bought state bonds, donated cotton to the new government, and
HQFRXUDJHG RWKHUV WR GR WKH YD RB R @HO EVADIL\HWLHG MDKDW
VXVWDLQ WKH 6 WDWH ZLWK DOO RI WKHLU PHDQV ~ RU 3HYHQ
JRYHUQPHQWYV ~ /RXLVD /RYHOO EHOLHYHG YLFWRU\ LQ WKH .
South will unite, be trudirm and brave and act nobly, well succeed and be more prosperous
WKDQ HYHU EHIRUH ~ VKH ZURWH WR KHU KXVEDQG 6LPLODU:

, QIDQWU\ FRQWHQGHG WKDW LW ZDV 3WKH ILUP UHVROXWLR(

#¥37KH 6HFHVVLRQWRAkIWRahDIEEDADIPROD 06 -D QXD Ukks of W.P. Harsi$] D

+ L Q @Pxbceedings of the Mississippi State Conventficumenting the American South’.H. Hobbs and

Howel Hobbs to Eudora Hobbs, January 13, 1861, Howel Hobbs to Eudora Hobbs, January 23, February 8, 1861, in
Hobbs Family Paper#tellectual Underpinnings of the American Civil War
[http://digital.library.msstate.edu/collections/document.php? CISOROOT=/ASERL&CISOPTR=83&REC=5
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ZKLSSHG ~ $V ORQJ DV VRXWKHUQHUV XQLWHG LQ WKHLU UHYV
FRQTXHUHG ~ VLQFH LW ZDV 3SWKH GXW\ RI HYHU\RQH WR HQF
.HPSHU &RXQW\ LQIRUPHG KLV EURWKHU WR&OW PRXQIJSBERSOH
WKH ZRPHQ VD\ WKH\ ZLOO ILJKW WR >VLF@ %XUWRQ DGGHG
VRLO RI OLVVLVVLSSL WKH\ ZLOO KDYH KRW ZRG"I‘EaD}MnHYHU\ P
the war, proponents of protective natiobdf P HQWKXVLDVWLFDOO\ UDOOLHG WR
defense, and many of them were certain that maintaining this enthusiasm would bring about
southern victory.

Nationalistminded Mississippians especially emphasized that suffering of any kind
should not bemimpediment to sacrificing for the Confederacy. In doing so, they underlined a
key component of protective nationalism: that other loyalties, includingngetest, should be
subservient to the national goal. Davis expressed this view in his InaugGréd A HY V 3
increase the power, develop the resources, and promote the happiness of a Confediekacy,
stated,dt is requisite that there should be so much of homogeneity that the welfare of every
portion shall be the aim of the whole.+ HU H ' D Ydtad akeypFoteGive nationalist point,
WKDW FLWL]JHQV VKRXOG H[SUHVV D 3 KRPRJHQHLW\" RI GHYR\
nation. The potential for suffering, then, was to be expected and embraced by every truly loyal
southerner. In August8b1,0kolona, Mississippi resident C.W. Howe explained to his daughter
how only a total abdication of ;e QW HUHVW ZRXOG EULQJ VRXWKHUQ LQGH

VXITHULQJ PXVW QRW EH FRQVLGHUHG IRU D PRPH@GW ZKHQ V.

% Francis Terry Leak Diary, January 27, March 7, February 26, March 28, 1861, Francis Terry Leak Papers, 1839
1865, fol. 12, vol. 6, 01095, SHC; Louisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, January 27, 1861, Quitman Family Papers;
Albert H. Clark to William C. McDaoald, April 27, 1862, Clark Family Letters, UMDC,
[http://clio.lib.olemiss.edu/cdm4/document.php? CISOROOT=/civil war&CISOPTR=22&RERctessed

December 10, 2@); Thomas F. Burton to Brother, August 12, 1861, Bullock and Hamilton Family Papers, 1757
1971, fol. 32, 00101, SHC.
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SWKH FRQWHVW LV LQHYLWDEOH DQG ZH PXVW GR DOO WKDW
Robert and Willie Hughes, of Pike County, similarly invoked corporeal sacrifice, telling their
FRXVLQ WKDW ZKLOH 3WKH ZDU WMKMK6BR& W/ LYWV 3 R R H URHUWR OW KX
SHUIHFW ZLOOLQJQHVY WR JLYH DOO Rg)?ENe@i[gM‘hyaWRR W R
to the Confederacy necessitated a loss of personal property or suffering physical deprivations,
many Mississippiansrgued that this was the required price of independence.

7KLV SULFH ZzDV DFFHSWDEOH WR %HWW\ %HDXPRQWY{V V
GHVFULEHG DV 3HDJHU WR GR HYHU\WKLQJ SRVVLEOH IRU WK
ready to send theirson®t ILJKW DQG WR GLH«LQ GHIHQVH RI 6RXWKHUQ
:LOOLDP 1XJHQW WROG KLV ZLIH WKDW 3D PDQ PXVW GR VRPF
KLV FRXQWU\ VWDWH DQG LI KH GRHVQTW ILJlkVediket RXJKW
VXITHULQJ VKRXOG QRW LPSHGH VXSSRUW IRU WKH FDXVH 37
WKH\ DUH FDOOHG XSRQ WR VXIIHU LQFRQYHQLHQFHV =~ KH ZL
if willingly endured for the sake of the public gopod+H FRQFOXGHG WKDW SHWHUQD
FRPH WR DQ\RQH ZKRVH DUP ZDV QRW 3UDLVHG LQ GHIHQVH F
/ILWWOH ZULWLQJ WR KLV SDUHQWYV IURP )RUW OF5HH )ORUL
Child should be armed and - SSHG ZLWK WKH LPSOHPHQWYV RI ZDUIDUH
ROG %R\ VKRXOG EHORQJ WR D OLOLWDU\ &RPSDQ\ "~ ,Q DQRW
as the people have been in the habit of buying they must now learn to do without andeéhe soon

ZH OHDUQ WKLV OHVVRQ WKH EHWWHU IRU XV =~ /LWWOH WKHC

¥3 QDXJIJXUDO $GGUHVV RI 3UHVLG HWedibgé bithe \MisSisso i State Conventico,
Documenting the AmericaSouth C.A. Howe to Daughter, August 2, 1861, Chiliab Smith Howe Papers; 1814

1899, fol. 53, ser. 1.6, 03092, SHC; Robert and Willie Hughes to Mary Adams, November 24, 1861, Hughes Family
Papers, 1790910, fol. 17, 02779, SHC; On the relationship betwagffering and Confederate loyalty, see

Quigley, Shifting Grounds171-213;
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WKH SRVW RI GXW\ LQ W RmaviyHis¥issippiafslembraEdrl Yoeétive
nationalism as the only means of winning southern independence. In the process, they
GRZQJUDGHG FLWL]JHQVY LQGLYLGXDOLW\ UHOHJDWLQJ WKHF
greater whole of the nation. Suchahconsuming approach to nationalism left no room for
dissent.

The hypemationalist climate that characterized the secession campaign continued after
the state legislature voted to secede. The vigilance committees and local mobs, operating on the
pararmia that drove them to intimidate Unionist and cooperationts voters, now intensified their
efforts to root out any perceived traitors who threatened to destroy the new Confederacy from
within. Because protective nationalism required unbending nationdtypgay perceived
wavering from such a stancenstitutedreasonExtremes begat extremes, amdler such
eitheror circumstances, any alleged slight against the state, real or imaginary, had to be
suppressecdand btal loyalty enforcedT he vigilance conmittees, then, attempted to enforce,
through threats and physical intimidation, Confederate nationalism as the most paramount of all
loyalties. The existence of men like John Wood and John Aughey proved that dissenters lurked
in Mississippi, and their vgrexistence threatened the implementation of the protective
QDWLRQDOLVW LGHDO :KDWHYHU WKH GLVVHQWHUVY DFWXD"
committees sought to root them out demonstrated that, to achieve total devotion to the
Confederacy, mtective nationalists needed to enforce that devotion with the same measure of

totality. These deentralized attempts at organized loyalty enforcement foreshadowed the

% BeaumontTwelve Years of my Lifé69; William L. Nugent to Nellie Smith Nugent, August 10, 1861, May 26,
1862, in Cash and Howorth, Edsly Dear Nellie 45, 77; J.J. Lite to Parents, June 28, August 9, 1861, J.J. Little
Collection, UMDC,

[http://clio.lib.olemiss.edu/cdm4/document.php? CISOROOT=/civil war&CISOPTR=2183&RAx@ssed
December 10, 2011).
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&RQIHGHUDF\YV PRUH FHQWUDOL]J]HG DWWHPSW&iMDW SROLFLQ
Mississippi by 1862.

OLVVLVVLSSLYY QDWLRQDOLVW YLJLODQWHY WDUJHWHG |

for punishment. In April 1861, Bunker Hill resident B.A. Terry informed Pettus that he and some

ORFDOV KDG IRUPHG D RD Q@ SHROW MXHLRYXIRNHFWLRQV DPRQ

SNHHSLQJ GRZQ 7RU\LVP DPRQJ WKH SHRSOH ~ 7HUU\ VRXJKW

JDLQLQJ WKH DXWKRULW\ WR LQGHILQLWHO\ GHWDLQ DQ\RQH

interestsof o urRPPRQ FRXQWU\ = ,Q -XO\ /IRXLVD /RYHOO GHWDL

OU ODUVKDO KDG UHWXUQHG IURP D QRUWKHUQ WULS ZKHU

RDWK ~ :KHQ ZRUG VSUHDG RI WKLV 3FRZDUGO \miyoutPLVVLRQ

I1DWFKH] ODUVKDO IOHG WR 9LFNVEXUJ 3WR VDYH KLV OLIH -

brandishing a noose. He survived because frigridsvened and placed him on a steam boat. In
May 1861, John Dickerson, leader of a Fair River, MissSdip YLJLODQFH FRPPLWWHH 3

WR IHUUHW RXW DOO GLVOR\DO SHUVRQV LQ RXU ERXQGV " D

&RRQ D QHLJKERU ZKRP 'LFNHUVRQ ODEHOHG DV 3SGDQJHURX

PRYHPHQW "~ &RRQ DOOHJ)UBWO\6REPBEWLDPG PYHRO\ SUDLVHG

FRQVLGHUHG KLP 3DQ HQHP\ WR RXU &RXQWU\" ZKR ZRXOG 3L

FRXOG ~DQG LQTXLUHG DV WR 3ZK D\Whé&RgHadoe idordrhittéex i/ W D N H

makeshift mobs belied G WKDW DOO VXEYHUVLYHV ZKR WKUHDWHQHG 3

FRXQWU\ " KDG WR EH FDSWXUHG )RU WKHVH HDUO\ &RQIHGF

QXPEHU RI VXSSRVHG 8GLVOR\DO SHUVRQV™ PDWWHUHG OLWYV

37B.A. Terry to John J. Pettus, April 30, 1861, John J. Pettus Correspondence, Roll 1812, Volume 36, Record Group
27, MDAH; Daily Evening CitizerfVicksburg, MS), January 15, 186llguisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, July 9,

1861, Quitman Family Papers, fol. 106; John Dickerson to John J. Pettus, May 18, 1861, Pettus Correspondence,
roll 2776, vol. 37.
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implicitly impeded their goal of ensuring that all Mississippians were totally loyal to the
Confederate cause.

With this protective nationalist goal in mind, the vigilance committees fervently targeted
alleged traitors for conspiring against the new southatiom Such was thiatensitywith which
protective nationalists sought to enforce loyalty to a country still in its infancy. Writing to his
friend Julia Southall, Columbus native and Union sympathizer, Henry Barnes, described how the
hypernationalist atrosphere in Mississippi was pervasive to the point of rendering speech
against the Confederacy treasonous, and contrasted it with that of the northern states, where he
ZDV YLVLWLQJ IULHQGV 3, VWRSSHG DW &KLFDJfdRorHU 6 XQG

the President of the U.§ public for the first timein monthsand it gladdened my heart to be

DEOH WR GR VR =~ %DUQHV EHOLHYHG WKDW WKH VRXWKHUQ S
PLVWDNH ~ KDYLQJ EHHQ 3SUHFLSLQVUQW HPGE Q Q WODRSUIRFRIO X WALKD
public speech into a treasonable offerinelanuary 1862, John Goss, the Ohio native who

escaped a whipping by secessionists in Attala County a year earlier, ran afoul of the local

vigilance committee when they discoveretktter Goss wrote to his brother in Ohio, describing

SWKH WURXEOHG VWDWH RI WKH WLPHV™ LQ OLVVLVVLSSL 7Kt
SK\VLFDO SXQLVKPHQW WKURXJK D IULHQGYV LQWHUYHQWLR
when anotheriG LYLGXDO JRW ZLQG RI KLV SROLWLFDO YLHZV *RV\
PLIUBWKHHWKHU RU QRW YLIJLODQFH JURXSVY WDUJHWYV ZHUH
less important than the fact that the hypationalist climate rendered any behayiocluding

mere speech, grounds for suspicion. Those looking for subversives were bound to find them.

3 Henry Barnes to Julia Southall, May 20, 1861, Sowthall and Bowen Family Papers, 9883 older 6, 04135,
SHC; Jason Nile Diary, January 2, 186Documenting the American South
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Treasonous speech alone could even be grounds for execution, as Chickasaw County
planter Levi Naron, who eventually worked as a spy for the Union anagrihe name
3& KLFNDVDZ ~ VRRQ GLVFRYHUHG ,Q WKH YLIJLODQFH FRP
VSHDNLQJ DJDLQVW WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ =~ 7KH\ KDG VHYHUHO\
RWKHUV DQG 1DURQTYV 8QLRQL VANeW WcBRe/latBrHamaMM@HUH ZHO O |
ambushed him at dusk and took him to a tree where they interrogated him and threatened the
noose. When Naron refused to join the Confederate army, the men prepared to hang him, arguing
WKDW 3uZH KDYH DOOKIRWLWR QRMWWLDKME IKHZIDLQVW XV {7 1
eliciting the sympathies of some clergymen in the committee, but the threats eventually became
too much, and he fled the county. Like Naron, Aughey avoided being lynched when a
sympathetic layperson arglithat he had uttered treasonous words, but had not committed
treasonous actions, and that the committee was not operating with the proper civil or military
authority. Others were not as lucky. A mob hung a Presbyterian Unionist pastor from Macon,
murdereda friend of Aughey, and two friends of his former pupils simply disappeared. Aughey
himself spent the rest of the war on the run and endured time in a Confederate prison before
finally reaching Union line® 1DURQYTV DQG $XJKH\TV H[S Mgter gublidV X QGH L
VSHHFK FRXOG EH LQWHUSUHWHG DV GLVVHQW LQ DQ DWPRYV
authority had already been established by mob rule.

7KH IDFW WKDW WKH YLJLODQFH FRPPLWWHHYV GHHPHG P
or at leassuggested that their alleged dissent against the Confederacy stemmed from their
sympathizing with arislavery views, was no coincidence. These vigilance mobs owed much in

terms of tactics and ideology to the antebellum slave paiitloughthe slavepatrol existed

% Thomas D. Cockrell and Michael B. Ballard, e@®hjckasaw, a Mississippi Scout for the Union: The Civil War
Memoir of Levi H. NarorfBaton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2009),1221. Quotes on 8, 18;
Aughey, Tupelq 46-59, 65, 7275. Quotes on 487.
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before the Confederacy, vigilance committees patterned themselves after slave patrols because
they too sought to counter threats to slavery, though in a different &ane patrols worked not
only to control the behavior of seditious sla\mit also that of suspicious whites who might aid
slaves. Wiereas in the antebellum period, supposed abolitionist infiltrators threatened slavery as
an institution, the birth of the Confederauia its separation from the Norttmeant that
abolitionistsnow threatened the Southern nation itself, because that nation was founded on the
preservation of slavery. Nationaklstinded Confederates insisted that abolitionists had seized
SRZHU LQ WKH 1RUWK WKURXJK WKH HOHFW{EG)L RDQVQFROQ L
Therefore, by threatening slavery, abolitionists now threatened the Confederady itself.

In mid-January 1861, the Woodville Vigilance Committee drove two men out of town,
one for using two names, the other for being an llliMGIR U Q 3V X VIS HR @Q/UAEBWR QL VW
months later, John Simmons wrote Pettus from Pike County wondering if the Home Guards had
SHUPLVVLRQ WR GHWDLQ 3VXVSLFLRXV FKDUDFWHUYV ~ 6LPPR(
SILQVWUXFWLQJ 1HIJURHV LQ RIQULWROKR\GHOF¥HS L\Q B DRI WO R ¢
ERDVWLQJ WKDW LI GUDIWHG LQWR WKH DUP\ WKH\ ZRXOG 3V
HVSHFLDOO\ FRQFHUQHG DERXW 3FKDUDFWHUV WKDW VOLS L
locals.Such suspicioproved especially insidious in the context of clesé neighborhoods
where everyone knew everyone else. In June 1861, Greene County resident O.J. Hood
FRPSODLQHG WR 3HWWXV DERXW IRXU PHPEHUV RI WKH OF/HF
abolton VHQWLPHQWY =~ ,Q UHVSRQVH WKH YLJLODQFH FRPPLWW
WULDO $0OOHQ OF&OHRG DOOHJHGO\ FDOOHG -HIIHUVRQ 'DYL
KLV EURWKHU 3HWHU FRPSDUHG WKH VO DutKANWETraddK H 3SFKLC

The committee gave Peter a choice between swearing the Confederate oath and leaving the

40 HaddenSlave Patrols4, 167203.
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FRXQW\ :KHQ KH UHIXVHG WR GR HL WteHelicaeyRiR€SofRJQPI HVVHG
HIWUHPH PHDVXUHVY KRZHYHU JUHDW WKH FULBWPh&®LIJKW EH ZIL
Hood even viewed antV ODYHU\ VSHHFK DV ZRUWK\ RI SH[WUHPH PHDVX
neighborhood demonstrated the desire among Confed®tibnalists for everyone to tow the

party line.

Confederate nationalists viewed any supposed threat to slavery as worthy of immediate
VXSSUHVVLRQ 6XVSLFLRXV SHUVRQV GLG QRW KDYH WR EH C
threat. In early 1862, RoDQD *HUGLQH W R h&calhty here Was/ddpatroVeve&yv W
night to see that no suspicious person is around to incite the negrd2& G L Q 3udpisiausv 3D
lookingwomarf KDG UHFHQW Onn&arby0luibu® JAHKG ZRPDQYV H[HFXWLRQ
foundStrychning along with papers D @6Goks RQ KHU SHUVRQ 3+DYH WR ORRN
ZKDW WKH\ GR ~ *HUGLQH FD XaeffRiQad Gounty Rrovast WaksbaMaléX PP H U
anOhiGERUQ PDQ IRU ODEHOLQJ OLVVLVNILISBHYV ZQBRWHUW KDW
8QLRQ JXQ ERDWYV ZRXOG 3VKHOO HYHU\ *RG 'DP SODQWDWLR
insurrection In these incidents, perceived threats to slavery became threats to the nation. In the
ZDNH RI OLVVLVVLS 2lidfvatdiof e BoRfeDealy, Wekfact that slaves might be
incited to insurrection by individuals within Mississippi itself immediately designated them
enemies of the Confederate cause, which was based on the protection of slavery. Rooting out
alleged dssidents who threatened slavery was the only way for protective nationalists to ensure

that every Mississippi was loyal to the nation and the institution that bolstered it.

“! Daily Evening Citizer{Vicksburg, MS), January 15, 1861ghn T. Simmons to John J. Pettus, September 25,
1861, in Bettersworth, edMississippi in the Confederacyol. 1, 294;0.J. Hood to John J. Pettus, June 19, 1861,
in Ibid, 293294.

2 Roxana Chapin Gerdine to Emily McKinstry Chapin, March 21, 1862, Gerdine Collection, UMDC,
[http://clio.lib.olemiss.edu/cdm4/document.php? CISOROOT=/civil war&CISOPTR=1654&RH@«t2ssed
December 6, 2011); How Hines to John J. Pettus, June 5, 1862, in Betterswollisgdsjppi in the Confederacy
Vol. 1, 295.
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In 1860 and 1861 the methods for enforcing protective nationalism in Missie& i
already in place. This type of nationalism envisioned individual citizens as component parts in
service to the greater nation, and it demanded a total devotion of bodies and resources to
achieving the goal of Confederate independence. Relying omgdrkafition of public and
institutional acquiescence to extralegal mob violence, Secessionists and then Confederates
created a deeply partisan atmosphere hostile to any possible dissenters who might question the
wisdom of disunion or the authority of thew Confederacy. They threatened violence against
Unionist and cooperationist voters during the secession campaign, and left few options on the
EDOORW IRU WKRVH ZLVKLQJ WR VXSSRUW DQ\WKLQJ EXW LPI
vote to secede, thesame hypenationalist groups continued their campaign of rooting out and
containing or exiling supposed abolitionists and Union sympathizers. In 1861, however, these
attempts at organized loyalty enforcement were stitel@ralized. The fact that mawmigilance
committee members questioned Pettus about what to do with captured alleged dissidents reveals
WKDW DOWKRXJK WKH\ ZHUH H[WHQVLRQV RI OLVVLVVLSSLTV
and centralized system for policing loyalty that thenfederate government would enact by mid
1862. This more centralized system was, in turn, a product of the new, expanded nation state that
emerged in both the North and South during the Civil War.

The vigilance committees and other extralegal groups, henveid not emerge in a
vacuum, nor did they by force alone compel Mississippians into disunion. Rather, these groups
were the extreme product of the already extreme concept: protective nationalism. They did not
create this nationalist fervor, they embatlie and they flourishe Q WKH ZDNH RI /LQFROC
electionwith the support of a majority of Mississippians. Across the state, people rejoiced at the

idea of an independent Confederacy, and vowed to devote all of their resources to its cause.
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Mississippias were temporarily overtaken by militaristic fervor, as circumstances made it easier
for themto embrace protective nationalism when it did not require much material sacrifice. In
these circumstances, declarations of loyalty, and the prioritization of amc macro
allegiances, were more cleeut. This alconsuming nationalism, however, was built on sandy
foundations that ultimately made it difficult to uphold. Its attempts to completely negate the
influence of otheloyalties proved unworkable in prace.

7KH YLILODQFH FRPPLWWHHVY DQG QieWpisUaye koite& RQIHGH
as a means of squelching out all perceived disseehaled the impossibility of enactiag
concept at odds with the reality of human loyalty layers. Protectiv@enaéism seemed realistic
LQ WKH ZDU YV bhHtwhe® thePURQrvainy entered the state in the summer of 1862, its
presence, and the shifting circumstances of thefaared Mississippians to reexamine what
Confederatéoyalty meant in light of dter attachment3.hey did not abandon the Confederate
cause in the wake of wamduced hardships, nor did they suddenly embrace the Union cause.
Rather, wartime hardships were the catalysts thata @$$G SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOL\
hardships seed as a trenchant reminder to Mississippians that living up to the protective
nationalist ideal of total devotion to the nation meant neglecting their other, multiple loyalties,
which did not cease to influence human behavior merely to accommodate treddesh

wartime hypemationalists.
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&KDSWHU &2IE®alcdlated to Test the Loyalty of her Citizens” 3URSHUW\ 3ULQFLS
and the Oath of Allegiance

In August of 1862, the Cantgkmerican Citizermpublished an editorial proclaiming the
LQGHIDWLIJDEOH UHVROYH RI OLVVLVVLSSL LQ WKH IDFH RI D
LV FRQFHUQHG °~ LW ERD YV WHhittér arfdVitélertiDgQ@aeHaifighAor©o@ KDY H
KXQGUHG \HDUV LI WKH\ FKRRVH WR FRQWLQXH WKH FRQWH\
VROGLHUV DV 31 XULR X ¥ssgredyM KCDWL QWE/D DRWPOHIKD 2 RIQKBUHG HYHU\!
VKULQH RPOEEHUWH 3WKH 4XHHQ ORWKHU RI WKH *UDFFKL =~ &
ZKRVH VWHDGIDVW GHYRWLRQ WR KHU VRQV 7LEHULXY DQG *
FRPPLWPHQW WR WKH 5RPDQ UHSXEOLF PDGH KHU d4MKH PRGH
VODYHV GHVSLVH GltikeAclaibad NohFdént that Knel servants would aid their
masters in driving the invaders from the state.

In a stark contrast to th& L W L¢ohfi§inée, however, the June 1863 issue of the Macon
Beaconcast doubtRQ OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY FRPPLWPHQW WR &RQIHGHUD
8O\WVHV 6 *UDQWTTV WURRSV P DB¢&ddri&néll Bhat b thescity feLFNVE XU J
SWKH ZKROH 6WDWH ZLOO EH VXEMHFWHG WR KRWWWMieOH LQVW
VXEMHFWHG WR D WHVW RI ILGHOLW\ WR SULQFLSOH IRU ZKL
FODLPHG WKDW OLVVLVVLSSLDQV ZRXOG *GLVJUDFH WKHPVHC
love of property and of principle operate in differentdiF WLRQV ~ DQG GLVSDUDJHG 3\
ZUHWFK ZKR VZHDUV D OLH WR VDYH KLV BERacBfothdiMs”™ E\ WD N |

EHKDYLRU HVSHFLDOO\ JDOOLQJ LQ WKH IDFH RI D KRVWLOH

1!30LVVLVVLSSL DP@eBicad KilzerDADQWRQ 06  $ X JXWrk# O L The Conéise Oxford
Companion to Classical Literatur&ds. M.C. Howatson and lan Chilvers. Oxford University Press, 13%6rd
Reference OnlinéDxford University PressUniversity of Calgary. Accessdeebruary 14, 2011.
http://www.oxfordreference.com/views/ENTRY.html?subview=Main&entry=t9.e737.
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and unyielding resistance HU DOO FLUFXPVWDQFHV  ZRXANG HQVXUH &R
encouraging resistance to Union invasion,Beaconhoped to make Mississippians live up to
the nationalist ideal that theemerican Citizerpromoted a year earlier.

By suggesting that white stherners should be, per ti&L W LJésQifitdn, resolutely
patriotic, and decrying them as traitors when they fell shorBé&azonand other proponents of
total nationalism did not consider how individuals negotiated between multiple loyalties.
Consicer the case ofishomingo County resident James B. WdilsNovember 1863, the
Federal army arrested Wells for bushwhacking in north Mississippi, but released him after he
swore the Union oath. Soon after, Confederate officials charged him with trelesolaimed to
EH D SRRU ZDJRQ PDNHU ZKR ZDV H[HPSWHG IURP &RQIHGHUL
SWKDW KH PLJKW ZRUN RQ KLV WUDGH ~ +H VDLG WKDW KH WEF
EDFN WR KLV IDPLO\ ZKR ZHUHGA Q QM@ VWHLUG RW K/DWD IKHDXZADL\R €D °
PDQ" ZKR SELWWHUO\ UHJUHWWHG WKH QHFHVVLW\ ODLG RQ |
the Confederate army if so required, but preferred to be detaitedddowork and family.
Ultimately, the Confederd HV GHHPHG KLP 3 KRQHVW WUXWKIXO" DQG U
conscript bureau release him.

When considering people like Wells, historians oftenvais&therthey were loyal
Confederates, but this question rests on the assumption that national allegidadetwgir
actions, which can lead to differing conclusions. Depending on the proclivities of the observer,

WKH &RQIHGHUDWHVY MXGJPHQW RI :HOOV DV 3KRQHVW WU X

2 Beacon(Macon, MS), June 10, 1863.

% Statement of James H. Harrington regarding James B. Wells, November 26, 1863; Arrest Papers of James B.
Wells, November 26, 1863, Nos. C 8IQ71, Roll 88, Letters Received by the Confederate Secretary of War
(Hereafter cited as LRSCW), ¥i37, War Departent Collection of Confederate Records, Record Group 109,
National Archives and Records Administration (Hereafter cited as NARA).
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ELWLBEDWWVLRWY RI 3EULOOLD Q Wish&Bwradring miit rleate it HU K D
the o HDFREITVQLWLRQ RI D 3SEDVH ZUHWFK”™ ZKR VZRUH D OLH W
assertion that he swore the oath out of concerns for self and family suggests that, patriotic
feelings aside, these mier OR\DOWLHV ZHUH RQ KLV PLQG :KHWKHU :HO
Confederate cannot be known. In such instances, rather than ask how loyal a Confederate he was,
historians should ask what other fidelities beyond nationalism motivated him. Doing s¢dead
FOHDUHU XQGHUVWDQGLQJ RI KRZ PXOWLSOH OR\DOWLHYV JXI
War. The influence of these different allegiances, in turn, reveals that the reach and impact of the
nineteenth century natiestate was more limited thdmstorians have concluded, despite the
&LYLO :DUTV LPEXLQJ LW ZLWK H[SDQGHG DSSDUDWXVHYV IRU
This chapter examines how Confederate and Union forces tried to police and enforce
total national loyalty among Mississippians by judging tlemording to the new standard of
protective nationalism. Although Mississippians had largely embraced a protective nationalist
fervor during the buildup to secession and throughout the first year of the war, such enthusiasm
FDPH HDV\ ZKHQ WdshipdHadyeOth Eonid| i@ tikeD doorsteps. As the second year
RI WKH zDU DUULYHG KRZHYHU PLOLWDU\ HYHQWY WHVWHG
influential loyalty layers in the name of total nationalist devotion. Indeed, their multiple
allegiances made loyalty enforcement problematic for two warring national governments seeking
WR SXW DOO FLWL]JHQV LQWR GLFKRWRPL]JHG 3OR\DO" DQG 3G
nationalism proved elusive when faced with the harsh reality ofatgipal implication on the
ground.
When Union forces entered the state in the summer of 1862, they attempted to enforce

OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY DOOHJLDQFH WR WKH 8QLWHG 6WDWHV WK
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forces responded Bnforcingthe proteave nationalist model that emerged during the secession

crisis, labeling treasonous any citizens who showed perceived deference to the Federals. As
(OLIDEHWK "XTXHWWH QRWHV WKH &LYLO :DUYfV WZR IDFWLR(
JXDUDQWHHLGDM. MAWIWHP®WLFDOO\ DQG UHOLDEO\N GLVWLQJXL'
PLQG 3ZDU WDNHV ZKDW KDV EHHQ DUJXHG DV DQ HOHPHQW
and enemy, and, stripping away all potential nuance, demands the clear categafizdition

SHUVRQV DQGQEOFLWVRQ\WL'SSL &RQIHGHUDWH IRUFHVY UHMHFW
loyalty layers, via their need to distinguish friend from enemy, resulted in an attempt at total

loyalty enforcement. This attempt contributed to an alrdehted climate that turned everyday

actions into potentaW HV WV R D Qedlt@X&dn¥ side ¥mi@ Hitiddnion forces

operated under the same concept.

Many Mississippians, however, acted on allegiances separate from nationalism, even as
Confederate partisanssednationalist languag&dV R M X G J HheS&HiBr ®hetsermbraced a
QDWLRQDO YLVLRQ WKDW FRQIOLFWHG ZLWK WKH JRYHUQPHC
resources to the goal of achieving Confederate independence. Isithatiens, the model of
SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVP OHG FLYLO DQG PLOLWDU\ DXWK
LOQWR SHRSOHYV OLYHV LQ DQ HIIRUW WR HQIRUFH DOOHJLDC
PXOWLSOH OR\DOW L$leXperfehee dentdhsiratés\hov tBeSrisfimpowered
modern natiorstate emerged during the Civil War, a model that subsequently arose during

succeeding American conflictaradoxically, however, the war created a strong state that was,

* Elizabeth Duquettd,oyal Subjects: Bonds of Nation, Race and Allegiance in Ninet@situry America
(Piscataway, NJ: Rutgers University Press, 2010), 42.

® For studies that argue that the Civil War created the modern American-sttiensee Richard Franklin Bensel,
Yankee Leviathan: The Origins of Central State Authority in America,-188%(Cambrdge: Cambridge
University Press, 1990); Peter and Nicholas ONatjons, Markets and War: Modern History and the American
Civil War (Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2006); Melinda Lawdeatriot Fires: Forging a New
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in the most cruciahspect, not that strong. Despite its expanded powers, it could not enforce total
loyalty among its subjects, which was the very justification for its increased powers in the first
place.

OLVVLVVLSSL ZzDV WKH VLWH RI1 VHY H UDvest&rbthveRtgl FDP SDLJ
which ensured that Mississippians would be in close contact with the Union army through most
of the conflict. Following the defeat at the Battle of Shiloh, Tennessee, fought on April 6
1862, Confederate forces retreated south to @grMississippi, with the bloody and battered
Union forces in slow pursuit. In the meantime, the Confederates realized their untenable position
against a numerically superior foe and evacuated the city. The Federals marched into Corinth
unopposed on May 3@stablishing a foothold in Mississippi that, when combined with Union
operations on the Mississippi River, they retained from that point on. The Union thrust into the
state culminatedroJduly 4, 1863when * HQHUDO -RKQ 3HPEHUWRQTV $UP\ RI 91
surrendered tdJlysses S. Grardfter a three month siege. Confederate military fortunes in
Mississippi never recovered after the Vicksburg campaign. Capturing the city gave the Federals a
base from which they could raid throughout the state for the remaihter war. In midJuly
1863, Pontoto€ounty resident M.J. Blackwell recognized this fact immediately, telling his
sisterin-ODZ WKDW 3VLQFH WKH IDOO RI 9LFNVEXUJ , VXSSRVH Z}
R Y H USWKiGh ccupation posed numerousitnges for Mississippians, especially in

regards to the ethical quandaries around swearing the oath of allegiance.

American Nationalism ithe Civil War North(Lawrence: University Press of Kansas, 2002); Stephanie McCurry,
Confederate Reckoning: Power and Politics in the Civil War S@@aimbridge: Harvard University Press, 2010).
®BenWynne,0LVVLVVLSSLYTV &LYLO :DWachnl@ENNeECe Uiviérsity RtgER 2006); BR

Michael B. BallardVicksburg: The Campaign that Opened the MissisgiPpapel Hill: University of North

Carolina Press, 2004), 4281; Timothy B. SmithMississippi in the Civil War: The Home Frofiiacken:

University Press of Mississippi, 2010), 3, 120; M.J. Blackwell to Margaret E. Blackwell, July 17, 1863, Margaret E.
Blackwell Papers, folder 1, 04790 Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University of North Carolina,
Chapel Hill (hereaftecited as SHC).
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Historian Anne Rubimotesthat many Confederatesnsidered an oath taken under
coercion inherently nebinding They thereforswore it pagmatically,allowing them to violate
it with a clean consciee@s a means to achieving other ends like securing housing, food and
protection while still remaining loyal Confederattst RZHYHU WKH OLQH EHWZHHQ 3
3LGHRORJL F D Oftefebiuknp AXlth&ugh R¥bin concedtdsat oathswearing was not
always an indication of disloyalty, her assertion that-taitlers werele-facto Confederates
implies that nationalismemained the bedrock standard by which southerners judged their
actions. This assumption fails to consider the constrained circumstances under which people
swore oaths. Mississippians took the oath as a means to get something they wanted, such as
trading @sses, protection from Confederate conscription agents, or permission to visit relations
behind the lines. In order to achieve these desired ends, they had to profess Union loyalty to
Federal authorities. They thereby took part in the wartime nationslcsiudse in which
SDUWLVDQYVY WULHG WR DVFHUWDLQ SHRSOHVY OR\DOWLHV W
rendered all claims of allegiance inherently suspect. To explain howatatiy undermined the
effectiveness of protective nationalism durihg Civil War, this chapter examines the reasons
some Mississippians gave for criticizing oddikers, and how oatfakers defended their actions.
&ULWLFVY FRQVLGHUHG WKH RDWK D UHOLDEOH PHFKDQLVP IR
rather thardemonstrating pragmatism, ogatikers invoked multiple loyalties to self and family
that had little to do with separate nationalist feelings.

$PHULFDYVY OHVV VWUXFWXUHG DQG OHVV KLHUDUFKLFDC
suspicion of ritualistic pompnd circumstance, meant that oaths never entailed the same level of

ceremonial reverence there that they did in other societies. Nevertheless, the use of oaths as a

" Anne Sarah RubirA Shattered Nation: The Rise and Fall of the Confederacy,-186&(Chapel Hill: University
of North Carolina Press, 2005),95.
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mechanism for identifying allegiance had been established in the United States welihzefore
outbreak of the Civil War. Upon their arrival in New England, the Puritans instituted an oath to
LGHQWLI\ WKRVH OR\DO WR WKH QHZ FRPPRQZHDOWK 7KH IL!
new printing press in 1639 was the loyalty oath. Americamsg the Revolutionary era also
HPEUDFHG WKH RDWK DQG *HRUJH :DVKLQJWRQ YLHZHG LW C
friends from enemies. Thus, oaths played an important role in affirming human relationships and
in demonstrating honor in eigkgnth and nineteenth century America, especially in the South. In
many aspects of southern life, including gentlemanly agreements, university formalities, and
demonstrations of honor and integrity between political rivals, the oath served as a binding
contact to be respected by those within the circle of honor who swore it. Moreover, southern
KRQRU VHUYHG ERWK LQGLYLGXDO DQG FRPPXQDO IXQFWLRQ
measured by their status within the community, and southerners loogedrapproval on
public and private mattefs.

From 1861 through the end of Reconstruction, the northern government relied on the oath
as the chief mechanism for enforcing loyalty and for bringing the South back into the Union. The
Federal army in Mississg made the otherwise voluntary oath a prerequisite for Mississippians
ZLVKLQJ WR WUDYHO WKURXJK WKH VWDWH RU WUDGH DW 8Q
conception of loyalty to the Union specifically referred to the Union that formed as the war
progressed, embracing emancipation and reconstruction of the seceded states. This new

FRQFHSWLRQ FRQWUDVWHG ZLWK PDQ\ FRQVHUYDWLYH OLVVL

® Duquette Loyal Subjects46; Stephen V. AshWhen the Yankees Came: Conflict and &hia the Occupied
South, 18641865(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1995);48} 6661; Bertram WyatBrown,
Southern Honor: Ethics and Behavior in the Old Sd@kford: Oxford University Press, 1982),-33, 5557
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constituting the old antebellum political order with slavery intadtssissippiansthen, held

varying opinions about taking the oath. Some wrestled over the serious ethical dilemmas the oath
presented, but others viewed oath swearing and its attendant implications about loyalty as

irrelevant because they took the oath out of allegiaaltegether distinct from nationalism.

One Mississippian who considered the oath a serious matter was Vickssed

Episcopal minister William Wilberforce Lord. In a lengthy 1863 treatise, Lord ruminated over
3ZKHWKHU D PDQ RZLQJ WRXHUME®OIYW.DRRXOWRLRQHRRG IDLWK
RDWK WR VXSSRUW D KRVWLOH JRYHUQPHQW "~ $Q RDWK WDN|
was void by law since the nature of its administering was itself a breach of law. Nonetheless,

Lord viewed the ath as stillmoralyELQGLQJ HVSHFLDOO\ ZKHQ RQHYV OLIH
EDODQFH 'LVWUHVVHG WKDW PDQ\ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV HYLGHQ
/IRUG LQVLVWHG WKDW WKH\ UHIUDLQ IURP GREQss anR HYHQ L
GHWULPHQW WR SHUVRQDO LQWHUHVWY ~ +H PDLQWDLQHG W
3JRYHUQHG E\ QR KLJKHQWHUWNAG W KD GsieRriddiDsgukrely

within the protective nationalist model. For him there cdaddho compromise between loyalty

to the state and personal interests. Mississippians should be wholly devoted to the Confederacy,

and any deviations from this at-nothing approach to nationalism were unacceptable.

Other Mississippians agreed with Ldiaht oathswearing resulted from the moral
weakness of insufficient patriotism by those who placed themselves over the Confederacy.
Writing to his son in the army in April 1863, Jackson, Mississippi resident William Thompson

noted that in Lauderdale Count 3SDOO ZLWKLQ WKHLU >8QLRQ@ OLQHV KDY

° Duquette L oyal Suljects 47; Harold Melvin HymanEra of the Oath: Northern Loyalty Tests During the Civil

War and ReconstructiofPhiladelphia: University of Pennsylvania Press, 1954), 35; Richard Franklin BEneel,

American Ballot Box in the Mifllineteenth CenturgNew York: Cambridge University Press, 2004), 2226.
©Y3gRQVFLHQFH DQG WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ 2U p7KH 2DWK § ORUDOO\ DQG 3UD
: / R U ®aily Southern CrisigJackson, MS), January 3, 1863.
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DOOHJLDQFH ~ &DOOLQJ WKH )HGHUDOV D 3ILHQGLVK™ DQG 3K
SWKRVH ZKR DUH ZLOOLQJ WR JR EDFN LQWR D XQLRQ ZLWK W
me than the vile< DQNHHV W KHPQY/G\WO € RXQW\ UHVLGHQW (OL]D 6LYHO\
VHQWLPHQW WHOOLQJ KHU GDXJKWHU 3, DP VRUU\ WR VD\ P
GHPRUDOL]JHG DQG KDYH WDNHQ WKH RDWK ~ LQHWXGLQJ RQH
February 1863, a Hinds County police board member complained to the governor that nearly all
RWKHU ERDUG PHPEHUV KDG 3SWDNHQ WKH 2DWK RI $OOHJLDQ
Dameron, writing to his wife from Meridian in November 1863, @i HQWHG WKDW D IULHQ
JRWWHQ D SDVV WR JR WR OHPSKLV  DQG UHWXUQHG 3ZLWKR.
DGGHG WKDW 3. HUVKDZ DOV RtAdh€y ihongyx ioriey] wWaaRWRINE idtK H R D W K
PDNH D PDQ G R"Moa&takerdften licited criticisms from fellow citizens. Indeed, a
great many Mississippians considered taking it to be a treasonous offence.

Mississippi soldier Edwin Miller, for example, writing to his mother from Virginia in
ODUFK EULVWOHG DWWWKKBLVMAVWUHNWEBRBBNVN«ZLZEBERKDYH WDNHQ
DOOHJLDQFH WR VXSSRUW RXU HQHPLHV ~ SURPLVLQJ WKDW
reap the harvest which they are now sowing when the war is over, and the Mississippians who
are now serving theire XQWU\ UHWXUQ KRPH ~ KH ZDUQHG 3LW LV P\ P
should have their heads shaved on one side and be branded, as deserters are, with a red hot iron,
DV WUDLWRUV DQG WKHQ EDQLVKHG IRUHYHU IUdRP RXU FRXC

considered oatkakers to be traitors, and chafed at rumors that he was among them. Following

M william H. Thomson to RuffiiThomson, April, No Date, 1863, Ruffin Thomson Pap&8221889, folder 6,
03315, SHC; Eliza H.B. Sively to Jane Sivley, Undated, Jane Sively Letters18882folder 4, 0189%, Ibid;

R.C. Webb to John J. Pettus, February 28, 1863, John J. PettuspBadence, Roll 1446, Volume 51, Record
Group 27, Mississippi Department of Archives and History, Jackson, Mississippi (Hereafter cited as MDAH);
William Dameron to Wife, November 15, 1863, Norton, Chilton and Dameron Family Papersl 9Z&older 8,
sa. 1, 03264, SHC.
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the Union occupation of Oxford, Mississippi in March 1863, a local doctor accused Taylor,
DORQJ ZLWK 7D\ORUYYV DFTXDLQWDQ FHappgirRgRDa\Chi¢hgpG DO DQG
QHZVSDSHUYYWOHDWLRII RLWKLVVLSSLDQYVY :KHWKHU RU QRW 7
LV XQNQRZQ EXW KH GHQLHG WKLV DFFXVDWLRQ LQ D OHWW
DQG FRQVFLRXVO\ XWNiddqudMndahduiQhé KM RIS H U8/ QDPHYV 7D\OR
"HQGDO WKDW 3SQHLWKHU \RXU QDPH RU WKDW RI OU 6ODWHY
OR\DO VRXWKHUQHUV “ DQG DVVHUWHG WKDW 3KLJKZD\ UREE
comparecG WR WKHVH PDOLFLRXVY DVVDXOWYV DJDLQVW WKH LQWH
VRXWKHUQ SULQFLSOH ~ /LNH OLOOHU 7D\ORU HPEUDFHG WK
country should be paramount. In keeping with the southern tradigbirtked patriotism to the
upholding of personal and communal honor, he believed that those who violated this ideal had
committed a dishonorable offense equal to other disloyal acts like desértion.

Oathswearing was of such concern that Governor J#ttus spoke to the Mississippi
legislature about it in November 1863. Though he admitted that the war in his state had been
3ZHOO FDOFXODWHG WR WHVW WKH OR\DOW\ RI #aking. FLWL]HQ"
+H FRQFHGHG W Kiudthatsemée Mdigitliblds k8ng council of their fears, have
taken the oath of allegiance to and sought the protection of the Government of the United
6WDWHV ~ EXW LQVLVWHG WKDW 3WKH JUHDW KHDUW RI WKH
causecDV ZKHQ WKH FRQWIVMO DLLPY VY EWKDW PRVW UHPDLQHG 3

Pettus impliedhatoathtakersby contrastdid notremain trueHe believed that Mississippians

12 Edwin Miller to Mrs. H.R. Miller, March 29, 1863, Miller Family Papers, 18864, #MUMO00297, Folder 51,
Archives and Special Collections, J.D. Williams Library, University of Mississippi, Oxford, Mississippi, (hereafter
cited as UMAE); W.C. Taylor to Thomas N. Wendal, March 4, 1863, Longstréieton Collection, 18441954,
#MUMO00276, Folder 4, Ibid; WyatBrown, Southern Hongrl12.

13 United States War Department, conithe War of the Rebellion: Official Records of the Union andf@ierate
Armies 130 vols. (Washington, DC: Government Printing Office, 28801) ser. 4, vol. 2, p. 919. (Hereafter cited
asOR).
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could not swear the Union oagimd be loyal Confederageat the samertie,because the
protective nationalist ideal made the two actions incompafii@spite the limits that such an

ideal placed on human behavior, somisd¥sippians nonetheless struggled to livét by

UHPDLQLQJ S\ WUXH WR WKH FodtlkH” DQG UHIXVLQJ WR WDNH W

In October 1862, €hicago TimesUHSRUW IURP *UDQWYV KHDGTXDUWHL

OLVVLVVLSSL QRWHG WKDW ZKLOH DS RRWVHEBWURE Q) GXRIEHR

SURSHUW\" WRRN WKH RDWK 3*PDQ\ JR DZi2h CMb®@IE@WO\ UHIXYV

Gibson, the widowed owner of Deer Creek plantatiold Davis that while her neighbor took

WKH RDWK LQ RUGHU WR VHOO FRWWRQ WR WKH )HGHUDOV D

WKHUH >VLF@ RDWK«, FD @IW YGRV LPAH XQRO HWV RXUD VYW WDRQR C

Another Warren County resident, Emilie Riley McKinley, also would not swear the oath even as
she endured Union occupation from 1863 until the end of the war-t&latily was a

controversial matter in hereighborhood. Local physician Daniel Nailor adamantly refused to

VZHDU LW H[FODLPLQJ WKDW KLV ERQHV ZRXOG 2EOHDFK RQ

OF.LQOH\TV &RQIHGHUDWH IULHQGV ZHUH IXULRXV WR KHDU \

River hadtaken the oath claiming the need for protection. McKinley herself refused to swear it,
even when the Federals made it harder to procure supplies without dofr@tker

Mississippians, however, did take the oath, often under the premise that doingred secu
protection for their property or permission to travel, excuses that infuriated nationialcktd

critics.

14 Vxford, Mississippi Report from General Grant's Army Carnp 0 8 0 %R YROGHU
UMASC; Jane Gibson to Jefferson Davis, November 9, 186fh&énPapers of Jefferson Davis, Vol. 11, September
1864May 1865 Lynda Laswell Crist, Barbara J. Rosek, Kenneth H. Williams, eds., (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State
University Press, 2003), 150; Gordon Aot@n, ed From the Pen of a SHRebel: The Civil War Diary of Emilie

Riley McKinley(Columbia: University of South Carolina Press, 2001), 26, 3:6%4
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In August 1863, Caroline Seabury, a northkeonn schoolteacher living in Columbus,
OLVVLVVLSSL FULWLFL]J]HG '"HOWDZ®WDW R/ FWA/D NHEBVEL R FOR B f
PDWWHU E\ ZKDW PHDQV ~ 7KH SODQWHUYVY VSRUWHG 3SURWHF
WDNLQJ WKH RDWK ~ VKH DGGHG 6HDEXU\ IRXQG WKLV EHKD)
very little devotion to the Confedelel ©~ VKH ZURWH 3SHUKDSV EHFDXVH D <D
DFFHVVLEOH ~ ,Q 0D\ :D\QH &RXQW\ UHVLGHQW $QQD 3LFl
ORFDOV KDG EHFRPH 3GHDU ORYHUV RI WKH 8QLRQ DQG KDW't
fallof MObLOH $ ORFDO SODQWHU HSLWRPL]JHG VXFK WUHDVRQ IF
RIl WR WDNH WKH RDWK RI DOOHJLDQFH IRU WKH SXUSRVH RI
SKH LQWHQGY PRYLQJ EDFN WR WKH FLW\tdADéaAWIRRQ DV KH SRV
SODQWDWLRQ WR WKH WHQGHU PHUFLHV RI WKH QHJURHV |
QDWLYH 6DPXHO ORRUH WROG KLV ZLIH WKDW D QHLJKERU 3V
DQ\ PRUH«, WKRXJKW KH ZRXO0G HBH WKH QRIDWYK P DrX DWK IV\V PZAR F
IRUPHU VWDWH UHSUHVHQWDWLYH -DPHV $OFRUQ LQIRUPHG |
+HOHQD ZLWKRXW WDNLQJ pWKH RDWK § , UH3IThese/criicKk DW P D G
believed that swearing the oathdafeguard property was treasonous, because doing so put self
interest above Confederate independence.

Other Mississippians, however, demonstrated that this conclusion was too simplistic.

Some touted their Confederate loyalty, but still indicated thatonhayalties had to be
considered as legitimate motivations behind taking the oath. Their actions revealed how multiple

DOOHJLDQFHV XQGHUPLQHG SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVWVTY L

5 Suzanne L. Bunkers, efihe Diary of Caroline Seabury, 188863(Madison: University of Wisconsinress,
1991), 103; Anna Pickens to Josie Howe, May 4, 1865, Chiliab Smith Howe Paperd,8B®14older 53, ser. 1.6,
03092, Ibid; Samuel Moore to Mary Moore, August 20, 1863, Samuel Blanche Moore L&118(X).000/F,
MDAMH; James Lusk Alcorn to Wife, Augst 29, 1863, James Lusk Alcorn Papers, 18549, folder 4, 00005,
SHC.
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as evidence of national loyalty orthack thereof. This, in turn, displayed the inherent difficulty
of trying to enforce a simplistic ideal in the complicated real word. The presence of so many
critics of oathtaking indicates that protective nationalism functioned as an ideal for people to
strive towardsYet, even though the Confederate nation had the backing of plenty of
OLVVLVVLSSLDQV ZKR UHFRJQL]HG WaKdrs, 8dJmeehdrigsmHoaths W U HD \
or otherwise, could be devised to aid the state in compeditagallegian@ among all of its
subjects.
7DNH IRU H[DPSOH WKH H[SHULH Q &adgtrdr df BEohErK H] SOD QW

Mississippi governor John Quitmamuisa Lovell. Amidst rumors of Yankee invasion in May
R VKH ZURWH WR KHU KX VfEdDsQ@I@ thak ¢y Ty 1ake DUNVserrant®Rk Q O\
and try to compel us to take the oath, which ImiiterGR = %\ J)HEUXDU\ ZLWK WK
Federals welHVWDEOLVKHG LQ 1DWFKH] /RYHOO WROG -RVHSK WK
UHTXLUHPHQWY RI WKH <DQNHHV WKH\ LQWHQGHG WR VHL]H
IRUHPRVW LV WKDW HKiRtlLEOH RDWK ~ 6KH FR

S:KDW WR GR , GR QRW NQRZ , IHHO DV LI , ZRXOG V)

than go against my conscience & yet here is the fearful alternative of that or

starvation & beggaring. | believe that should we persist in our present feeling as

regads this diabolical oath, that the next move would be to order us out of the

OLQHYV DZD\ IURP RXU KRPH :RXOG QRW WKLV EH D:
6WLOO /RYHOO UHIXVHG WR VXEPLW FRPSODLQLQJ WKDW 3Q
ZRXOG 3SODFH KHOBSOYKNK ZFRRVQWLRQ 30DQ\ DGYLVH WDNLQ
VXEPLW WR WKH WRUWXUH RI WKH UDFN ~ VKH QRWHG 3VXFK

couldeverGR LW =~ ,Q ODUFK KRZHYHU DIWHU QHDUOd WZR \HI

3 will tell we were compelled to take tbath 7KLQN RI WKDW -RH °~ VKH H[FODLF
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is theoathof amnesty” VKH DGGHG 3LW ZDV WK L ¥ SeitinteregDdiived W L R Q E

by the fear of material discomfort, led Lovell to swear tlath. These separate attachments came
into conflict with her national feelings. Had the influence of protective nationalism won out in
this instance, Lovell would have risked losing her home and endured banishment from the lines.
In refusing to do so shdemonstrated the limited influence of protective nationalism on even
self-proclaimed Confederates.

Like Lovell, many other Mississippians claimed that taking the oath out ehsetést
did not reflect their true national feelings. In June 1862, ChakeCounty Unionist Levi Naron
ZDV LQLWLDOO\ VXUSULVHG WR VHH OLVVLVVLSSLDQV 3IORFN
RFFXSLHG &¢RULQWK +H VRRQ GLVFRYHUHG KRZHYHU WKDW
pure motive, but for the purpose of selilfK HLU FRWWRQ - WBENHHGY/ YDIOHDV K DRAED I
ZKLFK WKH\ NHSW FRQFHDOHG "~ ZDLWLQJ WR KHOS WKH &RQI
area. Even Confederates charged with punishingte&rs were not immune to the influence of
other loydties in the matterAddressing thevave ofoath VZHDULQJ DIWHU 9LFNVEXUJY
&RQIHGHUDWH FDYDOU\ VFRXW &KDUOHY $0O0HQ WRWG KLV SI
would be easier to name the true onestoyoyQ UHVSRQVH KLY Q@R®RDQ\ ZDV JR
HYHU\ KRUVH IURP WKH VSRWWHG PHQ RI :DUUYdt@hileWeXUQ WKE
went about seizingoatWWDNHUVY SURSHUW\ $0O0OHQ QRWHG WKDW KLV |
after the Federals threatened to arrest him and vorfb WH KLV SURSHUW\ 3%V KH FR
children he told them he would take the oath but would not consider it still binding, as it was a
IRUFHG RDWK =~ $OOHQ ZURWH ,Q WKLY FDVH KH DFNQRZOHG

property and family wre separate from national feelings, and therefore exempted him from

% Louisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, December 5, 1862, February 7, 1864, March 8, 1864, Quitman Family Papers,
17841978 folders 110, 111, 112, ser. 1.2, 00616, SHC.
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punishment. Allen did not, however, extend this courtesy to othettaleths whom he deemed
traitors."’

Other Mississippians faced the same dilemma when the oath pitted national against
personal interests. In early June 1863, Claiborne County resident Elizabeth Ingraham, the
Confederate sister of Union General George Meade, criticized neighbors who took the oath from
JHGHUDO UDLGHUV 2QH LQ SDUWLFXOMDW ¥ IKH RKRMMHG VP E G
VWLOO SRLQW ~ $OWKRXJK ,QJUDKDP FKLGHG KHU QHLJKERU\
WKH VDPH FRQIOLFWYV 3, GR SUD\ WR *RG KH >$0IUHG@ ZLOO
ORVH PXFK PRUH LQRHZBUDG®W MRWHXWKH VWUHQJIJWK WR 3UHYV
WKH ZKROH FRXQWU\ VXFFXPEV DQG WkKH&wllingde3B &RQIHGH L
sacrifice all material possessions for the good of the cause was an ideal that Ingraham struggled
to live wp to, but seiLQWHUHVW ZDV D FRQVWDQW PRWLYDWRU +HU G
SGHVSRWLVP" LPSRVHG E\ WKH 8QLRQ RDWK VXJJHVWYV WKDW
the mere thought of committing what others might construe as a treasonauacketd her
conscience. Such fear resulted from the unrealistic model of devotion that protective nationalism
wrought on even seiflentified loyal Mississippians.

