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PRIFACE

The purpose of thls paper 1 to present the reactlion
of Richmond's conservative whlte ncwspapers to the electlon
in October 1867 for a constitutional convention. The threc
papers include the overtly raclist rnquirer, the moderate YWhig,
and the Dispatch, which claimed a larger circulatlon than the
other papers combined. All three newspapers, however, con-
sidered the Hepgro to be inferior and feared radical reconstruc-
tion as the ultimate disaster for Virginia. The press unan-
imously favored maintsining white supremacy and editorielized
for the organization of conservative whlte opposition to the
radical party In the October election,

_ Because the paper deals wlth politicsal factions, some
clarification of terms might be helpful. The hepublican party
constituted the only political organization oh a statewide
basis in Virginiae in 1867. The radical elements in the party
became dominant early in the year and, as moderates failed to
temper the party's extremism, "radical"” and "Republican" became
synonymous in Virginisa.

| Although no real party other than the Republican party
existed durihg the 1867 election campalgn, conservative white
Virginlans 4did form local slates of candidates. These opposition
tickets contained men from varied political backgrounds and are
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most accurately described as simply "conservative," Because
the radicals commanded solid loyalty from Virglnls blacks and,
on the other hand, becausé the conservatives offered littloe
attraction for the freedmen, the two opposing factions in

the election were supported on an almost strictiy racial Easis.
Thus the radical Republican group became "the party of the
frecdmen" and the conservative tickets, in effect, were white

men's partics.
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HICHMOND AND VIRGIKIA IN THE 1867 ULECTION

FOR A CONSTITUTICNAIL CONVeNTION

Two years after the end of the civlil war, Virginia took
the first step toward regalning full statehood with the eYection
in Cctober 1867 for a constltutional convention. Called in
accordance with the reconstruction legislation of Congress, this
election began the process of establishing a loyal union gov-
ernment in the state., The election also demonstrated the pri-
macy of the racial question in Virginia politics and led to the
formation of a whlte supremist, Democratic party to counter
radical Republican control of the freedmen.

Congress, in March of 1867, ended presidential recon-
struction and Virginla became milltary district Number One,
General J. M. Schoflield replaced Governor Francls H. Plerpont,
whose reglime had been recognized by President Johnson as the
legitimate government of Virginia., As requlred by 1aw, General
Schofleld conducted a registration of voters in preparation for
an election on October 22, 1867. Serving a dual purpose, the
election would ask the voters if they wanted a constitutional
convention and would &also provide for the selection of delegates
to it. The electorate included all males of both races over
twenty-one but excluded all who had held national or state

1
offices before the war and later alded the Confederacy. cut



of 2 total registration of 225,933 there was & white majority
of 1“,269.2 The heavy concentration of lNegroes in the most
populous counties of eastern and southern Virginia, however,
produced & black majority in 59 of the state's 105 electofal
distrlcts.3

The announcement of the electlon created srowing pollit-
feal = excitement in Virginia during the summer of 1867. A
small group of white radical Hepubllcans, native and out-of-‘
state, successfully organized the newly enfranchised freedmén
to support their cause. l.ed by James W. Hunnicutt, the poarty's
April conventlon adopted a program emphasizing equality of races
and total subnission to Congressional reconstruction.L‘L

Moderate white Republicans like Plerpont, who remalned
as a filgurchead governor under General Schofileld, fcared that
Hunnlcutt's program would produce a conservative reaction and
result in a white man's Democratic party.5 These moderates,
called "co-operators" because they worked within the radical
nepublican party, attempted to outmaneuver Hunnicutt by creating
a less extreme organlzation palatable to both MNepgroes and con-
servative whltes.6

