UNIVERSAL
LIBRARY

OU_174294

AdVvddl
1VSHIAINN









THE
NEGRO IN MISSISSIEPI
1865-1890

With the compliments of
The Asieriven Studies Research Centre
biydcrabad, India

erjcan
.‘,’he Am/} };yderabad'

harrer $ torcheooks

A reference-list of Harper Torchbooks, classified
by subjects, is printed at the end of this volume.







THE
NEGRO IN MISSISSIPPI
1865-1890

By

VERNON LANE WHARTON

HARPER TORCHBOOKS ‘ The Academy Library

Harper & Row, Publishers
New York, Evanston, and London



THE NEGRO IN MISSISSIPPI, 1865-1890

Printed in the United States of America.
This book was first published in 1947 by The University of North
Carolina Press as a volume in The James Sprunt Studies in History
and Political Science. It is here reprinted by arrangement.
First HARPER TORCHBOOK edition published 1965 by

Harper & Row, Publishers, Incorporated
49 East 33rd Street
New York, New York 10016



PREFACE

Mississippi entered the Union in 1817, with a population of about
40,000 whites and 30,000 Negroes. The number of the whites increased
with amazing rapidity, but that of their slaves grew even more rapidly.
In 1860, the Negroes made up fifty-five per cent of the total population
of 791,000.

The place of the Negro in the ante-bellum life of the state has received
fairly adequate study, both in general and special works,! and there seems
to be no evidence of a decline in interest in the treatment of all the rami-
fications of the institution of slavery. These studies picture a relatively
stable social order, with the place of the Negro definitely established, and
regulated by a legal code that had grown with the institution.

The Civil War brought a violent and comparatively sudden destruction
to this old social order. But new social systems do not come into being
in a moment or in a year. They cannot be created merely by the passage
of a law or the changing of a name. The legal abolition of the system
of slavery, on which, to a large extent, the old order was built, did not
immediately bring into existence the system which now prevails. It
brought instead a period of instability and uncertainty in which new prob-
lems had to be faced by both races. These problems are not yet solved.
A modus vivendi had to be found, and one was found in Mississippi in
the period between 1865 and 1890.

No serious student of the problem can believe that the method worked
out in this period, even with the modifications that have gradually devel-
oped, offers the final answer to the question of the relations of the races.
In fact, there is abundant evidence that it is even now breaking down, and
that the rate of the breakdown is increasing. These evidences of weak-

* These include Charles S. Sydnor, Slavery in Mississippi,; articles by the same
author entitled “Life Span of Mississippi Slaves,” American Historical Review, Vol.
XXXV (1930). and “The Fiee Negro in Mississippi before the Civil War,” Amer-
ican Historical Review, Vol. XXXII (1927); Percy L. Rainwater, Mississippi—
Storm Center of Seu.mon Dunbar Rowland, Hutory of Mississippi; Susan Dabney
Smedes, Memorials of a "Southern Planter; J. F. H. Claiborne, Mississippi as a
Province, Territory and State; John Fletcher, Studies in Slavery; Alfred Holt
Stone, “Early Slave Laws of MlSSlSSlppl, Pubhtahom of the Mumn”z Historical
Society (hereafter cited as P.M.H.S.), Vol. 1I; W. W. Magruder, “Legal Status of
the Slaves in Mississippi before the War, ” PMH.S Vol. 1V; James Hall, “A
Brief History of the Mississippi Territory,” P.M.H.S. Vol. IX; Dunbar Rowland,
“Plantation Life in Mississippi before the War." P.M.H. .S, Vol. IIl Henry Hughes,

Treatise on Sociology; and Ruth B. Hawes, “Slavery in Mm:ssxppl. Sewanee Re-
view, Vol. XXI (1913). p
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ness, however, serve to make the system even more important as an object
of study.

Just as many vestigial remains of slavery are apparent in the present
system, so may we expect many of the aspects of the present order to
carry over into any system that may evolve out of it. There is reason
to believe that these coming changes in race relations in the South will,
to an extent at least, be intentional changes guided by the more intelligent
and far-sighted leaders of both races. If this be true, it is essential that
more knowledge be gained of the forces that have been at work, and of
actual results of measures that have been tried in the past. This study,
inspired and directed by Professor Fletcher M. Green of the University
of North Carolina, and sponsored by the Institute for Research in Social
Science, is an effort to contribute to that knowledge.