Warren County planter James Dick Hill faced accusations of treason when, due to his
oathswearing, the army denied him the return of slaves sent to Alabama in 1863. Describing the
FKDUJH DV :DQ LQIDPRXV IDOVHKRRG ~ +LOO SURWHVWHG WR

IRU SURWHFWLRQ DQG WKHUH LV QR dRedHHIl @asmvéet Blons&SIODFH ZKF

" Thomas D. Cockrell and Michael B. Ballard, edShickasaw, A Mississippi Scout for the Union: The Civil War
Memoir of Levi H. NaroriBaton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2005) 5 5&rjes B. Allen to
Parents, September 14, October 4, August 863,1James Allen and Charles B. Allen Papers, 148D,

microfilm, 01697, roll 1, SHC.

BW. Maury Darst, ed.37KH 9LFNVEXUJ 'LDU\ Rl OUV $QIQUHG ,QduralkDP 0D\
Mississippi History 44Feb.;Nov., 1982): 174.
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taking the oath to get something in return. In September 1863, aMigglssippi cavalryman
LQIRUPHG 3HWWXV WKDW SHRSOH 3DOO DORQJ WKH 5DLO 5RD
OLQHV 37KH VFDUFLWKIR ID\OBDOHWH GP HPDAW LY IRU WKLY LOOLFLW
Following a Union raid through Attala County, Will Kirkland told his cousin, Bettie that with
IHZ HIFHSWLRQV 3QHDUO\ DOO WKH PHQ LQ WKH QHLJKERUKF
butaVVXUHG %YHWWLH WKDW 3WKH V\PSDWKLHYV RI QHDUO\ DOO
pay for property which the Yanks had taken and in most instances it was needed to buy supplies
IRU WKHLU |D P L Orlatdy CoubtydlaRtishdRme lab@r may have had similar
LQFHQWLYHV IRU VZHDULQJ WKH RDWK LQ -XO\ 7TKH RDWK
their oaths included no personal statements, all save the laborer, H.B. Watson, had substantial
holdings in property and reaktate liale to be exposed to Federal raids. Watson likely worked
RQ ORFDO SODQWDWLRQV DQG WKHUHIRUH DOVRh&B G DQ LQW
examples indicate that even as Confederate nationalists conflatesiv@sthng with treason,
such a chrge was not enough to prevent Mississippians from swearing it out of micro loyalties
unrelated to nationalism. The Confederate state simply did not have the power to make the
protective nationalist ideal into a reality when it came to oaths.

In additionto securing protection for property, other Mississippians swore the oath to
avoid Confederate conscription, continue commercial activity, and visit family and friends living

beyond Confederate lines. Relying on the oath as a mechanism for gauging aldegaleral

19 James Dick Hilko Jefferson Davis, March 23, 24, 1865, in Crist, Rosek, Williams EHs.Papers of Jefferson

Davis, Vol. 11150; W.L. Nugent to John J. Pettus, September 29, 1863, Pettus Correspondence, Reel 1446, Volume
51, MDAH; Will Kirkland to Bettie Howard, Deceber 12, 1864, Juanita Brown Collection, 18864,

#MUMO00048, box 1.18, folder 73, UMASC; Oaths and Safeguards of John Isenhood, John Herod, Henry Stam,

H.B. Watson, July 17, 1863, in Records of the Provost Marshal General (Hereafter cited as RPM@hiJ.S.
Commands, Military Division of the Mississippi, Letters Recorded, Statements of Scouts, Misc. Pape8%, 1864

RG 393, Entry 2521, NARA,; 1860 U.S. Census, Yazoo County, Mississippi, John Herod, Henry Stam, H.B.

Watson J.M. Isenhood, digital image&ncestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed April 7, 2011).
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officials often judged these individuals as loyal to the Union. Examining the reasons why these
Mississippians claimed Union allegiance, however, sheds light on how the complexity of human
loyalty layers renders such judgments suspdetse Misissippians swore the oath under

constrained circumstances, in which pledging Union allegiance was a necessary means for
DFKLHYLQJ WKHLU GHVLUHG HQGV 7KLV IDFW VXJJHVWYV WKD
conclusions notwithstanding, insbyQJ ZLWK FHUWLWXGH WKDW WKH\ ZHUH 3
conclusion conflates their ends with their means, shifting the focus away from the micro loyalties
which they indicated were important influences on their behavior. This is not to deny the

posgbility that some Mississippians who took the oath were Unionists, but it is to say that the

oath was not a reliable tool with which to make such a judgment.

In December 1863, Rankin County farmer and Vicksburg parolee Archibald St. Clair
SHVFDSH® LRWRLQHYV  DW 1HZ 2UOHDQV DQG 3IHDULQJ WR EH
ZDV 3 GHVLURXV WR WDNH >WKH@ RDWK RI DOOHJLDQFH  DQG
natives Joseph Byrd and Marion, Martin, and Obadiah Parker came to New Old¢ansychat
WKH\ KDG 3DOZD\V EHHQ OR\DO "~ $IWHU EHLQJ FRQVFULSWHG
before escaping to Union lines, where they desired to take the oath. The Federal commission
MXGJHG WKH PHQ WR EH 3KRQHVW BQ\GHA QIFHRPHDY DRYDRQ W|
DJDLQVW WKH JRYHUQPHQW DQG IODJ RI WKH 8QLWHG 6WDW
%HHU *DUGQHU DQG %DUQHW %URGQLQW]D IOHG WR )HGHUDC
VHUYLFH = %YRWK ZHUHRDW R O LI GCWMR KW D)WKE hNMKIHOV GHHPHG Wk
SHUVRQV "~ ,Q 2FWREHU %LOR[L QDWLYHV *HRUJH $QGUH?Z
,VODQG 3WR DYRLG FRQVFULSWLRQ DQG ZHUH WKHQ VHQW W

wanted to takethecatb QG 3JR WR ZRUN LQ WKH FLW\ =~ 1HZ 2UOHDQV U
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vouched for the men, noting that both had relatives in the Union army, reinforcing their standing
DV 3JRRG 8QLRQ OHQ ~ 7DNLQJ JHGHUDO RIILFLDOVY ZRUG WK
Unionists neglects the fact that they all swore the oath to avoid Confederate conscription. They
may or may not have been loyal, but the oath could not prove this, since they swore it for reasons
beyond the mere desire to publically avow their patriofiSm.

The case of Pontotoc County native Thomas Sheppard further illustrates this point.
Sheppard was working as a U.S. government clerk in Kansas before the war, but came to Holly
Springs, Mississippi, in late 1862. Soon, he was arrested by Confederate fhorsbsifiled
between prisons, where he gave conflicting loyalty statements. Initially, Sheppard said that he
UHWXUQHG WR OLVVLVVLSSL 3SGHWHUPLQHG WR VHHN KLV UHC
and swore that he had never fought for the U.Stal@n the Union oath. When moved to
Columbus, Mississippi, Sheppard explained that after leaving Holly Springs, he went to lllinois
WR FRQWLQXH ZRUNLQJ IRU WKH 8 6 JRYHUQPHQW EXW UHL\
seek his relatives Sout) QG MRLQ WKH &RQIHGHUDWH VHUYLFH ~ ,Q D W
Sheppard contradicted his previous testimonies, claiming that he could not join the Confederate
DUP\ GXH WR D 3FDVH RI WKH NLGQH\V ~ +H DOVR VibeLG WKDW
8 6 JRYW "~ DQG ZDV 3XQZLOOLQJ WR YLRODWH LW™ E\ ILJKWL
to remain in prison. Ultimately, the Confederate authorities recommended that Sheppard be sent
WR WKH 6DOLVEXU\ SULVRQ LQ IMRD®Q K @ DH'EHKESIFPRWER J&H FRQ

emphasis on visiting family within Confederate lines, and his desire to avoid military service,

N3gUFKLEDOG 6W &ODLU -RVHSK %\UG ODULRQ ODUWLQ 2EDGLDK 3DUNF
Persons Sent Before the Union Provost Marshall at New Orleans, December 9, 22, 26, 1863, Nt/ &, 2Ral|
8QLRQ 3URYRVWf®apery Ralabnt o )waadMore Civilians, (Hereafter cited as UPMELS)
War Department Collection of Confederate Records, Record Group 109, NARA,; Statements Regarding W.H.
Norberg and G.W. Andrews, October 21, 1863, roll 24, Ibid.
2L First, Second,red Third Statements of Thomas M. Sheppard, August 13, October 9, November 26, 1863, roll 88,
LRCSW.
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suggests that these issues, rather than nationalism, guided his behavior. This may explain why he
gave otherwise contradictoryyalty statements: he used nationalist language as the means to
other ends.

Perhaps the nationalist claims of Sheppard and others who swore the Union oath to avoid
Confederate military service were sincere, but they also had personal motives for d@imgsso
their oathtaking should be viewed as part of the greater nationalist discourse within Civil War
Mississippi, a response to partisans who demanded that people take sides, rather than as
statements of absolute truth. Their desire to avoid senvieeter selfinterest that was distinct
from patriotism, and this micro loyalty clearly drove them at least in part to swear the oath
Federal authorities in Mississippi were aware of the unreliability of oaths. Union General Order
No. 6 from Vicksburgsttv HG WKDW 3LQ GHFLGLQJ XSRQ WKH FODVV RI ¢
VKRXOG QRW EH IRUJRWWHQ WKDW WKH RDWK RI DOOHJLDQF
EH MXGJHG E\ WKHLU DFWV DQG QZRMSrEaIiZMiIQrI-tﬂm@SﬂbKV WKH\ KD’
Union and Confederate officials, however, from continuing to use the oath to elicit declarations
of loyalty from Mississippians. ie binary framework gbrotective nationalisdemanded that
friend and foe be clearly defined, and the oath, thdlagied, was the major historical
mechanism available for this task.

%WRWK VLGHVY FRQWLQXHG XVH RI WKH RDWK XQGHUOLQH
state: to elicit the allegiance of its citizens. Driven by thisgoal, Union and Confederate
auhorities continued to require Mississippians whose motives seemed unrelated to patriotism to
nonetheless affirm their allegiance through eatting. For some Mississippians, close
proximity to Federal lines ensured relatively smooth traveling per thidmgmess to swear it.

Those living on the Gulf Coast and river waterways had easier access to these lines than those in

2 0R ser. 1, vol. 39, pt. 2, pg. 32.
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WKH VWDWHYYVY LQWHULRU ,Q $SULO WKH 8QLRQ QDY\ FDSES
UHJLRQYV WZR P DM RhedrRlCONEedeVatepFheHof WADAa@p on Ship Island, off
the coast of Pascagoula. In addition to housing prisoners, Ship Island became a location where
OLVVLVVLSSL FLYLOLDQV ZHQW WR JHW SDVVDJH EH\RQG &RQ
New Orkeans, Natchez, Vicksburg, and Memphis gave them control of the Mississippi and all of
its ports®®

In February 1865, eight Mississippians took the Federal oath on steamers off of landings
at Vicksburg, Olive Branch, Natchez, Eggspoint, Hannet, and Skepwitaovember 1863,
eleven more, most from the Gulf, took the oath at Ship Island, citing the scarcity of provisions
and fear of conscription as their reasons for doing so. Of the eleven, three Pascagoula residents
refused to take it, having already swadne Confederate oath, but still wanted to stay in Union
lines.When Federal boats preventimtkson County timber mill operator Henry Kirkwood from
VKLSSLQJ WXUSHQWLQH IURP ORELOH WR 3DVFDJRXOD KH WE
EHHQ ORBMHHQ@PMBOOHG 3DQ DEROLWLRQLVW ~ DQG ZDQWHG W
EULQJ LQ WXUSHQWLQH DJDLQ ~ -XGJLQJ .LUNZRRG WR EH 3D
acquiesced. Harrison County businessers Mr. and Mrs. Charles Gumbell took the aattl
received a pass to travel along the Gulf to visit friends and to run their Pascagoula hotel. In
December 1863, Biloxi resident Camelia Gerard arrived in New Orleans where, after Union
DXWKRULWLHY GHHPHG KHU 2QRW D WKXVG@LFUEBMNVYV B/HRUWRQ LW K
Likewise, Biloxi native Louisa Lafaure, along with several family members, came to New

2UO0HDQV DQG VZRUH WKH RDWK WR 3UHVLGH ZLWK UHODWLY |

% John K. BettersworthConfederate Mississippi: The People and Politics of a Cotton State in W41@#®; repr.,
Philadelphia: Porcupine Press, 1978), 213; Westley F. Busbee Jkijssissippi: A HistorWheeling, lllinois:
Harlan Davidson, 2005),13834.
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WKHP WR EH DQ 3LQRIIHMM ¥llowdd tikethtoRsayHn UdiBriLldas even though
WKH\ 3KDG D IULHQ@':-4 LQ UHEHO VHUYLFH ~

OLVVLVVLSSLYV *XOIl &¢RDVW FRQWHin@ekidens, dd® UJH QXPEH!
ethnicity was one of many factors that informed- @D WLYH ERUQ $PHUWOEUWpo@V Y GHFL
either side during the war. In general however, foréigm whites were no more or less inclined
to support the Confederacy than natban whites> These Gulf Coast residents cited self
interest in the form of avoiding conscription and ptima, maintaining commercial activity, and
thedesire to visit friends and relatives beyond Confederate lines as undergirding their decision to
WDNH WKH RDWK 7KHVH DOOHJLDQFHV ZHUH SRZHUIXO PRWL
sympathies, and thegvealed that the U.S. government, which used its expanded wartime
resources and manpower to gauge the loyalty of southerners, was hexaktvnattered most:

LQ REWDLQLQJ OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY XQTXHVWLRQHGIghODOHJLDQ
of the influence of human loyalty layers.

-XVW DV 8QLRQ IRUFHY UHOLHG RQ WKH RDWK WR PHDVX!
Confederates continued to view actions likeosf@ HDULQJ DV HYLGHQFH RI FLWL]H
faltering patriotism. While the idéaf protective nationalism loomed large over controversies
regarding oattswearing, the Civil War in Mississippi created other instances that, according to
DUGHQW &RQIHGHUDWH QDWLRQDOLVWY FKDOOHQJHG OLVVL
multiple loyalties revealed the inherent difficulty in trying to enforce protective nationalism

DPRQJ WKH VWDWH{VY SRSXODFH &RQIHGHUDWHYV UHVSRQGHC

% List of Civilians who Took Federal Oath on Steamers, February, 1865, roll 52; List of Civilians on Ship Island
I1RYHPEHU UROO 3+HQU\ .LUNZRRG O0OUV &KDUOHV / *XPEHOO ~ L
Union Provost Marshall at New Orleans, December 9, 22, 1863, roll 26; List of Refugees at New Orleans, December
24,1863, Ibid, all in UPMF.

% Bettersworth,Confederate Mississipp241-242; Ella LonnForeigners in the Confedera¢y940; repr.,Victor A.

Lonn, 1968); Anne J. Baileynvisible Southerners: Ethnicity in the Civil Wghthens: University of Georgia Press,

2006), 10; Susannah J. Urad., &LYLO :DU &LWL]JHQV 5DFH (WKQLFLW\ DQG ,GHQWLW
(New York: New York University Press, 2010}92
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so. This was the logical next step in trying to make an unrealsiimmalist ideal into a reality.
If Confederate victory required total and unyielding loyalty, then the promotion and enforcement
of it had to be total and unyielding as well. This circular logic ultimately contributed to the
PRGHUQ ZDUW L P Hhgwidyaitefiforcehire it ldeah lend unto itself.
Those within the government and military who believed that only a total dedication to the
war effort could win southern independence continued to balk at any perceived departure from
the total loyalist moel. Fireeating Mississippi senator Albert Gallatin Brown epitomized this
stance in a blustery Christmas Eve 1863 congressional speech, and his nationalist model is worth
quoting in full:
If | were asked, Mr. President, what the country most needs ihdbrsof peril, | would
say patriotism; an all pervading and universal patriotism; not the babbling, noisy
patriotism, that prates of what it is about to do or has done, but the earnest, heartfelt,
quiet, but bounding, patriotism that does all things amdgdall things, and wholgic]
oblivious as to self, lives only for the cause. Such patriotism will strengthen our army and
improve our currency. Will fill up the ranks, convert paper into gold, put shoes on the
feet of our soldiers and shirts on theicka It will nerve the arms and quiet the hearts of,
husbands and fathers in the field, by feeding and clothing their loved ones at home. Then,
Mr. President, let us all, high and low, rich and poor, from this day forth cultivate a more
earnest and ardepatriotism.
+HUH %YURZQ HQFDSVXODWHG WKH HVVHQFH RI SURWHFWLYH
XQLYHUVDO SDWULRWLVP" WKDW ZDV 3ZKROO\ >VLF@ REOLYL
WKH FDXVH =~ 7KLV W\SH Rin QrsserR B Orlperéeived GeliRg Brewn,
in 1862 thePanola StarVWDWHG WKDW DOO WKRVH ZKR SHLWKHU GLUHF
VHQWLPHQWY ZHUH 3HQHPLHV RI WKH 6RXWK" ZKR ZHUH 3GDL
Mississippiav. VHL]HG XSRQ % &W BBifnvof Do@iGedicktidn to the state as the

only viable path to Confederate victd?.

% Albert Gallatin Brown, HFHPEH U S6 WDWH RI WKH &RXQWU\ 6SHHFK LQ WKH «
Documenting thédmerican SouthElectronic Edition. Southern Historical Collection. University Library, University
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In late 1862, Carroll County native W. Cothran told Pettus that in light of Union invasion
RI WKH FRXQWU\ 3L\titizéh ¢/d0htriliité Al \neRploddesses) of mind, body and
PXVFOH DV ZHOO DV SURSHUW\ WR LWV GHIHQVH =~ %XW &RW
LQFOXGLQJ 3VWURQJ DEOH ERGLHG PHQ" OHDYLQJ WKH VWD\
ever\ PDQ" ZRXOG VWDQG DQG ILJKW WKH VWDWH FRXOG 3GUL"
month, Kemper County citizens complained to Pettus that people were fleeing in order to save
WKHLU SURSHUW\ 3IURP WKH &OXW FKH Ve RtataNegislatare QasisHHY ~ D (
laws to prevent such behavior. In early 1863, a recruiting officer in Greenwood, Mississippi told
SHWWXV WKRMW WNXKHH3FRULRHQSYKLUNLQJ PLOLWDU\N GXW\ ZDV 3
DPRQJ WKH IRUPHUO\ 3 O\RWGRHMW WPRXIKRH G BHIHWUHG WKDW R
ZKLOH WKH\ UHFOLQH DW KRPH«FDUHOHVYV RI ZKDW WKH UHV.
DUH OHIW XQPROHVWHG ~ ,Q JHEUXDU\ D OLVVLVVLSSL FD
SFRQVHFUWWHQHIYWMR\WKHLU FRXQWU\ " DGGLQJ WKDW 3XQWLO
considerations subservient to the grand end in view, but little hope can be entertained for their
VXFFHVV =~ +H QRWHG WKDW HDFK OLVVLVVLSSU@xhiZDV 3D FRP
DEFWLRQV JRRG EDG RU LQGLIIHUHORKbtesivd QaGonalis IRY HUQ W k
EHOLHYHG WKDW &RQIHGHUDWH YLFWRU\ FRXOG RQO\ EH DFK
parts in service to the greater collective cause. dewation, like favoring selinterest at the

QDWLRQTVY H[SHQVH ZRXOG VW\PLH WKLV JRDO :LWK WKLV L

of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 199Bttp://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/cotton/cotton.hj(dlccessed September 24,
3(QHPLHV WR WKH 6RXWKHUQ & D\¢akhi ParidiR StaRakdta, MSY, VUZWOVIS&2S LD Q -~
27\W. Cothran to John J. Pettus, November 15, 1862, Pettus Correspondence, roll 2812, vol. 50; Resolution by
Citizens of Preston to John J. Pettus, November 20, 1862, Ibid; John McAutis to John J. Pettus, April 10, 1863, Ibid,
roll 1446, vol. 51; Statementlo:5HEHO '"UDJRRQ ~ JHEUXDU\ +DULIB0BW -RKQ 'L[R(
folder 5, 02375, SHC.
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particular ire for alleged speculators and extortionists, whom they believed epitomized the
triumph of self over couny.

In December 1862, thé/eekly MississippiatH [ RQHUDWHG VSHFXODWRUV 301
SURFODLPHG 3ZK\ DUH VR PDQ\ PHQ OHIW LQ RXU FLWLHV Zk
FRXQWU\«"” 6LPLODUO\ LQ OvieegWykCouriecokivpkathed af $kyrackeling
SULFHV IRU EDVLFV OLNH EXWWHU 3:KDW FDQ ZH GR ZLWK V
KRXVHKROGV Weénhdered/ %W ORIQVRHLBR XQW\ UHVLGHQW WROG 3HW
railroad you can see men Specula@tin.Q HYHU\WKLQJ WKDW ZLOO VHOO = ZKL
LQIRUPHG WKH JRYHUQRU WKDW OHDG IRU DPPXQLWLRQ ZDV
cowardly, yankee spirited net¢ KDYLQJ PRQH\ JUDVSLQJ" KROGHUV RI WKl
thestaVWH FDQQRW DI EbBs@rNCRriGBccused Khkerchants of reducing the
SRSXODWLRQ 3\ WR WKH FRQGLWLRQ RI SDXSHUV ~ E\ RYHUFKD
so dire that the Confederate Commissary Office in Mississippi issued a Sepi@ddeircular
ordering state commissioners to arrest any exempted persons caught speculating in army
VXEVLVWHQFH 37K thartérEhgiHorQiRce,) hud &I\0f iWRich is not necessary for
the support of their families must be sold to the Gg& HQW RU VROGLHUVY IDPLOLH
SULFHV LW VWDWHG $Q\ H{HPSWHG PDQ IRXQG HQJDJLQJ LQ
WKH *RYHUQPHQW ~ ZDV #Re meissdde S/&s$tvighBoryakd: BhasE tho did
not sacrifice everything podde to the cause would be punished.

Critics targeted planters in particular for growing commodity crops when the population

QHHGHG | R&icahCikizdn FDOOHG H[WRUWLRQLVW SODQWHUV 3WK

B3$Q $SSHDO IURP WKH /D Weeakly MBsiBippiai LVFNERD "06 'HFHPEHU 3:KD
6 KD OO AVeeldyRCdurie(Natchez, MS)March 4, 1863; Samuel Ward to John J. Pettus, November 23, 1862,
Pettus Correspondence, roll 1446, vol. 50; Edward Fontaine to John J. Pettus, January 11, 1862, Ibid, roll 1218, vol.

3% U HDAGR U \BdsRi@Q Clarion 3DXOGLQJ 06 0 Dhief Commissa®y Office for Mississippi
&LUFXODU "~ 6HSWHPEHU I1RUWRQ &KLOWRQ DQG 'DPHURQ )DPLO\ 3L
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prices now crossing the country, demdaing the consciences of our citizens and paralyzing the
DUPV DQG WKH KHDUW YV IRMaR ¥362,JTippad CoQrty reskiEnt andis\ eak
LQIRUPHG 3HWWXV WKDW QRUWK OLVVLVVLSSL SODQWHUV Zt}
INndepHQGHQFH ~ ZHUH SXUVXLQJ 3VR XQSDWULRWLF D FRXUVH’
WKH DUP\ $V SXQLVKPHQW /HDN WKRXJKW WKDW WKH\ VKRX
GHEW DQG VXSSRUW Wréky Misdis¥ifipibEarasbdallndted’iowm planters
SKDYH RIWHQ GHFODUHG WKHLU UHDGLQHVYVY WR pVDFULILFH \
DGGLQJ WKDW 3ZKHQ W rt\GRRIDYOD VD EZHLZLPHGOA K WHQ WR WKH
Beaconreditorial stated that collusion betweQ SODQWHUYVY DQG VSHFXODWRUYV LQ
ZDQWV DQG QHFHVVLWLHV RI RWKHUV«DOPRVW SDUWDNHYV RI
PLOLWLDPDQ EHOLHYHG WKDW JUHHG KDG RYHUWDNHQ WKH
XSRQ RXU QtHd calamited df the war have developed every selfish feeingn now
RQO\ GR IRU WKHPVHOYHV =~ $ 3BRQWRWRF &RXQW\ ZRPDQ HFK
RI VHOILVKQHVYV JUHHG SHUYDGHV WKH ZKROHZQH-'PEESB’EQWU\ W
FULWLFV WKRXJKW WKDW WKRVH ZKR DOOHJHGO\ SURILWHG I
war for independence, they believed that victory required a total mental and material sacrifice
from citizens.

Some Mississippians, however, defenttezl profit motive and balked at accusations of
disloyalty. An editorial in théAmerican Citizenfor example, asserted that the simple laws of
supply and demand drove market sales based on the scarcity of goods and currency depreciation.

3$00 ZKR WUDGH -Bugty oveSwhé xa® anyaRitleto sell, will take the biggest

23$6Q $SSHDO WR WKH 30 DAwvithb @itiR{OANKOH, NS}, XOGaldy 10, 1863; Francis Terry

Leak Journal, May 5, 1862, Fraacierry Leak Papers, 1839 IRO YRO 6+& 36XEPLVVLEK
Weekly Mississippia@ackson, MS), April 8, 1863flacon BeacorfMacon, MS), November 4, 1863; Benjamin

King to John J. Pettus, December 17, 1862, Pettus Correspondence; l&2oMBeorge Miller, October 31, 1862,

Miller Family Papers, fol. 40.
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PDUNHW Broclakrteéd.” Thdditizenasserted that individuals had a right to consider their
own personainteress, and claimed that that the government made matters worse by trying to
eliminate seHinterest through regulation of trade rather than by protectingaitbasic right.
$GDPV &RXQW\ SODQWHU &KDUOHV :KLWPRUH VKDUHG WKLV I
GXW\ WR SURWHFW FLWL]J]HQVY SHUVRQDO LQMHUHVWY QRW
Whitmore came to the United States in 1822 and gainegcghip ten years later, but as the war
GUDLQHG KLV VODYH SURSHUW\ KH ZDQWHG WR UHJDLQ %UL
have not personally borne arms against the U.S. government but considered that that party are
not actively protectingrh LQWHUHVW ~ KH ZURWH WR DQ (QJOLVK IULHQ¢
VROYH EDFN WR P\ RULJLQDO ELUWKULJKW ~ :KLWPRUH IHOW
that failed to create secure conditions for his personal property did not desenlegias ed*

At the heart of the controversy over speculation, extoréad property rights was a
basic question with no easy answer, which presupposed conflict between macro and micro
loyalties: how much should Mississippians do for themselves and hatv shiould they do for
their country? This controversy was one facet of a much broader debate within the
&RQIHGHUDF\YV ERUGHUYV RYHU WKH PHDQLQJ RI QDWLRQDOL
should go in trying to make protective nationalism a tgdin addition to its role in the
argument over the right to have free markets in wartime, this issue also emerged when
OLVVLVVLSSLDQY SURWHVWHG WKH PLOLWDU\YV DXWKRULW\
national cause. Some contended thiahsa justification directly conflicted wittheir concept of

nationalism, based on a state that respected individual freedom by defending property rights

03SHFXODWRUV D @Ber{daw GitizaNCaRtQrtINS), December 5, 1862; Charles Whitmore to Joseph
Lyon, February 15, 1864, Charles Whitmore Plantation Journal, micr@®a06, roll 1, SHC.
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DJDLQVW ZKDW WKH\ SHUFHLYHG WR EH D ZDUSHG IRUP RI1 SC
an endunto itself.

In late 1862, Arnoldus Brumby of Holmes County complained to his sister about
Confederate authorities violating individual rights by impressing leather makers into government
VHUYLFH &DOOLQJ WKLV SROLF\ D 3K lahEntkdti@aiHzensiwereU S D W L F
SEHLQJ GHQLHG WKH SULYLOHJH RI FRQWUROOL&G@EhWKHLU RZ(

military necessitiess they are egregiously called will crush the spirit upon which the foundation

of all republics are builttnanely goodwill = ,Q ODWH VSHDNLQJ IRU 3D QXPI
FLWLIJHQV ~ 2[IRUG UHVLGHQW :LOOLDP '"HOD\ FRPSODLQHG W|
&RQIHGHUDWH WURRSV ZHUH FRQILVFDWLQJ FLWL]JHQVY ZDJR
EHHQ G \VEMXMWWKH FLWL]JHQV WR UHFRYHU WKH SURSHUW\ =~ EXW
GLVUHIJDUGHG E\ WKH PLOLWDU\ DXWKRULW\ =~ ,Q DQRWKHU
FRQFHGHG WKDW LPSUHVVPHQW ZDV WR VRt adthdriy@W SQHFH
FRQILVFDWLRQ RI«SURSHUW\ DGGHG WR WKH SHQDOW\ RI WK
militaryex SDUWH WULEXQDO"" +H EHOLHYHG WKDW WKLV SROLF\
3QXPHURXV HYLOV ™ DWWHQ&G&IQRRWD\O HIQ IRU AMRH GWWIHHB U\ ¢
Watson were not alone in their critiques of excessive state power as a means of ensuring
Confederate victory. The excuse of military necessity, and its attendant vision of total

nationalism as a justification foné¢ impressments of private property, was a contentious issue in

the Confederacy throughout the War.

31 Arnoldus Brumby to Sarah C. Simpson, December 7, 1862, Simpson and Brumby Family Papet945347
folder 2, subseries 1.1, 014@8SHC; William Delay to Charles Clark, November 27, 1863, Charles Clark,
December 21, 1863, Charletatk Correspondence, Series 768, Box 949, Volume 56, Record Group 27, MDAH;
I.W.C. Watson to Charles Clark, December 21, 1863, Ibid; On Military confiscation, see Paul D.Nitary,
Necessity: CivilMilitary Relations in the Confedera¢Westport, 0: Praeger, 2006), 25, 174 and Mark E. Neely
Jr.,Southern Rights: Political Prisoners and the Myth of Confederate Constitution@isanlottesville: University

of Virginia Press, 1999), 16B67.
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In July 1862 for exampleJoshua and Thomas Grebankers who also owned the Pearl
River Mills in Jackson, Mississippi, protested military necessityrreeorial to Davis. Since
the start of the war, the Confederate quartermaster had required the Greens to manufacture
clothing for the government, which they did willingly, and in the process neglected private
customers in order to sell to the state attikeUDWHYVY EHORZ WKH PDUNHW SULFH
however, when in May the Confederate Provost Marshal, under orders from General Earl Van
Dorn, took possession of the mill and demanded that the Greens and their employees work for
WKH VWDWHIRFHBEQDD DEBW OUGHG DV pGLVOR\DO WR WKH JRYHL
7KH *UHHQV FRQVLGHUHG 9ra@ial BWIQjgufylii@ ¥ezBP W LR Q R
unconstitutional since it infringed on their right to use their property as they saw fit. They
dePDQGHG UHFRPSHQVH IRU DOO ORVVHV LQFXUUHG FODLPLQ
[the government] can claim to take private property for less than other purchasers are willing to
SD\ IRU LW ~ 7KH\ WRXWHG WKHLU RM\UKR&/EDMP ZDHW EQE RQIL
VXSSO\ WKH JRYHUQPHQW ZLWK JRRGV ~ EXW DUJXHG WKDW \
IURP D GHVLUH WR FRQIRUP WR 3D IUHH JRYHUQPHQW IRXQG
ODzV ~ 7KH *UHHQV L Q ¥R ¢ HeBenH R qationalisiwisdhLbRs@d00 lespect for
selfinterest via private property and limits on military authority. This vision stood in contrast to
WKH NLQG RI SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVP WKDW DXWKRUL]JHC
the needs of the state.

That summer, martial law was also at the center of the case of Yalobusha County lawyer
Samuel Hawkins. Provost Marshal R.H. Forrester arrested Hawkins and fined him fifty dollars
after Hawkins refused to accept Confederate redgsayment for hiredut slaves. Forrester

FDOOHG +DZNLQV WUDLWRURXV IRU GHQ\LQJ WKH PRQH\ FLW

32 Memorial of Joshua and Thomas Green to Jefferson Diwlis 26, 1862, roll 48, LRCSW.
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HIHUW LQ S GHVWUR\LQJ WKH FUHGLW RI 4RQIHGHUDWH PRQH)
9LOOHSLJXH WKDW U BZINQ QL\WIK OG5 RIS WU LRWLF PHQ ™ ZHUH
MXVWLI\LQJ D 3VWHUQ FKHFN XSRQ WKH IXUWKHU SURJUHVYV I
6HFUHWDU\ RI :DU *HRUJH 5DQGROSK WKDW 9DQ 'RUQYV *HQH
justified Hawkinvf DUUHVW (QIRUFLQJ WKH RUGHU KDG WR EH GRQ
LQFRQYHQLHQFH WR D IHZ FLWL]JHQVY ~ KH DGGHG B(EXW WKDW
conviction that those citizens are at least indifferent to the success of the CoRfeflé&ral LIJKW L Q J
PHQ LI QRW SRVLWLYHO\ GLVOR\DO WR WKHLU *RYHUQPHQW
his arrest was unconstitutional, and invoked patriotism founded on a nation that respected
LQGLYLGXDO ULJKWYV 3 ORYH PWwoklRasKWNAD Juardttde hav&tMeH 3« D Q C
FLWLJ]HQV RI WKHLU ULJKWYV ZKDW EDUULHUYV H[LVW DJDLQVYV
ZLWKRXW DQ\ UXOHV RU OLPLWDWLRQV >LV@ WR EH FDUULH
E.S. Fisher seconded Hawgjrarguing that army regulations did not apply to civilians, and that
WKH FRQVWLWXWLRQ VKRXOG SURWHFW WKHP DJDLQVW 3DFW
* + HDQ FRQFHGWGE WXKDWK3WIXINLQY ~ DQG WKDW SURWHFWL
bH\RQG WKH 3URYRVW ODUVKDOYfV GXW\ OHDYLQJ 3‘7®R RWKHU
$V +DZNLQVY FDVH GHPRQVWUDWHG SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQD(
currency into sedition against the state and stirred controversy betwiegardibranches of the
Confederate government.

Protective nationalists, like Van Dorn, Forrester, and Villepigue believed that the

Confederacy could not be saléifficient without its own currency, the bedrock of economic

%3 R.L. Forrester to John B. Villepigue, July 30, 186&hn B. Villepigue to George Randolph, August 21, 1862,

Samuel M. Hawkins to R.L. Forrester, June 28, 1862, Samuel M. Hawkins to George W. Randolph, August 9, 1862,
Statenent of E.S. Fisher, July 15, 1862, R.G.H. Kean to George Randolph, September 1, 1862, Arrest Papers of
Samuel M. Hawkins, roll 52, LRCSW.
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independence. Their pasih was not without support. An 18&8eekly Mississippiaaditorial
VWDWHG WKDW DQ\RQH ZLWK D 3KHDUW WUXO\ LQ WKH &RQIH
to uphold the credit of the currency which istheelEeEORRG RI WKDW F D XitoHof"$ OHWW
the American CitizenW WDWHG WKDW WKRVH UHIXVLQJ &&RQIHGHUDWH P
RXU *RYHUQPHQW ~ 3+RZ VPDOO PXVW EH WKH VSDUN RI SDWL
not do all in his power to save and help his country inthd hE R XU RlI JUHDWHVW SHULC
asked® Hawkins, Fisherand others did not agree with suchatnothing assessments. They
rejected a nationalism that advocated the sacrifice of personal interests to the whim of the state,
and saw the pursuit ofraation concerned only with its own perpetuation as both unworkable and
undesirable. For its part, the Confederate government demonstrated how, even with expanded
powers that enabled a Provost Marshal to judge the nationalist implications of a persqnial loan
could not circumvent the influence of other allegiances in citizens like Hawkins.

7KH GHEDWH RYHU WKH VWDWHYfY QHHGY YHUVXV SHUVRC(
RITLFLDOV DJDLQVW SODQWHUYV LQ D GLVSXfsWiHeRafHU WKH VW]
effort® +LVWRULDQV /DZUHQFH 3RZHOO DQG OLFKDHO :D\QH YLH
UHDOLJQPHQW Rl WKH SODQWHUYV SROLWLFDO LDQO/MHHUH B QFH \
DQG 3WKH GHWDFKP H Q Wihtdds i BIVW IS@ VIR HRLIYGIBWLHR@IDO OR\DOV
6WHSKDQLH OF&XUU\ DUJXHVY WKDW SODQWHUYV 3ZHUH PRUH F
because they would not sacrifice their slaves for a war that they stifteid.interpretation

assumes that total mamalism could be, anshouldbe embraced by Confederate citizens, and

3 3&RQIHGHUDWWeékly MiddisQpplari-DFNVRQ 06 $SULO 35HIXVLQJ &RQIHC
Amertcan Citizen(Canton, MS), July 3, 1863.

% Stephanie McCurryConfederate Reckoning: Power and Politics in the Civil War SgZambridge, MA:

Harvard University Press, 2010), 264, 276.

¥ /DZUHQFH 1 3RZHOO DQG O irfdte3tthml the DEENQHH RIGEPQIHGHUDWHe IDWLRQDO
Old South in the Crucible of WaHarry P. Owens and James J. Cooke, eds., (Jackson: University Press of

Mississippi, 1983), 30; McCurrg;onfederate Reckoning85.
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that the influence of other attachments necessarily indicated disloyalty. Further, the issue of slave
impressments put the newdynpowered stat@ the ironic position ofeizingslaveproperty, the
protection of which being th& R Q | H G HaisDrF\&tnétolhelp perpetuate its own existence.

Mississippi planters, however, claimed that concern for property did not indicate a lack of
patriotism. Many willingly leased slaves to work fomtifications but opposed further
impressments when they deemed their contributions sufficient. Mississippi offered slave owners
thirty-dollars per month compensation plus rations and clothing for leased hands. Planters
sending over thirty slaves couldopide their own overseer, with the state paying his salary.

Congress passed a general slave impressment act in March 1863, empowering the military to
impress in accordance with state laws. In 1864, a second act authorized the collection ef twenty
thousandnore slaves. Many planters donated hands, but protested when the state failed to
XSKROG LWV SURPLVH WR PDLQWDLQ VODYHVY KHDOWK DQG .
equally among slaveholdets.

In early 1863, several Holmes County plantestumtarily sent slaves to work on the
9LFNVEXUJ IRUWLILFDWLRQV EXW ZHUH GLVPD\HG WR OHDUQ
RYHUVHHUV =~ ZKR S WUHDWHG WKHP EDGO\ URXJKO\ XVLQJ F.
When several slaves fled, thianters demanded compensation and exemption from further
LPSUHVVPHQW 3:H WKLQN ZH KDYH SDWULRWLVP HQRXJK WR
FRQWHQGHG WKDW WKLV H[WUD FRQWLQXHG LPSUHVVPHQ!
issues concernedaBatin resident Benjamin King, who told Pettus that slaves taken for

fortification work were poorlsheltered, neglected when sick, and not permitted to go

% %HUQDUG + 1HOVRQ 3&R QI HGedislaio,H 86D D Y HoyrReb &f Nagho Pilsterngl (Oct.,

1946): 396, 400, 402 2Q SODQWHUVY UHVSRQVH WR VODYH THe®ppdsitirPdi QW VHH
30DQWHUV WR WKH (PSOR\PHQW R 60 DMissiésippVValeE RidioridaNRemie@V KH &R QIHG
(Sept., 1940): 21-224.
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KRPH 37KH SHRSOH "~ KH ZURWH ZHUH 3ZLOOLQJ WR VHQG WK
beingV DQG ZRUNHG IRU WKH SXEOLF JRRG " EXW QRWHG WKDW
EH WUHDWHG DQG QHJO # WitMeisBive divnat K luriably dontEliteddhands
to the war effort, they demanded that the state uphold its end batgain by maintaining their
SURSHUW\YV YDOXH

Issues regarding equal contribution also irked planters who felt that the number of slaves
whoman individual sent to the fortifications should be in proportion to the number owned. In
March 1863, forexamPH &RORQHO -RKQ +XPSKUH\V HQGHDYRUHG 3WHF
ODUJHVW QXPEHU RI DEOH ERGLHG PHQ«GLVFULPLQDWLQJ LQ
OLEHUDOO\ " ,QGHHG SODQWHUV SURWHVWHG GHYLDWLRQV
DPRQJ OLVVLVVLSSLYVY PRVW EOXVWHU\ &RQIHGHUDWHYV EXW
VODYHV DIWHU KH KDG YROXQWDULO\ VHQW VRPH WR 9LFNVE
VXFK KHOS DQG VWRRG UHDG\ WR GR avdRdiV/idvdre3Dand KKWoWN K H\ F K
RI QR DXWKRULW\ WKH\ KDG IRU GRLQJ VR "~ KH WROG 3HWWX
twenty HLJKW VODYHY DQG VHQW VHYHUDO WR ZRUN DW 9LFNVE
singling out three fellow plantergho owned between forty and fifty slaves but only sent one or
WZR WR WKH IRUWLILFDWLRQV 3>:H@ GRQfW FRPSODLQ DW V
FRPSODLQ DW LQMXVWLFH ~ KH ZURWH 'LOODUGTVY UHDVRQLC
owned more slaves should contribute more slaves. Yet, his arbitrariness reflected that of the

Confederate government, which did not give specific numbers regarding slave impressment

¥5LFKODQG 30DQWHUVY 3HWLWLRQ WR -RKQ - 3HWWXV O0DUFK 3HYV
Benjamin King to John J. Pettus, April 13, 1863, Ibid.
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beyond prohibiting it on premises with less than four slaves eighteedesranld setting a five
percent quota of slaves per courity.

Planters decided when they had given enough hands. In March, 1863, for example,
$GDPV &RXQW\ UHVLGHQW 7KRPDV 0F&RZHQ UHMHFWHG FDOO
sent some mento Pot HWORQ ~ KH WROG 3HWWXV 3SOHDVH GLUHFW >W
IURP LPSUHVVPHQW ~ 7KDW OF&RZHQ KDG DOUHD®athérHQW 3VR
than prioritize self over country, planters invoked micro and macro loyalties in an attempt to
serve both. They cited their willingness to supply slave laborers to the army as evidence of their
patriotism, but complained when slaves were mistreated, or when the state threatened to impress
more than their preferred amount. Planters argued thahssiést necessitated limiting property
confiscation in the name of the cause. In doing so, they demonstrated how self and national
interest need not conflict, at least to a point. The fact that micro loyalties influenced their
behavior did not necessariyidence a weakened devotion to a total nationalist model that many
Mississippians found undesirable. Although the state had the power to impress slaves, it could
not enforce total compliance among plant8rs.

If businessmen and planters could objectdimg labeled traitors by critics who believed
they should subordinate profits to the greater Confederate cause, there were other Mississippians
IRU ZKRP &RQIHGHUDWHVY DFFXVDWLRQ RI WUHDVRQ ZDV MX'

number of Unionistghose who openly expressed Union sentiments or actively resisted

39 John C. Humphreys to JoknPettus, March 4, 1863, Robert S. Hudson to John J. Pettus, March 1, 1863, F.

Dillard to John J. Pettus, February 18, 1863, Pettus Correspondence; 1860 U.S. Census and Slave Schedules, Copiah
County, Mississippi, F. Dillard, E.R. Brown, R.H. TaliaferBoK. Hawking digital imagesAncestry.com
{http://www.ancestry.com/ DFFHVVHG 0D\ 1HOVRQ 3&RQIHGHUDWH 60ODYH ,PS
400.

“0Thomas McCowen to John J. Pettus, March 4, 1863, Petmsspondence.
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Confederate authority and worked to sabotage the southern war effort. Their existence only
IXHOHG PDQ\ &RQIHGHUDWH SDUWLVDQWVY JHDO WR LGHQWLI\
One such individual weaColumbusbased Presbyterian minister James Lyon, whose anti
slavery views were a rarity among even Mississippi Unionists. In his journal, Lyon described
VHFHVVLRQ DV 3D JUHDW SROLWLFDO KHUHV\ " DQG FRQVLGH
EULQXBQ XSRQ WKH ODQG ~ +H DOVR FULWLFL]HG SURSRQHQ\
SFRPPHQFHG WKH WKRXVDQG HIIRUWYV DSSHDOV DQG GHYLVI
XS " /\RQ WKRXJKW WKDW SURWHFWLY H tlig bamé & exdblatlon P VWLIO
RI WKH VWDWH LQ WKH SURFHVV IRUPLQJ DQ SDEVROXWH GH
persons and property of the people, but to their words, their speech, their very thoughts and
HPRWLRQV ~ +H HYHQW X Q868 Bi@nR fieXdasked Wdf kb ahdoBaa
circulating letter naming himasthe head of a@Q LR Q 35HFRQVWUXFWLRQ SDUW\
ministerial norpartisanship, Lyon declined to sign it, but his son, Theodric, a Confederate
soldier who nonethelessBhUHG KLV IDWKHUfV SROLWLFV DQVZHUHG WK
SXEOLFDOO\ DQG SULQWHG LQ D ORFDO QHZVSDSHU 7KH SUF

WUHDVRQDEOH GRFXPHQW °~ DQG D U UHavsWalG ralvkdbf iR QV 7K H R

“! Historians have identified Mississippi Unionists according to variables of class, political preference, and

geography. Opposition to secession and the Confederacy came from wealthy Delta slaveholders whose conservative

Whig leanings preclugt them from embracing a war that would stifle river trade and threaten destruction of their

SODQWDWLRQV 6FKRODUYV DOVR LGHQWLI\ FOXVWHUV RI 8QLRQLVP LQ WK

and in the hilly, northeastern counties. Therge relatively poor areas with low slaveholding density whose

UHVLGHQWY KDG OLWWOH WR JDLQ IURP ILJWMedeate MisgiSsPPBE.KBBOGHUV Y ZDL
ODU\ )OR\G 6XPQHUV 33ROLWLFV-LQ JduvhdlBf MisQsERpi&sHIR \(May,

1966): 149151; William L. Barney,The Secessionist Impulse: Alabama and Mississippi in (B&raloosa:

University of Alabama Press, 1974, 2004); 77 :LOOLDP 7 %ODLQ 3*pu%DQQHUY 8QLRQLVP LQ

County:1861- ‘Mississippi Quarterly2 (Spring, 1976): 20220; Charles C. BoltorRoor Whites of the

Antebellum South: Tenants and Laborers in Central North Carolina and Northeast Miss{Bgipgpam: Duke

University Press, 1994), 8619; Michael ShannonM&@DUG p3)DLWKIXO )RXQG $PRQJ WKH )DLWK

2SSRVLWLRQ WR WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ LQ &LYLO :DU OLVVLVVLSSL °~ PDVWHU

Bynum, The Free State of Jone$7-69, 117118 andThe Long Shadow of the Civil War: South®issent and its

LegacieqChapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 20105,123, 3132; Smith,Mississippi in the Civil

War, 127.
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command and banished to Virginia. The authorities released Lyon but Confederate partisans

FRQWLQXHG WR KRXQG KLP DV KH UHPDLQ#MG D VWDXQFK 8Ql
/I\RQTV FDVH ZDV VLPLODU WR WKDW RI RWKHU 8QLRQLVW

treason. In April 1864, the Mac@eacomnreported that Confederate soldiers arrested Ben

+DZNLQV ZKR KDG JRQH WR ,O00LQRLV LQ WR EH KRQRUHC

&RQIHGHUDWHY FRQILVFDWHG D 38QLWHG d@nDIWHYV IODJ” IURF

6KHUPDQYY WURRSY PDUFKHG WKURXJK OLVVLVVLSSL LQ

PHHWLQJY " DQG WROG FLWL]HQV WR 3ILJKW WKH UHEHO VRO

from the &', 16" and 3#' Mississippi infantries. In a®ctober 1863 incident, tH&eacon

reported on a Reconstruction meeting in Canton that nominated planter Moses Jordon to run for

the governorship on a Union platform. Davis received a report in September 1863, describing

RWKHU OLVVLVVLS $tted WwodridttudtignUThey znklides Qicksburg attorney James

Shirley, who communicated with Federal officers during the Vicksburg siege and whose son,

Quincy, even joined the Union army. The report also named Sunflower County physician and

state senator V. Poindexter, and former state congressman and state Supreme Court judge

:LOOLDP / 6KDUNH\ D ORQJWLPH :KLJ ZKR RSSRVHG VHFHVVL

Reconstruction governor in June 1865. The presence of a small number of Unionists ie the stat

FRQILUPHG &4RQIHGHUDWHVY VXVSLFLRQ WKDW WUDLWRUV LQ

state should use all of its power to do so before these enemies subverted the cause fréi within.

2 _RKQ . %HWWHUVZRUWK HG 30LVVLVVLSSL 8QLRQLWWna®KH &DVH Rl WKI

Mississigi History 1 (Jan;Oct., 1939): 40, 446, 49. Quotes found on 40, 42, 49.

“37KH 'HV HB2AdhUMDFRQ 06 $SULO 3) URP 1R[XEHH 5LIOHPHQ ~ ,ELG

U.S. Census and U.S. Civil War Soldier Records and Profiles, Smith Cddisgissippi, John, Pleasant,Q.

William E. and A.E. Hawkins, digital image&ncestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed September 15,
3gDPBOLVYV 5HJIW 1HDU &DQW R @eatariMacon2¥S), November 11, 1863;

1860 U.S. Census, Lowndes County, Mississippi, Moses Jodilgital imagesAncestry.com

{http://www.ancestry.comaccessed May 17, 2011); David C. Glenn to Jefferson Davis, Sept&ni&63, in

Lynda Laswell Crist, Mary Seaton Dix, Kenneth H. Williams, etlee Papers of Jefferson Davis, Vol. 9, January
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&RQIHGHUDWHVY IHDUV DERXW lb@h\wedre @pDcomplépelyPLHY FR U L
unfounded. There were some Mississippians who actively colluded with the Union army, though
&RQIHGHUDWHY H[DJJHUDWHG WKHLU VWUHQJIRAKND QG QXPEH!
Unionist spy was Chickasaw County planter LeviR&® NQRZQ DV 3&KLFNDVDZ ~ :KH
Federals reached Mississippi, he spied for them in the northern part of the state, even
establishing a clandestine newspaper service through which other Mississippi Unionists supplied
information to the Federals. Two othdississippi Federal spies were John F. Riley and J.J.
:LOOLDPV %HLQJ 3ZHOO DFTXDLQWHG ZLWK WKH FRXQWU\ "~ L
Confederate guerillas and smugglers. On one mission, they arrested a citizen who harbored
guerillas. Inanothtd LQVWDQFH WKH\ OHG 8QLRQ WURRSV WR D &RQI
VWROHQ JRRGV RXWVLGH RI +ROO\ 6SULQJV ZKLFK LQFOXGH!:
WKUHDG VDUGLQHYV YDULHWLHYV KLG LQ D &dMnfedé@tel DWK W K
uniforms in order to move freely through hostile territory. While some acted as Federal spies, an
additional 500 to 900 white Mississippians fought in the Union army as members of the First
Battalion, Mississippi Mounted Rifles and the Fiddabama Cavalry Regiment, known as the
Alabama Torie$?

In addition to those who colluded with Union forces, a number of Mississippians fled as
refugees to Federal lines, and there were likely Union sympathizers among them. In September
1863, for examplethe Federals arrested fourteen citizens outside Corinth who eventually took

the oath and went north. Twertyree Mississippi refugees came to Union lines at Jackson,

Septembe(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1997)}3864Wynne,0LVVLVVLSSLI®% &LYLO :DU
126; Marry Bobbitt Dwnsend,Yankee Warhorse: A Biography of Major General Peter Osterf@akimbia:

University of Missouri Press, 2010), 194; Smitkississippi in the Civil Ward7.

4 Cockrell and Ballard, edsChickasaw8-9, 101, 105106; W.W. Jackson to Maj. Gen. C\@ashburn, July 6,

1864, roll 39, UPMF, Quotes found in J.F. Riley and J.J. Williams to W.W. Jackson, May 5, 1864, |bid; Michael B.

Ballard, The Civil War in Mississippi: Major Campaigns and Bat{{@ackson: University Press of Mississippi,

2011), 276; Ribard Nelson Curren) LQFROQMYV /R\DOLVWYV 8QLRQ 6@Bos@hHUV IURP WKH &
Northeastern University Press, 1992), 1(08.
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Tennessee in March and May of 1863, while others entered the lines at Ship IslahdzNatc
Vicksburg, Pass Christian, New Orleans, and at points along the Mississippi River between 1863
and 1864. Amallus Douthet, of Tishomingo County, arrived at Union lines without her husband,
Corinth-based school teacher William Douthet, who had enlisi€bmpany C of the Alabama
Tories in 1863. Historians, however, should exercise caution when too closely associating
southern refugees with Unionism. In one instance, Federal authorities reported that a group of
Pascagoula and Biloxi refugees were livihQ WKH 3 PRVW GHVSHUDWH FRQGLWL
SEHLQJ FRQVFULSWHG ZLWKRXW UHJDUG WR DJH RU QDWLRQTI
3SEHLQJ KXQWHG ZLWK KRXQGYV DQG VKRW G R-fréseR/atioW RUQ WR
clearly influenced theiflight to Ship Island, whatever their patriotic inclinations. Poor whites in
particular came to Union lines to procure food and supplies or to find work, suggesting that
personal motivations often guided their actiéhs.

The fact that Mississippians migatt on multiple allegiances, however, did not stop
Confederate partisans from judging any behavior as possible evidence of treason. Operating on a
nationalist model that consigned individuals to one side or the other, Confederates dealt with
allegedlysuSLFLRXV SHRSOH LQ WKH VDPH zZD\ WKH\ GHDOW ZLWK
7KH\ WKHUHIRUH SXVKHG FKDUJHV Rl 38QLRQLVP" RQ SHRSOH

unclear, and possibly even irrelevant to, the situations at hand. Confederdtdd jitsG W KH VWD W

%5 List of Prisoners and Refugees Arrested at Corinth, September 1, 1863, rol-RRirfrily Report of Union

Refugees oPost of Jackson, TN, May 9, May 20, 1863, roll 17:NMdnthly Report of Union Refugees of Post of

Jackson, TN, March 28, 1863, roll 15; List of Mississippians who Came into Union Lines at New Orleans,

December 1, 5, 26, 1863, roll 26; List of MississiRgfugees at New Orleans, July 26, 1864, roll 39; List of

Refugees at Fort Pike from Perry County, MS, May 12, 1864, roll 34, List of Oaths of Allegiances Administered to

Persons Arriving at New Orleans by Way of Mississippi River, May 1865, roll 6ih, dPMF; 1860 U.S. Census

and U.S. Civil War Soldier Records and Profiles, Tishomingo County, Mississippi, William G. Dalitfitzt,

images Ancestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed July 22, 2010); List oéfegees from Ship Island,

6HSWHPEHU UROO 830) 6WHSKHQ 9 $VK 33RRUIdinWéfV LQ WKH 2
Southern Histornp7 (Feb., 1991): 448.
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increased policing of the citizenry by invoking the threat supposedly posed by seditious
Mississippians who colluded with the Federals against the South.
In November 1863, Confederates arrestethomingo County Baptist preacher W.

Cranford WhootenRQ FKDUJHV WKDW KH ZDV D 38QLRQ PDQ"  DQG D 3l
Federals and encouraged Confederate desertion. Whooten confessed to taking the Union oath out

RI 3 GHVWLWXWH FLUFXPVWDQFHY =~ EXW KR®ideGhimMtEDW & RQIHG
SYLRODWH VDLG RDWK E\ WDNLQJ LW DJDLQ WR \RXU &RQIHG!
SLFKPRQGYYV &DVWOH 7KXQGHU SULVRQ VWDWLQJ WKDW KH K
he had sheltered Confederate soldiers. Several Tishomindgenmtsvouched for his loyalty,

claiming that he had a family to support and posed no danger to the Confederacy. That same
PRQWK &RQIHGHUDWHYV FKDUJHG 3RQWRWRF &RXQW\ IDUPHU
DUUHVW SDSHUV VWDWHGDW IOIRV) K B\2Z2DW HI LB\QLRG FEXQV LV QF
+H DGPLWWHG WKDW KH ZDV 3ZLWK WKH HQHP\ =~ EXW 3ZDV IR
&RQIHGHUDWH RDWK RI DOOHJLDQFH 3EWHIPBRo#t¢laiH KDV WDNH
Whooten were imprisomk William Morris, of Holmes County, fared better when arrested on

charges that he aided deserters. Morris claimed ignorance regarding his arrest, and Confederate
RIILFLDOV FRQFOXGHG WKDW KH ZDV 3QRW D 8QLRQ PDQ "~ GL
Confedeate oath. Morris may have won release after claiming, truthfully, that he had a son in
the 44" Mississippi regiment, which perhaps convinced Confederates that he showed sufficient

patriotism?®

“® First Statement of James H. Carrington regarding W. Cranford Whooten, Nav@stig63, Statement of B.F.

