University of Richmond
UR Scholarship Repository

Master's Theses Student Research

Spring 1965

Richmond's reaction to Abraham Lincoln : from
November 1860 - March 1881

James Alexander DeAngelis

Follow this and additional works at: http://scholarship.richmond.edu/masters-theses

Recommended Citation

DeAngelis, James Alexander, "Richmond's reaction to Abraham Lincoln : from November 1860 - March 1881" (1965). Master’s Theses.
Paper 232.

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Student Research at UR Scholarship Repository. It has been accepted for inclusion in
Master's Theses by an authorized administrator of UR Scholarship Repository. For more information, please contact

scholarshiprepository@richmond.edu.


http://scholarship.richmond.edu?utm_source=scholarship.richmond.edu%2Fmasters-theses%2F232&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholarship.richmond.edu/masters-theses?utm_source=scholarship.richmond.edu%2Fmasters-theses%2F232&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholarship.richmond.edu/student-research?utm_source=scholarship.richmond.edu%2Fmasters-theses%2F232&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholarship.richmond.edu/masters-theses?utm_source=scholarship.richmond.edu%2Fmasters-theses%2F232&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
http://scholarship.richmond.edu/masters-theses/232?utm_source=scholarship.richmond.edu%2Fmasters-theses%2F232&utm_medium=PDF&utm_campaign=PDFCoverPages
mailto:scholarshiprepository@richmond.edu

RI CHMOND 'S REACTION TO
ABRAHAM LINCOLN: FROM NOVEMBER, 1860=-MARCH, 1861

A Dissertation
Presented to
the Faculty of the Graduate School
University of Richmond
Department of History

In Partial Fulfillment
of the Requirements for the Degree
Master of Arts

by
James Alexander DeAngells, Jr.
June 1965



Table of Contents

Chapter

1. Beackground Events and the Conventions .

2. Reaction in Richmond and Virginla

From the Conventions to the Election

3. The Elechioh aﬁd Conclusion « « « « o o

li. Reaction and Solidification . . .
5. & Capstone for the Secessionists.
6. The Road to Secescion o « o« » o &
Blbliographye « o« o + ¢ o o o o« o o
Appendix. o o o o o 4 s e s e e s e .

L

.

Page

ii



111

Preface

I have endeavored to give an account of Richmond's
reaction to Abraham Lincoln from his election in November,
1860, to his inauguration on March Y4, 1861l. I have also
tried to emphasize the resction in Richmond because it
represented not only the attitude in Virginia but in many
respects the upper South as & whole. ;

The paper 1s divided into two principal parts, each
divided into three chapters, The first area concerns the
effect of Lincoln's election on the people of Richmond,
This 1s discussed In three chapters: the first, a study
of the background events leading up to the nomihating
conventions and the conventions themselves; the second, a
survey of the reaction in Richmond and Virginia from the
resul ts of}the conventions to the election; and the third,
the results of the election and a general conclusion.

The second srea is concerned chiefly with the develop=-
ment and spread of the saecessionist faction. The conclusion
is reached that the majority of Virginians were reconciled
to the fact that secession waa necessary and proper by the
time of Lincoln's inauguration., The fourth chapter deals
with the course of action taken by Virginia efter Lincoln's
election and the ultimate unification and expansion of the
dissolutionist faction, The fifth chapter relstes the con-
tinued incrsase and triﬁmph by the secessionists as a result

of the failure of efforts at mediation and other fectors.
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The final chapter discusses the reaction to Lincoln's
inaugural address and a conclusion,

Throughout the psper I have referred to several terms
which perhaps need clarification. The use of the word
"radical™ pertains to sebessionista. This term has been
used primarily in connection with newspapers. In referring
to secesslonist groupé*br factions, I have sometimes called
thém”“forces,” and this should not be misinterpreted’as a
mili tary force, ‘

I would like to acknowledga those libraries and thank
those individuals who have been most helpful in enabling
me to obtaln many pertihent sources; the Boatwright Memorial
Library of the University of Richmond, the Virginia State
Library,‘the Virginia,ﬁistorical Seoclety, the University of
Virginia Alderman Library, the McCormick Library of Washing-
ton and Lee University, and the Library of Congress, I
would salso like to thank Dr, Williem Gleason Bean, Historien
Emeritus at Washington and Lee University, for his kind
assistance 1in suggesting some very helpful references; Mr,
Joln Rutherford of the Library of Congress who was most help~'
ful in obtalning many needed articles; and Mr, Willism Rachal,

- editor of The Virginia Magazine of History and Biography, for
revealing valuable primary sources, In addition, I would like
to thank my adviser, Professor Joseph C. Robert, for his

guldance and direction.



CHAPTER 1
Background Events and the Conventions

The election of 1860, to the general student, appears
as any other; however, to the historian 1t cen easily be
seen‘as.a lsbyrinth. No other election in our history has
had such broad ramificationg, not only in this country but
in the world aé well, If one considers the direct and
indirect results of the election, one can say that this;
election really altered the entire political, social, and
economic aspects of the United Statéa. It is impossible
to study the election without understanding the previous -
events which helped mold both the Northern and Southern
minds by 1860,

If one is careful, he could probably trace the beginning

of Northern and Southern antagonisms from the Compromise of |

1820, or even with the framing of the Constitution. However,

it 1s not until the Nat Turner Insurrection in Southampton

County, Virginia, in 1831, that a continuous and concentrated

attitude 1s projected and molded both in the North and the
- South,l This, I believe, is the embryonic state of Southern

determinism which helped set the pattern of belief in slavery

1. Clement Eaton, A History of the 0ld South (New York:

The Macmillan Company, 1949), p. 267.



as an economic and social good and an avid adherence to state
rights. At appraxiﬁately the same time, although actually
earlier, the North began to develop into a hard core section
vehemently opposed to slavery, and wholeheartedly advocating
free lebor, At first, both these respective views were in
the minority but as certain lmportant events arose, these
beliefs became augmented until 1t appeared that the two
gections were two indapendenb nations diametriocally opposed
to each other, |

By the time of the American Revolutlion slavery waé,
according to many historians, on the decline. However, with
the opening up of new lands in the southwest and the inven-
tion of the cotton gin, the need for labor became greatly
increased, These events helped to brand the mark of slavery
on the South for good. This increased demand for slave labor
also thwarted scattered attempts by isolated individuals to
put an end to slave lebor, such as the colonization efforts.
It is my ocontention that the expension of slavery into the
new sreas 1s one of the paramount reasons for the conflicts
between the two sectiens.

Beginning with the expansion of slavery into Missouri
and down to the fight over "bloody Kansas," the country
" became 1nvolved over the extension of slavery into the terri-
tories. Time and again we will soon see that the underlying
fear on the part of the majority of the Southerners in the
election’of 1860 was the question of the right of the exten=-
sion of slavery into the territories, and the protection of
_that 1Institution in the states where it préviously existed,



Instead of these ultimate incidents acting as a warning of
what was to come, they seemed only to furnish the needed
ammuni tion for the radical abolitionists of the North and

the "fire eaters" of the South. Such events as the Wilmot
Proviso, the Compromise of 1850, the Kansas-Nebraska Bill,
the Lecompton Constitution, the Dred Scott decision, and the
John Brown raid only brought about temporary appeasements
rather than warnings that level-headed staetesmanship was
needed to prevent future disaster, It 1s important to remem-
ber that with each of these events the radical element of the
two sectlons became increased while the moderate and conservae-
tive forces declined.

Tous by 1860 the nation appeared te be completely divi-
ded, politically, economlcally, soclally, and religiously.
Since 1854 the Republican party had made tremendous strides,
and to the South it appesred that this party of the "Black
Republicans" was the mouthplece for the entire North, especially
after the Cdngressional elections in several of ths key North-
ern states in 1859. These elections persauded the Southern
people to believe that the North was one homogeneous section
clearly bent on the destruction of i1ts most cherighed insti=-
tution~~slavery, This generally was the situation in the
~ South at the time of the political conventions of 1860, How=
ever, 1t should be remembered that generalizations are not
always accurate, and this applies especlally to the South.,

. The South, it is true, had meny common characteristics,
such as climate, an agricultural society, and the use of slave
labor, However, at the same time it posseésed many different

aspeéts, and, in general, the South is really many Souths,



¥hile the lower South was primarlly an agricultural area,
the upper South exhiblted signs of diversification. Industry,
while not the domlnant phagse of the economy, was more preva=
lent, and as & whole the upper South enjoyed a closer economic
tie with northeastern and midwestern states. Not only was the
presence of industry more pronounced, but also diversification
in agriculture wss extended. However, despite these dissimi-
. larities 1t shouldralways be kept In mind that the South was
united on at least one princlpal aspect-~the defense of the
Institution of slavery--and because of thls the upper.South
would come to the aid of her sister states, It 1s with this
basic attitude that the Southern representatives st the Demo=-
cratic convention in Charleston, South Carolina, met and ulti-
mately altered the history of the South and the Un;ted States,
When the Democratic convention met on April 6, 1860, in
Charleston, the Virginis delegation was almost unenimously
in favor of the nomination of Robert M, T. Hunter for the
Presidency.2 Their loyelty can be seen in the fact that they
voted‘for him solidly the fifty-~seven times ballots were taken,
with the excepticn of two members who cest thelr votes for
Douglas;3 The supporters of Hunter felt that they would have
to gain the support of a2 united South or their candidate would
"lose. At the same time they could not afford to antagonize
the Douglas delegates from the North. They hoped to keep the

2. Tmerson David I".te, The Presidential Campalgn of 1860
(New York: The Macmillan Company, 1949}, p. 267.

3. Henry Harrison Simms, Life of Robert M. T. Hunter
(Richmond: The William Byrd Press, 1935), p. 1il.
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representatives of the lower South quiet on the digcussion of
the platform, which was their concession to the North, and to
win the nominaetion for a Southérn man; consequently, they
would have the nomination firat.h However, their plan soon
met with defeat hecause the Yancy-Fhett faction and the
Northern extremists were determined to fight out thelr plat=-
form differences before making nominations. |

After o week of debating over ths platform the ooﬁmittée
cn reéolutions reported three resolutions. The first was the
"majority report," which endersed the Cincinnati platform of
1256 witk the 2déition of the principles of the Dred Scott
decision., The second, the "minority report,” which likewicge
advocated the Cincinnati plstform, but with the stipulation
of a promlisze to sbide by sny future decision of the Supreme
Court es regerding slavery in the territorles. The third,
end last report, which was signed only by EBenjsmin F, Butler
of Meassachusetbts, ressserted the Cincinnati plstform, without
any additlions or alterations.S By & vote of 165 to 138 the
me jority report wasg re jected and that of the minority substi-
tuted in 1ts place.6 Thus it appeared that popular sovereignty
ﬁes triuvmpkant, but in ell actuelity the victory was go shsllow
that Douglas never reaped any fruits from it,

As soon as the vote was announced the Alabama delegation,
led by Yancey, mrose and left the hall, They were soon follow- |

ed by delegates from Louisiana, Mississippi, Texas, Florida,

4. Henry F. Shanka, The Secession Movement in Virginia
lﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁél (Richﬁond: Garrett and Massie, Inc., 193ﬁ),
Pe Se

5. Pite, loc. oit,
6. Ibid.



South Carolina, Georgla, and Arkensas. It is this type of
ragsh action which was characteristic of events between the
two sections from 1850 to the outbreak of the Civil War,

By the respective stateéﬁ’actiona it appeared that the dele=
gates were "instructed not té‘submit to the nomination of
Douglas; but in such an event, to withdraw from ﬁhe COnven-
tion. « . "’ The remaining delegates proceeded to a frult-
less ballbting for President through fifty~geven tiresome
baillots, in which Douglas was always far in the lead of the
other candidates, including among others, James Guthrie of
Kentucky, R. M. T. Hunter of Virginia, and Andrew Johnson
of Tennessee. However, the Douglas forces never attained
the requisite number of votes to give him the nomination,
Therefore, the convention passed a resolutlion requesting ﬁha
secedlng states to fill up thelr vacaut delegationé, and

ed journed for six weeks, to meet:iagain in Baltimore on Juve
18.°

The seceders in the meantime gathered in Charleston where

they issued a separate platform of principles and then adjourned

to meet in Richmond on June 11, 9 A letter published in the
Eighmgng,uhig,gng Public Advertiser by ex-Governor Wise of
Virginia, who was a pro-secessionist and who vied with Hunter
- for the Virginia delegates' support for the nomination of
president, reflects the moderate and realistic attitude of

7. Richmond Whig~and Public Advertiser, April 20, 1860,
P. 2.

8. Tite, op. eit., p. 107,
9. 1Ibid.

{
|
s
|

!}



Virginiansg during the convention crisis. However, Mr, Wise's
attitude was soon to change. He sald:

Let Virginie be a unit as to the nomination, let

her adhere to her constitutional principles, unit

or not, and let thalgarmony of the Democratic

party be preserved,

" This plea was likewlse endorsed by his rival, R. M. T. Hunter,
at the Charleston convention.ll
With the commencing of the Baltimore convention, the

expscted happened, an irreconcilable quarrel over the con-
testing Southern delegations. On this important question,
by the very act of secession of the Southerners themselves
at the Charleston convention, the entire decislon lay with
the Douglas men. SOﬁth Carolina and Florida sent their dele~
gates only to Richmond; the Mississippl and Texas mémbera,
which were sent to both Richmond and Baltimore, were finally
admitted after a bitter contest but were refused their pre=
ferred seats; the original delegates from Arkensas and {
Georgia, sant to both adjourned conventions, were admitted at
Baltimore and took their seats; from Alabama and Louisiana f
alone, the "bolters," commimssioned to both June conventione,f
were rejected at Baltimore and their seats given to the ;
Douglas dslegates.12 ' [
The delegates then proceeded to nominate a President

and Vice President. The results were the nomination of

10, Rlichmond Whig end Public Advertiser, April 21,
’p- .