The first effort of the “co-operators", centering in
Petersburg, falled because it remained hoth too liberal for
most of Virglinia‘'s conservative white electorate and too con-
servative for the organized freedmen. Another “co-operation"
movewent called for a new Republican convention at Charlottes-

ville.on July 4, When this move threatened to split the Repub-

llcans into hostile factions, Northern party members came to



Virginia to serve as medietors. In a compromise agreement, the
moderates dropped their proposed Charlottesville conventlon and
consented to & joint meeting with the radlcals 1n Richmond on
August 1.7
In the month preceding the August convention, the "co-
operation" movement gained support. Its adherents, including
the editors of the Richmond Whilg, reallstically accepted Con-
gressional reconstructlon as the basis for restoring Virginla
to the Union. Hunnicutt, however, dominated the August meeting
just as in April. The moderate delegates, led by John Minor
Botts, were prevented from even entering the meeting hall.
‘Radlcal Republicanism triumphant, "co-operation" quickly faded
and hence confirmed Negro allegiance to Hunnicutt's faction.
After the August convention, radical Republicans formed

the only coherent political group in the state. Conservative
white Virginians saw that unless they organlzed an effective
opposition, Hunnicutt's group would control the constitutional
convention by default. Richmond edltors voiced a growing fear
of radical and Negro dominatlion:

The recent hideous Radlcal carnival in this city, lilke a

fire-bell at midnight, should arouse every honest white

man in Virglnla to a sense of danger to his State, his

race, and his wife and chlldren. e must now sse that un-

less intimidated by the superlor strength of the white man,

the negro willl soon demand soclal equality and selze upon

the government and offices of the State,
Gradually the whites did nomlnate candidates in opposition to
the radicals and thus the campaign started. It proceeded §igor-
ously to attract both rédicals and conservatives to their re-
spective slates of candldates and to reglster for the Cctober

electlnn.lo



As the campalgn moved into the final month of October,
Richmond's newspapers devoted increesing attention to political
matters. The three standard, conservative papers, the bknquirer,
the Dispatch, and the \hig,editorlally denounced the radical
ticket while encouraging the nominatlion and support of conser-
vative delegates. The press carried the mllitary orders fron
General Schofleld's headquarters explaining that the electlion’
signified the beginning of gongresslonal reconstruction and
eventually would lead to Virginia's re-entry into the Unlon:

In pursuance of the act of Congress of Mkarch 234, 1867, an
election will be held for delegates to a State Convention,
and to take the sense of the registered voters upon the
question whether such convention shall be held for the
purpose of establishing a Constitution and civil govern-
ment for the State of Virginla, loyal to the Union.il

Because of the uniqueness of the clection, the first
in Virginia to include secret balloting and negro participation,
the newspapers gave wlde coverage to the mechanics of voting.
On October 10 the Dispatch reminded cltizens that they would
decide on both the convention and delegates to 1t

The voter will present himself before the registering
officer, announce hls name, and present the two tickets,
one for or against the conventlon, and the other contain-
ingz the names of the delegates for whom he votes., A man
may vote against the Convention and for delegates.12
The papers paild some critical attentlon to the issue of dis-
franchisement but did not despair. On the contrary, they re-
tained great confidence, encouraged by recent Democratic suc-
cesses in several Northern states.13
The press quickly perceilved from voter reﬁlstratlon

figures that the Negroes had an advantage decpite the overall

vhite majority. The Dispatch, however, did not suspect foul



play behind this fact allowing that 1t was " . . . not attrib-
utable to any attempt upon the part of Ceneral Schofleld to
gerrymander the State, but 1s the result of the fact that phe
Negroes almost all reside in rcastern Virginia."lu 'he paper,
moreover, optimistically predicted a conservative victory based
on the political ignorance of the freedmen and the mass of yet
unregistered whites.l5 The Whig used the apparent black ad-
vantage to vindlcate 1ts long-standing opposition to forming
a strictly white-supremist party which could not hope to attract
liegroes., The Yhig also foresaw a conservative victory at the
rolls if a coalitlion could be formed between the less radlcal
freedmen and conservative whltes.l6
Distressed over radical organization in the capital city,

the Richmond papers exhorted conservatives to similar action.
Concerning the Republican meetlhg to nominate Richmond candidates,
the Dispatch noted the total defeat of Hunnicutt‘s moderate
opponentss "The ‘'Conservative’volce was scarcely heard above the
Radlical roar and with scarcely an exception the most violent men
were recommended for nomination."l? The Enquirer continually
urged the creation of local conservative tickets, invoking the
horrors to come if the Republicens won:

e« » o 1t 1s time for the peqQple to awakel! . . ; Nefarious

schemes, permanently to saddle upon this Commonwealth the

atrocious rule of Redical adventurers, revengeful partizans

and stupld negroes have been concocted while the good

people slept.18

These Jjournalistic efforts goading conservatives to match the

‘political vigor of the radicals and Nesroes underscore a consider-




able degree of apathy among native whites. An 1llustration that
the press recognized this condition 1is an artlicle in the Ccto-
ber 7 Whig demandling that Virginians shake off thelr political

lethargy.19

Belatedly, as the newspapers wished, Rlchmond's conserva-

tives drew up a slate of nomlinees for the convention. These
five candidates, Marmaduke Johnson, N. A. Sturdivant, Alexander
H, Sands, William Taylor and Thomas J. vansg immediately recelved
support from the three papers. The Whlg emphasized the candi-
dates' good will and loyalty to the Unions

All of the gentlemen . . . were old-line Whigs, save one, and

he was a Louglas man in the Presidential campalign of 1860,

All are heartily in favor of peace, Esstoration and good

feeling between the North and South.
The =nquirer and the Dispatch proclalmed the conservative nominces
the most deserving candidates to oppose the flve radicals running
for election from Hichmond; J. W, Hunnicutt, lLewis Lindsey, J. C.
Undervood, Joseph Cox and James Morrissey.21

The press rcalized that in Richmond, aé in the rest of

Virginia, the election would be decided by the black vote. Accord-
ingly the journalists tried to persuade the liegroes, who held a
najority of 961 out of 11,081 voters registered in the city, to
desert the radical cause. The Whig denied the rumor spread by
Hunnicutt's organization, that the whites intended to reinstate
slavery 1f they won the electlon.22 Conversely, the Dispatch
accused the white radicals of misgulding the freedmen and inflam-
ing thelr prejudices against the white race.23 All three news-

papers trled to convince the kegroes that opposing the radical

causec viould be in their best interests and ensure harmonlous race



relations in the capital city. The Whig encouraged every white
men to persuade, by reason but not by bribery or intimidation,
at least one black voter to support the conservatlive slato.?u
liore ominously, the inguirer threatened freedmen with cconbmic
sanctions adding that Aif the lNegroes voted for radlical candildates
they would " . . . place themselves upon the record as enecules
of the white race, and « « utterl& forfeit all claims to thelr
kindness and confldence."25

Thus culmineted the campalgn for the October election.
The apathy of natlive white Virginians contrasted sharply with
the political zeal of the white radicsls and their liegro allles.
Yven when organized against Hunnlcutt's party, the conservatives
realized the superior position of thelr opponents and therefore
belatedly courted the black vote., lNost contemporary observers
recognized the inpending election as a political waterched, de~
termining Virginia's future coursc in reconstruction. This
awareness, together with extreme dilsteste for.thc‘radlcals. led

the Richmond press to characterize the elcction as a political

Armageddon with no middle ground betvieen the opposing forces,

The long-awvalted election day came throuchout the state
on October 22. In Richmond an additional day of balloting pro-
vided for meximum participation., The newspapers printed General
Schofleld's orders authorizing this special extension for the
capltel:

‘The rolls will be opened at 7 o'clock A.li., and will be
closed at sunset, Owing to the large number of voters in
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this clty, it has been especlally provided that the polls
shall be re-opened to-morrow morning [%ctober,ZB] at the
same time, and closed at sunset on tha

day .20
The federal military also supplied some 1500 troops, commanded
by Hajor-General Granger, to augment the local police in case
of rioting.27
Pollitical excitement in the cavital mounted, particularly
among the freedmen who gathered in large numbers at the polls
on the day Lefore the election. 3Several winor riots brolie out
on the first day of voting when federal troops dlspersed i.egro
mobs harassing the few freedmen belleved to favor the conserva-
tives, The military easily surpressed these disruptions, how-
ever, and the election produced generally less trouble than
contemporary newspapers expected.28
The total vote of the clty's five wards on the flrst
day reached 5,069. 3ince few vhites supported the radical
party, the 567 white vote lead 1n the segregated balloting in-
dicated o conservative victory. The Jubilant press reaction
enthuslastically called for an even greater nergin on the.second