Haller regarding W. Cranford Whooten, Undated, Second Statement of James H. Carrington regarding W. Cranford
Whooten, November 25, 1863, W. Cranford Whooten to Jefferson Davis, November 10, 1863, Petition of
Tishomingo CountyCitizens on Behalf of W. Cranford Whooten, November 28, 1863, Arrest Papers of W. Cranford
Whooten, November 25, 1863; Statement of James H. Carrington regarding Eli Botts, November 25, 1863,
Statement of B.F. Haller regarding Eli Botts, Undated, Stateofait McGill regarding Eli Botts, Undated, L.

Brown to S.H. Pope, July 12, 1863, Arrest Papers of Eli C. Botts, November 27, 1863; Statement of James H.
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Confederates labeled Whooten and Botts Unionists, despite h€ fV FRQWUDGLFWRI
testimonies. Whooten claimed to have sworn the Union oath out of destitution, but would not
take the Confederate oath. He said that he aided Confederate soldiers, but also invoked concern
for property and family to explain his behavio RWWVY WHVWLPRQ\ GHVFULEHG I
pro-southern, who was forced to associate with the Federals but refused to swear loyalty to the
Confederacy. FinallyMorris, despite being arrested, like Whooten and Botts, on mere
accusations, was, unlikedm, deemed loyal and released. Historians trying to ascertain these
PHQYfV OR\DOW\ EDVHG RQ WKHLU RIWHQ FRQIOLFWLQJ QDWL]|
loyal or disloyal according to the idea that people had to be one or the other Gosifederates
GLG 7KHVH PHQYY WUXH QDWLRQDO V\PSDWKLHV FDQQRW EHF
QDWLRQDOLVP GHPDQGHG WKH LGHQWLILFDWLRQ RI IULHQG I
judging citizens at will, even when such judgments apgeggr G XELR XV &LWL]JHQVY OR\L
only further demonstrated the shortcomings of this dualistic conception of national allegiance.

Such was the case with Jackson businessman Solomon Tift, whom Confederates arrested
in 1863 after witnesses testified thdstH FDOOHG VHFHVVLRQ D 3SGDPQHG IDUFH
and colluded with Federal troops. Based on these statements, Confederate General W.H. Jackson
FRQFOXGHG WKDW 7LIW ZDV D 3VHFUHM INVJHQSH LRAR § B © HQUJHDWW \
purportedyUHYHDOHG KLV 8QLRQLVP EXW DFWXDOO\ WROG D PRLU
WKH )HGHUDOV HQWHU WKLY SODFH "~ DQG FRPSODLQHG WKD\
QRWHG KRZ ERWK DUPLHV KDG UXLQHG KLP DQ@®aWWaKDW *HQHL

VHFHVK ~ DIWHU UHIXVLQJ KLP SURWHFWLRQ OHDGLQJ 7LIW "

Carrington regarding William Morris, November 25, 1863, Arrest Papers of William Morris, NovemHs6&2,,
all in roll 88, LRCSW; 1860 U.S. Census, Holmes County, Mississippi, William L. Morris, digital image,
Ancestry.conhttp://www.ancestry.conf(accessed April 5, 2011).S. Civil War Soldier Records and Profild&sF.
Morris, Ibid.
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VLGH ~ 7LIW SURPLVHG WR IOHH QRUWK LI UHOHDVHG EXW Kl
slaves, and, after telling a friend to rent out liase, said he would soon return to Jackson.
SDUDGR[LFDOO\ 7LIW ZzDV DOVR SGHWHUPLQHG™ WR 3VWDQG \
P\ ZRUG" WR IOHH QRUWK 5HJDUGLQJ WKHVH FRQWUDGLFWRI
VWDWHG W#tdeviedtd/dle-soWaonsistent, as to warrant the conclusion that he intends to
HYDGH KLV SURPLVH " DQG UHFRPPHQGHG WKDW 7L1W EH LPS
Confederates bent on identifying traitors considered people like Tift guilitypuowen
innocent. Tift indicated some Union sympathies, as his name appears on a list of Unionists kept
by the Federals in Vicksburg, but whereas Confederates viewed his meeting with Sherman as
evidence of treason, he seemed more concerned about savomggerty, suggesting that self
interest motivated him. Nonetheless, Confederate nationalists sought to put individuals with
complicated motives into simplistic partisan boxes. People like Tift, who acted on multiple
loyalties and whose national alleggiHV ZHUH XQFOHDU DW EHVW UHYHDOHG
despite its empowered military apparatuses, to accomplish this goal. But the state never stopped
trying.*®
As Michael Fellman notes, during the Civil War a refusal to demonstrate loyalty could
lead b presumptions of disloyalf{y.Relying on this dualistic conception of allegiance,

Confederate forces inevitably punished likely innocent Mississippians. This was the case in May

" Statement of W.L. Poindexter, October 28, 1863, C.H. Manship to General W.H. Jackson, August 13, 1863,
Statement of W.H. Jackson, August 14, 1863, Solomon Tift to Brother, July 28, 1863, J.J. Fitzpatrick to Lt. Col.
L.W. Beasley, Agust 11, 1863, Statement of Solomon Tift, October 8, 1863, Solomon Tift to Mr. Hays, October
10, 1863, Statement of James H. Carrington, November 20, 1863, Arrest Papers of Solomon Tift, roll 88, LRCSW;
1860 U.S. Census, Hinds County, Mississippi, S. Wiffital image Ancestry.conphttp://www.ancestry.com/

(accessed April 6, 2011).

“®3GRORPRQ 7LIW ~ LQ /LVWV RI 8QLRQ RU /R\DO OHQ LQ DQG $URXQG 9LFN
Records of Civil War Speal Agencies of the Treasury Department, Second Special Agency Records, Vicksburg
District (Hereafter cited as RCWSAT), NARA.

“9Michael Fellman|nside War: The Guerilla Conflict in Missouri During the American Civil \{idew York:

Oxford University Press989), 52.
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1863, when Confederates in Tishomingo County charged Martha Emmaline Mathessyimg

for the Union and imprisoned her without trial in Castle Thunder, even though a friend

contended that she had been arrested while merely visiting family. Brigadier General Daniel
5XJJOHV FODLPHG WR KDYH QR GRXBENW R IODWNMKH Z06 VUMH VS
IRU WKLY DVVHUWLRQ %\ FRQWUDVW %ULJDGLHU *HQHUDO
GHILQLWH FKDUJHV® DJDLQVW KHU DQG 3QR SURVSHFW RI D S
RI1 3DZIXO FRQGLWL RMoh Heriebkavess THe CriReder& ¢t released her in July

1864. That same summer, Confederates arrested Kemper County native July Clark, for trying to
3SDVV WKURXJK” WKH ORELOH OLQHV ZLWK 3GDQJHURXV GRFX
her as wellThese cases demonstrate how Confederates accused as treasonous people who
appeared to be in the wrong place at the wrong time. They were the collateral damage of a hyper
nationalist atmosphere in which Confederate authorities demanded that everyongemkéeti

even when they admitted to mistakenly arresting some people, authorities did not cease their

attempt to rigidly enforce Confederate allegiarite.

(YHQ ZKHQ VXVSHFWHG VSLHVY DFWLRQ@AdsElHtERSt, WR EH J.
Confederatedescribed them as switching sides, as opposed to actingeqstimg loyalties. In
6HSWHPEHU D VFRXW LQ &KDUOHV $OOHQTV FRPSDQ\ TXH
Federal uniform about his status and destination. The man claimed to haweideflines to
work for a Dr. Jones of Holmes County. When Jones refused to surrender the man, a gunfight
HUXSWHG NLOOLQJ WKH VFRXW 3-RQHV ZDV D <DQNHH VS\ D

WKDW WKH FRXSOH KDG 2P DG H tdrd dottenih VRKSMY. QéspBR ZQ KHU |

*0L. Welsh to Jefferson Davis, June 22, 1864, Statement of Daniel Ruggles, October 6, 1864, Statement of W.M.
Pardner, July 6, 1864, Statement of Martha Emmaline Maness, January 4, 1864, Arrest Papers of Martha Emmaline
Maness, May, 1863 throughX O\ UROO /5&6: 3/HVDshHCaridd BVeridgiah MB)R Q -~

June 9, 1864; 1860 U.S. Census, Kemper County, Mississippi, July A. Clark, digital Amagstry.com
[http://www.ancestry.confaccessed April 6, 2011).
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WKLV EHKDYLRU $0OOHQ UHYHDOHG WKDW 0O0UV -RQHV KDG VF
KHUH DQG D JRRG <DQNHH RYHU WKHUH ~ :KDW $0O0OHQ GHVFU
the influence of microandnMaUR OR\DOWLHV I 'U -RQHV ZDV LQGHHG D
have given information to Federal troops while also trading cotton for a profit. What Allen
LGHQWLILHG DV OUV -RQHVY GXDO 8QLRQ &RQIHGHUDWH DOC
sef-interest, via her trading, and Confederate loyalty, whicthédo betray her husband. The
Joneses appeared to act on different, but concurrent loyalties to self and country. Allen, however,
judging people according to nationalism alone, viewedi@igvior through the binary lenses of
3VHFHVK DQ®& 3<DQNHH

-XVW DV OLVVLVVLSSLTV &4RQIHGHUDWH IRUFHV WULHG W
this dualistic framework, so too did Union authorities. Like their Confederate counterparts, the
Union PLOLWDU\ WULHG WR XVH LWV H[SDQGHG SRZHU DQG UHD
theirside.8QLRQ IRUFHY UHOLHG RQ IODZHG PHFKDQLVPV OLNH W
multiple loyalties rendered this attempt futile. Though the Federabmyiléventually succeeded
LQ VXEGXLQJ & RQIHGHUDWH IRUFHV FRQWUROOLQJ OLVVLVVI
otherwise substantial powers.

In December 1863, for example, Captain Franklin Fisk of thiidois Cavalry ran into
planter W.B. Parte and two associates, all carrying Union passes permitting them to carry out
goods from Vicksburg. The men denied knowing the whereabouts of Confederate scouts, and the
8QLRQ RIILFHUVY UHOLHG RQ WKHLU SDVVHV DVI(R®BOVVXUDQFH |
cavalrymen later captured two Rebel scouts who admitted that Partee had been sheltering
&RQIHGHUDWHYV OHDGLQJ )LVN WR FRQFOXGH WKDW 3DUWHH

DQG SURWHFWLRQ SDSHUV WKURXJK |DionadthorMi EPAWHPHQWYV ~ | (

*L Charles Allen to Parents, September 22, 1864, James Allen and Charles B. Allen Papers.
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O9LFNVEXUJ HI[SHOOHG (OL]IDEHWK (JJOHVWRQ IURP WKH FLW\
ZLWK UHEHO LQWHUHVWYV =~ +HU GDXJKWHU ODKDOD 5RDFK L
FRPIRUWY WR WKH UHEHOV ' thekvomerrr@rDalhBspiltdt s amiggledvVD Q G L Q J
VXSSOLHVY WR &4RQIHGHUDWH VROGLHUYVY GXULQJ WKH 9LFNVE.:
+ROODQG WKDQNHG KLV DXQW IRU KHU VHUYLFH EXW ZDUQH
FORVHO\«GRQTW O Hisvh arDéyngatRyE@ sblBdiswadudeRo to lavish too freely
\RXU VXSSOLHYV *fargeda his/doRo@s\wldimed Union loyalty as a means of aiding
Confederate soldiers, taking advantage of Federal rules that allowed residents of the surrounding
areas to sell excess produce in Vicksburg. Eggleston likewise declared Union loyalty in order to
aid Confederate troops. In these cases, Union authorities found thatwesthng was a poor
LQGLFDWLRQ RI SHRSOHVY DOOHJLDQFH

Federal authorities in Missi¢sSSLYfV JDUULVRQHG GLVWULFWYV DWWHP
identifying clandestine Confederates from all manner of individuals, including Unionists,
criminals,ne'erdo-wells, and business people. A September 1863 Union list of civilian prisoners
in NatchH] IRU H[DPSOH GHWDLOHG D UDQJH RI FKDUJHV LQFO>
JRRGV«(QWHULQJ OLQHV«GLVOR\DOW\«6HOOLQJ ZKLVNH\ =~ ZK
O9LFNVEXUJ LQFOXGHG FKDUJHV RI1 3VZLQGOLQJ VROGLHUV«)R
between petty  LPHV ZHUH FKDUJHV RI 3GLVOR\DOW\"  DQG VS\LQJ
nationalismfacilitatedsurveillance state. Union forces had to be alert in a wartime environment

where any behavior could potentially mask treasonous intent, and they also éxtesnde

2 Franklin Fisk to C.D. Townsend, Statement Concerning the Disloyalty of W.B. Partee, Pfeifer, Hegewish and
Russel, December 5, 1863, rol,AJPMF; General N.J.T. Dana, General Orders No. 82, November 22, 1864,

Mahala P. Roach to Maj. General Dana, January 11, 1865, Papers Relating to the Banishment of Mrs. Eggleston, by
General Dana, 1864, EgglestBoach Papers, 179905, Series 1, 832, uisiana State University Special

Collections, Hill Memorial Library, Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, Louisi@mexeafter cited as LSU);

Letters from Confederate Soldiers in Vicksburg to Elizabeth Eggleston and Mahala P. Roacl8d862.S.

Holland to Elizabeth Eggleston, June 8, 1863, Roach and Eggleston Family PapetQaB25ls. 23, ser. 1,

02614, SHC.
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alertness to Mississippians who declared loyalty as a prerequisite to do legitimate business in
occupied area¥’
Such individuals had ulterior motives for declaring loyalty, whether they were
sympathetic to the Union or not. In August 1864 ,éoample, Tippah County mechanic W.E.
Rogers told Federal officials that he had been forced into the Confederate army to avoid losing
KLV S SROLWLFDO VWDWXV LQIOXHQWLDO IULHQGYV ~ $IWHU E
FDPH WR OHP®BKQYVY WRLEDVW P\ ORW ZLWK WKH 8QLRQ XQWLO \
S8 SOHDVHG WR GR EXVLQHVYVY LQ OHPSKLV™ LI SHUPLWWHG WR
UHVLGHQW OREELHG 7UHDVXU\ $JHQW 5 6 +DUW W&k DSSURYF
permit applications. He described Concke as a struggling widow with children, with a son
ZRUNLQJ IRU WKH 8QLRQ DUP\ LQ 1HZ 2UOHDQV 3,W ZRXOG E
FORVHG VKH«KDV EHHQ DOZzZD\V D OR BdtGordedefRlQuthdrRiesQ LH >V L|
weeding out the loyal from the disloyal was difficult when such individuals had personal
interests that informed their declarations of allegiafice.
This was especially true in Vicksburg, a major commercial hub strategiceditetbon
high bluffs overlooking a Mississippi River bend, which the Union army occupied from July
WR WKH ZDUYV HQG %\ WKH V WKH FLW\ KDG DWWUDFW
and European immigrants, who gave the city economic divemsdya cosmopolitan air.
Conservative Whigs had long maintained a majority in city politics, and this influence continued

during the secession crisis of 1860 HYHQ DIWHU WKH :KLJ 3DUW\JV FROODS

%3 List of Civilian Prisoners in Natchez Military Prison, Septemb&011863, roll 23, UPMF; List of Citizen

Prisoners Confined at Vicksburg, Mississippi, Janua@$,11864, RG 393, entry 2521, RPMG; Athen the

Yankees Cam&9-60, 8283.

*W.E. Rogergo Major Tommey, August 30, 1864, Correspondence Received by the Assistant Special Agent,
Memphis, Januarpecember 1864, entry 223, box 1, RCWSAT; Trade Store Permit Applications of Mina Concke,
April 5, June 8, 1864, Charles Westel to R.S. Hart, Jari®r§864, Authority to Establish Trade Store Permits,
Natchez, entries 291, 292, box 5, RCWSAT.
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feared that secession and war woubtupt business transactions, and-phuion voters beat out
VHFHVVLRQLVWYV W R $IWHU OLVVLVVLSSLYVY VHFHVVLRQ
WKH &¢RQIHGHUDWH WLGH EXW *UDQWYV FDSWXULQJ RI WKH
occupyirg force that demanded allegiance in exchange for permission to go abaotdisy
business?

7KH FLW\YV PHUFKDQW DQG EXVLQHVY FODVVHV NQHZ WK
:DWFKPDNHU (GZLQ 6DELQ UHFDOOHG 3WKH EWHILQUXNV@BIW L
DV WKH ZDU OHIW KLP ZLWK MXVW RXW D IRUWXQH
open another shop to try and recuperate financially. Other Vicksburg residents did the same.
Federal forces outlawed commercial activity byvagd Confederates, so individuals wishing to
do business had to swear the oath and promise not to sell to or aid known Rebels. Use of the
military courts also incentivized individuals like Cornelius Ryan, Thomas Purcell, Alexander
Jeffrey, and other VicksbuJ UHVLGHQWYV ZKR LGHQWLILHG DV 3D OR\DO |
order to resolve common property and land disptites.

With these incentives in mind, 230 Vicksburg residents added their names to a list of
38QLRQ PHQ LQ DQG DURX@®R EH NOBRXE WHGLHXNHGW E\ JHGH
occupations of the 152 listed men (see AppeAdiar the list) who appear in the census

included professionals, proprietors, artisans, and unskilled laborers consistent with the general

%5 Ballard, Vicksburg 1-8; Christopher MorrisBecoming Southern: The Evolution of a Way of Life, Warren County

and Vicksburg, Mississippi, 1774860(New York Oxford University Press, 1995), 1-137.

®(GZLQ / B6DELQ 329LFNVEXUJ DQG $IWHU %HLQJ WK HCéimdatantddrpgH RI1 D 6F
WKH 6 L$&Warted/Revieth (Oct., 1907): quote on 485, 4892; Salmon P. ChasEnited States Tsury

Department Rules Concernifigpmmercial Intercourse with and in States Declared in Insurrection, and the

Collection of Abandoned and Captured Propdkyashington: Government Printing Office, 1863), 16; James T.
Currie,Enclave: Vicksburg and her Seunding Plantations, 1863870(Jackson: University Press of Mississippi,

1980), 2526; Vicksburg Court Cases of Cornelius Ryan, March 19, Thomas Purcell, March 25, Alexander Jeffrey,

March 30, 1864, roll 30, UPMF.
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makeup of nineteenth sRIry American citieS! Profession of Union loyalty, as represented on
the list, was not limited to a specific occupational group. All but nine were Vicksburg residents.
The rest lived in other parts of Mississippi, while one merchant came from Texadly, fvea
PHQ UHSUHVHQWHG WKH FLW \fiive @drerbidrd v i@oton &rid BoréReX Q G V
South states, thirtfive were born in northern neslaveholding states and seveeight were
born in Europe, Canagar unknown:® In 1863 and 1864 at lesventy-four of these men paid
a fee and applied to Federal Treasury Agents for permission to establish trade stores in
Vicksburg. Their applications were among hundreds that Mississippians submitted to Union
authorities from 1863 onward, when pu@r trade patterns on the Mississippi River, no longer
hindered by Confederate blockades, picked up again. In addition to giving out trade store
permits, Union authorities issued permits to Mississippians wishing to open supply stores and
ship products from wit Union lines to northern markets, and kept track of vessels coming to
and departing from river ports.

Federal authorities, demanding that friend and foe be identified, remained suspicious of

even professed Unionists. A Union officer noted on the listicksburg loyalists that some were

WK

SSUHWW\ JRRG 8QLRQ OHQ " RWKHUV ZHUH 3VRPHZKDW FRPSU

" Occupational categorizations areiged from Theodore Hershberg, Michael Katz, Stuart Blumin, Laurence

*ODVFR DQG &O\GH *ULIILQ 32FFXSDWLRCHOQ QWG UWKIQUEHW\ $ @RDOHD ERQBV

Historical Methods Newslettét (June, 1974): 17987.

%8 Lists of Union orLoyal Men in and Around Vicksburg; 1860 U.S. Census, Warren, Hinds, Claiborne Counties,
Mississippi, Sabine County, Texas, digital imagescestry.conhttp://www.ancestry.conaccessed July 180,

2010).

%9 Currie,Enclave 15-18; In the RCWSAT see Trade Store Permits, 18884, Vicksburg District, entry 369, box

3, RG 366; Trade Store Permits, 1864, Natchez District, entries 291, 292, box 5; Authorities Granted for Trade
Stores, Vicksburg, Mississippi, January 48&ranscript of Record of Fees Received, January, February 1864, in
Correspondence Received by the Assistant Treasury Agent, Vicksburg District, entry 360, box 2; Authorities
Granted for the Purchase and Transport of Products, Vicksburg, Mississippmbiaydanuary 1864, March, April
1865, Record of Authorities to Establish Supply Stores, Vicksburg, Mississippi, December 1864, March, April
1865, Record of Fees Received, Supply Stores, September 1864, Report of Clearances Given at the U.S. Custom
House Vicksburg, Mississippi, November, December 1864, January, March 1865, all in Applications, Bonds &
Authorities to Purchase & Transport Products, Districts in Mississippi, entry 382, box 5, RG 366, Ibid; No. 2 List of
Union or Loyal Men in and Around Vicksipg.
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FULPLQDO " DQG VWLOO RWKHUYV ZRXOG 3QRW WDNH WKH RDW
UHJDUGLQJ VRPH Ryingdic¢catéd fhd cafituOdppidaaMUnion authorities took
towards declarations of allegiance made in conjunction with business interests. In a petition to
Treasury Agent William Mellen, one of the listed men, recently naturalized merchant Solomon
Rothchild, ERDVWHG WKDW KH ULWNHIXYQQUHWR GL DK\E HDUW L'QF/ W W
KDG EXW UHFHQWO\ EHIRUH VZRUQ DOOHJLDQFH ~ :KHQ WKH
SFKHHUIXO0O\" WRRN WKH 8QLRQ RDWK DQ@WKRDWWIBGE WRYARGW
SPRGH RI REWDLQLQJ VXEVLVWHQFH = ,Q DQRWKHU OLVWL
to open a trade store and won permission to lease an abandoned Warren County plantation. He
and Rothchild may well have been honest inrtlgialty declarations, but the fact that they in
part made such statements in the pursuit of monetary gain meant that for Union authorities, such
statements were not above suspicdn.

Vicksburg jeweleMax Kunerdemonstrated why this suspicion lingeredinkr applied
for a trade store permit in 1863, swore the oath, served as a surety on a plantatiandeass
among the listed Vicksburg loyalists. Nonetheless, his former apprentice, Valentine Vogh,
claimed that in 1861 Kuner raised a Rebel compaaw 8 Confederate flag and housed Rebel
soldiers. Another person on the list, s8fHVFULEHG *WUXO\ OR\DO 8QLRQ PDQ’
FDOOHG . XQHU 3:*RQH RI WKH OHDGLQJ UHEHOV RI 9LFNVEXUJ

admitted to housing Rebel s@ds out of sympathy for their hunger. He dismissed Vogh as a

® 1R /ILVW Rl 8QLRQ RU /R\DO OHQ LQ DQG $URXQG 9LFNVEXUJ 5&:6%7 36
or Loyal Men in and Around Vicksbur@etition of Solomon Rothchild, September 14, 1864, Contracts and

Affidavits to Establish Supply Stores, Et 2IlLFH RI WKH *HQHUDO $JHQW HQWU\ ER
O\ JDWW ~ LQ /LVW RI 8QLRQ RU /R\DOTHgStar® PErQiCAPlitRiSn@AISariF NV E X U J
Mygatt, December 18, 1863, Trade Store Permits, Vicksburg District- 18648, Ibid; Plantation Lease of Alston

Mygatt, November 24, 1864, Records on Renting and Leasing of Abandoned Property8&BERecords of the
OLVVLVVLSSL )JUHHGPHQ®HXUH®SXUSMFRQWV323Q@HLFH RI WKH $VVLVWDQW &RF
Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned Lands-18683, (Hereafter cited as RMFD) Roll 3-:M14,

Record Group 105, NARA.
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disgruntled former employee, and contended that a dispute with former businesstparater
&RQIHGHUDWH FDSWDLQ "1 ORRG\ OHG ORRG\ WR UDLVH WK
theinFLGHQW 3$ GHFODUDWLRQ RI WKH 'LVVROXWLRQ RI 3DUWAQ
Confederate sympathies. In light of these allegations, the Treasury Agent inquired from district

FRPPDQGHU 1D SwhetheRMabDKDrier #s disloyal” DQ G W KidJdibBeWisl Q H G

VXSSO\ VWRUH LI WKLV ZDV WKH FDVH . XQHUTV DFFXVHUV N(
traitors, and perhaps he was truthful in claiming that their charges stemmed from personal
grievances. Owning $50,000 in real estate and a 8%/6ar home, he had much to Ids@Em
not cooperating with the Federals. Yet, additional motives by Kuner and his accusers mattered
little to Union officials whose job was to enforce loyalty. When presented with claims that
XQHUYV FDVH L Qnj&sOunidrcor Eentetersiteksiances, they were still only
concerned with his national sympathf?és.

XQHUYY FDVH GHPRQVWUDWHG KRZ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV FR:
the upper hand in personal disputes that might be only tangentialigddébd nationalism.
Nonetheless, in these cases they still used nationalist discourse because doing so was the only
way to appeal to Federal authorities primarily concerned with policing allegiance. In June of
1864, Murray Carter and M. Levy appeared befdnion authorities in Vicksburg to dispute the
ownership of six bales of cotton. Both produced witnesses supporting their loyalty, and both

DFFXVHG HDFK RWKHU RI GLVOR\DOW\ &DUWHU FODLPHG WKI

130D] .XQHU ~ LQ /LVW RI 8QLRQ RU /R\DO OHQ LQ DQG $URXQG 9LFNVEXUJ
Kuner, January 18, 186&rade Store Permits, Vicksburg District, 188364, Ibid; Plantation Lease of Julia Glass,

Max Kuner, Surety, December 27, 1864, roll 3, RMFD; Valentine Vogh to Vicksburg Provost Marshal, September

6, 1864, Correspondence Received by the Assistant Tredgent, Vicksburg District, Box 2, Entry 360,

RCWSAT,; 1860 U.S. Census, Warren County, Mississippi, Charles Francis, pg. 923, digitalAn@egtry.com
[http://www.ancestry.conffaccessed August 12. 2010); Charlean€is to Vicksburg Provost Marshal, September 7,

1864, A. Myggat, John Bland, W.J. Shuler and Duff Green to J.A. McCowell, December 26, 1863, Max Kuner to

C.F. Calliot, September 8, 1864, T.C. Gatticut to Major General N.J.T. Dana, September 11, 11864, all

Correspondence Received by the Assistant Special Treasury Agent; Meadsning Southerri18.
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oathswearing, RWLQJ WKDW 3WKH 2DWK RI $OOHJLDQFH LV QRW DO
GHIHQVH /HY\ DVVXUHG WKH SUREDWH FRXUW WKDW KH ZDV
6HQWLPHQWY "~ DQG FDOOHG &DUWHU D 3FRWW R QWHHWHIFX OIDY\RF
QRWLQJ WKDW /HYMHBANMOREZWQ HBVAJIHURWHWUGHG SRXWYiEGH RI RX
loyaltyaught QRW EH DERYH VXVSLFLRQ ~ (YHQ LI 8QJHU WRRN WKH
DFWLRQ ZRXOG 3FRPSOLFBWBVWH R UALNERGE havibdaregniabies

of both men are unclear and were, from their angle, beside the point: they argued over property,

using patriotic language in the service of setérest. To the Federal court, however, nationalism
trumpedlawful issues pertaining to property theft. Its singular focus on policing allegiance led it

to judge Levy guilty not because it believed him guilty of theft, but because it considered him

disloyal, which in turn rendered all of his behavior suspicious.

The natiorVWDWHYYV QHHG WR FRPSHO WRWDO DOOHJLDQFH 1
EHFDPH WKH FHQWUDO IDFWRU LQ WKH 8QLWHG 6WDWHVY JR"®
era property claims by residents of former Confederate Mississippndaihe war, planter John
Vick appeared on the Vicksburg Unionist list and swore the Amnesty Oath. In 1872, he filed
with the Southern Claims Commission to get back $4,550 in confiscated property. When receipts
revealed that he had sold supplies to thef€terate army, however, he admitted to doing so
3IRU WKH VROH DQG RQO\ SXUSRVH™ RI VXSSRUWLQJ KLV IDPL
WR 3FRQVFLRXVO\ GHFODUH™ WKDW KH 3FRQVWDQWO\" EDFNH
Emancipation Proclam&étRQ EHWUD\HG VRXWKHUQ 8QLRQLVWYV ZKR KDG
SURSHUW\ VKRXOG QRW EH GLVWXUEHG ~ +LV YLVLRQ RI DQ H

SURWHFWLRQ IRU WKHVH ULJKWYV )HDULQJ WKDW KH PLJKW E

26WDWHPHQW RI OXUUD\ &DUWHU -XQH ([KLELW 3% ~ 6WDWHPHQW |
David Streat and C.C. Marsh, Signatories, Undated, Vicksburg Court Case of M. Levy and Murray Carter, June 13,
1864, roll 35, UPMF.



SFBVHG WR V\PSDWKL]H ZLWK WKH 8QLRQ FDXVH" VLQFH GRLC
Rl1 3VODYH SURSHUW\ ~ 7KH &RPPLVVLRQ UHMHFWHG 9LFNTV F
SOR\DO DGKHUHQW™ WR WKH 8QLRQ FDXVHHD&RQGH G P Bl BGWKH. W 3E
D OR\D'D9DFMYY 8QLRQ OR\DOW)\ ZDV SUHGLFDWHG RQ WKH 8 6
property, but during and after the war, the Federal government deemed citizens loyal only if they
placed allegiance to the nation above alkottoncerns. In this respect, the commission found
Vick lacking.

The Federal government denied claims theolisted Vicksburg Unioniss because their
required unconditional loyalty allegedly wavered during the war. Planter James Cathell
submitted alaim for $6,550, but the Commission denied it when witnesses testified that Cathell
publically favored the South and receipts showed that he sold the Confederates fodder in 1862.
6WDWLQJ WKDW KH KDG 3DOZD\V EHHQ D WdaxnA870¢iM O PDQ -
for $489, which the commission barred without explandtfarhe U.S. government doubted
9LFN &DWKHOO DQG %RZLHYV GHFODUDWLRQV RI ZDUWLPH O
interest in part drove these professions. The Federaletatrged from the war with expanded
SRZHUV DQG WKH EXUHDXFUDWLF FDSDFLW\ WR JDXJH OLVVL)
property claims. The government was convinced it could do so effectively, but in fact, it could
only claim this ability by ditning national allegiance in a way that left no room for individuals

WR DFW RQ PXOWLSOH OR\DOWLHY 7KH DFWXDO QDWXUH R

B33.RKQ : 9UFRN/LVW RI 8QLRQ RU /R\DO OHQ LQ DQG $URXQG 9LFNVEXUJ (]
of John W. Vick, May 31, 1872, Commission Remarks on Claim of John W. Vick, Southern Claims Commission

(hereafter cited as SCC), Warren County, Mississippi, Cl&i&vY2, Roll 21, digital images§;old3.com

[http://www.fold3.coml(accessed November 29, 2011).

“3.DPHV &DWKHOO ~ LQ /LVW RI 8QLRQ RU /R\DO OHQ LQ DQG $URXQG 9LFN
James CathelMay 28, 1872, February 26, 1876, SCC, Warren County, Mississippi, claim 14197, roll 44, SCC;
3$TXLOD %RZLH ~ LQ /LVW RI 8QLRQ RU /R\DO OHQ LQ DQG $URXQG 9LFNVE
claim 2602, roll 44, SCC.
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their personal interests appeared to contradict their declared loyalty, Union padistesc
little slack.

This was also the casegarding claimants from Natchez. During the war, druggist
George Fox swore the Union oath and told the Treasury Agent that he would be subject to
3SFRQVLGHUDEOH ORVV LQFRQ ¥&pQis bt@perdpén Linh Q@ WoBedds,P L W W H
Fox found his loyalty questioned when he filed a claim for $900. He stated that he had always
EHHQ D 8QLRQLVW DQG WKDW KDG *FLUFXPVWDQFHVY™ EHHQ P
SE\ DOO PHDQV LQRYBSWRDHYVHYV GHVFULEHG )R[ DV D 38QLRQ
:LOOLDP +HQGHUVRQ )R[TfV IRUPHU VODYH ZKR LQ MRLQH
not directly aid the Union but did give Henderson free supplies from his store. The Commission
rejecteG )R[V FODLP QRWLQJ WhSD/P KX Q V8 QLR @ XV K 3 GIRHY 3UDW |
SURYHV«QHXWUDOLW\ WKDQ OR\DOW\ "~ ,Q D VLPLODU FDVH 1
trade store permits in April and June 1864, and in 1872, filed a claim for &3jtng that he
ZDV D OH[LFDQ :DU YHWHUDQ ZKR ZRXOG QRW 3GR DQ\WKLQJ
IRXJKW =~ $ IULHQG WHVWLILHG WKDW ODUNYV 3ZRXOG KDYH JR
he suggested that Marks remained functionally neu8.FRQYLQFHG DERXW ODUNVY (
Commission rejected his claifiTo a northern government that demanded anrafiothing
show of allegiance from Mississippians, neutrality was tantamount to disloyalbe [®gal
meant taactloyal by aiding the Urmin cause. The Federal government had the power to decide,

KRZHYHU DUELWUDULO\ ZKDW W\SHV RI DFWLRQV VXIILFHG L

% George W. Fox to R.$dart, February 6, 1864, Oath of Allegiance of George W. Fox, February 19, 1864,

Authority to Establish Trade Store Permits, Natchez; Statement of George W. Fox, Statement of Robert E. McClure,
Statement of William Henderson, Claim of George W. Fox, Juné&a1, SCC, Adams County, Mississippi, claim

2883, roll 003, SCC; Trade Store Permit Applications of Matthias D. Marks, April 7, June 9, 1864, Authority to
Establish Trade Store Permits, Natchez; Statement of Matthias D. Marks, Statement of Richand, Sdtiember

6, 1872, Claim of Matthias D. Marks, July 1, 1872, claim 14870, publication 1407, SCC.
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participate as component parts in service of the greater national goal rendered their declarations
of allegiance insufficient in its estimation.

This unbending conception of national allegiance, however, proved problematic when
individuals acted in ways that could appear to be loyal and disloyal at different times. Such was
the case with Natchez merch&dsey Mallory, aseiGHVFULEHG 3ERQH ILGH 8QLRQ
swore the oath in January 1864, applied for a trade store permit, and, in 1872, claimed $7950
ZRUWK RI FRQILVFDWHG EULFNV :LWQHVV $EUDKDP 6FRILHOC
admitted thatRWKHUV GLG QRW +LV IRUPHU VODYH VDLG WKDW 0D
SFKDQJHG VRRQ DIWHU WKH ZDU FRPPHQFHG "~ $QRWKHU ZLWC
D IRUPHU 38QLRQ PDQ" ZKR WXUQHG &RQIHGHUD&MHY&KHQ 3WK
another witness said that Mallory voiced both Union and Confederate sympathies, while another
FRQVLGHUHG KLP GuHsWwwhHbéha® MAIMAHX@uted his Massachusetts birth,
noted his thrice swearing the Union oath, claimed thabteatened to disown his Confederate
soldier son, and added that he boarded and supplied Union soldiers. Nonetheless, he admitted to
EHLQJ LQLWLDOO\ 3 KRW” IRU 8QLRQ YLFWRU\ EXW WKDW KH (
Federal troops took his lokis, though he denied directly aiding the Confederacy beyond paying
WD[HVY 7KH &RPPLVVLRQ UHMHFWHG ODOORU\YV FODLP FLWL
inflating the number of stolen bricks as evidence of his unreliabflity.

As with other Missisippi claimants, interested partisans using the wartime nationalist

GLVFRXUVH LQWHUSUHWHG ODOORU\YVY FRQFHUQV RYHU SURS

% Oath of Allegiance of Casey Mallory, January 30, 1864, Trade Store Permit Application of Casey Mallory,
February 3, 1864, Casey Mallory to Judge H3ajuary 30, 1864, Authority to Establish Trade Store Permits,
Natchez; Statements of Abraham Scofield , William Shaw, R.E. McClure, William McGilvary, Cyrus Marsh,
Statements of Casey Mallory, May 16, 1876, April 4, 1874, Report of Enos Richmond onithefOGasey
Mallory, May 15, 1876, Summary Report on the Claim of Casey Mallory, December 5, 1877, Claim of Casey
Mallory, October 21, 1872, claim 17132, roll 25, SCC.
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or the other. Mallory himself used this nationalist language even when discussing aeseparat
LVVXH GHVFULELQJ DQJHU RYHU WKH )HGHUDOVY FRQILVFDW
Confederate victory. Seeking to distinguish the loyal from the treasonous, even when someone
like Mallory at different times appeared to act as both, the Feglevatnment took his
SDGPLVVLRQ RI &aRQIHGHUDWH V\PSDWK\ DV UHDVRQ WR UHM
more concerned with his property than in choosing sides did not matter to northern partisans.
Although the Federal government had the inthad X FW XUDO FDSDFLW\ WR SROLFH
HYHQ DIWHU WKH ZzDU OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY OR\DOW\ OD\HUV UFH
total allegiance in them.

When the Federal army invaded Mississippi in 1862, Confederate and Unioansartis
operated according to a protective nationalist ideal that made devotion to one side or the other
necessary to achieving victory. In the process they turned everyday actions into suspicious acts,
resulting in a heightened climate of surveillance andrassin which both sides attempted to
FDWHJRUL]H OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY HYHU\ PRYH DV SRWHQWLDO L
the implementation of protective nationalism on the ground proved to be impossible. The Union
army tried to elicit proobf loyalty via the oath of allegianc®lississippians, however, swore the
oath under constrained circumstances as a prerequisite for getting protection for property,
avoiding Confederate conscription, doing business under Federal occupation and traveling
beyond Union lines. Rather than bengfactoloyal Confederates who pragmatically swore
what they considered to be a Ainding, forced oath in order to secure, food, housing and
protection, Mississippians acted on separate micro loyalties to selilg.filn some instances

oathtakers privately professed Confederate loyalty, but in other instances, their national
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allegiances were unclear because they swore the Union oath as a means to ends that were distinct
from nationalism.

Confederate partisans) the other hand, tended to view such actions as evidence of
OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY FDSLWXODWLRQ WR WKH QRUWKHUQ IRH LC
professed Unionists and onto the entire civilian population. In the process they turned perceived
failures to donate all blood and treasure to the Confederate cause as evidence of selfishness and
disloyalty. Ardent Confederates charged alleged speculators and extortionists with hindering the
guest for southern independence, and they arrested individuatsluding with the Union
regardless of the validity of such charges. Many Mississippians, however, continued to act on
multiple loyalties that had no place in the protective nationalist ideal. Others envisioned a
Confederate state defined by a respecindividual and property rights. This idea of the
Confederate nation contrasted with that of protective nationalists who made southern
independence an end unto itself to which citizens should devote all of their resources. Thus,
defining Confederate tianalism was a contested and fluid process that was shapaddy
reflective of WKH ZDUWMKLHVYHQ®J HI[LIJHQFLHY DQG LQIRUPHG E\ OLV VI
This process, in turn, revealed that while the Civil War created a more powerful sowahenn
state, armed with the bureaucratic apparatuses with which it attempted to rigidly police and
HQIRUFH OR\DOW\ LQ DOO DVSHFWV RI LWV FLWL]JHQVY GDLO\
succeed in this, the singular justification for its enged powers.

Like its Confederate counterpart, the northern naNowW DWHTV LQIUDVWUXFW XUD
during the Civil War, but failed in its attempt to use this expanded power to compel total loyalty
to its cause. Union authorities strugglé/l tHQIRUFH OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY DOOHJILD

States, especially in occupied cities like Vicksburg and Natchez, where multiple loyalties
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LQIRUPHG LQGLYLGXDOVY GHFODUDWLRQV RI 8QLRQLVP ,Q U
during the war andh claims submitted to the Southern Claims Commission in thewsost

period, Mississippians indicated that the desire for monetary gain in part influenced their
professions of loyalty. With this fact in mind, Federal authorities viewed such statements as
inherently suspicious because they indicated a concern for persorbkingllin addition to an

alleged active dedication to the Union cause. Union and Confederate authorities further
confronted the inherent difficulty of trying to gauge the nationallt®gof those involved in

wartime commerce via their attempts to quell, or at least regulate, the extensive contraband trade
between Mississippians and the Union army. Trade between the lines began as soon as Federal
forces arrived in the state and inged in volume as the war progressed, dashing protective
QDWLRQDOLVWVY G UsuBi&nédZobnfederaiz \Waltiép vHosé/ditigehs lived only to

serve its cause.
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Chapter Three 37UDG\YLOOH ~ 7KH &RQWUDEDQG 7UDGH DQG "
In 1863, an umamed Confederate officer castigated ostensibly loyal Confederates who
traded with Union forces in Natchez, Mississippkeg commercidl SRUW QRUWK RI WKH RI
base of operations in southeastern Louisiana. A year e&tafederatéield commanders had
RUGHUHG SODQWHUVY WR EXUQ WKHLU FRWWRQ WR NHHS LW |
RITLFHU ZURWH 3VRPH EDOHV ZHUH NHSW QRW ORQJ GLV
on the part of the planter or was it sauedrder to present to the enemy and thereby assist in
VXEMXJDWLQJ WKH VRXWKHUQ -8ddupisdNattheZ rorupted thD Gfiderz L W K 8
WR FULWLFbh@#HR XWKH PRIV XUDEOH XQFRPSURPLVLQJ VHFHVVI
H:DU WRQWIKIf DQG p.QLIH WR WKH KLOW " ZKR QRZYAJDYH DQ
WKH SUHVHQFH RI Y oGadérdetand Fedéral bfficets alike called Natchez
37UDG\YLOOH " UHFRJQL]JLQJ LWV UROH DV D.WHi®hEttéel RI FRPP
known as a ternfor fugitive slaves, contraband in this case refeteeithe goods that
Mississippians illegally exchanged across Union lifiég officer commenting oMNatchez
YLHZHG WKH WUDGH DV D WHVW Reling thoée ¢hb@géd insitRXtaitddsH U D W H
Not all Confederate went this far. Writing from Oxford, Mississippi in 1863, Inspector
General Jacob Thompson explained to Confederate President Jefferson Davis that the
JRYHUQPHQWYV SROLF\ RWKRIUEQGRQ @D W DD XYM IRI H[DVSH
SUHYHQWHG UHVLGHQWY RI WKH VWDWHY{V QReldWKHUQ UHJLR
OHPSKLV 3,Q WKLV VWDWH RI WKLQJV ~ KH DUJXHG 3\RX FDQ(
disloyal thatthe st HVVHG SHRSOH VKRXOG HQGHDYRU WR SURFXUH:«

be obtained in no other way than from those who resided near Memphis where their location, of

!31DWFKH] 8QGHU <DQNHH 5XOH ~ LQ &RQIHGHUDWH 3B§2W &RPPLVVDU\ ,QY
Z/1661.000/F, Mississippi Department of Archives and History, Jackson, Mississippi (Hereafter cited as MDAH).
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FRXUVH IDFLOLWDWHYV WUnKke thewWatdheéz idbsetvev, kvhid/riédgdrdedd HP\ -~

contraband trade as treasonous, Thompson thought that trade with the Union benefited the

VRXWKHUQ ZDU HIIRUW 37R DGPLW WKH SHRSOH WR EX\ LQ Z

DEVROXWHO\ QHFHVVDU\ ZLOO HQOLYHQ RXHG HRB@HR D) GV K

KDOI RI ZKDW LV EURXJKW LQ ILQGYV LWV2ZD\ WR WKH DUP\ L
Central to these conflictingterpretations of the tradeasan importantguestion: could

Mississippians be loyal Confederateiile trading with the enen®This bartering across the

lineswas epidemiclndeed, while the ternii 7 U D G\ Y L O OspéciticdllyitoWNbtthez, it

accurately describpeg KH WUDGHTV LPSDFW W KldriRedar&t&RgoVermiremtV LV VLS S

officially prohibited citizens from tradingll privately-held goods at Federatcupied territories.

Nonetheless, Mississippians, many of whom were women, continually swapped cotton and

Federal greenback notes at Union lines in exchange for an abundance of goods normally sold in

the regular marketace, but made scarce by the Union blockade and general wartime privation.

These included raw commodities like tobacco, sugar, rice, foodstuffs, molasses and especially

cotton, as well as other supplies lidething, guns and ammunition, cotton and waolds,

whiskey,wines and brandiesalico, coffee shoes and medical supplie§rade helped the

Confederacy by supplying southern troops and bolstering local economies, but it also

undermined the war effort by depreciating Confederate currency, funwelungple cotton to

WKH 8QLRQ DQG FRPSURPLVLQJ PDQ\ &R-uUfitiéridy DWH QDWLR Q|

2 Jacob Thompson to Jefferson Davis, December 23, 1863, In Lynda Laswell Crist, Peggy L. Dillard, Kenneth H.

Williams, eds.,The Papers blefferson Davis, Vol. 10, October 1888gust 1864Baton Rouge: Louisiana State

University Press, 1999), 12124.

}/XGZHOO + -RKQVRQ 37UDGLQJ ZLWK WKH 8QLRQginakggNmR FXWLRQ Rl &R
History and Biography’8 (Jul., B70): 310;: DOWHU ( 3LWWPDQ -U 37UDGLQJ ZLWK WKH 'HY|
&LYLO :DU O0LJYourbdt dfIC8r8dderate Histo®: 11 (1989): 140; Timothy B. SmitMississippi in the

Civil War: The Home FrongJackson: University Press of Mississipgp010), 134United States War Department,

comp.,The War of the Rebellion: Official Records of the Union and Confederate AdBsols. (Washington,

DC: Government Printing Office, 188B01), ser. 4, vol. 3, pgs. 2&3, 688; ser. 4, vol. 2, pg. 58bereafter cited

asOR).
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The contraband tragdéen,holds widermplications forunderstandingonfederate
nationalismbecause it reveals how Mississippians negotiatedngmultiple loyalties to self,
family, neighborhood, and nation. In these cases, acting on ties other than patriotism did not
necessarily mean that a person was a disloyal Confederate, even if by trading they might appear
to be acting against the Confederackisichapter focuses on white Mississippians because they
were the core constituency from which the Confederate government sought support and many
FRQWHPSRUDU\ REVHUYHUVY EHOLHYHG WKDW ZKLWH OLVVLVYV
the influence ofconfederate allegiance in the state.

The problem of multiple allegiances also adds new dimensions to the scholarship on the
FRQWUDEDQG WUDGH DQG ZRPHQYV ZDUWLPH H[SHULHQFHYV
expanding the historical understanding oi@onfederate nationalism influenced people on the
ground, historians of the topic have approached it as a framework for evaluating the
HITHFWLYHQHVV RI HDFK VLG kf§ongdebdtetdveiRIoMiedetatel H WKH ZHDN
nationalism, these scholars haweeh more concerned with outcome rather than process. They
apply to both sides a cesenefit analysis of the trade, concluding that it aided the Confederacy
PRUH WKDQ WKH 8QLRQ :KHQ &RQIHGHUDWHVY EHOLHI LQ 3.L
the trale provided an outlet for cotton sales to the North and brought food and supplies to
southern civilians and soldiers, helping the Confederacy prolong its war dffistorians

studying the North write that the influence of northern textile owners arttiréngt of European

*%ODFN OLVVLVVLSSLDQV DOVR WUDGHG ZLWK 8QLRQ IRUFHV DQG LQ WKI
themselves. However, the Confederacy did not consider blacks, slave or free, to be citizens, and expected them to

serve thecause as servants, not as as members of the body politic. See Stephanie Mi@dederate Reckoning:

Power and Politics in the Civil War Sou@ambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2010),220and William C.

Davis,Look Away!: A History of the Comderate States of Ameri¢dew York: Free Press, 2002), £362.

° ( OHUWRQ &RXOWHU 33&RPPHUFLDO ,QWHUFRXUVH ZLWK WKH &RQIHGHUD
Mississippi Valley Historical Revie®w (Mar., 1919): 391 $ 6HOOHZ 5RAedetAMBYVerhmKritiand

& R Q I HG H U D Wrhkri&dn WistbRoal Review2 (Jan., 1927): 262, 274 /IXGZHOO + -RKQVRQ 3&RQW
7TUDGH GXULQJ WKH O DV Wississppi VBIleyWHistaricalLRE i€ (D&t ., 1963): 63%42 and

3S7TUD LUK WKH 88IOBQWWPDQ 37UDGLQJ ZAUWK WKH 'HYLO °
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LOQWHUYHQWLRQ RQ WKH &4RQIHGHUDF\YV EHKDOI OHG /LQFRO
advantage. The Union blockade boosted cotton prices and goods exchanged between the lines
QHJDWHG WKH E OTmas\tbesethfsidaitd hbeFewiphasized how the trade affected
WKH ZzDUYV RXWFRPH UDWKHU WKDQ KRZ LW LPSDFWHG FLWL]
(I[DPLQLQJ ZRPHQYTV SDUWLFLSDWLRQ LQ WKH WUDGH DO\
their wartime experienceylemphasizing the continuity of those experiences. This approach
contrasts with scholarship that casts the Civil War afldpW UDQFH SRLQW IRU ZRPHQY
in the public spheres of politics and the marketplace, making it a departure from time past
which they were primarily relegated to the private househ®he contraband trade, however,
demonstrates how Mississippi women continued antebellum commercial activity during the war.
Their trading revealed a familiarity with the marketplace thaediffrom scholarly claims that
the Civil War itself brought women into traditionally maleminated public arenas.
Becausdrading with the Union did not necessarily indicate disloyalty to the
Confederacy, examining the contraband traffiers a way of getting around dichotomized
DSSURDFKHV WR &RQIHGHUDWH QDWLRQDOLVP ZRPHQTV HI[SI
War Mississippias was the case with oadlvearing and the debate over government
confiscation of private propertgpedfic circumstances motivated Mississippians to trade with
the Union according to their loyalty layers. In some circumstances, micro loyalties to self or
family fulfilled needs and assumed precedence over, but digecessarily dispel, macro

devotion to he Confederacy. Different allegiances constantly overlapped and trading could serve

®7KRPDV + 2f&RQQRU 3/LQFR O QiviD\Wap Hstery¥ (&IRr\WIRGR) (P73, Ma@HG !

6XUGDP 37UDGHUV RU 7UDLWRUV 1RUWKH LBQsi8eRsdl RAQnahticHGHIER J 'XULQJ W
(Winter, 1999): 303, 31:311.

" George C. Rableivil Wars: Women and the Crisis of Southern Nationalisimbana: University of lllinois Press.

1989), 45, 5661; LeeAnn WhitesThe Civil War as a Crisis in Gender, 18689 (Athens: University of Georgia

Press, 1995), 123; Drew Gilpin FaustMothers of Invention: Women of the Slaveholding South in the American

Civil War (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1996);82 Victoria E. OttConfederate Daughters:

Coming of Age During the Civil Wé&€arbondale, IL: Southern lllinois University Press, 2008), 6, 37.
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each of them, which were frequently directed at different tartjessichinstanceslabeling a
traderD 3VWURQJ™ RU 3ZHdoés nat &iQréss Ehklsd EnWiptex wations.
Confederate patriotismvas one component in Mississip@f U D saéldlintefactionan which
moreimmediatetiesalso informed their behavio€onsidering the influence of multiple loyalties
helps explain why different groups of Mississippiarasned the trade as either treasonous,
patriotic, or of little nationalist consequence altogether.

7KH GLYLGH RYHU WUDGHUVY PRWLYDWLRQV DOVR IXUWK
about the nature of Confederate nationalism in Mississippi. Alththugre was no consistent
pattern regarding what types of goods came through the lines over time, critics tended to accuse
WUDGHUV RI SXUFKDVLQJ 30 X[ X Uduting theirvoriuproQodriey-aiove W LHYV -~
WKH &R QIH¥%HwHatcofisiX WHG D 20OX[XU\" DQG D 3QHFHVVLW\" ZD\
perception. Whiskey for example, could be seen as the latter when used to calm patients before
surgery in a field hospital, the former when consumed by an army shirker. Contained within the
language @ O X[XU\" DQG *QHFHVVLW\" WKHQ ZHUH ODUJHU GHED
protective nationalism, characterized by a-sefficient Confederate state, and the traders,
whose actions suggested the untenability of that stance. Proponents of proteativalism
eschewed free trade policiesit least in terms of trade with the North, against which they
constantly asserted their national independetindavor of an activist Confederate government
that would promote domestic manufacturing and agucaildiversification in order to supply

Confederate armies and leseconomic dependence on the Ndrth.

8 Drew Gilpin FaustTheCreation of Confederate Nationalism: Ideology and Identity in the Civil War SBation
Rouge: Louisiana State University P3g$988), 4149.

° On the economic aspects of protective nationalism as applied to the Confederacy, see Peter and Nicholas Onuf,
Nations, Markets and War: Modern History and the American Civil @harlottesville: University of Virginia

Press, 2006) 32833; John Majewskivlodernizing a Slave Economy: The Economic Vision of the Confederate
Nation (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2009), 3,-143.
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Thecontraband tradeowever followed antebellum commercial routes and culminated at
establishedradecenters like Memphis, Vicksbur$yew Orleansand Natchezhat fell under
Union control. It demonstrated that while the Civil War created two theoretically separate
political states, severing a historically tighttgnnected economic unit was another matter
entirely. The Confederate government mairgdistronger control of its territories in the east,
but Union occupation in western states such as Mississippi fostered a continued economic
exchange despite the altered political circumstanidaspatternl LWV ZLWK -DPHV &REE(V
R1 3F KD Q itémeDrvsdothern history. CobbguesW K[E) W history of southern identity is
not a story of continuityersuschange but continuityithin it. " Those who criticized traders for
SXUFKDVLQJ 30X[XULHV  IURP WKH 8QLRQ@fEontiHj@8i HQVLRQ GHQ
economic relations as contradicting their ideal of an autonomous Confederacy. Thus, the
FRQWUDEDQG WUDGH FRPSOLFDWHYV HIITRUWY WR GHILQH WKF
H[SHULHQFH  RU DV WKH 6RXWKYVpWW B P B W\ WRP AR Q AVOL@LXWP L

The presence of continuity within changeps explainthe RQWUDEDQG WUDGHTV |
contradictionsin Mississippi, where both governments controlled territory, the process by which
different fidelities motivated human aati® helps explain why the Confederacy can seem both
united and divided, why some historians think it should have lasted longer, and why others
marvel that it lasted so long against such steep Mitlde the Confederacy represented a sharp
breakfrom antebBum political connectionssecession and war could not destroy steong
regional connections. Tleontrabandrade demonstratesdform ofcontinuityamidthechangs

caused byhe Civil War.

1 James C. CoblAway Down South: A History of Southern Identixford: Oxford Universiyg Press, 2005), 7;
Emory ThomasThe Confederacy as a Revolutionary Experigi@@umbia: University of South Carolina Press,
1971); Robert E. Bonnekastering America: Southern Slaveholders and the Crisis of the American ld&on
York: Cambridge Uniersity Press, 2009), 24718.



