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INTRODUCTION

When you study the life of a man, it is necessary also
to know the times in which he lived. The events that are
taking place influence the life of the man. Tharéfore I
think 1t is gdod to know a little of the history of Virginla
during the time of John E, lassey. For the century in
which he lived the great Civil Var took place which influ-
enced the lives of the people of the nation and which es-
pecially affected Virginians because part of the war was
fought on the soll of Virginla.
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CHAPTER 1
HIS EARLY LIFE

John E, Kassey was born on April 2, 1819, His ancestors
were from England, snd his father was the clerk of the Mile
Road Baptist Church. John Massey was the youngest of seven
children. The school which he attended was made of unhewn}
logs with spaces between filled with split saplingé and mud.
A writing desk was constructed at one end of the house by
fastening two planks in a slanting position on # frame about
four feet high, A log was left out of the wall a little
above the desk in order to give light and ventilation. The
benches of this school were made of split logs sawed on the
top with legs driven into holes which were bored at the bot~
tom, These benches were so high that the feet of the smaller
scholafa could not reach the floor which was in many cases
the bare earth.l

The books used in these schools were inadequste and

there were very few of them. They used the New York Speller,

l, Massey, John E., Autoblography of John E. Massey,
ed. Elizabeth H. Hencock, (New Yoj—rk-l, 2"3190'2'9‘)', pp. 9-16,



. Pike's Arithmetic, and Murray's Grammer.. Usually the pupils

read from the New Testameht. One boy had the book cealled

Robinson Crusoe which he read and another boy had a copy of

Pllgrim's Progress which hs could reado?

In 1836 John E. Massey attended the Virginia Baptist
Seminary which is now Richmpnd College. It 1s said that he
walked a great distance to get there and carried his belong-
1ngs_1n a pillow case, In 1839 he attended Dr. Gillespie's
school in Louisa County. In 1841 he re-entered Richmond
College. At eighteen he jolned a large volunteer military ‘
company . .Soon after he joined the company, the captain |
- resigned and he was elected captaln.3

Next John E.’Massey studied law under the instruction
of Starke W, Morris of Louisa Court House. He worked during
the day and studied at night. His work during the day con-

- sisted 1n_mak1ng spinning-wheels and chairs in his father's
shop. He sold these articles and paid for his books and in-
strﬁctlon. He was licensed to practice law in 1843 by Judges
Richard H. Flelds, John B. Clopton and Peter N. Nichols,
After he had received his license to practice law, he went
to Loudoun County.4%

He substituted for his brother in preaching one time.

2. Ibid, p. 16 .
3. Ibid, pp. 17-18.
4, Ibid, P 19.



It was then he decided thét'he would give up the profession
of a lawyer and would become a preacher. On November 22,
1844, John E, Massey was licensed to preach. On August'the
thirtleth in 1847 he married YMargaret Ann Kable. They 1ived
in Harrisonburg for seven years., In 1854 he accepted calls
at Mt. EQ church in Albemarle and Hebron and Adiel churches
in ﬁelson County. In 1862 iir. Massey's haalth failed and he
had to discontinue preaching. He bought Ash Lawn, a farm in
 Albemarle County, that had been the home of President

Monroe.§

5. Ibld, pp.20-26.



CHAPTER II
VIRGINIA FROM THE REVOLUTIONARY WAR UNTIL 1874

To understand the position that Virginia was in after
the Civil War, 1t 1s necessary to know of her policles be-
fore the war, From the Revolutionary War until the Civil
War there were four main stages in the furtherance of the
system of "Public Viorks" of Virginia. This system was in-
augurated in 1784 when the state became a minority stock-
holder in corporations created for the improvement of the
James and Potomac Rivers. These companies were converted
.'1nto one fund pledged for fifty years to the sole purpose
of improving traffic and communication. This was managed
by a special "Board of Public Works", %

"In 1838 the leglslature directed the board to obtaln
money by selling state bonds. This was an important step
88 it meant the state was entering, on credit, a business
that was necessarily speculative. Here practically began

.the state debt, Twelve years later the fully developed

6. Pearson, Charles C., The Readjuster HMovement in
Virginia, (New Haven, 1917), pp. 1-Z.




policy was embodied in an act, still in force when the Civil
War began, under which the board might borrow !'from time to
time, on the ocredit of the State of Virginia, such sums of
money as may be needed to redeem the engagements of the state!,
which, of course, included not only new investments but also
unearned interest."’
?here'was one purpose indlicated by the act of 1816. The
pollcy was to knlt together and develop fully the Commonwealth
. of Virginia as an economic unit., This unity was demanded by
the state's geographic divisions, the rivalry of outside
markets and the untouched wealth of the trans-Alleghany re-
gion., It was thought that railroads, canals and turnplkes
were the bost instrumentalities. Therefore the state borrow-
ed and spent for these. Some busihesses and political parties
tried to shape the entire system, but none of them seriously
'opposed it as s whole., In 1861 when the policy:was ended
 abruptly, it had pre-empted the natural lines of commerce.
For instead of building and owning outright, the state en-
deavored to entlice the capltal into transportation ventures
by chartering stock companies =snd becoming a partner in them.
For the thirty-five mlillions invested down to 1861, the state
secured, besides smaller investments, a canal from Richmond
to the Valley and a rallroad system which cost nearly seventy

millions and was nesrly one~half as long in miles as that of

7. Ibid, p. 2



all New England. On the whole, fiscal conditions and pros-
pects in 1860 appeared to be satisfactory,s

During the Civil‘War one~third of Virginia was taken and
made Into Vest Virginla. The rest of Virginia was made intd
militéryvblstrlct Number One. It was governed by the Federal
Governﬁent for five years.? The state's system of public
works was in utter ruin. The canal from Richmond to the Val-
ley whlch had been one of Virginia's main investments was now
Just a gash. 'Tha railroéd had to be rebuilt and the state
bdebt was thirty-eight millions, The farms had deteriorated
because of the fighting that had taken pléce in Virginia dur-
'ing the wgr; Also thé people of Virginia now had no slaves,1?

. The leglslature was elected in 1866 and was treated by

‘the militarj commander as'merely provisiohal.' He allowed 1t
to remain in sessionylong enough to increase the anti-Bellum
" debt of Virginla about eight million dollaré by capitalizing
the war 1ntereét on 1t.ll The legilslature assuﬁed full‘re-
sponsibility for the entire anti~bellum principal. The legis-
‘lature also authorized the funding of the entire war-time
interest into bonds bearing the same rate of lnterest on the
" whole, This was to begin the following year. Chief among

the reasons for this policy was a scrupuloﬁs regard for the

8. 1bid, pp. 2-5.

9. Massey, op. cit., p. 40

10. Pearson, op. cit., pp. 7-8,
11, liassey, op._cit., p. 40.



state's unblemished fiscal record.l2

Af ter the législature
had met, the government wouid nbt aliow it to mee£ again for
the next five years of military rﬁle. .Virginia wgs now in
the position of being neither in nor out of the union.13

In 1867-€9 there was a conventioun held to frame a con-
stitution f&r the part of Virginia that remalned after the
admission in 1862 of Vest Virginia into the Federal Union.,
This conventlion was composed mainly of carpetbaggers, negroes,
and scélawags. The constitution was believed to have been
composed by General B, F. Butler known as "Beast Butler"., If
the constitution adopted by the "Uriderwood Convention" RQad
been sdopted as a whole by the people of Virginia, 1t would
have deprivéd préctically every respectable white man in
Virginlia of the right of suffrage. President Grant permitted
~the defranchising act to be voted on separately. Fortunately
this clause was defeated, but 84,404 scalawags and negroes
voted for it. By voting for 1t, they voted to defranchise
“nearly‘the entire virtuous, intelligent, =md property-
holding citizenship of Virginighl4

Hany people voted for the constitution although it was
not good, so that a éretext for continulng military rule
would not be caused by this rejection of the constitution.

c12. Pearson, op. cit., p. 10
13, Massey, op. cit., p. 40
14, 1Ibid, p. 41



The Fourteenth Amendment of the Federal constitution made many
Virginians ineligible to office. It says: "No person shall
be Senator, or Representative in Congress or elector of Presi-
dent and Vice-President or hold any office, civil or military,
under the United States or under any state who, previously
having taken an oath as a member of Congress, or as a member
of any State leglslature, or as an executive, or judicisl
officer of any State, to support the Constitution of the
United States shall have engaged in insurrection or rebellion
agalnst the same, or glven ald or comfort to the enemies
thereof ,"15

There were very few in Virginia who had not taken part
in the so-called "insurrection" or "rebellion". If the Vir-
‘ginlian had not actually fought and taken part in the war on
‘the side of the South, he had given aid to the South. So
this smendment made practlically every person of Virginia in-
eligible for public offices. 2s I have seid before, Virglnia
was neither in nor out of the Union after the war. About
1870, Virginla returned to the Union.

'Pfior to the war the politlical parties in Virginia were
known as the Whigs and Lemocrats. These two parties differ-
ed mainly in meens to an end to be gainéd rather than the
end 1tself.16 John E, Hassey's father was an "old~1line
“hig". John Massey accepted hls father's sentiﬁants and

15. Mo Pe 42
16. Ibid, p. 42



campalgned for Henry Clay. VWhen he visited his brother in
Bell;nghhm, Massachusetts, he traveled through the llddle and
New.Englah@ states. Ir. Massey found out that the Democrats
were the friends of the South.!” After the war the two
partiles, the Whigs and the Democrats, jolned as the "Conserva=
tive Party of Virginia"., This party was against the negroes,
the scalswags and the carpetbaggers.18 ' |

In 1861, Virginia's debt was {31,187,999.32. People
ownlng bonds sold them for as little as eleven dollars a
hundred.1® In Jenuary 1870, at the first legislature of re-
constructed Virginla, twenty-seven negroes had seats., The
State debt was @45,000,600 ﬁhich is 436 for each person or
$62 for each white person.go

In the first election under the new constitution, Gil-
bert C. Walker, an adventurer from New York, was elected
governor and John F. Lewls, s Republican, was elected lieu-
tenant~governor. The leglslature was nearly equally divided
between Conservatlves and the combination of thelr opponents
who had a small majority.21

Governor Walker urged a "restoration of credit" policy.

He wanted the entire debt of forty-five mlllions to be

17. Ibid, p. 27
18, 1Ibid, p. 42.
19. 1ibid, p. 44.
20, Pearson, op. clt., P. 24.

21, Massey, op, cit., p. 42.
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funded into uniform coupons bearing the same rate of interest
as.the o0ld. They should complete the exéhange of the state's
interest in public works for state bonds. Also sall property
shouldbbe taxed at 1ts true value, and they should reach out
for other sources of'revenue possible under the new constitu-
tlon. In this way, the honor of the state would be reatored.
To this, the legislature responded readily.22

| Governor Vislker and his brother  bought the bonds at the
low price before he made hlsvspeech,on‘the restoration of
credit. This speech was made on Wall Street two weeks before
it was presented to theAlegislature. Governor Walker also
étated the taxable values of Virginié were 725,115,589, This
was $138,016,266.,23 more than before the wgr. The result of
the spesech was the Funding 811l of 1871. This scheme provided
for calling in the bonds that had been issued byvthe old State
of Virginia (ante~bellum Virginia) and giving in exchange for
them, new bonds far two~thirds of thelr amounts, and certifi-
cates of indebtedness for the remalning third. These new
bonds were to be both "reglistered snd coupén", and the holders
of either were to have the right to exchange them for the other
at pleasure. Each class was to besr six per cent per annum
payable semi-ammually on the first of January and on the first
of July. They were to run thirty-four years. Coupon bonds

were to have sixty-eight coupons attached to them and be

22, Pearson, op. clbt., pp. 26-27.
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recelvable for all taxe#, debts and dues, due the State at
and after their maturity, and this was to be expressed upon
their face. The.name of the State treasurer should be
lithographed on them. The bonds were to be one hundred
dollars and multiples. When they were 1ssued, they were to
be sligned by the State treasurer and countersigned by the
Second Auditor,.<d

This scheme when it was first voted on was defeated by
a declded majority. Governor Valker was angry about this, but
he gave an entertainment at the Executive Mansion. This was
attended oy ali the scalawags, carpetbaggers and negroes,
Later the blll was passed by a small majority.24

"Among the railroad acts of the leglslature of 1865-67
was one permitting General William Mahone and others to merge;
under careful restrictions, the managements of three lines
from Norfolk to Bristol end to bulld extensions with a view
to connécting eventually the seaboard with the lMississippi
and the Ohio. This was the Atlentic, Mississippl and Ohio
Rallroad. Thlis plan met oppqsition from those who opposed
consolidation on the theoretical grounds and those with con-
fliciting business interests, lighone at first received the
cooperation of Governor VWalker in forcing through the legls-
lature, with the ald of the Republican vote, an act granting

the Atlantic, Mississippi and Ohio valuable privileges and

23. Massey, 22. cit., PP 45~46,
24, Ibid, p. 46.
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completely crushing the opposition within the consolidating
roads., Others, spparently with Mahone's asslstance received
similar charters. But these acts were soon seen to be only'

a part of tha'goVérnoé's 'free railroed! policy."25

‘Mr..?earson in his book, The Readjuster Movement in
'Virginia,“Sayéi'"Thé leglslature . . . endeavored to give
effect to ﬁhe democratic ideas embodlied in the new constitu-.
tion. - At the same time, influenéed by city capitslistic:
interests and with the expectation of réstoring pub;ic,‘and
thereby private, credlt, it adopted a 'free railroad! policy
and enacted the !'Funding Act!'. Under the former, the control
as well as owneréhip of the rallroad passed, or would pass,
almost entirely into pfivate hands., Under the Funding Act,
the anﬁualvdebt‘intereSt, collectable through tax-receivable
coupons, almost equallod the entire revenue of the staté.‘
Aécompanying results were a bitter railroad war in the
1egislature and the cry that the interests of the people had
been sold out."2S