11. Rlchmond Semi-Weekly Enguirer, Mey 22, 1860, p. 2.
12, Fite, op. cit., p. 108,



Stephen louglas of Illinols for President and Senator
i tzpatrlick of Alabama for Vice President, Later Senstor
Ben jamin Fitzpatrick deciinad the nomination and 1t was
conferred upon a Georglia moderate, Herschel V. Johneon.13
At the same time the séoeders convened In the same clty
and nominated tha\curfent‘Vice President, Joln C. Bredkenridge
of Kentucky, for Presi&ent and Joseph Lane of Oregon for Vice
President; end thus a'third'party, the Constitutional Demo-
cratic party, was placed in the field. The Richmond conven-
tion, attended by the South Carolina delegates, unanimbuely
ratified the nominations of Breckenridge and Lane.lu
Between the ad journment of the Charleston convention and
the commencing of the Baltimore conventlion, the Republican
party met in Chicago to chose thelr candidates. Nomination
for the Presidency was not golng as the party leaders had
planned at Chicago. After three hallots a little~known Sena-
tor from Illinois, Abraham Lincoln, was nominated for FPresident,
Seward's association with the "higher law" doctrine and the
"{rrepressible conflict" acted against him rather than in his
favor, A typlcal reaction from the people of Virginla can be
seen in en article from the May 16 Winchester Virginien. It
mentioned that:

It is well for the people occeslionally to revert
to the terms in which Mr. Seward in his Rochester
speech, places the North and the South in "irre-
pressible conflict" with each other. Can anything

13, Ibid., p. 109,

14, J. G. Randall end David Donald, The Civil War and
Reconstruction (Boston: D, C. Heath asnd Company,
1961}, p. 129.




be more dengerous or infamous then his propo=

sition as stated in his own lan%uage? Then

we have the declaration of the fanatlcal Seward,

that the war against negro slavery is to be

of Freodon be oxtamminated 1o ) OF the sveten
Lincoln's success at Chicago was due to the fact that he was
better able than ény other candidate to attract thg‘support
from the old line Whigs end the crusading abolitionista, and
elso the fect that the convention was held in his home state.16

Before discussing the reaction of:the people in Riechmond
and Virginia to the nomination of ILincoln, a fourth polltical
organization must be mentioned. Composed primarily of
Southerners who digtrusted both Douglas and Breckenridge,
this group formed what became known as the Constitutional
Union party'or opposition party. This party reallzed the
present danger that the Union was faced with, and 1ts plat-
form, therefore, campletely ignored the 1assue of slavery.
Their ohe plank platform was based solely on the preservation
of the Uhion, the Constitution, and the enforcement of the
laws, 7 Meeting at Baltimore, they chose John Bell of
Tennessee as thelr Presidentlal cendidate, and Edward Everett
for Vice Preslident, Its platform and nominees appealed
eapecially to the border staetes of the South, and it was
- believed that Bell had a good chance of election, if the

election was thrown into the House of Representatives.

15, Winchester Virginian, May 16, 1860, p. 2.
16, Randall and Donald, op. g¢it., p. 131,

17. Eaton, op. ¢it., P. 572.
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With four parties in the field 1t appeared obvious to
many Virginians from the outset that the election of Lincoln
would be impossible to prevent unless some successful unify-
ing attempt could be made. All four cendidates professed a
devotion to the preservation of the Union; however, the
assoclatlion of candidates with the radical lower South and
the abolitionist North tended to overshadow this devotion.

The stege was cleaflyﬁset for what was to become the most
‘tragic election in the history of the United States, The
unwillingness of both the North and the lower South to listen
to the moderate pleas of the border stetes brought forth an
utterly complex and misunderstood position. The cotton states
believed that the election of Lincoln meant the end to Southern
freedom and rights, and to many Republicans the electlon .
appeared as a mandate for Republican party principies, whether

radical or not.



CHAPTER 2

Reaction in Richmond and Virginia
From the Conventions to the Election

The ma Jority of newspapers, even the most conserva-
tive ones, exhlbited some type of fear with the nomlnation
of the Republican éandidate. However, very few papers, or
individuals, reslly believed that the election of Lincoln
necegsi tated the dissolution of the Union. Perhaps the
attitude of John Minor Botte of Dumfrees, Virginia, clesrly
reflects the basic attitude of those Virginiens whe saw no
immediete need for alarm if a "Black Republican" wes elected
Pregsident. Botts maintained that the Senate would be against
him for the next four years and also the United States Supreme
Court, even if the House alded him., He went on to say:

I would go to the Supreme Court, I would there

proclaim that Congress had no power to interfere

with slavery, and demand that justice and right

be done me, But if the Supreme Court refused me

redress, then I would say the time has come for

revolution and let him teke the lead who will,

I will folia ,

Mr. Botts was en anti;secesaionist, who had been a Whig
until 185l when the party virtually collapsed, He then joined
'~ the Know~nothings., He ran for Congress in 185l but was
defeated because of his continued antegonism sgaingt the South

and the Democratic perty.> With thls defeat he returned to the law

1. Clyde C. Webster, "John Minor Botts, Anti-Secession=-
1st,” Richmond uollegg Historical Papers, Vol. 1,
(Richmona, 1915}, pp. 25-26,

2. Ibid., p. 22.




profession where he set up practice in Rlchmond, His intelll-
gent and sober views appear as a minority in a sea of rash
and uneducated Interpretations.

Another example of ccnservatism was Senator R, M. T.
Hunter of Essex County. However, 1t should be remembered,
like many Virginlans, though a compromlser by nature and
environment, he shared the sggregsive attitude of Jefferson
Davis and Robert Toombs regarding the property rights of
slaveholders in ths common territorias.3 Although ultra-
Southsrn on the slavery question, and basleally a typical
Southern Democrat, that is enti-tariff and anti-homestead
law, he was not without caution and prudence.u A letter from
him to his sister, Jene, clearly 1llustrates this point.
¥ritten Just prior to the election, he said:

The South:1s not aware of i1ts own position, and

can only be warned by degreegs, I believe that

even twenty men in this body who would act as I

am dlsposed to do could—I will not ssy save the

country, but at least act as a solutary check

upon the excesses of the two_great partiea who

are distracting our country.5 ‘

In general it can be sald that while Mr. Hunter was not one
of the eager secessionists who would have hastened to leave
the Union without parley; his hesitation ended with the with-

drawal of Virginia from the Unlon.

3. Charles Henry Ambler (ed.), "Correspondence of R.
M. T. Hunter, 1826«1876," Annual Report of the
American Historical Assoclation, Vol.1ll {(Washington,
1918), p. 9.

. D. W. Bartlett, Presidentis) Candldates (New York:

5. Martha T. Hunter, A Memoir of Robert M, T. Hunter
, {?;s%%ﬁgton: Neale Publishing Company, 1903), pp.
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In almost direct contrast to Hunter on the election crisis
was ex=-Governor Kenry Wise. Wlse was radical 1n his views on
the slavery questlon. ie demanded‘the fullest protection from
the courts and Congress for the protectlen of the institution,
Bartlett has drawn an interesting comparison between Hunter
and Wise. He malntaing that while Wise was voluble, Hunter
was reticent; while the ex~governor was rash, Hunter was
cautious and prudeht; and wnile Wise was a reformer in his
way, Hunter was an "old fogy" in politios.6 The ex=~Governor
proclaimed that the election of Lincoln "will be actual wares
and will leave us but one resort--the Blood and Fire and
Revolution."! The following excerpt from The Review of
Charlottesville clearly lllustrates the radical beliefs which

he nurtured in regards to the election:

.The moment it 1s ascertained that Abraham Lincoln

13 elscted President of the United States, & gen=

eral Convention of delegates from each county is

to convene in Richmond, to determine upon measures

for protecting our own safety end honor ss a

people.- o v oY ) .

In trying to sample the reactlon of individuals in regarda
to the crisis, one cannot overlook the views of Edmund Ruffin
of Hanover County. This Virginian "fire eater" ranks high on
such a 1list of Scuthern radicals. Ruffin clearly revealed
“his views towards the crisis in a letter to Yancey of October
29, 1860. He said:

According to all present indlications the result
e o o Will give the election to the avowed

é., Bartlett, op. cit., p. 2k,
7« Charlottesville Review, November 6, 1860, p. 2.
8, 1Ibid,
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abolition candidate . « . I cannot doubt that
you will view this result as I do, of the
clear and unmistakable indication of future
and fixed domlnation of the Northern sections,
its abolition policy . . « &nd the beginning
of a sure and speedy progress to the extermi-
nation of negro slavery asnd the conquest and
utter ruin of the prosperity of the South.

I cannot doubt that you see the one passage
for escape from this impending end awful
danger and calamlty by secession. « . .9

Desplte the avld secessionist views of Wise and Ruffin,
and others llke William C. Rives and Frank V., Winston of
Louise Court House, there were meny Virginlens who expressed
a wait-and-see attltude., There were such men &s John S,
Pendleton, who believed thet Virginia's duty was flrst to
herself and then to the North as well as the Southy; William
M. Blackford of Lynchburg, who favored walting for an overt
act, but at the same time letting the North reallze the serious
danger in Virginia; and professor John B, Mlnor of the Univer=
glty of Virginia, who took a firm Union stand, 10

Perhaps the views expressed by Governor Letcher in his
eddress to the General assembly on Janﬁary 7, 1861, 1llustrate
the general sttitude of most Virginiens, He maintalned: ,

The tles of brotherhood have been severed; and

though living under the same institution, the

sections seem to be as hostile . . . aa if their
citizens belonged to unfriendly governments, . . «

We rmuat wisely improve the present; correct 1its
errorg; reform its abuses; reunite the several

g sre A WM\

9. Avery (Craven, Edmund Ruffin, Southerner (New York:
D. Appleton and Company, 1932), p. 190,

10, O0llinger Crenshaw, "The Slave States in the Presi=
dential Election of 1860," The John Hopkins Uni-
verslty Studles in Historlcal and Political Science,
Vol, LXI1I (Baltimore: The John Hopkin's Press,
1945), pp. 131-133,
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ties of affection; and unkindle anew the fires

of patriotism; if we would recover all that has

been lost,ll
However, Letoher also made 1t clear that while he was opposed
to immediate secession and coercion by elther the North of
the lower South, he would favor division if an overt act
warranted it. He wes opposed to slavery politically and
soclially, but not morslly, and continued to respect the
value of slave property.12' His defense of'slavery was amply
revealed in hia address to the Assembly when he seild:

Their Northarq]’systematic and persistent warfare

hhve done muoh to oreate the present state of

exasperation exlsting between the two sections of

the Union.13
Letcher's continued devotion to the preservation of thé Union
can be seen in hls founding of the Lexington VYalley Star |
newspaper, which was the mouthpiece of Douglas, whoh he
supported.

This wait-and-see attitude was the view which the major- ,
1ty of newspapers in Virginisa endorsed, However, there were g
‘certain ones which advocated quick and immediate action., Tb§j
two most prominent in the state were the Richmond Daily f
Examiner and the Richmond Enguirer, both voices of the Con= ;
stitutional Democratic party candidates, Breckenridge and )

“Lane, Other prominent newspapers which gave support to the

11. Wwilliam F. Ritchlie, Message of the Governor of

Virginia and Accompanying Documents (RLchmond :
Williem F. Ritohie, Public Printers, 1861), pp. 4=S.

12, "To the People of Virginia! John Letcher on His
Antecedents, PRead and Circulate,” Political

Pemphlets, Vol. XXXVII (Richmond: Whig Book and
Job Office, 1859), p. 6.

13. thchie, 2D Q_Ltbg PP. 13'1)4,'
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thesis thet secesslon was the only solution were the Petersbuggf

Bulletin, Winchester Virginlan, and the Rockbridge Democrat.

Since these newspapers champlioned the minority view in Virginia}
end Richmond, more emphasis will be placed on the more moderate
and conservative papers.

The most outstanding moderate peper in Ridhmond, and‘proba{
bly 1n Virginia, was the Richmond Daily khig. This paper, %
which endorsed John Bell and Edward Everett, continuously advo-
cated support for the Uhion_and apcurately evaluated the elec=
tion orisis to the people of Riechmond, Cther papers which
took a similer stand were the Review of Chsrlottesville, the |

Richmond Daily Dispatch, the Lexington Gazette, the Lynchburg |
Virginian, and the Lexington Velley Star., In studying the J

reaction of the newspapers to the election, it 1s extremely
important that one realizes that many of these papers reflect
the sentiment of their editors and not necessarily those of
the people, .

A clear exsmple of pro-secession sentiment is seen in an

article of the Mey 22, Richmond Daily Examiner. The Ixaminer

was edited by William 0Old, Jr., who avidly supported E, M. T,
Hunter at the Charleston Convention. In regerd to Lincoln's
nomination the Examiner proclaimed:

He /Lincoln/is a far more dangerous opponent of
all conservative partlea for he ean carry Seward's
strength and other forces, which that wore neted
and hated men could never have commanded. + «

In such a condition of effairs, we see but little
hope as to the election, except to unite the South
to take immediate action after the fact of the
eledtion of the Chicago ticket is ascertained, Ll

‘14, Richmond Daily Exeminer, May 22, 1860, p. 2.
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It is interesting to note that while the majority of papers f
reserved a sense of hope and moderation until after the :
election, both the Examiner and Enquirer expressed immediate
action in the form of alignment with the lower South. The
Examiner opposed Bell primarily because he voted against thﬁ
ennexation of Texas, because his tendencles 1h‘genera1 were
pro-northern, and the bellef that he caused a wide split in

the Demooratic party. The Examiner joined with other seces=-
sionist papers in opposing Douglas' squatter sovereignty theais,

The Examiner opposed his thesls because 1t could refuse "judiclal

decisions and Congressional 1egislature."15

The Examiper clearly summed up the radical interpretation
of Bell and Douglas when it sald:

The friends of Bell and Douglas, the other oppo=-
nents of Lincoln, have not only no such distinect
antagonism with him /Lincoln/ on principle and
policy, but they have unhapplly approached too
near to his own ideas, to maske thelr success &
condemnation of him.l

1
H

The Ex er went on to state more clearly in a later issue
the underlying fears of most Virginians in regard to Lincoln's
election. h

It /the effect of voting for Bell and Douglas/
will be to render Lincoln's election most proba-
ble, and to meke his administration most inju-
rious to the South., Let i1t be remembered thab
Lincoln's avowed principles and known feeling :
will lead him to use all the power of the Govern=~
ment to prevent the extension and cause the /
extinction of slavery.l?

15, Ibid., October 22, 1860, p. 2.
16. Ibid., October 24, 1860, p. 2.
'17. Ibid., October 29, 1860, p. 2.