The difficulty of stopping interregional trade bothered policymakers in both the Union
and Confederate governments, who wanted to prohibit trade between the lines but could not
ignore its practical benefits. With this in mind they settled on policiesgodagon, not
prohibition, the enforcement of which changed frequently as different officials weighed in on the
issue.In August of 1861, U.S. President Abraham Lincoln banned all commerce with the
seceded states unless it was done with special execativésgion through the Secretary of the
Treasury. Total prohibition did not last, however|agoln and his advisors came to recognize
WKH WUDGHYV EHQHILWY LQ VXSSO\LQJ FRWWRQ WR 1HZ (QJC
Unionism in the secedesfates through economic ties.1&62 Lincoln authorized trade with
inhabitants ofConfederate territory that fell undenion control,to be conductednder the
authority ofTreasury agent$ut forbade trade with southern states still in Confederatgsha
Thus, hepermitted a regulated trade while trying to maintain the inherent illegality of commerce
with the enemy. In addition to allowing trade by authorized Union treasury and military
personnel, Lincoln also permitted all loyal citizens, north atlsdo tradeon condition that
JHGHUDO DXWKRULWLHY YDOLGDWH DQ LQGLYLGXDOTV 8QLRC

The contraband trade in Mississippi began shortly after the Federals captured Memphis,
Tennessee in June 1862, and gradually inccemseolume as the Union army advanced
southward. The Mississippi trade increased when Vicksburg fell, and the Federals gained a major
base in the state, a fact that is reflected in the primary sources that describe the trade, written
largely from late 188 through the end of the war. Union Control of Memphis and Vicksburg,
combined with the capture of New Orleans, meant that Mississippians wishing to transact

business at these major Mississippi river commercial hubs had to deal with Union authorities.

1 e&RXOWHU 3*&RPPHUFLDO ,QWHUFRXUYV I XALG\XP WIH B.RQUNGESW DBDLWRUV
21&RQQRU 3*/LQFROQ DQG-22/KH &RWWRQ 7UDGH ~
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Despte government rules, Union field commanders had the power to regulate the trade. With a
few exceptions, they generaligmained hostile to a trade that fueled corruption and supplied
Confederatarmies especially since a loophole in the law allowezh#iry agents to prevent the
transfer of goods outside of Union lines, but not to stop goods from coming into the lines from
Confederate territory:

5HIOHFWLQJ WKH /LQFROQ JRYHUQPHQWYV SROLFLHYV
government&ssentially decexlthe trade simultaneously legal and illegss. in the North, the
Confederate stance grew out of an initial distaste for trading with the enemy that was soon
tempered by reality. Although worried about undermining public confidence in southern
financial indgpendence, Confederate officials facilitated a regular trade across the lines because
Union occupation of southern lands, destruction of Confederate railroads, and the Federal coastal
blockade stymied other means for moving domestic and foreign supplasdition to
supplying Confederate soldiers and civilians, the trade also brought in-glhed U.S.
currency™®

Congressional acts in May and August 1861 confined the export of raw materials like
cotton to Confederate seaports and Mexican Territorygfgss prohibited exports to Union
blockaded ports, but was unwilling to prohibit northern imports, which continued to flow south.
Beyond congressional measures, President Davis paid little attention to the trade, delegating the
matter to the War Departmesind commanding generals in the field, whose policies varied from
total prohibition to outright facilitation. Secretary of War James Segddamitted trade by

licensedprivate contactors and government agents to supply Confederate @odpdvilians,

2&RXOWHU 3&RPPHUFLDO ,QWHUFRXUVWHRDLW&RQK R R REIBEFHIWRE H
BettersworthConfederate Mississippi: The People and Policies of a Cotton State in Wgtd® Repr.,
Philadelphia: Porcupine Press, 1978), 180.

B _RKQVRQ 37UDGLQJ ZL3WK WKH 8QLRQ °
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but prohibited it amongll privatecitizens.Aware of the futility of stopping all private trade,

however, Seddon limited arrests of traders to those suspected of espionage and restricted

impressments of their goods to supplies deemed of military nec&3uity, despite the

restrictive laws, the War Department tacitly made itself a partner in an officially illegalfrade.
Nonetheless, even limited restrictions irked Mississippi lawyer E.S. Fisher, who thought

they unduly punished citizens who traded oy tSURFXUH 3DUWLF O H\FighérSULPH Q

GLUHFWHG KLV IUXVWUDWLRQYVY DW VWDWH DV ZHOO DV QDW|

Mississippi state government practiced a confusing combination of official prohibition and tacit

permission. Afirst, the task of stopping the trade fell to military commanders, who initially

responded with harsh punishments, including the destruction or confiscation of goods,

imprisonment, and the occasional execution of traders. These penalties notwithstanding,

Mississippi civil and military authorities could not quell the trade, and they soon realized that it

FRXOG EHQHILW WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ $FWLQJ RQ 6HGGRQYV UH

and Louisiana commanders James Chalmers and John PembertovdéefWHG WUDGHUV Y Ji

were useful to the army, and returned the rest to their owners. In late 1863, however, state judge

Alexander Clayton ordered that confiscating authority be transferred from the military to state

civil officers, and soon declargdtivate trade legal in all districts exposed to the Union army,

since the government could not stop it anyway. Yet, army confiscations did not stop, resulting in

claim disputes over confiscated goods between civil and military authorities. Mississippi

Gowernor Charles Clark sided with the civil courts, and denounced what he thought to be

5LFKPRQ G fpvoHibitive pdlidy. He permitted the state and licensed private contractors to

“(C OHUWRQ &RXOWHU 3(IIHFWV RI 6HFHVVLRQ 8SRRis¥siphi ¥eMeyPHUFH RI WK
Historical Review3 (Dec., 1916): 281 -RKQVRQ 37UDGLQJ ZBW,B208XHOR set. R ®I.”

17, pt. 2, pgs. 8340.

15E.S. Fisheto Charles Clark, February 14, 1865, Charles Clark Correspondence, ser. 768, box 950, vol. 56,

Record Group (hereafter RG) 27, MDAH.
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exchange cotton at Union lines for supplies like wool cards and medieiheauld aid his war
torn state'®

These contradictory policies on the trade created consistent confusion, prompting one
8QLRQ RIILFHU LQ OLVVLVVLSSL WR H[FODLP 33:DU DQG FRPPH
8 W R S L D Q''Guth $/iments echoed tho$galicy-makers in both governments who
tried, but could never justify, viewing the trade as wholly treasonous. Instead, they wanted to
have it both ways, and therefore, could neith#y outlaw it nor fully embrace it Such
waveringtacitly acknowledgdthe inherent contradiction of both trading with and fighting
against thenemy.

'"HVSLWH WKH QDWLRQDO DQG VWDWH JRYHUQPHQWVY ZD
ground in Mississipperiticizedthe trade, claiminghatit corrupted the citizenry and made the
Confederacy dependent on the Yankee enemy. In February 1863, a scout in north Mississippi
WROG *HQHUDO 'DQLHO 5XJJOHV WKDW 3RXU RZQ FXUUHQF\ L:
supplanted by U.S. Treasury ndfe PRVWO\ , VXSSRVH WKH SURFHHGV RI WK
scout wanted to kn oW ZKHWKHU SDUWLHY KDYLQJ 8 6 PRQH\ REWDLQH
FRWWRQ VKDOO EH DOORZHG WR UHWDLQ DQG FLUFXODWH LV
depreciatio of our own currency and premium on that of the enemy which of course alienates
WKH SHRSOH IURP RXU *RYHUQPHQW (otQber BeARGhErt RedddP WR WK
UHVLGHQW RI +ROO\ 6SULQJV WKH FHQWHU Rd$M2RANW K OLVVL\
railroad connectiorgriped to Confederate Secretary of War George Randolph about the
3XQUHVWUDLQHG LOQWHUFRXUWYHFPZARLK DPIBPERQVFEFRPH EQOIR L GL

Shermarfor using commerce tlure Mississippians back into the UnioA6 KHUPDQ ~ 5HDG

16 BettersworthConfederate Mississippl74178; Smith Mississippi in the Civil War134.
YOR ser.1, vol. 17, pt. 1, p&32.
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IXPHG 3:FRXOG QRW GHVLUH D PRUH SRWHQW DJHQF\ LQ RXU
than this rapidly increasing seduction of this entire range of country from the loyalty due to our
JRY H U Q Acdogig fo Readthe Memphistradewas 3V H G X#HeQifizens of this country
WR D GLVJUDFHIXO FRPSOLFLW)\ [8BhWtter W Gdvefibr ZlamR, IDdgR Z R XU L
5REHUW +XGVRQ HFKRHG 5HDGYV VHQWLPHQWYV 37KH LGHD R
Yankees, while they amgaging this unholy war, slaying our best & dearest flesh & blood,
destroying our property, burning our homes, violating the persons of our women, [and] setting
RXU QHJURHV XS LQ DUPV«LV DW RQFH GLVJUDFHIXO DQG XQ:
that WUDGHUV VXIIHU WKH 3ULJLG DQG SURP§8\SIUdh©rIt'©i$nIFWLRQ' R
framed the trade as a phenomenon that undermined Confederate independence and ingratiated
Mississippians to Union authority.

Mississippi Confederates frequenégserted that the contraband trade corrupted
individuals into a treasonous submission to the Federals. Commenting on traders in southwestern
OLVVLVVLSSL LQ HDUO\ -DQXDU\ D &4RQIHGHUDWH RIILFHU
conjunction with abolitbn speculators are actively engaged in endeavoring to supply the
JHGHUDOV ZLWK FRWWRQ FRQWUDU\ WR WKH DYRZHG SROLF\
FRPPDQGHUV WR SUHYHQW VXFK SQHIDULRXV™ DQG 3SWUHDVRC
Confederatesoldiers caught two Mississippians smuggling cotton to the Mississippi river and
selling it at Memphis, thPanola StarRSLQHG WKDW 3RXU PLOLWDU\ DXWKRUL

with the blackhearted and avaricious traitors engaged in the base workldoOseQJ WKHLU FRXQ

18 C.R. Barteau to Daniel Ruggles, February 12, 1863, John C. Pemberton Papers, MLR PI101, box 2, entry 131,
War Department Collection of Confederate Records, RG 109, National Archives and Records Administration
(Hereafter cited as NARADR ser. 1yol. 52, pt. 2, pgs. 37@1; Robert S. Hudson to Charles Clark, June 13,
LQ -DPHV : 6LOYHU (G 37TKH %UHDNGRZQ RI ORUDOH LQ &8HQWUDO 0L
+ X G V Ba@rnal of Mississippi History 1@pril, 1964): 110; On Holly Springs see Ben Wynre|. VVLVVLSSLTV
Civil War: A Narrative HistoryMacon, GA: Mercer University Press, 2006);88

124



The MeridianDaily Clarion proclaimed in 1864 that KH FUDYLQJV RW WIXWHVRUWY B GLUH
UDSLGO\ RQ WKH LQFUHDVH " DQG EHUDWHG WUDGHUV IRU 3E
bedizening their bodies with Yankee ggaws, gatifying their palates with Yankee viands, and
GHVWUR\LQJ WKHLU VHQVHYV &QDUKedr@iql Yoitet! ZdOmmdhH\ = 7K H
complaint that traders bought personal luxury items at Union lines, and thereby put self interest
above their Confederasdlegiance™®
TheDaily MississippianVLPLODUO\ GHFULHG WKH 3SSHWW\ FRQWUDE

LQYROYHG LQ WKH 3LOOLFLW FODQGHVWLQH WUDGH ZLWK W|
ULVNV ZLWK QR RWKHU REMHFW Qudi thHargeE actusall kdde@®BINLQJ R
treason because, in trading with the enemy, they appeared to value the acquisition of money and
OX[XULHV RYHU WKH &RQIHGHUDF\TYV QHHGYV 7KLV FKDUJH XC
resident P.A. Willis, who echoed tiMissL V V L S 8dirbsQ@hétitraders elevated the pursuit of
profits over the Confederate war effort:

Veal, beef, pork, and sheep

Wheat more plenty, corn more cheap

Men more honest, true, and bold

Less inclined to lie for gold

More disposed our cause to aid

By cutting short this Yankee trade

Feed the widow and the wife

Of him who daily risks his life

In battle or in the tented field

And from all harm his children shield

When this is donehe war will cease

And heaven help a prosperopsace

-3&RNHVSHDUH’

/[LNH PDQ\ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV :LOOLVY GHFULHG FRQWUDEDQG V

SLQFOLQHG WR OLH IRU JROG " WKHUHE\ FRQWULEXWLQJ WR \

Y50 +RRO WR /' 6DQGLGJH -DQXDU\ 3HPEHUMEEKY PallaSIta V' 3& D X JK
3DQROD 06 -XO\ D&ily&tatiargMeriidnOMS), June 9, 1864.
2395 O R F N D G HDaily ®igsis§ighian, Evening Editiq@dackson, MS), April 22, 1863
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of the wives and children of Confederate soldiers. By valurofitp and failing to make
VDFULILFHV IRU VROGLHUVY IDPLOLHYVY :LOOLV FODLPHG WKD
cause™

Other Confederates extended these criticisms to soldiers, ostensibly the embodiments of
Confederate loyalty, who succuntb®® the tradeln November 1863, Colonel Frank Powers
UHSRUWHG IURP &R O XP E kyuladdystéhi of dds &Glried Qn Bstnedh citizens,
Confederate soldiers, and the enemy. Large quantities of cotton have found their way into the
HQHP\@MW ILIJXDUGHG E\ &4RQIHGHUDWH VROGLHUV ~ %ULJDGLH
FRPSODLQHG DERXW KDYLQJ WR SXQLVK RIILFHUV 23IRU WDNL«
KDG SODFHG WKHP WR JXDUG ~ KH WROG 'Dwith Me taGtGvaQ J W KD\
QRW DOO DFFLGHQWDO ~ 6WDWLRQHG L Qambritad WiéneraD O D W H
%UD[WRQ %UDJJ WKDW EHFDXVH SWKHUH DUH IHZ SHUVRQV D
FRWWRQ WR WKH HQHP\«WEKMXEGDWIIURDFHNMKOABPRWWFRPSOHWH
governmentsanctioned traders for depositing cotton atgranged Union raiding points, and he
singled out Confederate cavalry for taking bribes to ignore such collusion. These men, Harris
QRWHG HMKDYHUWKH DQG WKH EORFNDGH UXQQHUV NQRZ ZHO
D ERWWOH RI ZKLVNH\Y ZLOO VFDUFHO\ HYHU IDLO«WR VHFXU
OLQHV ~ ,Q OLJKW RI WKHVH IDFWV +DUMLGN Z2DH) WRIDGOW RKBR A ¢
EHHQ IDU EHWWHU RIIl WRGD\ LI DOO WKH FRWWRQ LQ WKLV GC

he concluded. These officers considered the trade to be exceptionally demoralizing, because it

Zp_A. Willis to Sam Carey, December 3, 186Barles Nunnally Deady. Memorial Collection, #MUM00103,
box 1, Archives and Special Collections, J.D. Williams Library, University of Mississippi, Oxford, Mississippi,
(hereafter cited as UMASC).
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corrupted Confederate soldiers, who shddgle been unwaveringly devoted to the southern
cause?

In March 1863, cavalry scout R.H. Bowers blamed corrupt soldiers who refused to burn
FRWWRQ IRU LQ WXUQ FRUUXSWLQJ WKH FLWL]JHQU\ H[SODLQ
the tradeexcept within the lines, thinking it would be burnt, but after some of our soldiers got to
EX\LQJ VHOOLQJ FRWWRQ PDQ\ RI WKH FLWL]HQV HQJDJHG L
Seabury described the trade and its effects on Confederate soldiel thlaS WKURXJK WKH V
QRUWK WLHU 3300 DORQJ WKH UR4ihe in&ns of whdtHa/wdh D\ 1OHHF
sent clandestinely to MemphsJHQHUDOO\ XQGHU WKH FRYHU RI WKH QLJK
<DQNHH ERDWYV LQ VPDOO J(X¥DQWIRNPIHHY &RWKHHGEHUWRDWH@ DUP\
FRQWLQXHG 3ZKR LQ WKH EHJLQQLQJ RI WKH ZDU pPZRXOG JlL
FRXQWU\ § KDG LW ZDV VDLG UHFHLYHG JR GiGoughBr WKH KD QC
touch was thoght such defilement H[FHSW WKURXJK W K D W?#ISQch RepbttsX SWLE O
led many Confederate officials to demand that the trade be squelched because it corrupted
soldiers and civilians alike into placing self over country, and it made Missisgppndent on
the Union.

/ILNH QHZVSDSHU HGLWRULDOV WKDW SRLQWHG WR FRQW
proof of their valuing of self over nation, these officers implied a vision of complete nationalist
devotion, predicated on the idea thairaependent Confederacy should be economically self
sufficient. Captain W.E. Montgomery, stationed along the Mississippi River in 1863, suggested
WKLV LGHDO E\ DUJXLQJ WKDW WKH RQO\ zD\ WR VWRS WKH V

country exceptH QRXJK IRU VSLQQLQJ SXUSRVHV ~ ORQWJRPHU\ WKR

2 0OR ser. 1, vol. 31, pt. 3, pg. 673, vol. 45, pt. 1, pg. 9, ser. 4, vobs3,686648.
% R.H. Bowers to Thomas Henderson, March 25, 1863, Pemberton Papers; Suzanne L. BurikeeDiedy of
Caroline Seabury, 1854863 (Madison: University of Wisconsin Press, 1991), 100.

127



undermined an autonomous Confederacy that should subsist on homespun. Governor Charles

Clark echoed this view in his 1863 Inaugural Address, describing how, among the most loyal
Mississippi women,the spinning wheel is preferred to the harp, and the loom makes a music of

loftier patriotism and inspiration than the keys of the pi&iclark emphasized that physically

living loyalty on a daily basis, through the wearing of homespun, was superior to necatg

loyalty through patriotic songs. He and other Confederate officedieved that patriotic

Mississippians should embrace homespun in the name of southern indegeagerthat
FRQWUDEDQG WUDGHUV LQ SXUFKDVLQJID2OHDMWG8QX RXU DH.\Q
that did not aid the southern war effort, placed-sgtrest above what should be a resolute

devotion to the Confederacy. These protective natsisadelieved that only prohibiting illicit

WUDGH ZRXOG SUHVHUYH WKH &RQIHGHUDF\YfV LQGHSHQGHQF

Other Confederates couched criticisms of the trade in more qualified terms. They were

willing to tolerate it to the extent that it allowed Mississippians tpuae perceived basic

necessities, but decried as disloyal those who traded for supposed luxuries. One such instance
involvedHolly Springs resident William Crump, who regularly sent trainloads of cotton to

Federal lines at Memphis and, in turn, importdthtMnspector General Harvey Walter called
SOX[XULHVY QRW HVVHQWLDO WR WKH SXEOLF ZHOIDUH “~ LQFO
DFFXVHG &UXPS RI PDNLQJ 3 PHUFKDQGLVH RI WUHDVRQ ~ GLV

&UXPSTV GLVOR\DUAR B RRVNKWUH HRION 6SULQJIJV UHVLGHQWYV 3ZK|

24 Capt. W.E. Montgomery to Charles Clark, November1®53, Clark Correspondence, box 949; Inaugural

Address of Governor Charles Clark, Journal of the House of Representatives of the State of Mississippi, December
Secession of 1862, and November Secession of 1863, pgDb®dimenting the American Souiectronic

Edition. Southern Historical Collection. University Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 1999.

[http://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/msdec62/msdec62 [mtessed April 26, @12. Hereafter cited d3ocumenting the
American South
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VHQG KLV EDOH RI FRWWRQ WR OHPSKLYV W R $diReridedtd WKH IR
distinguish the greedy Crump from others who frequented Union lines in the name of survival,
but Mississippians often complicated such distinctions by trading under the mantle of necessity.

$Q REVHUYHU LQ %YUDQGRQ OLVVLVVLSSL QRWHG DV PXFK
permitted to haul cotton to Tennse. [sic] and exchanging it for needed suppliesi WROG &ODUN
SEXW WKHUH LV D UHJXODU WUDIILF RI VSHFXODWLRQ JRLQJ
XVH WKH\ ZLOO QRW VHOO LW IRU PRQH\ EXW ZLOO H[FKDQJ
HFKRHG WKLV SRLQW YowisWaffig wititKeDeMeniWWEsHheHee a6ty for
SURFXULQJ IRRG DQG FORWKLQJ IRU IDPLO\ XVH DQG IRU UHC
FRQFHGLQJ WKDW 3LW VRPH LQVWDQFHV LW ZDV WUXH ~ KH D
purpose of geculation and extortion, and to carry into Memphis such information as would be of
XVH WR WKH <DQNHHV LQ W K H SamueX Agixew Hotedxha®whilé syl 5HY H U |
WUDGHUV ERXJKW FRUQ D VFDUFLW\ LQ QR&WtMI€i®LVVLVVLSSL
FRQVLGHUDEOH GHPDQG E\ SHUVRQV ZKR ZLVK WR JR WR OHP
Another concerned citizen informed Secretary Seddon that traders exchanged cotton for
SEUDQGLHYV ZLQHV DQG IOLPV\ JHZJDZ\E WKW VE EIDFN H[RWEW
DUWLFOHV WKDW S URGXardy va%ds Vamlen@DohEebebatds:sRuggled to
differentiate between traders whom they believed operated out of punetesdtt, and others
who seemed to be loyal Confederates, but foonw ties to self and family needed addressing

through permission to trade.

®OR ser. 1, vol. 49, pt. 1, pg. 950.
% T G. Braskings to Charles Clark, September 28, 1864, Clark Correspondence, boR%&:; 1, vol. 32, pt. 3,
pg. 634; Diary of Samuel Andrew Agnew, November 26, 188®%umenting the American South

http://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/agnew/agnew. atcessedugust 20, 2009)OR  ser. 4, vol. 2, pg. 585.
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‘KHWKHU RU QRW WR DFFRPPRGDWH SHRSOHVY PXOWLSO
OLPLWHG WUDGH SURYHG H[FHHGLQJOkade with.ireXe@ewy IR U &RQIH
universal The temptations to fraud are overwhelmingVWDWHG DQ &RQIHGHUDW
UHSRUW IURP &ROXPEXV OLVVLVVLSSL 3R \RX KDYH DQ\ EOR
OLVVLVVLSSL UHVLGHQW 0 +DLUVWRQ D MWNdi&inkhid legonHFH 37K

RFFDVLRQDOO\ WKH\ JHW FDXJKW ~ VKH DGGHG GHVFULELQ
FRWWRQ WRZDUG OHPSKLV™ EXW ZKR 3ZDV VWRSSHG DW 2[IRU
KLPVHOI RUGHUF—TGNN-IFRJI-WKEVDI]JQ’EGI—[I}IDI]D' RI WUDGLQJ DPRQJ
FLYLOLDQV GHVSLWH &RQIHG HUudrensyréssoisFLDOVY WKUHDWV W

Occasionally traders were caught in the act, but enforcement was never sufficient to stop
it. Some Confederate officials thought the peation to trade corrupted individuals like
Lowndes County minister, T.C. Teasdale. According to General Ruggles, Teasdale went to
OHPSKLVY LQ ODWH SSUHDFKHG WKHUH EURXJKW DUWLFOLI
the cognizance of the prop@ XWKRULWLHY ~ ,Q DGGLWLRQ WKH UHYHUHC
IRU /RZQGHV &RXQW\ PHUFKDQW /HZLV 5DZLWFK IRU ZKLFK 5
FOHUJ\PDQ ~ 5XJJOHV QRWHG 3LV UHSRUWHG HPSOR\HG DV D
headgarters of our armies and moving to and fro, while circumstances indicate his doubtful
OR\DOW\ " ,Q D VLPLODU LQFLGHQW &RQIHGHUDWH VFRXWYV F
at a Bolivar County river point exchanging sevefimg bales of cottondr gold and greenbacks

ZLWK VXVSHFWHG IRUJHG JRYHUQPHQW SDSHUV 3, DP DOPRYV

27]J. D. B. DeBow to C.G. Memminger, April 9, S5 HSRUW RQ WKH &RQGLWLRQ RI *RYHUQPH
WR WKH OLVVLVVLS S IDd@@nting/the ArddrieaX oDt LHYV 7

[http://docsouth.unc.edu/imis/cotton/cotton.hitAlccessed September 18, 2009); M. Hairston to Niapeil 18,

1864, Wilson and Hairston Family Papers, 11828, Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, Univgref

North Carolina, Chapel Hill (hereafter cited as SHC).
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JHQXLQH ~ WKH VFRXW OHDGHU UHSRUWHG 3DQG , PRVW UHV
fact authorized to do such things as are hét&rR U Maws@ermitting a regulated, government
approved trade attempted to benefit the Confederacy while hedging against supposed personal
enrichment. Judge Advocate R.J. Morgan reiterated this point to General Leonidas Polk in 1864.
37KLV SHU B trad¥]lisRdbexgvinted for the benefit of the army and not for personal
advantage or private speculation and can not therefore be given to individuals for procuring their
RZQ RU QHLJKERUKRR G®M XeStScing th¥ tradk far @ilRaNY idoBses, Morgan
wrestled with a variation of the same necessity argument that challenged commanders on the
ground. Demarcating local loyalties from national ones was as difficult as banning the trade
altogether.

/IRFDO OR\DOWLHV RIW H @e3,@paciallpthasy liviiyih s defty S O D
region with easy access to the Mississippi River, to trade with the Federals. Most were wealthy
men who in theory could not believably claim the mantle of necessity, and their behavior irked
Confederate militaryD X WKRULWLHYV ZKR DFFXVHG WKHP RI SURILWHHL
April 1862, General Dabney Maury told a Confederate captain in Memphis to inform planters
DORQJ WKH OLVVLVVLSSL 5LYHU EDQNV WKDW 3WhitekestdLYHU LV
RI RXU FRXQWU\ GHPDQG WKDW WKH\ VKDOO DW RQFH GHVWU
comply were to have their cotton confiscated and burnt. Despite this policy, a pair of 1862
UHSRUWYV VWDWHG WKDW 3S0ODW W MUR/ EDXARXQ B RMWKWRAL V \DLY ¥ VGBI
ZHUH 3FRIDMLQJ WKH SODQWHUV RIIHULQJ WKHP DPSOH SUR)
JHEUXDU\ D SDUWLVDQ UDQJHU VWDWLRQHG LQ 3DQROD ¢

vicinity have sent § G FRQWLQXH WR VHQG FRWWRQ WR WKH HQHP\ ~

B OR ser. 1, vol. 31, pt. 3, pgs. 6834; vol. 39, pgs. 23232; 1860 U.S. Census, Lowndes and Carroll Counties,
Mississippi, T.C. Teasdale, Lewis Rawitch, H.P. Atkidigital imagesAncestry.com(http://www.ancestry.con/
accessed July 8, 2011); R.J. Morgan to Lt. Gen. Polk, April 30, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box 949, MDAH.
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JHUIJXVRQ UHSRUWHG WKDW :DOPRVW WKH ZKROH FRPPXQLW\
ZKROH RI &RDKRPD LV HQJDJHG LQ WKLV GLVJUDFtddXO WUDII
ZDJRQV DQG PXOHV KDXOLQJ FRWWRQ WR WKH OLVVLVVLSSL
FDQOQRW EH LQWHUSUHWHG RWKHUZLVH WKDQ IRU WUDGH ZL\
Bolivar County planter Reuben Starke, who, previous to this incid¢gdD G DOUHDG\ VHQW R
ERDW ORDG RI FRWWRQ ~ OLOLWDU\ DXWKRULWLHV LVVXHG D
locate him. Starke also traded alongside fellow Bolivar county residents D.W. Davis and a Mr.
Hammond. In late February 1863, C6hlG HUDWH PLOLWDU\ SHUVRQQHO IRXQG
WHDPV ORDGHG ZLWK EDOHV RI FRWWRQ™ DW %ROLYDU &RX
quickly learned belonged to the three mén.

Through trading with the Union, many Mississippi plantersqsted the Confederate
JRYHUQPHQWTV SROLFLHV RI EXUQLQJ FRWWRQ DQG WKXV L
1863, after observing planter activity in the Delta, quartermaster A.M. Paxton told Davis that
SWKH FLWL]JHQV RI WKUMG/KBWLRNK RVKEFHR XQWHINQPHQWTTV 3H[W]
LQKRVSLWDOLW\" UHJDUGLQJ SULYDWH SURSHUW\ SODQQHG
HQHP\ DORQJ WKH ULYHU ~ 7KH SODQWHUVY UHDVRQV IRU WK
keeping guerillasatba8 QLRQ IRUFHYV JDYH WKHP 3ZULWWHQ SURWHFW
SURSHUW\" DQG DOORZHG WKHP WR 3H[EK)K§@SII’J1&I5er1thGs/ IRU FR!
were concerned about their property and financial-ivgithg, and wanted to keep business going

evenif doing so meant associating with the enemy.

*0OR ser. 1, vol. 10, pt. 2, pgd51, 455, 51516; W.C. Haywell to T.C. Tusser, February February 9, 1863, S.W.
Ferguson to J.J. Rund, February 15, 1863; S.W. Ferguson to J.J. Rund, February 17, 1863, all in Pemberton Papers;
1860 U.S. Census and Slave Schedules, Bolivar County, MigsjdR.0. Starke, D.W. Davisligital images,
Ancestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed July 25, 2011); James Lewis to S.W. Tingman, February 19,

1863, Pemberton Papers.

%0OR ser. 1, vol. 31, pt. 3, pg. 690.

132



Planterpolitician James Lusk Alcorn, who had never warmed to the idea of the
Confederacy, led as it was by his political enemy, Jefferson Davis, openly refused to give up
SHYHU\ FRPIRUW D WdK&®wWkisalio@ Bs eesi@ ka+eap personal profits by
trading at Union lines. An active Whig in antebellum politics, Alcorn fought to preserve the
Union during the 1850 secession crisis, a position he maintained during the crisis-6fL1860
until the futlity of further resistance drove him to cast a secession vote. Afterwards, he was
elected a brigadier general of Mississippi state troops, whom he led into Kentucky in 1862
without seeing action. When state troops became part of the Confederate arnwerhbaeis,
GRXEWLQJ $OFRUQYfVY OR\DOW\ UHYRNHG KLV JHQHUDOVKLS
the Union on his Coahoma County plantatibn.

,Q 1RYHPEHU $OFRUQ WROG KLV ZLIH WKDW KH 3EHFLC
eighty balesofcoRQ DQG QHWWLQJ RYHU +H KRSHG WR VHOO
WKDW 3 , VHOO P\ FRWWRQ DW FHQWYVY SHU SRXQG DQG DP ¢S
with this | can buy in Memphis, Confederate money by the sacks full at fromtthidyty cents
LQ WKH GROODU ~ $OFRUQ VPXJJOHG KLV FRWWRQ SULPDULO
<DQNHHYV WR DUULYH ZLWK SD\PHQW $QG KH ZDV QRW DORQ!
become popular and people are beginning openly to tfadéH ZURWH QRWLQJ WKDW &
the 18 OLVVLVVLSSL &DYDOU\ 3DUWLVDQ 5DQJHUV WHPSRUDULO
LOQWR D UHJXODU WUDGH ZLWK WKH <DQNHHV"™ WR JHW VDOW
four hundred bales of cottavere openly sold and full fifty men were on the bank participating.
7TKHUH LV VFDUFHO\ DQ H[FHSWLRQ LQ WKH FRXQW\ "~ KH FRQ\
County residents James Pettit, B.A. Simms, Isaac Hull, John Miller, John Jones and William

Atkinson, all of whom were planters with extensive land and slaveholdings except Pettit, a

¥ percy L. Rainwater, ed3/HWWHUV R -D P H)urmaMoNSGUherR Misgorg (May, 1937): 196197.

13¢



IDUPHU ZKR RZQHG IRXU VODYHV 3<RX UHPHPEHU KRZ WKH\ F
UHIHUHQFLQJ WKH SODQWHUVY IRUPHU VHFHVVas&ieLVW VHQW
UHDFWLRQ 7KH >&RQIHGHUDWH @ DXWKRUBPWLHV RXW RQ WK

Alcorn himself made no such reversals of opinion, and blamed his political enemies for
EULQJLQJ GHVWUXFWLRQ WR WKH 6RXWtthe WidvhExahddv WR DYR
seized upon the passions of the southern people, when | would point them to the coming danger
WKH\ ZRXOG ODXJK LQ GHULVLRQ ~ KH ZURWH LQ KLV GLDU\
'"HPRFUDWYV ZKR EHFDPH &R tQd HehblckalicWartfor i2ekruinRixely Mame
EURXJKW PH =~ KH ZURWH FDOOLQJ 'DYLV WKH "HPRFUDWVY 3G
H\HG G\WVSHSWLF DUURJDQW W\UDQW’ ™ ZKR 3GUDZV KLV WZHC
future grandeur of th&# RXQWU\ ZKLFK KH KDV UXLQHG«OHW PH OLYH W]
LOQWR WKH ORZHVW KHOO " 1RQHWKHOHVV $OFRUQ KDG OLW\
SUHVHUYH WKH 20G 6RXWKYV VRFLDO RUGHU L@PeanXGLQJ KL
that war and Union invasion threatened. Doing so meant keeping business going, wat or not.

When contemplating whether or not to leave Mississippi for Alabama to join his wife,
$OFRUQ WROG KHU WKDW 3, FDQQRW Morlhe eRthte. WhinW/IK DW Z R X
can save many thousands by remaining. Duty to yourself and to our children requires that |
VKRXOG VDYH IURP WKH ZUHFN ZKDW , FDQ ~ +H DYRLGHG D Z
for his cotton and procuring fineriesrfois daughters. In 1864, his two older daughters shopped

IRU WKHPVHOYHYVY LQ RFFXSLHG OHPSKLV 3, ZLOO VHQG \RX H

2 _DPHV [/ $OFRUQ WR :LIH 1RYHPEHU LQ 5DLQZD W20, 1880G 3/HWWH |
U.S. Census and Slave Schedu@sahoma County, Mississippi, J.T. Pettit, B.A. Sims, Isaac Hull, John Miller,

John Jones, W.H. Atkinsodigital imagesAncestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed July 26, 2011).

33 James Lusk Alcorn Diary, Mah 5, 1863, in James Lusk Alcorn and Family Papers, Z/0317.000, ser. 1, box 1,

0'$+ )RU PRUH RQ $0 Fde Uilafi X. BFerRr@d)&hks-Misk\lcorn: Persistent Wiigaton Rouge:

Louisiana State University Press, 1966).
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P\ FRWWRQ LQ WLPH ZLOO FRPH P\VHOI ~ KH WROGamdLV ZLIH
shouldthe war continue, we will spend our summer in New Yadnd leave them to fight who
PDGH WK3IQ|$ICD.ERWQ"HV GLVGDLQ IRU WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ OHIW KL
the Federals, but personal and family interests primarily motivated himpdheeotton
EXVLQHVYV JRLQJ 7R &RQIHGHUDWHYV $OFRUQTVY DFWLRQV IH(
himself traded with a clear conscience, refusing to follow the laws of what he considered to be an
illegitimate government.

Trading was justifable to individuals like Alcorn who held no loyalty to the
Confederacy, but seffroclaimed Confederate citizens such as Samuel Agnew struggled to
PDLQWDLQ D SXUH QDWLRQDOLVW GHY R WJdnBvrificReéddhisW KH W UL
neighbor, Martha Hannah, for trading in Federal lines at Corinth and Memphis. To get through
the lines, Hannah swore she was from Tennessee rather than Mississippi, prompting Agnew to
V F R 1 do Aot know that much dependence is to be placed in her statementg;ofodyawho
would go to Memphis and swear a lie will with as little compunction come home and tell a lie.
IRWZLWKVWDQGLQJ KLV GLVDSSURYDO RYHU +DQQJaweTV DFWL
me some items from the Federal lindadeed, Agnevand his relatives visited the Hannahs on
PRUH WKDQ R Q BeeRfffeypcdlldRrt §a/aRything or rather something out their
Memphis stocks which they needéd2Q DQRWKHU RFFDVLRQ KH KDG D QHLJ
coffee, and French calico froMemphis® 7KH FRQIOLFW EHWZHHQ $JQHZYV SD\
desire to get goods from Union lines reveals how loyalties to self and family were strong

motivators even among nationalisinded Mississippians.

34 James L. Alcorn to Wifep D U FK '"HFHPEHU 0D\ LQ 5DLQZDWHU H
IXVN $OFRUQ ~
% Samuel Agnew Diary, October 21, November 12, 13 1863, May 28, I&&#menting the American South
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This was also the case with Augustus Vaughn, eJmofederate resident of Goodman,
+ROPHV &RXQW\ OLVVLVVLSSL ZKR FDOOHG WKH )HGHUDOV 3
their lines. In September 1864, Vaughn wrote to his brath&w, Louisiana businessman
Richard Simpson, instructing him to bayhost of items in Federailyccupied New Orleans.
7TKHVH LQFOXGHG D QLFH VXLW RI GDUN &DVVLPHUH FORWKH
ZKLWH VKLUWV  DQG WKUHH GUHVVHV 3RI GDUN &DOLFR” IRU
Vaughntold Smpy RQ WR 3JHW D SHUPLW IURP W K HttgkindRiphdseé 0D UV KI

goods to exchange for flofwr your own family use Also bring your exemption papers as mail

&RQWUDFWRU DQG \RX ZLOO KDYH QR WURXEOHclés@@nX JKQ EO)>

8QLRQ OLQHV GHVSLWH KLV &R Q| HiS tedte ASHdivSR SaDMikeL HV 35 F

JRRGV ~ KH WQOGHGIZS\XIRQ:LUFXPVWDQFHV GURYH SHRSOH Ol
engage in what they understood as disloyal behavior in tw@entinue participating in the
market economy.

Other Mississippians displayed the same contradictions when it came to the trade. Eliza
Sively of Raymond, Mississippi, complained about contraband traders to her daughter, Jane, a
schoolgirl in Alabama. 11864 a local girl failed to procure a new wedding dress from
O9LFNVEXUJ LQ RUGHU WR PDUU\ D PDQ ZKRP 6LYOH\ FRQVLGH
VKH ZURWH 3LW DSSHDUV WKDW >PDUULDJH@ LY DOO WKH JL
DERXW <DQNHH JRRGV DV WKH\ DUH WR PDUU\ >WKH\@ GRQT
HQGXULQJ DOO NLQGV RI KDUGVKLSV QRU WKH FRQGLWLRQ F

nationalism to criticize women who sacrificed Confederate ind#grese by trading with the

% Augustus Vaughn to Sallie Simpson, August 11, 1864; Augustus Vaughn to Richard Simpson, September 18,
1864, Simpson and Brumby Family Papers, 18845, folder 2, subseries 1.1, 01408SHC.
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Union. By refusing to disavow ill begotten market goods, she believed that they failed to match
the sacrifices of soldiers like her son, Willidf.

Despite her criticisms of others, however, Sively also traded with the Federals. |
-DQXDU\ OHWWHU WR -DQH VKH H[SODLQ®, Wity FDQIW J|
and get some greenbacks and get you some muslins from Vicksburg, you ought not to wear all
\RXU FORWKHY DQG KDYH WKHP D Oughtera witHaat nice Elathed H I XV D O \
contrasted sharply with her chiding of other women who traded for the same reason. In April
1864, SiveiV VIEVMRNKUKW KHU 3*WZR FDOLFR GUHVV SDWWHUQV W,
bulk goods for the [horse] ridiny XLW ~ TURP OHPSKLVY /DWHU WKDW PRQWK
Sallie, seeking flour and other supplies for the Sively household, was part of the large crowd that
ZDV 3JRLQJ LQ HYHU\N GD\" WR 9LFNVEXUJ 3D JUHDW PDQ\" RI
<DQNH&GWD) 6LYHO\ WROG KHU GDXJKWHU WKDW 36DOOLH
when she went to the Yankee City, [and] decked herself out in grand stile [sic], had her a
EHDXWLIXO GUI§|8\/I-\HBD&CRI-QM+IIGHHUUI-DWH OR\DOW\ eQire WrZiheN KV WD Q C
goods led her to engage in what she considered to be treasonous activity when done by other
people.

Like Sively, plenty of other Mississippians were lured by the contraband trade even as
they espoused Confederate sympathies. In early 1888sponse to several punion northern
QHZVSDSHU HGLWRULDOV $PDQGD :RUWKLQJWRQ D :DVKLQJ
HIWUHPH SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVW SRVLWLRQ 35DWKHU V

would haveeveryman womanandchild LQ WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ NLOOHG ~ VKH Zl

passionate moment, Worthington preferred death over a loss of independence, but such rhetoric

37 Eliza H.B. Sively to Jane Sivley, April 30, 1864, Jane Sitadtters, 18621867, folder 3, 0189%, SHC.
% Eliza H.B. Sively to Jane Sivley, January 21, April 10, April 19, May 16, 1864, Ibid, folders 2 and 3.
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had little sway in reality. In January 1865, Worthington was enthralled when her sister brought
her a copy oDavid Copperfield photographs, linen dresses, two pairs of shoes, handkerchiefs,
stockings, perfume, jewelry, fancy hats, and two custwede silk dresses from Uni@tcupied
1HZ 2UOHDQV :RUWKLQJWRQYV VLVWHU DOVRVERXIJKWDWVWEHKB O
DV LWHPV IRU KHU EURWKHU :LOOLDP D &RQIHGHUDWH VROC(
HYHU\WKLQJ ZH ZDQWHG DQG ClABhQuUiMWErDiNgtbrvatRonebiRtH WK H R
claimed to prefer death to reunion with the Yankeessshéradedwith them.
Louisa Lovell, resident of Monmouth Plantation outside of Natchez, also engaged in what
VKH NQHZ WR EH WKH LOOH BB O GADUIHRX V3 \OUD GOV BRRZD PRYV «
SDVVLQJ E\ WKLV SODFH ~ VKH ZURWH LQ $XJXVW WR KHU
D VKRUW WLPH DJR ORDGHG ZLWK FRWWRAQ IRGGHU :K\ GRQ
if cowardice has taken p@sHVVLRQ RI WKH ZKROH VWDWH ~ <HW LQ WKH
have been seriously thinking of selling some of that linen for greenbacks & also sending what
IHZ YHJHWDEOHYV ZH KDYH OHIW WR WKH <DQNHHMaRlPS WR VH
S'RXEWOHVV \RX ZLOO ZRQGHU ZKDW , DP GRLQJ DW 9LFN
sisterin-ODZ H[SODLQLQJ WKDW 3-RH KDV WROG \RX , H[SHFW RI
friend] and myself are now up here to barter witHthK DWHG <DQNHHV ~ ,Q -XO\ RI
similarly found herself in New Orleans ostensibly to see a doctor, but during her visit she
DGPLWWHG WKDW 3ZH GLG D JRRG GHDO RI VKRSSLQOJ DV RXU
Each of these individuals nbnued to champion Confederate allegiance even while

trading at Union lines, behavior they understood to be technically disloyal because they singled

% Amanda Dougherty Worthington Diary, April 28, 1863, Januarnl 211865, Amanda Dougherty Worthington
Papers, 1819878, microfilm, 01931, SHC.

“O'Louisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, August 17, 1863, Louisa T. Lovell to W.S. Lovell, March 12, 1864, Louisa T.
Lovell to Joseph Lovell, July 29, 1864, Quitman Family Papers,-1988,folders 111, 112, ser. 1.2, 00616, SHC.

13¢



out others for the same actions. Nonethelessjrgelfest via the desire for market goods led
them to tade. This micro loyalty was likely separate in their minds from the protective
nationalism on which the Confederate government, and on some occasions, they themselves,
expected them to act. Their trading revealed how protective nationalism could netaneesl
on a practical level in the wartime environment.

Numerous Mississippi contraband traders faced similar circumstances and, unlike
outspoken Confederates who appeared hypocritical for willingly participating in the trade, many
of them kept silent,ugygesting that the question of macro national allegiance was a secondary
concern. Their own experiences reveal the influence of multiple loyalties that belied
FRQWHPSRUDULHVY FKDUJHVY WKDW WUDGLQJ DW 8QLRQ OLQF
Black, D SODQWHUYV ZLIH OLYLQJ MXVW RXWVLGH RI &RULQWK
traded to meet economic needs and satisfy locaBlaskV G L D U\ sEe\R@Q\&dncey
ZKHQ 3QRUWKHUQ JHQW O H PsHeQfteN 31D hirttGorfovidhudThttoloW D Q G
Union soldiers™ When the Federals reached Coriint1862 Black and a bevy dfer neighbors
repeatedly visited Union lings buy and sell3Took the wagon in the morning and went to the
QRUWKHUQ FDPSV DQG JR ¥dldbna BRI@| 6f Driphs\ihikele Qatd/of eggs and
WZR SRXQGV RI EXWW H @onfadiétdde3avidfovidadeliifdkind Hf @omidarcial
HIFKDQJH ZLWK WKH 8QLRQ EXW %ODFNfV DFWLRQV VXJJHVW
Although she traded witthe Federals, she also on more than one occasion fed and housed

Confederate soldiers who came through the &rEarther, nowhere in her over chendred

“! Narcissa L. Black Diaries, May 12, 24 and 26, 1862, microfilm, #2/1211, roll 36149, MDAH.

“2|bid, June 4, 186X)ecember 15 1863, FelrD U\ ODUFK $SULO JRU PRUH F
wartime activities, se® DU\ /RKUHQ] 37ZR /LYHV ,QWHUWZLQHG RQ D 7THQQHVVHH 30
5HFRUGHG LQ WKH 'LDU\ RI 1Sputfern\Quarter2t (FALDSY T2BE N



page diary did Black express support for either government; instead she focused on local duties

like WHQGLQJ WR FURSY DQG SXUFKDYV Ltage®Fa2tQoNedsV LR Q VX SSC

uninterrupted detailing of daily routines, and her lack of commentary about national loyalties

suggesthat WKH QHHGYV Rl KHU IDPLO\ DQGrisfidaQWDWLRQ ZHUH %C
In contrast to Black, other female traders made more explicit connections between micro

loyalties and their commerce at Union lines. Engbsinn Betty Beaumont, the wife of a railroad

engineer and a resident of Woodville, Mississippi, exchéigéon and other goods for supplies

at Union lines in nearby Natchez and more distant New Orleans and tbeld these supplies

at her Woodville store. Although to some contemporary observers Beaumont might have

appeared to demonstrate Confederatgaliee by making caps to sell to Confederate soldiers

DQG QDPLQJ KHU WHQWK FKLOG 3-HIIHUVRQ 'DYLV "~ LQ DQ

ZK\ WKH ZDU FDPH DQG FRQVHTXH{Daraionts Beld &h6 famRW KL QJ DER

drove mostof BeauR QWYY DFWLRQV LQFOXGLQJ KHU WUDGLQJ DW 8

WKH zDU zZzDV 3\ WR SUHVHUYH WKH PHDQV RI OLIH DQG WR SUF

P\ IDPLO\ " 5DWKHU WKDQ DOLJQ ZLWK RQH CohfederaRY HU WKH R

VROGLHUY DQG WUDGHG ZLWK WKH )HGHUDOV EHFDXVH ERWK

ERXJKW DW VXFK ULVN ZHUH RI JUHDW SURILW ~ VKH ZURWH |

could arrive at pecuniary gain in this way, @G O\ VHL]HG W KYARBGRUW XQLW\ *

Confederate loyalty seemed to affect Beaumont on some level, iésgasnportant than self and

family interests, which is why she held no qualms about trading with the Union and ultimately

claimed to not care abothe war.

“3 Betty Bentley BeaumonT,welve Years of my Life: An Autobiogragfhiladelphia: T.B. Peterson & Brothers,
1887), 178, 183, quote found on 167.
*Ibid, 233, 234.

14C



Writing from England in 1887 allowed Beaumont to be frank about prioritizing local over
national loyalties without fear of reprisal from the Confederacy. Such openness was rarer among
women caught trading during the war who, faced with legabkpres, had to disavow treasonous
LOQWHQW KHQ &RQIHGHUDWH DXWKRULWLHYV FRQILVFDWHG Z
<DQNHH OLQHV VKH H[SODLQHG WR *RYHUQRU &ODUN WKDW

KDG QRW KDYH GURYHOMH PHRG IWMK D WUDHHLWUDGHG LQ RUGHU
KHOSOHVV IDPLO\ Rl JLUOV ZLWK QR KXVEDQ& RWINGRQ WR DV
Craigin, Harriet Spencer, a Pontotoc County, Mississippi native caught returning from Union

lines withcontraband goods, convinced Colonel William Falkner to petition Governor John
SHWWXV RQ KHU EHKDOI 36KH LV WKH GDXJKWHU RI D ZLGRZ
with no male persons connected with the family. She has been to Memphis, andqulectens
QHFHVVDU\ DUWLFOHY DOO IRU IDPLO\ XVH ~ )DONQHU H[SODLI
PRUH RSSRVHG WR D WUDIILF ZLWK WKH HQHP\ WKDQ , DP« ,
WR RUGHU KHU JR R*%Spehcer\toxit & ldi@mwha& hiérHralding actually helped

the war effort. While in Memphis she bought shoe pegs for her neighbor, William Bell, who
YRXFKHG IRU 6SHQFHU ZKHQ KH H[SODLQHG WR 3HWWXV WKD
on my trade as | am a shoeb&ot maker by trade and have been very hard pressed to keep the
VROGLHUVIMKRR K@ DFNTV SULYDWH G-IZDW\ DHRER YH DB RIQIW QW VS
6SHQFHUYY OHWWHUV WR &4RQIHGHUDWH RIILFLDOV LQGLFDW

trade. They invoked necessity to dispel possible treasonous charges laid at them by Confederate

“>Martha Craigin to Charles Clark, November 28, 1863, Clark Correspondenxc@4®o

“W.C. Falkner to John J. Pettus, February 13, 1863, John J. Pettus Correspondence, Roll 1446, Volume. 51, Record
Group 27, MDAH.

“"W.W. Bell to John J. Pettus, February 12, 1863, Pettus Correspondence.
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officials who often prioritized nationalism without considering how multiple fidelities could
influence people.

Despite providing different justifications, tlegperiences of Black, Beaumont, Craigin
and Spencer share a key commonality: they were continuing their antebellum sectional
commerce into the war. Commenting on the trade from Corinth after the fall of Memphis,
6KHUPDQ WROG O0DM *H Q Hdselall-coLittty pesdeQ@atieNwivie 3
permitted to take their cotton freely to market and that the ordinary channels of trade will be
LPPHGLDWHO4\8'I[111iI3IR)SI1€Ic(ﬂd11|®p'Fe7_DU PDUNHW DFWLYLW\ WKURXJK
FKDQQHOV RI M[SD®GHJ KRPISYTYV SURPLQHQW UROH LQ WKH FF
obvious loss of men to the armies. Staunch Confederates who criticized female contraband
traders failed to see this continuity. Instead they criticized female traders as disloyal.

INnJune 18 -XGJH +XGVRQ VWDWHG WKDW 3RXU ZRPHQ DUH W
LQ WKLV EXVLQHVV Rl 3UXQQLQJ WKH EORFNDGH DQG WUDG
9LFNVEXUJ OHPSKLV RWKHU SRLQWYV = ,Q D VFDMDRilyQ J F
Clarion GHFODUHG WKDW 3 DHRd&s@yiMiith SidcridcareRe igr@atest
WUDQVJUHVVRUV RXU ZRUVW HQHPLHElatigp ndt¥dBK\DYHV SHFW ~
KXVEDQGY ZLWK WKH HQHP\ ZKLOH WKH\ Udbedddf @vinQQ WKH &R
WKHLU RU UDWKHU WKHLU KXVEDQGYTV SURSHUWYh®DNLQJ IU
MHFFDV RI WKHLU GHJUDGDWLRQ  IURP ZKLFK WKH\ UHWXUQH
to demoralize the neighborhoods in which theg Ixincluding the political opinions of the
<DQNHHV ~ $EDVHNVR®QIHGHUDWH FRORQHO FRPSODLQHG WK
UHDO IDLWK DQG SDWULRWLVP WKURXJK WKLY LQWHUFRXUVH

Vicksburg, theClarion ZDUQHG RI 3 WKH IHPDOH FRWWRQ VSHFXODWRU\

“8OR ser. 1, vol. 10, pt. 2, pg. 279.
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&RXQW\” ZKR KDG 3 FRWWRQ RQ WKH EUDLQ ~ DQG WUDGHG VR
SUHVHQFH 3:KHQHYHU \RX VHH ODGLHV FRPLQJA&BP WKH HQ
waUQHG S3FRPPHQFH PRYLQJ \RXU YDOXDEOHY DZD\ WR D SODI
EH DORQJ =~ %\ OLVVLVVLSSL ZRPHQ KDG PDGH D UHJXODU
S3D[WRQ VWDWLRQHG WZR FRXQWLHV ZHVWVKIDWK+O PHGGAH VD O\
residing in this region, eminent for wealth, respectability, intelligence and beauty, make nothing
RI WDNLQJ JRYHUQPHQW FRWWRQ ZLWKRXW DXWKRULW\ DQG
These women bribed Confederate pickets and gladgut goods like whiskey and calico,
which they sold to other Mississippians for a profit.

Confederate observers took particular offense at these female trader)eyHuelieved
sacrificed their patriotism in exchange for what these observers @eieV PDWHULDO OX[XU|
LV OLDEOH WR SHUMXUH Kbaly\Cth editondiBNd dfémalktidd&H WK = D
HPSKDVL]LQJ KRZ IDLOXUH WR VZHDU WKH RDWK SUHYHQWHG
home without the much courted gogd~ WKH HGLWRULDO DVNHG 3/HW WKH U.
snowy handkerchiefs, the love of a bonnet, the light tap of prunella boot heels on our pavements,
D Q V ZHrN6vember 1863, Julia Bowman of Columbus, Mississippi complained to her sister
aboutWKH WUDGHYV SRSXODULW\ DPRQJ ORFDO ODGLHV 37KH O
31XPEHUV RI ODGLHV IURP WKLY SODFH DQG $EHUGHHQ DUH L
ILQHU\ 7R RXU VKDPH EH LW VDLG«, ZRaxribos indépgvitkeHdd az UDS L Q

this rate. They are the people that are going to have nothing to do with the Yankees when the war

“5REHUW 6 +XGVRQ WR &KDUOHV &ODUN -XQH LQ 6LOYHU HG 37 1
('Y L Daily Clarion (Meridian, MS), June 9, 186@R, ser. 1, vol. 39, pt. 1, pg. 72Baily Clarion (Meridian, MS),

July 6, 18640R ser. 4, vol 3, pgs. 28283.

305 ORFND G H Dalty@@iiod (Méridian, MS), June 14, 1864.
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LV R ¥ Staunch Confederates levied such criticisms at male and female traders alike, accusing
them of abdicating their Confedetdt G XWLHYV LQ WKHLU VHOILVK TXHVW IRU
SUHIHU SEHDU VNLQ" WR FORWKLQJ ERXJKW DW 8QLRQ OLQHYV
thereby invoking the protective nationalist ideal that the Confederacy should be economically
independent from the North. Traders who purchased goods from Union lines allegedly violated
this ideal by demonstrating an unwillingness to sacrifice all material comforts in the name of
QDWLRQDO OR\DOW\ WKHUHE\ WKZDUWL G@Gdfsubtgnedd LVVLVVLSS]I
Confederacy.

Critics who labeled female traders as apostates usually did not recognize how other
loyalties could coH[LVW ZLWK SDWULRWLVP ,QVWHD GthelWnkost\ WUHD W F
LPSRUWDQW DOOHJILDQFH itn# réfleding xheiHevelbRsBppaytfor tieF W
Confederate causeidtiorians have taken a similar approach by tending to view Confederate
ZRPHQYV DFWLRQV WKURXJK WKH OHQV RI GHYRWLRQ WR WKI
rhetoric of paternadim that secessionists and later Confederate officials used to theorize
ZRPHQYY UHODWLRQVKLS WR WKH VWDWH 6RXMbkKiHaled SDWHU
household governance in which women and other dependents accepted their subordinated status
in exchange for protection from outside threats. Paternalism accorded social and financial
privileges to white women of slaveholding households, elevated them above dependent slaves,
and praised them as the keepers of the natural virtue associatedMitRth QHWHHQWK FHQW)

of domesticity. In associating the home with femininity however, southern paternalism frowned

*1 Julia Southall to Emily Southall, November 5, 1863, Southall and Bowen Family Papers,9883older 10,
04135, SHC.
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RQ ZRPHQYY SDUWLFLSDWLRQ LQ WKH VXSSRVHG PDVFXOLQH
marketplace?

During the Civil War, Confederat#ficials appealed to this paternalism by suggesting
WKDW LQ H[FKDQJH IRU ZRPHQYV VXSSRUW IRU WKH VRXWKHL
DQG SUHVHUYH ZRPHQYY GHSHQGHQW \HW SULYLOHJHG VWDV
women either witdrew their support for the Confederacy based on its failure to preserve their
privileged status, or that they steadfastly supported the breakaway nation, fearing the loss of
privilege that would follow Confederate defé&Despite their differing conclusits, these
KLVWRULDQV WHQG WR PHDVXUH ZRPHQYV ZDUWLPH DFWLRQ\
the Confederacy.