In 1874 Governor Walker's term ended, and he fgturned
to NewVYbrk. General James L, Kemper was elected governor.
Hassey in his book said that he ably and falthfully filled
the office., He was thoroughly honest and was a "high-toned
gentleman, well qualified for the high office he held, and

he was conscientious in discherging duties.“27 When Kemper

25, Pearson, op. cit., pp. 27-28.
26, Ibid, pp. 33-54.
27. Massey, op. cit., D. 52



13

was elected governor of Virginia, the Republican party began
to pay in full for the indignities which it had attempted to
heap upon the ex~confederates.28
By 1875 two attempts had been made by the conservatives
to undo the Funding Act. These attempts falled. The Read-
Juster party was now formed. The Readjusters objected to
recognizing the whole debt of the state as valid, and they

insisted that it had been "readjusted".29

28, Pearson, op. cit., p. 49.
29. 1Ibid, p. 63.
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CHAPTER IIIX
MASSEY'S .COUPON BILL

In 1874~1875, John E. Massey prepared a bill entitled
"An Act to Protect the State from Counterfeit and Surrepti-
tiously Obtained Coupons™, This blll was called "Parson
¥assey's Coupon Bill". It was stated in Section l‘of the
bill: "Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Virginia
that 1t shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Common-
wealth, whenever coupon bonds that have been 1ssued by the
State of Virginla are presented to him for the purpose, to
wrilte upon all matured coupons attached thereto, but upon
none others the word 'Genuine', snd to affix his name and
the date of the sald endorsement thereon, Section 2: That
all holders of coupon bonds that may have been 1ssued by
the State of Virginia may, at their pleasure, have the
matured coupons attached thereto endorsed as provided in
section first of this act. Sectlon 3: That no paper pur-
portiﬁg to be a coupon that has not on it the endorsement
provided for in this act shsll be received in payment of

any taxes, debts, dues, or demands due the Commonwesl th,



Sectién 4: This act shall be in force from 1its passage."30

The Funder newspapers of the State opened up against
‘Eassey. They charged that he *was a de@agogue and repudla-
tionist. They also claimed that the bill was a scheme o
defraud creditors. The blll was final ly defeated. A eartoon
about the death of the bill and the funeral was drawn. The
Southern Intelligencer said this about the bill end lMr. liassey:

"But the Intelligencer man, not yet satisfied with his obser-

vations sround this mournful bury-ground of the Readjusters
sought their great high priest in the Senéte =~ one of the
wisest counsellors and boldest warriors they have, the fight-
ing chaplain of their army, the renowned Parson Massey from
the classic hills of Albemarle, smd right.gléd we were we
found him! He 1s, or should be, a great favorite with his
flock, His ambassadorlal character, his position both of
legate from the skies and mlinister on earth, hig vast fund

of ecclesiasticél, Biblical, political, legal, md constitu=-
tional lore makes‘him invaluable to his people, whether for
spiritual comfort or the rougher and bloodier action of the
ttented fileld! . . . 1if any mishap hed befallen him we could
" see no trace of it in his beaming face ., . . To us he pre=-
sented a very pleasing aspect; we found him wondrously civil
and clever, ready to impart sny information at his command,

and fully resolved to continue the fight for readjustmeht

30. Massey, op. cit., p. 54.
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after his own notions to the bltter end.>r*

"Scanning him we sald: 'If this man be Aesd, he is the
liveliest looking corpse we ever saw' ,.. Yes, Colonel ¥assey
stili lives., :The Readjusters are not dead, and the hottest
campalgn within the knowledge 6f the oldest inhabitant may be
looked for in the election of next fall,"92

The bill was to guard against counterfeit and stolen
coupons, Hr, lassey intfoduced the bill for that phrpose.
Officials said that it was a reflection upon them. In less
than three months from the defeat of the bill, one of the

clerks was in the penitentiary.ss'

31l. Ibid, p. 57.
32, 1Ibld, p. 58.
33. Ibid' p. 58.
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CHAPTER IV
JOHN E. MASSEY ON THE FUNDING ACT

In 1875, John E, Massey published a pamphlet in which he
spoke of the debt of Virginia. He was against the Funding
| Act, but in his pamphlet he gives both his views ahd quota~
tions from advocates of the Funding Bill, Therefore I am in-
dluding the pamphlet in 1its entirety. It reflects the views
that John E, Massey had and also shows the political'attitudes
of his times.

Pamphlet Published by John E. liassey in 18'7554

"Fellow-citizens: I have been requested by many per-
sons, for whose wish and opinion I have great respect, to
publish, in a form suitable for general circulation, several
‘articles I wrote under the above caption (Debts and Taxes)
foﬁ one of our county papers.,

"There 18 no subject in which Virginians feel deeper in-
terest, or to which the& are giving more attention, than that
which pertains to the obligation and the resources of Virginia.

Desire for information upon this subject is almost universal,

34, 1Ibid, pp. 59-97.
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No political speaker complies with the wishes and fulfills
the expectation of his hearers without saying sométhing upon
1t, The political presa, 1t is true, strives most earnestly
to silence and to quiet this spirit of inquiry, but, like
Banquo's ghost, '1t will not down at their bidding' Yet,
strange as it may seem, though the political papers, wlth but
- few exceptions, earnestly oppose investigation and discusslon
| - of thé‘subject, they rarely fail to publish all that can be
A‘said on one slde of 1t.

"The deep end general interest felt upon this subject
is not surprising. It is & subject of real md practical
importance, in which all are interestgd. It should, there=
fore, be fullﬁ, yet fairly and calmly discussed. It should
be conéidered and dealt with as practlcal buslness men con=
sider and deal with their private and individual interests.

"The Debt of Virginia of 1861
was, according to official report, $31,187,999,32, It is
claimed that the payment of thiS'debt, with 1ts sccumulated
interest, devolves uﬁon the present State of Virginla. -
"Is This Claim Valid?

"From and after the l?th of April, 1861, the Federal
Government nelither treated nor regarded Virginia as a State.
Section 3 of Article 4 of the Constitution of the United
States sayss 'No new state shall be formed or erected with-

in the jurisdiction of any other State'. Yet, on the 3lst of

December, 1862, the Federal Government provided for the ad-
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mission‘of1West Virginia into the Union as a new State, en-
tirely separate from, and‘independént of, the Jurisdiction
of Virginia. This woﬁld.have‘been a palpable violation of
the Section I have quoted if the Federal Governmeht‘regard-
ed Virginia as‘a State. _ |

"Oon the 9th of April, 1865, the Confederate forces un-
der‘éeneral Lee surrendered to the forces of the Federal
Government. . From that time until January 26, 1870, all that
remained of the old State, after the formation of Vest Vir-
ginia, was held and treated as a conquered province. it was
censtituted'into.!nilitary District No. 1!, snd held and
governed as such until the time last stqted. Vhatever of
civil goﬁernment there ﬁas during this period was merely pro=-
vimional. Governors Plerpont end Wells were military
,apboiﬁtees and held thelr appolntments and performed the
function of their offlce under the control'of, md subject
| to the dictation of, military commanders. It was expressly
declared that 'any civil government which may exlst therein
shall be deemed provisional only, snd in all respects subject
to the paramount e thority of the Unlted States at any time
to aboiish, modify, contrive, or supercede the same.'

"When 1t plemsed the Federal Government to permit '¥ili-
tary District No. 1' to become a State, 1t not only prescribed
the plan of procedure by which 1t was to be dbne, but dic- .

' tated the main features of the Conétitution to be framed,
and prescribed the conditions upon which the newly formed
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Staté‘yould.be admitted into the Union. Among other condl=-
tions 1mpqsed,iwe_were required to emencipate all our slaves,
which constituted more than one-half of our svallable prop—-
erty; and to 'repudlate! the whole of the Confederate debt,
and ell the debt of Virginia that was contracted after the
17th of April, 1861, This carried with it not only her en-
tire currency, but all her !'Treasury notes', all the stocks
her'citizens held in her banks, smd every evidence of in-
debtedness issued after the time above stated. Many of Vir-
ginia's_best citizens - those that consecréted their all to
the preservation of her rights and the meintenance of her
honor}-}had 1nvaéted‘nearly everythlng they_éossessod in
these securities, and were not only impoverished, but totglly
ruined by this arbitrary exerclse of power..'.

 "Yhen Virginia was admitted into the Union on the 26th
of January, 1870, she entered 1t as an entifely new State,
She was nét the same In her terrltorial limits, her citizen-
.ship, nor her arganic law as the Virginia_ﬁf 1861. Under -
tﬁesa circumstsnces I cannot believe she was under any legal
or moraliobligationvto pay the debt of the old State, or
ought to have assumed 1t. _

"The Federal Government, having destroyed the old State,
divided her territory, and compelled her former cltizens to
give more than one-half of thelr proﬁerty, without aeny com=
pensation therefor, and to repudiataQevery obligation she

assumed after April 17, 1861, ought to lsve assumed and pald



her debt. This opinion 1s sustained bj the'highest Judielal
authority. Governor Kemper said, in‘a'mGSSAge addressed to
the Virginia Législafure,’March 27, 1874: 'In view of well
| settled principles of public law, it iIs interposing between
us and our creditors, and dividing and destroying the origi-
nal entlty of the Commonwealth, becaﬁe liablé for at least
so much of her debt as is due to non-resident creditors!?,

"This c¢laim is not based upon the simple fact that Vir-‘
.‘ ginla fwas' conquered by the Federal Government, br that her
territorj was divided, or that her organic law has‘beeh
changed. 5

"It 1s based upon the facts that the Federal Govern=-
ment completely destroyed the entity or being of the State;
'so_thaﬁ thére was no State against whidh the creditors counld
proceed, or from which they could collect their debt, - that
the Federal Government not only destrpyed the State, but the
f:ropétty of her citizens upon the falth of which the debt
had been contracted, and without which it could not be paid.
In other words, the Federal Government having gone between
the State and 1its creditors, and having destroyed both the
State'and 1ts essets, or means of paying its debt, thereby
beceme responsible to its ereditors. |

"I do not refer to the expenses of the war, or the lpsSe
resulting legitimately from 1t, but to the total destruction
on more than one-half of our prom rty after the war (without
any justifiable reason), and the consaquent diminution of the

residue, In consideration of these facts Virginia ought to
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have been ﬁssumed by the Federal Government, 7

| "The claim that the Virginia of to~day is bound to pay
the debt of Virginias of 1861 is based upon the assumption that
the debt followed the soll, and 1s a valld obligation upon
1ts occupants, If it had followed the citizens or the per-
sonal property of the old State, or both of these combined,
it coﬁld find but a srall remnant of them in existence.
Almost the entire personsl property of the State has been
'changed to a corresponding degree.

"Her lands are almost the only thing thst remains. How
far the public debts of one generation bind the lends or
other property of the succeeding generation, under any circum-
stances, 1s a question worthy of serious consideration.

"Without attempting its discussion, I will give a few
brief extracts from the writings of one whose wisdom, states~-
manship, and patriotism are unlversally acknowledged, and
whose op1nion upon any question of State.policy i1s entitled
to the greatest respect.

"In a letter written by lr. Jefferson to Mr. Madison,
‘which may be found on the 27th to the 32nd page of the third
volume of "The Writings of Thomas Jefferson”, he says:

"i1The question whether one generation of men has a
" right to bind another seems never to have been stated elither
on this side or our side of the water, yet it is a question
of sﬁch consequence as not only to merit decislon, but place,

alsc, smong the fundamental principles of every government.



23

The course of reflection in which we are 1mmefsed here
(Paris) on the elementary principles of soclety, has pre-
‘sented this question to my mind; and that no.such obliga~
tion can be transmitted I think very cespable of proof.

"t ., . . I suppose that the received opinion, that the
public debts of one generation devolve on the next, has been
suggested by our seeing habltually in private life, that he
who éuceeds to lands 1s required to pay the debts of his
predecessor; without considering that this requisition 1is
municipal only, not moral, flowing from the will of the
society, which has found it convenient to appropriate the
lands of a descendant on conditlon of a payment of his debt;
but that between soclety and society, or generation and
generation, there 1s no municlpal obligation, no umpiée but
the law of nature « « « |

"1The earth belongs slways to the living generation,

%t7he conclusion, then, is that neither the represen~
tatives of a nation, nor the whole nation itself assembled,
can validly engage debts beyond what they may pay‘in thelr
own time.

wy _ . , At first blush it may be laughed at as the dream
of a theorist, but examination will prove it to be solid and
salutary.! |

"The cleim that the public debt of the old State fol-
1owed the soil, =nd is a valid charge upon 1ts occupants,

under sll the circumstances detalled, cannot be sustalned
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upon any right principles.
| ‘"But upon the assumption that such was the case, but
_what.would be equltable settlement of it - First between
Virginla and West Virginia; and, secondly, between the
States and the bondholders?® ' |

~"If the debt followed the soll, when the soil was di-
vided the debt ought to have been divided in the same pro-
portions that the soil was, This 1s too self-evidently
correct to need any arguments to enforce it. Hence, as~
suming that fhe new State of Virginlia contains two-thirds
of the territory of the old State, it devolvés upon her to
settle two-thirds of the debt. No principle of equity re-
quires. her to assume settlement of a greater proportion of
thé debt than she holds of the territory.