18

In the same 1ssue the Examlner malntained that a vote for
Breckenridge "will be to glve the strongest opposition

directly to the election of Lincoln, and it will, if any=~

thing can, restrain the aggressive character of his adminis-

tration, "8
A typlcal example of the irrationsl interpretations by

the radical papers of Lincoln's election is the November 2

issue of the Examlner. It proclaimed:

He will have at his back the whole leglslative
power of the Government, He will have in his
hands the Executlve power of his Unlon, He and . ;
his party will have the power to tax your i
property, your cepitel, your industry, directly !
end indirectly. He end his party will have j
control of the Federal Treasury of the country. /
He and his party wlll have control of the pub=- |
lic domain, the lands of the United States, ;
All these can and will be used agalnst your ’
most valued property /slave to the destruc- ]
tion of the very soclety on which your lives,

peace and prosperity are dependent., To this

Lincoln asnd his party are publicly pledged.l9

If one recalls the sentiments of Jobn Minor Botts he will
clearly see the sbsurdity in the above statement, At this
point one must ask himself, what was Lincoln's attitude toward
the "peculiar instution?” Generally 1t can be sald that in
the background of most Virginlans, and Southerners as well,
lurked a common fear, which John C, Calhoun expressed when

the "great body of the North is united against our

- he sald,
tnstitution."?? In a speech at Cincinnati in 1860

peculiar

18. Ibid. |
19, Ibid., November 3, 1860, p. 2.

Quoted in Arthur C. Cole, "Lincoln's Flection an
Immediate Menace to Slavery in the States?" The
American Historicel Review, Vol., XXXVI (New York:

The MacmiIlen Co., 193LJ, p. 7h2.

20,
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Lincoln unequivocally stated his views toward slavery., While
opposing the spread of slavery, he time and again guaranteed
the protection of the instlitution in the states where it
already existed.21

If an understanding of Lincoln's position on slavery is
to be comprehended at all, if that 1s possible to achleve,
one will always have to keep two pertinent facts in mind,
The first 1s that Lincoln was actually an emancipationist
by compulsion. As Arthur C. Cole purports, "Lincoln wes made
a gaint and liberator in spiﬁe of himself, . . . he did not
voluntarily rise up, he was floated upon the restless will of
the people. « » ."22 The second is that his belief in the
arrestment of the further extension of slavery into the teryl-
tories meant a "defiance of right and justice and of a spirit
of our fundamental law" to the majority of the Southern people.23
Thué a general conclusion cen be drawn that Lincoln, at the
time of his election, wes not in favor‘of the dissolution of
slavery, and that pre-conceived interpretations of Lincoln's
ideas by bothvtha North and the South were unjustly accepted
és‘definitive.

The Richmond Enquirer time after time expressed the bellef

that the election of the "Black Republican' meant the extince

tion of Negro slavery. In the May 22 i1ssue 1t maintalned:

The success of this party, flushed with victory,
starving for the spolls, not only of office, but

21, Ibid., p. 7hl.
22, Ibid.
'23. Ibid., p. 761,
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of the fair lend end virgin soll of the
sunny South, would be destructive of negro
slavery ﬁverywhere in states and terri-
tories, 2

The ggguireg, which was edited by avid secesslonists such as
Rltchie and w1ée, continuously attempted to force upon the
people the belief that the success of the Republican party
in November would mean the disruption ofvtha Union, For
example, In an August 10 isaue i1t stated:

It 1s folly to disouss this question . . . whether !
they /the Republicans/ will be justified in breaking

up the Union.,. . « The probability i1s that they

will do it right or wrong, and it is this danger

which we must face if we cannot evert 1it,.2

The Enguirer took the stand that the South had no obligation
to the Union and therefore had no official contract to observe,
especially since that contract was broken by the North. In a
July 10 editorisl the paper clearly put forth the doctrine of

secession when it stated:

If the Southern States are to be rulned by
'‘missiles! hurled by the hands of Lincoln and
his followers . , . with the power snd pat~
ronage of the Federal Government, against the
inatitutions and lives of the people of the
Southern States, 1t will be a matter of small
consequence whaéher that ruin follow the effort
at independence or comes as the natural conse=~
quence of a gervile submission to black Repub=
lican rule,?2

f
§
|
/

Similar in many ways to the Enquirer and Examiner was the
| Wingngster Virginlan, which was edited by J. J. Palmer,

2y, Richmond Enquirer, May 22, 1860, p. 2.
25, Ibid,, August 10, 1860, p. 2,

26, Quoted in Dwight Lowell Dumond (ed,), Southern
Editorials on Secession (New York: The Century
CO., 1931)’ pO 1180
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revealing simllar attitudes of irrational and hesty judgments,
the Virginian 1ikewise expressed the possibility of rebellion

1f Lincoln were elected. The Virginian malntained that:
He /Iincoln/ is a black republican fanatic of the
deepest dye, who will descend to do any filthy /
work his party may require of him., With the {
Presidency in the hands of such a man, there can
be no peace snd quiet in the country snd the dan-
gers of rebellion and disunion sre staring- us ln
the face.

e

Although the majority of Virginlans, and Southerners ss well,
believed eventually thst wlth the split in the lemocratic
party the victory of Lincoln was greatly enhenced and most
probable, the Virginian expressed a prediction which was typi=-
cal of the radical papers early in the campaign. 1t stated ?Af‘
that "Breckenridge will carry in all probability all the f
Southern States, while Lincoln will in all'probability oarry’f
. and thus, they be- %
25 mys belief, of

all except one or two Northern States,"

lieved, Breckenridge would be elected.
course, proved to be completely unsound.

Just prior to the election, the Virginian published an
article which reveals not only unsound interpretation snd
Judgment, but also utterly false accusations. An excerpt from
the article reads as follows:

All that is needed to save the day 1s for every

man who 18 not for Lincoln to come to the polls

and vote for Breckenridge. ., . . Then you can

go to your pillows at night calm in consciousness

that, whether the Union stand or fall, you have

done your duty, and that you have not contrlibuted

by your vote, directly or indirectly, to raise to
the Presidency of the Unlted States and the

27. Winchester Virginisn, May 21, 1860, p, 2.
28. Ibidc, October 3, 1860, P. 2.
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guardianship of your llbertles to the men who i

subscribed fifty dollars to buy the rifles f

John Brown brought to Harpers Ferry.29 i
This type of statement reveals two principal asspects which |
are characteristic of radical publicabtions at ths time; one,
1t shows thet even resorting to the distortion of facts was
used to enhance the chances of their candidate and discourage
any posaible ohancg of victory for the Republican party; two,
that the radical papers would rather preach disunion, based
on false truths 1f necessary, than submlt to moderation or
conclillation. There was no mlddle ground in their viewge-
either submission or disunion, and the latter would by far
be the better choice. ‘

The journalism of the moderate papers, which was in the
ma jority, revealed a definlte unlqueness, And it is this
uniqueness that should be kept in mind, This peculiesr char=-
acteristic was that at no time did they endorse the Republicen
candidate or disfavor the institution of slavery., It is .
1nteresting'to note that it was these seme conservative pspers
which later sanotioned Virginia's declsion in regard to seces=
sion and her place in the Confederacy, The significant point
to remember, however, is that in time of orisls they were
calm, conciliatory, and astute,

The Richmond Dsily ¥Whig, which endorsed the Constitutional
Union candidates John Bell and Edward Everett, wholeheartedly

supported the candidate from the party's formation. The Vhig

29, Ibid., October 30, 1860, p. 2.
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maintained that by the lower South supporting the cendideoy
of Breckenridge 1t was favoring the dissolvement of the
Union. In an article of July 31 1t stated:
In the twelfth lssue, ws published an article ;
charging that a cold-blooded deliberate, heart-
less conspiracy existed in cerbtain quarters, to
break up the Union of the United States, to
revolutionize the government and establish a !
Southern Confederacy., We dated the conspiracy /
with the meeting of the Southern Conventlon In :
May, 1858, at Montgomery, Alebama, ., . . and ;
connec ting 1t with the candidacy of Mr. Brecken-
ridge for the Presidency.30
In a later issue it lucidly, and for the most part honestly,
interpreted the supporters of Breckenridge. "We believe,"
1t proclaimed, "the great bulk of the supporters of Breckenridge,
especially in the Cotton States, are rabid disunionists, "3l
Maﬁy of the papers who supported Breckenridge tried to
discourage support for Bell by malntaining that the latter
opposed slavery., To disprove not only thlis point and to also
illustrate the point that the Whleg, as other conservative

papers, also zealously supported slavery, the Klochmond Daily

Whig had this to say about thelr candidate:

+ « « experience, snd obeervation, end reflec- f
tion ., . . have taught Mr. Bell, as they have l
taught the whole South, together with large /
numbers of the North, tnat glavery iln the {
South 1s a fixed and unaltersble, gecessary, ’
and beneficlal institution. . . .32

As the election approéched, the Whig realized thst the only
chance of defesting Lincoln would be by unification with the

30. FRichmond Dally Whig, July 31, 1860, p. 2.
31, Ibid., September 10, 1860, p. 2.
32, 1Ibid., October 11, 1860, p. 2.
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Douglas forces. In regard: to the Bell and Douglas forces
and thelr role in the election, 1t said this:

We stand slde by side, and shoulder to shoulder, i
in defense of the Constitution and the Union of !
the country, and in opposition to the many dis- 5
union projects of the Yancey~Breokenridge faction.
e « o The only issue involved in the coming elec-
tion 1s the momentous and peramount 1sgsue of the
preservation of the Government itself.33

Another ardent aupporter of the Bell~Everett ticket in
Richmond was thé Richmond Whig and Public Advertiser, a semi=-

weekly branch of the Richmond Dally Whig. An article in the
May 25 paper illustrates the typical point of view held by

the conservatlive papers in regard: to the electlon. It sald:

We regret that our neighbor of the Examiner
intends counseling a dlssolution of the Union,

in the event of the non~election of a Demo~ /
cratic President in November next. . « . With |
all due deference to his better judgment, we !
do not and cannot think that the defeat of the
Democratic candidate in the comlng election ;
would justi a dissolution of the Union of !
the States.3

The unscrupulous attempts on the part of the radlcal papers
to arouse the passgions of the SQuthern‘people egainst the
North, and their Intimidation of the people 1s 1llustrated
in the following excerpt from the Novemher 2 issue of the
Richmond Whig and Public Advertiser. It stated that:

The Breckenridge~Yancey party loudly protest they
are not for disunion; that the cherge ls a slander,
yet they not only never utter one word in defense
of the Union, but they stigmatize every man that
utters a word against disunion, as a 'submission-
ist,' a '"Union Shrieker,! ete. . . . Every
Breckenridge editorial 1a a studlied effort to

33, Ibid., November 2, 1860, p. 2.

34. Richmond Whig and Publlc Advertiser, May 25, 1860,
P. 2.
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inflame the passions and arouse the pre judlces
of the people of the South, and cause them to
§ega§ the Union as a curse Ilnstead of a bless-
ng.

The Lexington Gazette, which was edlted by Alphonso

Smith, accurately evaluated the increased chances of Lincoln's
election bacause of thﬁbsplit in the Democrat party. It
maintained thsat:

An avowedly sectional paerty has just held a con-

ventlon in Chicago and nominated candidates for

the Presidency and Vice Presldency, with every

prospect of success 1f the conservetlve strength

of the country oontinueg cut up in parties and

factions as it now is.3
This mouthpiece of the Bell-Everett ticket agaln expressed
almost certain fear of the election of the Republican cendi-
date in the November 1 issue., The Gazette proclalmed that:

During the whole canvas we have feared the , {

election of Lincoln, and as the election day z

approaches there 1s little to encourage us /

that he may be defeated.37

The Cherlottesville Review, snother supporter of Bell
and Everett, revealed the same candidness. "There is only
one man," the Review believed, "who stands any chence of &n
election before the people, and that's Abrahem ILincoln, "38
Editors Green Payton and J. C. Southall of the Review accu=
rately evaluated the would-be results of a union between the
. Breckenridge and Douglas forces. "They ars both confessedly

sectional” the Review maintained, "and the conservative

©-35. Ibid., November 2, 1860, p. 2.
36, Lexington Gazette, May 2, 1860, p. 2.
37. Ibid., November 1, 1860, p. 2.

38. Charlottesville Review, June 29, 1860, p. 2.
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element at the North could not be drawn into a support of .
Breckenridge, as the same element at the South would not f
sustain Dougles,"’
On the eve of the election the Southern Churchman of
Alexandria issued a short but pertinent article in regard-
to the election orisis. It reflects not only the general
atti tude of the people’of Richmond, Virginia, the upper South,
but also of the clergj in these respective sreas, It read as
foliows: |
It 18 not therefore highly proper and desirable
that the Christian people of the Commonwesal th
of Virginla, so deeply and pecullarly interested
in the maintenance of the Union, should observe
a day of fasting and prayer to Almighty God that
he would so influence and overrule the minds of
our fellow~cltizens, and so order the counsels
- of those who they depute to act for them, so that
peace and happiness, truth and justice, religlon
and pilety which have hitherto been established
-among gg, msy be perpetuated through ell genera-
tions.
: Thus, by the dsy of the election we see thet Flchmond and
‘the state of Virginie were divided into two principal factions,
those supporting Breckenridge and those endorsing Bell. The
former, as we have salready seen, advocated immediate action
1f a Republican was elected to the Presidency, secession 1if
necessary. However, the latter showed signs of strength and
~astuteness in times of crisls, The Breckenridge forces made
many accusations and predictions, but as all things which rely

heavily on false prinéiples and idesls, their aspirations were

39. 1Ibid., July 6, 1860, p. 2.

4O0. Southern Churchman, November 2, 1860, p. 2.



to end in utter fallure, The capltal of Virginia and the

0ld Cominion were not ready to submit to the belief of
Yancey and Rhett, especially not until all attempts at

coneliliation had been tried.
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CHAPTER 3
The Election and Conclusion

The results of the election oh November 6 reflected
two bagsic attitudes; one, the conservative belief that the
election did not necessitate immediate withdrawal from the
Union; and two, the radical contentlon that this definitely
meant thet war was inevitable and that Virginia and the
South should unite to protect itself from Northern aggres=-
sion, Hoﬁeverﬂ there was one comhoﬁ belief in all the
peace-ioving Virginians, and that was that the election
of Lincoln, while being expected, shattered thelr hopes
that something might happen to bring about the defeat of
the "Black Republicén" candidate,? Even Union men, though
they hated to admit it, believed that the election was a
matter of little consequences, the victory of a "Black Repube
lican" being inevitable any how.2 |

A letter from R, Tonsill to R. M. T. Hunter of March
22, 1860, denotes the radical reasction to the election,
"If the South," Mr. Tonsill maintained, "should ever be so
~unwise as to submit to the election of an abolition President,

her degradation will be complete, her end that of St. Domingo."3

- 1. James C. McGregor, The Disruption of Virginia (New
York: The Maomillen Gocy T9Z2T. b e
2’ lbid” Pn 98.