V.L. W,
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CHAPTER I

SLAVERY AND THE NEGRO TO 1865

THE SLAVERY BACKGROUND

The territory which makes up the state of Mississippi was known to
Europeans for centuries before any large number of them chose to make
it their home. The tattered army of De Soto cut its way through the
northern portion of the region in 1540, but the survivors of that unhappy
band certainly could tell no stories that would make the land attractive to
settlers. One hundred forty-two years later, in 1682, La Salle, standing
in the dismal marshes near one of the mouths of the Mississippi, claimed
the entire valley for France. It was not until the spring of 1699, however,
that the brothers Lemoyne succeeded in establishing a small settlement
near the present town of Ocean Springs, on the eastern shore of the Bay
of Biloxi.

The story of the efforts of the French to develop the region is one of
disappointment, mismanagement, Indian massacres, and finally of almost
complete failure. The enumeration of the colony of Louisiana for 1744
shows only eight white males and fifteen Negroes in the present city of
Natchez, and ten white males with sixty Negroes at Pascagoula. It is
safe to say that when the territory became a part of British West Florida
in 1763, there were, besides the very troublesome Indians, not five hun-
dred persons, white and black combined, in the entire region.

The establishment of English control was marked by vigorous efforts
to secure settlers. The governor was instructed to make land grants to
officers and soldiers who had served against the French. These grants
varied in size from one hundred to five thousand acres, with exceptional
awards running as high as twenty-five thousand acres. As a result, ex-
tensive settlement began in the vicinity of Walnut Hills (now Vicksburg),
Bayou Pierre (now Claiborne County), and Natchez.

The development of the revolutionary spirit on the Atlantic seaboard
sent a large number of intelligent and substantial Tories into the West
Florida region, where they quickly took the best of the land that remained
unsettled. There can be no doubt that this element had much to do with
the expansion of the plantation system in the region, and with the estab-
lishment of the distinctly conservative and aristocratic tone which came
to typify the section adjoining Natchez.

The period before 1817 saw an ever-increasing flow of immigrants to
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this southern section of the territory, made up largely of substantial but
restless and adventurous spirits from the seaboard states and Kentucky
and Tennessee. Mingled with them was an element composed of the back-
wash which moved slowly along through the region of the pine barrens,
drifting from the poor land of South Carolina, Georgia, and the region
above Mobile to take up a wretched existence in the pine land of the
southern and eastern portions of what was soon to become the state of
Mississippi.

At the time of the admission of this territory into the Union in 1817,
only its southern quarter and a narrow strip up the Mississippi to the
Yazoo were open to legal settlement. The rest of the state was held by
the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations. By a series of arrangements con-
cluded in 1835, the claims of the Indians were extinguished, and the land
was thrown open to rapid settlement. In general, newcomers who pos-
sessed capital quickly located and took possession of the better dark-soil
lands for the establishment of plantations, leaving the cheaper uplands for
those of lesser means.

It has already been implied that the French introduced slavery into
this region early in the eighteenth century. The settlers of the period of
English control, both the soldiers who received land grants and the Tory
refugees, were eager purchasers of slaves to add to the number which the
latter group brought with them. When the government of the United
States established the Mississippi Territory in 1798, the region around
Natchez, which held the bulk of the population, contained about five thou-
sand whites and thirty-five hundred slaves.!

As Charles S. Sydnor has pointed out,® there was never any consider-
able opposition to the continuance of the institution of slavery in either
the territory or the state. Furthermore, Mississippi received slavery as a
fully matured system and made no contribution of any importance to its
theory or practice. The same is true of her reception of the plantation
system, which, with its staple crop economy, was immediately established
wherever the soil was suitable.