"official report, as already stated, showed the debt
of Virginia of 1861 to 431,187,999.32, July 1, 1871, it:waa
$46,914,208,25, This increase of ¥15,726,208.93 was inter-
est that accrued from Jamuary 1, 1861 to July 1, 1871, which,
by an sct passed in 1866, and the act of March 30, 1871,
‘commonly known as the 'Funding Bill', was converted into
principal.. Of this sum $1,973,074.08 was interest upon in-
terest,

" "phe advocates of the 'Funding Bill! claim that by the
passage of that bill Virginia was relieved of one-third of

her dabt -
"Hon. J. M. Hudgin, of Caroline, one of the original
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supporters of that measure, sald in a speech delivered in the
House of Delegates of Virginia on February 9, 1875, and for
which he was warmly congratulated by its friends:

11t does seem to me harsh and unreasonable in those who
denounce the Funding Bill and cleim superior wisdom and ex-
periencé in public matters, and who are in fact most respon-
sible for this debt, to ask or expect the sbandonment of a
contract that has virtuslly lifted 15,000,000 of debt from
- the shoulders of the tax—paying people of this State. I
>1nvlte the anti-funders to deny this statement.! |

.“Eha Richmond Enquirer, one of the most zealous advo-
cates of the Funding Bill, said in 1ts leasing editorial of
February 7, 1872:3 . J

"1py this bill each creditor 1s required to surrender
his bonds or certificates of debt to ﬁe cancelled, md in
place thereof 1s to recelve a new bond bearing six per cent,
or two-thirds of his debt. For the other third the State 1s
responsible only for so much as she may recelve ffom West
Virginia.

"+ . , . The consideration on the @art of the creditor
is. the release of one-third of hIS;debt.' For this considera-
tion, the State contracts to pay him two-thirds of his origi-
nal debt, with six per cent. interest (that being the origi-
nal inﬁerest) on the entire two-thirds.'

"The Charlottesville Chronicle, another zealous -adve-

cate of the Funding Bill, relterates.the same sentiments.



In its issue of June 25, 1875, speaking of the one4th1rd for
which certlficates of indebtedness have been*éiven, it sald:
- "'It means that the State, in its distinctly stated
position of trustee, contemplated nothing more than the pay-
ment of such sum as she might obtain from West Virginia on a
settlement and the credltors so understood the'afrangement.

The adjuétment was deemed a practicai settlement of the
question so far as Virginla 1s concerned, snd nobodj (we ven-
fure to say not even Mr, ¥asaey) believes for a momont that
the creditors will ever attermpt to hold Virginia responsible
for it further than West Virglnia may agrée to pay. Hobody
recognizes 1t as a part of our debt, or expects it to give
any further trouble.! | | |
' "muis claim (that the Funding Bill reduced the debt of
Virginia) is generally, if not universally, urged by its
supporters asnd advocates, Thus the politlétal press has
taught, and thus the people have been made to believe.

"How Far Do Facts Sustain This Claim?

NThe debt of Virginia, as before stated, in January,
1861, was $31,187,999.32. No one denies that the whole
State, as it then existed, was bound for this debt with 1ts
acceruing interesﬁ. One-third of the territory of Virginis,
with,its\taxable property, was taken from her. MNow suppose
1t to be true (I am sorry it is not) that the remaining two-
thirds of thé State were fully relessed by the Funding Eill
from every obligation to pay any part of the third for which

26
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cariificates of indebtedness are glven, how would that reduce
 the debt?

"If the whole of the State were bound for the whole of
the debt, how does dividing the State and the debt in equal
proportions reduce the amount that either part has to pay?

If three rows of corn are to be hoed by three men, I suppose
each man will be expected to hoe one row. Now, who would at-
tempt to convince two of these men that their lsbor would be
reduced by discharging one man and sbandoning one row? I
fear that in the case we are now consldering we shsall find
that while one-third of the laborers have been discharged
that amount of labor has been 1n6reased = that while the
whole debt has been increased fully fifty per cent.

"The decision of the Court of Appeals, in the case of
Higginbotham against the Commonwealth, settles the principle
- that if Virginia, as she now exlsts, islbbund for sny part
of the debt of Virginia as she existed 1n 1861, she 1s bound
for the whole of it. |

"But, as before stated; the advocates of the Funding Bill
" olalm that the passage of the bill by the leglslature of Vir-:
ginia'and the acceptance of its terﬁs by bondholders reduced
the debt of Virginla by releasing her from one-third of her
indebtedﬁess. Two things are necessary to the establishment
of this claim. It‘must»first be shown that Virginia of 1871
was béund for tha‘whole debt of Virginia of 1861,

%She surely could not be released from anything for
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which she was not bound, It must be shown, secondly, that the
Funding Bill released the State of Virginia from one-third of
the debt thét they contend she was bound for before its passage.
Can either of these propositions be sustained?

"I think it has been shown that Virgihia cannot be
equitably charged with more then two-thirds of . the debt of
the old State, even upon the assumption that this debt fol-
lowed;the.soil and becsme a valid charge upon its occupants.

"Does the Funding Bill release Virginia from all ob~
ligations for one-third of the debt of the old State, except
so much as she may recelve from West Virginila? |

"If it were the purpose of the framers of fhat bill to
make a contfact with the holders of Virginis bonds by which
-thé present State of Vlirginla would be released from the pay-
ment of one=third of the amount of their bmnds, in considefa-
tion of her diemembgrment, and of the advantages they would
secure by the exchange of their old snte-bellum.bonds for
new ones with tax-receivable coupons, they ought to hav§ done
80 in language so plain and unambiguous that none could mis-
understand its meaning.

| "Did They Do This?

"The third section of the Funding Bill reads: 'Upon the
surrender of‘tﬁe 0ld end the accepténce of the new bbnda for
two-thirds the amount due as provided in the last précéding
section, there‘shallAbe issued to the owner or owners, for

the other one-third of the amount dus upon the old bonds,
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stock, or certificate of indebtedness so surrendered, a certl-
ficate bearing the same date as the new bond, setting forth
the amount of the bond which 1s not funded as provided in the
last preceding section, and that payment of sald amount with
interest thereon, at the rate prescribed in the bond aﬁrrend- ‘
ered, wlll be provided far in accofdance with such a settle-
ment as shall hereafter be had between the States of Virginia
and West Virginla in regard to the public debt of the State

of Virginia existing at the time of the dismemberment, and
that the State of Virginia holds sald bonds, so far unfunded,
in trusﬁ for the holder or his assignee."

"This means nothing more than that the holders of these
certificates are to defer their collection until Virginias has
reasoneble time to ascertain how much (1f any) of the debt of
vest Virglinla wili agree to pay. It does not release Vir*
ginia from the payment of one dollsr, but leaves her bound
fbr éyery dollar of it, botﬁ principal and interest.
| "Whatever portion of the debt of the'old State West Vir-
ginia pasys will be applied to the payment of this th;fd.
Whatever she falls to pay will,‘according to the provisions
of the Funding Bill, be demanded of Virginia. In this way,
~ and in this way only, 'payment of Said amount with Interest
thereon at the rate prescribed in theAbond surrendered, will
be provided for in asccordance with such settlement as shall
hereafter be had between the States of Virginia'and West
Virginia in regard to the public debt of Virginia existing
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at the time of the dismemberment.! If West Virginia pays the
whole amount of this one-third, Virginia will be relieved of
1t all. If West Virginia pays but one-half of 1t, Virginia
will be called on for the other half, If West Virginia pays
none of it, Virginia will be called upon for the whole smount.
' M"The Funding B1ll does not provide for the payment of so
much of this third as West Virglnls agrees to pay, but for
the payment of the whole of it in accordance with such settle-
"ment &8s the two States may make =~ settling the portion of the
debt proper to be borne by each State, respectively.

" ffat this is the proper construction of the Funding Bill
is, I think susceptible of clear proof.

"Governor Welker, 'the father of the Funding Act, said,
in his message urging its passage:.

"1It was never intended or contemplated that there should
be a dlvision between the two State of the original indebted-
ﬁess in this original form. Such a transaction would be im-
practicable, if not impossible. The obvlious intent and mean-
ing of all the legislation uﬁon this subject, by each state,
1s, that whatever smount the State of wést. Virginia ought to
assume should be paid into the treasury of the State of Vir-
ginia, to be by her used in the extinguishment of the originsal
debt., The bonds are the bonds of the State of Virginls, not
West Virginia; and to the treasury of Virginia does the
ocreditor look for the payment of his debt. This view was
incorporated into the leglslation of 1866, and resanctioned



31

by the peoPle‘of this State in the adoption of our present
Constitutiqn, the 19th Section of the 1lOth Article of which
-declares: 'The General Assembly shall provide by law for
~adjusting with tﬁe State of West Virginia the proportion of
the public debt of Virglnia proper to be borne by the State
of Virginia and West Virginia, and shall provide that such
sum as shall be received from vest Virginies shall be applled
to the payment of the public debt of the State.!

" "lAgein, in advance of any settlément, how can it be
arbltrarily assumed that one~third of the debt 1s the proper
brproportion.to be paid by West Virginie? -What 1s the basls

of this assumption? . . . TUntil, however, a finai adjust-~
ment‘of this mattef,is reached, it can only be regarded in
the light of a claim or asset of uncertaln value, not in any
wise affecting our 1liability for the whole debt. Whatever
sum may be eventually resllzed from thls claim must be pald
into the treasury of our'State and applled to the liquidatidn
of the debt of Virginia the same as other funds appropriated
for that purpose. But thus far there have been no satisfac-
tory indications that the State of West Virglinia intended to
acknowledge herself liable to us for any portlon of the
public debt,?

"Phe Richmond Enquirer of February 7, 1872, éontalns‘v
 this editorial notes 'Read the letter from Sligo from our
intelligent correSponéent. That'!s the way 1t strikes an
outsider, Oh, that the leglslature would pausel!

"What does this 'intelllgent éorraspondent from Sligo!
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say? o

"He says: 'The opponents of the Funding Bill say that it
containé not only the germ‘of fepudiétion; but the full-grbwn
plant 1téelf. Hone of this sidé of the Atlantlc thus accept
it. The ?tate of Virginia agreed by that bill to pay interest
on‘two~thirds of its debt,'but 1t did not repudiate the
remaining third. It issued on that third a certiflcate of in-
| debtedhess, besring interest at six per cent., and to be baid
in éccordance with such settlement as shall hareaftervbe had
between thavStates of Virginia and West Virginis, md the
Sbaté holds such bonds so far as unfunded for the holder or
his assigns. There is no germ of'repudiation‘there;' Vihat-
evér wést Virginis pays the holder will get and if it be
found oh a‘settlement that West Virginia owes nothing, the
State of Virginia will be lisble for the whole sum. Ve do not
doubt that Wést Yirginia 15 lizsble for some portion of the old
' debt. Whatever it shall pay, the holders of the certificates
of indebtedness shall receive, and the State of Virginia (East)
is acccuﬁtable fdr thé balance. That is my reading of this
certificats, and I believe the true measning of it. I do not
consider it a sham, but a reality; and if Virginie be the

State I thought when I purchased, I belleve the certificate

.‘of 1ndébtedness to be asigood a security as any bond in the
world,! | |

"Here we see that the 'father of the Funding Act' and
Eﬁglish bondholders agree perfectly 1n their construction

of it.
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"Exemination of the 'Journal of the House of Delegates
of 1871' must satisfy any falr msn that the framers of the
FundingrBill never intended to require the holders of the
old State bonds to relleve Virginla from the payment of the
‘third for which they gave their certificates of indebtedness,
When the bill was under consideration Mr. Turner, of
Reppahannock, moved to strike from the section I have quoted
' the words 'that the State of Virginia holds Said bonds, so
fér as unfunded, 1ﬁ.trush for the holder or hié aséignee',
and to insert in their stead the following: 'Setting forth
~ also, 1n the body of said certificate, a proviso in the fol-
lowiﬁé words: But the State of Virginia 1s not, and will
not 53 bound, in any manner or form, for the payment now or
at any fufurevtime, of this cértifipate, or any part there-
of; Sut this is without any prejudice to the rights of the
"holder thereof to demand paymenﬁ of ﬁhe seme of the State of
ﬁest Virginia.' This was 2 plain and definite proposition,
{n ummistakable language. If 1t hed been gdopted it would
héve been settled beyond doubt, that those who surrendered
their old bonds snd accepted new ones for tﬁo-thirds of
their smount thereby relinguished all claim against Virginia
| for the remaining third. Who can doubt that this proposition
would have been agreed to by the framers of the Funding Bill
| 1f 1t had been thelr purpose to release Virginis from one-
third of the then existing debt. Thié hmén&ment was rejected,

and 1ts rejection shows that 1t was not the purpose of those



that rejected 1t to requife the bondholder to relinquish any
claim hé had, or supposed he.had, ageinst Virginia for a
single doller. | | | |

"My, Daniel moved to add to the third section the fol-
lowing: And 1t 1s provided that the funding of two-thirds
of the bonds, stocks, esnd certificates aforesaid; is au~
thorized and granted qnly upon the condltion that the owners
of such bonds, stocks, and certificates do release snd dls~
charge the State of Virginia from all liability'(ir any éi—
ists) tb pay the remaining one=-third thereof,:untll théré
shall have been a final settlement between the State of Vir-

ginla end West Virginla, in regard to the public debt of the

State of Virginia existing at the time of its dismemberment.'

This smendment did not, like the former, propose to release
the State of Virginia from the unfunded third forever, but
only to exempt her from 1ts payment untilksha had a‘final
settlement with West Virginla. But even this rroposition ﬁ
was rejected. . o

"Mp, Danlel then moved to amend the bill by inserting
after the word assignees, near the middle of the third
section, the followings 'And it is hareby'providéd"that
the certificates authorized by this Sectlon to be lssued
are intended to be mere certificates of debt, and shall not
be recelved or receivable by the State of Virgihia 1in dis-
charge of any debt or obligation to said State for which

certificates of debt are receivabla.'- This_proposition‘was

54
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likewise rejected.
| "Here were positive and repeated refusals to engfaft

on the Funding 8111 eny provision that would discharge the
State of‘VIrginia from payment of the unfunded third, How
enyone, with all the facts before him, can believe the Fund-
ing Bill rédqced the.vpublic debt, or that by 1ts acceptance
the bondholder relinquished any claim for any part of his
bond, 15 wholly incomprehensible. Here were three clear and
definite propositions made with a view of settling this very
qusstion: ) o |
"Pirst. That Virginia should not be responsible 1n any
manper or form, or at any time, for the certificates_of in-
debtedness issued for the unfunded third. Yet this was not
to prejudice the rightyof»the holder to'recover it from Vest
Virginia, h

"Secondly. That Virginla should be released 'frbm,all
iiability, if any exist,' to pay these certificates untll
she should have a final settlement with West Virginia.