3. Charles Henry Ambler (edr), "Correspondence of Robert
M. T. Hunter, 1826-1876," Annual Report of the Ameri=-
can Historicsl Agsociation, Vol. II (Washington, 1918),

p. 306, :




29

It 1s Interesting in this quotation how the terrible fear of i
a servile insurrection ls equated with the election of Lincoln.j
Fven Senator Hunter himself expressed a fear for the insti-
tution of slavery with the election of Lincoln. In s letter

to James R. Micoru end others, he said:

Por the first time since the Union wasz formed

we have seen a President of the United States i
nominated and elected, so far as the popular ;
voice 18 concerned, by a sectional party, a i
party founded in hostilitﬁ to the institutions |
of African slavery. . . .

An irmediate need for protection is clearly revealed in
a letter from James Murray Mason to Nat Tyler, Mason pro-
claimed that:

The election of President is made, and nothing
remains but formally to count and then cast the
slectoral vote, There are those who believe,
and I am ons of them, that no safety remains to
the Southern stetes ond their people, but such
as shall be vindicated by & stern purpose of
gelf-protection,

This desire for self-protection 1s 1llustrated egain in the

fact that upon heering of the election the commendent of the

state armory left for Vashington to buy military stores.6

An srticle in the Richmond Seml-Weekly Fzeminer on November

20 also proclaims not only of the need for sgelf «protection but

also secesslon, It reported:
Let the people of Virginia remember that 1f they j
join not the other Southern States in en effort

L. Ibid., p. 337.

5. Margeret Kean Monteiro, "The Presidential Election
of 1860 In Virginia," Richmond College Historical
Papers, Vol, II, (Richmond, 1915-1917), p. 257.

6, McGregor, op. cit., P. 99.



to provide some security against it /Northern )

aggression/ the power of taxing their property,
controlling the price of products, and decid%ng ;
whether they shall be at peace 0% war, . . . '

A consistent evaluation of the situatlon of the United
States by the radicals is found in sn editorial in the

Richmond Daily Ixaminer. "The Government of the Union,"

it believed, "is in the hands of the svowed enemies of one
entire section. It is to be directed in hostility to the
property of that section."® The fear of many Virginians of
the possible extinction of slavery in the states where 1t
presently exlsted was a paramount concern, The Examiner
amply illustreted this point when it said:

It 18 not the elevation of & man, nor the tem= |

porary success of & politicel party, but it is

the deliberate declaration of principles and '

policy adverse to the rights and interests of }

the property holders in the South. . . .9 ‘

Another pertinent topic of discussion by the radical
papers was the urging of Virginia to join her sister states

in the form of an independent confedereascy. The Richmond

30

Fnquirer clearly summed up the attitude of the anti-~Unionist

papers, in regard to the role which Virginlia should pley in
the future, when 1t sald:

What will Virginlie do? That 1s a question for
the people of the State; as for ourselves, and
speaking for very many others, who agree with
us, we are for a united South--in the Union, if
possible which we much prefer-—-but if that be
denied us, then we are for a united South as

Te Ricgmond Semi~Weekly Examiner, November 8, 1860,
Pe 2e

8. Ibid., November 7, 1860, p. 2.
9. Richmond Enguirer, November 16, 1860, p. 2.
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the only means of preservinngouthern rights
and Southern institutions,10

On the question of mediation, the Enquirer had this to say:

When we talk about dilatorx measures for the {

sake of ‘'pacification! or 'mediation'!, they !

are only adopting the shortest and easiest z

plan to tie thes hands of the people of Virgigia !

altogether, and thus to absolute submission, ;

The interesting polnt to note sbout these two disunion-
ist papers is that from Lincoln's nomination to his electlion
there was a steady emphasis on secession, Although this was
evident in other papers in the state who supported Breckenridge,
af ter the Republican party's viotory their attitude changed to

one of caution and conciliation. The Winchester Virginlan was

such a paper., On November 21 1t proclaimed:

While our sympathies are with South Carolins, §
we are free to say, that we do not approve her.
hasty action, Before taking such a responsible
and hagardous step, she should afford time for /
a free conference with all her sister states,l2

The Virginien went‘on to say:

We are a friend of the Union; and the man who
says we sre a secessionist or disunionist withe
out just cause is slander. But we are opposed
to such an Union as Black«Republlceanlsm wantse-
an Union that is to_rob the South of her rights
and property. . . .13

A much clearer picture of calmness and moderation can

be seen in the editorials of the Richmond Dally Whig. This

10, Richmond Enquirer, November 16, 1860, p. 2.
11, Ibid., December L4, 1860, p. 2.

12, Winchester Virginimn:November 21, 1860, p. 2.
13. Ibid.
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paper, as manyjof the other conservalive papers in the state,
continuously published accurate and intélligent articles,
Their writings reflect the sentiment of the majority of
Virginiens in thls crisis. On the right of secession the Whig
had this to say: |

Of all forms of union ever devised, that existing ;
betweeri the States of this Republlc is the firmest,
the least dissoluble. . . . To suppose that =
single State could withdraw at will 419 to brand
the statesmen of the Revolution, convinced of the.
weakness and certein destruction of the o0ld con=-
federation of the States, of laboring top perpetu=~
ate the evil they attempted to remedy.l

In regard to the future, the Whig haed this sage sdvice to

4
|
i

glve Rlchmonders and Virginians alike:

In a word, let the true and petriotic people of f
Virginie, ’instead of indulging in hasty comnmit- |
tels, or adopting any rash and 111 edvised pollcy,,
patiently and dignifiedly awalt the development |
of events. The action of Virginia should at all |
times~--and especislly in critical times liki {
these--be calm, deliberate and enlightened, 5

The Lexington Gazette, the conservative mouthplece of

Rockbridge County, published views very similar to those
previously mentioned by the ¥hig. In an article of November
15, the Gazeftte urged Virginia, and the South, to wait for an
unconcealed attack before hurrying out of the Union. It went

on to ssy that:

As meny of our President's before, he 1s opposed
to the institution of slevery, but if he willl do
his constitutional duty surely the South should
be satlsfied, Ve do not Intend to be understood
or epologizing for his position, but we insert

1., Rickmond Deily Whig, November 9, 1860, p. 2.
15, Ibid.
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the extracts, alluded to above for the purpose
of showing thaz the South should not hurry out
of the Union.l

The Charlottesville Review also urged Virginians to be calm.

Pertaining to the crisis of secession i1t said:
We trust that in Virginia no steps of any
sort /toward leaving the Union/ will be taken
without calm consglderation, . » » We for our
part, mean firmly to urge the Union of these
States., We belleve, as we have said all along,
that, whatever South Carolina may choose to do,
Disunion is no remedy for 1t.17
I belleve 1t 12 evident to anyone who reads a few of the
articles from Union papers, similar to the ones previously
mentioned, that they clearly reflect the attitude of the
majority of Virginians., It 1s interesting to note that the
sentiments of the Yhig end the City of Richmond ere primarily
those of the entire state. The election returns reveal very
interesting facts regarding the urban snd rurel voting of
Virginia. The results in Richmond showed that Bell had
obtained 2,401 votes to 1,167 for Breckenridgs, end 754 for
/
Douglae.l8 In Virginie, Rell carried everyone of the 1argq
|
cltles, and a combined tebuletlon with the Douglas votes |
reveals an overwhelming mejorlty in almost every city.19
o
However, a Breckenridge rural trenc was clear in Virginia,]
|

whils a marked preference for Bell and Dougles characterized ]

16. Lexington Gazette, November 15, 1860, p. 2.

17. Charldttesﬁiile Review, November 9, 1860, p. 2,

18, Réggmond Whig and Public 4dvertiser, November 9,
1 s Pe 2.

19. Olinger Crenshaw, "Urban and Rural Voting in the

Election of 186C," Historiography and Urbanization,
(Baltimore: The John Hopkins Press, 19l41), p. 508.
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the city vote in the state. Breckenridge falled to poll as
high as 40% in a single Virginia city, but he was consist~
ently the leading candidate because of hlis rurel popularity.go
Thus it seems clear that the cilty vote enabled Bell to carry
Virginia in the election., It is interesting to note that even
in many of the large Northern industrisl cities; whan the
combined votes of Breckenridge, Bell and Dougles: are compared
to Lincoln's, the latter falls far behind. Such scholars as
James G. Randall have sttempted to evaluate thie iIn terms of
economic interests.21"There 1s muech to be sald for this
thesis., As the New Orlesns Commerciasl maintained, "the Bell
campelign stressed the importance to the city's economic life
of the preservation of the Union."2? It is my contention that
thlis view can also be applied to the citles of Virginia and
also to the entire upper South. , '

In observing the eleotion, in brief, we find that Douglas!'/
votes came chiefly from three sections, namely, two counties (
of the Valley within the bounds of the Tenth Leglon, and the |
old Democratic counties of Moﬂﬁggﬁa and Cebell in the north- f
west.23 Douglas! votes also caﬁe in counties where the press
broke the chain of political custom by supporting him, This-ﬁ'

can be seen in Richmond where the Richmond South endorsed him.

e

Q

20. Ibid.
21. Ibid., p. 63.
22. Ibid., p. 52,

23. Cha lea Hen Ambler Sectionalism in Virginia
186; (éhicago- University of Chicago
Press, 1915%, Pe 330

+—

|
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Lincoln received no vote at all in Richmond and the few that
he did rsceive, which were 2 total of 1,929, came almost
entirely from the northwest and reglons where Mortherners
lived, especially in the Pan Handle.gu Breckenridge's votes
came from the northwestern and southwestern counties while
Bell's came from counties of the Valley north of Roanoke and
east of the Blue Ridge mountains, and, &s we have already noted,
the urban areas.zS

If the election revealed enything, it waes that Virginia
was not ready for secession, and at the same time that she
‘would not consider digsolution of the union unless all efforts
at redress had falled. An astute observetion was made by
Edward A, Pollard when he sald: |

The election of fAbraham Lincoln to the Presi=-

dency of the United States might have preclpi-

tated the Secesslonary movement of the Southern

States, but it certainly did not produce 1t.26

Shortly after the Civil War ex=-Governor Henry A, Vise,

in his book, 3even Decades of the Union, gave a candid inter=
pretation of the electlon and the war which shortly followed,
"The olection,” he proclaimed, "itself was not the cause of

the convulsion or of the revolution, The cause had accumulated

from 1819."27 The interesting point here 1s that this once

2y, Ibid,

25. Henry F, Shanks, The Secession Movement in Virginia
1847-1861 (Rich&ondﬁ Garrett and Masslie, Inc., I§§ﬁ),
p. 115'

26. Quoted in Arthur C. Cole, "Lincoln's Election an
Immediate Menace to Slavery in the States?", American
Historical Review, Vol, XXXVI, (New York: The Mac~
millan Company, 1931), p. 765,

27. Henry A, Wise, Seven Decades of the Union (Phila-
delphia: J, B., Lippincott and Co., 1872), p. 248,
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avid secessionist, who once claimed that the election of a
"Black Republican" would necessitate war, had completely
recanted his view,

Virginla was not ready for secession. Her economic
Interests, strategic geographic position, and her previous
great‘leaders who played such a key role in the.founding and
suppbrting of the Union were some of the reasons which cautioned
her to take the position éhe did, Her principsl concern was
for the welfare and safety bf her state and second for the
Union. As a result of the election she made & solemnvﬁromiae
that she would not act hantily or irrstionelly unless some
overt act was committed. She kept her promise, snd in the
meantime offered counsel and conciliation., However, when the
overt sct ceame, the bombarding of Fort Sumter and Lincoln's
call for troops, her decislon was to come to the aid of her
sister states. Thus it was not the election of 1860 that
brought Virginia, or the rest of the South, into confllet
with the North, but an accumulation of éauses which were evie

dent since the framing of the Constitution,



CHAPTER I
Resction and Solidificetion

The perlod of Lincoln's election in Novcmber td his
inavguration was one of great complexity. These few months
witnessed a dissipation of the Unlonist forces and at the
seme time & strengthening of the secessionist faction, which
ultimately gave the disunionists a majority in the state
convention. Despite the opinion held by en eminent histo-
rian on this perlod of Virginie's history, the month follow=
ing the election wes not one of "comparative quiet."t The
month of December witnessed the rise in town end county
meetings by verious citizens to determine what should be
done; continued radicel asction by the disunionist press;
tendering of gservice by meny Virginians in the United States
Army; Governor Letcher's sttempts at mililtery prevaredness
for Virginis; the development of "minutemen” militla on the
part of local citizens; and, of course, on the netional scene,
Senator John J. Crittenden's proposal for compromise on
December 18, 1860, and the formation of the Committees of
Thirty-three and Thirteen, in the House snd Senate respeotively.z

Many historians have tended to overlook Governor John

Letcher's role in this period of crisis., Letcher outwardly

1, Henry T, Qhaﬂks, The Secession Movement in Virginie
8&2-1861 (Richmond: Garrett and Massie Inc., 193&5
p. 124,

2, Clement ﬂaton, A Hiﬂbor‘ of the 014 Zouth (New York:
The Maemlllan Compan 9li9), ppr. 576=578,



appeared as a Unionist, but in resallty he played & signifl-
cant part in keeping Virginia constantly leaning toward
secegsion, and inwardly favored separation from the Union.
In 1859 the John Browniraid caused the mind of meny Virginians,
including the Governof;jﬁbkdoubt Virginia's place in the Union.
In a letter to Robert L. Montague, Letcher said, in regardn
to the Brown reid: SR |
When I entered Congress eight years sgo, I
~was so thoroughly a Union man, that I did not
regard its dissolutlon as possible., I soon
saw, however, that thls opinlon wes erroneous,
end subsequent events annually occurring, have

- tended to strengthen the belief that dissolu~ 3
tion 18 not only possible, but highly probable,

s St

In the same letter, Letcher revealed that his administration
would be based solely on state righta, and that he believed
that a collision between the Federal Government and Southern
states was not an improbable event during his »sui‘rrzflnisw‘.:r'at'd;cu.'x.,‘L
With’the election of a "Black Republican" in 1860, he did not
believe that the South would submit to his 1nauguratioxi;"'nor
did I think it ought to submit to 1,10 |

Governor Letcher did not look upon the electlion erisis
as a complete moderate., Hias position, as well as that of

6

his state, was one of armed neutrality.  The Governor had

3. Letter from John Letcher to Robert L. Montague
November 15, 1659biﬁobert L. Montague Papers, i

1880 (MSS in the Virginiae State Library).