In addition, much of this scholarship has focused on elite plantation mistresses and, as a
result, historians have tended to assé¢éidl WKH HOLWHVY ZDUWLPH H[SHULHQF!
break from antebellum social patterns, with that of the mass of women from yeomen and non
slaveholding households. Recently, Stephanie McCurry has made important distinctions between
elite and planwd HQYV ZDUWLPH SROLWLFV DUJXLQJ WKDW WKH &L
HOQWUDQFH LQWR WKH SROLWLFDO VSKHUH DV D FRQVWLWXH ¢
Confederate state afford them protection and alleviate their material hardshipagseres® for

WKHLU KXVEDQGYfV PLOLWDU\ VHUYLFH ,Q FRQWUDVW WR SO

2 Elizabeth FoxGenoveseWithin the PlantatiorHousehold: Black and White Women of the Old S¢Diapel

Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1988), 2002, 194195; Rable,Civil Wars 2-8, 3032; Brenda E.

Stevensonl.ife in Black and White: Family and Community in the Slave Sdigiv York: Oxord University Press,

1996), 38; Faustylothers of Invention32; Nancy BercawGendered Freedoms: Race, Rights, and the Politics of

Household in the Delta, 1861875(Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 2003);&D

%% Rable,Civil Wars 50-78; FaustMothers of Invention238247; Laura F. Edward6 FDUOHWW 'RHVQIW /LYH
Anymore: Southern Women in the Civil War Bdsbana: University of Illinois Press, 2000),-88; Jean V. Berlin,

3'LG &RQIHGHUDWH :RPHQ /RVH WKWLRQ" DHBG LYDS\DLIRQR W H XHRPH JURQ
Collapse of the Confederadylark Grimsley and Brooks D. Simpson, eds. (Lincoln: University of Nebraska Press,

2001), 173; Jacqueline Gla€ampbell When Sherman Marched North from the S€hnapel Hill: Univesity of

North Carolina Press, 2003), 71; GEpnfederate Daughter§-4, 6.
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paternalist language of protection in their pleas to state officials, poor and yeomen women
approached the state as a new and distinct political gfdthough they differ in emphasizing
ZRPHQYV PRWLYDWLRQV DQG PHWKRGYV IRU DSSURDFKLQJ WK
southern women share in common an interpretation that casts the Civil War as a starting point
when white southern women entered tf* @ LWLFDO VSKHUH DV FODLPDQWYV WR
power. This emphasis on a break from the past tends to overlook important elements of
FRQWLQXLW\ WKDW VKDSHG KRZ OLVVLVVLSSLYV IHPDOH FRQ"
Understanding the influena# prewar habits on these women puts their political relationship to
the state in a different light. Rather than demand its protection, they wanted the state to leave
them alone.

Many traders were poor and yeomen women who owned few to no slaves. Their
paticipation in the trade indicates a familiarity with market commerce forged in thegre
years. Federal Treasury Department reports listing the names of hundreds of southerners who
traded at Memphis between 1863 and 1864 included at least thirty Mbigsi8emen, many of
whom traded on multiple occasions. In 1863, Adams County planter Charles Whitmore
GHVFULEHG KRZ 3WKH >8QLRQ UXQ@ VXSSO\ VWRUHYV DUH IXC
SHUPLWYV WKH\ EX\ DW UHDVR Q Kiri©rHbdhdif \of Fivé widp®s wHo U O \ V!
FDPH WR WKH FLW\ WR WUDGH D OHPSKLY EXVLQHVVPDQ WRC
ZHUH 3YHU\ PXFK LQ QHHG RI WKH VPDOO SDUFHOV RI JRRGV
to that humble class of poorggae in Mississippi, whose hearts have never been in the Rebel
FDXVH ~ 21 WKH WZR ZRPHQ LQ WKH JURXS ZKR DSSHDU LQ WE

Tabitha Ward had ten children and was married to astexreholding farmer who owned

> McCurry, Confederate Reckoning34136, 148. For an earlier study of poor and yeomen women before and
during the war, see Victoria E. Bynukdnruly Women: The Politics of Sotend Sexual Control in the Old South
(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1992).
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$10,000 in personaroperty, $6,000 in readstate, and may have died by 1864. Susan Ward,
also from Lafayette, was unmarried with two young children, owned no property, and lived with
another family. Although only Susan Ward could be considered poor, neither of the twa wome
came from the planter cla3s.

In May 1864, Eliza Sivley described two Hinds County women, S. Simons and M.
JORULQ ZKR ZHUH (EULQJLQJ RXW D JRRG PDQ\ JRRGV IURP 9
IRU *UHHQEDFNYV RU JROG ~ 7 KatistsZvAd Ao RoSkSIRferant X @rencdsl. F FD S
DV 6LYHO\ QRWHG WKDW 3WKH\ KDYH JRRGV LQ -DFNVRQ QRZ
married to a noslaveholding brick mason who owned only $200 in-esdate. Florin was the
wife of a shoemaker who own&200 in realestate and two slaves. Like the female Memphis
traders, these women were far removed from the planter elite and demonstrated a clear
knowledge of market relation.

Like Simons and Florin, Mississippian Eliza Herbert also did business at Uimgs. In
0D\ JHGHUDO RIILFLDOV DW OHPSKLY DUUHVWHG +HUEHUYV
WKH OLQHV" LQ WKUHH ODUJH WUXQNY ODEHOHG ZLWK VHDO
Federal Provost Marshal A.J. Enlow and adopted eV 20UV 6WHHOH ~ $FFRUGLC
pPLOLWDU\ FRPPLVVLRQ +HUEHUW DGPLWWHG WKDW VKH 30LY

PHUFKDQW WKHUH DQG WKDW VKH ZDV WDNLQJ WKHVH JRRG’

%5 Monthly Report of Authorities Issued to Bring Products from Insurrectionary States, Etc., by Thos. H. Yeatman,
Assistant Special Agent Treasury Departmentdbeber, 1863 uly, 1864, Monthly Reports, Estimates, Returns,
Etc. of the Assistant Special Agent, Memphis, 2863 Entry 226, Box 1, RG 366, 2nd Special Agency Records,
Treasury Paperg¢Hereafter cited as SARTP), Entry 226, Box 1, RG 366, NARKarlesWhitmore to Cousin

Mary, January 29, 1864, Charles Whitmore Plantation Journal, microfilm, 02406, roll 1, SHC; John W. Wood to
J.M. Lowery, March 18, 1864, Correspondence Received by the Assistant Special Agent, Mempt65, &&6y

223, box 1, SARTP;860 U.S. Census, Lafayette County, Mississippi, Tabitha Ward, Susan t\¢pial,images,
Ancestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed December 1, 2011).

* Eliza H.B. Sively to Jane Sivley, May 28, 1864, J8ily Letters, SHC1860 U.S. Census and Slave
Schedules, Hinds County, Mississippi, S. Simons, J. Simons, H. Floren, M. Figital,imagesAncestry.com
(http://www.ancestry.comaccessed September 11, 2011).
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that someone else had forgée seals and affixed them to her trunks. The commission
eventually found her not guilty, asserting that her husband had paid a Mr. P.P. Schlicher $500 to
REWDLQ WKH IRUJHG SDVVHV IRU KHU +HUEHUWYfV KXVEDQG
paya $500 fine and leave Memphis for his actions. Federal authorities suspected Herbert of
being disloyal in asserting that she attempted to bypass legal U.S. trade regulations by forging
SDVVHV LQ RUGHU WR VPXJJOH XQVSH FpdilhdtGnadde RQMEDEDQG”
of the fact that she was a woman who traded with her merchant huéhakeitheir
Confederate counterparts, Union officials were concerned with w§metional allegiance, not
their engagement in the marketplace. Such omissiomgestthat they were familiar with the
sight of women involved in commercial activity.

As many historians have noted, poor and yeomen women often sold hoysefthided
foods and goods in public marketplaces throughout the South from Appalachia to thea€aro
to Mississipp®® 'XULQJ WKH &LYLO :DU OLVVLVVLSSLYV IHPDOH FRQ
FRPPHUFLDO SDWWHUQVY DGMXVWHG WR WKH ZDUYV FLUFXPV
American Revolution when women engaged in illicit trade ssaymy lines to get desired

goods>’ Betty Beaumont, for example, opened her Woodville, Mississippi general store six years

5" Arrest Papers of Eliza Agnes Herbert, Maihy, 1863, Nos. 4622 5R0OO0 8QLRQ 3URYRVW 0DUV
of Papers Relating to Two or More Civilians, (Hereafter cited as UPMBL&) War Department Collection of

Confederate Records, Record Gpdl09, NARA.

%8 Bill Cecil-FronsmanCommon Whites: Class and Culture in Antebellum North Cardliraington: University

Press of Kentucky, 1992), 14415; Bynum Free State of Jonesb6-59; Edwards6 FDUOHWW 'RHVQYW /LYH +H
Anymore 37-39; CarlR.OWKD XV 37KH :RUN (WKLF RI WKH 30DLQ )RON /DERU DQG !
Journal of Southern History0 (Nov., 2004): 756; Jeff ForrdRace Relations at the Margins: Slaves and Poor

Whites in the Antebellum Southern Countrygiigton Rouge: Louisina State University Press, 2006), 42; Wilma

A. Dunaway,Women, Work, and Family in the Antebellum Mountain S@@ambridge: Cambridge University

Press, 2008), 188 -HIl 5R E H URkbntietJChpitEliIm: The Market
Revolution in the Antebellm Lower Missouri River Valley, 1803 " 3K' GLVV 8QLYHUVLW\ RI .DQVI
225243.

%9 Judith L. Van BuskirkGenerous Enemies: Patriots and Loyalists in Revolutionary New(Paikadelphia:
University of Pennsylvania Press, 2002), 11110 121122.
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before the war begdfi. These women did not demand that the Confederate state provide for

them, rather, they requested that it no¢iifere with their providing for themselves. Micro, as

opposed to macro allegiances, motivated many Mississippi women to trade at Union lines and,
WKURXJK WKHLU DFWLRQV WKH\ GHPRQVWUDWHG WKH GLIILF
of a protectie nationalism.

Particular silences in the sources from critics of female traders suggest that these

detractors were most concerned with women violating the protective nationalist ideal, not

paternalist gender conventions. Contemporaries called femald tvad S XQSDWULRWLF ~ 3)H
FRWWRQ VSHFXODWRUV "~ DQG 3 JOLWWHULQJ VQDNHV™ LQ WK&
bought seFDOOHG 2OX[XULHV" RI WUHDVRQ VLQFH WKHVH ZRPHQ
WKH &RQIHGHUDF\fV QHHREG Y RYHWO IARPRHAQVRHEH QFFXVHG RI E
than were me and critics did not mention or express concern for the fact that these women were
operating outside of the domestic sphere.

Confederate observers also framed their criticisms of female iradiass terms, often

suggesting that poor white women were more prone to disloyalty. In an 1863 letter to his wife,

Cavalry Captain William Nugent described a group of poor Mississippi women who traded with

WKH J)HGHUDOV DW O0HP S K Lséme hatdgzerGradisg Wadows ldrid @ whole

EDWFK RI ZRPHQ ZKRVH JRRGV KDG EHHQ FRQILVFDWHG °~ KH
WUDYHOHG RQH KXQGUHG PLOHV WR WUDGH FDUU\LQJ D EDO
ZRPHQTV XQFRXWK EHHKDIWK MUK FRASHRUMRVGE\SH RI 3 ZKLWH WUD

ERXQGDULHYV LQ WKH 20G 6RXWK 237 KS&cotEhGauiiadviede & W EDFN L

0 BeaumontTwelve Years of my Lifé10-116.
®1 Daily Clarion (Meridian, MS), June 14, 1864; July 6, 1864; June 9, 1864.
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EXV\ DV EHHV ZLWK WKHLU UXEEHUVY ~ KH WROG KkNarZLIH DQ:
elegat appearance:

S7TKLQN RI D IHPDOH ZLWK WKH GLUW\ FRORUHG WREDFFR

VTXLUWLQJ GLVFRORUHG VSLWWOH DOO DRURcEGE& KHU DC

Galsf£You must, though, add to the pitiable picturépusledhead, unwashed face,

drabbled dress, (no corsets), heavy shoes, a guffaw laugh and a sidelong leer. A dirty

EDE\ WRR LV QR XQIUHTXHQW >VLF@ DGGLWLRQ WR WK
'"HVSLWH KLV GLVJIJXVW ZLWK WKH IHPDOH WU®Gititlde/ XQSROL"
them for acting outside of the home sphere, to the contrary, he casually described how they
HQJDJHG LQ FRPPHUFH 37KHVH ZRPHQ ZLOO WDNH XS WKHLU
preceeded [sic] by a small wagon drawn by a pair of mules irereferto whom there are
several Bills of foreclosure filed by the undisciplined flocks of Buzzards hereabouts, with as
much nonchalance as they would to go to the G$8DGV OHHWLQJ +RXVH ~ KH QRW
KLV FODVV FRQWHPSW 1XUR® WIR/HUAHDRCH QY M VXWIHPRP\HHGEG I GLV O
two of these women in the Guard House for practicing their tory principles and keeping our
SHRSOH LQ GUHDG " KH FRQFOXGHG 1XJHQW IRXQG WKH ZRP
by their trading with thé&’ankees, offensive, not their engagement in the marketplace.

Nevertheless, Nugent discovered that his own sister, Evie, had traded at Memphis, and
ZRUULHG WKDW LW ZDV 3YHU\ pGHPRUDOL]JLQJY IRU JHQWOH J
traffickersinOHP SKLV HOVHZKHUH ~ +H WROG KLV ZLIH WKDW 3ZKL
(YLHYV SXULW\ DQG PRGHVW\ , VKRXOG GLVOLNH WR VHH KH!I
WR WKH RIWHQ VHHG\ EHKDYLRU WKDW DFFRP&2Qdrdét ULYHU

UHJDUGHG YHU\ KLJKO\ E\ WKH PLVHUDEOH VWXII WKDW«IOREL

ZRUULHG WKDW WUDGLQJ KDG GULYHQ 3RXU EHVW PRVW SR

2 william L. Nugent to Nellie Smith Nugent, September 25, 1863, in William M. Cash and Lucy Somerville
Howorth, Eds.My DearNellie: The Civil War Letters of William L. Nugent to Eleanor Smith Nu@lakson:
University Press of Mississippi, 1977), 1388.
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GHPHDQRU " 1XJHQW WKRXJKW W®&D \&D\s ROWKKH®G WZW RHRRYDW
have known nice ladies to travel in a two horse wagon over a hundred miles to Memphis without
D PDOH DWWHQGDQW DQG ZLWK QR RQH LQ WKH FLW\ WR ZKR
he wrote, fearing thatKk H SEHVWLDO VROGLHU\" LQ OHPSKLVY WKUHDWHAQ
FODLPHG WKDW WKHUH ZHUH 3QXPHURXYVY FDVHV RI LOOHJLWL
OLVVLVVLSSL D SKHQRPHQRQ ZKLFK GHPRQVWUDWHG 3WKH H
traffic with the Yankees. Nugent seemed unconcerned, however, about how trade might have
PRUDOO\ EDQNUXSWHG WKH SRRUHU D®OHJIJHGO\ WUHDVRQR?

In April, 1864, Mississippi Attorney General Thomas Wharton made similar remarks
about female trads in Hinds County?, DP DIUDLG WKDW LQ WKH GLVWULFW
Utica, women (I cannot call theladies however respectable they may have been before) mount
their horses, and ride over the neighborhood, buying up cotton, to sell to the Y&keest
the proceeds in merchandize, such as coffee, clothing, &, in some instances, in any kind of
OX[XULHV ~ KHIWROXJBQW ZKR ZDUQHG RI 3 JHQWOH  DQG 3S
corrupted by treasonous commerce, Wharton used nationalistialg@a¢p demote former
SODGLHV" LQWR PHUH 3ZRPHQ " FDVWLJDWLQJ WKHP QRW IRU
HQHP\ XVLQJ WKH FRPPRQ UHIUDLQ WKDW WKH\ ERXJKW 30X]|
disloyalty and corruptiofi*

Both men framedtl LU FULWLFLVPV RI 3SROLVKHG” IHPDOH WUDG
&EXWWHU FDOOV WKH LGHD RI 3UHGHPSWLYH ZRPDQKRRG =~ FKI

selflessness, and love in the midst of a nineteenth century economic expansion that engulfed

8 william L. Nugent to Nellie Smith Nugent, March 27, 1864, in Cash and Howorth,\gear Nellie 163
166.

84 T.J. Wharton to Jefferson Davis, April 16, 1864 Ntississippi in the Confederacy: As They Sawiis. 1 and 2
ed. John K. Bettersworth (1961, Repr., New York: Kraus Reprint Co., 1970), 307.
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more people, including women, into a public marketplace rife with greed, competition, and vice.
This immoral marketplace particularly threatened middle class women, viewed as the keepers of
moral virtue. Unable to be kept out of the increasingly public mplde, they were expected to
XVH UHGHPSWLYH ZRPDQKRRG WR ILJKW VLQ DQG HYLO WKHU
W R W K HsicBsUastHhéirfsexual purity and moral character. Nugent and Wharton
recognized that the wartime marketplace addexbte to the vices with which women had to
FROQWHQG 7KH\ HISHFWHG VXFK FRUUXSWLRQ IURP WKH SRRL
FROQWUDEDQG WUDGH WKUHDWHQHG WR WXUQ PLGGOHFODVYV
For these men, collusionithr the Union was a particular vice born out of a wartime environment
during which commerce remained constant. While the trade made poor women treasonous, it
also threatened the sexual purity and moral selflessness of rids#eMississippi womet.

Nugert and Wharton might have considered their accusations of corrupted women
supported by the fact that many female traders were wives of Confederate soldiers. Federal
picket reports from outside of Memphis listed over a hundred traders who came into the city
during the winter of 1863864, roughly twenty of whom were women. While the reports often
lacked full names, at least nine of the women matched individuals who lived in north Mississippi
but not Tennessee. They included Nancy Wiggins of Lafayette Cauindymade two trips to
Memphis in December 1863, Martha Griffis of Desoto County, Lucinda Herring and Mary Baily
of Itawamba County, and Sarah Gossett and Sarah Boyd of Tippah County. Also on the list was
Sallie Winn, a single woman from Panola County, 8odie Duke, the daughter of a Pontotoc
&RXQW\ SODQWHU ZRPDQ )RXU RI WKHVH ZRPHQ ZHUH VROGL

-RKQ DQG 0DU\ %DUWOHWW V KXVEDQG -D PissisgippU YHG LQ &

% Barbara CutteDomestic Devils, Battlefield Angels: The Radiaalisf American Womanhood, 183865
(Dekalb, IL: Northern lllinois University Press, 2003)18, 42. Quotes on 9 and 42.
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,QIDQWU\ /XFLQGD iAldddnded) ddrvedinxComaayd Mississippi Infantry,

ZKLOH 1DQF\ :LJJLQVY KXVEDQG :LO®&MBIssippHifayittyGTheQ & RP S D
JHGHUDO SLFNHW JXDUGY LQFOXGHG WKHVH ZRPHQYfV QDPHYV
them had Mempk-basedcoVLIJQHUV IRU WKHLU EDOHV RI FRWWRQ 7KH)\
QHHG QRW LPSO\ SHU 1XJHQWYV DQG :KDUWRQYV VXJIJHVWLR
weakness and its attendant treasonous bag§age.

JHPDOH WUDGHUV FODBHREBFW FRHRWHPWLWHR QDWLRQDOL
FKDUJHV DQG WKHVH FODLPV LQ WXUQ KHOSHG PDVN ZRPHC
established trade centers for themselves and their families. By trading atddnigried depots
like Memphis ad Vicksburg, Mississippi women reacted to familiar market incentives like
consumer choice and product availability that alongside domestic production, defined even rural
nonslaveholding household organization by the 1860s. Vicksburg resident Sara Gkeper,
many others, casually took advantage of this product availability, telling her soldier husband how
KHU IULHQG OROOLH 3KDG DQ RSSRUWXQLW\ WR VHQG WR O0OF
VHQW ZLWK KHU WR JHW °OrHroDdD Wied Hadiid$ Ramen JORYHV ~
demonstrated an unwillingness to endure an arduous, wartdueed state of pure domestic
production that market capitalism had already alleviated. For all of its breaks with the past, the
Civil War in Mississippi could natever established market relations, and the Confederate state

was not strong enough to make protective nationalism a reality by stopping the contraband trade.

% Federal Picket Reports on Cotton, Memphis, 1883December 16, 17, 22, 30, 31, 1863, January 2, 8, 1864,
entry 260, box 43, RG 8 SARTP;1860 U.S. Census and U.S. Civil War Soldiers Records and Profiles, Lafayette,
Desoto, Itawamba, Tippah, Panola, Pontotoc Counties, Mississippi, Nancy Wiggins, Martha Griffis, Lucinda
Herring, Mary Baily, Sarah J. Gossett, Sarah J. Boyd, SallWiAn, Susie C. Dukedigital imagesAncestry.com
{http://www.ancestry.comaccessed July 22, 2011).

®"Sara Couper to James Maxwell Couper, October 30, 1862, Couper Family Papetk93B2icrofilm, ser. 3,
00186-z, SHC.
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So intact were these pngar commercial ties that, contrary to their critics, some
Mississippias claimed that trading with the Union could help the Confederacy by supplying
their state with provisions in addition to aiding themselvesW\CL]HQV IORRGHG WKH *RY}
office with conditional offers to furnish Mississippi with supplies obtained abiJines.

Typical were proposals like that of W.M. Deason, who promised Governor Clark that he
ZRXOG GLVWULEXWH JRRGV IURP 8QLRQ OLQHV WR OLVVLVVL!
VRPHWKLQJ IRU P\WVHOI DQG DOVR IRU iBchargd fiow the ' H ZUR W H
OLVVLVVLSSL ,QIDQWU\ SULYDWH 6LPRQ +DUWOH\ VLPLODUO\
VXSSOLHV IURP WKH HQHP\fV OLQHV IRU WKH XVH DQG FRQV>
WKDW KH ZDV 3FRPSHOOH®G KHD BHHIDQX DIE RXWL&LO D BNSIR DWWHP !
VXSSOLHV IRU WKH *RYHUQPHQW ~ +ROO\ VSULQJV UHVLGHQW
will give me a permit to carry the cotton through our lines, | will furnish my own cotton to buy
WKH VXSS@ODH\R QLWKVVLVVLSSL UHVLGHQW 'U -5 &KULVWLD!
over to the state of Miss. one half of the proceeds of any cotton you may allow me to transport
LQWR D )HGHUDO PDUNHW LQ VXFK DUP\ VkesgdednHV DV , PD\ I
resident, Charles Newman, told Clark that he could supply Mississippi with-nagcted cotton
FDUGY RQ WKH FRQGLWLRQ WKDW 3IRU HYHU\ WKRXVDQC
SXUFKDVH DQG VKLS EH\RQG RXMRQQXZEKH VK , SdEDSIRAAH RV FEBW U |
VHFWLRQ RI WKH VWDWH ZKLFK LV WKEF PRVW OLDEOH WR WK

Those Mississippians with established business connections in Memphis were
particularly apt to trade there. Writing from Grenada, MississipNovember 1862, Captain

- 6 5HLG GHYVFULE HiEit WatiélnaiwRbeingRairiétllodt between this place and the

% W.M. Deason to Charles Clark, January 6, 1864, S.M. Hartley to Charles Clark, July 13, 1864, F.L. Martin to
Charles Clark, July 15, 1864, Dr. J.R. Christian to Charles Clark, March 28, 1864, Charles Newman to Charles
Clark, January 15, 1864l in Clark Correspondence, box 949, MDAH.
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&LW\ RI OHPSKLV® DV EHLQJ *HQWLUHO\ WRR JUHDW ~ DGGLQJ
QHZ JRRGV«VXFK DVWXWHHGRMW) PDIOHK IdRFXWK DW WKLV WLPH = "
3DLQH FODLPHG WKDW KLV 3ROG OHUFKDQWYV LQ OHPSKLV”™ FR
RI FRWWRQ FDUGY XQGHU FRQGLWLRQ WKDW KH EH DOORZHG
convenLHQW WR SD\ IRU WKHP ~ &RQYHQLHQWO\ 3DLQH OLYHG 3
swore he would only patronize the enemy in exchange for supplies beneficial to Mississippians.
6LPLODU WR 3DLQH % % :LONLQVRQ UHFRed Btlorgé&teitte KLPVHOI
YLFLQLW\ RI OHPSKLY DQG RSHQ D FRUUHVSRQGHQFH ZLWK S
would furnish cotton cards and other supplies to Mississippi. In December 1862, from Grenada,
Mississippi, E.C. Cabell told Secretary Seddon th&tD Q\ R1 WKH VXSSOLHV QRZ VR |
E\ WKH $UP\ FDQ EH REWDLQHG IURP OHPSKLV LI WKH JRYHU(
DFTXDLQWHG ZLWK OHPSKLV EXVLQHVVPHQ ZKR ZRXOG 3 IXUQI
WKH FRVW RU DWiNgrh 8 >S@dDyVMBgorvwiIPeénwood, Mississippi, boasted

WKDW KH KDG 3VHHQ D JHQWOHPHQ«ZKR«NQRZV D PDQ LQ OHI
DOQ\ZKHUH KH GHVLUHV DQG WR EH ODGHQ ZLWK ZKDWHYHU K
connection was Choctaw Caty, Mississippi resident Robert Kirk, who wrote to Governor

&ODUN IURP ORELOH SURSRVLQJ DW 6WURQJYV VXJIJHVWLRQ
OLVVLVVLSSL LQ H[FKDQJH IRU SHUPLVVLRQ WR VKLS SEH\RQUC

As the condit for goods Kirk shipped from Memphis, Strong stood to gain a cut of the rofits.

%9J.S. Reid to Unidentified Major, November 14, 1862, Pemberton Papers, folder 7, box 1, NARA; F.T. Paine to
Charles Clark, January 16, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box 949; B.B. Wilkinson to Charles Clark, D&2embe
1863, Ibid; E.C. Cabell to James A. Seddon, December 24, 1862, Nos-:®3,/Boll 84, Letters Received by the
Confederate Secretary of War, (Hereafter cited as LRCSWB®] War Department Collection of Confederate
Records, RG 109, NARA; W.A. Strgrto Charles Clark, December 12, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box 950;
Robert L. Kirk to Charles Clark, January 12, 1864, Ibid, box 949; 1860 U.S. Census, Carroll and Chocktaw
Counties, Mississippi, William A. Strong, Robert Kidigital imagesAncestry.om (http://www.ancestry.con/
accessed June 10, 2010).
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Each of these prospective traders acted on multiple loyalties, trying to make a profit for
themselves while also helping their country. Following his 1864 parole fronssig¢iippi
FDYDOU\ FRPSDQ\ $OEHUW 4 :LWKHUV SURSRVHG WKDW &0OD
>VLF@ WKH FRWWRQ WUDGH WR OHPSKLV "~ :LWKHUV KDG 3PDC
war, and suggested reestablishing these connectionskwitRVHOI DV WKH JRRGVY FRQ
Memphis into Mississippi. Former Mississippi resident and Mermipased cotton broker, W.L.
Dogan, likewise touted his commercial prowess. In February 1863, he told Pettus that Pontotoc
&RXQW\ FLWL]HQV nKtb sipply Bhéniwith \Aftitles tokbke obtained in Lawrenceburg,
THQQHVVHH FODLPLQJ WKDW KH FRXOG 3VXSSO\ WKH ZDQWYV
'RIJDQ NQHZ RI RWKHU OLVVLVVLSSLDQV WUDGLQJ ZLWK WKH
true 6RXWKHUQHUYVY ~ KH SOHGJHG KLV 3ZRUG RI KRQRU™ WR 3DY
HQHP\ ~ <HW 'RJDQYVY KRQRU VHHPHG OHVV ELQGLQJ D \HDU H
SHUPLVVLRQ WR WUDGH FRWWRQ DW OHPSKLVFRMGFKDKQH & 11
IDYRUDEOH WHUPV ZLWK WKH DXWKRULWLHY DW OHPSKLV =~ K!
FKDQQHOV WKURXJK ZK L PBudiDskils wouldhé xpe&at! fomiddion
EURNHU ZKR ZRUNHG LQ WKH FLW)\ aQeGuithlihe HedetRsIDIGHY ZL OO
it seems unlikely that, his promise notwithstanding, he would harbor any qualms about
continuing such business in 1863.

'RIJIDQYVY DQG RWKHU PHUFKDQWVY DFWLRQV KRZHYHU Z

those of merchats during the French and Indian War and the American Revolution who traded

“$ 4 :LWKHUV WR &KDUOHV &ODUN 2FWREHU &ODUN &RUUHVSRQG|
: L W K H WBibgraphigal and Historical Memoirs of Missippi, Volume 1(1891; repr., Spartanburg, South

Carolina: Reprint Co., 1978); 106®67; W.L. Dogan to John J. Pettus, February 11, 1863, Pettus Correspondence,

roll 2812, vol. 50, MDAH; W.L. Dogan to Jefferson Davis, November 17, 1862, roll 89, LRCB\NRA; 1860

U.S. Census, Shelby County, Tennessee, W.L. Datjgital image Ancestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.com/
accessed July 6, 2011).
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with their ostensible enemies in the name of continuing comm&Eseen in war some

Mississippians found old habits hard to break. It mattered little that their trade conneetrens w

now the common enemy in Yankee blue, because they operated out of the same places,

especially Memphis, that hosted such exchanges before’486dders denied conflict between

their different fidelities. After all, commerce with the enemy was legédiife under Confederate
JRYHUQPHQW FRQWUDFW W PDG&hdVRHIIMHE W R X@RARUIN\ REXWAS HRFWU L
both actions could be done together.

In 1864, J.D. Burch and other residents of Bolivar County admitted as much to Governor
&ODUN ZKHQ WKH\ GLVSXWHG FKDUJHV WKDW WKH\ WUDGHG
SIHFHVVLW\ LV VDLG WR KDYH QR ODZ ZHWRWH FRHP DHOOKIIEY
ODUJH IDPLOLHYVY ZKLWH DQG EODFN WR VXSSRUW ~ KH FRQWL
GHVWLWXWLRQ "-ULJ@GKHQRI\%RUHAKTY SHWLWLRQ GHIHQGHG |
a patriotic act. Cotton was the only souréencome, cash or otherwise, he said, and that income
FDPH IURP WKH <DQNHHV 3+RZAZDHRIXAHTIWREBDLAWR XQ OHDfWYW\VZH C
WR VHOO FRWWRQ WR WKH HQHP\ " 6KHOO\ DUJXHG MXVWLI\L
disloyalactf WKH HQG JRDO ZDV WR VXSSRUW WKH &RQIHGHUDF\
RXU WD[HV ~ KH VWDWHG 3DQG GR DOO ZH FDQ WR DVVLVW E
of Federallyoccupied Natcheplanter J. Alexander Ventress similarly defeshtlee trade as
SDWULRWLF 31DWLRQDO ZHDOWK ~ KH ZURWH WR &ODUN 3LV
individual citizens of the natiortln a word, destroy our cotton and you stress the tendon

$FKLOOHV RI WKH ZDU ~ /LW H ®DMKPHHLG WMKIHGW U Y0 G HH DRAXUOHSY D O |

" Thomas M. TruxedDefying Empire: Trading with the Enemy in Colonial Néark (New Haven: Yale University

Press, 2008),-8; Buskirk,Generous Enemie407113.

6HH -RVHSK + 3DUNV 3$ &RQIHGHUDWH 7UDGH &HQWHU X®@MU YHGHUDO
of Southern History (Aug., 1941): 28814 and Robert ASigafoosCotton Row to Beale Street: A Business

History of MemphigMemphis: Memphis State University Press, 1979)2874044.
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PRVW QHHGIXO QHFHVVDULHV RI OL7FIHikeB\lJRhEridi@hdﬂyJRXJ KW ZLW
Ventress argued that in embracing a protective nationalism by preventing trade with the Federals,
the Confederacy negeWHG LWV FLWL]JHQVY PXOWLSOH OR\DOWLHYV DQ
State officials like Governor Clark eventually came to the same conclusion and supported
a limited trade with the Union. Drawing on appeals from citizens, Clark permitted trade by state
governmertVDQFWLRQHG LQGLYLGXDOV FLpnmeadadVihKetiggeHHG WR EL
QHFHVVLW\" LQWR KLV VWDWH %\ LQYRNLQJ QHFHVVLW\ &OL
the Confederacy by materially strengthening its people. Other Confederate officials agreed.
Responding to complaints by Vicksburg commartlemberton, Secretary of War Seddon
H[SODLQHG WKDW ZKLOH WKH WUDGH PD\ KDYH SURGXFHG 3D
\RXU GHSDUWPHQW ~ WKH :DU '"HSDUWPHQW VDQFWLRQHG WU
adequately supply the citizeand soldiers. Seddon found it impracticable for Pemberton to
RSSRVH D WUDGH WKDW SHRSOH ZHUH ERX@GH\MERQQXGXOJH L
DGPLVVLRQ WKDW OLVVLVVLSSLDQV ZHUH ERXQG™ WR WUDGF
stop themXQGHUVFRUHG WKDW GHVSLWH WKH VWDWHYV H[SDQGH
neither stop individuals frowantingto trade nor stop them froacttingon such desires.
Recognizing that the government was not strong enough to stop the trad&@ssted
that trading might as well be used as a means of fightyagnstthe Federals. In an appeal to the
Confederate Congress in October 1863, Louisianan F.D. Conrad argued that although
OLVVLVVLSSLYVY DQG /RXLVLDQDYV W bariréasdpausadc e WKH <DQNF

ZDUWLPH FLUFXPVWDQFHY GHPDQGHG PRUH QXDQFHG DSSUR

3 Bolivar County Citizens to Charles Clark, February 20, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box 949; M.D. Shelly to
Charles Clark, 8ptember 28, 1864, Ibid, box 950; J. Alexander Ventress to Charles Clark, February 6, 1864, Ibid,
box 949.

" Charles Clark to Major Saunders, October 24, 1864, Clark Correspondence, h®R95€r. 1, vol. 17, pt. 2,

pgs. 839840.
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HQHP\YfY OLQHV LQ VSLWH RI WKHLU YLJLODQFH RI WKHVH Q
&RQIHGHUDF\"" &RQUDG DVNHG sttahg¥ tRat'thk ehefriy agvde€mettic 3L W |
so important to prevent their introduction, so important as to consider the prohibition of their
LOWURGXFWLRQ RQH RI WKHLU PRVW UHOLDEOH PHDQV IRU R
Federals believed that the tealdurt their cause, Conrad reasoned, the Confederacy should
embrace if?

None other than Brigadier General James Chalmers eventually came to this same
FRQFOXVLRQ ,QLWLDOO\ KH RSSRVHG WKH WUDGH EXW E\ Q
to thisdistrict | thought any man was a traitor who would sell cotton to the enemy for any
SXUSRVH = KH H[SODLQHG WR -DFRE 7KRPSVRQ IURP 2[IRUG 3
our people on the border who have been compelled to trade with the enem\sistesicle are
more patriotic and more liberal to our soldiers than those in the interior, and that they have been
JUHDWO\ PLVUHSUHVHQWHG E\ WKRVH ZKR GLG QRW XQGHUV\
straightforward reasoning for his turnaround. 8itfee fall of Memphis, he stated, the people in
QRUWK OLVVLVVLSSL KDG EHHQ OHIW 3WR OLYH ZLWKLQ WKHF
traded with the enemy, and the husbands, sons and fathers in our army of the women in North
Mississippi were soplied with many articles of clothing and comfort that came from the
HQHP\YY OLQHYV =~ 7KH WUDGHTV EHQHILWY &KDOPHUV EHOLH"
WKDW KLVWRU\ MXVWLILHG WKLV FRQFOXVLRQ fAaidGHULFN V
KH GLG QRW KHVLWDWH WR WUDGH ZLWK KLV HQHP\«>DQG@ ¢
effective weapons in Revolutionary days and came near taking West Point, and | believe that

southern cotton could have saved Vicksburg when southern armsSiRE2HUOHVV  WR GR VR

S OR ser. 4, vol. 2, gs. 854856.
®bid, ser. 1, vol. 31, pt. 3, pgs. 8835.



6RPH 8QLRQ RIILFHUV VKDUHG &KDOPHUVY DVVHVVPHQW
FDXVH ,Q HDUO\ -XO\ QDWLYH OLVVLVVLSSLDQ DQG )HGH
certain widow HildebrandK DG EHHQ NHHSLQ@®RIGW PXUIMNMHEBHIRQ WKH +HUC
RXWVLGH RI +ROO\ 6SULQJV 5LOH\ ZHQW WR +LOGHEUDQGYV
RU ZRUWK RI DERXW " +H QRWHG WKDW 3WKHUH ZHUH PD
SUHPLVHV ™ EXW KH ZH Q s ReDel tthFdRd. BlildeHréndavdd-hotoR the
SUHPLVHV EXW VKH ZDV OLNHO\ WKH VDPH 30UV (- +LOGHE
documented as having made at least four trips to Memphis to trade cotton in the winter of 1863
1864. Trading helped henrinel goods to Confederate soldiers. In the spring of 1864 Major
*HQHUDO 'DQ 6LFNOHV FRPSODLQHG WR /LQFROQ WKDW 3LQ W
VXSSOLHV JR WR WKH HQHP\ " FRQFOXGLQJ WKDW WKH WUDG
rebelsZKHUH LW UHOLHYHV RQH 8QLRMVADBQ) HGIRIVK RUI LOFHHPS LR/
practical operation of commercial intercourse from this city with the States in Rebellion has been
WR KHOS ODUJHO\ WR IHHG FORWKH DUP DQG HTXLS RXU HQ

Brigader General Alfred Ellet found what he considered to be material proof of this fact
in June 1863, following a skirmish with Confederate cavalry and an ensuing raid on the town of
$XVWLQ LQ 7XQLFD &RXQW\ OLVVLVVLSS lundamglp &idéhikdH KR XV
WKDW D ODUJH VPXJJOLQJ WUDGH KDV EHHQ VXFFHVVIXOO\ F
EDUUHOV VWXIIHG ZLWK 3PRODVVHV DQG VXJDU VDOW ZKLVI
guantities of medicines in the original pages, all more unmistakable evidence of the

RFFXSDWLRQ WKH SHRSOH HQJDJHG LQ "$IWHU EXUQLQJ WKH

7J.F. Riley and J.J. Williams to W.W. Jackson, May 5, 1864, roll 39, Umdéeral Picket Reports on Cotton,
Memphis, 186364, December 31, 1863, January 8, 15, 16, 1864, SARRPser. 1, vol39, pt. 1, pgs. 661;
Ibid, 22-23.
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arrived at the river bank from Memphis, showing permits to bring out hefty amounts of cotton.
37TKH\ KDG QR JmrR&laying@ndtopé Rn board, yet there were many suspicious
circumstances that induced the impression upon my mind that the arrival of these boats and this
command of the enemy so near the same time was occasioned BYRO@FHUWHG DUUDQJHP
Ellet notal. The Federals often found Mississippi civilians to be less than trustworthy when it

came to their engagement in the trdte.

Indeed, just as Union forces found it difficult to tell if Mississippians who swore the oath
ZHUH WUXO\ 30R\D OeveMiKddre iDtAER ieReXnerély Quying necessities for
themselves or their families, or smuggling goods to Confederate troops. Such was the case when
Union officers learned from a female spy that Hinds County dentist A.H. Hardenstein, sporting a
permit I URP *HQHUDO 0/ 6PLWK ZDV ZRUNLQJ ZLWK RWKHU VHF
ERRWY VKRHV DQG RWKHU FRQWUDEDQG JRRGY PDUNHG DV
WR 5HEHO WURRSV RQ WKH %LJ %ODFN Barddddieind&@d&sbl U WKH J
DFWLQJ WKH VS\ IRU WKH &4RQIHGHUDWHY EHLQJ WKRURXJKC
AM. Jacksor?

Hardenstein was not alone in using the veneer of trade to act as a Confederate spy. After
being captured in north Mississipgpy Federal troops in October 1863, Confederate Corporal
Thomas Swan revealed the names of several traders who had been assisting Rebel troops.
$FFRUGLQJ WR 6ZDQYY VWDWHPHQW 'HVRWR &RXQW\ UHVLGFH
his mother, had beel [FKDQJLQJ FRWWRQ DW OHPSKLV IRU VXSSOLHYV |

VROGLHUV ~ 0ODUVKDOO &RXQW\ QDWT Mississipi@aval OLDPV D VR

8 OR Naval Recordsser. 1, vol. 25, pg. 128.
bid, ser. 1, vol. 49, pt. 2, pg. 179; 1860 U.S. Census, Hinds County, Mississippi, A.H. Hardeligitalimage,
Ancestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comAccessed September 22, 2010).
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%DWWDOLRQ 3UHJXODUO\" HQJDJHG LQ EULQJLQJ FRWWRQ W
wiliDPV WKH UHSRUW QRWHG 3GRHV &KDOPHUV PRUH JRRG W
RIWHQ EHHQ DUUHVWHG WDNHQ EHIRUH &&KDOPHUV ZKR DOZ
DSSDUHQWO\ RSHUDWHG DV &KDOPHUVY VS\ wiliwdODLU DQR
near Holly Springs, traded cotton at Memphis for goods like boots and calico that he sold to
&RQIHGHUDWH VROGLHUV ODUVKDOO &RXQW\ FLYLOLDQ :LOO
OHPSKLV QHDUO\ HYHU\ ZHHN G XULQ dekied sellddgomis WREBHRHU =~ $O
WURRSYVY KH ZRXOG QRW :KHVLWDWH WR GR VR LI KH KDG WLI
problematic for the Federals because their national loyalties were always under suspicion, and

many seemed to be actively working for t ReRQIHGHUDWHY 37KHVH PHQ DOO SU
the South with their neighbors and profess loyalty to the Federal Government when in the
SUHVHQFH RI RXU WURRSV ~ D )HGHUDO RIILFHU FRQFOXGHG
contraband tradefS.The Union government, like its Confederate counterpart, lacked the power

to prevent Mississippians from trading. Even when Federal authorities tried to limit trading only

WR 3O0R\DO™ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV YHULI\LQJ WKDWPERVODW\ ZDV
infrastructural capacity.

Well aware that they could feign loyalty to Union forces, some Mississippians traded as a

way to resist the Federal occupation of the South. Yet even for them, thelicadd

conflicting emotionsOne such individal was Mississippi native Belle Edmondson, who spent

most of the war on a farm in Shelby County, Tennessee. From this location she funneled supplies

and funds from Memphis to Confederate soldiers and friends back in Mississippi, gaining such

notoriety tha Union commander Stephen Hurlbut issued a warrant for her arrest in 1864. In her

8 Arrest Statement of Thomas B. Swan, October 4, 1863, roll 19, UPMF; 1860 U.S. Census, Desoto, Marshall
Counties, Mississippi, George Bar]ay.L. Barley, John D. Williams, J.A. Blair, digital imag,Ancestry.com
(http://www.ancestry.comaccessed August 28, 2010).
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diary, Edmondson detailed how she wodig my articles forV P XJJ O L Qhade3a H

balmoral of the Grey cloth for uniforn L Qg Glats to the inside of my hogpied theboots

with a strong list, letting them fall directly in front, the cloth having monopolized the back & the

Hats the sideAll my letters, brass buttons, money, &c in my boscomVKH ZURWH (GPRQGV
justified trading with the enemy by invoking her patrietiG XW\ 3*RG EOHVV WKH 5HEH
ZURWH 3, ZRXOG ULVN P\ OLIH D GR]JHQ WLPHV D GD\ WR VHU
SLFNHWV FRQILVFDWHG W KU HHheWD Wate thieHd V. QMY HDQRGHEG D M VIHL QW
having to deal with the Unioon a daily basis¥hen Edmondson webiack to Mississippi to

collect cotton in October 1863, Cavalry Captain Thomas Henderson assured her not to feel guilty
WDNLQJ FRWWRQ WR )HGHUDO OLQHV 37KH SURFHHGV RI WKFE
FRWWRQ ZLOO GR®¥WKHP ~ KH WROG KHU

Loyalty issues nagged at other ardent Confederates who dreamed of an independent

Confederacy but knew that trading meant dependence on the Union, thereby displaying, if not
admitting subjugation. Such an arrangementitably spawned confusion over who was trading

for what purpose. Depending on the observer, a trader might be a true Confederate or a

loathsome speculator. Mississippi Partisan Ra@gé&hemin ran into this problem when

Confederate troops arrested Pétiioyle, whom Shermin had contracted to exchange cotton at
OHPSKLV IRU FORWKHYVY DQG ERRWYV 3HWLWLRQLQJ *HQHUDO ({
LQVLVWHG WKDW 'R\OH zZDV 3D JRRG FLWL]J]HQ DQG ZDV QRW V
withme,DQG >, @ WKLQN WKDW KLV VHUYLFH KDV EH?—le IRU WKH
6KHUPLQYY FDVH GHPRQVWUDWHY WKH FRQIXVLRQ WKDW WUI

interpreted as loyal or treasonous depending on the observer.

8 Loretta and William Galbraith, Edé. Lost Heroine of the Confederacy: The Diaries and Letters of Belle
EdmondsoriJackson: University of Misssippi Press, 1990), xiiixxi, 69-70, 8283, 97, 113.
82C. Shermin to Maj. Gen. Earl Van Dorn, October 30, 1862, roll 73, LRCSW.
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The experiences &Varren County cavalry scout Charles Allen, stationed around
Vicksburg and its surrounding counties, revealed similar problems. Allen traded at Union lines to
VXSSO\ KLV XQLW DQG JHW JRRGV OLNH FRIIHH IRU KLV IDPLC
seQG RU FRPH RYHU WR -DFNVRQ RU GRZQ KHUH , FDQ JHW \F
SDUHQWY LQ 2FWREHU ([FODLPLQJ WKDW KH KDG 3D JRRG
EORFNDGH ~ KH GHWDLOHG KRZ KLV VODYH /puldthemdihQW WR 91
KLV UDWLRQV RI ULFH SDVVHV WKH SLFNHWV LQ WKDW ZD\ °
SVRPH JUHHQEDFNV WR VHQG WR 9 % IRU VRPH FRIIHH IRU \R
scouting activity cast a cloak of ironyover A UDGLQJ ,Q 2FWREHU RQH RI K
PDMRU GXWLHYVY LQYROYHG 3SLFNHWLQJ DOO WKH IRUGYV DQG
IURP FURVVLQJ FRWWRQ DQG WUDGLQJ ZLWK WKH <DQNHHV ~
Allen, itwas notORVW RQ KLV &RORQHO ZKR DUUHVWHG $OOHQTV It
EX\LQJ VDOW DW 8QLRQ OLQHV 3&RO :RRG LQWHQGV WR FRQ
HQHP\ " $OOHQ ZURWH 3, WULHG WR J HUt RERUH | XRARG WR OHW
Thus, Allen was a Confederate soldier who, along with others in his unit, traded with the
Union, an act that his superiors deemed treasonous and ordered him to prevent other
Mississippians from doing. This contradiction eventually led Alledetiend a fellow soldier
when his own Colonel reprimanded that soldier for trading with the enemy. The issue of trading
was always cloudy fanationalistminded Confederates because of this contradiction:
dependence on the Union in the name of Confede@@8 HSHQGHQFH 7KH ZDUTfV FLUI
challenged binary concepts of allegiance, and some Mississippians adopted an unpalatable means

to serve desirable ends.

8 Charles B. Allen to Parents, October 4, 1863, September 11, 1864, October 15, Undated, James Allen and Charles
B. Allen Papers, 1788869, microfilm, 01697, roll 1, SHC.

164



7TKH FRQWUDEDQG WUDGH LQ OLVVLVVLSSL UHYHDOV KRZ
Mississippiango negotiate between loyalties to self, family, community, and nation. Proponents
of a seltsufficient Confederacy viewed trading with the Federals as a disloyal act because it
made the Confederacy dependent on the Union. It also depreciated Confedezats/cu
ERRVWHG )HGHUDO JUHHQEDFNVY DQG VXSSOLHG FRWWRQ WK
materials. Still, others considered it a patriotic act because it brought food and supplies to
Mississippi civilians and soldiers. Advocates of the lattertiposimplicitly preferred free trade
with the Union in place of an impracticable protective nationalism. Thus, viewing contraband
WUDGHUV DV 3ZHDN" RU 3VWURQJ" &RQIHGHUDWHY GRHV QRW
GLVSXWHG WKH WeshehbifivglrdpGolick-Wir dves ivdehsider how multiple
allegiances influenced their behavior. Acting on circumstances, contraband traders
accommodated different loyalties, at the micro and macro level. Confederate patriotism existed
alongside other mre immediate attachments to self, family and community which did not and
could not simply vanish when the war came. Mississippians traded to benefit themselves while
simultaneously helping or hindering the Confederate cause.

In addition, the contrabandatte reveals that despite its many transformational aspects,
the Civil War did not destroy established antebellum economic patterns. Mississippi traders
shuffled their goods along traditional commercial routes and traded at established depots like
Memphis,Vicksburg and Natchez, from which goods went to ports in St. Louis and New
Orleans, then to New York and eventually Europe. In this sense, Mississippians continued their
relationship with the North even as they fought to sever themselves from it politidad
&RQIHGHUDWH VWDWHYV LQDELOLW\ WR VWRS WKH WUDGH Et}

limitations of its expanded infrastructural powers, which were justified by the need to make

165



protective nationalism a reality. Although historians have viethedvartime Confederate state
as exceeding VWURQJ WR WKH SRLQW ZKHUH LW UHDFKHG XS WR |
not strong enough to stop those citizens from acting on their loyalty layers in order to continue
commercial activity in wartne.

Recognizing how multiple loyalties drove Mississippians to trade with the Union, and
understanding how the trade reinforced established antebellum ties between North and South
even amid conflict helps explain why the Civil War seems so transformagindajet so
continuous, why Confederates can seem concurrently loyal and disloyal. Human loyalties are
multi-directed, multlayered and influenced by circumstances. These circumstances drove
Mississippi contraband traders to act on different allegiandash at different times and for
different reasons could both help and hinder the Confederate war effort.

$OWKRXJK &¢RQIHGHUDWH SURWHFWLYH QDWLRQDOLVWYV .
war loyalties stymied their attempts to establistitlsern economic independence, they did not
VWRS WU\LQJ WR ZHOG OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY LQWHUHVWYV WR WEk
victory. To many ardent Confederates, the military stood as the preeminent nationalist institution
through whichsoutherners should literally give their lives to their country on the battlefield. Yet,
HYHQ ZKHQ LW FDPH WR DUP\ VHUYLFH OLVVLVVLSSLDQVY PX
WKH\ YLHZHG WKHLU UHODWLRQVKL SuwidtandeK imhbved@dVH ,Q DGG
DOOHIJLDQFHYV ZLWK QHZ PHDQLQJY DV &¢RQIHGHUDWH GHVHU

confines and took wartime conflict into illicit new directions.
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Chapter Four 3His County is a Prey to Thieves and Robbers Desertion,Exemption,
DQG WKH OLOLWDU\YYV /LPLWHG 1DWLRQDOL]LQJ

In June of 1863, Claiborne County planter Richard Archer begged Governor John Pettus
to send reinforcements into the northern Delta region to apprehend a gang of ruffakisgyre
havocinthearea36LU WKLV FRXQW\ LV D SUH\ WR WKLHYHYVY DQG UF
DQG U6 NLQQHUVYTY RI WKH 5HYROXWLRQDU\ ZzDU ~ KH WROG 3H)\
S6NLQQHUV® UHIHUUHG WR URDPLQJ JURXSV RiatEBe8LWYV G XU
Patriot or Loyalist allegiances but stole goods from citizens on both sides and sold them for a
SURILW 6XFK zZzDV WKH FDVH $UFKHU FODLPHG ZLWK WKH 3D
LQGLYLGXDOV DOLNH" ZKR KDG EHHIes, WordeldnDdxen:af@ODLERUQH
JHGHUDO UDLGHUV KDG WXUQHG WKH DQLPDOV ORRVH 37KLV
PRVW RI WKHP LW LV EHOLHYHG >DUH@ RIILFHUV DQG PDQ\ R
explained. He thought that the desét¥ § LQGLVFULPLQDWH SLOODJLQJ PDGH
8QLRQ DUP\ 37KH GLIIHUHQFH EHWZHHQ WKH )HGHUDOV DQG
had the courage to do so would possibly robb [sic] both enemies and friends, but [the Federals]
realyroEE RXU SHRSOH RQO\ " KH FRQFOXGHG 7KH GHVHUWHUVWV
837KH GHPRUDOL]DWLRQ LV VR JUHDW WKDW QR SRZHU FDQ DL
Archer noted. Civilians understood Yankee pillaging, but when such alwasne from former
Confederate soldiers, the supposed defenders of southern hearths and homes, it was hard to take.

Two months earlier, in February 1863, Confederate militia general Absolom West

informed Pettus about the antics of Tillman Lomax, a Holnma€ farmer and former army

11860 U.S. Census, Claiborne County, Mississippi, R.T. Ardligital image Ancestry.com
{http://www.ancestry.comaccessed October 26, 2010); Richard T. Archdotm J. Pettus, June 17, 1863, John J.
Pettus Correspondence, Roll 1333, Volume 51, Record Group 27, Mississippi Department of Archives and History,
Jackson, MS (Hereafter cited as MDARarry M. Ward Between the Lines: Banditti of the American Revotuti
(Westport, CT: Praeger, 2002),-29.




FRQVFULSW /RPD[ FODLPHG WR KDYH 3HWWXVYY DXWKRULW\ V
neighbors under the pretense of using them to collect salt. This was apparently a scam. West
QRWHG WKDW /RPD[ ZDV 3@inEiRleQn@ pb¥sedsiGg R any Begrbedhe
FRQILGHQFH RI WKH SHRSOH ~ ZKR 3IURP WKH EHJLQQLQJ RI\
and Lomax were both Holmes County natives and knew each other before the war. Upon being
conscripted Lomax triedto oQ :HVWYV EULJDGH KRSLQJ WR EHFRPH D ILF
failed, he faked illness and convinced a Confederate surgeon to give him a discharge certificate,
but he was soon put back into service. Finally, Lomax asked West for a discharge, citing his
SupSRUW IRU :HVWYV SDVW VWDWH VHQDWH FDPSDLJQ DV JUR)>
YLFLRXV DQG XWWHUO\ ZDQWLQJ LQ WKRVH DWWULEXWHYV QH
ZURWH 3KH ZLOO QHYHU VHUYH KLV gt dhable bivi tDaxo’OGLHU
LW =~ :KLOH LW LV XQFOHDU ZK\ /RPD[ GRGJHG PLOLWDU\ VHU\
$2,140 in personal property, including sixteen slaves. Such ample holdings might be threatened
were he to remain in the army. addition to shirking duty, Lomax also took advantage of
wartime conditions by impressing property from his neighbors under false authority.