“Th;rdlﬁ. That these certificates should 'not_be con=
éfruad to be certificates of debt'. That is against Vir-

"Bach and all of these propositions were rejected by
the Funders. Their rejection was proof, positive, thet it
was_theiﬁ purpose not to do the very thing that 1t is now
clgimed they did do. Yet there are men who, either.frqm‘

ignorance or design, persist in declaring:s ‘'the adjustment



was deemed a practical settlement of the question so far as
Virginia is concérned, and nobody believes for a moment that
the creditors will evef attempt to hold Virginia responsible
for it, further than West Virginin may agree to pay. Nobody
regards it as a part éf our debt, or expecta it to glve any
furthér trouble.! - Ghnrlotteav;lle‘Chroniéle of June 25th,
1875. The facts slready stated sufficlently show the fallacy
and absurdity of such declarations; yet I will give one in-
cident more, which conclusively refutes them.

YHon. J. H. ﬁooley, one of the members of the last House
of Delegates, ffom the Gity.of RKichmond, 1is = Virginia bond~-
holder, and waé secretary of the 'meeting of the Virginia
bondholders!, which was held in the Senaﬁe Chsmber on the
10th of November, 1874. 1t 1s falr, therefdra, to’presuma
that he 1s well informed as to the expectations and purposes
of Virginls bondholders. During the last sesslion of the
iegisléture he of fered a bill, which was referred to the
Finance Committee, and reparted favorably from 1t, suthoriz-
ing and instrudting the commissioners of the sinking fund
'to sell the State's interest in the Richmond, Fredericksburg
and Potomac Rellroad Company,' and to recelve in payment for
it 'the principal of the unfunded bonds of the State issued
prior to 1871.! _ |

"No provlsioh was made for leavihg one-third of the old
bonds for West Virginia. That was bad enough, but not the

worst.
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"The bill goes on: 'But the purchaser or purchasers
may, at his or their option, pay for the said stock in new
funded bonds of the equivalent of the aforementioned unfunded
bonds; that 1s to say, two-thirds in the fumed bonds and
one~third in West Virginia certificates.!

"WWhat better evidence can be glven of the purpose and
expectations of the advocates of the Funding Bill? While
Virginia is unable to pay four per cent. upon the two-thirds
of the debt for which she has glven new bonds, a proposition
is made by a leading bondholder, and endorsed by the Finance
Committee of the Virginila legislature to .pay off these 'West
‘Virginia Certificates! to the extent of one-third of Vir-
ginia's interest in the Richmond, Fredericksburg and Potomac
Rallrosd. This was but an entering wedge. Had 1t proved
successful, it would soon have been followed by otheras of
similar character. I confidently believe that if the bond-
'holders ever get controi of the Virginlg legislature, every
dollar of the debt of the old State, with all its accumulat-
ed and compounded interest, will be converted into new bonds,
with tax-receivable coupons, Then, your leglslature, no
matter what may be its character, will be compelled %to in-
crease taxation sufficliently to psy interest upon ths whole
debt of the old State, and to defray expenses of government
' and public schools. This will amount to virtual confiscatlon.
'"Thaiinexorable logic of facts enforces the conclusion

that whatever may have been the case before the passage of
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the.Funding.Biu, Virginia, by 1ts passage, was made respon-
sible for the whole debt of the o0ld State, with all its
accunulated and compounded interest. Before we can decide
upon the necessary steps for the proper settlement of a
debt we must ascertain its amount. |

"How was ;he Funding Bill passed? And how was it re-v
ceived by the peogle? I will aenswer this by an extract from
Governor Kemper's address before the 'bondholders'! meeting'.
Governor Kemper salds ! There are those who have always
denied the'obllgation of the Funding Act. They allege that
the Act was not onlj a surprise to‘the people and passed it
in contravention of thelr wlll, not only that it tled up
the hands of the State without the falr consent of the State,
but that the circumstanceg attending its passage were such
as ought to avold 1t. They sllege, not only that many
hoidqrs'of Virginla bonds, including members of our own
'citizéna, have been compelled to part with them at a ruinous
depreciation, not only that the bonds thus sold are doubt-
less held by speculators; who obtained them at half of less
than half thelr value, but they,allege}fhst the bonds thus
bought up by stock brokeré, havihg pecullsr facilities to
gulde them, as a speculation of which the Funding Bill was
the crowning act. They allege that corrqpt means were
directed by every approachableraveﬁue to effect the passage
of the blll, end did effect 1ts passage; that a short time

. before its passage, and on votes testing its merits in the
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. House of Delegates, the political party of the minority voted;
with one exception, against it, and that an adjournment belng
had, and the bill coming up soon thereafter oh its pasxagé,
the same party, with perhaps one exception, voted for it, and
by their votes effected 1ts‘passage.'

"Whét, then, 1is the present amount of the public debt?
| "As already stated, it was on January 1, 1861,
$31,187,999.32, On July 1, 1871, it hed incressed, by the
donversion of interest into prinéipal, to @46,914;208;25.
The Funding Bill authorized the issue of new bonds for two-
thirds of this sum, md certificates of indebtedness for the
remaining one-third. But as both of these are ‘evidences of
~debt', and both bear‘interest, they will be considered joint-
iy as constituting the 'public debt'.

"Intereét on +46,914,208.25 from July 1, 1871, to
July 1, 1875, at six per cent. per annum, is #11,259,409;98.
‘About %4,600;000'of this sum has been paig, laaving about
$6,750,409,98 of unpaid interest that has accrued in four
years, making the debt, principle and interest on July 1,
1875,v$53,673;618.23. Dﬁring the.four‘years above given the
commissioners of the sinking fund purchased bonds to the
amount of $499,650.74, which reduced the principal of the
debt by that amount, |
| "Not knowing the preclse time when the various pur-
chases were made, I am not prepared to say when they ceased

to be part of the public debt, and have, therefore, calculat-
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ed interest on the whole amount to July 1, 1875. Thls is a
matter of but little moment, as the bonds held by the com=
missioners of the sinking fund still bear interest, though’
they are no longer 'outstandling obligatlions, or a part of
the debt proper of the State.! If, Ehereforé, we desire to
know how much revenue wbuld have to be raised to paf the
annual intereét on the Stgte bonds and certificstes of in-
debtedness, we must add the residue of the sinking fund, |
which is about 5,500,000, to the @46;914,208.25.1 The whole
of this bears interest. So that while the principal of the
toutstanding debt' is a 1ittle over $46,400,000,.the smount
which is bearing interest on this sum af six per cent. is -
%3,144,852.49, According to the estimate of the Auditor of
Public Accounts, the sum of $1,287,747.50 is necedsary to
meet the annual current expenses of the State, This added to
‘the amount needed to pay full interest on the public debt and
the sinking fund, makes §4,454,599,99, that must be raised
annually for State purposes alone. The whole ambunt of State
taxes now collected is 42,421,945.,41, So that, counting for
the cost of collecting, we must double the present rates of
taxatioﬁ, dr the debt will continue to increase by the accumu~
lation of interest. |

"what are Virginia's resources for meeting this obliga-
tion?

"In 1861, when the debt was §31,187,999.32, the taxable

property of Virginla was assessed at $585,099,322.77. This
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did not include any slaves under twelve years old. The Con-
stitution exempted all slaves under that age from taxatlon,
and fixed the taxable value of all over that age at $300
each, This was not more than one-half of thelr average cash
value., As every kind of property is now taxed, we cannot
understand the resources of Virginia in 1860, as'compared
with what they are now, unless we take into conslderatlion -
slaves as well as other property.

"The official record shows that the value of the slaves
in Virginia under twelve ‘years 0ld was $163,556,000. The
value of those over the age was doubtless greater than the
value of those under it. But estimatingvit‘to be Just fhe
same, ﬁe find the value of slaves alone was §327,112,000.
About one-twenty-fifth of this was in ﬁest Virginia, leaving
the velue of slaves in that part of the old State which 1s
now included in Virginia 314,027,520, Other personal prop-
erty within the same part of the State was assessed at
§$101,636,721.09, and the resl estate st $294,134,470.56 -
making a total of values in 1860 of §709,807,711.65.

"The Auditor's report shows that the éntire property, in-
1873, was assedsed at $336,686,433.25. That 1s, @18,217,422.5&
less than half.as much as was owned in the same countles 1in
1860,

“Thus when, in 1860, the value of property was
$709,807,711.65, the publlic debt was $31,187,999.32. That is,
there was more than $22 wofth of property for each dollar of
debt.

"In 1873, the assessed value of property was.$336,684,433.23,
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and the debt, exclusive of unsettled interasu*was'$46,914,2Q8.25.
That 1s, about 7 worth of property for each dollar of debp.

"It should be borne in mind that many that are taxed now
that were not ﬁaxad in 1860, and that property is taxed much
higher in proportion to its value now than it was then. So
that the difference between the resl value o: properfy in 1860
"and in 1873 was still greater then these figures show it to
heve been. ‘ ,

"If the Funding Bill had released Virginia from that pof-
tion of the debt for which certificates of indebtedness were
issued and from one-third of the unfunded debt, as some claim
1t did, the debt would, of course, be one-third less then I
have shown it to be, The Auditor's report is based upon that
assumption., And in a speech made in the legislature last
session, upon a subjeect which éid not necessitate inquiry into
the amount of the debt, I used his figures, ahd spoke of tpe
debt as being, in round numbers, about %30,090,090.’ Every in-
telligent reader will readlly understand this. Ve now speak
of the debt as 1tzis} not as 1t is reported upon és urw arrant-
able assumppion; | l

"orficial documents of the Federal Government show that
prom rty in Virginliae is assessed about Lifty per cent. higher,
in ppopértion to its value, than 1t is in New York, Pennsyl-
vania, and the six New England States, end thirty=five per
coent. higher than 1t is in all the other States of the Unlon,

"The destructlion of more than half our property 1s not
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the only loss we have sustained, That which remains is far
less valuable than 1t was. Thousands of scres of land which
have been offered for sale, under judiclal decrees, remain
unasold because they will not bring three-fourths of theilr
assessed value, though they-are offered upon a credit of one,‘
two, and three years, while their assessment 1is designed to
fix their cash value.,

"It may be safely affirmed that the people of Virginila
are less able to pay one dollar now than they were able to
pey three in 1860,

“"Can Virginla pay the whole of the debt of 1861, with
its accumulated and compounded interest? or QVen two-thirds
of 1t?

"In the appendix to the last annual message of Governor

Kemper we have this extract from official documents,

State Revenues derived from taxation . . . §2,421,945.41.
Amount repa ted county, townshlp, |

road and local school 1evies « ¢ o« « o & 2;217,538.49
Amount of unreported county, town- |

ship, road, and local school levies, |

as asfimated by tax collectors, e tc .o 282,461,511
Total of taxes pald, under State laws, -

£OP ONG JOAT o o o o o o o o o o o o o o  5,004,263.50
During the séﬁe year the United States

Government collected in Virginla in



the shape of 1n£ernal revenue taxes . « . o ¥ 7,318,015,56
And assuming what is far short of thei | | |
truth, that the money directly and in-.

directly drawn from the people of Virglnia

by the United States tarlff-taxation, is in

the proportion ﬁf the population of the

State to thet of the whole country, 1t is

shown that Virginia pays, by resson of the

nationsl customs law, the further sum of . 5,976,401,95

Total in one year ® s e o 0 s e s o0 . §?18,388,681.01

"This is about flve and one half per cént. upon the
enﬁire amount of tsxsble property of every deséription in the
State. 'And yet,! says Governor Kemper, !'These burthens are
annﬁally increasing, snd the incomplete returns already receiv~
ed ere enough to render 1t certain that the total of taxes
paid by Virginie in the filscal year juét ended will turn out
_to be larger than for the preceding year.

"Iet 1t be borne in mind that only one~third of the
lahds of Virginla are productive, and have to bagr not only
thelr own taxes, but the taxes also of the two-thirds, which
are mainly unproductive. Yet the taxgs now baid, either
directly or indirectly under State and Federal laws, smount to
nearly six per cent. under the whole property, both productive

and unproductive.

"Can the people of Virginia besr an increase of taxation?®



I do not know that I can better answer this question than by
quoting a paragraph from Governor Kempsr'!s address before
the bondholders'! meeting held in the City of Richmond on the
10th pf November, 1874. 1t is as follows:

“tLet it be remembered, also, that our people are borne
down-with an enormous private indebtedness, exceedling, it 1s
estimated, ths amount of our large State indebtedness, all
~of which 1s pressed for payment and much of which is due be-
yond the Commonweslth, and it will be seen that all our
'resources and energles are bging,strained to the utmost
point of endurance. If these facts aie borne in mind, it
will be understood why 1t 1s that well-authenicated reports

are not unfrequently made of farms whose smnual production .
falls short of the amount of their annual taxes of 1indispen-
sable farm animals and implements, and lands also beilng sold
for taxes - and all through no want of industry or economy
bn the part of the farmer. These facts, borne in mind, wiil
teach others what the loglc of experienced suffering has
taught us, that any material increase of taxation on lands
at this time would be virtual confiscation of lands.'

“Agéin, in a message to the Legislature on the 27th of
March, 1874, the Governor says: 'The proposition is too ob-
viouéiy true to be argued that taxes on lands cannot now be
incréased. Such increase would be virtual confiscation of

private property. If the State were subjected to such

45

pressure as would enforce immediately complisnce with all her
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bankruptey, and would prove alike disastrous tordebtor and
creditor.!