5. Ibid.

6, Letter from Edwerd G. Palmer to Governor John
Letcher, November 22, 1860, Letcher Papers, Novem-
ber 1860 (MSS in the Virginia State Library).
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, authbrized a contract with the Tredegar Iron Company for the
manufacturing of arms and ammunition around the time of the
election. A letter from Jemes H. Burton to the Tredegar
Company revealed the Go&ernor's-desire for necessary military
preperedness. Burton‘éet1forth certain procedures which were
to be followed. He strésséd to'Mr. Anderson, thé cwher of
the company, the importance of beginning work immediately in
certain areas. Burtcnrproélaimed that: r

In order o progress without delay with your

contraect with the State of Virginia for the

machinery and for the asrmory it wlill be very

Geslirable that geod progress should be made

- with the necessary buildings, etec.?

However, the Tredegar Company scon realized that the fundé
initially allotted for the production of certain maohinerj were
not sufficient. Jbseph R. Anderson urged Governer Letcher to
provide adequate funds, or else thé production would not be
maintained. He a&lso asked Letchervta 1asue a proclamstion teo
the Adjutant General for the shipment of old muskets. The guns
were to be sent te fhe Tredegar Company for repair and then
resold to the lower South, South Cerolina in particular.8
E Shortiy thereafter the Governor called the Cenersl
Assembly into special session on Jenuary 7, 1861, and he

helped push through en important bill to further prepare

7. Letter from Jemes H. Burton to Joseph R. Anderson,
December 10, 1860, Letcher Papers, December 1860
(¥MSS in the Virgirie State Library).

8, Letter from Joseph R. Anderson to Governor John
Letcher, Jenuary 28, 1861, Letcher Papers, January,
1861 (MSS 4in the Virginia State Library).
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Virginia for armed conflict.,? The House of Delegates passed
thie important defense bill on January 18, and the Senate, |

with minor modifications, on Janusry 23.10 The "Housebill

Number 58," as it became known, provided approximately one

million dollars for the defense of Virginia. The bill was

L S e e

comprised of three resbiutions; First, it authorized the
future Colonel of Ordnance to purchase or have manufac tured
eight-hundred thousand dollers worth of arms, munitions, and
equipment of wer. Next, the Govefnar was to sppoint an engle~-
neer for the purpose of plenning and constructing coastal,
habor, and river defenses, Finally, the bill was to pr@ﬁide
two~hundred thousand dollars for such purposes mentioned in
the preceding section.ll Only two days after the adoption

of "Houseblll Number 58," Letcher 2lso approved a bill to

create an Ordnance Department. Thils department was to consist

of "one Colonel of Ordnance . . , appointed by the fGovernor
« .+ . and subordinste officers not exceeding six, . . 2
The sbove exemples 1llustrate Governor Letcher's desire
for military preparedness., In addltlion he approved the
formation of locel militery orgenlzastlions and ellotted money

for their use. Py the lstter part of December, military

9. David M. Potter, Iincoln and His Party in the
Secession Crisis TNew Haven: ~Yalé Unliversity

Press, 1942), p. 306.

10, Housebill No, 58, Jenuary 23, 1861, Letcher Papers,
January 1861 (MSS in the Virginia State Library).

11. 1Ihid.

12, Bill Creating the Ordnance Department, January 25,
1861, Letcher Papers, Jenuary 1861 (M3S in the
Virginia State Library).
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preparations were so far along that an{éxhibitian was held in {
Richmond on December 20, 1860. Approximately five~hundred ;
cavairy assembled on the Agricultural Felr Grounds end dis-~ |
played various maneuvers in the art of war.l3

It is interesting to see how & moderate and devout
Unionist had changed. Though Letcher still remained conserva=
tive until Lincoln's cell for troops, perheps his conséienoe
told him that colliaiahﬁwaé‘1nev1table. It cannot be seid that
Virgihia was not without reason for war preparations. With the
secession of South Carolina on December 20, 1860, and‘fhe
failﬁre of the various ﬁeace conferences, Letcher's aeﬁserva-
tism gradually begen to diminish, The Govermor still favored
mediation, but realizing that the North was unwilling to make
any concessions to the South's demands on the slavery question,
he decided to prepare for the worst., However, his desire for
the defense of Virginia came at a crueclal time. Not only did
1t meet wlith the consent of the secessionist, but it alse
discouraged Southern sympathizers in the North and the mem=-
bers of the various paaoe conventions.

I bhave endeavored to explain Governor Letcher's role in
the crisis, but perhaps the best way to undserstand the months
of December and January will be to discuss the events which
occurred both in Virginia and the nation. They have been
briefly mahtiened in the flrst paragraph of the chapter.

After a careful analysis of these occurrences, 1t will be

clearly seen why these two months were truly s period of,

i

13, Letter from Colonel John McRae to John Letcher,
December 20, 1860, Letcher Papers, December 1860
(MSS in the Virginia State Library), '
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turmoil and /solidification., This was & peried of time in
which discussion, debating, and arguing be tween oonserva~
tives and secessionists transpired, finally ending with a
crysﬁalization in the minds of Virginians toward disunion,
To understand this change one must take note of these ﬁncon-
_trdllable events. - | o

The months of December and January, particularly the
formér, witnessed an unceaéing effort on the part of the
seceésionist‘papars to press their views on the peoplé of
Richmond and Virginia. Though Ri chmond wag carrled by the
Union cendidate, Bell, in the late election, the‘majébity
of eastern Virginia demanded irmedlate action to deal with
the secession crisis., The west, however, proposed an extra

seagsion of the General Assembly as well as a constitufional

-

W, study of contemporary Richmond papers will

convention.

suggest that much of eastern Virginia demanded immediate action.
Shortly after the electlon, the Rickmond Dally Enquirer

submitted a questiohnaire to approximately ten prominent

political leaders in Virginia, These leaders were asked to

glve thelr views as to what pasition Virginia should follow

as a cohsequence of the election of & "Black Republican,"

The question was presented not only to dissolutionists, but

to Union men as well. The first of these letters appeared on

December 3, 1860, and was written by Robert E, Scott, a mod-

erate of Fauquier County. Even at this early:date a plea for

a state convention was made by conservsetive men. Thls was

1. J. G. Randall and David Donald, The Civil War and
Reconstruction (Boston: D. C. Heath and Company,
1961), p. 136,
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8lso the ‘early and constent cry of & majority of the seces-
sicnists.ls Scott endorsed the right of seceseion, and seid
this concerning South Careclina's threet of withdrawing from
the Union: |
" The common interests of the slave~holding
States are . . . 80 strong as to bind them
to a common destiny; end to necessitate
intimate relations among them . . . « The
~withdrawal of gome of the 3tates may com=
pel us to the same, for whatever may be our
opinicn as to the same, for whatever may be
our opinion as to the peril of present evils,
or the efficacy of the propoesed remedy, we
would be left to a narrow'alternative.16
This view most adpufately eipressed the belief of the
majority of Virginlans., It should be pointed out, however,
that the radical papers, by this I mean those papers which
endorsed secession and immediate action, such as the Enquirer
and the Ixaminer, gave very little space, 1f any, to Unionist
views, Even the letters submitted by moderate men gave
endorsement for immediate action. Unlike the Richmond Whig,
these papers constantly emphasized the need for such a
proceeding. This unrelenting viewpolnt playad a[kéi role
in winning support for the disunionists, , .
Articles signed "Junius" were frequent in the Enguirer,
and expressed radicalism at its worst. These views were
typical of those appearing in the Decembaf 3 issue. The
following passage was representative of the rash views which

papers similar to the Epgulrer printed. It sald:

15, Charles Henry Ambler, Sectionalism in Virginia
from 1776 to 1861 (Cﬁicago: University of Chicago
Press, 19107, P 337. '

16, Righmond Enquirer, December 3, 1860, p. 2,
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The ultimatum of submission is reached,

Secession by the whole South, or submission

and utter degradation, is now, the only

portion which must fiil the cry for your

lipa., Thesse are the only alternsatives,

May the Goed of nations seal the former and

avert the latter.l7 |

The conservative George William Brent, & Douglas elector
from Alexandria, expressed his sentiments to the Encuirer's
question on December h;"He, like Scott, urged an {mmediate
call for a state convention and supported the right~0f‘a state
to leave the Union. However, he desired that Virginia should
appeal to the lower South to "forbear all hasty and précipitate

18

gction. Brent proposed this fomrn of actlon for Virginia:

Let them the united South move in one serried

column, Let them appesl calmly, but firmly,

and with determination, to their brethren of

the North, to retrace their steps and repeal

all their unjust laws tending to in jure the

South and assall her rights and acknowledge

such gusrantees as will . , . remove all cause

for agi‘batiun. e e 019
If this plen falled, Brent added, Virginia would then heve the
right to secede. Brent's proposal was typical of the majority
of the conservatives. In brief, 1t was to make every effort
possible at .conciliation, and 1f this falled, then secesslion
would be Jjustifiable. One must ask himself, however, why these
conservative leaders at this eerly date desired an immediate
convention? Ferheps the principal reason was the election,
It was true thet Virginisns endorsed the Union candidate, Bell,
but the nearly unanimous Nerthern support glven to Lincoln

greatly diminished their hopes of reconciliation in the Union,

17. ibid,
18. Ibigd.

19, Ibid., December L, 1860, p. 2.
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John B, Floyd, Secretary of War during most of the
Buschanan administration, was considered a strong Unionist
to most Virginians. Iﬁ‘answer to the Enquirer's quesﬁion,
an article by Floyd appeéred on December 6. Floyd!'s article
is of Interest because 1tvshsws the change in the attitude
of Union men in Virginia, He blamed the country's tragic
sitﬁation on the North,faﬁdbtheir persistent agitation of {
the s'vlaver& question, “fimhe}' Secretary vividly surmed up the |
principal fear of Virgtﬁians sand the reason for the chenge |
in the minds of many moderates. He salds : ;
. The election of Mr. Lincoln is the result of | 5
the ultra and vioclent popular feeling of the {
North against the South. « . . Elecfed by & )
powerful, fanatical, unreasoning, reckless
party, he 1s not the msster of his own actions; ;
their will must be his; his policy theirs,20
Floy& went on to state that if a few of the Southern states
should secede, then Virginia must sooener or later follow, and
coﬁidwnoﬁQremain néutral between the North and South., Further=-
more, he maintained that the leglslature should be oslled
immediately to discusa the perilous situation and the problems
with which Virginia was faced,2l
Not all of Virginia's leaders favored a calling éf a
state convention to attempt to redress grievances, Some
favored confederatiens with other states. Such a man was
R. M. T. Hunter, Hunter proposed sn sllience with el ther the

Northwest or the lower South, preferably the latter.22 He

20, 1Ibid,
21, Ibid., December 6, 1860, p. 2.
22, 1Ibld.
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also saw & constitutional right in/secession, as did most

Virginians, whether they were secessionists or Unionists,

Another prominent proposal was that of Henry Wise's "fight-
ing in the Union." Wise professed that Virginia could

remain in the Union while at the same tims'seek‘redress

of their grievances. He urged Virginia to prepere herself
for the'inevitable conflict with the_abolitionist Nerth.zs

As part of his plen for préparednesa, Wige propasad’thé

formation of minutemen orgenizations. Even prior to Lincoln's

election, Wise stressed upon the people of Princess Anne

County the need to adopt a committee of safety, in case a
"Black Republican"” cendidate was electedfm'The Virginien's

plen was soon carried out by other counties, in the eastevn

‘area particularly. The desire for the formation of such

cormittees can be seen in an article in the December 8 1ssﬁe‘

of the Enguirer. It purported:

The Minute Men of Norfolk held a meeting on {
Tuesday last, and passed a resolution inviting ;
the Minute Men of Portsmouth City, and Norfolk i
and Princess Anne Counties, to meet In Conven=- :
tion on the nineteenth instant, "for the pur-

pose of a more thorough organization, and the
adoption of such measures as may seem best
calculated to carry out their object."25

President Buchanan, who has been critlicized by some

historlians for vacillation and weakness during the crisis,

eddressed Congress on December 3.

26 Buchanan had & definite

25,
26,

Ibid., December 12, 1860, p. 2.

———————

Ibid., December 15, 1860, p. 2.