With the exception of the interior of the Delta region, which remained
largely isolated and unsettled until after the Civil War, Mississippi by
1840 had generally attained the form which she was to hold until the up-
heaval of the sixties. The Cane Hills or Natchez region, the Loess-
Alluvial counties which follow the eastern border of the Delta, the
Northeast Prairie, and, to a lesser extent, the Brown Loam counties which
run north and south through the center of the state, had come under the
plantation system with all that it implied. The Northeast Highlands, the
Shortleaf Pine region in the east-central portion of the state, and the

’Charles S. Sydnor, Slavery in Mississipps, p. vii.
* Ibid., pp. vii-viii.
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Longleaf Pine section of the southeast contained a population made up
largely of subsistence farmers who held few or no slaves, and who were
already beginning their long political quarrel with the people of the dark-
soil regions. Scattered through the pine lands, especially in the distinctive
Gulf Coast fringe, were poverty-stricken unfortunates who eked out an
existence from the sandy soil or from the forests, and who sometimes sold
a little truck or seafood to New Orleans.

The Negro population, of course, was concentrated in the sections
where the plantation was the predominant agricultural unit. There the
Negro went, willy-mlly, under the pressure of slavery, and there, to a
large extent, he remains to this day. This is the equivalent of saying that
the best agricultural land of the state has always been cultivated by Negro
labor. The general feeling in the state was that this labor was absolutely
essential to the maintenance of the plantation economy, and that the Negro
would work only as a slave. Furthermore, it was generally said, and just
as generally believed, that the Negro would be entirely incapable of caring
for himself in a system of free competition.

It is apparent, however, that slavery was for the Negro an effective
civilizing influence. With or without conscious effort on his part, he
absorbed the basic materials of western culture. It is true that his educa-
tion was weak in many essentials, but there is no other example in history
in which so large a mass of people were brought so far out of barbarism
in so short a time. In order to get a proper view of the Negro as a free
man, it is necessary to study briefly his preparation as a slave.

The great mass of Negroes who faced freedom at the end of the war
had received thorough training in the fundamentals of the best agricultural
methods known to the land and the time. In general they had worked for
the more able and successful agriculturists, for the incapable planter lost
his slaves to one who could use them more profitably. However little
they might understand the underlying theories of preparation of the land
and cultivation of the crop, they knew the actual practice of the culture
of cotton and corn as well as H. W. Vick or Joseph Shields. This was
no small endowment.

In addition to work in the field, the Negro performed the necessary
mechanical work on practically all of the plantations. On a large estate,
there was generally much specialization of labor, with skilled slaves de-
voting their time exclusively to carpentry, iron-working, weaving, or the
manufacture of shoes, shingles, or bricks. In spite of the opposition of
white artisans, many of these skilled workers were hired to contractors
or put to work on small jobs in neighboring towns.

There were large numbers of slaves who lived permanently in the
towns. In the plantation sections, they seem to have made up about one-
third of the urban population. They served in a wide variety of occupa-
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tions. In addition to the house servants, there were mechanics, draymen,
hostlers, common laborers, and washwomen. Some served as apprentices
or helpers to white mechanics and builders, or worked in small factories
catering to the local market. Near Greenville, Negroes made up the entire
staff of a cotton mill.3

These skilled Negro artisans, with a practical monopoly of their trades
in many neighborhoods, and with experience in dealing with the whites
who hired them, found little difficulty in making the transition to freedom.

In general the slaves who were house servants may be regarded as an
especially favored lot. Originally chosen for their superior intelligence
and attractive appearance, they had the greatest opportunities for self-
improvement, and often succeeded in handing their status down to their
sons and daughters. Large planters often took great pride in their house
servants and made an effort to have them appear to best advantage. Many
were taught to read and write by indulgent masters or mistresses. Others
took advantage of their position to acquire such knowledge and to pass
it on to their children without the aid or consent of the master. The
value of their training is shown by the eagerness with which they were
sought by those desiring house servants, and by inns and other such estab-
lishments, after the war.

The free Negroes of Mississippi were never very numerous, since
manumission came into general disfavor before the state was well devel-
oped. They reached their greatest number about 1840, when the census
listed 1,336, and they declined steadily, numbering only 775 in 1860. Of
this latter group, a majority were in the southwestern counties, with 255
in Adams alone.

Whether in large numbers or small, however, they were everywhere
cbjects of popular displeasure, and after 1831 were burdened with many
oppressive state and local laws and regulations. There were numerous
efforts to persuade them to go into other states or to emigrate to Africa.
The single purpose of the short-lived Mississippi Colonizing Society was
to secure the emigration of these free Negroes.* After the first eman-
cipation act of 1822, a special act of the legislature was required for the
emancipation of any slave. After 1842, the freeing of slaves by will was
absolutely forbidden.