"I think it may be safely affirmed that, so far from the
people of Virginia being able to bear an 1ncréase of téxation,
they are now taxed higher than they ought to be, or than they
are able to'bear. The agricultural, the manufacturing, the
mercantile, the mechanical and the professlional interests,
each and all, are suffering and languishing under the almost
insupportable burdens they are bearing. ‘

"Yet with the heavy taxes we are paying, so enormously
disproportioned to our resources, the public debt is con-
stantly increasing. 'The incressed rate of taxation has
fallen short of enabling the government to pay full interest
on two~thirds of the original debt, by an average annual de-
ficiency of @1,062,578.05.

"Hence the debt has been increasing at the annual rate
| of $1,062,578.05 by the accumulation of unpaid interest on
only two-thirds of the debt. Virginia is bound by the Fund-
ing B1l1ll for the remaining third, or so much thereof as West
‘Virginia falls to pay. West Virginia refuses to pay any part
of it. Hence, according to the theory of 'the last dollar
men'!, Virginia must pay the whole. The annual interest upon
this third is 3938,284.04. Add thls to the é1,062,578.05,
which Governor Kemper says is the 'average annual deficiency'

upon the interest upon the other twothirds, snd we have an

averasge annual increase of the dsbt of §2,000,862.09. That
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is to say, the heavy taxes which thé people of Virginia are
now paying are not sufficient to pay the annusl interest on
the debt by &2,000;862.09,-and'the debt 1s, therefore, with
slight exception glven below, becoming that much larger a#ery
year. It has been increasing at this rate for more than four
years, except the small diminution which has been ﬁadé by the
purchase of bonds by the commisslioners of the sinking fund,
The whole amount of these purchases for four yaars; as réport-
ed to the last session of the General Assembly, was
$499,623,74. That is, while the 'outstsnding obligations
of the State' have been reduced at the aversge amusal rate of
only $124,907.68 by the purchase of State bonds for the use
of the 'sinking fund', the debt has been ingregsed, during
- the ssme perliod, at the average annual rete of nearly two
millions of dollars, How long will it require at this rate
to pay the debt? No one cen fall to see that a continuence
bf this state of things must result ln disaster to both
debtor and creditor. What are we to do? |

"Undenlable facts show that our taxes are not suffi-
cient to pay the'accruing interest on the whole debt by'mora'
than two millions of dollars! They also show that they are
not sufficlent to pay the annually accrulng interest on two4
thirds of the debt, which have been funded, by more than a
million of dollars! The Funding Bill pledges the State to
pay full interest upon these two-thirds semi-annually. Its

friends declare its obligations to be 'sacred'! ~ that every
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infraction of 1t wounds the sacred honor of Virginia. They
say %o the'bpndholder, substantially: 'You shall have every
dollar of your bond -according to the Funding Bill‘cont:act.'
They know this pledge cannot bé.redeemed without increasing
taxes! Yet they say to taxpayers: 'No man must be sent to
the Leglslature who does not pledge himself beforehand that
he will not increase the taxes!! -This is the éonsistency of
those who prate of Virginias honor, as though they snpposedv
only themselves to be its possessors! This 1s practical re-
pudiation of what they declere to be a solemn obligation. It
is repudiation in 1ts worst fbrml Not open, frank and mmly;
but covert, deceptive, and cowardly! It is carrying one face
to the creditor and another to the debtor! I forewarn you,
fellow~citlzens, that there 1s a 'masked battery' behind
these pretences! These men know that'unleSs théy'can-make
you believe they are opposed to 1ncreasihg taxes, you will
hever put them where they can do 1t! Once glve them the’power
end their tune will be changed, and you will pay for the
music! I wish to see & manly course pursued.“ We should lay
before the creditors a clear statement of our viewws as to
what we ought to pay and what we are able to pay. Make aﬁ
equitable settlement with them, énd feithfully comply with
its terms. Bﬁt, i1t is asked: ‘'Has theré_no£ been a final
settlement?' There has been a partial settlemsnt, but not

a final one. Mo seﬁtlement can be final which satisfies no-

body. There is no respecteble member of sny party, or of
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all parties combined, who are satisfied with the mr esent
status of the debt. This 1s shown by the overtures that have
been made, the mestings that have been held, smd the general
enxiety for information upon the subject - an anxiety which

" will continue to manifest itself until 1t is gratified.

Tg Virginia morally bound for the whole debt of the old
State? Or for two-thirds of 1it, without any abatement, even
upon the sssumption that the debt followed the soll? Before
answering thils queétion we must inquire into the csuse of her
losses, and endeavor to ascertain who 1s responsible for it.

"put little need be said of the cause of our losses.
They resulted elther directly or indirectly from the war.

"Who is responsible for the cause which produced these
results?

"I do not mean for those remote causes -~ Federal ag-
gressions, Northern interferenées, etc., which led to it.

But which of the two classes ~ bondholders and taxpayefs -

is responsible for the act of gecesaion which made Virginia

e battlefield? I think I may safely answer, both are respon-v
sible for it; and each one equally so, If secession was
right, bondholders and taxpayers share equally the honor of
havihg'advocated it. If it were wrong, each was equally _.
blameworthy. If we had shccaeded, each class‘wbuld have
shered in the benefits of success in due proportion. If we

: lost by 1it, eéch should bear hla duse propbrbion of the ioss.

There may have been 1ndividual exceptions, but as a general
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rule bondholdera are as fully responsible for our present con-
dition as any other class. We know that some who are now the
most zealous advocates of bondholders, and who insist upon
paying the 'last dollar', no matter who may be ruined by it,
were the most blatént secessionists - not only ready to 'wade.
in blood'; but t0 'die in the last ditch'; snd were resolved
to leave Virginia 1f she did not seceds. If these last ditch
men had entered the first ditch, instead of getting othera in
and then speculating upon thelr necessities and the necessi-
ties of thelr famllies, there would be fewer 'last dollar!

men now, Yet I suppose bondholders and taxpayersiwere equally
responsible for the losses sustalned, and ought, therefore,

to bear theilr egual proportions of them. Citizens of a Stafe
sustein similar relations to each other that members of #
business firm do. If it be not positively expressed, thére
is, at least, a taclt understanding that each shall bear the
responsibilities and expenses, sharé the proflts, and sustain
the losses of the firm in proportion to hils interest in 1t.
The same rule applies to the State. Eéoh shares his due‘pro-
portion of its beneflts, and should bear his due proportion

of its losses. Thils applies only to the transactions of the
corporation. No member of it 1s responsible for, nor can
claim any benefit arising}from, any indlvidual transaction

of any other member of it. Hence what may be said with re-

gard to the public debt, has neither reference nor application

to private debts.
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"AS oitizens of the State, we are joilnt partners, and
each, in proportion to what he has, must contribute to its
support, meet its obligations and share its losses. It would
not be equitable for some of the partners to be benefited
and others damaged by thelr Joint act. This will be the in-
evitable result if the 'last doller men' prevail. It may be
illustrated thﬁs: A, B, C, D, and E are citizene'or Vir-
ginia. A owns $10,000 worth of State bonds; B, C, D, and E
esach own 5,000 worth of land and $5,000 worth of negroes.
They-all advocate sescession, snd are equally responsible for
the results. These results are consequences of their Joint
act, The result is that B, C, D, and E lose all their ne-
groes outright, and the value of their land 1s reduced to
one~hsalf of what 1t was before the war. A's §10,000 of bonds
suffer no depreciation, but, by the reduction in the price
of lands, thelr purchasing power 1s doubled. They will now
buy all the land owned by B, C, D, and E, though they would
only bave bought half of 1t before the war. Thus, by the
Joint ect éf all five = each one of them being equally
responsible with the others - four have been totally ruined,
while one 1s enabled tovpurchase twice as much moperty with
his bonds as he could have done before the war. It this Just?
Is it right? I have no prejudice #gainst bondholders. I de-
plore the unfortunate circumstances which deprive them of any
part of their lands; but they must bear their part of the

common misfortuns. 1 do not wlish them to fare worse than
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their fellow-citizens. They ought not to desire to fare
better.

"e made common causé, and Jointly resolved upon se-
cession. Wie entered the contest together, andi bore ourselves
through it nobly. Together we staked our all upon the result;
That result proved disastrous. Neither class should charge
this result upon the other, nor seek to evade its Just pro-
portion of responsibility or loss, by placing an undue pro=-
portion of eilther on the other.

"Our motto should be: Equal justice to all; especial

immanlties to nons.

"What would be the practical workings of this principle?

v "First. It would exclude all interest upon the public
debt during the war., It 1s genérally conceded that no in-
terest ought to be charged upon private debts durling the war,
Varioﬁs reasons have been assigned for this. I suppdse the
hain reason to be, that private rlghts were merged in the

rights and authbrity of the State. Men did not belong to

| thsmaélveé; Neither their time, labor, nor propertytwas at
their disposal. As, therefore, all private rights and in-
terests of debtors were suspended for four years, it has been
thougkt equitabls and right that interest upon indebtedness
should be suspended during the ssme time. I can see no
sufficient reason why this rule should-not apply to publie
debts as well as to private. If this view of tﬁe subject be
right, the taxpayers of Virginia ought not, and, in justice,

emnot, be required to pay any Interest which accrued upon



53

the public debt during the war, while no interest 1s allowed
upon mrivate debts durilng the sgme time.

"Secondly, It would require the scaling of State bonds
In just the same proportion that other property has been re-
dﬁced. Bondholders and taxpayers would then fare alika,
Each would lose in preclisely the same propartion. This may
be caviled at, but cannot be contemned. It rests upon the im-
mutable principles of jw tice. It neither asks, nor concedes,
more than 1s right. A settlement based upon these principles
would reflect honor upon both debtor.énd credltor; |

"What I have sald thus far upon this point has special
reference to Virginia bondholders,

"Nearly one-half the public debt is owned in thomse
States which composed the 'Federal Union! during the war.
What would be an equlitable settlement between these bond~
holders and Virginla taxpayers?
|  %If a creditor should wantouly or wrongfﬁlly destroy
property belonging to his debtor, I suppose no one would -
deny that the debtor ought to receive credlt on his bond to
thé smount of damage he had wrongfully sustained at the
hends of his creditor. What will be the effect of the ap-
plication of this perfectly just principle to the present'
case? A simple statement of facts will suggest the answer.
Our Northern creditors were not content with having destroy-
ed the old State and divided her territory, but, without
reason or justice, took from us largely more than one-half

of our entire property without giving us any compensation
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whatever for it.

"Are we not, therefore, justly entitled to have bonds
they hold against us credited‘in at least an equal proportion
to the loss we have sustalned at their hands?

"I have not desire to awaken or revive sectional pre-
Judlces by anything I have sald or may say. I wish to bury.
these in the sea of forgetfulness, and to cultivate feslings
of friendship and amity between every portion of our common
country; I am simply stating facts, which must be taken into
conslderation 1f we ever make an equitable settlement of this
vexed and complicated question.

" "That these creditors should, in view of the well-known
facts ralse the cry of dishonor agalnst the ﬁaxpayers of Vir-
ginie because they are not willing, under these circumstances,
to increase the burdens they are now unjustly bearing to pay
the last dollar of their bonds, whlle refusing to give them
-any credit for the property wrongfully takén from them, is a
.most remarkable case of moral perversity! If there be any-
thing more remarkable, 1t 1s that any man who claims to be a
Virginian, snd boasts end prates of Virginla honor, should
join in this ecry! Virginians must not only have fallen and
degenerated, but have become truly craven if they can tamely
‘submit to such ignominious injJustice without ralsing a manly
protest against.. If the véry men who are raising and reiterat-
ing the cry of dishonor agaihst those who defend the Just rights

of taxpayers were called on to arbitrate just such a case
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between other parties, and were perfectly free from interest
snd prejudice, I have no doubt but they would adopt the sams
view of the case that has been presented sbove. These are
the only principles upon which a perfectly equitable settle-
ment can be made. Any material departﬁ:e from them must do
injustice to one or the other party., If we ask more than is
right, we do injuatice to others. If we concede them more
then is right, we do injustice to ourselves. We should take
no position that cannot be vindicated upon perfectly equit-
able principles. ‘ ' |

"There 1is yét another class of bondholders. A little
more than one-fourth of the debt of Virginia of 1861 is
owned in Europe. The holders éf this part of the debt are
- not responsible for our losses. They afe neither responsible
for the war and its legitimate consequences on the one hand,
nor for the wanton destruction of ocur mxroperty on the other.
'I am not spprised, therefore,of any equitable ground upon
which we can ciaim a settlement of that part of the debt which

was owned 1n Europe, at the close of the war, at less than its

| face value, Argulng, therefore, upon the assﬁmption that the
debt of 1861 followed the soil of the 0ld State, and 1s a
valid obligation upon its present occupants, it developes

- upon us to pay two-thirds of the debt due to European bond-
holders. We ought not, however, to be under the necessity of
even considering this question. DBeyond all reasonsble doubt

the Federal Government is 'liable for at least so much of the
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debt as is due to non-resident creditors.!

| “I have endeavored to consider this subject in its
various parts upon strictly equitable principles, and to
ascertain what adjustments of it would be Jwt and right to
all parties concerned. |

"The concluslons to which I have arrived, in view of
all facts which oughtvt0~be taken into conslderation sre;

"First. Virginia cannot be equitably required to settle
more than two-thirds of the debt of Virginia of 1861. )

"Secondly. No interest ought to be allowed on these
two-thirds during the four years of the war. |

"hirdly. The bonds held both in Virginia snd the
Northern States ought to be scaled in full proporfién to the
destruction of the property of Virginia taxpayers.