Richmond Enguirer, December 8, 1860, p. 2,
Eaton, op. git., Pp. 575~576.
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i
policy to create a political/ atmosphere conducive to com=-

promise and reconciliation. While denying the right of
secsgsion, he also maintained that the Federal Government
. héd no right to coerce a sovereign state. He proposed that
Congress should make thrae amendments to the Constitution;
firstly, that slavery should be recognized in the states
where 1t now exists; éeoondly, it is the duty of the Federal
Government to protect slavery in all the territorias unbil
the newly formed states should decide themselves whether to
be free or slave; phirdly,'that there should be striot adher-
ancé to the fugltive sléﬁé law and all state lews impﬁiring
this law should be considered unconatitutional.27

Buchanan's message was a disappointment to all parties

in Virginia. The Staunton Vindlcator thought the vieus

expréssed in the address banished “all hope of an enlightened
patriotism.”28 The Richmond Examiner best revesled the attie

tude of the more radical press. It malntained:

We see nothing in this letter /Buchanan's
message to Congresg/ than we already have,

so far as practical security 1s concerned,

It leaves the provision for Southern safety
to be construed and esxecuted by & Northern

ma jorlty. And thus it leaves the real diffi-
culty unchanged, the sore unhealed, the
security imperfect and worthless, é

Soon after the President's message, definite action was '
taken in Washington to avert a national crisis. At the sug- /

gestion of Representative Boteler of Virginia, a "Committee

27. Rlchmond Dally Examiner, December 6, 1860, p. 2.

28. Quoted.in Shanks, op. cik., p. 132.
29, Richmond Daily Exsminer, loc. cit.
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of Thirty-three“;was formed, 30 Composition of the committee
would include a %ember‘from each state, whose duty it would
be to bring harmony between the two sections. The reaotion
to this "grand committes" was favored by such Union papers as
the Whig, although secessionist papers like the Examinég f
reacted with hostility, The Exeminer believed that since the%f
| North had a majority in the committee no satisfactory conclu-5
sion could be reached., The following statement decidedly :
denotes the reasction of such attempts'to avert disunion. It
maintained: '

The only effect of these abortive efforts at . ‘§

Ixecutive and Congressional adjustments, wlll f

be to drag on the time untlil the two sectlons

are brought faece to face on another_issue

demending more decision of action, 3l

In the Senate the efforts toward compromise were centered
in a "Committee of Thirteen," composed of such qualified men
as Crittenden of Kentucky, Seward of New York, Toombs of
Georgia, Douglas of Illinols, Davlie of Missiesippl, and Wade |
of Ohio. As the "Committee of Thirty-three" failed to adopt
any measures, the Senate cormittee met the same fate.
Crittenden addressed the Senate on December 18, end intro=-
duced his famous proposed amendments to the Constltution.32 Y
Briefly, he proposed the following constitutional amendments:
One, that slavery be éarmitted and protected by the Federal

government below the line of 36°30'; two, future states north

30, - Randall end Donald, op. cit., p. 148, ‘
31, Richmond Daily Examiner, December 8, 1860, p. 2.

32. Dwight Lowell Dumond, The Secession Movement, 1860—
1861 (New York: The Macmillan Company, 19 §I) . 159,
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of the line should be permitted to come into the Union free
or slave as they wish; three, Congress should be restrained
from abolishing slavery in districts surrounded by slave'
statgs; four, the United States should compensate the slave
owner when intimidation prevents the capture of fugitive
slaves; and five, fugitive slave laws should be enforced

and personal liberty laws repealed.33
' /

|

of several reasons. The fesponsible Republlican leaders in

~ Crittenden's propesa1 met defeat in the Senate because

Congress, such as Seward, refused to accept any compromise
which did not recognize the Vilmot Proviso. The Southern
extremists refused the propossl for it failed to satisfy
their demands. The words of Preaident~élect'Lincolnralse
alded in the defeat of the proposal, Lincoln, no doubt, had
great influence on the Republican members of Congress. His
influence was evident in a letter of Lecember 1l to congressmen
Kellogg of Illinois, when he said, "The tug has to come, and
better now than leter. "3t | |
These setbacks at compromise not only hurt the cause k
for the safety of the Unlon, but also greatly enhanced the 7§
strength‘of the secesslonist fection in Virginiae, It created}
a greater desire for a state conventlion end s more audibla, E
cry for Ilmmediate action and dlsunion. Roger A, Pryor, an

anti-Union Senabtor from Virginia, best expressed the secesslon-

ist sentiment among many Virginiens concerning the issue of

33, Randell and Donald, op. cit., p. 150.

3. 221900 P. 149.
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compromise. He sald:

I gsee no chance of preserving the Union., . .
It is evident that the North will give us no
guarantees. They are mending their hold; and
the Committee of thirty-three is more likely
- to report a plan of coercion than a system of
pacification. . . « Virginia should at once
assume an attitude of armed expectation, ., .
The only safety of the South i1s In the union
‘of the slaveholding States,35

Even the citadel for conservetism and moderation, the

Richmond Dally Whlg, under the editorship of Marmeduke

Johnson, expressed apprehension over the results of the two
cormi ttees in Washington. In a letter from conservative

Willlam C. Rives to Representative Boteler, the former felt
bhat compromise might not be successful, Rives maintained
that, "unless a very different spirit . . . can be success=
fully invoked, the prospect would be gloomy»indeed."36
While the ¥higz evidly endorsed practlically all the compro=-

mise proposals by the two committees, it too saw that chances

were now slim after the two committees reached no favorable

decisien, The Whig proposed that every state should send.
recommendations for amendments to the Constitution., However,
the great organ of conciliation also saw the posgible need
for secession. It said:

And 1f they /the newly proposed assemblage

of mediators/ cannot agree, let them then
consider, and recommend to the country, the
terms, and mode in which the States that choose
may best separate from the Union, and resume
their independent sovereignty.37

35, Richmond Daily Examinér, December 22, 1860, p. 2.
36. Richmond Daily Whig, December 15, 1860, p. 2.
37. Ibid., December 25, 1860, p. 2.
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Thus with the failure of the Committess of Thirty-three |
and Thirteen and the secession of South Carolina on December {
20, disunionist sentiment was declsively augmented. After |
the election of Lincoln,‘V1rginians quickly became divided |
among themselves. The number of true Unlonists decreased
and the moderates' demands became more in unison with those
- of the dissolutianists;38 ‘The preceding evants,'plus 6ontinuedv
aggressive action by the seoessionist press, the inactive role
of Governor Letcher, and the lsck of vigorous efforts by the
Unionist papers all helped to enhance. the cause of the sepa-
rationists, The subsequenb change in attitude due to the
failure at efforts to compromise wss highlighted by the
increase in town meetings to discuss what further action
should be taken, and the tendering of service to Virginia by
Virginians in the United States armed forces, | )

The c¢8lling of locel meetings and the forming of militie /

groups became Increasingly necessary after the Lecember

e e,

fallure st peace in Washington, It should be‘noted, however,
that such action on the part of local citizens was far more
noticeable in the eastern counties than in the west. Typlcal
of such maetings wag that of Blizaheth City on January 1, 18 61.39
The results of the meeting was the issusnce of three rasolu- '

tions. The people of this county expressed the bellef in the
, ‘ ]

right of secession, and supported South Carolina's withdrawel

38. Richard N, Current, Lincoln and the First Shot
(New York: J. B. Lippineott Company, 1963}, p. 31.

39, Proceedings of Ellzabeth City County, January 1,
1861, Letcher Papers, January 1861 (MSS in the
Virginia State Library),
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from the Union. They proclaimed theat theyfdesired peace but

would go to war If necessary to resiast Northern aggreéaion.
In additlon, they stressed the importance of the need:af the ]
people of Virginie to organize themselves into nﬁlitary groups
to protect thelr charished 1nst1tutiona.h0 These meebings %
grew with the passage of days until practically every oounty J
had organized a local militia or had taken steps toward some
gsort of military preparedness.

Local 1nhabitants often donated money in their afforta

'ﬂx’preparednsss. An artiole in the January 8 Riohmond Daily

hig told of such a happening in Halifax County, It stated:

We learn that under a movement set on foot |

in Halifex County, by the Honorable Thomas /

S. Flournoy and others, for arming that |

county $4,000 have been subscribed, aRd j

‘the sum is expected to reach $10, 000 ‘
In Rappshannock County similar action was taken, On February
11, Captain John S. Green, commander of the "0ld Guard"
cavalry corps, asked Governor Letcher for permission to form
e "select volunteer corps of 10,000 men or more, for the
defense of the state, "2 Secesslonlst and Unlonist papers
alike supported these endeavors. On January 15, the ¥hig
wholeheartedly endorsed such procedures, It meintained:

The move which has been inaugurated in seversl

of the counties, to provide by subscriptions

for the arming, and equipping of the volunteers
of the reepeotive counties, 1s a timely and /

s o

4o. Ibid. »
41. Rlchmond Daily ¥hig, Jenuary 1, 1861, p. 2,
42, Letter from Captain John S, Green to Governor John

Letcher, Februery 13, 1861, Letcher Papers, Febru=
ary, 1881 (MSS in the Virginia State Library).
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proper one, and should be coﬁdiallygendorsed
and sustained by the people,i3

In a brief letter to Governor Letcher, F. C.‘Robinson
stressed that he was pleaéed that the Governor and the
géverﬁment ofFVirginia Qére nét idly discussing the tﬁrn of
eéénts, énd that there was a definite plaﬁ for military pre -
paredness, Robinscn'Sjletter fubther reﬁealed the apprehah-
sion of citizens in cdéétal towns concerning the need of |
protection, "I have just forwarded to the Adjutant Genersal,"
Robinson stated, "a requisition for arms and ammunition, "

He éénbinued, "there is a great deal of excitement about
Fortress Monroe . . . and at Nerfolk."hgl‘in’an sarlier

letteb fbom Leehard Lamb to the’chernor, the danger of United
Staﬁes troopavbeing moved from Fort Pickens,vFlorida, to Fort
Mgnréa wes axpressed., He asked Letcher to prevent such action
and urged him to take the fort for the Commonwealth of Virginia
at ané.hé | |

As previously mentioned, a large amount of withdrawals
from‘the United States armed férces had taken place after the
fallure of the Committees of Thirby~three end Thirteen to
settle differences between the two sections of the country.

Tendering of service sctually began with the election of

- 43, Richmond Daily Whig, Janﬁary 15, 1861, p. 2.

Lh. Lettér from E, C., Robinson to Governor John Letcher,
January 14, 1861, Letcher Papers, Jenusry 1861
(MSS in the Virginia State Library).

45, Ivid. |
16, Letter from Leonard Lamb to Governor Joln Letcher,

Januery 29, 1861, Letcher Papers, January 1861
(MSs in the Virginia State Library).
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Lincoln, but continued at a steadier rate from January to
Iincoln's call for troops and the Sumter crisis in April,
1861, This period saw meny young men, school boys, college
atudahbs, and military men offer thelr services to the state
of Virginia. | | |

" A letter from Thomas H, Burke to his father illustrates
ths‘fésponse which sohooliéhildren held of the crisis,
Burke was & student at Hahover'Agademy, and in writing his
father, he expressed his,deaire ta enlist if the preséht
eitdation daid not impﬁéyé{u7 The responsa_from collegé stu=-
‘déﬁtgrwas similar, Earl&‘iﬁ.November, ex~President T&ier
wroté hisg nephew, Wiliiam Waller, a cadet at Vest Point, not
to resign. "I would not think of resigning . . . ," éaiﬁ)
Tyler, "until Virginie had distinetly and plainlynﬁggédvout
her course after the election., "o Typlcel of the letter
from servicemen desiring to offer thelr services was that of
Lieutenant Thomas W, Jones. In & letter to the CGovernor, he
sald: o

VShculd Virginia in her present crieis require

the services of her sons=-while I cannot offer
her the services of a veteran in experience,

such as they are, &'most cheerfully and gladly
offer mine to her.,u49

h7. Letter from Thomas H, Burke to hils father, January
12, 1861, Burke Famlly Papers, Caroline County
(M43 in the Virginle State Library).

48, Letter from President John Tyler to William Waller,
November 5, 1860, Joln Tyler Papers, 1860-1861
(MSS Virginia Historicel Society).

49, Letter from Lieutenant Thomas W. Jones to Governor
John Letcher, January 1, 1861, Letcher Papers,
January 1861 (MSS in the Virginia State Library).
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The majority opinion of Virginlans was expressed by 0. H.
Maury in a correspondence to Governor Letcher. He sald:

I assure you that Virginisns . . s in this

territory /New Mexlco/ wlll promptly resign

their Commissions when their State leaves

the Confederacy, I can see no evidences of

a purpose in the North to yield us cur con-

sti tutional rights,50

By early January definite forces acted on the people
of Virginia,vwhich had important consequences in the future,
The period from November to eerly January was not one of
relative inactiveness, It was a pericd of time, a few months,
in which the future position of Virginia was determined., The
sscessionist groups rapidly increased, moderates gradually
began to take the side of the disunionists, and Unlon men
began doubting'the future of the Confederacy, The door to
Virginia's future was opened during:these months, and a
study of the next two, January and February, willl reveal her

flight through that door snd on to the road of secession,

50. Letter from D, H., Maury teo Governor John Letcher,
Maroh 8, 1861, Letcher Papers, March 1861 (MSS
in the ﬁirginia State Librarys.



CHAPTER &
The Road to Secegsion

A careful analysis of the months of January and February
reveal a more numerous and more confirm conviction on the
part pf the secessionist forces, These cruclal months wit-
nessed the lest real attempts by the moderates to save the
Union. The month of January revealed the continued agitation
by the disunionist préss and a c&ll for a state convention.
February was more significant because 1t witnessed the fallure
of the Washington Peace ' Conference. The constant growth and
unification of the dissolution faction continued because of
this failure, and consequently a majority of non~Unionist
delegﬁtas were elected to the convention. Thus by the time
of Lincoln's inauguration the mind of Virginians had définitely
made a complete turn--from waite-and-see and moderation to
preperedness end thoughts of disunion. The;deeire for seces~
sion became even more prevalent after Lincoin's insugurel
address, By the first of March Virginians had determined
thelr course of sctlion.

The Richmond secessionist papers, the Enqulrer and
Fxaminer, continued thelr relentless attack on the moderate
Unlonist factions in the city and the state as well, Charac- ‘

teristic of these was an artlcle from the Richmond Semi-

Weekly Enquirer, a division of the daily Enquirer, on January

4. In regard: to attempts at preserving the Union, it saild:
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All hope of preserving the present Union has
been abandoned by the people of Virginia; and
while they earnestly desire that its disso~
lution may be peacoable, snd that reconstruc-
tion may speedily follow, they will not be
unprepared for war, 1f that dread alternative
i1s tendered by the North,l

—~— s gt S

The §émi-@eeklx IEnquirer went on to denounce those Congress-
men and others who remained in Washington to attempt to solve
the present crisls. It stated: |
No Southern man, of any part, should remain .
in Washington, where his presence, by making z,f
& quorum, may involve his own people in the 9
horrors of civil war, The Northern Democrats
« « « should also vacate their seats. . . .2
The Enquirer published s letter by ex-President Tyler
on January 18. This letter is significant because it clearly
illustrates the chenge in the mind of Union men. Tyler pro=-
posed a reconstructed confederation, and maintalned that it
would restore public confidence. "It would indeed," he
edded, “"be a retrograde movement if any State should be con-
talned by force to remein in a Unlon which it abhorred,"3
In regard: to compromlise proposals the Fnguirer accurately
evaluated the attitude of most Virginians by the end of
Jenuary. It purported:
¥We have no falith in smendments, since we have
no reason to suppose that States /meaning ths
North/ which have proven themselves falthless

to the present Cﬁpstitution would be true to
it when amended,

1. [Hichmond Seml-Weekly Enquirer, January L4, 1861, p. 2.
2e bl

b~
(s}

|

bid., January 18, 1861, p. 2.