2C
day to "redeen" the capital from radical control.ég ’

the
Enquirer optimistically predicted further conservative success
and extolled white supremacys
hatever mey have been the result of the election on yester-
day (pctober 22],.the white men of the State, ue feel assured,
exhliblted a harmony of purpose and unanimity of action which
w11l render egro domination absolutely impossible,30
The excitement of the first day of balloting carried
over into the second day-wlith the whites retailning a slightly

diminished margin of 521 out of 9,025 votes cast,°! The conser-



vatlive papers delighted in thls repeat of the preceding day
but suspiciously noted a new development., Because of alleged
irregularities at one ward and to ensure a complete vote, Ccn—
eral Schofield decided to re-open the polls for a thilid day.
Satlsfied with the c¢lection's outcome on the first two days, the
press viewed the prospect of continued voting as just a chance
for the radicals to recoup thelr losses:
iic are sorry to have to announce that the polls will be
oven again . . « . We had hoped thet the two days alloted
to Richmond would suffice to bring out the whole vote and
terminate the excitement attending the election,3?

The third day of voting confirmed the fecars of ths news-
papers as the radicals overcame the conservative lead. 'The final
totals for the Richmond election revealed a phenomenal votef
turnout with 10,051 ballots cast out of a possible 11,081, The
electorate approved the constitﬁtlonal convention and elected

the flve radical delegates by remarkably similar margins which

revealed the raclal character of the vote:

Consexrvative White Bleck fotal
. Johnson L,772 25 4,797
L.A. Sturdivant L, 767 21 by, e
Wm., Taylor 4,785 26 L,R811
T.J. =vans L, 760 21 Iy, 781
A.Jl. Sands L, 786 23 L,311
Radical

. Hunnicutt hg 5,168 5,216
J.C. Undervood L 5,169 5,217
James MNorrlssey Le 5,169 5,217
Levis Lindsey L3 5,169 5,217
Joseph Cox Lg 5,169 5,217
For Convention 1h5 5,183 5,328
Agairst 4,712 11 L,723

Total 10,051 33
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The Virginia electorate approved the convention by a large
margin as in fichmond. Of 170,229 votes cast, 107,342 favored
the convention and 61,887 opposed 1t.3u Aadical delegntes,
including 25 legroes, wdn 72 of the 105 seats in the conven-

tion.35

The state vote totals intensified the dismay of Rich-
mond's press at the electlon results in the capital city.
iditorials proclalmed the legality of the conservative victory
on the first two days and denounced the radical "theft" of the
election on the third day:
Ve had the victory Tuesday and Wednesday, but it was
snatched from us on Thursday. A three days' election « . .
gave the victory to the dirtiest combination of white and
black men that ever affronted public decenog by offering
themselves for positions of responsibility.

. The magnitude of the conservative defecat and the knowledge

that the freedmen were the cause, produced much bitterness and

raclal hostility among Virginla's conservative whites, The

press deplored the solld loyalty of the blacks to the radical

cause
The electlon returns show with painful distinctness that
the negroes have drawn a deep-red blood line between them-
selves and the whites, and that with them principles are
nothing, color everything. Under the leadership of a few
pestllent and inramous whites . . . the negroes (with few,
very few exceptions) heve arrayed themszlves in hostllity
against the whites, and have left us no choice but to re-
gard them henceforward as enemies.’