7LOOPDQ /RPRPORIMIGQRDIDMG WKH &ODLERUQH &RXQW\ GHVI
easily within the scholaylparadigms that identify military service and protection of hearth and
home as foundations of Confederate nationalism. Many historians argue that because
Confederate soldiers tended to fight near their homes, they conflated home and nation into a

single atity which they defended from Federal intrusion. James McPherson, for example, writes

2 A.M. West to John J. Pettus, February 10, 1863, Pettus Correspondence, roll 2812, vol. 50, MDAH; 1860 U.S.
Census, Slave Schedules and U.S. Civil War Soldiers Records and Profiles, Holmes County, Mississippi, Tillman
Lomax digital imagesAncestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed May 25, 2011); Bruce S. AllardMeye
Generalsin Gray (Baton Rouge, Louisiana State University Press, 1995}3233
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that Confederatedeconciled their dual responsibilities to country and family by the conviction
WKDW LQ ILJKWLQJ IRU WKH RQH WKHWAKHJNKUSIJHRWR FOML B Q GV K
DQG KRPH«WRRN RQ JUHDWHD XN IJHQYBP\VAKRKY EBBDHPH D UHDO
Echoing McPherson, Aaron SheehaHDQ FRQWHQGV WKDW 2EHFDXVH &RQIHC
participated fully in both the battlefield and the home tirtémey did not distinguish the political
QDWLRQ IURP WKH GRPHVWLF QDWLRQ "~ :KLOH FRQFHGLQJ Wt
QDWLRQ FRQIOLHWAGXOWKIRBMIHD\ FRQFOXGHY WKDW 39LUJLQ
harmony of interests between theéual responsibilities, and this perception inspired a
GHWHUPLQHG SXUVXLW Rl &RQIHGHUDWH LQGHSHQGHQFH ~
Although some scholars contend that the Confederate defense of hearth and home
bolstered the southern cause, other historians claim that this thgmalifed nationalism
IUDFWXUHG &RQIHGHUDWH XQLW\ DQG KLQGHUHG WKH 6RXWK
Confederate desertion, Mark Weitz argues that most Confederate soldiers saw the South less as a
unified nation than as a patchwork of lodakt They deserted to defend their homes, which they
prioritized over a young, abstract nation. Paul Escott attributes a steady decline in support for the

&RQIHGHUDF\ WR WKH 'DYLV JRYHUQPHQWYV IDLOXUH WR UHYV

3James M. McPhersoRpr Cause and Comrades: Why Men Fouighthe Civil War(New York: Oxford University

Press, 1997), 95; Aaron SheeHaean,Why Confederates Fought: Family and Nation in Civil War Virginia

(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2007R,lquotes on pg. 2. See also Joseph T. Glattiaareral

/HHYV $UP\ )URP 9L F\NBWY oM Rre& Rresg) POB8),HB3; Jason Philljishard Rebels: The

Confederate Culture of InvincibilitfAthens: University of Georgia Press, 2007), 43; Chandra Manwhet this

Cruel War was Over: Soldig, Slavery, and the Civil WgNew York: Vintage Books, 2007), 1389; William

Blair, 9LUJLQLDYTV 3ULYDWH :DU )HHGLQJ %R GA3B5NEwWsXMxfold WKH &RQIHGHU
University Press, 1998), 146.



exemptionandP SUHVVPHQWYVY ODZV WKDW VHHPHG WR IDYRU WKH U
SULRULW\ WR WKH QHHGV RI WKHLU IDPLOLHYV WKbQ WR WKH
Connected to the hearth and home thesis within the scholarship is an emphassis on th
military as another source of loyalty to the slaveholding republic. Gary Gallagher contends that
5REHUW ( /HH DQG WKH $UP\ RI IRUWKHUQ 9LUJLQLD 3VHUYH
OR\DOW\ DPRQJ FLYLOLDQV DQG VROGGHUWLW WYX WRXH KRXQQWHG K |
mobilization of 75 to 80 percent of its available diade white male population as evidence of
ZKLWH VRXWKHUQHUVY KLJK OHY HcDdan likewild ho&sitbadiwady GHY R W
90 percent of militarsage men in Comfderatecontrolled Virginia served in the army, in large
measure to defend their homes from Union threats. In the same vein, Joseph Glatthaar states that
SWKH & RQIHGHUDWH FRQVWLWXWLRQ FUHDWBtadle) JRYHUQPHOQ
Clampitt simlarly argues that Army of the Tennessee served as a nationalizing symbol for
ZHVWHUQ &RQIHGHUDWHY DQG RWKHU VFKRODUV HPSKDVL]H
Confederate nationalism in the Deep Sduth.
&ODLERUQH &RXQW\fV PDUPXG LQ P 05 fevadidg\DidweVerD QG 7L O C

reveal key limitations of the hearth and home thesis and of the military as a nationalist symbol.

* Mark A. Weitz,More Damning than Sladmer: Desertion in the Confederate Arifiyncoln: University of

Nebraska Press, 2005), 5, xix, 210; Paul D. EsAftitr Secession: Jefferson Davis and the Failure of Confederate
Nationalism(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1978), xi, 140.

® Gary W. GallagherThe Confederate War: How Popular Will, Nationalism, and Military Strategy Could not Stave

off Defeat{Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1997), 63, 65228Sheehaibean,Why Confederates Fought

3, 67; Glatthaar,*H Q HU D O myd x¥ 1464 $Also see PhillipRiehard Rebels2-3, 77, 88; Peter S. Carmichael,

The Last Generation: Young Virginians in Peace, War, and Re@ivepel Hill: University of North Carolina

Press, 2005), 124, and Stephen V. Asliyhen the Yankees Cameor@ilict and Chaos in the Occupied South,
1861-1865(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1995), 78

® Bradley M. ClampittThe Confederate Heartland: Military and Civilian Morale in the Western Confederacy

(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State Uaisgity Press, 2011);83; On the Deep South, also see Jacqueline Glass

Campbell When Sherman Marched North from the Sea: Resistance on the Confederate Honj€Hapel Hill:
8QLYHUVLW\ RI 1RUWK &DUROLQD 3UHVYV ial Nationalisnbd® Be $€pQEI&I HZ - U 3S7TKH
*HRUJLDYTV &RQIHGHUDWH &R Q JUIHsid¥ thR Qobfelef@e-Natidn: E<3ay lin Honor df Q

Emory M. Thomad.esly J. Gordon and John C. Inscoe, eds. (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2005),
131,143.
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The Claiborne deserters were among thousands that robbed and murdered their fellow citizens
throughout Civil War Mississjp. Their antisocial behavior indicated little reverence for the
home front as sacred or symbolic of the nation as a whole. Lomax also served in the army as a
FRQVFULSW DQG DFFRUGLQJ WR :HVW /RPD[TV PLOLWDU\ VW
Further, he seemed concerned with-sifichment, not national allegiance. Such cases
involving rampaging deserters and army shirkers were numerous in Mississippi, requiring
explanations that do not fit neatly into established scholarly explanations.

Each @nfederate state experienced the war in different ways, and historians should be
cautious when attempting to universalize these disparate experiences. Scholars who link the
army to a strong Confederate nationalism have largely focused on Virginia, wioichsrtheir
FRQFOXVLRQ DERXW WKH QDWLRQDOL]JLQJ LQIOXHQFH RI /HH?
YLFWRULHYVY :KLOH WKHUH LV WUXWK WR WKLV FRQFOXVLRQ
army in particular and the Confederate militarygeneral. Far from the Virginia front, loyalties
VHSDUDWH IURP QDWLRQDOLVP LQIOXHQFHG OLVVLVVLSSLDQ
only because they reveal important geographical distinctions in the Confederate war, but also
because they demdrate how the waaffectedmilitary and domestic spheres beyond national
LVVXHV 7KH FROODSVH RI OLVVLVVLSSLYVY VRFLDO RUGHU IX}
violence among Confederate deserters. Group loyalties that preceded the war @aatinue
influence these men during the conflict and sustained their destructive behavior, which expanded
beyond Union or Confederate affiliation. Even those soldiers who did not desert demonstrated
the continued importance of pvear attachments through shimlg, absenteeism and exemptions,
actions which civilians encouraged and supported. Soldiers and civilians clearly distinguished

the local from the national, but nonetheless used nationalist language to equate the two spheres in
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order to appeal to authoes who expected citizens to embrace protective nationalism. While
multiple loyalties that prelated the war influenced Mississippians, wartime conditions shaped
how they acted on these allegiances in ways that did not always reflect nationalist fe@imgs. T
process, in turn, reveals the limited reach and influence of the nineteenth century nation state on
SHRSOH ZKR ZHUH SDUDGRI[LFDOO\ FDXJKW XS LQ D ZDU WR C
The scholarship on desertion has attempted to asse&SHHIFW RQ WKH ZDUYV RXW
has not considered what desertion reveals about the goals and influence of the Confederate
VWDWHTV FRQFHSWLRQ RI QDWLRQDOLVP (OOD /RQQ QRWHG
UHDVRQV WKDW ZKHQ FRIREIXNOHVGLBBWRIQVWORPWHERIFWKH HIIRU
Similarly, recent studies by Mark Weitz and Robert Sandow emphasize how local loyalties
combined with opposition to Union and Confederate policies to fuel desertion and weaken both
VLGHVY ZDThitthaReay, WoWwever, examines desertion as a process, rather than focusing
RQ LWV RXWFRPH LQ RUGHU WR H[SODLQ ZK\ GHVHUWHUVY EF
allegiances but was instead often driven by wartime circumstances in tandem witslesgabli
local ties.
Mississippians began deserting as early as 1862, but the bulk of the source dating
indicates that desertion reached its highest levels from late 1863 through the end of the war,
coinciding with the general socio/economic collapse of Msggs. The Union army gained a
foothold in north Mississippi in 1862 following the battles at Corinth, and soon began its

GHVWUXFWLRQ RI WKH VWDWHIV LQIUDVWUXFWXUH DQG DJUL

"Ella Lonn,Desertion During the Civil WafGloucester, MA: American Historical Association, 1928), 3; Weitz,

More Damning than Slaughtexviii; Robert M. Sandoweserter Country: Civil War Opposition in the

Pennsylvania Appalachiar{dlew York: Fordham University Press, 2009}218, quote on pg. &lso seePeter S.
%HDUPDQ 3HVHUWLRQ DV /RFDOLVP $UP\ 8QLW 6ROLG@IdIFAe®dQG *URXS
(Dec., 1991): 3242, and$DURQ : ODUUV 3'HVHUW uR QalliQaG1861\ D O 'Ghvil WMar 6 R

History 50 (March, 2004): 4B5.
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OLPLWHG WKH VWD Wt trairspyart de@det] Sppplfey tabath the @vhfederate armies
and civilians. Upon capturing Memphis in June 1862, the Federals also gained a key port from
ZKLFK WR UDLG SODQWDWLRQV DQG IDUPV YLD WKH OLVVLVVI
the WZR DUPLHVY GHVWUXFW L R pudtbeGEte iR Uik SiNits DTQReA8FIX S S O\
JHGHUDO EORFNDGH FORVHG VHDSRUWY OHDYLQJ WKH VWDW
and merchants unable to import European goods. In addigstruction from the two armies
left the state§ already limited domestic production facilities for clothing and war materials in
ruins. The result was a shortage of supplies for soldiers and civilians.

The food situation was no better. With thousandgeoiman farmers in the army or dead,
FURSYVY ZHQW XQKDUYHVWHG DQG VROGLHUVY IDPLOLHYV VXIIH
WKH &RQIHGHUDF\ RI ODERU (IIRUWV WR GLYHUVLI\ WKH VWL
production were successfulfast but fell prey to a series of droughts and floods in 1861, 1862,
and 1864. The presence of two armies on Mississippi soil further depleted crop and livestock
surpluses, and salt shortages stalled meat production. Even when the state managed to
succasfully collect food, the destruction of the railroads inhibited its transport. These
circumstances brought on economic collapse. Shortages in every type of goods fueled
VSHFXODWLRQ DQG WKH VWDWH OHJLVODWXUHYV SULQWLQJ
&RPSRXQGLQJ DQ DOUHDG\ EDG VLWXDWLRQ WKH JRYHUQPH(
compensated them in worthless Confederate currency. In light of food scarcity and high prices,

Mississippians all over the state who lived outside of the occupied &itied destitutioh.

8 Timothy B. SmithMississippi in the Civil War: The Home Frof@ackson: University Press of Mississippi, 2010),
70-73, 90; William C. DavisLook Away!: A History of the Confederatates of Americg§New York: Free Press,
2002), 285.

BenWynne,0LVVLVVLSSLYV &LYLO :DWachnIEAUNEECEY Unvdrsity RI&¥SR 2006), 1B6L;
Smith, Mississippi in the Civil Warl115.
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The Mississippi state government evacuated the capital of Jackson two weeks before it
IHOO WR *HQHUDO 80O0\WVHV 6 *UDQWYV 8QLRQ DUP\ RQ 0D\
evacuated permanently in July 1863 when the Fedesate back through the city. The capping
of this downward spiral came with the fall of the river fortress city of Vicksburg on July 4, 1863,
ZKLFK HITHFWLYHO\ HQGHG PDMRU PLOLWDU\ RSHUDWLRQV L
Federals complete ctol of the Mississippi river and provided another base from which to
PDUFK WKURXJK WKH VWDWH DW ZLOO 9LFNVEXUJYV IDOO DF
social dissolution, and military defeat that began in 1862. Fleeing the Federal army, the
Confederate state government established temporary capitals in Enterprise, Meridian and
ultimately Macon. While in exile, it passed, but could not carry out, relief legislations for
civilians and soldiers. In 1863 the state judiciary began to break darivaincourts largely
came to a standstill by 1864. Under Union control and with an exiled state government,
conditions in Mississippi outside of the occupied cities teetered on the brink of affarchy.

Much of the chaos spurred by the Civil War in Misgipscame from Confederate
GHVHUWHUV *UDQWTYV G H F L¥ndiI®soMdiersSHaturRd2 dp Wehétal UL
-RKQ SBHPEHUWRQYV $UP\ RI 9LFNVEXUJ VLIJQLILFDQWO\ DGGH
men, especially those from outside of Mssippi, did return to military service into the Army of
Tennessee, thousands of Mississippi deserters scattered throughout their state, augmenting an
already significant amount of former soldiers roaming the countryside. In July 1863, for
example, AttalaCounty resident Jason Niles witnessesd Br@vd of 29 soldiers, with guns,
passed through town, desertgmsn Gen. Jo Johnstdharmy ~ %\ &RORQHO 5 7D\OR
LQIRUPHG 6HFUHWDU\ RI :DU -DPHV 6HGGRQ WKDW 3WKH KLJK

committed almost with impunity. There does not appear on the part of a deserter to be any

“Wynne, 0LV VLV VLSS L 1¥71%0;\Snith MB4issippi in the Civil War3g-49, 119.
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difficuty LQ REWDLQLQJ VKHOWHU LQ DQ\ VHFWLRQ RI WKH FRXQ
condition of disorganization and derangement cannot long exist withoutgingdhe most
PLVFKLHYRXV FRQVHTXHQFHV ~ +H ZDV ULJKW ,Q KLV $XJXVW
of more sheriffs throughout the state, Governor Charles Clark notedita@nd property in

many parts of the State were insecure. The cowets seldom holdefsic], and the civil law

was almost a dead letter. Deserters, thieves and robbers, banded together, overawed the citizens.
SpurredonE\ OLVVLVVLSSLYVY SUHFDULRXV FRQGLWLRQV GHVHUW
violence in their home state with seemingly little regard for national feelings.

Focusing primarily on the Border and Mountain South, historians have highlighted the
CiviwarfV DQDUFKLF XQGHUEHOO\ RI ODZOHVVQHVY DQG KDYH
guerrilla war between irregular Union and Confederate partisans that raged in tandem with the
war between the formal national armtéstRHO )LVKHU GHPDUN ¥rtisBivVW 7HQQHV V

conflict into military, political and criminal spheres, identifyingapost *HSLGHPLF RI FULP

H7HUU\ :KLWWLQJWRQ 3,Q WKH 6KDGRZ RI 'HIBoDmal of MissBENppilBtoK H 9LFNV E
(Winter, 2002): 30809, 311313, 328; Diary of Jason Niles, July 21, 1863, Transcript of mantscgpo,
Documenting the American SoutHectronic Edition. Southern Historical Collection. University Library, University
of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 1999 (Hereafter citedasumenting the American South
[http://docsouth.unc.edu/imlis/niles/niles. hiiAtcessed August 10, 200%)nited States War Department, comp.,
The War of the Rebellion: Official Records of the Union and Confederate AdB@sot. (Washington, DC:
Government Printing Office, 1880901) ser. 4, vol. 3, pg. 690. (Hereafter cite®&y, Charles Clark Message to
the State Legislature, August 3, 1864, pgldyrnal of the House of Representatives of the State of Mississippi,
CalledSession, at Macon, August, 1884eridian, Mississippi: J. J. Shannon & Co., State Printers, 1864),
Documenting the American Soljitttp://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/msaug64/msaug64 Jn#dcessed\pril 26, 2012.
2 Michael Fellman|nside War: The Guerrilla Conflict in Missouri During the American Civil V{@xford:
Oxford University Press, 1989), 465; Noel C. Fishel\War at Every Door: Partisan Politics and Guerrilla
Violence in East Tennessd&601869(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1997);68, 142143;
6 HD Q OLF KD HMbuathith RatiBa@s: Guerilla Warfare in the Southern Appalachians, 1IB8b(Westport,
CT: Praeger, 1999), xikxiv; Daniel E. Sutherland, e&uerillas, Unionists, and Violence on the Confederate
Home Front(Fayetteville: University of Arkansas Press, 1999); John C. Inscoe and Gordon B. McKihaey,
Heart of Confederate Appalachia: Western North Carolina in the Civil @apel Hill: University ®North
Carolina Press, 2000), 105 .HQQHWK : 1RH 3:KR :HUH WKH %XVKZKDFNHUV" $JH &
9LUJLQLDTV &RQIHGHU DW KiviDiWhUHIstoty @o0March, 2003): £6; Robert R. Mackeylhe
Uncivil War: Irregular Warfare in the Upper South, 1861865(Norman: University of Oklahoma Press, 2004), 3
23; Robert Tracy McKenzigd,incolnites and Rebels: A Divided Town in the American Civil {@aiford: Oxford
University Press, 2006), 12¥40; Jonathon Dea8arris,A Separate Civiwar: Communities in Conflict in the
Mountain Soutt{Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2006)5269-80.
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fueled by social dissolution and only sporadically partisan in nature. Daniel Sutherland covers
the whole Confederacy, arguing that crime and vicdenas an outgrowth of the internal
JXHUULOOD ZDU LQ ZKLFK 3> F@RPPRQ RXWODZV GHVHUWHUYV
Rl ZDU IRU SHYThR &bhdlarshiphgs Kelped advance historical understanding of the
interrelation between the tiiefields and the home front during the Civil War. Yet the carnage
caused by deserters in Deep South Mississippi was less an outgrowth of guerrilla conflict than it
was the result of organized collective violence spurred by social collapse.

A breakdown irsocial order is a key element in the development of violence. Social
RUGHU UHVXOWY IURP 3WKH ZD\ VRFLHWLHY FUDIW LQVWLW XY\
RI KXPDQ RUJDQL]DWLRQ "~ DQG WKHVH FKDUDiéetsHioit. VWLFV D
DQG FRQW U K WaifdrdRe@rttrep the social order by severely limiting the functional
capacity of institutions like state government, courts, militia and police. Such was the case in
wartime Mississippi. While the Federal army odeagpmajor garrison towns, vast areas beyond
WKHVH SRLQWY DQG WKH &RQIHGHUDWH |URMOQVIMHODEHEDPH Z
WHUULWRU\ WKDW H[LVWHG LQ D 3YDFXXP RI DXWKRULW\ D W
where violence and crimihity flourished. Under these conditions, Confederate deserters
HQJDJHG LQ 3RSSRUWXQLVWLF FROOHFWLYH YLROHQFH ~ $FF|
SRFFXUV ZKHQ DV D FRQVHTXHQFH RI VKLHOGLQJ IURP URXW
individuds or clusters of individuals use immediately damaging means to pursue ends that would
EH XQDYDLODEOH RU IRUELGGHQ WR WKHP XQGHU RWKHU FLL

interactions that often take place during or in the immediate aftermath of m&or@d. FWV ~ 6 XFK

13 Fisher,War at Every Doar61-62, 8788; Daniel E. Sutherlandy Savage Conflict: The Decisive Role of
Guerrillas in the American CivWar (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2009), x,-12%, 261.
1 Douglass C. North, John Joseph Wallis and Barry R. Weingaséence and Social Orders: A Conceptual
Framework for Interpreting Recorded Human Histédew York: Cambridg University Press, 2009);2L
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violent reactions to conflict are, as Michael Fellman writes, integral parts of the human cultural
SURFHVV WKDW RFFXU ZKHQ 3*WKH QRUPDO URXWHY E\ ZKLFK
EHKDYLRU KDG EHHQ GHVWUR\HGuEs that VidleRtdhinieQhcEeBIOsG RO SK 5R
GXULQJ FLYLO ZDUV EHFDXVH LQ VXFK FRQIOLFWY JRYHUQPFE
populations substantially weaken, causing crimes like homicides directed at political rivals to
occur alongside other hoRILGHYV WKDW DSSHDU DSROLWLFDO EXW 3FRUU
ODFN RI SROLWLFDO VWDELOLW\ "~ ,Q VXFK FRQGLWLRQV 5RW
UDSLQJ UREELQJ DQG PXUGHULQJ DV LQGLYLGX&OV RU PHPI
initially act as political partisans, when they end up on the losing side in opposition to a new
political order, they turn to preying indiscriminately on allies and noncombatants alike.
Wartime conditions in Mississippi fostered such deviant behavior.

Confederate protective nationalists interpreted human actions as reflections of either
Union or Confederate allegiance, and judged marauding deserters according to this paradigm.
This labeling also stemmed from a tendency to imbue positive attributes ¢oricept of
loyalty. Yet deserters who wrecked havoc in Mississippi acted on micro loyalties to self and
gang that emphasized seiterest via material rewards and freedom from social restraints. As
6LPRQ .HOOHU QRWHV 30 R\D@uativelcond@R WitBoQt soQe/élbstentivie F D O O\
argument, there is no guarantee that if something counts as loyal then it counts as something
JRRG "~ 3LOODJLQJ LV IXHOHG E\ WKH WLHV WKDW ELQG FULPI
activity that outsitHUV PD\ GHHP LPPRUDO DQG GHYLDQW ,QGHHG GFt

OLNHO\ KDG DQ DQWHFHGHQW LQ WKH DQWHEHOOXP FXOWXU

15 Charles Tilly, The Politics of Collective Violend®&lew York: Cambridge University Press, 2003), 131;

Ash, When the Yankees Can®®; Fellman)nside War xvi; Randolph RothAmerican HomicidéCambridge:

Harvard Universiy Press, 2009), 19; For more on the connection between civil wars and crime, see Lisa Hultman,
SSWWDFNV RQ &LYLOLDQV LQ &LYLO :DU 7DUJHWLQJnWrKdtlotasF KLOOHY +HHO
Interactions38 (Issue 2, 2012): 16481.



collectively engaged in borderline deviant, and sometimes illegal, public behavior like grinkin
fighting, and gambling in order to gain validation of manliness from their peers. The line
between jolly fellowship and gang criminality could be thin, as the former could easily lead to
the latter, especially in wartime conditions that fostered Hoth.

-XVW DV 4RQIHGHUDWH SDUWLVDQVY FRQQHFWHG GHVHUW
disloyalty, historians have to an extent followed suit by categorizing crime and violence in the
Confederacy as an offshoot of the guerrilla war and evidence eCanfederate sentiment. This
judgment is more applicable to the Border and Mountain South that were fiercely divided over
secession and war. In Deep South Mississippi, however, where Unionism was less prevalent,
conditions caused by the war, but not entireguteng from either Union or Confederate
stances, nurtured collective violence.

Historian Harry Ward notes that this phenomenon had precedents in the American
Revolution, when banditti separate from partisan warfare units, like the aforementioned
Cowboys@®Q G 6 NLQQHUV RSHUDWHG 3SEHWZHHQ WKH OLQHV™ RI W
SLOODJHG FLYLOLDQV OXFK OGBDRB W K®IDRFF X S\LKHE S6HRYXRAOKIW L3R
spaces experienced anarchic conditions that fostered criminality. Delspte EDQGLWWLfV SDU
claims, their activities were often driven by selferest and group loyalties that fed their desire
WR ORRW 4XRWLQJ (ULF +REVEDZP :DUG VD\V 3p%DQGLWU\ L
EDQGLWY DUH 3V\PSW RPM their Jotidiy¥df TAnin€, Gedfiléhcg Vnar or
DOQ\WWKLQJ HOVH WKDW GLVUXSWV LW “ DQG IRU WKLV UHDVRC(
ZDU RU LWV DIWHUPDWK “~ 5HYROXWLRQDU\ :DU VROGLHUV ZH

to unsetled young men as well as to men disillusioned with regimented army life. Mississippi

1% Simon Keler, The Limits of LoyaltyCambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2007), 22; Richard Sadi,
Fellows: Male Milieus in Nineteert@entury AmericgBaltimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2009), 1, 57,
22224,
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already had a history of criminal gangs and highwaymen in its territorial days, especially along
the storied Natchez Trace. The Civil War, however, saw an explosiomaditdyzamong
GHVHUWHUV $V $UPVWHDG 5RELQVRQ ZULWHV RI GHVHUWHU"'
DUPHG GLVDIIHFWLRQ WR VRFLDO EDQGLWU\ ~ ZDJLQJ 3UDQGH
VRFLDO RUGHU  LQ W KHhdir aRtiogs rkvedhé lirits dflte @earth and home
thesis as applied to Confederate soldiers.

Deserters in Mississippi terrorized citizens throughout the state during the war. An
$XIXVW UHSRUW FODLPHG WKDW 3SWKH QXPEHU RI DEVHQW
DUP\ VFDWWHUHG RYHU WKH 6WDWH LV«DODUPLQJO\ JUHDW ~
&RQIHGHUDF\TV ZHVWHUQ GHSDUWP H Q Vénti&hXeptées*firobiGhe W KR X V I
DUP\ EDQGHG WRIJHWKHU WKURXJKRXW OLVVL¥Watdr 3gnesSHU SHW
SKHODQ WROG -HITHUVRQ 'DYLV IURP -DFNVRQ WKDW 3RXU VW
RZQ FRXQW\«WKH\ DSSHDUHG DW WKH SROOV LQ WKH ODWH F
August 1864, North Mississippi native Harvey WakeVWDWHG WKDW 3WKH FRXQWU\
deserters, and without a force of regular troops | fear little can be done to break up these clans of
WRULHV ~ :DOWHU REVHUYHG WKDW 3WKH QXPEHU RI GHVHUW
numbertobee QRW OHVV WKDQ 0 *HQHUDO /HRQLGDV 3R(
WKURXJKRXW OLVVLVVLSSL WR 3SBUHFRYHU WKLY GHSDUWPHQW

consequence of the presence of a very large number of deserters from all the ahmies of t

" Ward,Between the Linesx-xi. Quotes on x and xi; Eric HobsbawBandits,rev. ed. (1969, Repr., New York:

New Press, 2000), 24, 40; William C. DawsWay Through the Wilderness: The Natchez Trace and the
Civilization of the Southern Fronti€New York: Harper Collins, 1995p72279; Armstead L. RobinsoBijtter

Fruits of Bondage: The Demise of Slavery and the Collapse of the Confederacy8686Charlottesville:

University of Virginia Press, 2005), 195, 198, Robinson highlights the outbreak of social banditry in several
Confederate states, see pgs.-29522528, 23335; For an account of Civil War banditry in Louisiana, see
Alexandre Bard¢The Vigilante Committees of the Attakapas: An Eyewitness Account of Banditry and Backlash in
Southwestern Louisiapads. David C. Edmonds and Dennis A. Gibson, trans. HenBettheau Rogers

(Lafayette, LA: The Acadiana Press, 198




&RQIHGHUDF\ " ZKR RUJDQL]JHG LQWR 3)RUPLGDEOH EDQGV" D
*RYHUQPH QW L QU\HWKR | OLVVLVVLSSL KOG HUrivE BHR P HD i3
&RQIHGHUDWH FRORQHO QRWHG WKDW P K@wKdsUddttéhD X JKW 32U F
stealers and runners, [and] marauders, jeopardizing alike the discipline of the army and the safety
RI WKH BLWL]JHQ -
Quantifying the exact number of deserters in the Confederacy is a near impossible task
due to the incomplete nature ofi@ederate records. The most recent scholarly estimate puts the
total number of white Mississippians who served in the Confederate armies at 94,414. The only
official number of deserters in Mississippi comes from an 1870 report submitted to Congress that
edimated them at 11,660, or 12 percent of the total number of Mississippians who fought in
Confederate armies. Certainly, this number was a small percentage of the larger whole, and has
led historians like Timothy Smith to assert that the marauding MisSdi GHVHUWHUYV ZHUH
VPDOO PLQRULW\ ZKR 3UHFHLYHG WKH PRVW DWWHQWLRQ D
their homes. Yet as Weitz notes, amidst chaotic wartime conditions this group had real power
beyond their numbers, as contemporaries candigtremarked on the negative effects desertion
had on wartime moral€.The actual number of deserters in Mississippi is less important than the
SV\FKRORJLFDO HIIHFW WKH\ KDG RQ WKH VWDWH{V SRSXOD\
In February 1864, Perry County Sherriff GW. BradyROG *RYHUQRU &ODUN W
FRQGLWLRQV RI WKLQJV LQ WKLY FRXQW\" QHFHVVLWDWHG 3\

VZDUPHG WKURXJK WKH VRXWKHDVWHUQ 3LQH\ :RRGV DUHD

BOR ser. 1, vol. 24. pt. 3, pg. 1044; ser. 1, vol. 39. pt. 2, p. 568; ser. 4, vol. 3, p. 707; ser. 1, vol. 39, pt. 1, p. 400;
ser. 4, vol. 3, p. 976; ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 3, pgs-856; ser. 1, vol. 49, pt. 1, pg. 944.

9 Weitz, More Damning tha Slaughterxvi-xvii; Michael B. Ballard,The Civil War in Mississippi: Major

Campaigns and Battlgdackson: University Press of Mississippi, 2011), 11; John K. Betters\@wttiederate
Mississippi: The People and Politics of a Cotton State in Wartir8é3, Repr., Philadelphia: Porcupine Press,

1978), 211212; SmithMississippi in the Civil Warl37; see also Wynn LVVLVVLSSL188;&amiLO :DU
Desertion 75.
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hindering his ability to collect taxes. Fh GHVHUWHUV ZHUH 3LQ IRUPLGDEOH JL
mischief...burning & destroying the property of all loyal citizens such as will not sympathize
ZLWK WKHP =~ &RQIHGHUDWH FDYDOU\ KDG EHHQ GHWDLOHG W
but the cavalry% UDGOH\ ZURWH 3SURZO WKURXJK WKH FRXQW\ IUR
SURYHG PRVWO\ LQHIITHFWXDO DW URXQGLQJ XS WKH GHVHUW
GHVHUWHUYV LQ WKLV FRXQW\ WRGD\ WKDQdépwteadHUH ZKHQ W
FRQFOXGLQJ WKDW 3LI WKHUH LV QRW D FKDQJH VRRQ WKH G
WKLV FRXQWU\ 7KH\ KDYH DOUHDG\ NLOOH?GOthH"PiIdeDO FLWL]I
Woods counties faced similar problems. In Jand&64, residents of Smith, Jones, and Jasper
counties demanded that Clark stop what they suspected were ovehtusand deserters
UXQQLQJ ZLOG LQ WKH YLFLQLW\ 37KHUH LV UHDVRQ WR EHO
on the Coast of thswDWH WKDW WKH\ DUH FRPSHOOLQJ JRRG WU XH
GHVHUWHUV DOVR VWROH IURP FLWL]JHQV DW ZLOO 38QOHVV
PDQ\ RU DOO RI XV ZLOO EH SOXQGHUHG RI RMdPFRWYHDEOH S
&RXQW\ ZzDV VLPLODUO\ 3LQIHVWHG ZLWK GHVHUWHUV RI WKH
SHDFH PHHWLQJV  DQG PDGH 38QLRQ VSHHFKHV =~ 7KH GHVHU)
VSHDN RXW D3¥DLQVW WKHP ~

The deserters in the PineRRGV DUHD GHI\ HDV\ FDWHJRUL]DWLRQ
Confederates? Did they desert to defend hearth and home? The answer to the former is debatable
ZKLOH WKH DQVZHU WR WKH ODWWHU LQ PDQ\ FDVHV VHHPYV

motivation,witnesses described their behavior in nationalist tefihePiney Woodgleserters

20 gheriff G.W. Bradley to Charles Clark, February 8, 1864, Charles Clark Correspen&enies 768, Box 949,

Volume 56, Record Group 27, MDAH.
Z|ssac Anderson, et., al. to Charles Clark, January 28, 1864 and W.H. Quarles to Charles Clark, March 28, 1864,

Clark Correspondence.
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GHVWUR\HG WKH SURSHUW\ RI 3SOR\DO FLWL]H@QdnadeKR ZRXOG
38QLRQ VSH HregakivelyinfDepced3* JRRG DQG WUXH PH® ~ OLNHO\ UHIH
Confederate sympathizers. Such accusations were born out of the same circulating nationalist
discourse that led other Mississippians to swear the Union oath as a means to other ends,
whatever their actual national feelings. Protective natiosdtistaed this wartime environment
by judging all behavior through a nationalist lens, and this approach led them to make no
distinctions between objective Unionism, behavior that harmed the Confederacy and, by
extension, aided the Union, but which its perpetsahever actually said stemmed from Union
sympathies, and subjective Unionism, in which Mississippians publically expressed Unionism as
motivatingtheir anttConfederate behavior. If historiaembrace all vaguely anGonfederate
behavior as objectivenionism, concludhg that because someone hadthe Confederacy they
were thereforeD Unionist,” they risk inflating the number of actual subjective Unionists. This
approachSODFHVY WKHP EDFN LQWR WKH 3ZHDN" RU 3VWURQJ" &RC
UDQJH RI OR\DOWLHYVY WKDW OLNHO\ LQIOXHQFHG GHVHUWHU\
emphasizing the power and reach of the Confederate state by assuming that Mississippians
consistently tailored their behavior to reflect the influence ofdtsdé and its protective
nationalist goals, a conclusion not always supported by the evidence.

In the cases of Mississippi deserters, the language of nationalism may conceal as much
as it exposes. The most famous of the Piney woods deserters were th€domnigybased
.QLIJKW &RPSDQ\ OHG E\ 1HZWRQ .QLJKW DQG SDUW RI WKH 3
rumored to have seceded from the Confederacy. The Knight Company operated out ef an anti
Confederate ideology born out of a ywvar opposition to s&ssion and resentment over the

conscription act. Researcher Ed Payne has also discovered that 201 Mississippians from the
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Piney Woods region enlisted in the Unichahd 29New Orleans Infantry. Still, the majority of
WKH 3LQH)\ :RR&¥ fheR wl@dt Wibthie\ Union army, and the famous Knight
Company remained in Jones County where they clashed with Confederate cavalry in what
9LFWRULD %\QXP FDOO¥ DQ 3LQQHU FLYLO zZDU °

Although Unionist sympathies clearly motivated some Piney Woods desertesaligp
those from Jones County, Confederate officials nonetheless equated them with common
criminals who broke standard criminal laws, rather than labeling them solely as traitors to the
&RQIHGHUDF\ *HQHUDO /HRQLGDV 3ROIMenhaw hdddde8OH FODLF
lawless banditti, having murdered a conscripting officer and several of the peaceable citizens and
SOXQGHUHG WKHP DV ZHOO DV EXUQHG WKHLU KRXVHV ~ DQ(
PDQQHU ~ & RORQHO +H Q Wbt 6ud theJdonds \dasertees HierédRthem
SRXwWODbzV ~ '"HVSLWH WKLV UKHWRULF &RQIHGHUDWHY NQHZ
and called them outlaws and Unionists interchangeably because they resisted Confederate law
and supposedly pillaged antlrdered Confederate civiliaASYet beyond the Jones County
8QLRQLVWY &RQIHGHUDWHYV RIWHQ XVHG WKH 38QLRQLVW"™ F|
throughout the state. These injections of multiple meanings into the outlaw label, however, may
have obsured the very real and widespread existence ofincarced banditry that had less to do
with national affiliations and more to do with opportunism.

This trend prevailed throughout the war, as deserters plundered and citizens accused them

of treason. nIHFHPEHU DQ RUJDQL]HG EDQG RI EROG WKLHYH’

Z\Victoria E. Bynum,7KH JUHH 6WDWH R -R QyesyCivil MAaOhapeILHSI SUnfiersitiRof North

Carolina Press, 2001), 991, 111 and he Long Shadow of the Civil W@hapel Hill: University of North

Carolina Press, 2010),31 (G 3D\QH 3&URVVLQJ WKH 5XELFRQ R /EheoiadEHY 3LQH\
and 2° 1HZ 2 U OH D Q VRe@ade® Bouth: Histories of Unconventional Southe(bég), May 26, 2011,
http://renegadesouth.wordpress.com/2011/05/26/cro$seaqubiconof-loyaltiespineywoodsenlisteesn-the:
union-lstand2ndnorthorleansinfantry/| (accessed August 17, 2012).

“OR ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 2, pg888689; ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 3. pg. 633.
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IURP WKH DUP\" VWROH VRPH WKLUW\ WR IRUW\ WKRXVDQG G
Railroad cars in north Mississippi. Earlier that spring, deserters in ChQuanty were
SH[HFXWLQJ WKHLU PDOLJQDQW GHVLJQV RQ JRRG DQG OR\DC
7KH GHVHUWHUV EXUQW KRXVHV GHVWUR\HG FRUQ FULEV DC
FLWL]HQV  LQ WKHLU KRPHYV ThéMacBeacpiesords O APriKLBGUK Z D \ V
WKDW 6PLWK DQG LWV DGMDFHQW FRXQWLHYV ZHUH 3SFURZGHC
ZHUH S GHVHUWLQJ DQG EDQGLQJ WRIJHWKHU IRU WKH SXUSR\
RI WKH FRXQWU\ =~ 7KZAKR RDEOG G GF WRLHQ@GWRUVH WKHLU 3PDQ\ D
choose either exile or assassinafibn LWQHVVHY FODLPHG WKDW WKH GHVHUYV
WDUJHWV RI WKHLU RXWUDJHV DQG E\ HHWHQVLRQ VXJJHVWFE
INDHFDWRU 1HZWRQ &RXQW\ D PDQ ZKR FODLPHG WR KDY
XSVHW RYHU WKH DUP\YV FRQILVFDW L RWo Rok kdnwolkRRé¢VH OHG
QHLJKERUKRRG 7KH JURXS LQFOXGHG PHQ WikbthveeKk DG DSSDU
\HDUV ~ 7KH\ KLG RXW LQ WKH VZDPSV WR DYRLG FDSWXUH E\
these renegades by blowing trumpets to alert them of danger. The deserters killed one local man
and savagely beat five others. A witness to the mBynieODLPHG WKH DUP\ VKRXOG 3\
Vicksburg for they are all Union and oppose the Confederate Government and all that are in
IDYRU RI LW ~ 6LPSVRQ &RXQW\ H[SHULHQFHG VLPLODU SURE!
two gin houses & one bridge atvov WKH ULYHU =~ %\ HDUO\ SGHVHUWHUYV
control of the Simpson County courts and vowed revenge after the provost guard sisot fifty
yearROG IDUPHU -DPHV 5RJHUV 7ZR RI 5RIJHUVY VRQV RQH RI

formercolonel in Company A of the 89nfantry Simpson County Greys, were among the

24 Milton Brown to Charles Clark, December 11, 1864, M.J. Wesson Bush to Charles Clark, March 26, 1864, Clark
Correspondencéylacon BeacorfMacon, MS), April 13, 1864.
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deserters who threatened to kill any Confederate soldiers that dared enter the county. According
to Simpson resident Richard Cooper, Confederate army personnel could noeinygieople in
WKH QHLIJIKERUKRRG ZKR 3:*RQ DFFRXQW RI WKHLU UHODWLRQ
O R \ D®®Te\ distinction between arflonfederate behavior, however, and opportunistic
collective violence, could blur in wartime conditions thatdosd the latter.

The fact that Newton and Simpson county civilians aided deserters in their resistance to
conscripting Confederate soldiers does suggest that opposition to Confederate policies, if not
outright Unionism, influenced such behavior. This usibn between deserters and civilians,
KRZHYHU OHG RQH ZLWQHVV WR FRQIODWH WKH WZR PRWLYI
DQG RSSRVH WKH &RQIHGHUDWH *RYHUQPHQW ~ <HW WKH EU
order further encouraged desertBrsSLOODJLQJ DQG YLROHQFH ZKLFK LQ WX
of civil authority. This phenomenon was especially evident in Simpson County, where deserters
gained control of the courts. In the Simpson case, the killing of James Rogers appeared to have
aroused family allegiances, as opposed to national ones, that resulted in retaliatory threats against
LOQWUXGLQJ 4RQIHGHUDWH VROGLHUYV 1RQHWKHOHVV ZLWQF
FLYLOLDQ DFFRPSOLFHV ZHUH RIingthatHhewieRe@iBicy&@ by OR\DO W\ *
DVVRFLDWLRQ 7KDW DQRWKHU ZLWQHVV QRWHG WKDW WKH |
ODZOHVV PHQ " KRZHYHU VXJJHVWV WKDW VRPH FLYLOLDQV

behavior motivated by Union or ar€onfederate partisanship, and behavior by men who, in

% Hamilton Cooper to Charles Clark, December 26, 1864, Richard Cooper to Charles Clark, March 25, 1865, Clark
Correspondence, box 950; 1860 U.S. Census, Simpson County, Mississippi, James Rogers, Abel A. Rogers and U.S.
Civil War Soldier Records and ProfiieA.A. Rogersdigital imagesAncestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.com/

accessed June 2, 2011).
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7LOO\YV ZRUGV XVHG 3GDPDJLQJ PHDQV WR SXUVXH HQGV Wi
WKHP XQGHU RWKHU FLUFXPVWDQFHY =~ ZDV EOXUULQJ

Circuit court judge Robert Hudson, who witnessed the s&€EdlHDNGRZQ RI OLVVLVV
LOQWHULRU GXULQJ WKH ZDU XQGHUVWRRG KRZ WKH GLVWLQ
perhaps too fine. Although he concluded that Mississippi was rife with disloyal people,
especially after the fall of Vicksburg, hercected this alleged treason to the collapse of civil
DXWKRULW\ LQ WKH VHFWLRPDODRNIWBRIBD &/ D W KGCRRIMW LRREVE 10(
GHVHUWHUY HFKRHG UHSRUWYV RI RWKHU ZLWQHVVHV 37KH V
thieves,DQG GLVOR\DO PHQ DQG ZRPHQ "~ KH ZDth@ahéd 'DYLV LQ OL
PLGQLJKW UREEHU\ LV SUDFWLFHG HYHU\ GD\ DQG QLJKW«E\
ZLWK WKHLU FRPPDQGY ~ +XGVRQ FRPSODLQHGtheée SULYDWHYV \
SURSHUW\ ZKHQ LGHQWLILHG E\ WKH FLWL]J]HQV DQG HYHQ SX
claimed that many men had deserted up to six times without punishment, and spent their time
HQJDJLQJ LQ GHYLDQW DFWLYLW \unkedizss, marfi@Xs@H®rseI DPLQJ ¢
UDFLQJ DQG VWHDOLQJ " 5DWKHU WKDQ FODLPLQJ WKDW WK
+XGVRQ REVHUYHG WKDW 3WKH\ DUH Q &dheaRaQrée\tohBrivethdW IUR P
the communities where they pidemphasis minefand should the Yankees visit the interior,
WKH\ ZLOO EH MRLQHG DV JXLGHV LQIRUPDQWYV SOXQGHUH!
'DYLV WKDW 3, DP QR DODUPLVW ~" KH QRQHWKHOHVYV ZDUQHG
GoOPRUUDK«DQG WKH GD\ RI RXU VDOYDWLRQ26LI QHIJOHFWHG |

Hudson made similar reports to Clark in May 1864, and although his continued to use the

ODQJXDJH RI QDWLRQDOLVP WR FDOO GHVHUW EWI MwWG LVOR\DC

% Robert S. Hudson to Jefferson Davis, March 14, Robert S. Hudson to Charles Clark, October 26, 1864, in James
W.6LOYHU (G 37KH %YUHDNGRZQ RI ORUDOH LQ &HQWUDO OLVVLVVLSSL LQ
Journal of Mississippi Histor{6, (April, 1964): 102, 116.
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WKH H[SORVLRQ RI YLROHQW DQG FULPLQDO EHKDYLRU DPRQ
KRPH =~ 3%\ WKH ODZV RI WKLY VWDWH LW LV PDGH WKH LPSHL
Boards of Police, Justices of the Peace and all othert€offiters to arrest and send to the
DUP\ DOO GHVHUWHUYV HYDGLQJ FRQVFULSWYV LQ WKHLU UH\
KH FRQWLQXHG 3SWKDW QRW RQH RI WKHVH FLYLO RIILFHUV L
the counties being| XOO Rl GHVHUWHUV"™ ZKR ZHUH 3NLOOLQJ RU RXW
JRRG FLWL]J]HQV ~ +XGVRQ REVHUYHG KRZ WKH EUHDNGRZQ RI
deserters to commit opportunistic collective violence, with little regard for the savfdtgarth
and home. He also understood how kin networks and local ties supported the collective aspect of
WKHLU EHKDYLRU 7KH URRW RI WKH SUREOHP UHJDUGLQJ 3W
WKDW 3WKHLU QHDUHVW QH L 9 &€& desextersDv@tcwRon\theDmeek ahd U RZ Q
VRPHWLPHYV IHHG HOQWHUWDLQ ZLWKRXW DWW%P@rW&QJ WR LC
Yet, even as Hudson recognized how micro loyalties and social dissolution enabled deserters to
wreak havoc, he also giwed their behavior as stemming from disloyalty to the Confederacy by
equating objective with subjective Unionism, and warned that the problem was spreading.

Hudson believed that the natural inclination for deserters was to join up with the
occupying Yankes. In late May 1864, he heard from Yazoo County Sheriff William Mangum
that the miscreants had spread from the interior to the URGhF XSLHG QRUWKHUQ "HO W I
truly sorry to know that the counties of Leake, Attala, Neshoba, Winston & other couaties a
now and have been for the last six months emptying their filthy, base, disloyal, deserting,
VWHDOLQJ PXUGHULQJ SRSXODWLRQ LQWR <D]JRR ~ +XGVRQ
GHVHUWHUVY PRWLYDWLRQV DV VWHPPLQJ LYVRR\D QWX JK7 IRH|\

pretend to go there [at Union lines] to get corn to live on, but their real object is to avoid our

5REHUW 6 +XGVRQ WR &KDUOHV &ODUNH 0D\ ORUDOHOAQ 6LOYHU HG
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DUP\ VWHDO SOXQGHU DQG EH ZLWK WKH <DQNHHV =~ +XGVR
them, and know them to be a base, vile & worthiest, who never made a good or honest living
D Q\ Z K & Hudson identified some of the men by name, revealing how kin ties could become
gang loyalties in the right conditions.

The deserters whom Hudson identified ran in family and neighborhood groupsa3ho
Reuban, and William Barrett of Neshoba County, and John and Samuel Adcock of Leake
County, deserted from Mississippi regiments raised in their neighborhoods. Members of the
Waller, Breazeale, Mooney and Scott families of Neshoba and Leake Counteslseeamong
the group. Amidst the precarious wartime conditions, these family and neighborhood bonds
became gang loyalties that enabled collective violence. Hudson recognized this but also put a
QDWLRQDOLVW VSLQ RQ WKH L UtsFdpied tHeadters, Wais, thitkes,\ DUH DER
PXUGHUHUYV DQG HYHU\ WKLQJ®*IRXLOH ®DLREDE X F R BEURXWH |
part, his comment nonetheless encapsulated how a nationalist war degraded the social order and
caused ostensibly partisan astto act violently without necessarily nationalist designs. The
GHVHUWHUYV ZHQW IURP SDEROLWLRQLVWYV "~ 3VSLHV® DQG 3GH
&RQIHGHUDF\ DQG VKLIWHG LQWR WKH FULPLQDQ@s@hHDOP R
recognized how criminal behavior flourished in the right conditions, and equated common
criminality with treasonous behavior.

Much like Hudson, Captain Wirt Thompson of théhMississippi Infantry recognized
GHVHUWHUVY RY HU Wanked theilb@havor W hattoRalist Yekns. Gdlowing an 1864

leave of absence spent in southeastern Greene County, Thompson wrote:

BZE5REHUW 6 +XGVRQ WR :LOOLDP + ODQJXP 0D\ LQOBLOYHU HG 30
#|bid, “106-107; 1860 U.S. Census, Neshoba and Leake Counties, Mississippi, Thomas, Reuban, William G.

Barrett, Samuel and John Wdcock, William R. and Charles R. Waller, Jackson Breazeale, C.W. Mooney, Emmet

R. Scott and U.S. Civil War Soldier Records and Profdéegital imagesAncestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.com/

accessed September 2809).
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SBUHYLRXV WR VWDUWLQJ WR OLVVLVVLSSL , ZDV DZDUH |
deserters and conscripts in that sectibthe State, but until | arrived in the country | did
not know that they were in organized bodies and committing depredations and deeds of
violence, bloodshed, and outlawry, and that there was no force in the country to contend
against them or to defertide loyal portion of the citizens from their savage caprices and
EUXWDO ZKLPV ~
By 1864 the deserters controlled several swaths of southeastern Mississippi. Civilians lived in
IHDU RI WKH SRXWODzZVY ZUDWK WKH JDQJ¥rdiigerBHG VRPH Gl
their own homes. The deserters also targeted corisargdficers like Captain John Bradford,
whom they spared from the noose but banished from Greene County. On the same day, the
GHVHUWHUYV DOVR Fh&iwiXudds Gnuvittdd ebddd @gjdenWddjstribute the
PRQH\ WR ORFDO IDPLOLHV 3, ZDV WROG WKDW WKH\ ERDVW
FODLPLQJ WKDW WKH\ KDG 3IUHTXHQW DQG XQLQWHUUXSWHG
IsIand.SoAIthoughtheyterrdJ LIHG PDQ\ UHVLGHQWYVY WKH GHVHUWHUVY G
families suggests collusion between some civilians and the renegades. Yet, even if divisions
EHWZHHQ ORFDO IDPLOLHVY KDG QDWLRQDOLVW RULJLQV WK
loyDOWLHY H[DFHUEDWHG E\ WKH FKDRWLF FLUFXPVWDQFHV
partisan boundaries. Civilians likely chose to side with, or resisted, the deserters in a battle for
wartime spoils. This internal battle eclipsed a conflict that mag baginated in divisions
between preand antiConfederate sympathizefBhompson, thinking in a purely nationalist
paradigm, thought that Unionism motivated the deserters, but their actions suggest banditry
fueled by opportunistic conditions.
Greene Conty became a baneditiled surveillance state that pitted neighbor against

QHLJKERU S5HVLGHQWY IHDUHG OHDYLQJ WKHLU KRPHV &LYL

night and reported to the outlaws by day. The deserters burned bridges and ferignigoats,

%0OR ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 3, pgs. 7712,



attacked passersby from swamps and roadside thickets. They also pillaged horses, wagons, guns,
DQG ZKLVNH\ IURP FLYLOLDQV DQG EHDW PXUGHUHG RU HJ[L!
FROOHFWLYH GLVFLSOLQH DPD]HG 7KRBR&VdR&y adkiyRNndGHV FULEH
IURP HYHU\ 6WDWH" KDG 3 FRORQHOV PDMRUV FDSWDLQV DC
than a thousand strong in organized bodies, besides what others are outsiders and disloyal

F L W LYARist the vacuum of lawlessnes¢ KH GHVHUWHUVY JURXS OR\DOWLF
commit organized banditry. Whatever their reasons for abandoning the army, their actions

suggest the influence of seafiterest inflamed by the possible spoils of war, rather than a desire

to protect hearth ahhome.

/ILNH RWKHU SDUWV RI WKH VWDWH OLWViNdutsedLSSLfV *XOI
SULYDWLRQV 7KH &¢RQIHGHUDWH JRYHUQPHQW VDZ OLWWOH
abandoned it to the Federals by 1862. Gulf Coast Mississippians protestdzhtidenment.

Hancock County resident Freeman Jones warned Pettus that removal of home guards from the
FRDVW 3ZLOO OHDG WR RSHQ UHEHOOLRQ DW KRPH =~ %\ WKH
captured New Orleans, scarcities of corn and bread drozerd to travel to faoff Mobile to

buy highSULFHG JRRGV ,Q -DQXDU\ D 3DVFDJRXOD UHVLGHQ
inevitable and will drive the poor people to the Yankees & invite them to come and protect them
IURP VWDUY DW L méMisskgigpianadrget th€gbvewior that cabtesidents faced

SWKH JLDQW VNHOHWRQ RI )DPLQH ~ '"HVSHUDWH FRQGLWLRQ\
PLOLWDU\ DXWKRULW\ WR VSXU EDQGLWU\ LQ FRDVWDO FRXQ
WKH FRDVW ~ $ \HDU ODWHU RQH &RQIHGHUDWH RIILFHU VWL
6KLHOGVERUR LV FRQVWUXFWLYHO\ ZLWKLQ WKH OLQHV RI W

ZHUH *EHLQJ PXUGHUHG DQG GULYHQRIRRXWRH AR XZEWR WKHE\GC

3 0R ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 3, pg. 712.
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SFRPPXQLFDWLRQ ZLWK WKH*HKHP & RQIRGHBHKIDVH ORQBUQPHQ
DEDQGRQLQJ RI WKH *XOIl 4RDVW UHVXOWHG LQ D ZRUVHQLQ.
combined with the Union presence, fueled Confedeatéd VHUWHUVY GHVWUXFWLYH E

%\ KRZHYHU ZLWQHVVHVY WHQGHQF\ WR DVVRFLDWH
objective or subjective Unionism waned. Mississippians became more inclined to view these ex
soldiers as a criminal element which negdo be squelched. The Confederate government, for
its part, proved largely unable to apprehend or stop the outlaws, revealing the limitations of its
nonethelesexpanded infrastructural powers.

As the war reached its midpoint, witnesses across therstadasingly commented on
GHVHUWHUVY FULPLQDOLW\ EXW HVFKHZHGnkREQp@EHFWLQJ VXI
feelings. In March 1863, for example, Pettus authorized Lieutédalionhel W.L. Lowry to
URXQG XS 3FHUWDLQ PDUD X @ tdprities Bf QishymiQd® ZTipp@H Bid WL QJ WK
ODUVKDOO "~ ZKR KDG RUJDQL]JHG ®IRU WKH SXUSRVH RI VHL]L
FLWL]HQV RI VDLG FRXQWLHV "~ ,Q ZLWQHVV + :LQVORZ U
north of Columbus are filled withederters and robbers, who are devastating the country of
KRUVHY DQG PXOHYV ~ 3IDUWLFXODUO\ RQHURXYVY ZDV D JDQJ Ol
GHSDUWPHQW DXWKRULW\ WR SOXQGHU FLWL]JHQV 3,Q PDQ\ F
cotton and supps of people, and themselves sold it upon the lines for their own uses and
EHQHILW ~ :LQVORZ QRWHG $QRWKHU JDQJ OHG E\ D ORQURH

the 14" Mississippi Infantry named W.F. English, stole $900 from a citizen and gsnerayled

32 BettersworthConfederate Mississipp241-143; Freeman Jones to John J. Pettus, December 24, E. Lewis to John
J. Pettus, December 5, 1862, A.E. Lewis to Pettumjals 18, 1863, Pettus Correspondence, roll 2812, vol. 50;

36 XITHULQJ RQ WKH 6HD &aedily Misdissipgblafdacksery MS)SApril 8, 186%)R, series 4, vol.

2, pg. 782; Officers of Third Mississippi Regiment to James A. Seddon, MarcB&9,Nos. H 15850, Roll 129,
Letters Received by the Confederate Secretary of War (Hereafter cited as LRS@3/7), War Department

Collection of Confederate Records, RG 109, NARA (Hereafter cited as NARA).
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XSRQ S\WKH XQSURWHFWHG IDPLOLHV RI VROGLHUV =~ &DOKRXC(
QRWRULRXV UREEHU D QGVi¥sBsippi My, ddnmahted/anbther gang of
thieves. In Yazoo County, a partisan ranger described Cord®W & RPPDQGHU 6DPXHO '"\F
UHJLPHQW DV 3 PRVWO\ GHVHUWHUV IURP RWKHU FRPSDQLHV«
VLQFH WKH zZzDU EHJDQ "~ PDQ\ RI ZKRP ZHUH 3SURIHVVLRQDO '
citizens and a disgrace to the Confedétédl DUP\ ~ ,Q QRUWK OLVVLVVLSSL &RO
H[SODLQHG WKDW DIWHU GHVHUWLQJ ZLWK D SRUWLRQ RI KL’
himself and inaugurated a system of private plunder ostensibly against the common enemy, but
too often withR XW UHJDUG WR WKH VHQWLPHQWY RI WKH RZQHUV R
FRQVLVWHQWO\ XUJHG IULHQGV VWLOO LQ WKH DUP\ WR MRL!
EULIJDQGDJH DQ@S:IIU\MQI-HVX\D-UANYIDJU/LRXVO\ GHVFULEHG WKHVH
SWHUURU “~ SBUREEHUV "~ DQG 3WKLHYHV™ ZKR ZHUH DWWUDFWH!
HQWLUHO\ HVFDSHG WKH 3GLVOR\DO” WDJ FLYLOLDQV DQG P
criminality, and that they posed a direct threat to Misgssipighborhoods.