3. ibid

4, Ibid., January 29, 1661, p. 2.

L
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- The Richmond Semie~leekly Examiner was equally opposed to
attempts at conellistion. It perpetuslly degraded the

'various peace confersnces which met st Washington for recon-
ciliation. In an srticle dsted February 12, 1t stated the
cooperation that the people of Virginia and the South would
get from the Bepublicens. It asserted that:
No Black Republican man of any weight proposes
to accede to any compromise offered by the
‘South. 8o far as we can see, they do not pro=-
- pose to consent to any modification of any
proposition from the South which could be
accepted without degradation, ‘
Willlam 016, Jr., in his last article as editor of the Examiner
expressed the true view of secessionists In the state at that
time, He Justifiably predlcoted the course of Virginia when
he sald:
But I am sure I see in the certain and now
not so distant future the uprising of the
honest and true~hearted lovers of liberty Iin
thls great Commonwealth, who, seconding, and
at last comlng abreast, with thelr noble
brothers of the South, will sadd glory to the
1llustricus renown of Virginis and consign
the treacherous and vile tradugers of ths
Southern people to thelr merited family.®
The Exsminer avidly stressed the importance of Virginia's
seceding - and Joining the lower South., The psper believed_that
had Virginia joined South Carolina when she left the Unlon,
the remainder of the sleve states would have quickly followed,
The paper also contended thet by Virgintas supporting the

verious peace conferences, she was only adding power to

5. Hichmond Semi=-Keekly Exsminer, Jenuary 12, 1861,

g an———y
L ] .

z

6, Ibid,, January 22, 1861, p, 2.
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Linooln's party and making "his hostile administration‘ﬁore
severely injurious to the slaveholding States. . . "/

On January 7, 1861, the state leglslature was called
into apecial gsession by Governor Letchsr.e In Letcher's
addréas to the assembly, he stressed the desire for a hope=-
ful settlement of differences between the two sections,
However, he also madefit known that Virginia would not stand
idly,by and be forced4to,femain in the Union by coercion.
Helfﬁrther desired a dalliﬁg of a convention to deterﬁine

Virginia's course of asction. Thus the cries of the seces-

sionlstes for an immediate convention to determine Virginia's |

plaoe>in the Unlon was answered. The Governor set forth
four principal points which he felt the North must recognize 3
1f peace was to prevall among the twe sections. These pro- {
posals were, briefly, one, the repeal of the personal libértyi
1aws;'two, protection of slavery in the District of Columbia;é
three, equality for both sections in the territories; and E
four, that the traﬁgmissioq of slaves between slave~holding ;
states must not be hnérrupte&49 To many Letchér's address {
appeared conservative; but 1t did, however, open the door

for further stepa toward secesslon. Outwardly, 1t appeared
thet moderation still prevailed, but in all actuality it was
an oppartunity‘ﬁo enhance the aspirations of the disunionists,

Thelr desire for a convention was met; 1t was now up to them

7. Ibid. o
8. HRlchmond Daily Whig, January 1, 1861, p. 2.
9. Ibld., Jeanuary 8, 1861, p. 2,



60

to bring the deslire for Virginia's withdrawal’%rom the
Union to fruition.

The General Assembly lost no time in pasasing a reso-
lution which provided for a special state convention. The
House of Delegates appr’bveii‘a bill for & convention and sent
1t to the Senate on Jenuary 12,10 After smendment it was
returned to the House:of‘Delegates. The blll was thap pessed
by thg House. The bill proposed thet the election of dele=-
gates to the convention‘shbuld be held on February l, and at
the seme time a census was to be taken of the votegs‘opinions
concerning thelr desiré to remain in the Unicn.ll The bill
also declared that the délegates were bto meet at Richmond
on February 13, "and prbceed to adopt such measures as they
may deem expedient for the welfare of the Commonwealth."12

Before the election of the delegates on February l, the
secessionlist preasgstressed.the necesslty of electlng mem~
bers who were sympathetic with their beliefs, At the same
time, they ridiculéd such Union men as John Minor Bottas,.

On February 1, the Examiner unmercifully denounced the

Unionist candidate. The Examiner maintained.

But this man 1is now a candidate to represent
the people of the metropolis /Richmond/ of
this State in a Convention to sit in jJudgment
on the conduct of thse Northern and Southern
people, Can any man in the South hope for
even an lmpartial judgment for himself when a
Northern Unionist is hls antagonist? . . .

10. FRichmond Semi-Weekly Eﬁﬁuirer, January 15, 1861,
P. 2. - _

11. Ibid.
12, Ibid.
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Above all, can the free people of the South

hope for even a decent hearing, if they com~

plain of their Northern aggressors, before a

tribunal over which John Minor Botts is to

have any influence? He must elther be your

enemy or your judge.l3

Two other 1mportant forces acted on the minds of Virgine
1ans in general, and in particular the assembly and the
Governor: one was the secession of the states of Missiséippl
on Jenuary 9, Florida on the 10, Alabama on the 11, Georgia
1

on January 17, and Loulsiana on January 26, The secession
of these states, and the fallure of the peace groups created
a grbwing amount of sympathy with the lower South's cause,
Governor Letcher's approval of ambassadors from the seceding
states for the purpose of urging Virginia to leave the Union
also did much to influence the people,

The second force, the results of Northern state conven=
tions, increased Virginia's apprehension of peace by mediation,
Leteher read to both Houses the resolutions passed by the
General Assembly of Ohio on January 12, 1861, The state of
Ohic resolved that the President of the Unlted States should
have the necessary power to coerce and subjugete the seceding

states.lé Letcher touched upon the tender question of the
personal liberty laws when he said;

13. Ibid., February 1, 1861, p. 2.

1, Clement Faton, The Freedom-of -Thought Strugzle in
the 014 Seuth’(New York: Harper and Row, 196lL),

55: EEE"’EO g .

15. Clement Eaton, A History of the 0ld South (New York:
The Macmillan’Company, ¥9E§), P. 505, '

16, CGovernor Letcher's Speech to the House and Senate,
Januery 21, 1861, Letcher Papers, Janusry 1861
(MSS in the Virginia State Library).
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I would further suggest that as "no enactment”

of the State of Ohio "has clothed the Governor

with authority to surrender to another state

fugitives from its justice, seeking refuge" in

Ohio, it would be well to enact such laws, and

thus "fulfill in good faith ell their obligations

under the constitution of the;United‘Shatesﬁ

according to the spirit and intent thereof,17
The state of Michigan's resolutions were even harsher and
more stralghtforwerd., They maintaeined that it was the "deter-
mination of the Northern people to resist, even unto death,

every demand of the s1lave Power."8 It went on to say that:

« » o the people will repeal all "Fugitive
Slave Laws," and will enact and execute, too,
all masnner of Personal Liberty Laws . , .
will give ald and comfort to every Nat Turner

who rises insurrections against his tyrant
master. . . .

Thus, the secession of the cotton states, the influence of
representatives from these seceded states, and resolutions
passed by Northern state conveﬁtions had 8 tremendous'effeét
on the course of Virginia's action.

On February lj, Virginiens went to the polls to elect
their delegates to fhe special convention. While the "Pre-
cipitators™ (secessionists) stressed the importance of
electing céndidates who would lead Virginia out of the Union,
the Whig took the opposite view, The Rlclmond paper zealously
endorsed the Union candidate, Botts, The basic viesws of the

Whlg and conservative men in the state sre clearly illustrated

17. Ibid.

18. Extracts from the Proceedings of the State Conven=-
tion Held in Adrion, Mlichigan, November 17-18,
1860, Letcher Papers, November 1860 (MSS in the
Virginia State Library). :

19. Ibid.
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- in the followingfpassage.v The Whig proclaimed:

If the precipitators carry the day, Virginia

will be hurried out of the Union, and plunged

into the fearful vortex of revolution and

civil war, in the course of a very few weeks
~_or months at the farthest, 20

The Richmond Daihx.Wth also honestly evaluated the outcome

of the election. There were eight candidates from the city
of Richmond, and the Union candidate, Bell, was soundly
beaten. The three successful candidates, Williem H. Macfer=-

land, Marmaduke Johnaon, the Whig editor, and George W.

Randolph were elected, The first two supported Bell, and

the latter Breckenridge in the recent presidential election.el

- Governor Letcher sent & letter to Governor Andrew of
Massachusetts on January 20, and listed the recent reSolutiona
passed by the General Assembly, One of the resolutlons read:

That on behslf of the Commonwealth of Virginie,
an invitation 1s hereby extended to 211l such
States, whether slaveholding or non=-slaveholding,
as are willing to unite with Virginia in an
earnest effort to adjust the present unhappy
controversies . . » to appolnt commissioners to

- meet on the fourth dey of February next, in the
city of Washington,22

e ettt it e

Another resolution listed the commissioners from Virginia to
- be sent to Washington., The delegation included ex~President
John Tyler, William C., Rives, Joln W. Brockenbrough, George

W. Summers, and James A. Seddon.23

20. Richmond Deily Whig, February 2, 1861, p. 2.

21. Ibid., February 5, 1861, p. 2.

22, Letter from Governor John Letcher to Governor
Andrew of Massachusetts, January 20, 1861, Letcher

Papers, January 1861 (M8S 1n the Virginia "State
Library),

23, 1Ibid,
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During the month of February the Enquirer and Examiner
continued to ridicule thg peace conference's efforts, and to -
influence the newly elected delegates to the state convention,
The Semi-Weekly Enguirer saild this of the newly formed
Waghington Peace Conference:

Unless we are greatly mistaken, indications in
certain quarters, polnt to another submlission
dodge, in the shape of a national Convention %o
ad just difficulties by amending the Constitution.
This dodge first emanated from Mr., Seward in his
"one, two or three years hence" settlement, end
was designed to firmly fix the Black Hepubllcans
in power.Zﬁ v .

" The conference sat until February ZZyﬁnd adopted a pian
for coneilistion which resembled the Crittenden prOposal.25
Jolm Tyler was chosen as the presiding offlcer. He went into
the conference with high hopes, In a letter dated Januéry 25
to an unknown individual in Washington, he said:

I firmly believe that if the people of the North
and of the South could meet each other face to
face in council where the demands of both could
be distinctly stated, end the advantages and
disadvantages of union and disunion he Discussed,
and mature explanstions be made; then Disputes
which now disturb the Countrg might and would be
arrived by settlement. . . . 6
However, Tyler's hopes and aspirations were never satisfied.
Such states as Michigen, %lsconsin, and Minnesota failed to

send delegates to the conference.27 Republicans opposed

2. Richmond Semi-Weekly Enquirer, February 19, 1861,
P. 2e

25. Eaton, A History of the 014 South, pp. 579-580.

26, Letter from President John Tyler to Unknown: Person,
January 25, 1861, John Tyler Fapers, 1860~-1861
(MS8 Virginia Historical Soclety).

27. Faton, A History of the 0ld South, p. 580.
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the conference's pr0posals,;and the Southern border states,
Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Arkansas didlx
1ikewlse, 28 |

Why dld thls conference fall? One resson was lack ef'
earnest support by the North. 4&n excellent example of this

can be seen in en article Crom the New York Tribune., It
stated: | | . |

A mejority of the men who compose it / the

Washington Peace Conference belong to beaten

and broken down factions utterly re jected and

thrust amide by the people, and without prestige

or influence in nineteen of the moet important

States of the Union,29
Another factor was the refussl by seceded states to send
delegates. Also the stubbornness:of Northern and Southern
delegates in Washington added to the ineffectlveness of the
conferences. When the conference falled even the moderates
- and Unionists began to see that war was inevitable, The
jﬁghmgnd,ﬂhig, the champlon of moderation and ecaution,
expressed a dublous attitude, Yhen the proPgsed amendments
to the constitutlion were rejected, the Whig expressed this
point of view: :

During the present Conference, propositions

have been submltted for the settlement of the

controversy. . . » Negotiations are still in

progress in that body, for a peaceful adjust-

ment, Peace is the probability--but wsr, never-
theless may be the fact,30

28. 1Ibid.

29. Richmond Semi-Weskly Enqulrer, February 12, 1861,
P. 2.

30. Richmond Daily Whig, February 26, 1861, p. 2.
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By the first of March to a majorlty of Virginians,
efforts at racohciliatian seemed lost, The failures at
mediatien in Washington during the months of January and
February along with persistent agltation by the secessionlist
press decreased the number of Uhioniet supporters. The seces-
sion of the Lower South followed by the sending of thelr
ambasgadors to induce'Virginia to.leave the Union, and the
hopelessness expressed by the Unionist press, all contributed
to increase and unify the disunionist faction. All thet
remained wes the overt act to bring Vifginia into the arms

of her sister states.



' CHAPTER 6
A Cepstone For The Secessionists

The first weelk in March was of the utmost lmportance
to the future status of Virginia. Very few men expreséed
hope of conciliation after Lincoln's inaugural address., A
sense of desperation was evident in most Union men since
the Washington Peace Canference falled to reach any settle-
ment. The best example'of fhis can be seen in the March i
issué of the Richmond Daily Whig. Concerning the fallure

of the conference, it sald:

We have all along maintained that there was
no hope of settlement of the pending contro-
versy by the miserable politicians in Con=-
gress, The proceedings in Congress, and the
Peace Conference aettlement, sufficiently
demonstrated the faotion's temper and charace-
ter of thi wretched extremists of both
sections,

9

The radical press, of course, zealously plsyed up the failure
of the conference, In analyzing the conference's proposals,
the Fxaminer touched on the possibility of Virginia's having
to fight fellow Southerners, if they approved the amendments,
This was a delicate subject to which Virginie would never
submit., The Examiner stated'/

You who accept this compromise to escape war,

will, by your very act of acceptance, involve

vourself in war, In what kind of wsar, and

with whom? Why, in fratricidal war, ‘with war

home-—civil, intestine war, war against your
fellow-citiaens of Virginia, Can you,

1. Richmond Daily Whig, March 4, 1861, p. 2.
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submissionists, march unopposed and unharmed
through Eastern and Southwestern Virginia to
assail South Carolina?? ~

Iincoln was inaugurated on March L, and the reaction
to his addregs was widespread and hostlle in many quartera
of Virginia, As we have noted in the previous chapter, the
Whig end other conservative thinking papers graduslly Jjoined
the secessionist forces in the few months after Lincoln's
slection. Lincoln's address was the capstone for the seces=~
sionists., Save for the call for troops, no event gave ths

secessionists more strength than Lincoln's inaugural address.