Concerning the election in Richmond, the controver-
slal declsion of General Schofield to reopen the polls for a

third day attracted editoriel attention. Recognizing Schofileld's
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probity and legal responslbilities, the Uispatch nevertheless
indirectly attributed the local radical victory to his actions:
We blamed him for keeping the polls open in this city, and
allowing the negroes to overcome by fraud the whlte vote
which had been Talrly cast 1ln the two days appolnted in
his own general orders for holding the election.3’
The press, however, admitted that the general only did his pre-
scribed duty as military commander " . . .+ to construe all the
provislions of the reconstruction acts liberally in order to
give effect to the purposes of Congress, & princlple one of
which was to afford opportunitliecs for a full vote . . . 39
After the initlal reaction of dismay at the election
outcome, the press began to look to the future for ways to de-
feat the radicals:
There should be no rest, no relaxation; we should not per-
mit ourselves to dream of repose until we have protected
ourselves and our State from the rpinous and degrading mis-
rule with which she 1s threatened %0 .
Beccause the October election appeared to herald future voting
in Virginia on strict racial lines, the press urged the encour-
agement of white immigrants to the state:
There 1s but one way of arresting and turning back thics
threatening tide of negro fanaticism and ignorance, and
that 1s by presenting to whlte people at the llorth and 11
abroad such inducements as they willl be uneble to resist.
The Journalists also realized that even Af the impending con-
vention produced a radical constitution, the electorate could
reject the document:
well, there 1s no doubt that we can vote down the consti-
tution 1f we don't 1like it. The white voters remained at

home throu§hout the State, Richmond being almost the only
exception.
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The press ultimately, however, came back to the need of an
organized white man's party in Virginla. Acknowledging the
efficiency of the radicalized freedmen and the apathy of the
whites, the Dispatch demanded the formation of a conservative
organization:
Wwithout organization, the Conservatives wlll be as badly
beaten in theilr next contest with Radicallsm as they were
in the last., The papers in the State are almost all calling
for the organlzation of clubs, whose business it shall be
to arouse the people to a sense of the dangers which menace
them . « « and generally to do vhatever may be necded fP;
the perpetuation of the ascendancy of white men . . . .3
Thus Richmond and Virginia elected a predominately
radial convention. lieeting in December 1867, the delegates
produced the Underwood constitution, named for the convention
presldent J. C. Underwood, a radical delegate from kichmond.

(3

Although the document was completed in April 18068, the Repub-
lican leaders did not 1mmed1atély submit it to voter approval
in fear of recjlection by the state's conservative whites who
opposed the constitutlon's Negro suffrare and Confederate dis-
frachisement clauscs. A year later, on April 7, 1869, Pres-
ldent Grant approved a compromise plan by which Virﬁinla would'
vote separately on the body of the constitution and the dls-
franchlsement clause. By thls compromise the conservatives
grudgingly accepted Negro suffrage for the chance to defeat
the disfranchisement provislon which eliminated many of the
state’'s whites from political activity. In an election on
July 6, 1849 the constitution passed while the dlsfranchieing

clauses failed. The conservatives consummated their victory

with the election of their candidate for governor al the same
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L

election.

Thus military rule in Virginia ended anxl the state
entered the Union with a white conservatlive gcovernment, entirely
avoiding radical reconstfuction. The decisive event in the re-
construction process was the election of October i86G7: the |
election constituted not only an important step toward creating
a loyal government necessary for readmlssion into the Union,
but also marked a watershed in the state's political develop-
ment. Defeat 1in the Cctober 1867 election dismayed the stute's
conservatlives but goaded them into forming an efficient white
supremist party organization. The conservatives recognized the
prospect of block racial voting and thus organized the whites
of Virginia just as Hunnicutt radicalized the freedmen. After
regaining control of the governorship in 1£69, the conservatives
proceeded to consolidate their pdsltion with a gradually in-
creasing oppression of the liegro and reduction of his political

and legal rights.
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soclal situation of the legro in the post-civil war
period,

Wynes, Charles 1. Race Relations in Virginia, 1870-1902,

Charlottesville: The University of virginia bFress, 1961,
This monograph 1s an excellent and guite

readable study. Writing to check the validity of

C. Vann Vioodward's findings in The strance Career of

Jim Crow, Wynes gives thorough coverage to Virginia

race relations in the last half of the nineteenth

century. The author's introductory material is espe-

cislly helpful in tylng together the narrative of

events in the early years of reconstruction.
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