These outlaws terrified civilians. Tishomingo County residents complained to Clark that
8ZH DUH VXUURXQGHG RQ WZR VLGHVY DW OHDVW E\ D SRSXOD
%WXVKZKDFNHUV GHVHUWHUYV UHDG)\ dmmibxie wost é&td o/ WR SR X Q|
GHSUHGDWLRQ YLROHQFH ~ /JLNHZLVH LQ ODWH D J)UDQN
SGHVHUWHUYV IURP WKLY VHFWLRQ ZKR KDYH FRPPLWWHG PDC
familiar acquaintance with the roads and pathassto escape the vigilance of the regular pickets

DQG VFRXWV =~ %HWW\ %HDXPRQW REVHUYHG 3PXFK ODZOHVVI

33 John J. Pettus to W.L. Lowry, March 17, 18B8{tus Correspondence, roll 14@R, ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 3, pg.

635; 1860 U.S. Census, Monroe and Calhoun Counties, Mississippi, W.F. English, James Cartright, and U.S. Civil
War Soldier Records and Profileligital imagesAncestry.coittp://www.ancestry.comaccessed June 8, 2011);

H.W. Thompson to Charles Clark, January 21, 1864, Clark Correspondence, b®&946r. 1, vol. 39, pt. 2, pg.

570.
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VDIH DQG SHRSOH OLYHG LQ FRQVWDQW IHDU RI ORVLQJ WK
NatchezFRXQWU\VLGH ZKLFK FUDZOHG ZLWK 2ODZOHVYV EDQGV
DURXQG UHDG\ WR URE DQG HYHQ PXUGHU ~ 7KHVH 3EXVKZKD
%HDXPRQW QRWHG S3LQIHVWHG DOO WKH YyRBLGMUBHHG PDGH H
Lovell contemplated shipping her valuables out of Natchez, which was beset with arsonists and
WKLHYHV 3(YHU\ERG\ LV UREEHG DQG SOXQGHUHG ZLWKRXW
desperados set fire to Melrose [plantation] about a we€*Agg X FK URYLQJ 3GHVSHUDGR
more often than not former Confederate soldiers who took advantage of the breakdown of law
enforcement to engage in opportunistic collective violence, especially armed robbery.
In July 1864, for example, Confederates® OU\ LQ &RYLQJWRQ &RXQW\ DUU

number of deserters & outlaws who had banded together & pretended to organize for the service,
EXwW DV LWV JHQHUDOO\ EHOLHYHG UHDOO\ IRU EDG SXUSRVFE

OR\DO F EW¥d $iM€yVeported from Hinds County that army authorities had arrested
ROQH %RE &DUSHQGHU 3*IRU VWHDOLQJ OUV :DVKLQJWRQTV FR
&DUSHQGHU ZDV DOVR FKDUJHG ZLWK S GHVHUWLRQ DQG KLJK
aguard. On her way to Memphis in August 1863, Caroline Seabury met a Mississippi family
KLGLQJ RQ D ULYHU LVODQG ZKR WHQ GD\V HDUOLHU KDG E!
JXHULOODYV " GHVHUWHUYV IURP &KDOPHUVY dalfhe moKek SUREEH

FORWKLQJ WKH\ FRXOG ILQG " 7KH UREEHUV KDG EHHQ 3UDW

DQRG ZHUH RXWUDJHG WR ILQG D 8QLRQ RDWK DPRQJ WKH IDP

3 Tishomingo Residents to Charles Clark, Undated, Clark Correspondence, box 950; N. Cassedy to Charles Clark,
September 12, 1864, Ibid; Betty Bentley Beaumdniglve Years of my Life: An Autobiograghiladelphia: T.B.
Peterson & Brothers, 1887), 182,8@44; Louisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, February 26, 1864, Quitman Family
Papers, 1784978,folder 112, ser. 1.2, 00616, Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University of North
Carolina, Chapel Hill (hereafter cited as SHC).
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knew each other suggests thatma antagonisms)ot merely Union and Confederate
GLYLVLRQV PD\ KDYH VSXUUHG WKH GHVHUWHUVY UDLG ,QG
loyalties, the gang took advantage of the chaotic wartime conditions to steal for themselves, not
WR DFW RQ WKH &ADQIHAHKGH UDFLPYIFHEKOOHJHG 8QLRQLVP SURY
target them for theft, but soldietgsrnedbandits hardly needed such an excuse. Samuel Agnew
recognized how the wartime conditions turned former soldiers into criminals. When two soldiers
robbedD QHLJKERU ZDONLQJ KRPH DW QLJKW $JQHZ UHPDUNHG
DUH EHFRPLQJ ODZOHVYVY 6RPH RI WKHP DUH WRYeH DOPRVW I
even as deserters embraced banditry, they often used nationalist justificatitwes foehavior,
WKHUHE\ UHYHDOLQJ WKH PLOLWDU\YV OLPLWHG DELOLW\ WR
Deserters invoked Confederate military authority in the service ofigé@igsts that bore
OLWWOH WDQJLEOH FRQQHFWLRQV wWdRotikatWHeReQ@rierOnekeW VWD QF
S SUHWHQG &4RQIHGHUDWH VROGLHUV™ ZDV TXLWH DSW VLQFH
advance criminal endBuring the winter of 1864, for example, Bolivar County citizens
FRPSODLQHG WR &ODUN DERXW GO JHAKWRHILQ YDGHG FNYDR]HQV
IDOVLILHG SDSHUV VXSSRVHGO\ VLIJQHG E\ &RQIHGHUDWH *H(
UREEHU\ ~ WKH FLWL]HQ V +AdJsR3AprbviSiovisHenytiing they 1RyXH@iH V
hands on, robbingeveERG\ RI DQ\ PRQH\ WKH\ FDQ ILQG "~ ,Q RQH SDU\
SDR\WKLQJ HOVH EXW WKH VROGLHU ~ WKH JDQJ OHG E\ D &D
men and ransacked their houses while insulting®RRNLQJ ZRPHQ 7KM/EDWLIHIQV

WKH\ ZHUH LQ WKHLU SODFHV LQ WKH UDQNV WKH DUP\ ZRXC

%H.S. Van Eata to Charles Clark, July 12, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box&9i48;H.B. Sively to Jane Sivley,
Undated, Jane Sively Letters, 186267, folder 4, 0189%, SHC; Suzanne L. Bunkers, &the Diary of Caroline
Seabury, 1854.863(Madison: University of Wconsin Press, 1991), 2056; Diary of Samuel Andrew Agnew,
January 21, 1864Documenting the American Solltitp://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/agnew/agnew. ptcessed
September 13, 2009).
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EODPH ~ WKH\ IXPHG 3ZH GRQTW WKLQN WKLY WKH ZD\ WR FR
LW WR EH WEKBY cRis\BdqRrvilitatytauthdity to rob for their own personal gain, the
GHVHUWHUYV WKUHDWHQHG FLYLOLDQV ZKR EHOLHYHG WKDW
FRQTXHU” WKH KHDUWYV DQG PLQGV RI WKRVHhé&aedy KH KRPH |
accept the militarysa force for the greater national good when former soldiers invoked it to
terrorize hearths and homes.

Marauding deserters in other parts of the states similarly cloaked their behavior with
military authority. In March 1863, cavalry scout R.H. Bowemptained to Captain Thomas
+HQGHUVRQ DERXW GHVHUWHUYV LQ ODUVKDOO &RXQW\ 3VWU
we have, who profess to be scouts, but who rob persons, steal horses, trade in cotton & do
everything else except what duty requires &V D WUXH &RQIHGHUDWH VROGLH!
FRQILVFDWLRQ SDSHUV IRUJHG ZLWK 3HPEHUWRQYV VLJQDW X
cotton buyers then sold the stolen cotton at Memphis, pocketing the profits. They also stole
horses from ciMians, and on one occasion eveok % RZHUVY RZQ PRXQW ,Q DQRWK
WKH\ WKUHDWHQHG WR WRUFK D ZRPDQYV KRXVH LI VKH GLG
SURWHFW WKH FLWL]JHQV IURP VXFK ODZOHVYV EDQGV"" %RZHI
to suffer for theiractsbut KDYH QR ZD\ RI EULQJLQJ WKHP WR MXVWLFH
WKDW 3Wey FbbKdrs) & whom Bowers writes, are mostly deserters dararmy &
pretendWR DFW XQGHU \RXU DXWKRULW\ ~  DQG EHJIJHG WKH *HQ'
snuff RXW WKH 3WHUL)37L'EKJ+I\/BQI}RAIEDQWH-HUV‘H FULPLQDO EHKDYLRL

SNQDYHV ~ SODZOHVVZAEHADQREEPQWG 3RIRKHUVY LQDELOLW\ WR

% Bolivar County Citizens to Charles Clark, February 20, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box 949.

%"R.H. Bowers to Thomas Henderson, March 15, 1863, John C. Pemberton Papers, MLR P1101, Folder 6, Box 2,
Entry 131, War Department Collection of Confederate Recordsl@8:GNARA; Captain Henderson to John
Pemberton, February 25, 1863, Ibid, folder 3.
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IURP VXFK ODZOHVYV EDQGV" VSRNH WR D tednfdreebhaddid NQHVV L
loyalty in its soldiery and defend civilians within its borders. The army was not sufficient enough

D QDWLRQDOLVW V\PERO WR -Bydlties &id thélr SEiKieresiad dridtoV HUV | J D
plunder.

Gang loyalties were precigethe kind of micro allegiances that influenced a group of
deserters/horse thieves near Pontotoc County. In March 1864, Samuel Agnew attended the
magistrate trial of one of the alleged thieves, Pontotoc native Napoleon Bonaparte Bolen. One
day in March a gup of men that included John Chisholm and John Watkins confronted a
traveling minister named Randall and searched him under suspicion that he was a spy. While the
men soon let Randall go, his horse went missing. A search crew eventually found tharttbrse,

Bolen, concealed in a thicket on the property of one Harrison Gober. When arrested, Bolen
LQLWLDOO\ LGHQWLILHG KLPVHOI DV 3$UPVWURQJ "~ DQG GHQ!
with the noose, he admitted to obtaining it from a group elv#s that included John Watkins of
Chickasaw County and John Chisholm of ltawamaba County, the two men who initially harassed
Randall, as well as Luther Privet of Pontotoc County, William Harrison Gober and Littleton

Wages of Tippah County, and Lafayettel&h, a native of St. Clair County, Alabama and likely

D UHODWLYH RI 1DDSROHRQTV \bbrQ. MHiil&tReWderdetHraiuzabtU H $SODEDP |
1DSROHRQ %ROHQYVY WHVWLPRQ\ FDXWLRQV DJDLQVW WDNLQ
circumstancesofbV DUUHVW FRPELQHG ZLWK WKH KRUVH WKLHYHV

was either a member of the gang or at least associated witfithem.

% Samuel Agnew Diary, March 13 and 14, 18Bécumenting the American Sopfl860 U.S. Census, Pontotoc,
Chickasaw, Itawamba and Tippah Counties, Mississippi, St. ClaintgpAlabama, Napoleon B. Bolen, John
Watkins, John Chisolm, Luther A. Privet, William H. Gober, Littleton Wages, Lafayette Bhgtal images,
Ancestry.coittp://www.ancestry.com{accessed September 20, 2010).
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%HVLGHY EHLQJ FDXJKW ZLWK WKH KRUVH $JQHZ QRWHG
without a guard, sugg¢ WLQJ KH PD\ KDYH IHDUHG WKH JDQJYV UHSULV
WKHIW %ROHQYV LQLWLDO DVVXPLQJ RI D IDOVH LGHQWLW\ I
to hide. In addition to these circumstances, Bolen and the horse thieves sharedrpections.

Exempting Lafayette Bolen, they all lived in the cluster of northeastern counties near the
Tennessee border, and they all served in the following Mississippi regiments: the 31st Infantry,
12" Cavalry, 7" Cavalry, 18' Cavalry, and the®iinfantry. Lafayette Bolen served in the’51

Alabama Cavalry. Each of these regiments mustered out in or near their home counties. The men
also came from similar soececonomic backgrounds, either as small farmers or farm laborers

who owned little to no perty, and none of them were slaveholders save John Watkins, whose
father owned fourteen slaves. Given these local connections, the men almost certainly associated
with each other before the war, and these same ties likely persisted as they desepedaded

as a criminal gang. For his part, Napoleon Bolen may have betrayed the gang when threatened
with hanging, but selinterest need not dispel the previous influence of group allegidhces.

6R ZKR ZHUH OLVVLVVLSSLYV GHYV HUWWitEdoMImE ahkDUW GHPF
countylevel data of Mississippi desertdtscated in AppendiB), reveals that thegliffered
little in background from average Confederate soldiers. Out of 177 known Mississippi deserters,

123 appear in the 1860 census. Fourteehefi23, 11.4 percent, owned slaves or came from
slaveholding families. Twelve of the fourteen slave owners, 86 percent, owned feamear
Onehundred and nindeserters, 89 percent, did not own slaves at all. In addition, out of the
sample of 123thirty-five of them, 28.5 percent, owned less than $1,000 worth cestate.

Sixty-one, or 49.6 percent, owned no reatate. Onlywenty-sevendeserters, 22 percent, owned

%Agnew Diary, March 13 and 14, 1864;S. Civil War Soldier Records and Profiles, Napoleon B. Bolen, John
Watkins, John Chisolm, Luther A. Privet, William H. Gober, Littleton Wages, Lafayette Blitgtal images,
Ancestry.coittp://www.ancestry.com{accessed September 20, 2010).
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or came from families that owned $1,000 or more inestdte. The value of desedeV § SHUVRQDO
estates was slightly more spread out. Ssikydeserters, 54 percent, owned personal estates
worth less than $1,000, whileirty-onedeserters, 25 percent, held no personal estate at all.
Twenty-six deserters, 21 percent, had personal egtdied at $1,000 or moréhe majority of
deserters, 89.4 percent, were either farmers or farm lab®hertsy. of than, 24 percent, were
poor whites. Fiftynine of the 123, 48 percent, were plain folk. A single deserter fell into the
category of a middtig or large farmer, and a mere four of them were planters or from planter
families. Thus, the majority of the Mississippi deserters were either poor whites or plain folk
who worked in agriculturé

Thesedesertersvere, in fact, quite normaand represeative of the average Mississippi
soldier, a fact reflected in thesocial and economic backgrounds. A majority of them were
family men, and their average age was twesity Seventysix of the 123, 62 percent, were
married. Seventyive, 61 percent, werbeads of households, and skeight, 55 percent, had
children. These figures correspond with conclusions reached by Larry Logue in his random
sampling of 1,010 Mississippi soldiers. He finds that 77 percent were either farmers or other
agricultural workeW FRPSDUHG WR SHUFHQW RI P\ VDPSOHG GHV
DJH LQ /RIJXHYV VDPSOH ZDV PDWFKL Q JsW Kufthéridard UWHU V
61.2 percent were household heads, equaling the 61 percent of deserters who wseyt head
KRXVHKROGY /RJXH LQFOXGHV VODYHV ZLWK OLVVLVVLSSL V
does not specify the percentage of slaveholders vsslageholders. Aaron Marrs, however,

finds that most South Carolina deserters, like those in Mipgpis were nosslaveholders. Joseph

“° My occupational classificaton6 UDZ IURP 6DPXHO & +\GH -UfV GHILQLWLRQV 3RRU Z
laborers and nepropertyholding farmers. Plain folk were nestaveholdingarmers with land, as well as farmers
owning 5 working slaves. Middling or larger farmers owned land aSda®rking slaves. Planters owned land and

RU PRUH VODYHVY 6HH 6DPXHO & +\GH -U 330DLQ )RON 8HFRQVLGHUHC
"HIL QL \dbumadDof Southern Historyl (Nov., 2005): 819.
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Glatthaar shows that the majority of men in the Army of Northern Virginia, 62.8 percent, did not
own slaves. The percentage of Mississippi deserters who werg@awaholders was higher at 89
percent, revealing that desers represented the average Confederate soldier in most respects, but
they did have a lower percentage of slave ownefship.

Mississippi deserten®flected the socieconomic status of the average Confederate
soldier, and were also a microcosm pfebellum southern society in genefahlthough most
were poor, suggesting they may have been inclined to pillage when circumstances allowed, they
were also mostly married men with children. They were therefore fully enmeshed in the normal
social order bre the war, which suggests that it was the-imduced breakdown of that order
that drove them to banditrWhy then, did these normal Confederate soldiers resort to collective
violence whermmany others did not? Tilly notes that there is no explanatiowliy some people
SHUIRUANAHWHQRJ GDPDJH ~ VLQFH VXFK PRWLYDWLRQV UHVLG
Nonetheless, it is possible to identify the conditions that fuel opportunism, which include the
combination of interpersonal relations like group laga in conjunction with pertinent
environmental condition&

%YH\RQG WKH GHVHUWHUVY VKDUHG VRFLR HFRQRPLF EDF
presented in the chart (see Appen)xalso reveals geographical links that further indicate the

presence of ig-war local attachments. First, they rarely deserted alone. Sources providing

“/DUUN 0 /RIXH 3:KR -RLQHG WKH &RQIHGHUDWH $UP\" 6ROGLHUV &LYLOI
Journal of Social Historg6 (Spring, 1993): 6140DUUV 3'HVHUWLRQ6RE® KRADOROLQD -~ -RVE
Glatthaar Soldiering in the Army of Northern Virginia: A Statistical Portrait of the Troops Who Served under

Robert E. Le€Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 20115.5

“2 Glatthaar Soldiering in the ArmyfdNorthern Virginia 5-6; James M. McPhersoBattle Cry of Freedom: The

Civil War Era(New York: Ballantine, 1988), 61815; Frank I. OwsleyRlain Folk of the Old Sout{1949, Repr.,

Chicago: Quadrangle, 1961)}1D; For a review of the historiographid&rature on common southern whites, see

6DPXHO & +\GH -U 330DLQ )RON <HR P D®&CbmpaDiot& tHe SiQancarEIo@id X P 6 R X W K
John B. Boles (Malden, MA: Blackwell, 2004), 1385.

“3Tilly, Collective Violencgl32, 7; Kenneth Noiglentifies a similar thread of normalcy altered by wartime

conditions in his study of Confederate bushwhackers in West Virginia, revealing that several bushwhackers were not
VRFLHW\TV GUHJV EXW 3SROGHU DQG SURSHUW ktéfGreRlid Qot fitkaRitiaghdllUH 3V WDE O
DVVXPSWLRQV DERXW RXWODZVY EDFNJURXQGV-66HH 1RH 3:KR :HUH WKH
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GHVHUWHUVY QDPHY DOPRVW DOZD\V OLVWHG WZR RU PRUH I
the same county, the same neighborhoods, and served in the same company dr regimen
mustered out of those counties and neighborhoods. The Ap@ietiart has been organized
alphabetically by county to show these connections. Sociologist Peter Bearman finds that
3VROLGDULW\ LQ KRPRJHQRXV FRPSDQLHV FBERPRIHHG ZQ RKD
LGHQWLW\" WKDW LQIOXHQFHG &RQIHGHUDWH VROGLHUV WR
clusters all came from the same neighborhoods, in communities with spelbayhouseholds.
%HDUPDQ FRQFOXGHV WKDWGROW XWRHFKD 2 L WKV Q WKKHV&RHQU HG |
influenced deserters more than their collective identity as soldiers, causing them to pursue ends
like desertion that were different from expectations of soldiers as dedicated to military cause and
comrade$? Although, DUJXH WKDW %HDUPDQYV FRQFOXVLRQ WKDW C
Confederate nationalism, is incorrect and beside the point, the importance he places on local
attachments is illuminating and is reflected in the data on Mississippi deserters, forsconeke
why their decisions were not necessarily connected to nationalism at all.

7KH SUHYDOHQFH RI WKHVH ORFDO DWWDFKPHQWY KHOS"
commit organized collective violence under wartime conditions. These group assscvedire
DOUHDG\ LQ SODFH EXW WKH ZDUYV FLUFXPVWDQFHYV VHYHU|
moorings, thereby rendering them vulnerable to thriving in conditions suitable to group activity
but bereft of the normal constraints that limited the calleqhropensity towards violent, deviant
behavior.

Desertion, however, was not the only conduit through which banditry flourished in Civil

War Mississippi. Joining partisan ranger units, offici@nctioned guerillas that the

“%HDUPDQ 3HVHUWLRQ DV /RFDOLVP ~’ ODUUV ILQGYV VLPLODU
among South Carolina desertet®ough, like Bearman, he concludes that local attachments were stronger than
&RQIHGHUDWH QDWLRQDOLVP 6HH ODUUV 3HMHUWLRQ DQG /R\DOW\ LQ 6
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Confederate government conssioned to operate near their homes and to turn over captured
weapons and other goods to army quartermasters in exchange for payment, allowed men to
operate in their home territory while still ostensibly serving the Confederacy. As the Confederate
army cortracted towards Vicksburg in 1863 with the Federals in pursuit, Mississippians flocked
to these companies, claiming they could better defend their state if free to navigate the back
roads and swamps and ambush Union soldiers. As-samgtioned guerillagpartisan rangers
played a role in the larger guerrilla conflict that wracked the Confederate home front. Quite
often, however, the independence of partisan service, coupled with conditions in the state, drove
ranger groups to banditfy.

Reporting from Genada, Mississippi, Brigadier General M. Jeff. Thompson recognized
KRZ WKH SDUWLVDQ UDQJHU SROLF\ IDFLOLWDWHG FULPLQDC
not understand the true object of the act of Congress or the true material with whids sitce
EH JDLQHG ~ KH WROG 'DYLV $FFRUGLQJ WR 7KRPSVRQ (IIHF
SLRQHHU VSLULW WR SEUDYH WKH KDUGVKLSVY DQG GDQJHUYV
bravery, endurance, and object of the gold digged, tPRXQWDLQHHU DQG WKH H[SOF
PRWLYDWH SDUWLVDQ UDQJHUV KH ZURWH 3:QRW WKH EUDYF
NQLIH WR URE \RXU SRFNHW ~ +H FRQFOXGHG WKDW WKRVH 3
been induced to bielve that they are to be a band of licensed robbers, and are not the men to care
ZKHWKHU LW EH 1UL#8@henpsbR tecolrizid, rauRHike the roving deserter
bands, some partisan rangers operated as organized banditti, and were aettetct th
Mississippians on the home front. They chose their tanggiscriminately whether their

YLFWLPV KHOG 8QLRQ RU &RQIHGHUDWH OR\DOWLHYVY GLG QRYV

> Margaret E. Wagner, Gary W. Gallagher, and Paul Finkelman, ®usLibrary of CongresCivil War Desk
ReferencgNew York: Simon & Shuster, 2009), 44/49; SutherlandA Savage Conflic209210.
“°OR, ser. 1, vol. 52, pt 2, p. 325.
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SHRSOH 1DWLRQDO DOOHJLDQFHY OLNHZLVH KDG OLWWOH E
Banditry, not nationalism, motivated theseters.

3DUWLVDQ XQLWYV VRPHWLPHY H[SORLWHG FLYLOLDQVY W
URE WKRVH FLYLOLDQV %HWW\ %HDXPRQW GHVFULEHG KRZ J
JXDUGV" HQWHUHG FLYLOLDQVY KRP Htfie RQdéntd prat€xrtidd.U IRRWLQ
(QWHULQJ SHRSOHVY GZHOOLQJV KRZHYHU D$&€@RZHG WKHVH
MHZHOU\ DQG RWKHU LWHPV 3ZKHQHYHU D FRQYHQLHQW RSSI
3JHQHUDO  FDPH LQWR % HD X PKROQNE P & RXR H/ D19 R @N NRH &K K bl W
LOQVSHFWLRQ ~ $IWHU D OHQJWK\ FRQYHUVDWLRQ WKH JHQHL
%HDXPRQW DQJULO\ UHPDUNHG WKDW 3ZKLOH FRQYHUVLQJ ZlI
the Federals and condemnivgKH UDSDFLW\ RI WKH VSHFXODWRUV«WKHYVF
FRQVWDQWO\ RQ WKH DOHUW WR WDNH HYHU\ DGY‘f)QWDJH SF
+HU ODQJXDJH ZDV WHOOLQJ VKH XVHG WKH SKUDVH 3KRPH ¢
of partisan units who invoked military authority to pilfer, rather than protect, southern homes.

2WKHU UHSRUWY HFKRHG %YHDXPRQWTfV FODLPV RI SDUWL
+DQFRFN &RXQW\ UHVLGHQW FRPSODLQHBGKRFRIQW MWMXLS W K LD/
GHVHUWHUV ~ PRVW RI ZKRP 3ZHUH PHPEHUV RI >0DMRU $EQH
disbanded in the area. Although some fled to Union lines, others emptied into nearby Marion
&RXQW\TV VZDPSV IURP ZKLFK+WRHAR PN XEKXQWMA BIDQ VP LOQW B
SLOODJLQJ DQG SOXQGHULQJ SULYDWH SURSHUW\ ~ 'XULQJ W
0% %DQNV WROG &0ODUN WKDW ZKLOH KH GLVOLNHG VSHDNL
SUDLVH " WKHUHWEFERWIDREH® KRRKEHU RUGHUV ITURP \RXU ([FF

8SOD\LQJ EXW D VPDOO SDUW RI WKH WUXH DQG JHQWOHPDQ

" BeaumontTwelve Years of my Lif@923.
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&DSWDLQ /LWWOH KDG UDQVDFNHG %DQNVY KRPH PXOWLSOH
Claiming the athority to destroy illegal distilleries, the men instead spared only those distilleries
ZKRVH RZQHUV JDYH WKH UDQJHUV D VXIILFLHQW DPRXQW RI
WKHP DQG OHW WKHP JR LQWR WKH UHJXake theatrhy Maré H ~ D PR
HITLFLHQW ~ (FKRLQJ %DQNV &RORQHO :LOOLDP )DONQHU GH
GHVHUWHUV WR WKHLU UDQNY DQG SOXQGHUHG FLYLOLDQV L
WR EH JRYHUQHG E\ RUGH U \peRdel §uaNd afe@of sepving teiH L Q G H
FRXQWU\ " KH ZURWH B3EXW DUH PDNLQJ IRUWXQHV IRU WKHP
FDOO 7RULHYV ~ 7KH EDQGV PD\ KDYH FODLPHG WR URE IURP 3
and others who appeared to beayal Confederates, but as other witnesses observed, roving
JDQJV VHOGRP SLOODJHG DORQJ SDUWLVDQ OLQHV ORUH WK
was a rhetorical strategy employed to give the impression that they operated in Confederate
serviee when, in fact, selihterest drove them to plund&.

These partisan ranger groups, like roving deserter gangs, pillaged, rather than protected
the home front. Group loyalties fueled individual gaterests in men who took advantage of
wartime conditios in a distinctly nofpartisan manner. As Falkner recognized, these men were
FHUWDLQO\ QRW 3VHUYLQJ WKHLU FRXQWU\ " HYHQ ZKHQ LQ [
+DQFRFN &RXQW\ ZLWQHVVY REVHUYDWLRQ WKD&Me&WHHGY{V 3
reveals an overlap between the two groups, suggesting that ranger service allowed deserters to
continue their looting of the home front under the veneer of military service, while still avoiding
VHUYLFH LQ WKH UHJXODU D In&bility&RsQp sBuch-behawst-attBsksworkhie U L W L H

VWDWHYV LQIUDVWUXFWXUDO ZHDNQHVVHY UHJDUGLQJ HQIRL

“8 Howard W. Wilkinson to John J. Pettus, January 1, 1863, Pettus Correspondence, roll 2812; M.A. Banks to
Charles Clark, June 15, 1864, Clark Correspondence, box 949; W.C. Falkner to John J. Pettus, March 13, 1863,
Pettus Correspondence, roll 1446, vol. Bayis,Look Away! 253263.
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Although the Civil War in Mississippi offered deserters and detached military companies
the opportunity to plundenot all soldiers resorted to opportunistic collective violence. Some,
through desertion, shirking, absenteeism, and transfer requests revealed the other ways in which
multiple loyalties carried on into the war and continued to motivate individuals. @iatng
their loyalty layers amidst expectations from Confederate partisans that they demonstrate a total
protective nationalist devotion to the southern war effort, white Mississippians sometimes used
the military as a conduit through which they expeedleyalties other than nationalism.

Not all deserters, for example, turned to pillagiflgomas Harrigoined Louisiana and
OLVVLVVLSSL FRPSDQLHYVY JRW WKH VROGLHUYfYVY ERXQW\ DQG
UHJLPHQW DJDLQ ¥VBEXWNVNQKDERMOPMWAHQWO\ 3 SUDFWLFHG WKL
getting caught and executed by firing squad. Harris used military service as an opportunity for
self-enrichment, though at an obviously high cost. Fourma@élaimed Mississippi Union men
IURP WKH VWDWHIV QRUWKHUQ FKRXQ BhioHist JoBiKARIgbeY,VRFLDWHG
ended up in the Tupelo prison for refusing to swear the Confederate oath and enlist. After being
tried by courtmarshal and condemned to death, they finally took #tle and enlisted in order to
SGHVHUW WKH ILUVW IDYRUDEOH RSSRUWXQLW\ DQG HVFDSH
County farmer Delevan Morgan, deserted from thlississippi Infantry and, along with the
others, reached Union lines at MengtiFor these men, Union allegiances ironically drove
them to enlist in the Confederate army. Their circumstances underscore the need for caution

when considering army service as evidence of Confederate loyalty.

“Y3IGKRRWLQJ DwedkiyHCoufeNatchez, MS), May 14, 1862; 1860 U.S. Census, Monroe County,
Mississippi, Delevan H. Morgan and U.S. Civil War Soldier Records and Prafiggsl imagesAncestry.com
{http://www.ancestry.comaccessed September 18, 2010); John H. Augh&yelo(Lincoln, NebraskaState
Journal Company, 1888), 2894, quote on 289.
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Soldiers, however, could cause trouble ewéen they did not formally desert.
Confederate observers thought that shirking and absenteeism, problems in large part facilitated
E\ VROGLHUVY FORVH SUR[LPLW\ WR WKHLU KRPHVY ZHUH GHYV
1862, Colonel James George, ecoanding state troops at Grenada, warned Pettus that
SGHVHUWLRQV RU JHWWLQJ KRPH ZLWKRXW OHDYH DUH RI DC(
&RORQHO 5LFKDUG +DUULVRQ LQIRUPHG S3HWWXV WKDW 3LW L
at least ondalf the fighting strength of that portion of the Army under Gen. Pemberton,
FRPSRVHG RI WURRSYV IURP WKLY 6WDWH LV QRZ DQG KDYH
the state legislature to delegate county sheriffs with the power to arrest abaadtestsirn them
WR WKHLU FRPPDQGV 31RWKLQJ LV ZDQWLQJ WR VWUHQJWKH
WR JHW WKHVH VWUDJJOHUY LQWR WKH UDQNV ~ +DUULVRQ F
Similar statements came from a CopiaR&EQW\ FLWL]J]HQ ZKRVH QHLJKERUKRRG
VWUDJJOHUV IURP WKH DUP\ WKDW RXJKW WR EH LQ WKHLU F
expired furloughs or had not returned to service after being hospitalized after the Battle of
Corinth. iNH +DUULVRQ WKLV REVHUYHU LPSORUHG 3HWWXV WR
DUP\ RI SUHFLRXVY PDQSRZHU 37KH PRUH WKDW UHPDLQ LQ W
WKH DUP\ EHFRPHV GHPRring]td these KehfeHerRas,i§ol H U V |
proximity to their homes tempted them to neglect their duty to country. Such sentiments
reflected their recognition that home and nation were separate sectors, and that national service

VKRXOG EH PHQYV WRS SULRULW\

®0.Z. George to John J. Pettus, December 27, 1862; Richard Harrikaimtd. Pettus, December 19, 1862; E.R.
Brown to John J. Pettus, November 11, 1862, all in Pettus Correspondence, roll 2812.
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Confederate officials ran intorsilar problems with Mississippians who served in
partisan ranger units, state troops, and militia Ghitéany Confederate officers believed men
who joined these organizations were at least objectively, if not subjectively, harmful to the
Confederate caus®cause they joined these cldséhome outfits in order to avoid serving in
the regular army. Colonel Isham Harris believed as much, telling Davis that parties in north
OLVVLVVLSSL FODLPHG WKH :DU '"HSDUWPHQW(VisBMKi&WKRULW\ \
VTXDGVY UHSRUW WR QR JHQHUDO GR QR JRRG \HW NHHS Wk
*HQHUDO -RVHSK -RKQVRQ VLPLODUO\ WROG 'DYLV WKDW 3PD
Mississippi are recruiting for cavalry, ostensibly undXr' W KRULW\ RI WKH :DU "HSDUW|
PDQ\ *QHYHU FRPSOHWHG WKHLU FRPSDQLHY KDYLQJ QR RWI
IHZ TULHQGV RXW RI VHUYLFH ~ -RKQVRQ QRWHG WKDW WKHVI
DUP\ 3E\ NHHSLQJ PHRLWRRQ/MWHQU VROGLHUV WR*GHVHUW
Military officers recognized that men who enlisted in these outfits often did so to remain at home
while ostensibly serving the nation.

In southwest Mississippi, men organized state commasasuUnionroccupied areas.
5HVSRQGLQJ WR WKH :DU 'HSDUW P Bri@hw roundOtieFtheteRv@sl QJ RI W
SQR RWKHU zZzD\ RI VHFXULQJ WR WKH FRXQWU\ WKH VHUYLFH
Colonel Andrew Kellar complained thatthdss FRPSDQLHYV ZHUH RIWHQ 3D UHIXJH
WKXV D PDMRU LUULWDWLRQ WR UHJXODU VROGLHUY DQG FL°
NLQG ZKLFK LV UHOLDEOH RU ZKLFK LV DWWDFKHG WR UHJXO
%UDJIWKNUH QR ZzD\ WR VHFXUH WKHLU VHUYLFH WR WKH FR)

KHQ FRQVFULSWYV UHVSRQGHG HQWKXVLDVWLFDOO\ WR JRYH

*1 Smith, Mississippi in the Civil War59-62.
*20R ser. 1, vol. 32, pt. 2, pgs. 602, 604.
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PRQWK VWDWH YROXQWHHUY *HQHUDO :/ %UDIQRGRQ ZDUQHC
undoubtedly be a weak one, for the reason that the men who were rushing into it were those who
KDG VNXONHG WKH VHUYLFH IURP WKH EHIJLQQLQJ RI WKH ZD
shirking duty>® Many Mississippians joined state units to fufivt KH & RQIHGHUDWH JRYHU
demands that they fight for the nation, but doing so allowed them to remain at home, which they
viewed as distinct from the nation and the regular army that served it.

In January 1864, Brigadier General James A. Chalmersatgitethis point, telling Clark
that he would no longer accept conscripts in state companies. He acknowledged that there were
3VRPH JRRG PHQ DPRQJ WKHVH FRPSDQLHV "~ EXW WKRXJKW W
seeking some hiding place from conscriptiand never will do any service as cavalry, or while
WKH\ UHPDLQ VR FORVH WR WKHLU KRPHYV ~ &KDOPHUV FRQFQO
UHTXLUHVY WKDW WKH\ VKRXOG EH FRQVFULSWHG DQG SXW LC
Drane madeD VLPLODU SRLQW 3, ILQG PDQ\ DEOH ERGLHG PHQ OR
UDLVLQJ &DYDOU\ &RPSDQLHY ~ KH WROG 3HWWXV 3WKHUH D
where one exceeds and the conscript law is evaded by young men attagimsglvls to these

half formedand never to be finished Companiées) X UWKHUPRUH 'UDQH EHOLHYHG

HILVWHQFH RI WKHVH FRPSDQLHY GLG QRW EHQHILW WKH VR
county several hundred able bodied men subjectto coned®Rf ~ KH ZURWH 3RXU FDYD
ifficient [sic] for the very reason that men go into it to evade hard service and danger and half
WKHLU WLPH*PUH DW KRPH

While generally stopping short of calling them disloyal, Confederate military authorities

viewed shirkers as neglecting their duties to the national war effort, and identified the source of

3 0OR ser. 2, vol. 39, pt. 1, pgs. 7229; ser. 4, vol. 3, pgs. 8824.
*|bid, ser. 4, vol. 3, pgs.-8; James Drane to John J. Pettus, August 21, 1863, Pettus Correspondence, roll 133, vol.
50.



WKLV EHKDYLRU DV WKH PHQYYV SUR[LPLW\ WR KRPH ,Q WKLYV
nation were distinct units and that shirkers cared more abguigta the former than serving
the latter. This may have been the case with conscripts in particular. Kenneth Noe finds that
later-enlisting Confederates, many of whom were conscripts, were less ideologically motivated
by nationalism than 1861 volunteebsit proved effective soldiers once they did enter the
service> Although this pointmayseem contradictory, many Mississippians who evaded regular
military service did not do so out of disloyalty to the Confederacy, rather, they voiced concerns
unrelatedo nationalism. Local allegiances thatjol&ed the war motivated them to seek service
in home units or to request discharge from the army, but they couched these requests in
nationalist language in order to sway Confederate authorities who demandedhimdji
devaotion to the war effort.

6WHSKDQLH OF&XUU\ LGHQWLILHY D YHUVLRQ RI WKLV UK
FLUFXODWLQJ FXUUHQF\ LQ D QHZ GLVFXUVLYH HFRQRP\ ~ LQ
other personal property often masked tHe@ WHQWLRQV E\ YRLFLQJ D GHVLUH W
wives® This rhetoric allowed citizens to negotiate what the state expected from them in terms of
QDWLRQDO VDFULILFH DQG OLVVLVVLSSLDQV XVHG LW WR ED
prewar atachments that continued to influence their behavior. The state wanted Mississippians
to subordinate all other loyalties to nationalism as a means of achieving Confederate
independence. Thus, those citizens who petitioned the state to be relieved ftany selivice
in order to address local allegiances had to couch their claims in nationalist rhetoric. They
WKHUHIRUH SDLG OLS VHUYLFH WR WKH VWDWHYV GHPDQGYV |

that they could better serve the nation at homeith#éime army. This is not to say that they

> Kenneth W. NoeReluctant Rebels: The Confederates who Joined the Army afte(@B&gel Hill: University of
North Carolina Press, 2010119, 208.
5 McCurry, Confederate Reckoning38-140. Quote on 139.
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simply lied about their desire to defend the national interest. Instead, they used national sacrifice
as a medium of rhetorical exchange. Whether or not and to what extent they prioritized
nationalism over othepyalties is impossible to deduct. Rather than providing evidence of weak
or strong Confederate nationalism, this nationalist rhetoric shows how Mississippians
accommodated multiple loyalties, and how they dissociated home from nation. This rhetoric also
reveals the limited powers of the Confederate state: although it could make Mississippians use
thelanguageof loyalty, it could not make theincttotally loyal, at least in accordance with
protective nationalism. The use of nationalism as rhetorical exelrangaled the perception of
state power, rather than state power itself.

Early on in the war, some Mississippians distinguished home from nhtidtay 1861,
a group of Yalobusha County men stated their willingness to form a military company provided
thH\ FRXOG UHPDLQ DW KRPH FODLPLQJ WKDW WKH\ FRXOG QI
SULYDWH DIIDLUV OHDYH KRPH ~ 7KH\ DOVR TXDOLILHG WKDV
those who are desirous of skulking from their public duty, but who havetg, and local duty,
ZKLFK WKH\ DUH XQZLOOLQJ WR IRUHJR XQOHVV SXEOLF QHF
UHPDLQLQJ KRPHERXQG WKH PHQ FODLPHG WKDW WKH\ ZHUH
where needed. A year later, D.J. JernigaRariola County wanted to raise a partisan ranger
FRPSDQ\ WR RSHUDWH RQ KLV KRPH WXUI 3,  WKLQN , FDQ EH
FDSDFLW\ RI D 3DUWLVDQ 5DQJHU WKDQ DQ\ RWKHU ~ KH VWD
threeyearsifaRZHG 3WR UHWXUQ KRPH DW VXFK WLPHV DV ZH FRX(
JRYHUQPKOYWDOREXVKD PHQ VHSDUDWHG 3SULYDWH”™ IURP 3S)
local attachments were distinct from national issues. Nonetheless, they vowed to serve the

SSXEOQHFHVVLW\" LI WKH VWDWH KRQRUHG WKHLU SULYDWH



$5,000 in real estate and $30,000 in personal propertg.therefore had concrete material
reasons for wanting to stay home. Nevertheless, Jernigan used a rhetaiegly that became
FRPPRQ DPRQJ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV VHHNLQJ H[HPSWLRQV DQG (
Rl VHUYLFH WR P\ FRXQWU\" DW KRPH

Implicitin -HUQLJDQYV VWDWHPHQW ZDV W KiDthesdRePdd DQG QD
sentiment echoed by other Mississippians. C.W. Shiel of Lafayette County wanted transferred
from the 18" Mississippi Regiment, stationed at Fredericksburg, Virginia, to work atBi® L O\ | V
grist and saw mill in Oxford, Mississippi, which the Confederate government had pressed into its
service. He claimed to the Secretary of War that since his elderly-fatteav was too old and
LQILUP WR ZRUN WKH PLOO DBIQW DROXRGWEHH WWKRD P\ RQW KK HRW F
one [an engineer] therePRUHRYHU , ZRXOG EH ZLWK P\ IDPLO\ ~ /LNH 6K
the 17" Mississippi Regiment wanted transferred back to his home in Chickasaw County to look
after his widowed mothd ZKR OLYHG QHDU DQ DUP\ KRVSLWDO 3,1 , KD
OLYH ZLWK PH =~ *UHHQH ZURWH DGGLQJ WKDW 3, DP IXOO\ Dz
of individual hopes or the gratification of individual wishes. | am not unmindfuhait we owe
RXU FRXQWU\ " 3% XW ~ KH TXDOLILHG 3LI WKDW VHUYLFH FDQ
VDFUHG REOLJDWLRQV WR RXU DJHG SDUHQW LV LW XQUHDYV
*UHHQHTY GHVLUH WR 3D dtWeR withIoyalky toGhR $@ate naveald Rowkrbutipke
allegiances shaped his wartime decismwaking. He looked for common ground from which he
could serve home and nation, different spheres that normally required separate duties. Shiel

similarly looked forD ZD\ WR 2EH ZLWK P\ IDPLO\" ZKLOH DOVR VHUYLC

°"p. Randolph to Leroy Pope Walker, May 13, 1861, Roll 2, LRCSW; D.J. Jernigan to George W. Randolph, June
28, 1862, roll 55, 1bid1860 U.S. Census, Panola County, Mississippi, D.J. Jerrdigital image Ancestry.com
{http://www.ancestry.comaccessed June 20, 2011).
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otherwise interfered with home attachments. Thus, both Shiel and Greene used nationalist
language to defend local concerfis.

Such distinctions are important because they point to alérdsend among
Mississippians who sought military exemptiolsthe primary source material, theig notsay
that home equelthe nation, and their attempts to convince the state that by going home they
were not shirking national duty reveals that Confederate authorities agreed witthaéhene
two spheres were distinds in the cases of oawearing and the contraband &ad
Mississippians who wished to act on multiple loyalties had to convince Confederate authorities
operating under protective nationalist ideals that their behavior either did not conflict with their
national loyalty, or that it actually served the Confetecause.

The 8" Regiment, Mississippi State Troops tried to make this case when they requested
3D UHOHDVH IURP VHEYWERQJILQYGHIBQLRO MUP\TV SEURRGLQJ G
DV WKH UHDVRQ WKH\ VKRXOG E#&ivédliopsXTheyrsswsd RetruXtatk R P H \
WKHLU PLOLWDU\ VHUYLFH 3FRXOG ZLWKRXW HQGDQJHULQJ W
UHOLHYHG " DQG WKDW 3RXU VHUYLFH DW KRPH«ZRXOG«EH R/
WKDQ WKH GXW\ ZH @dpgiaBsHightiRgbBt of S1dtéd/wade similar points. Joseph
Jayne, serving inthe #80LVVLVVLSSL UHJLPHQW LQ /HHTV DUP\ DVNHG
or an assignment near his Washington County, Mississippi home in order to look after family
andfLQDQFHYV 3, KDYH KD]JDUGHG DOO«DQG DP ZLOOLQJ WR OR®
QR LPPLQHQW GDQJHU LPSHQGLQJ RYHU WKLV DUP\ ~ 'DYLV W
DQG IDYRUDEO\ NQRZQ LQ WKH UHJLRQ Ztehlntd tkeHegudV LG HV -

DUP\ 38)HZ PHQ ZRXOG PRUH DWWUDFW UHFUXLWY DQG , IHDU

8 C.W. Shiel to James A. Seddon, December 3, 1862, roll 73, LRCSWGiédne to George W. Randolph, July
14, 1862, roll 48, Ibid.
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WKDW WKH QHZ FRQVFULSWY ZLOO MRLQ DOPRVW H[FOXVLYH
Davis told Lee® 'DY LV V XSS R Utahsf& nobbegadi§evhe believed that Jayne could
better defend the nation back in Mississippi, rather, he ironically thought that Jayne could
conscript men into the national army who, like him, preferred to stay at home.

In February 1864, Isaac Jorddtive 40" Mississippi Infantry asked Secretary Seddon
for a transfer from Mobile back to his home in Leake County, Mississippi, claiming that the
JHGHUDOV ZHUH 2OD\LQJ GHYDVWDWLRQ™ WR 3P\ FRXQWU\ " |I
thathec)OG SUHQGHU VHUYLFH PRUH GHVWUXFWLYH WR WKH &D
RQH , QRZ KROG DQG >EH@ HTXDOO\ EHQHILFLDO WR WKH &C
WDUJHWHG WKH 3&DXVH RI WKH HQHP\ ~ bt@ctiKik Varge kM WH U KH
whose $1,500 inreaHVWDWH DQG LQ SURSHUW\ VWRRG LQ WKH )
officers of the 12 Mississippi Regiment, who hailed from the Mississippi Delta counties, asked
Governor Clark to be transferredtotha UHJLRQ 3,Q OLHX RI WKH IDFW WKDW !
VXIIHULQJ TIURP WKH GHSUHGDWLRQV RI WKH HQHP\«ZH WKLQ
6WDWH LI ZH ZHUH FRQYHUWHG LQWR D &DYDOU\ 5HIJLPHQW °
Patterson and. Lewis Vaughan, lived and owned property in Lawrence and Claiborne Counties
respectively, which by 1864 Union troops could easily raid via the Big Black and Pearl Rivers.
7TKHLU FODLPV RI EHLQJ DEOH WR UHQGHU %4 bbotkthdiQW VHUYL

SURSHUW\TV VDIHW\ LQ SDW U L"Réglnfentiffitev Rldined thaRiti@bd Q D Q G

% petition by 8' Regiment, ¥ Brigade, State Troops to John J. Pettus, February 21, 1863, Pettus Correspondence,
roll 1446;Joseph M. Jayne to Jefferson Davis, August 7, 1863, JeffersontD&ibert E. Lee, August 13, 1863,

In Lynda Laswell Crist, Peggy L. Dillard, Kenneth H. Williams, edtie Papers of Jefferson Davis, Vol. 9,
JanuarySeptember, 186@aton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 1997), 342.

€91.H.C. Jordan to James Aeddon, February 15, 1864, roll 131, LRCSW; Officers 8fMiBssissippi Infantry to

Charles Clark, January 31, 1864, roll 129, Ibid; 1860 U.S. Census, Leake and Lawrence County, Mississippi, Isaac
H.C. Jordan, Robert Patterson and J. Lewis Vaugirash US. Civil War Soldiers Records and Profiles, digital

images Ancestry.confhttp://www.ancestry.comaccessed January 10, 2010); Sniligsissippi in the Civil War

7879.
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cases, national and local interests coincidédt the interests of home and nation could
occasionally coincide, however, was not the sdrnmg as them being synonymous with each
other. Indeed, Jordan and the officers never claiasaduch Instead, they demonstrated how
national allegiance always existed in tandem with other loyalties. In cigittmatthey could
serve the nation better ladme, they tried to harmonize what they and Confederate authorities
considered to betherwiseseparate sectors.

Mississippi civilians, just like soldiers, usadtional sacrifice as a form of rhetorical
exchange in their appeals to Confederate autéstiv release men from military duty in the
name of local interests. In October 1862, a group of Panola County citizens petitioned the
Secretary of War for the release of Dr. James Leach fronTtiellVVLVVLSSL &DYDOU\ 3R
FKDQFH IRU DZEKR\WH PAHDWQYLFHY ZHUH 3YHU\ PXFK QHHGHG KHU
ZLWK QDWLRQDOLVWLF ODQJXDJH 3,Q WKH GLQ RI SDVVLQJ H
your sympathies for the suffering families of those who are sacrificing their liveshgion
FRXQWU\fY DOWHU ~ WKH\ FRQFOXGHG :RPHQ LQ 1HVKRED &F
SVLFNQHVYV ZLWKRXW WKH OHDVW KRSH RI JHWWLQJ D SK\VLF
ODQJXDJH WR DSSHDO IRU 'U -DPtassuted RanddpRR&ELHTY UHOHD\
$EHUFURPELH ZRXOG 3 DWWHQG WR KLV SURIHVVLRQ IRU WKH
IRU WKH IDPLO\V >VLF@ RI SRRU YROXQWHHUV WKDW DUH QR
wanted Dr. L.N. Ely spared from cons&WLRQ WROG WKH 6HFUHWDU\ WKDW (C

in a densely poe DUHD«DQG WKH RQO\ RQH WR ZKRP WKH SRRU QHI
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7KH\ DOVR HPSOR\HG SDWULRWLF UKHWRULF DVVHUWLQJ WK
inthspUHVHQW VSKHUH WKDQ SHUIRUPL(ﬁlJ WKH DFWLYH GXWLH®
These petitioners chose their language carefully, claiming that doctors could better aid
WKH IDPLOLHV RI 3SRRU YROXQWHHUV =~ ZKR GHIHQGHG WKH C(
front, rather than in the army. Whether or not these petitioners believed that doctors could serve
the nation better at home is unclear, but trying to ascertain the veracity of such statements misses
their broader significance. These petitioners distinguishelddime sphere from the national
one, but used nationalistic language as a medium through which to accommodate local and
national loyalties in their negotiations with a state that made nationalism paramount.
In addition to physicians, Mississippi civiliansquested the discharge of other skilled
tradesmen such as blacksmiths, teachers, overseers, shoemakers, and tanners. All of these men
could be exempted following an October 11, 1862 amendment to the original Exemption Act
passed in April of that year, thgh physicians had to have been practicing for more than five
years® Civilians took advantage of the Exemption Act to bring men back to their neighborhoods
that provided what they deemed essential services while asserting that those men could serve
their country better at home. Historians have debated over whether military exemption helped or
hindered the Confederate war efftt.am less concerned with taking sides in that debate than |

am with identifying what the language citizens used to justify exempeveals about the

®1 panola County Citizens to George W. Rantolpctober 9, 1862, roll 47, LRCSW; Neshoba County Women to

George W. Randolph, August 24, 1862, roll 30, Ibid; Carroll County Citizens to George W. Randolph, August 25,

1862, roll 45, Ibid.

2. LOOLDP / 6KDZ 37KH &RQIHGHUDWH & RAMéficanLI®whalRQ efatist¢fH PSWLRQ $F
(Oct., 1962): 13.

®6HH 'DYLG +HUEHUW 'RQDOG 3'LHG RI "H P R F Whythe Nor(h WorYthe CivilHUEHU W 'R
War (1960, Repr., New Y& Touchstone, 1996), 833; Richard E. Beringer, Herman Hattaway, Archer Jones, and

William N. Still Jr., Whythe South Lost the Civil W@Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1986), 383 Reid

OLWFKHOO 37KH 3HUVHYHUD Q F HBoRt) e/, Why & ederbey Lodile@y YAKEGXfdrds

University Press, 1992), 188; GallagherThe Confederate WaB1-6; Paul D. EscotfThe Confederacy: The
60DYHKROGHUYV {Sabtd Barb&a 9CAQRNMEJErH2010).663
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influence of multiple loyalties in Civil War Mississippi. Whether or not exemptions hurt the war
effort, a good many Confederate authorities certahmyghtthat they did, and this fact had
important implications for how citizengptioned the state in wartime.

In January 1864, Newton County citizens wanted shoemaker S.R. Castles out 8f the 56
OLVVLVVLSSL 5HIJLPHQW FODLPLQJ WKDW WKHLU FRPPXQLW\
YHU\ PXFK QHHGHG ~ 7KH SHWDWLRKEGR DO WKDWH B/ KHFRBRXOG
WKRXVDQG WR WKDQ GLPLQLVK RQH VLQJOH LQGLYLGXDO IU
DUP\ E\ WKLV GHWDLO ~ 7KXV WKH\ DUJXHG WKDW &DVWOHYV
ZRXQG DQG PXWHREBWHY DUP 3ZKLFK SUHYHQWYV KLV KDQGOLC
PRQWK ODWHU 1HVKRED &RXQW\ FLYLOLDQV FODLPHG WKDW
sense of the necessity of Augmenting the Confederate Army and placing in the Army every
avalaeOH VROGLHU ~ WKH\ QRQHWKHOHVYV ZDQWHG YKRHPDNHU
OLVVLVVLSSL 5HIJLPHQW EHFDXVH KH ZRXOG EH 3JUHDWO\ XVt
the petitioners noted that Ingram had a sick father at home and had Idsbfivers to the war,

ZKRVH IDPLOLHV ZHUH QRZ 3 JUHDWO\ GHVWLWXWH DQG GHSH
PXVW VXIIHU LQWROHUDEO\ " )LQDOO\ ZKLOH REVHUYLQJ WK
VROGLHU" ZKR ZDV 3 VWLOOWKWHGHY RMWHEGHW RVRBPW FRAVBPTV K
GHFOLQHG DQG LV VWLOO GHFOLQLQJ ZLWK FRQVXPSWLRQ ~
NHSW LQ WKH DUP\ FBQRORWH FR /L MQMW Z¥YWH DZDUH RI &RQIH
belief that exemjhg men from military service harmed the war effort, so they claimed that

Castles and Ingram could serve the nation better at home. To further justify their concern for

local attachments, they added that Castles was too injured and Ingram was tooigintk to f

% Newton County Gizens to James A. Seddon, January, 1864, roll 47, LRCSW; Neshoba County Citizens to James
A. Seddon, February 2, 1864, roll 131, Ibid.
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points that allegedly neutralized any damage their removal from the army might cause. The
VLQFHULW\ RI WKHLU VWDWHPHQWY QRWZLWKVWDQGLQJ WKl
underscores how they tried to justify their local concerns tdedenate officials who thought
that such concerns should be subordinated to the greater war effort.
$ KRVW RI VLPLODU OHWWHUV IURP OLVVLVVLSSL IORRGH

authors attempted to justify local allegiances with nationalisorizen hopes of securing
VROGLHUVY UHOHDVH ,Q WKH ZLQWHU RI -DPHV "XII RI 3F
a tanner by trade, discharged from th& Rssissippi Regiment. Duff explained to General
5HXEHQ 'DYLV WKDW 3RQWRWRF &RXQW\ QHHGHG WDQQHG OF
VKRHV IRU RXU VROGLHU IULHQGV LQ WKH zZzDU "~ DQG WKDW L
3GR PRUH XRRGFRAQWU\ LQ WKH WDQ \DUG WKDQ LQ WKH zZDU
KDG EHHQ FULSSOHG IURP ELUWK DQG WKDW FRQVHTXHQWO)
VROGLHU® ZLWK 3JUHDW SDQH >VLF@ "~ 5HVIicGtagewike RI ORQURI
VKRHPDNHU J)UDQFLYV ,VDLD”KG[NVGLVE’IKBSUHSH-IURH”H\ADM\H FODLPLC(
VNLOOV ZHUH PXFK DQG JUHDWO\ QHHGHG ERWK E\ WKH FLW
ORFDOLW\ EXW LQ WKH VX UsaRK@EInQuilo&gR,Yaqdthe @eititioriels DO O\ -~
LQVLVWHG WKDW KH 3ZDV QRW \HW VXIILFLHQWO\ UHVWRUHG
QHYHU ZLOO EH ~ :LWK WKLV LQ PLQG WKH\ FRQFOXGHG WKD
and benefit to th Confederacy if permitted to remain at home and follow his occupation as shoe

ERRW PDNHU WKDQ KH SRVVLEO\ FDQ EH®ByRclaimnybatQ KLP LC

removing men from the army would not hurt, and indeed, that it would actugtlythel

8 James Duff to Reuben Davis, February 11, 1863, roll 89, LRCSW; Monroe County Citizens to James A. Seddon,
February 91864, roll 131, Ibid.
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&RQIHGHUDWH zZDU HIIRUW FLWL]JHQV WULHG WR DVVXDJH &R
Mississippians were not giving their all to ensure national victory.