H

The Whig had this to say of his address: {
Let Lincoln carry out the policy indicated
in his Inesugural, and clvil war will be :
inaugurated forthwith throughout the length {
and breadth of the land., The Gulf States,
In our judgment, have acted rashly, un=-
neighborly, end improperly; but, considering
them erring sisters, entitled to our sympea-
thies and our aid in an emergency, Virginia
cen never consent, and will never consent
for the Federal Government to employ coerclve
measures towards them,3

!
{
f

As was expected, tha secessionist press biltterly criticized
Iincoln's speech., An excellent example of thlg is seen in
the following pessage:
Iincoln has hoisted the red flag right before
their eyes pertaining to the submissionists/,
ignominicusly rejected 2ll their terms of
capltulation, and demands the most unqusali-
fied snd abjeect submission,
The Charlottesville Review, A Unionist Peper, called Lincoln's

address a "swindle," The Review meinteined that the speech

2., Richmond Deily Fxeminer, March 2, 1861, p. 2.
3. Richmond Daily Whig, March 6, 1861, p. 2.

L. Richmond Delly Exeminer, March 6, 1861, p. 2.
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threatened civil war and suggested no other plan for
comproniise.5 »

It can be generelly ssaid that the ma jority of VirginQ
fans misinterpreted Lincoln's address, In truth, while 1t
struck a note of gentle firmness, it also expressed a spirit
of concilliation and friendliness.6 When Lincoln sald that
he would use all the power provided to "hold, oceupy, and
possesé the property;”and‘places belonging to the goverﬁment,"
he was dealing with a delioate matter; Many Virginlians mis-
construed this as a thréab of aggression, eSpecially in
regardi: to South Carolina and the question of the forte near
Charleston harbor. However, there were some Virginians who
more accurstely evaluated the address. Such was James D,
Davidaoh, an avid Unionist from Rockbridge County. Davidson
maintained: |

Nor did I think eny reasonsble Southern men,

can draw any inference from it thet Lincoln

entertalna any decidededetermined purpose,

under eny circumstances, to collect revenus,

or selze the forts, a2t the Southern ports,7

Lincoln's inaugural sddress was definitely an asset for

e

the seceasionists. This added to the gradual momentum which
was moving on the side of the disunionists since Lincoln's

election. No doubt the results of the election in November

5. Charlottesville Review, Merch 8, 1861, p. 2.

6. J. G. Rendall end David Doneld, The Civil War end
Reconstruction (Boston: D, C, Heath and Company,

1961), p. 16k,

7. Quoted in Pruce S, Greenawslt (ed,), "Unionists in
Rockbridge County: The Correspondence of James Dormsen
Davidson Concerning the Virginie Secesslon Convention
of 1861," The Virginia Magazine of History snd Biog~
rephy, ILXXTIT TJenuary, 19 , 89=9Z,
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accurately measured the viewpoincgof the majority of Virgine
iens, They did not want to leave the Union. However, with
the failure of the various peace conferences and attempts at
compromises, their confidence in the future of the Unlon was
vastly diminished, That Virginia did not play s leading role
after the election to redress grlevances between the two
sections, is not completalj true., This can be seen in the
forming of the "Committee of Thirty-three” and the calling

of the Waeshington Peace Conference, Bubt this was not the
dominent mood in Virgihié during the three months after the
election, Virginians were:hqneébly beginning to zee the
course which they must and would take-—unification with their
sister states.

The minds of Virginians were made up by March L. Since
the election in November, faith in the Union decreased
gradually telsuch a polnt where any possible solution seemed
hopeless. 1If Iincoln had asked Virginla to send troops %o
South Carolina on March i, the results would have been similar
to the actlon taken a month later, Only diehard Unionisté,
such as James Davidson of Rockbridge County, remained loﬁéi
éo the Union., The secessionisgts! plans had been answered
and 1t would take only the overt act to exhibit thelr sentlie

ment,
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The Letcher Papers contain a vast amount of perti=-
nent material on this period of the Governor's adminise
tration. One cannot afford to overlook them, if he
desires to obtain a2 better understanding of the peried.
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Lexington Gazette, May 2l, 1360«November 15, 1860, .
Like the Charlottesville Review, the Gazette enables
one to obbtaln a clear understanding of the conservative
views iIn the western part of the present state of Virginia,

Fobert L. Montague Fapers, 18144~1880., Virginia State Library.

Thege papers were most helpful in bebtbter understand=-

ing Covernor Letcher's attitude toward the North and the
period in general.

Political Pamphlets, Vol., XXXVII, Richmond: Whig Book and
and Job gf?fca, 1859, :

Thls better ensbled me to understand Governor Jolm

Letcher, especlally his "Letter to the People of Virginia!l

John Letcher sud His Antecedents, Fead and Circulate."

Folitical Speeches and Documents, Vol, LXI. Rare Pook Room,
Aldermen Library, University of Virglinls.
An artigle entitled, "Speech of Honorable R. M. T.
Hunter of Virginia on Invasion of States," vividly
illustrated Hunter's attitude toward slavery and the
election of 1860,

. Richmond Daily Dispatch, | ‘
Although ? did not directly cite this primary source

in my thesls, as 2 non-partisan peper 1t enabled me to
gscquire some valuable information regarding the election,

Richmond Daily Fxaminer, May, 1860-March, 1861,
Thig familiarized me with the radical journalism in
Richmond,

Richmoné Enquirer, May 1860-December, 1860.
it cleariy‘revealed the typ{cal non-conservative
sentiment of Rlchmond end Virginia.

Richmond Semi-Weekly Engquirer, May 1860-Februsry 1861.

— A8 a branch of probebly the most radical paper in
the state, the Ri ond Enauirer, this paper clearly
reflects the disunionist sentiment on the election.

Rlchmond Seml-Weekly Fxaminer, Movember, 1860=-Jenuery, 1861.
This radical paper, which was under the same super=-
vision as the Richmond Daily Fxaminer, enabled me to
grasp more clesrly the disunionist views of Richmond
and the state,

Richmond Paily Whig, July, 1860-March, 1861,

In excellent example of probably the best moderate
journelism in Virginia. It best reflected the conserva=-
tive and Union loving elements of both Richmond and the
state.

Richmond Whig and Public Advertiser, April, 1860«November, 1860,
Under the same editorship as the Richmond Dally Whig,
it likewlse reflected the union sentiment of Richmond
end Virginia, ‘
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Ri tchie, William F, (ed,}. Message of the Governor of Virginia
and Accompanying Documents. Richmond, o
Gives en excellent insight into the opinions of
Governor Letcher on the electlion and its results.

Southern Churchmen, November 2, 1860, '
This Alexandria, Virginia, newspaper represents, ‘
generally, the views of the clergy on the election crisis.

John Tyler Pepers, 1860-1861, Virginia Historical Society,
The Tyler papers were invaluable because they gave
me 2 better understending of the attltude of conservative
men toward the failure of the various peace conferences,

Greenawalt, Bruce S, (ed.). "Unioniasts in Rockbridge County:
The Correspondence of Jemes Dormsn Davidson GConcerning
the Virginia Secession Convention of 1861," The Virginia
E%gizéne of History end Blography, IXXIII (January, 1965),
78«~102.
. Greenawslt's brief asrticle helped me to better under-
stand the attitude of diehard conservative men during
this tregic period. The publishing of Davidson's letters
were invaluable, as were the other manuscripts I have
used, in better understanding the people snd the times.

Winchester ergigign VMay, 1860-November, 1860,
The V rginién axémplifiea,the radlical opinion that

was prevalent in the present northwestern portion of.
Virginia. ‘ :

Wise, Henry A., Seven Decades of the Union. Philadelphia:
Je B. Lippincoett @md C6., 187c.

Wise gave an sccurate eveluation of the meaning of
the election to Virginlens, It was interesting to see
how an avid secessionist prior te the election had
recaented from his earlier views,
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B. SECONDARY SOURCTS

Ambler, Charles Henry., Sectionalism in Virginia from 1776
to 1861. cChicagos University of Chicago Press, 1910,
TR general study of the development of sectionalism
from the American Revolution to the Civil War,

(ed.)e The Joln P. Branch Historical
Papers of Bando;gg {acon College, Vol. TII. Richmond:
Richmond Press, Llnc., 1912,

Contains several valuable essayl on the election in
Virginia, \

Cole, Arthur C. "incoln's Flection an Immediate Menace to
Slavery in the State?", Americsn Historical Review,
Vﬁ. é%VI. New York: The Maomillan Company,
7 O"? '
- The author gives an interesting interpretation of
Lincoln's stand on slavery and the importance of the
slection to the South,

Craven, Avery. Idmund Ruffin, Southerner. New York: D,
Appleton and Co,, 1932.
Craveﬂ gives an sccurate evaluation of this "fire

eater's" views on Lincoln and the election.

Crenshaw, 0llinger, Rockbridge County and the Secession
Convention of 1861," Proceedings, Rockbridge Historical
Sooiety, Vol, III. Lexington, 1949, 7-1L.
: 1ntaresting account of Union sentiment in Rock=-
bridge County, Virginia.

‘o "The Slave States in the Presidential
Election ol 1860 The Johns Hopking University Studies
in Historical and Political Scienceé Vol, LXITI., Balti=-
more: Jhe Johns Hopking Press, 1945. ULB81-785.

. "Urban end Rural Voting in the Tlection
° s  Historiography and Urbanization. Baltimore:
The Johng Hopkins Fress, 1941.

A very scholarly and valuable study on the urban
and rural voting in Virginia,

Current, Richard N. Lincoln snd ithe First Shot. HNew York:
Js ’B. Lippincett Company, 1963,

Current's brief introduction was helpful, if for
anything else, in that 1t helped sustain my thesis that
there was a utronger gecessionlst faction 1n Virginie
after Lincoln 8 election than previous historians have
noted

oy

Dumond, Dwight Lowell. [The Secession Movement, 1860 61.
New York: The Mecmillan Co., 1931.
A good general study of the problem in the South.
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Faton, Glement. A History of the 0ld South. New York: The
Facmillan Compeny, 1949, ,
A good general study of the Cld South,

Eaton, Clement. The Freedom~-of-Thought Struggle in the Cld
South. New York: Harper and Row, 1986l.
~ ‘aton's text enabled wme to better uncderstsnd the
conservative mind of Virginlans at this time.

Fite, Emerson David. The Fresidentiel Campalen of 1860.
lew York: The Macmillan Co.,, 1911, :
This old, bubt not out-dated source, was very helpful
in glving a olesr peneral plecture of the politicel con-
ventions in 1860.

Fowler William Chauncey. ‘The Sectional Controversy. WNew
' York: Cherles Seribner, 1863. ‘

Fowler gives a very general study of the sectional

erigis; it should not be regarded as a definitive work.

Hamilton, J. G, LePoulhac. "Lincoln! s, Flection en Immediate

Menace to Slavery in the States?, American Historicsal
Review, Vol,. XXXVII, New York: The Macmillen Co,, 1932,
700~711,

In answer to Arthur C. Cole's article on the same
question, but with different opinions, the article was
helpful in that it guided me in understanding both sides
of this complex quastion.

Hunter, Martha F. L Memoir of Hobvert I, T. Hunter. Washington: .
The Nesale EublTshlng Company, 15073,
A good sccount of the 1ife of this great Senator,

McGregor, James C.- The Disruption of Virginia. New York:
The Meomillan Co,., l9Z2.
A detailed study of V*rginia during the secession
crisias.

Fonteiro, Mergaret Kean. "The Presidential Election of 1860
in Virginia," Rlichmond College Historical Papers, Vol. II.
Richmond, 1915=I7.

This brief thesis contained several important biblio=-
graphlical references and ensbled me to obtain a brief
knowledge of the election.

Munford, Beverly Bland. Virginia's Attitude Toward Slavery
eand Secession. MNew York: Longmasns, Green, snd Co., 1909,
This book has some good materisl relative to the
election, but the treatment 1s very brief.

Potter, David M. Lincoln and His Party in the Secession
Crisig. New Haven:; Yale UnivVersity . Press 184,
“Thils text was very helpful in consrehending Lincoln's
role during the secession crisis,
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Randall, J G, and David Donald, The Civil War and Recone
+ Boston: D, C. Heath and Co,,
A classlic in the field of Civil War and Reconstrucbion

history, and very helpful in giving a general interpreta=-
tion of the importance of the election.

Simms, Henry Harrison, Life of Robert M. T. Hunter. Richmond:
The William Byrd Press, 1935.
An excellent biographical sketch of one of the lead-
ing figures during this complex period of Southern
history. ‘

Shanks Henry, F. The Sfeceasion Movement in Vireinia, 1847~
1é Richmond: Garrett and Massie, Inc., 193L.

ﬁ detailed end extremely interesting book on the
secesslion movement in Virginia, There is also en
excellent chspter on the election of Lincoln.

Webster, Clyde ¢, "John Minor Botts, Anti-Secessionist,”
Richmond College Historical trapers, Vol, I. Richmond,
~I915.

Webster's work 1s importent because 1t is useful as

an illustrstion of typlcael moderate wen in Virginia.




Cities

Richmond
Norfolk
Portasmouth
Petersburg
Alexandria
" Wheeling

Rural
Virginia

Appendix

Fopulation Breckenridge Bell

37,910
14,620

9,462
18,266
12,65,
14,083

277
27
38
12
37

23

46

56%
Sl
L6
53
5%
33

L

Douglas
177
il
15

34
8

22

9

Bell ~-Houglas
73%

73
61

87
63
55

53

This teble Indicates the precentage of votes obtained

by the various candidates in the urban and rural aress of

Virginia.

Bell and the large rural ones by Breckenridge.

1.

0Ollinger Crenshaw
Election of 1860

(Baltimere-

1

Note ths large amount of urban votes obtained by

"Urban and Rural Voting in the

Historiogra and gégggizatigﬁ
dﬁﬁﬂ"ﬁvpﬁ%nﬁag¥

Linceln
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