"Fourthly. The bonds held by Europeans ought to be
paid at their face value bj the Federal Government. |

"Yirginia should in no event pay more than two-thirds of
their smount. No interest should be pald on these two-thirds
during the war; and thé claimant should be required to es-
tablish the fact that his bond was owned in Europe at the
close of the war.

"T pelleve m settlement made in asccordance with the
views and upon the principles set forth would command the
respect and approval of all impartial end unprejudiced men
the world over.

"The result of so equitable a settlement would be that



the preéent debt of Virginis could not‘égceed +15,000,000, and
might fall far below that sum. |

"It is seld 'the wind is tempered to the shorn lamb.,'
And here we see that the reductlon of our abllity to pay has
been accomplished with s corresponding diminution of our |
moral obligation. The same cause which rendered us unable
to‘pay the whole debt relieved us from all moral obligation
to pay 1t'a11. | |

"Such a settlement as I suggested would bs equifable to
all parties. Heither the bondholder nor the taxpayer would
be placed in éither a better or worse condition relatively
to the other than he occupled when the debt was created.

"Phe bondholder would receive neither a greater nor less
proportion of his bond than the taxpayer retainéd~of his prop-
erty.

"Some are so wakminded; or so blinded by ﬁrejﬁdice, as
to cherge that these views savor of repudiation. It is a
source of regret that there are any who eithercannot or will
not distinguish'betwéen an}equitabie'settlement of a deﬁt
end its repudiation! I am sorry for such. They lack elther
a common perspicacity or common honesty: In either case théy
are to be pltled.

"Repudiation is wholly out of the question. It should

not be thought of except as the dernier rééortg It is the

imperative duty of both indlividuals and States to pay their
juat debts to the utmost of thelir abllity. Both individuals
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and States may ingulre into the justlce of clalms which may
be brought agelnst them; and they cennot be censured for re-
fusing ﬁo pay them if they are not Jjust. But when once their
Justice is established, the obligatlon to pay 1s imperative.
Nothing short of her own preserﬁation Justifies a State in
refusing to meet her just obligatlons. The obligation of
self-preservatibn is paramount with States as well és with
individuals. A State may not, for any cause, destroy her

own existence, To preserve herself she must protect her
citizens., If the individusl members of soclety be properly
protected, soclety will be safe. But if the rights of in-
dividuels be disregarded, the soclety will scon be destroyed.
“hen, therefore, demands upon a State become so unreasonable
or exorbitant that compliance with them would crush her |
citizens, and thus endanger her own life, then, and only then,
may she repudliate her just obligations.

"i1any who fully concur with the views I have presented
oppose agitation of the subject becauée they see no waf of
rellef. |

1111 $ry! has accomplished wonders, !I cannot'! never
accomplished enything. None can deny that we are bearing
an unjust weight of debt; and a weight much greater than we
are able to bear. I have olways believed that when the
people of Virginia fully understand their rights and dutles,
they will promptly and firmly maintain the one and perform
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"The case is by no means hopelass, though hedged about
by difficulties. Unlted and persistent effort will, beyond
doubt, hring forth frult.

"The questions which address‘themselﬁes to us are:

Vhat are we able to do? And what, under sall the circum-
stances, ought we to do? Let us conslder these subjects
well, decide them wisely, and then firmly snd perserveringly
adhere to what we believe to be right, both to ourselves and
to others, _ ,

"Very respectfully,

‘"John E, iassey

"ash Lawn, Albemarle Co.,~Va.,

"Sept. 23, 1875,"

Thus by this pamphlet, you can see the views of John
E. ¥assey and also the powerful and descriptive way he has
of expressing himself. He knows his own mind and he is not
afraid to say what he thinks: He has used numerous exam-
ples to prove his points and has expressed in clear meaning-
ful language his thoughts.

He has said that he thinks thats (1) ‘Virginia cannot
be required t o pay more than two-thirds of the debt of the
State of Virginias in 186l. (2) No interest should be on
the two-thirds debt during the four yéars of the war. (3)

The bonds held in Virginia and in the Northern States should
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be scaled in proportion to the destructlon of the taxpsayers
of Virginia. (4) The bonds held by the people of Europe
should be pald at thelr face value by the Federsal Government, -
but the person should have to prove that bond was owned in

Europe at the close of the war.
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CHAPTER ¥V
JOHN E. MASSEY AS A MIMBER OF THE EQUSE OF
DELEGATES AND OF THE SENATE OF VIRGINIA
tND CANDIDATE FOR CONGRESS

In 1875, John E. iaszsey was reeledéted to the House of

35 In 1877 Uassey announced himself s candidate

Delegetes.
for the Senate of Virginis by thiss

"To the Voters of the Senatoriel Disﬁrict, composed
of the Countiescof Albemarle and Greene:

"Fellow~Citizens: Numerous cells have been made upon
me tc announce myself a candidate for a seat in the Senate
of Virginia, from this dlstrict, for the epproaching Sena-
torial term.

"sa I have served the county of Albemarle the last five
vears in the House of Delegetes, you have had ample oppor-
tunity to inform yourselves of my politlcal views, finan-

cisl policy, and principles which govern my sctions, and to

judge how far your interests are safe In my hends,

35, 1bid, p. 98
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"Next to the approbation of God and of my own con-
sclence, I prize the approval of good and intelligent men.
My aim has been so to dlscharge my leglslative dutiss that
those that vote for me should have no cause to regret it,
and that‘those that voted against me Should have no cause
to regret my election without their vote. The very many
assurances 1 have received from my former supportefs and
opposers of thelr hearty approval of my past services, and
of their lncreased confidence, 1s the richest and most gra-
tifying reward that could be gi#en me. If I needed any
stimulus to falthful and unremltting care of the Interests
entrusted to me, these assurances would supply it.

"Deeply grateful for your past suppart and confidence,
I now, in compliance with many calls, which I believe to
express the popular will, ammounce that if 1t be your plea-
sure to nominate me, at the convention that has been called
to meet in Charlottesville on the 24th instant, as & candi-
date for a seat in the Senate of Virginia, and to elect me
to that position, I shall try to serve you faithfully and
to the best of my ability.

"Very respecﬁfﬁlly,
"John E. Massey
"pAsh Lawn, Albemarle Co., Va.,

"September 11, 1877."S6

36, 1bid, pp. 131-132,.



John L. iiassey was elected. He then prepared a bill re-
quiring that the capltation tax and ten cents on every one
hundred dollars of personal property be used for educational
purposes, This ﬁill was vetoed by Governor Holiday.37 |

I have spoken before of the Funding Bill and the people
whpvsupported it. On February 25, 1879 the Readjuster party
was formed. The Funders claimed that the new State of Vir-
ginla was bound for the debt of the old State of Virginia
shown in the funding Billi of 1871. The Readjusters did not
beliove this to be true. One of the main ones of the Re-
adJuster party was General Vllliem Mahone of whom I have
spoken in connectlion with the rallroads. General Mahone
ovned the VWhilg and made 1t the Readjuster organ. Nassey
was also a supporter of the Readjuster party.38

On January 2, 1880, John E. liassey was made Auditor of
33

Public Accounts. This Job he did well, and he understood

the shallower aspects of flnance and the deep needs of his

people.40

On Pebruary 14, 1881, A, ¥, Lybrook, P. G., Hale, S. H.
lewberry and B. F, Wllliams bolted thelr party caucus. They

7. Ibid, p. 136
38, Ibid, pp. 148-149.
9. Ibid, p. 178.

40, HMalone, Dumas, ifictionary of American Biography,
(New York, 1943), p. 382.
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went against "Mahonelsm" which\was the boss rule of General
%1illiam Mahdne. These were known as the Big Four. They
were later Joined by John E. Massey.él |

"willlam Kehone was essentially a self-mede man. He
was the son - of a poor but respected merchant in one of the
older counties. He was educated at V. M. I. through the
ald of friends. For a time he taught school, and then he
built railroads, notably the Norfolk and Petersburg of
which he became président. Entering the war as Colonel, he
-came out Major-general. 'fighone's brigade'! was noted for
>superior equipment and conditlion, and at Appomattox mustered
out more than any other."42

"Mahone was perhaps the first in the South to grasap
the possibillities of rallroad cohsolidatlog. One of three
‘loosely connecting and dllapidated roads, he soon created
into a'splendid frunk line nearly crossing the state from
‘east to west, and of thls he became the president with the
munificent salary of 425,000. To this lins he diverted
from more direct routs the northward-bound cotton of the

South to Norfolk where allied steamships connected. In

41, "The Big Four and John E, Massey", Senate Document
#7, (Richmond, 1932), p. 3.

42, Pearson, op. cit., p. €8
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token of his hopes he called the road the 'Atlantic, Mis-
siséippi and Ohio,'"%5

General ligshone had pﬁblic influence enough to carry out
rallroed plens. He tried to mould public opinion through
his newspaper, the Wwhig. He was always close to the governor,
and his men were in the proper places, on commlittees and de-
partmental offices. He brought forth'new men, and gradually
a "ahone following" was built up.%?

Mahone's rallroad policy had neglected or injured cer-
tain sections. Foremost among these were Richmond, the
Valley, and part of the "Southwest"™, These sections bore
him 111will, and he was dubbed the "Raeilroad Ishmael" by com=-
peting interests.,4% v

In 1882, John E. iiassey declded to run for Congresa, He
made a speech in July, 1882 in which he spoke of running for
Congressman~at-large:

"To the Voters of yirginia:

"Fellow-Ciltizens: Virginia will be entitled to ten
‘representatives in the next Congresa of the Unlted Ststes.
As thére are but nine Congressionsl districts In the State,
one Congressman will be elected from the 'State at large!,

"In response to numerous calls from men in different

portions of the State for whose opinions and wishes I have

43. Ibid, p. €8.
s4. Ibid, p. 69.
45. lbid’ P. 69.
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great respect, I have announced myself as candicdate for that
position.

*I think you know me sufficlently well to belleve me
sincere when I assure you that, if I were to be governed
alone by my oﬁn feelings snd preferences, I should never
again be candidate for any political office.

"I recognize the fact, however, that no ordinary personal
considerations can justify any son of Virginia in declining
to render any leglitimate service which her welfare demands,
when called upon to do so by his fellow-citlizens and his own
convictions of duty.

“I am, thérefore, before you for your suffrages, snd
shall fully and gratefully appreciate your support.

"While, however, I shall highly appreciaté your votes,

I shgll appreciate your conflidence and respect still more
highly. |

"I could not expect to enjoy these 1f I were to obtaln
your votég by elther misrepresenting to, or withholding from,
ydu my opinions upon the questions involved in the approach-
ing election. ’

"It is therefore due to both you and myself that I
state clearly, yet as briefly as I can, my position.

"Fér several years past the settlement of the State
debt and other questions incidental to 1t have absorbed so
| much of the attention of the people of Virginia that they
have glven comparatively little attention to Federsl affeirs.
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These were not political questions. The most stalwart
Democrat and the most stalwart Republicen divided and took
directly opposlite positions upon them. The men of each side
were, no doubt, equally honest - each acting in accordance
wlth thelr honest convictions of right, Neither Democrat nor
Republican were less Democrat or less Republican because of
thelr being either Reasdjusters or Funders.,

"The leaders of both the Readjuster party and the Funder
party were Democrats; each appealed to the Republicans to
cooperate with them iIn the settlement of the State debt and
other questions of State policy, assuring them that by doing
s0 they in nowlse sacrifieed their politicsl affilistions or
principles. These questions upon which both political
parties were divided are now settled so far as legislation
can settle them.

"The Richmond "Whig, which was the organ of the Read-
Juster party, says: 'The Readjusters have passed every
measure to which thevaere formally pledged, and more. They
have fulfilled everj promise, and more. <They have redeemed
every pledgé, end more.!

“The Woodétock Virginian says: 'Certainly nothing
failed that.the platform promised,’

"The question which separated men of the same poli-
tical party from, and arrayed them against, one another,
having been settled, no partition wall or dividing line

stands between them.
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"Neither the one nor the other should indulge in crimi-
nations or recriminations, but, forgetting all differences
and unpleasantnesseé which may ever have existed between
‘theﬁ, should unite their counsels and 6ombine which will most
certalnly save Virginia from the dangers that threaten her.

"we should alm to preserve for her that high and honorable
position which she has ever held among her sister States, and,
if possible, railse her still higher and crown her with still
greater honor and prqsperity.

"I need scarcely inform ybu, my fellow-citizéns, that I
first formulated and enunciated'the princibles of Readjust~
ment, and that I have stood flrmly and unswervingly by those
principles at all times, in all places, and under gll clrcum-
stances, from en honest conviction or right and duty. These
facts are well~known to all. o |

"I was, howsver, a Virginiasn and a Democrat before the
question of Readjustment ever arose, and my advocacy of Re-
adjustment never lessened my devotion to my State or changed
my political principles. |

"I have always conceded to those who differed with me
the same right to think, spesk, and act for themselves that
I have claimed for myself, and have trested both them and
thelr opinions courteously and respectfully. Yet my polit-
ical positlon has been so well understood in my couﬁty and
my district that I have never been a candidate for elther

the House of Delegates or the Senate without having a regular
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Republican ticket against me.

"I regret the necessity of thus speaking of myself, but
- should deem it unmanly to ask your support without giving you
an honest and clear statement of my polltical positlon.

"The questions involved 1n the approaching contest are
vital to your interests, rights and liberties,

"It must be apparent to all observers of public matters
that men who cared nothing for the principleé of the Read~
Juster party, and never Jolned 1t until they saw in 1t the
surest road to thelr own elevatlon to place and power, are
now seeking to make merchandlse of the State, which elevated
them to their presentApositions, that they maey still further
enhance thelr power and increase their wealth.

"When Sensator Hill and others criticised so severely
what they supposed would be the course of General lishone in
the Senate of the Unlted States before he had glven a vote,
I disapproved of thelr course and censured them for 1t.