Government officials and Confederate nationalists alike did indeed hold suatigusp
&LYLOLDQVY FRQVLVWHQW FODLP WKDW PHQ ZHUH EHWWHU D
the army suggests that there was no assumption on behalf of Confederate officials that home was
synaymous with nation. Higheups expected men to serin the military first, because the
armies were fighting for national independence. While home front issues were important, some
suspected rampant abuse of the exemption laws. Judge Hudson complained aboetiaxempt
HVSHFLDOO\ DUW LWHDH)X&RXVYURPE WKKHNVBUYLFH WR VSHFXODW
QHFHVVLW\" DQG PDNLQJ S WKHPVHOYHYV DQG WKHLU WUDGHYV
HVSHFLDOO\ WR WKH SRRU ~ +H VXJJHVWHG HQGLQJ RU FXUW
SWKHUH WURISEOH® PHQ DQG ZRPHQ WR WHDFK RXU VFKRROV«.
SUDFWLFH«SOHQW\ RI ROG PHQ DQG QHJURHV WR GR RXU WD
5LFKDUG $UFKHU HFKRHG +XGVRQYTV FRQFHUQV &ali€@OLQJ 3H
LW LV VXSSRVHG WKH\ ZLOO QRW EH QHHGHG ~ EXW FODLPHG
VKLHOG RI DJH DQG H[HPSWLRQ IRU XVHIXO WUDGH ~ KH ZURYV
HIWRUWLRQHUV WE D JULHYRXV HIWHQW ~

No Mississippianaged against exemption more than goobtective nationalist Albert
Gallatin Brown. In his December 1863 speech to Congress, Brown proposed repealing the
HIHPSWLRQ ODZV DOWRJHWKHU ZKLFK KH FODLPHG ZHUH 3Wk
DUPWKDW 3GHFLPDWHG WKH UDQNV EHVWRZHG IDYRUV RQ W|

PHULWRULRXV DQG VRZHG WKH VHHGV RI GLVFRQWHQW«DPR

% OR ser. 4, vol. 2, pg. 857; Richard T. Archer to John J. Pettus, December 10, 1862, Pettus Correspondence, roll
2812.



FRXQWU\ " %YURZQ VFRIIHG DW WKH FODL PpMustble\pr&tektODZV | VX!
under which these laws were passed, and by which it is now proposed to maintain them, is that
the exempts and persons furnishing substitutes would be profitably employed in producing food,
clothing, and other necessary supplies forthe P\ DQG IRU KRPH FRQVAXPSWLRQ °
KH VDZ QR HYLGHQFH WR EDhé/NavreSeapdd e tizy hareuhpy soRQ V 3
consumed when they have not producedk H VW DWHG UD L Goodjetl dehPLQVW WKH
FDSDEOH RI EH D lndted Idhdsed in'thE BiiRets, hotels, theaters and railroaf cars.
Much like the internal debate within Confederate Mississippi over the swearing of loyalty oaths
and trading with the Union, acts which could be described as either loyal or disloyadlidepe
on the proclivities of different observers, debates over whether military exemptions benefitted or
hurt the Confederate war effort hinged on whether or not individuals embraced protective
nationalism. Brown certainly did, and his frustration over WthaK H WKR XJKW ZDV OLVVLV
failure to demonstrate unwavering national loyalty reflected a larger anger among protective
QDWLRQDOLVWYV RY HUinabHity toSi ) BHdGehfbrd® Yot natriaMoyhfivin its
citizens, despite its egpded wartimg@owers

ODQ\ OLVVLVVLSSLDQV WKZDUW HdinStilimy\Whi&dringr H QDWLRQ
national devotion through their continued concerns with local attachments. Nonetheless, that
civilians consistently claimed that releasing men fromise would have at best a positive, at
worst a neutral, effect on the war effort highlights their awareness of the need to feign
observance of protective nationalist ideals. Wilkinson County residents, for example, argued that
tailor John Duncan should spared from conscription because he wBs YHU\ SRRU PDQ" ZL\

SKHOSOHVV IDPLO\ " EXW DOVR FODLPHG WKDW KH ZDV 3LQGL

®7 Albert Gallatin Brown, HFHPEH U 36 WDWH RI WKH &RXQWU\ 6SHHFK LQ WKH «
Documentinghe American Souffinttp://docsouth.unc.edu/imis/cotton/cotton.hi(Alccessed September 24, 2009).
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RI FORWKLQJ E\ WKH /DGLHV IRU WKH &RPSDQLHV IURP WKLYV
&RXQW\ DSSHDOHG IRU KHU VRQ 5XWLOLXVY UHOHDVH IURP \
WKH 3SKRUULEOH zZzDU” KDG UHQGHUHG KHU *DOPRVW FKLOGOH
overseers or an estate administrator. Yet, she reassured Seddddle@ GROSK WKDW VKH IHC
GHHSHVW LQWHUHVW LQ WKH &DXVH "~ DQG FODLPHG WKDW 5)
KRPH«RQ WKH XQDWWHQGHG IDUPV LQ WKH PDQDJHPHQW RI
FDQ«LQ FDPS ~ 7KDW VDPH \H [County petitibr@¢Hfqr a/reRase IDEIMH U V R Q
/IRRPLV RQ WKH EDVLYVY WKDW KH 3FDQW >VLF@ EH DV XVHIXO
XVHIXO LI OHIW DW KRPH WR WDNH FD®H RI WKH IDPLO\V >VL
7KHVH SHWLWLRQH U V Hfididianidétdddore WeRmRdRtanEtEl Bey plarsd H
on loyalties distinct from nationalism. Through their attempts to cancel out perceived negative
FRQVHTXHQFHV RI VROGLHUVY HI[HPSWLRQV E\ FODLPLQJ WK|
home than in thearih WKH\ DOVR WULHG WR SODFDWH SURWHFWLYH C
QDWLRQDO GHYRWLRQ 7KH FRQWLQXHG LQIOXHQFH RI PLFUR
these petitions, shows that for all of its expanded infrastructural strerg@otifederate natien
state was not strong enough to achieve its major goal of enforcing total national loyalty in its
citizens. The state could make people use the language of nationalism, but it could not always
translatehatrhetoric into action.
The cae of Madison County native Benjamin Gafford shows just how far citizens were
ZLOOLQJ WR JR WR MXVWLI\ D VROGLHUfVY UHOHDVH IURP WKI

that exemptions hurt the war effort. On Christmas Eve 1862, Madison Cotrgpgiwrote to

% George H. Gordon to Jefferson Davis, January 27, 1863, roll 92; Eliza Scott to GeorgadblpR, November
6, 1862, roll 109; William J. Gibson et al. to Jefferson Davis, May 20, 1862, roll 48, all in LRCSW.



General Earl Van Dorn requesting that the furloughed Gafford be permanently released from

VHUYLFH EHFDXVH KH ZDV 3RI TXLWH D GHOLFDWH FRQVWLW X

WKH H[SRVXUH RI D PLOLWDU\ BWPHESDWXD W 7*R | & B 6 WKRWGV D YRK

SSHUPDQHQW™ FDVH RI WRQVLOOLWLYVY ZKLOH D JURXS RI ZRP

DQG 3RIWHQ IRU ZHHNV XQDEOH WR ZRUN DW KLV WUDGH ~ 'H

claimed that Gafford wa® VNLOOHG FRIILQ PDNHU DQG PHFKDQLF WKH

UHDFK WKDW FDQ PDNH D GHFHQW FRIILQ " DQG KH DOVR MRL

:DU '"HSDUWPHQW GHQLHG WKH LQLWLDO UHTXHVWYV IRU *DIIR

Davis Jr. insisted that because he was sick on furlough, Gafford could not return to the army

EHFDXVH 3KLV KHD O W& DaVis ¥IBo Gdiméd that Gaferl was a skilled

blacksmith, wagon maker, and grist mill operator, whose services weeenand at home. For

JRRG PHDVXUH 'DYLV DOVR UHPLQGHG PLOLWDU\ DXWKRULW

GHSHQGHQW RQ KLP IRU VXSSRUW =~ 7KXV ODGLVRQ &RXQW\ &

for the army, whose iliness kept him from working fageks at a time, was nonetheless an able

member of a guerrilla company whose skills as a coffin maker, mechanic, blacksmith, wagon

maker, grist mill operator, and family provider made him an indispensable neighborhodd asset.
Gafford doubtless had some chanical ability, as the 1860 census lists him as a carriage

maker. Further, as a middle class owner of $2,000 worth of real estate and $4,500 of personal

property with one slave, Gafford may have had some local influence that drove his neighbors to

offer an impressive number of excuses to absolve him from séf\itet said, it is impossible

to know for sure why so many Madison County citizens wanted him kept out of the army. Their

9 Madison County residents to Earl Van Dorn, December 24, 1862, roll 45; Madison County Women to Earl Van
Dorn, December 24, 1862; W. Davis Jr. to O.R. Singleton, January 27, 1863, roll 89, all in LRCSW.

791860 U.S. census and slave schedules, MadisantgoMississippi, B.S.W. Gafford; digital image,
Ancestry.com[http://www.ancestry.comaccessed December 13, 2010).
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petitioning does, however, reveal crucial points about the Confederatek$®thY HITHFWLYHQHV
enforcing national loyalty in its subjects. If Gafford truly was skilled in so many trades, and
WKHUHIRUH VR HVVHQWLDO WR KLV FRPPXQLW\ LQ ZDUWLPH
local attachments guaranteed their in&ptio live up to protective nationalist ideals.
Nevertheless, even if they were lying in their claims about Gafford, and whatever their reasons
were for doing so, their willingness to lie would demonstrate how they viewed protective
nationalism not as adeal to strive towards, but as an impractical demand to be avoided at all
costs. If they lied, they did so in order to get a man out of the army, knowing full well that
Confederate officials believed that such an action hurt the war effort. Either walgniamds of
protective nationalism proved difficult to enact in any concrete wijississippi.

7KH &LYLO :DU LQ OLVVLVVLSSL FUHDWHG QHZ FRQGLWLR
according to established loyalties, and even the Confederate militanaéisrzalizing symbol
was not strong enough to supersede the influence of these other attachments. Confederate
military defeat, Union occupation, economic collapse, and the breakdown of law and order
facilitated mass opportunistic collective violence amGogfederate deserters whose-pvar,
localized group attachments enabled their indiscriminate pillaging of the Mississippi home front.
7KHVH VR O &GcathamicThaelgfeluids reflected that of the average Confederate soldier.
Most were poor, and a maijty were married heads of households, suggesting that their anti
social behavior was a product of altered wartime conditions. This behavior suggests clear limits
to the scholarship that contends that Confederate soldiers fought or deserted for thasame re
to defend hearth and home from Union invasion andimdarced privations. In Mississippi,
thousands of deserters pillaged rather than protected the home front, thereby becoming a major

element in theauseof, rather than theolutionto, wartime depvations. Their banditry suggests
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that for them the local was no more sacred than the national. Although these deserters were a
small percentage of the Mississippi soldiers who fought in the Confederate armies, their negative
impact was real and widespced-urther, as former Confederate soldiers, their actions also
demonstrate the limited capacity of the army to serve as a nationalizing institution.

7KH DUP\YV OLPLWDWLRQV LQ WKLV UHJDUG DUH IXUWKH
soldiers who iewed military service as a means to address loyalties distinct from nationalism.
6KLUNLQJ DQG DEVHQWHHLVP DQG &4RQIHGHUDWH REVHUYHU
to home as the root of those problems, reveals that soldiers and authokii@dtah did not
necessarily view home interests as synonymous with national ones. This point is also born out in
VROGLHUVY UHTXHVWYVY WR VHUYH LQ KRPH JXDUGV DQG SDUW
local concerns. Their conflation of home aration in letters to Confederate authorities was a
rhetorical strategy aimed at assuaging the worries of higbgrwho were inclined to think that
FLWLIHQV SULRULWL]J]HG ORFDO DOOHJLDQFHYVY DW WKH QDWLEF
invoked naibnalist rhetoric to attend to local interests. They assured authorities that soldiers
coud3VHUYH WKH QDWLRQ EHWWHU DW KRPH" EHFDXVH WKH HJ[
make choices according to personal, familial and neighborhood loyalti@siniy instances,
soldiers and civilians alike revealed that the army, as a national institution, and the Confederate
nationstate in general, did not necessarily temper the influence of other allegiances even in a
wartime atmosphere.

Just as the @il War transformed the prevar loyalties of Mississippi deserters by
creating new gang affiliations that expanded beyond Union or Confederate partisanship, the
ZzDUYV H[LJHQFLHY DOVR KDG D PDMRU LPSDFW RQ DQRWKHU

hosWLOLWLHV OLVVLVVLSSLYVY VODYHV DQG VODYHKROGHUYV O
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that longundergirded the vastly unequal relationship between master and servant would forever
be altered by the war. How the conflict changed the makteerelationship had profound

FRQVHTXHQFHV WKDW \KIDAIHr&edtol Wel/iNoDny thEntiei ReRIUR.
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Chapter Five , % H O L HtNeH, QWKDIWV X WLRQYT LV ([WLQFW 1RWLRC
Slaves and Slaveholders

,Q ODWH 2FWREHU MXVW GD\V EHIRUH $EUDKDP /LQFI
*HRUJH 6DUJHQW WROG KLV VRQ WKDW 3WKH QHJURHYV DUH S
(OHFWLRQ " DGGLQJ WKDW 3P\ RZQ VHUYDQW&siKkiyYH DVNHG F
RWKHUV ~ ;Q -DQXDU\ D ZHHN DIWHU OLVVLVVLSSLYV VHF!
37KH 60ODYHV KDYH LQ PDQ\ SODFHVY EHHQ SHUVXDGHG WKDW
ILQFROQ LV HOHFWHG =~ KH W R Qubrek abywHege®ut e/ metvdhds KDV EHH
VSUHDG DPRQJ WKHP RYHU WKH ZKROH &RXQWU\ "~ 6DUJHQW (
SRXWEUHDN" UHTXLUHG D 30DVWHUYVY SUHVHQFH"™ WR SUHGXFF
childhood as a Mississippi slave, Susanwulescribed a wartime incident when she sang a song
to her mistress that she had heard the older slaves sing only in private. She sang about how
8QLRQ *HQHUDO -RKQ 3RSH 3&DOOHG D 8QLRQ EDQG >7R@ O
ODQ 1 6 XEMKDMWR $DUUHVSRQVH 6QRZ VWDWHG KHU PLVWULF
iton me. She madee VXEPLW ~ 6QRZ GLG QRW WKLQN WKDW VLQJLQJ "
KHDUG IURP KHU PRWKHU WKDW /LQFROQ 3ZDV BSh&VU\LQ WR |
ZDQW WR'EH IUHH ~

6DUJHQWTV LQVLVWLQJ WKDW KLV VODYHV UHTXLUHG D 3
EHOLHYLQJ WKDW D QDWLRQDO SROLWLFDO HYHQW GLUHFWO
KRZ KHU PLVWUH YV YheWORERh@evEcored Roly Ghél Civil War in Mississippi

broadened the loagimmering conflict between slaves and slaveholders over the rséster

! George Washington Sargent to George Sargent, October 30, 1860, George Washington Sargefitnddar
January 15, 1861, George Washington Sargent Papers]19880folder 11, volume 11, 04025, Southern Historical
Collection, Wilson Library, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill (hereafter cited as S5Gan Snow,
Mississippi Narratives, M09, pgs. 139140,Born in Slavery: Slave Narratives from the Federal Writers' Project,
1936:1938,Manuscript Division, Library of Congress, Washington Qi@tp://memory.loc.gov/cgi
bin/ampage?collld=mesn&fileName=090/mesn090.db&recNum=138&itemLink=D?mesnbib:29:./temp/~ammem_1
ajQ::| (accessedlune 6, 2012) hereafter citedMississippi Narratives
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relationship, based as it was on the reinforcement of black servile loyalty. Slaveholders insisted
that because slavesere property, not citizens, they could be loyal only to their masters. To
6DUJHQW WKH LGHD WKDW EODFNV GHVLUHG IUHHGRP DIWHL
longer be under white control, and by extension, would no longer show unconditialtyakd
WKH PDVWHU FODVV 7KH\ WKHUHIRUH KDG WR EH UHGXFHG W
PDVWHU\ DOVR OHG 6QRZYYV PLVWUHVV WR LQVLVW WKDW VKF
presidential rival, but that Snow should submihés. This was a crucial distinction. The Civil
War in Mississippi unleashed a new front in the internal conflict between masters who fought to
HQIRUFH EODFN VHUYLOH OR\DOW\ DQG VODYHV ZKR IRXJKW
authority.

This chaptefocuses on the internal war between Mississippi slaves and slaveholders that
had simmered during the antebellum era, but was stoked by the secession crisis and the Union
DUP\TV DUULYDO L @okrgniteduwwthBleyéledcqpes to Union linesnpyna
Mississippi slaveholders tried to mask the obvious disloyalty to them as masters by attributing
flight to the deluded beliefs of the enslaved that the Federals cared for thedewegllSlaves
WRRN DGYDQWDJH R W Kotles3sQslaReQR DGR V D D X \WiK@y@tiesV\ DQG D |
to self, family neighborhood and natioin doing so, they embraced multiple conceptions of
freedom.Those who did not flee nonetheless contested white dominance from within
householdsOther slaves aided and joing#te Union army as part of their more personal struggle
against the established racial ord&lack visiors of freedom vereintrinsically tied to a negative
concept: their desire scape white racial authority. Beyond this broader goal, however,
freedomas a lived experience meant different things to different black Mississippians, depending

on their own individual proclivities
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60ODYHVY FKDWWHO VWDWXV EHIRUH WKH ZDU FRQVWUDL
As Stephanie McCurry writes, tl@nfederacy excluded blacks from citizenship and
participation in the political community, expecting them to serve the cause out of rheisdlg
subservience, not out of patriotic fidelity. Slaves were to be loyal not to the government, but to
therownHUV ZKR ZHUH FLWL]J]HQV RI WKDW JRYHUQPHQW ,Q D 0D
VWDNHV $) %XUWRQ RI /IDXGHUGDOH &RXQW\ H[SODLQHG Wt
South do not consider negroes their equals as do the Black Republicahs i BIlUWK ~ KH ZURW
S7TKDW LV WKH RQO\ TXHVWLRQ QRZ WR EH FRQVLGHUHG LV C
ZURQJ DERXW PRVW 5HSXEOLFDQVY FRPPLWPHQW WR EODFN
within the South underscored how white Mississippiafissezl to sanction any allegiances in
blacks beyond loyalty to the master class. If blacks were equal to whites, then they could not be
perpetually loyal slaves, and they would thereby undermine the ideological foundation of the
Confederacy.

This view wasa continuation from antebellum southern law that regarded masters as the
SDEVROXWH RWKHUV™ WR ZKRP VODYHV ZHUH 3ERXQG«E\ WLH\
RZLQJ REHGLHQFH DQG DOOHJLDQFH H[FOXVLYHO\ WR KLP " 7
DQ LQGHSHQGHQW QDWLRQ EDVHG RQ VODYHKROGHUVY ULJK
LOQOWHUIHUHQFH (OL]DEHWK 'XTXHWWH QRWHV WKDW WKH WU
IXQGDPHQWDO FRPPLWPHQW WR DQ R Ucaeddn]rEcial hier@rcilds SRZH U
DQG SULQFLSOHYV ~ ZKLFK GLVFULPLQDWHG OR\DOW\ DORQJ U

existed between individuals, between slaves and slaveholders. In this racialized demarcation of

2 Stephanie McCuy, Confederate Reckoning: Power and Politics in the Civil War SgZambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 2010), 224, 304; William C. Davisl.ook Away!: A History of the Confederate States of America
(New York: Free Press, 2002), 1262; A.F. Burbn to Thomas W. Burton, March 30, 1861, Thomas W. Burton
Papers, 1809921, fol. 1, 0421Z, SHC.
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allegiances, white loyalty was veHU VHUYLOH EHFDXVH LW ZDV 3SUHGLFDW
DEVWUDFWLRQ OLNH D FDXVH RU DQ LGHDO QRW D SHUVRQ
servile: it couldonly be defined as loyalty to a person, the slaveholder. Whereas white
Mississipians could espouse allegiance to a cause like nationalism, the concept of the loyal
V O Dmetbnymicallysituated black Americans within the nation, figuring black equality as
FRQWLQXHG VHUYLOLW\ =~ 7KXV %XUWRQTVLUVIXNIWBPW WKH
HTXDOLW\" XSRQ OLVVLVVLSSL ZzDV URRWHG QRW MXVW LQ Wtk
the fear of the abolishment of continued black servility, in which blacks would no longer be
3ZLWKLQ WKH QDWLRQ " DV V Bulibhéeddrhk sty dititeRsMdio vidXdvV L QV W HD
VKDSH WKH QDWLRQYYVY VRFLDO DQG SROLWLFDO WUDMHFWRU
intended to enforce black servility even after emancipétion.

The threat of continued servility was precisely what lbldcssissippians resisted during
the Civil War and its immediate aftermath. Their behavior, however, was not always political in
WHUPV RI H[SOLFLW WDUJHWHG UHEHOOLRQ DJDLQVW D SRO
absolute authority withitWWKHLU ERUGHUV  DQG KDYH 3D PRQRSRO\ RQ O
GHILQLWLRQ RI ULJKW DQG ZURQJ FRQWURO RI WKH GLVWUL
GHDWK ~ OF&XUU\ DUJXHV WKDW E\ UHVLVWLQJ WKH &RQIHGH
in political acts despite their exclusion from the official polity, and that these acts forced the
&RQIHGHUDWH VWDWH WR 3FRQFHGH VODYH PHQYY PHPEHUVK

DFFRXQWDELOLW\ WR FRXQWHUWDWMHMIROYHEPBNR KXY BPRWOI

% Eugene and Elizabeth F@xenoveseFatal SelfDeception: Slaveholding Paternalism in the Old South
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2011), 86; McC@onfederate Reckoning04; For more on the
absolute authority of slaveholders, see James O8kegry and Freedom: An Interpretation of the Old S¢hitw
York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1990), 48, ard Peter Kolchin, American Slavery: 161877 (New York: Hill and Wang,
1993), 11127; Elizabeth Duquettd,oyal Subjects: Bonds of Nation, Race and Allegiance in Ninet&situry
America(Piscataway, NJ: Rutgers University Press, 2010);142], quotes o 142.
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reveals how the Confederate government came to view slaves as threats to the state, but says less
about what slaves thought about nationalism, and how they viewed their relationship to the

state? Along with exploringslave§ RZQ DFWLRQV FRPSDULQJ KRZ GLIITHUHC
ZKLWHV LOWHUSUHWHG EODFNVY ZDUWLPH EHKDYLRU DOORZ
on these matters. Doing so highlights how whites upheld the ideal of black servile loyalty, and
howbODFNV WULHG WR HVFDSH IURP LW ([DPLQLQJ ZKLWHVY D
underscores that many white southerners did not, even after Confederate defeat, come to

recognize slaves as political agents in the way whites understood the concagt, losing

sight of the ways white southerners strove to maintain the racial hierarchy during, and after, the

war runs the risk of severing the Confederacy from its historical moorings, thereby

underemphasizing the threads of continuity that connecbedhtto the antebellum and the post

war South.

Agents of the Confederate government, using nationalist language while fightarg a
DJDLQVW DQRWKHU SROLWLFDO VWD W HdistkbyaHoQhanétivo O\ LQWH U
Mississippislaveholders, however, labeled slaves as disloyal to their masters. Slaveholders
therefore fought to maintain the racial hegemony that undergirded the Confederate cause, but the
enforcement of which began at the local IéVEhis distinction is critical because it reveals the
LQWHUQDO ZDU LQ ZKLFK VODYHV UHVLVWHG PDVWHUVY URO|I
and masters defined slaves not as enemies of the state, but as enemies of the racial hierarchy.

SlaveholGHUVY LQVLVWHQFH WKDW VODYHV RZHG DOOHJLDQFH V

* Paul QuigleyShifting Grounds: Nationalism and the American South, 1886 (New York: Oxford University
Press, 2012),-6; McCurry,Confederate Reckonin§06 TXRWHYV RQ RQ VODYHVY EHKDYLRU
Confederate war effort, alsoesdrmstead L. Robinsomitter Fruits of Bondage: The Demise of Slavery and the
Collapse of the Confederacy, 186865 (Charlottesville: University of Virginia Press, 2005)-88, 16389, 272
DQG -RVHSK 7 *ODWWKDDU -Ahér@danER OB R\ SDHIR GIYLFFWRU\ ~ LQ *DERU ¢
Why the Confederacy Lagtew York: Oxford University Press, 1992), 183.
® Christopher WaldrepRoots of Disorder: Race and Criminal Justice in the American South;3@(Jrbana:
University of lllinois Press, 1998), 225.
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Confederate government in conflict with planters when the latter groups argued that the state
should limit its impressment of slave labor based on respect for privatetgrogbts. Indeed,
VR FUXFLDO zZzDV WKH FRQFHSW RI EODFN VHUYLOH OR\DOW\ \
struggle to maintain it outlasted the Confederacy upon which it was founded. After the Civil War
endedwhite Mississippiansfaced withthe specter of racial equality afetl by the prevar
desire to maintain local controhtimidatedfreed people in an attemiatreasserwhite racial
mastery over blackeven with slavery abolisheth this respect, the brief period historians refer
toaV 3 3UHVLGHQWLDO 5HFRQVWUXFWLRQ" VDZ D FRQWLQXDWLI
ZDJHG FRQFXUUHQWO\ EHIRUH DQG GXULQJ OLVVLVVLSSLYV
Confederacy. Although the Confederacy lost its bid for national indepeadtne war between
blacks and whites over Africafimerican servility continued, and directly shaped the trajectory
Rl OLVVLVYV L-&8rofi¢ avidRgelitiBal culture well into the twentieth cenfury.

Inlightof VODYHKROGHUVY DW \dt ReBaréhy b B BNS K R O\GL WAKLHS 8 DD Q
sawfreedomin terms that went beyond mere loyalty or disloy#ity political stateln addition
to macro loyalty to a natiofreedomfor blacksmeant the ability to openly and without coercion
act on micro loyaltis to self, family and community, thereby constructing lives as autonomous
individuals unmolested by white authority, regardless of whether or not their behavior was

sanctionedr condemnedtby a stateThis is not to say that black Mississippians did not

® On the importance whites continued to place on black submission after the Civil War in Mississippi and the South
in general, see Vernon Lane Whartdhge Negro in Mississippi, 186890(1947, Repr., New York: Harper &

Row, 1965)80-96, 140142; William C. HarrisPresidential Reconstruction in MississigBiaton Rouge:

Louisiana State University Press, 1967),12®; Michael PermarReunion Without Compromise: The South and
Reconstruction, 18652868 (New York: Cambridge UniversjtPress, 1973), 780, 90 -DPHV 7 &XUULH 33)URF
60ODYHU\ WR JUHHGRP LQ 0L V)ourhaVadf SI&koNistoFX Sptindg 1980)HIRA 25; Ronald

L.F. Davis,Good and Faithful Labor: From Slavery to Sharecropping in the Natchez Dist8i6@ 1890(Westport,

CT: Greenwood Press, 1982)19; Edward J. BlumReforging the White Republic: Race, Religion, and American
Nationalism, 1865.898(Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2003),Buce LevineConfederate
Emancipation: Solern Plans to Free and Arm Slaves during the Civil \{f&w York: Oxford University Press,

2006), 155164.



understand the connection between their freedom and the satitaEven before the Union
army enteredlississippj as George Sargent discoversidves knew of Lincoln and believed
that his election portendeleir liberation They viewed Union invasiorsan attack on slavery,
and believed the Federal presence legaanthe claiming of their own freedon¥et, their
conceptions of freedom did not always reflect a distinctly nationalist inclinatiogtatiate
themselves ta U.S. government that ofteefused to fully acknowledge their desirésor did
black Mississippians embrace a singular, broad collective goal in terms of what they expected to
gain from being free.

Identifying what southern blacks wanted from their lived experience of freedom after
emancipation has been a major focus of Civil War and Reconstruction scholarship. Historians
like Steven Hahn, Enrico dal Lago, Julie Saville, and othiers southern slaves as the most
FRQVLVWHQW PHPEHUV RI $PHULFDYV ZWRhéeNiekelior @ubngV 7KH\ L
the Civil War, slaves began developing a corporate identity as a landless peasantry. After
emancipation, this collective identity coalesced into a shared vision of blacks as a rural
proletariat, for whom freedom was tied to théhtigp own and work their land. This collective
ZRUNLQJ FODVYVY SHDVDQW LGHQWLW\ +DKQ ZULWHV IDFLOL)
ZKLFK WKH\ VRXJKW WR IRUJH D EODFN QDWLRQ ZLWKLQ WKH
separatism,seiHOS DQG UDFLDO VROLGDULW\" ZKLOH DOVR HPEUL

equality’ These and other scholars emphasize in-postncipation southern blacks a shared

" Steven HahnA Nation Under our Feet: Black Political Struggles in the Rural South from Slavery to the Great

Migration (Cambridge: Harvard UnivetsiPress, 2003), 10, 33,45, 61, 47, 64, 114, 6, quotes on 114Tl6e

Political Worlds of Slavery and Freeddi@ambridge: Harvard University Press, 2009},13%;Enrico dal Lago,

S6WDWHV RI 5HEHOOLRQ™ &LYLO :DU 5XuiDtBe Asn@ridah\Bovth 8nQ tBe WakaH $JUDULD (
Mezzogiorno, 1861 ‘Comparative Studies in Society and Histé#y(April, 2005): 404, 4143, 420; Julie

Saville, The Work of Reconstruction: From Slave to Wage Laborer in South Carolina1836(New York:

Cambridge University Press, 1996), 4; other scholars who identifyQiogtWar blacks as a rural proletariat

include W.E.B. Du BoisBlack Reconstruction in America, 186880(1935, Repr., New York: Frank Cass & Co.,

1966), 381487; Barbara J. FieldSlavery and Freedom on the Middle Ground: Maryland During the Nineteenth
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class consciousness as a rural proletariat, which informed their conceptidnsettiam meant
the right to own and collectively work southern lands. In tying freedom to land ownership,
however, rural slaves ensured that even when emancipated, they could not achieve the status of
free landed peasantry unless the Union governmentWtld EXWHG SODQWHUVY ODQG
government was not prepared to take.

Other scholars accept the existence of a collective, Afidgarrican working class
identity, but also identify a parallel goal that blacks embraced within the realm of formeispolit
in which they demanded equal citizenship rights in exchange for their loyalty to the American
QDWLRQ (ULF )RQHU ZULWHV WKDW 3KDYLQJ UHFHLYHG WKHL
QDWLRQDO S RAMtticarsslidentfibdJully with theew nationVWDWH ~ (FKRLQJ )R
Leon Litwack notes how participants at pesir southern black freedom conventions identified
D 3KLJKHU OR\DOW\" WR WKH $PHULFDQ VWDWH DUJXLQJ WKL
nation, the Federal government, @hd Constitution took precedence over any regional
LGHQWLYLFEOMANRMG GHVLUH IRU O Brchénd Witk Ihidivdddite fdflHQW KD QG
political equality, because both goals symbolized freedom. Thus, scholars like Joel Williamson
and John Spilleassert that southern blacks wanted families, farms, schools, full citizenship, and
equal rights’ In otherwords,in H P D Q F L Svizaké bIRcRsvEntedmultiple things,eachof

which reflecteddifferentaspect®f freedomon a day-to-daybasis. While oftenagreeinghat

Century(New Haven: Yale University Press, 1985), 481 Gerald David JayneBranches Without Roots: Genesis

of the Black Working Class in the American South, 1B822(New York: Oxfad University Press, 1986), 188 ;

Joseph P. Reidfrom Slavery to Agrarian Capitalism in the Cotton Plantation South: Central Georgia; 1880

(Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1992), 13,-238; John C. Rodrigu&econstruction in #h Cane

JLHOGYVY )URP 60DYHU\ WR J)UHH /DERU L-Q83®Batow Rau@eDLlpVisianaldate S DULVKHYV
University Press, 2001)8.

8 Eric Foner,The Story of American FreeddiMew York: W.W. Norton, 1998), 10102, quote on 102; see also
SHFRQVWUXFWLRQ $PHULFD T V-187(NeWlYGrK: Hi&rpért& \RBVD) X088), RAR19; Leon F.

Litwack, Been in the Storm so Long: The Aftermath of Slafiéeyv York: Alfred A Knopf, 1979), 517.

? Joel WilliamsonA Race for Order: BlackVhiteRelations in the American South Since Emancipgfitew York:

2[IRUG 8QLYHUVLW\ 3UHVYV -RKQ 6SLOOHU Histdy REVRBBS5$PHULFDQV $
(Dec., 2009): 38.
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African Americanswantedland andpolitical equality,differenthistorianshaveemphasizedne
or theother,dependingpn whethertheyfocuson rural blacksor propertyholding,urbanblacks.
These differences in emphasis on what blacks edaitowever, indirectly reflect how they
wanted many things, which scholars have overlookedforts to identifya collective Africar
American identity Eschewing attempts to locate a collective slave identity allows historians to,
perAlex Lichtenstein$ suggestion SOLQN WKH SDUWLFXODU H[SHULHQFHV R
larger structural constraints that shaped the world in which they struggled to make freedom
PHDQLAJIXO °
The racial hierarchy was the largegall thesecongraints. InCivil War Mississippi,
slaves shared mutual desiréo escapevhite racial dominance. In this sense, race was a
3XQLI\LQJ LGHDO” IRU VODYHV WKH UHVXOW RI ZKDW OLFKDH
SFROOHFWLYH VHOI S HhasddBERAFRXQLY WKIH$ZIWULFRQ/ ODYHYV GHFE
disparate cultures of their African ethnic backgrounds and embraced an African American
identity. This transformation grew out of a process in which slaves, recognizing that whites
viewed blacks as chattel, pgded by constructing an identity based on their shared
membership in a group whose black skin made their interests diametrically opposed to the
interests of their whitskinned masters- Although slaves embraced a collective identity in
terms of their sared opposition to a racial hierarchy that equated blackness with servility, once
they escaped white mastery, they embraced multiple conceptions of freedom as a lived
experienceFor black Mississippians, loyalty layers served as both the means andshe end

their quest to achieve and live out free existences. Because slaveholders forced servile loyalty

W$OH[ ILFKWHQVWHLQ 3:DV WKH (P D ReA¢wS In\ArhieGcah ®IBtyrgs, Th& ChallerigdvV DU LD Q" °
of American History (Mar., 1998): 135.

 Michael A. GomezExchanging our Country Marks: The Transformation of African Identities in the Colonial and
Antebellum SoutfChapel Hill: University of North CarolinBress, 1998), 2190.
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onto blacks during slavery, the ability to openly hold other allegiances, to self, family,

community,and natiorheld a special significance for them,®@nunlike whites, their existence

as chattel in theory meant that they could hold no allegiances other than to their masters.
%ODFNVY PXOWLSOH DOOHJLDQFHV ZHUH IRUJHG LQ VOD®

secession and war to influence how they envisidreedom. Enslaved African Americans

GHYHORSHG GRPHVWLF DUUDQJHPHQWYV DQAnéita QHWZRUNYV

FXOWXUH” DQG :IRUPHG WKH VRmEezah dbrivuntMeRWhEiH YHORSLQJ ¢

SUHSDUHG VODYHV WR G H Dynetnovw<providdds@vdedtiH GRP = )DPL

companionship, and functioned as a survival mechanism through the forging of personal

attachments that bound individuals together, creating strong identities through shared loyalties.

Beyond the family, slave neighborhoodacompassing the terrain of enjoining plantations, gave

slaves the opportunity to develop inter personal relations at communal functions. The very

HILVWHQFH RI WKHVH PLFUR OR\DOWLHV WR VHOI IDPLO\ DQ

that as sevants, blacks were to be loyal to their masters alone. Family and neighborhood

networks created not one black identity, but multiple individual identities, forged through

LOQWHUSHUVRQDO UHODWLRQV DPRQJ LQGLYLGaMDEOUSdRSOH

the lines of communication and personal relationships formed in neighborhoods to discern the

ZDUfV DLPV DQG SURVSHFW FRQWHVW ZKEWH DXWKRULW)\ D
Recognizing why slaves in Civil War Mississippi sought to act on nhellgyalties

DOORZV KLVWRULDQV WR SHU :DOWHU -RKQVRQYV VXJIJHVWL

2 Herbert GutmarThe Black Family in Slavery and Freedom, 1:13@5(New York: Pantheon, 1976), 3, 8; John
BlassingameThe Slave Community: Plantation Life in the Antebellum SA®12, Repr., New York: Oxford
University Press, 1m), 149191; Anthony E. KayJoining Places: Slave Neighborhoods in the Old S¢Gttapel
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2007), 4, 179.
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DIJHQF\ DV 3WKH DQWLGRWH W R*™THist hoDtGdedythettaditivh &1 H[SORL
slave resistance, which historians have exhaustivaymiented? Johnson, however, cautions
DJDLQVW HTXDWLQJ HYHU\ DVSHFW RI VODYHVY OLYHV VXFK
slavery itself, because doing so reduces them to mere reflections of their servile condition.

Instead, he suggests thatWsRULDQV YLHZ VODYHVY LGHDV DQG DFWLRQV
VKDSHG E\ WKH PDWHULDO FRQGLWLRQV RI WKHL4Y HQVODYHF
productive of new, creative, vibrant, and sustaining forms of human being, commonality, and,
uWLPDWHO\ VROLGDULW\ =~ 7DNLQJ -RKQVRQTV VXJJHVWLRQV
IRUJLQJ RI PLFUR OR\DOWLHV LQ WKH DQWHEHOOXP SHULRG
authority during the Civil War. Black Mississippians resisted basetdeopremise that these

bonds would undergird lives in freedom, unfettered from the racial hierarchy that had previously

SKHGJHG LQ OLPLWHG DQG VKDSHG”™ WKHLU OLYHV DV VODY'

B.DOWHU -RKQVRQ 3$JHQF\ $ *KRVW 6WRU\ "~ LQ 5LFKPOBY)RWGHVWKR (ULF
The Problem of Freedom in the Age of Emancipatiaitimore: Johns Hopkins University Press, 2011), 28.

14 On slave resistance in the South, see Herbert Apth&kezrican Negro Slave Revo{t943, repr., New York:

International Publishers, 1993); G& W. Mullin, Flight and Rebellion: Slave Resistance in Eighteebemtury

Virginia (New York: Oxford University Press, 1974); Peter H. WdBldck Majority: Negroes in Colonial South

Carolina from 1670 Through the Stono Rebelljdlew York: W.W. Norton,1974); Eugene D. Genovesll,

Jordan, Roll: The World the Slaves Ma@ew York: Pantheon, 1974); Leslie Howard OweTtsis Species of

Property: Slave Life and Culture in the Old So(ittew York: Oxford University Press, 1976); Vincent Harding,

There isA River: The Black Struggle for Freedom in Ameiidaw York: Harcourt Brace & Company, 1981);

Deborah Gray White3UTQTW , D :RPDQ" )HPDOH 60D YNeW Yo®: W\ H@BeNDIOSH) D WLRQ 6R.
-DPHV 2DNHV 37KH 3ROLWLFDWL ¥ WEQdIHADrkERdi2 2RI pécialDAmericaiiissue

(Autumn, 1986):89107; Sylvia R. FreyWater from the Rock: Black Resistance in a Revolutionary(Pigeceton:

Princeton University Press, 1991); Michael Mullifrica in America: Slave Acculturaticend Resistance in the

American South and the British Caribbean, 1-4831(Urbana: University of lllinois Press, 1992); Phillip D.

Morgan,Slave Counterpoint: Black Culture in the Eightee@#ntury Chesapeake and Lowcour(@hapel Hill:

University of Nath Carolina Press, 1998); John Hope Franklin and Loren Schwenigesyway Slaves: Rebels on

the Plantation(New York: Oxford University Press, 1999); William A. LinRpots of Secession: Slavery and

Politics in Antebellum VirginigChapel Hill: Univerdy of North Carolina Press, 2003); Stephanie M.H. Camp

Closer to Freedom: Enslaved Women & Everyday Resistance in the Plantatio{@Gmayle! Hill: University of

North Carolina Press, 2004); Albert J. Raboteta@ DYH 5HOLJLRQ 7KH 3imghelAvtelieim Sath W LW X W L
(New York: Oxford University Press, 2004); Jason R. Yourityals of Resistance: African Atlantic Religion in

Kongo and the Lowcountry South in the Era of SlayBaton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2007);

Gabor S. Batt and Scott Hancock, edSlavery, Resistance, Freedghew York: Oxford University Press, 2007);

Peter Charles Hoffe€ry Liberty: The Great Stono River Slave Rebellion of {R&Sv York: Oxford University

Press, 2010); Larry Eugene RiveRebels andRunaways: Slave Resistance in Ninete€@ghtury Florida(Urbana:

University of lllinois Press, 2012).
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intrinsically constitute resistance, raththey facilitated it. These attachments sustained black
identities under slavery, and enabled blacks to envision the different ways they would experience
freedom during the war and its aftermath.

Understanding how multiple allegiances drove blackesest white authority during the
Civil War requires an awareness of how the meastere relationship facilitated such
DWWDFKPHQWY DPRQJ VODYHYV ZKLOH VLPXOWDQHRXVO\ UHL
Morris recommends studying this relationshipough the lens of articulation theory, in which a
dominant group with specific interests (slaveholders), tries to make another group (slaves) carry
out those interests. Througfe articulation process, separate interests indirectly converged,
resulting n benefits to masters and servants, but without overturning the dominance of the
master clasAlthough slaves gained mutual support and love from marriage, masters sanctioned
slave marriages on the basis that they mitigated temptations to abscond amdgatteteady
ZRUN DQG GLVFLSOLQH WKUR XJK penitinglaves BR&:p ieisotaD DY HK R
garden plots provided slaves with a measure of independence, but masters viewed garden plots
as a cosheutral way of supplementing slave diets. Masi V] VDQFWLRQLQJ RI VODYH
RZQHUVKLS JDYH VODYHV D PHDVXUH RI DXWRQRP\ EXW DOV
penchant for rebellion. Slaveholders allowed slaves to hire themselves out, providing servants
with a form of semfreedom via popertyownership and distance from their owners, but they
DOVR SRFNHWHG D SRUWZRQVR VOOFVHUNVEHUDLYQIGOVRPH EHQHI

DFWLRQV EXW WKLV UHVXOWHG IURP WhieksyOkbwiddKROGHUV Y I

®:DOWHU -RKQVRQJotihg of Sétial Fistory7, Special Issue (Autumn, 2003): 116.

®&@KULVWRSKHU ORUULYV TW&\Kdtld$: The MEXeBDW YRQGRODWLR QV Bduabdi FRQV L GH L
American History85 (Dec., 1998): 9885; Kay, Slave Neighborhood$2, 136; Blassingman&he Slave

Community 151:53; Loren SchweningeBlack Property Owners in the South, 17B815(Urbana: University of

lllinois Press, 1990), 32, 546, 36; Jonathan D. Martilivided Mastery: Slave Hiring in the American South

(Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 2007)},183; L. Diane Barneg\rtisan Workers in the Upper South:

Petersburg, Virgim, 18201865 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press, 2009), 4
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mastersEHQHILWWHG IURP VODYHVY UHVSRQVHV WR WKHLU JUDC
was because slaves actedheir LQWHUHVWY QRW EHFDXVH WKH\ DFTXLHVI
maintain dominance.

Articulation, then, necessarily fostered perdattchments within slave families and
FRPPXQLWLHV EXW EHFDXVH WKHVH OR\DOWLHYVY HPHUJHG LQ
the racial hierarchy, the articulation process within the mattee relationship often resulted in
conflict betweenKH WZR SDUWLHV %RWK DFKLHYHG D PHDVXUH RI F
wanted total control. Morris notes, however, that total control eluded both parties because the
SSHULRGLF FRQIOLFW EHWZHHQ LQGLYLGXD difdue WHUYV DQG \
masters, but the personal nature of such conflict prevented it from escalating into the kind of
organized uprisings that would have struck at the system of slavery itself, which bolstered
articulation!” In Mississippi, the Civil War changed thigatus quo by providing the means
through which slaves contested the racial hierarchy in numerous individual ways that taken
together, constituted a broader collective assault on the slave system. Faced with escaping the
ideology of forced servile loyaltthat underlay slavery,ales did notry to reverse the racial
hierarchy, rather, they tried to escape from it. They took advantage of the wartime circumstances
WR XQGHUPLQH WKH PDVWHU FODVVY DXWKRULW\ QG WKH F
QXUWXUHG DQG VKDSHG WKH PXOWLSOH FRQFHSWLRQV RI IU!
slaves, therefore, demonstratetidarity in their resistance to servile loyalty, but multiplicity in
their preferredways ofexperiencinghe freedonthat suclresistance brought

KHQ VHFHVVLRQ DQG WKHQ ZDU HUXSWHG LQ OLVVLVVLS
heightened. The state had seceded and joined the Confederacy to protect slavery from perceived

Northern threats, but white Mississippians undetbat slaves themselves posed an internal

YORUULV 37KH $UWLFXODWLRQ RI 7ZR :RUOGV ~
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threat to the institution and the racial hierarchy that bolstered it. Fears of slave insurrections, a
perennial concern of white Mississippians, spiked during the secessionoisfederate
authorities identied several planned rebellions, but none materialized on the scale whites
alleged. Cautioning scholars against accepting such claims at face value, Phillip Morgan notes
WKDW LQVXUUHFWLRQ SDQLFV 3SRLQW PRUH WRIipEHtYHUH VWU
black rebellions, thereby revealing as mughnot more zabout white perceptions as black
EHKDYLRU "~ :DOWHU -RKQVRQ QRWHV WKDW WKH 3LPDJHU\ RI
when discussin g RVVLEOH VODYH UHYROWRKRHWUHK YRHDPD M B OQKIH BEH Q VW
dominant party in the maststave relationship. Indeed, for white Mississippians, fears of slave
uprisings not only threatened physical danger, but also reversal of the racial hierarchy, wherein
slaves appropriated physi@ercion to dominate their mastéfs.

The most well known cases of alleged insurrection occurred in Adams County in 1861.
That summer, white vigilance committees arrested, tortured, and executed dozens of slaves in
Natchez and the nearby Second Crglektations for supposedly plotting to burn the city down,
murder white men, and ravage white women. In late September 1861, Adams County resident
/IRXLVD /RYHOO GHVFULEHG KRZ YLJLODQFH FRPPLWWHHY DQ!
alert arresting andonfining suspected individuatsmany around us have been found guilty and
KXQJ  /RYHOO HYHQ KDG VHQWLQHOV SRVWHG DURXQG KHU |

FRQFOXGHG QR RQH LV VDIH =~ %\ 2FWREHU QéhZduly. WKH SQ

18 Geoge M. FredricksonThe Black Image in the White Mind: The Debate on-Afmerican Character and

Destiny, 18171914(1971, Repr., Middletown, CT: Wesleyan University Press, 1987»35Franklin and

SchweningerRunaway Slaved 1- /IDXUHQFH 6 KdMiddissifpsHfe for Slavery: The Insurrectionary

3DQLF RI " LQ 2UYLOOH % XUW R Ql&3QGondiEt Brid Covis@nsSsDAMEbellulth SeLithéfn
Community Studie@Vestport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1982),96 +HUEHUW $SWoKBSIAM U 31RWHYV
&RQVSLUDFLHV LQ &R Q Ubunbl dfiNegid HistarROL(aN. L19&4): 739; Phillip D. Morgan,

3& RQV S LU D RWilsarmDAddHWary Quarterly Third Series, 59 (Jan., 2002): 166; Donald E. Reyndlesas

Terror: The Slave Insuraion Panic of 1860 and the Secession of the Lower $Batbn Rouge: Louisiana State

University Press, 2007);1 :DOWHU -RKQVRQ 37KH )XWXUH 6MeRCHditel PLmipledd OWHU -RK(
Internal Slave Trades in the Amerid@dew Haven: YaldJniversity Press, 2004);B.

237



'RRGYLOOH UHVLGHQW 6RSKLD +XQW +XJKHV WROG KHU VLVW
quite a formidable insurrection in Adams County, near Natchez, 40 miles from here, 27 have
EHHQ KXQJ«LW LV NHSW YHU\ VW IY®I® VQIRM WWRR 6 H. ¥ Q/ W K®IOS DS
the investigations resulted in confessions elicited through torture, combined with the already
OLPLWHG HYLGHQFH IRU WKHVH 3SORWYV = ZKLFK FDPH IURP Z
has led historians to deleatvhether the Adams County conspiracies were real, or products of
white delusions?

Even though insurrection panics likely reflected white fears as opposed to black actions,
they continued to erupt throughout the course of the Civil War in Mississipfantnary 1861,
Jackson resident H.N. Boyd informed her cotisat 3 Nére were 2 negroes to be hung here
Friday * RQH IRU NLOOLQJ KLV RYHUVHHU DiQé&smheket®Ribn VWHDOL
In early August of that year, with most of the whiten gone into the army, Ophelia Howe of
+DUULVRQ &RXQW\ IHDUHG DQ XSULVLQJ E\ XQJXDUGHG VODY
HVVHQWLDO DV D IRUHLJQ RQH "~ VKH ZURWH WR KHU VLVWHU
Harrison county and this parisimd | think for the safety of the country, their masters should by
DOO PHDQV VWD\ ZLWK WKHP =~ ,Q ODWH $SULO RI WKDW PRQYV
Rl S3WKH SRVVLELOLW\ RI DQ LQVXUUHFWLRQ RI WKk EODFN S
local whites. In June 1861, John Kirkland told his daughter that the slaves were working
SVPRRWKO\ " DQG WKDW KH KDG *QHYHU VHHQ QHJURHV PRUH

attributed this supposed harmony to local whites who treated slaves@Omil:DV FDQ EH GRQI

¥ Louisa T. Lovell to Joseph Lovell, September 29, 1&&difman Family Papers, 178478 folder 107, ser. 1.2,
00616,Southern Historical Collection, Wilson Library, University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill (hereafter cited as

SHC); Sophia Hughes Hunt to Jennie Hughes, October 15, 1861, Hughes Family Papeif 1y ffder 17,

02779, SHCFor differing interpretationsf the Adams County conspiracies, $&mthrop D. JordanTumult and

Silence at Second Creek: An Inquiry into a Civil War Slave Consp{Batpn Rouge: Louisiana State University

B3UHVYV DQG -XVWLQ %HKUHQG 35HE H 0Ohe MBkihy of DSMae DiéGecBoR@VSLUDWR
&LYLO :DU lauwid gftdduthern History7 (Feb., 2011): +B2.
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FRQVLVWHQW ZLWK WKHLU FRQGLWLRQV RI PDVWHU DQG VOD
XQGHUO\LQJ IHDU LQKHUHQW LQ VXFK D UHODWLRQVKLS E\ D
DUH RXW RU WLPHV hotzaffdid\to be b dErEfiM elvdéh XveG slaves
DSSHDUHG WR*EH 3VDWLVILHG ~

,Q -XO0\ *HQHUDO & + 'DKOJUHQ UHSRUWHG WKDW 3W|
HILVWHG LQ <DJ]RR DQG +ROPHV &RXQW\ 3UHODWLYH WR WKH
populatLRQV IHDU DQ LQVXUUHFWLRQ ~ 'DKOJUHQ ZDUQHG WKDW
people at home, otherwise the negroes will go to the Yankees, and perhaps do damage at
KRP%JI,'Q WKHVH FDVHV WKH 3GDPDJH™ WKDW V@braiHY PLIJKW G
bodily attacks against whites. Such attacks epitomized the direct reversal of thestasster
relationship, since maintaining the racial hierarchy rested on the threat of coercive violence
through the lash or other means. Violent resistance bgshas the ultimate form of servile
disloyalty.

7KH VWDWHYY DXWKRULWLHY DOVR PDGH LW FOHDU WKD\
racial hierarchy. In his November 3, 1863, address to the state legislature, Governor John Pettus
warned that the Uan army was using enlisting slavé&sV *WRROV RI RXU VXEMXJDWLI
described howdmarauding bands of these freed negfoesHUH *GHVRODWLQJ" OLVVLV\

QHLIJKERUKRRGV DQG PXUGHULQJ 2KMWWKX ¥l WIX|HEHWV YIRW WKKHDL

20N.H. Boyd to Edora Hobbs, January 13, 1861, Hobbs Family Pdp&tectual Underpinnings of the American

Civil War, Digital Collections, Mauascripts Division, Special Collections Department, Mississippi State University
Libraries, Mississippi State, Mississippi.

[http://digital.library.mstate.edu/collections/document.php? CISOROOT=/ASERL&CISOPTR=83&REC=5
(Accessed January 22, 2012. Hereafter citedraterpinnings of the American Civil WaOphelia Howe to Ellen

Howe, August 6, 1861, Chiliab Smith Howe Papers, 183499, folder 53, seriek6, 03092, SHC; D.D. Ranch to

John J. Pettus, April 30, 1861, John J. Pettus Correspondence, Roll 1812, Volume 36, Record Group 27, Mississippi
Department of Archives and History, Jackson, MS (Hereafter cited as MDAH); John Kirkland to Octavia Gtey, Jun
16, 1861, Wyche and Otey Family Papers, 18226, fol. 15, ser. 1.3, 01608, SHC.

2L C.J. Dahlgren to Absalom West, July 16, 1861, Absalom West Collection;1B8EB#MUMO00782, Box

1976.10, Archives and Special Collections, J.D. Williams Library, Unityeo$ Mississippi, Oxford, Mississippi,
(hereafter cited as UMASC).




reteUDWHG WKHVH WKHPHYV ODWHU WKDW PR@MW Is«iAcithgDUH LQ Y L
our slaves to insurrection KH V Y\eBimMért<of the latter have already been embodied and

armed to fight against their mastefkike Pettus, Clark describesfiaves as disloyal servants by
emphasimg that they wereincited to fight againgheir masters, not the Confederate state, even

as members of the Union army. He cautioned that Union victory would bt H LPPHGLDWH
emancipation of your slaves and thevation of the black race to a position of equality, aye, of
superiority, that will make them your masters and rulersWNKHUHE\ UHYHUVLQJ WKH VF
hierarchy and putting whites in the servile position. Both governors used the language of
submise RQ WR LQGLFDWH KRZ VODYH UHYROWYV WKUHDWHQHG C
status as the master cl&8s.

KLWHVY DELOLW\ WR PDLQWDLQ HIIHFWLYH SK\WVLFDO FR
XSKROGLQJ WKH YHQHHU RIirded i rdcialhierabcoy\vi Wiseisippilv X Q GH U J
'XULQJ WKH zDU WKH &RQIHGHUDF\TV QHHG WR ILOO LWV DU
women, open to what they thought were vengeful slaves who would refuse to work or, worse,
attack their owner$’ In September 1862, an amendment to the original April 1862, Conscription

Act raised the draft age from thirfive to forty-five, drawing even more white men into the

22 John J. Pettus Address to Mississippi State Legislature, November 38868l of the House of

Representatives of the State of Mississippi, December Secession of 1862, and Negeeds&@n of 1863

(Jackson: Cooper and Kimble Steam Printers and Binders, 1864), 93. Electronic Edittomenting the American
South.Southern Historical Collection. University Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 1999.
[http://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/msdec62/msdec62 [mtessed April 26, 2012. Hereafter citedbacumenting the

American South Charles Clark Inaugural Address, November 16, 18631898 Ibid.

= ([SHFWDWLRQV RI VODYH OR\DOW\ ZHUH FHQWUDO WR ZKLWH SODQWDWL
Nancy Bercaw(Gendered Freedoms: Race, Rights, and the Politics of Household in the Delta] 8851

(Gainesville: University Press of Flodd2003), 5174, and Drew Gilpin Fausiothers of Invention: Women of the

Slaveholding South in the American Civil W&hapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1996); 38
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