"And when General liahone repelled these attacks, de-
clared he was a 'better Democrat' than his assallants, and
asserted his independence of csucus dictation, I applauded
him for 1t. |

T did not suppose it posslible that he who had always
boasted of his Lemocracy, and who had but a short time be~
fore sworn that the fote of Virglinis should 'never be cast
for Garfileld!, had eveh then formed an alllénce with the

Republican party, and would soon after be devising a plan
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for handing the whole State over to Arthur in exchange for the
Federal patronage of Virginia. -

"I could not believe that any son of Virginias would thus
degrade his grand old mother, 1f he had not forced that bellef
upon me by tha muét indubiﬁable evidence. ‘

"Think of it, my fellow-citizens! Virginia with all her
past glory and renown! = with all her future hopes end
prospects! -.Virginia, the (Mother of State and of states =~
men'! = You‘and I and our childreh! =~ all to be bartered for
a few offices, to be fllled with submisslve tools that ere
willing to yield the most abject and servile obedlence to
autocratic rule for the trifling honors snd emoluments of a
paltry officel Was ever so noble a heritage sold for so
poor a mess of pottage?

"But, my fellow-citlizens, though the sale may be agreed
upon, the transfer ocannot Ee made without jour consent., If
you are unwllling to be msde merchandise and delivered over
to your purchaser, it cannot be done. The power and the
right to exercise it are in your own hands. That you will
exercise it wisely I cmnot doubt, ‘

"You may be told that the presené Federal Adminlistra=-
tion is friendly to Virginia, and that this frliendly dispo-
sition ought to be reciprocated. HNo one will more fully
appreciate kindness than I, or more readlly reciprocate
acts. But what has the Republican party of the North done
for Virginia that places her under obligation to it? Are



we to thank it for 1ts protective tarlff, which imposes a
heavy tax on Virginisns to enrich Northern menufacturers?
Are we %o Admire 1t beceuse it lmposes s heavy tax upon the
tobacco and whiskey end brandy which ere raised and
manufectured in Virginis? Shall we pralse 1t for its odlious
internal-revenue system of taxatlon, which floods the State
wlth Federal office-holders to annoy and vex our cltlzens
end fatten upon -them? Ve must be blind to both our interests
and our righté when we do.

"Let no one infer from what I have sald that I charge
Genéral ilabone with having special admiration or kind feeling
for a Republicah. He cares not a fig for a Republican or
a Democrat farther then he can use him for his own benefit.
It é maﬁ 1s a iiahonelte, he needs no other recommendation
or qualification. This fits him for office, whether he Dbe
a Democrat br a Republican., If he be an Anti-ifahonelte, 1t
matters not how true, how honest, snd how cepable he may be
no other charge 1s necessary to insure h;s removal from .

office, though he may be filling 1t well, whether hec be a
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Democrat or a Republican. Self is the controlling considera- -

tion! Under the flag of Democracy he is seeking tp march
Virginia into the camp of stalwart Republicanism for his
own benefit. Under the banner of liberalism asnd opposition
to rings and cliques he has inangurated the most sutocratic
’rule; he has displsyed more lntollerance of other men's

rights of thought, speech, and actlon and"requiréd more



servile submission to his will and a thorlty, than was ever
before witnessed among any free people. Under the popular
cry of equal rights for all the people, and opposition to
monopolies, he so shaped legislétion that, but for the
sagacity, the patrliotism, the honesty, and the independence
of the noble Blg Four, equal rights would now be but an
empty name, and the very term a mockery; and the aggregate
power of all monopolies concentrated into his hands - a

bit in each man's mouth while he held the reins and whip.

"Are Virginians ready for such humilintion snd wrong?

You have fought and bled in def'ence of your fights and your .

liberty., #1ill you now sit tamely by end see them taken from

you without an effort to prevent Lit? Remember that 'peace
hath her victories no less than war'. A grand but tlaodless
victory is withlin your reach. Put forth your hands and
grasp it. Your banners are now unfurled and floating proud-
ly in the breeze. By the biessing of Him who rules the
nations it shall never trall in the dust, and never bhe
furled untll victory perches upon it.
"Very respectfully,
"John E. Hassey
"July 10th, 1882."46
In the same year of 1882 in the month of August, Colo-
nel Frank G. Ruffin wrote a letter unveiling "Kshoneism",

This letter was written after Colonel Ruffin was requested

46, Mlassey, op. cit., pp. 238-244,

72
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to wrlite one by Mr. Massey. In his letter, Colonel Ruffin
said he became acquainted with Mshone in 1869 in the Wells-
Walker contest. Colonel Ruffin said that Hahone usurped the
power of the Readjuster party. Also he stated that iahone
turned to President Arthur md then wanted the State o Vir-
ginia to change. Mahone when he was a member of the United
States Senate had the power of declding vote and did not
use it. All that Mghone did for Virginia while he was in
the Unlted States Senate was to get two court houses built,47
Also John E, Massey when he ran for Congreaeman-at-largé
for the 3State chérged that General Mahone left his place in
the United States Senate for nearly two months, éonsacutl#ely,
to oversee the Virginia Legislature.and dictate to 1t. He
told what its acts should be as to the men and the means,

He trled to ralilroad through his 8bhemea.48

47. Virginia Political Pamphlets, Vol. 1, pp. 2-15.

48. Christian, W. Asbury, Richmond - Her Past and Present,
(Richmond, 1912), p. 375.
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- CHAPTER VI

MASSEY-WISE CONTESTED ELECTION
AND MASSEY AS LIEUTENANT-GOVERNOR

The Pemocrats supported Massey in the alection of‘1882,
but he was defeatedvby 5,800 votea.49 ¥assey then on Degeﬁ;
ber 25, 1882 notified the State that he contested the elec-
tion of John S. Wise.  This was referred to the committee on
Elections (and ordered to be printed - January 10, 1884).

The election was contested beeause:S0 - |

1. "On the seventh of November in the election in whiéhﬂ‘
John S. Wise represented the Coalition or Mshone party and
John E.7Massey was for the Democrétio'party, Wise had legally
unqualified people voting”for'him."sl

2. "Th; scheme was devised and adopted by Wise snd official
representatives of his party prior to the election."52

3. "Mr. lMassey contended (and if denied intended to prove)
that there was s conspiracy to get disquslified votes. In

49, "The Richmond Dispatch®, April 25, 1901, Whole
number 15603.

50. "discellaneous Document" 27, Part 1, p. 1.
51, Ibid, p. 1.
52. Ibid’ p. l‘
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the Commonwealth, the collection of delinduent taxes were
shown in this way.

l. In every case, the éppointee.was one of Wise's par-
tisans. .

2, Lists were nbt given sppointees, but the collectors
receipted everyone who agreed to vote for Wise..

5. HNo bond was required before a collector ‘entered
upon his duties. . ,

4, Many cases when bonds were required,‘both the t'col-
lector! and hls sureties were absolutely insolvent.

5. In Richmond John D, Snelling issued nearly 1,000
bogus tax receipts.

6o Gollectors were furnished with blank receipts to
. g8lve people if they voted for Wiss. : '

7. Some receipts were slgned without any taxpayer's
neme on 1t."53

4, ﬁMany people voted for Wise because of an erroneous énd
partisan oyinlon glven by Attorney General F. S. Blalir who
sald that if a name was not on the delinquent list, then the
person could vote because he had never been assessed. Mas-
sey belleved that some of these were under 21 and others
were non-residents."54 | |
5, "Massey sald Wise’organized‘a system of bribery andlin-
timidation which was helped by Senator Willlam M one.

1. Mahone replaced all men in Federal offices favorable
to Massey by socme who wanted Wise.

2. lahone threatened those holding these offices and
State offices with removal if they did not contri-
- bute part of thelr salary to the election for
Massey 8 defeat. ,

53.‘ Ibid, p. 2‘
54. Ibid. Ps 2."
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The day before the election the Hon., Robert H,
Hughes judge of the district court issued instruc-
tions to United States officers which allowed
people to vote who were not qualified.

Democratic judges of Clay Ward (1lst precinct)

. which was the largest white and Democratic pre-

5.

6.
7.
8.
2.

10.

oinct of the clty were arrested for the offense
of discharging thsir legal and sworn duty.

Also that Wlse as amoting District Attorney awore
that he would have every election officer arrested
who refused to accept the receipts of Snelling and
that he would prosecute them himself.

He detalned the Judges of the first precinct of
Clay VWard.

3. Brown Allen, auditor of public accounts, return-
ed the bond of Snelling,

S. Brown Allen refused to let Massey or anyone for
liassey exemine the books and papers of the suditor's
office because he knows that they would show about
delinquent taxes.

The employees of the Government at bhe navy-yard in
Gosport who were known to be opposed to Wise were
replaced.

Terrorism was used at the fourth precinct of Ports-
mouth, Virginia."55

6, "Eassay was deprived orﬁfourteeﬁ votes at Hog Island pre~

Gincto n56

7 “Mdésey'was deprived of fifty-seven votes in Gloucester

County.*57

8, "Massey was dejrived of the votes in Gloucester becéuse>

the votes were not sealed properly."S8

55.
56.
57,
68.

Ibid, ppo 2-40
Ibid, p. 4..
Ibid, p. 5.

Ibid' p. 50
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9. "There were from 15,000 to 20,000 fraudulent votes. There~-

fore HMassey recelved from 10,000 to 15,000 more legal votes
than Wise."9?

Wise answered Massey and said he (Massey) was not the‘
candldate bf\any perty. Therefore he did not receive the
support of any partj. Wise also said, "And I shall insist
and argue from the facts and figures appearing on a compari;
son of the éaid votes and tables, that your pretences in
your said notice»of contest are not only false, but wesk,
vain end shallow,"60

During. one debate between Massey and Wise, Wise slapped
Massey. Massey said to him, "Sir, if I could wash your
heart's blood from my hands as easily as I could bear your
insult, you would not live another minute,?6l |

The year of 1885 was one of the most important years
in the political life of Virginia and Richmond., General
William Mahone opened the Republlican conventlon on July 15.

At this convention, John S. Wise was nominated for Governor

and H. C, Wood for Lieutenant-Governor. On the 29th of July,

the Democrats held their convention. General Fitzhugh Lee
was nominated Governor and John E, Massey was nominated

Lieutenant—-Governor., Fitzhugh Lee and John E. Massey were

59. Ibid, p. 5.
60. 1Ibid, p. 6.

61. "The Richmond Dispatch", April 25, 1901, Whole
Number 15603,



elected ﬁhe following November by 16,000 majority.62

While he was Lisutenant-Governor, John E, Massey wrote
8 letter to a Northern paper about the negroes in the South.
He sﬁld that there was no hostility betweén the whites of
the South and the negroes. He considered the whitea the
superilor race and the negroes the inferior fﬁce. To produce
greater food, there should be ample aduo#tion for both

races, Honest labor should be encouraged. Also to produce

78

greater good,'outsidera should not interfere and say that the

rights of the negroes should be respacted.65

62. Chriﬂtian, 92’ cit., p03960
63 Massey, Op. Oito’ PP 271-273.
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CHAPTER VII |
JOHN E. MASSEY - SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIG INSTRUCTION

On January 2, 1890 John E. Massey took the office of
Superintendent of Public Instruction. He succeeded Bu~
chanan iﬁ this office. He was shrewd, imperturbable and
well informed.’* Heatwole said in his book: ™"He brought
to the publie school system of the state the power of a
strong advocate and a discriminating judgment in matters
relating to the educational need of the State. He could
carry an sudience with him uﬁon almost any topic he chose
to discuss before them. He traveled extensively in all
pérts of the State, persuading the people to look well to
the education of the 600,000 children of school age. He
put the emphasis upon the ‘'intensive' aspect of public
education, and sought to improve the quelity of tesching
rather than to extend the system to a greater number of chil-
dren. He sought to mske more worthy of support the system

already so well established. He set for his task the

64. Bruce, Philip A., Virginia - Rebirth of the 0ld
Dominion, (Chicago, 1929), p. 202,




improvement of the teaching :orc; of the State."®

John E. Massey made many trips through the State and
demonstrated his remarkable power of persuasion in a series
of addresses to the people at lgrge. These speeches told
of the value of education. He expanded on the requirement
for a more liberal taxation for the support of the schools.
He showed the.a¢Vantages of a superlor type of schoolhouse
- over the dlsadvantages of the loghowse which was so gen-
erelly seen and in which he had had his early education.
ﬁe showed the demand for a better tralned teacher and for
more normel schools, He emphasized the need for'a_hlgher,
aierage'in the dally sttendance of children of the school
age .56 '

"In 1890 only 47 division superintendents reported
having held county institutes, which had mesnt so much ss
g method of improving the quallity of teaching in the 70t!s
and 80's. Sixty-seven of the superintendents had not held
these meetinés in thair counties, These institutes were
revived, snd under the lead of City Superintendent E. C,
Glsss of Lynchburg a 'School of Methods' was operated every

summer, first, at Lynchburg (1880), and then at Eedford City,

Rosnoke, snd Charlottesville. This summer school becsme

656, Heatwole, (Cornelius J., History of Educatlion in
Virginia, (New York, 1916), pp. 253-254.

66, Bruce, Op. cit.,zp..202.
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the leading agency of its kind in the state, and for a time
attracted the attention over the entire South; Leading ex-
perts in éll the flelds of educatlion were employed'aé in-
structors. The attendance of the teachers often reached
1,200,"67

"State Superintendent Hassey ordered the examination
for certificates to be held at the close of this school in
Auguat and st the same date all over tho State, and in this
way secured greater control over the matter of certificating
teachers than had yet been obtained in the history of the
state school system,"68

"At the sossion of the summer school at Bedford City,
in July, 1891, at a called meeting of the superintendents
of the state, the Virginia State Teacher's Association was
organized and has groﬁn to such proportions as to attract
from two to threé thousand teaschers at 1ts mnual meetings,
which are held each year at the Thanksgiving holiday season.§9
' - "In 1894, at the urgent suggestlon of Superintendent
Massey, the Legislature passed an act including the !'Summer
Institutes' as a part of the scheme bf popular education
and set aslde $2,500 for thelr support. With the gift from
the Peabody Fund to thls cause, these scheools becsme per=-

manent asgencies for the tralning of teachers. The act also

67. Heatwole, op. cit., p. 254.
68. 1Ibid, p. 255
69. Ibld, p. 255



provided a course of graded instruction for the teachers at-
tending, to cover a perlod of three years. The attendance
upon these institutes for the year 1895 was the largest ever
known in the state."vo
"Another event in the admlnistration of Superintendent
Massey was an attempt to open the doors of the University of
Virginia to women. This ceme as a response to the movement
for the higher education of women in the state. This scheme
providad for the teachlng to be done nominally under the
supervision of the regular professors of the University.
The plan permitted no women to attend lectures or the exer-
clses of the University, but after an examination a certifi-
| cate of rroficiency might be given. Only one women spplied
and the plan was finally abandoned.“7l
"After a vislt.to the North, Superintendent Massey
recommended that industrial education be introduced into
the schools. He highly commended the work done at the Hamb-
ton Normal and Agricultural Institute for Negroes, where
tralning in the trades for the boys and domestic sclence
for girls had been introducad."72 :
"Superintendent Massey's final report bontains inter-

esting figures regarding the 1lliteracy in the state. Of
665,533 persons of school age, 232,949 could not read nor

70. Ibld, ppo 265-256,
71, Ibld, p. 256.
72, Ibid, pp. 256-257.
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write; 117,592 were negroes. - One-third of the entire achool
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population were illiterate. The state Supebinténdent publish-

ed in his report of 1896-97 a chart of 1lilteracy for which
1t appears that Virginia was the seventh state in 1111tefaéy,
the order belng: Virginia 30.2%, North Carolina 35.7%,
Georgla 38.9%, Mississippl 40%, Alabama 41%, New Mexico
45,5%, South Carolina 45% and Louisiana 45.8%."7°

"The final faport of Supsrintendent Massey reveals thb
fact that there were 60 high schools in the state, nearly
all of which were connected wifh the public school system.
The following recommendations are made looking to the great-
er efriciency‘of the schools: (1) larger school funds,
(2) more efficient téaching, (3) closer auperiision,
(4) graded courses of instruction for country schools,
(5) institutes for normal training, (6) school libraries,
(7) county high schools, (8) a étate Board of Examiners,
(9) better school houses,"74
| on December 23, 1894 the Norfolk Pilot contained a six

column editorizl on "The American Book-Trust and How It

Operates in Virginia". The paper charged that John E. Massey

of the old school board was bribed by J. W. Womack to put

books on the school-board list., Governor 0O'Ferrsll, Attor-

ney General Scott, and Clerk McGllvray were alao blameo:il.‘75

73. 1Ibid, p. 257
74. 1Ibid, pp. 257-258.

75, "The Richmond Lispatch", December 25, 1894, Whole
NUMbBI‘ 13541,



The people of Virginia were satisfled with the books.76
Massey sald that he would act individually and said: "I en-
‘ter a general denial to thé charges, and shall prosecute
' the suthors eivilly and criminally to the full extent of

the law,"’7 ” | | .

| ¥r. Massey went to Néw York end returned with thié
letter from the Americén Book Company. |

"Sir:

We have read the sensational article published in
~the Norfolk Pilot of Sunday 1as§, oharging.thb Stata'Board
of Education of Virginia and our representatives with whole=
salélbribefy,and corruption in connecfion wifh the'adéption
of school text-books for the State and awarding contracts
for supply of the same. The proper tribunal to 1ﬁvest1gate
such charges is a court of-the,Commonwealth of Virginia,
and we shall only tfespass on ybur space this timé to say
that every material charge, so far as it affecfs this com~
paﬁy, or 1ts representatives, its dealings, or its methods,
is bislea@ing, false, and libeilous,vand We assure the peo-
ple of‘virg;nia ﬁhat the falsity of these_charges and thelr
.libellous character will be_fully establiahpd by sults
which will be instituted at once.

"Respectfully,
Amefican Bodk Company
New York, December 27, 189478

76. 1bid, December 27, 1894, Whole Number 13542,
77. 1Ibid, December 28, 1894, Whole Number 13543,

78, 1Ibid, December 28, 1894, ¥Whole Number 13544,
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On.Jhnuéry és. 1895 John E, &asaey entered sﬁit.7g
He claimed‘éso,ooo damageaAagalnst the Norfolk Pilot.S?
Mr. Thom Heely_and Richard vwelke were hils attorneys.' Hre
ﬁasaéy said that he had performed his dutieé. and the Pilot
had tfied to injure him by saylng he scted dlaﬁonestly.el'

The trial iaa held in the Gorporaﬁlon cburtroom. One
repbrter'said this aboﬁt the trial: ‘"Peoplo Jostled each
other for sodta and standing rooﬁ, snd had the place been
ten times hottet, and the air far more diaagreeable{ the
people &ould‘have crowded together and suffered and endured,
80 gféaﬁ was the curiosity to hear the opening of the oase,
the result of which will demn the Superintendent of Publlc
Instfuotion in t@e estimation of the people of Virginia or
elevate him to the highest rung of the ladder of fame than
he eveﬁ_attnined before, and meke him a populer 1do1."82

Buring the trisl John ﬁiﬁe, She attbrney representing
the Norfolk Pilot, brought up the old éontesb between %r.
gasse§ an& hilnseif.s3 The reporter of = Richmond newapaper \
on July 25 wrote: "Yesterday was Johnnie niso'a day 1in the
massey-Pilot sult and Xr. %ise founﬂ the oppqrtunity which
he has doubtless longed for to get in one more lick at his

0ld enemy. 1t was mn opportunity he did not neglect.

79. %The Iimas » January 24, 1895, Vol. 8, Kew Series #271.
80. Ibld, January 12, 1695, Vol. 8, New Series £261l.
81, Ibid, Fedbrusry 5, 1805, Vol. 8, Hew Series #280,
82, Ibid, June 25, 1895, Vol. 9, New Series #116.
83, Ibid, June 27, 1895, Vol. 9, New Series #118.



or 1;3 kind 1t was a great speech and may be fitly cherac-
terized as the éloquence of vituperation. Never, perhaps,
in the history of Virginia has one man sat within the same
room and heard such a merclless denunclation of himself as
. that which lir. Massey heard yosterday afternoon from the
lips of Mr, Wise. He called him mean, he called him dis-
honest, he called him a rascal, a sneak, a hypocrite, a
devil in‘the livery of God, a llar, a money-lover, a thief
who rooked tﬁe State and his creditor, a heartless miser
who conéigned his géandchlld to a charitable instltution
and who palmed off to his wife the worthless stock of s
- boom=town company... In conclusion he asked the jury to
send lassey home with the verdict of thelr contempt and
the mark of -their scorn upon himvand doom him for the few
years that remain to him to a 1life of shame and dtagrace."8% "
The views of the'reborter himself were: "It was an
awful thing, this appeal of Mr, Wise to the Jury ﬁo put
the brand of disgraée upon an old man. I hever heard its
};ike,bafore; I hope ; shgll never hear 1t again. It séemed
R to me to hiss with the hatred of hell. I may do ﬁf. Wise
an injustice. It may be that I have taken contempt for
- hatred, ‘I.simply give my impressions and give him the bene-
| £it of the doubt,"88

84, "The State", July 26, 1895.
85, Ibid, July 26, 1895
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"And what of Mr. Massey? He sat and listened with the
countenance of a stolc end kept his eye on Mr. Wise. When

the speech was done, I asked lir, MasseyAhow he felt. 'I

don't know'!, he replied. 'I hardly have grace sufficient to

endure what I have had to pass through this afternoon,'"86

‘« It was also btrought up in the trial about Mr, Yassey
- cherging for his "bridal trip". After the death of his
 first wife, the former Margaret Ann Kable, John E. Massey
expected to be married for the second time in September,
- 1890, The bride-to-be, Miss iattie E, MeCreary, lived in
Alabama. Vhen 3ohn E, dassey arrived in Alabama, he was
recalled to Blacksburg College. An epidemic of typhold
fever threatened to break out. As a member of the Execu-
tive Committea, of the Commlttee of Curriculum and of the
Committee of Control, he had to return. Mr. Massey charged
- the collége for the return trip and was accused by a young
- Senator of charging for his bridal trip. Mr. Massey showed
that each person of the Senate at that time had a compli-
mentary pass from the rallroad. The Senator himself ac-
knowledged that he had passes and used'them.87

The manaéing editor of the Norfolk Pilot at the time

of the accusation was Rev, Sam W. Small. He resigned on

86, Ibld, July 26, 1895.
87. Massey, op. cit., pp. 285-287,

87



April 14, 1895,%% 1t was shown that R. E. Byrd was the
author of the article. This admission was published on
June 30, 1895 in the Times: "When the Circult Court con-
vened this morning at 10340, Mr. Wise arose and informed
the court that the defence did not desire to make any ad-
missions which may make Mr., R. E. Byrd liable for criminal
prosecution for libel, but will be willing to admit for the
purpose only of these civil proceedings that he was the
authof of the artiele of December 23, 1890 (should be
1894),"89 | |

¥r. R. E. Byrd was questioned. "He was handed by Mr.
Thom ssveral letters to Kr. Small, and sald he wrote them,
One stated that he had 'Sent by mall Dec. 20th last in-
stallment of the Massey-trust article, and expressed the
hope that all of it could be printed as it mskes a powerful
case agalnst Massey. I want 2,000 copies sent me here
(Winchester). I also want a copy sent to every member of
the Legislature and Senate.!"90

Another witness was Senator H. D. Flood. He sald:
"I know the reputation of Mr. Massey, both political and
general. I say it is very bad. I would not believe him
under oath from my persond knowledge of him, politically

) el

as

. 88, "The Times", June 26, 1895, Vol. 9, New Series #117.

89, 1bid, June 30, 1895, Vol. 9, New Series #12l.
90, Ibid, June 30, 1895, Vol., 9, New Series #121,
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and otherwise..."9%

He cortinued: "I have voted for Mr. Massey since 1880,
I was elected Commonwealth's attorney for Appomattox county,
and am my own successor to the offlce. My election is now
being contested, but I holé the certificate of election, and
am holding the office. I was ons of the attorneys for Gimn
& Go., to represent them before the Board of Education in
their meeting for the adoptlon of 3chool books., I did not
act for them, however, but referred them to R. E. Byrd, as
I waa very busy at the time, and could not attend to 1t,"92
Richard E. Byrd was witness agaln and ssid: "I am
thirty-four years oid, and reside in Winchester, Virginia.
Have been prosecuting attorney for my county for many years.
Have known John E. liassey personally for many years. I
know his general reputation for truth and honesty. As Mr.
Flood has said, I was in Richmond in the winter of 1893-94,
taking care of the interests of my partnef, who was a can-~
didaté for reelection to office, and Ginn & Co. at that
time retained me, in connection with Hr. Flood; to repre-
sent them before the board in thelr competitlon against the
American Book Company for the book contradt of Virginia in

the spring of 1894..."99

91, Ibid, July 4, 1895, Vol, 9, New Series #124.
92, Ibid, July 4, 1895, Vol. 9, New Series #124,
93, Ibid, July 4, 1895, Vol., 9, New Series #124.-
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After rfive weeks, on July 27, 1895 this verdict was
given. "We find against R. E. Byrd, S. 'R Smalliand the
Pilot Publishing Company, and assoss damages at $1,600
viz $1,500 punitive, and $100 actual, As to the other

defendants we find them not guilty."94

94, “The Times", July 28, 1895, Vol. 9, liew Series #145.
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CHAPTER VIII

RETIREMENT FROM PUBLIC LIFE AND HIS DEATH

In 1897 John E, Massey retired from public, life.95 On
| the twenty-fourth of April in 1901, he died at six-fifteen
in the afternoon. He hed a cold that developed into grippe.
The week before he died, John E. Massey had been elected
£o the Constitutional Conventlon,%6 | |

In the various accouﬂts of his life, the Ridhmond
Dispatoh sald that the first time thet John E. liassey came
/inﬁo prbmineﬁce was at a debate that he had with a Metho-
dist minister. The debate lasted for several'days and a
stenographer was sent from Washington to the dsbate to take
notes. This was the first time that a stenographer had
come to Virginia., He was paid sizty dollars a dsy. Massey
M,won the debate.97 | | B ‘ |
| So much can be learned about thn E. Massey from his

numerous epeechas. He was a person who could express him-

95. Maasey) op, cit., Pe 298.,
96, "The Times", April 25, 1901, Vol. 16, Number 64.

97. "The Richmond Dispatch®", April 25, 1901, Whole
Number 15603.
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self well and ééuld convey his ideas with well-chosen words.,

John E. Massey was deeply 1nterésted in the political
1ife of Virginia. He was a man of decided ideas and ex-
pressed his opinion forecibly. He was vigorously against
the Funding Act so he wrote the pamphlet quoted as Chapter
four to tell why he dlsapproved of the Act. |

_ In his political life, he was influenced by his two
former professions, the law and the ministry. In fact, he
was widely known as Parson Massey. He was an active member
of the Readjuster party. He was slways prominent in what-
ever field he entered.

In 1890 he was elected State Superintendent of Public
Instruction. He held this position for two terms. During
this time, he tried to get better educatlion for the children
of Virginia. He realized the need of it snd also the need
for better prepared teachersa.,

Thus John E. Massey performed his duties as lswyer,

" minister, public servant and educator. I think that this
quotation fits John E. Massey well,

"With feame, 1ln Just propertion, envy growsa;

The men thst makes a character, makes foes,®

Young: Eplstles to Pope
Epis. 1, Line 27,
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