In spite of this general evidence of disapproval, however, a number of
free Negroes seem to have fared very well. Fully three-fourths of them
lived in town, where odd jobs were plentiful. Free Negro washwomen
were in demand all over the South. Some of the free artisans built up
reputations that were known throughout several counties. Others, often
aided by bequests or gifts from former owners, established small shops or

® Charles H. Wesley, Negro Labor in the United States, p. 17.
¢C. S. Sydnor, op. cit., p. 204.
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offered drays or carriages for hire. As early as 1830, seventeen free
Negroes in Mississippi were listed as slaveholders.

As has been indicated, this free-Negro element was too small to have
much significance in the make-up of the population. For such Negroes,
the transition to freedom was devoid of any major problems, but their
small number prevented them from furnishing the leadership which the
mass of emancipated Negroes needed.

In 1860, the last of the normal years of slavery, the Negroes of Mis-
sissippi numbered 437,303, as compared with 353,901 whites. An in-
significant group of 773 Negroes, of whom 601 were mulattoes, was
managing more or less successfully to live outside the slave system. Of
the 436,631 slaves, the great majority lived in the plantation counties, in
some of which they outnumbered the whites more than ten to one. They
were owned by 30,943 slaveholders, who possessed an average of 14.1
slaves each, but of whom only about 6,000 owned more than the average
number.® The great mass of those who were of working age were field
hands, and knew little more than the simple skills which were needed in
their daily tasks. Relatively small numbers had received special training
as artisans or house servants. Even smaller numbers had received the
cultural veneer and comparative sophistication that came with town life.

Most of them were fairly well fed, housed, and clothed, and few were
overworked. The best effort to estimate their span of life indicates that
the expectancy of a slave at the age of twenty was only one and one-half
years lower than that of a white of similar age® As slaves they received
generally good care and as slaves they were happy. If as men they
thought of freedom, it was only as an imaginary condition to be whispered
about in dark cabins or to be hinted at in the figurative language of the
spirituals.

In Clinton, however, there was a slave blacksmith who within eight
years would be helping to frame a constitution for his state. In Raymond,
little Billy Johnson, a bootblack, hurried in and out of the boarding house
of his owner with no thought of the problems that within ten years would
face him in the state legislature. Near Holly Springs there was a slender
young mulatto who in 1872 would give the order for the election of an-
other Negro to the Senate of the United States. Just across the river
from Vicksburg there was a little Negro of thirteen who before he was
forty would be speaker of the Mississippi House of Representatives, three
times member of the United States Congress, and temporary chairman of
the Republican National Convention. Freedom, with its opportunities and
its responsibilities, was at hand.

8 U. S. Census, 1860, Agriculture, p. 232; see also C. S. Sydnor, op. cit., pp. 192-

193
S. Sydnor, “The Life Span of Mississippi Slaves,” American Historical Re-
view, XXXV (1930), 573.
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THE NEGro DUrRING THE WAR

In spite of the opposition of a majority of her larger slaveholders, Mis-
sissippi in 1861 entered a war to defend the “peculiar institution.” Votes
for secession in counties dominated by small farmers overcame the natural
conservatism of the leaders of the black belt and threw the state into the
struggle that was to bring the end of slavery.?

From the beginming, it was apparent that the Negro would play an
important, if generally passive, part, in this struggle. Efforts to gain a
heavy increase in the taxation of slaves as property failed to receive the
approval of the secession convention.® This fact, in combination with the
regulation which exempted the manager of twenty or more slaves from
military service, helped to arouse among the poor whites bitter hatred for
the plantation owners and their Negroes.

The use of the Negro as an active factor in the prosecution of the war
was a matter of controversy. From the imtiation of the conflict, many
slaves were with the armies as body servants, cooks, and teamsters, and
in 1862 the Confederate Government began its efforts to impress them for
work on the fortifications. These efforts met with little success. Planters
charged that their slaves were so badly used while in the service of the
army that they erther ran away or were returned to their owners in such
a condition as to be useless.” The high dcath rate of the impressed Negroes
gave weight to these charges.!® It was also declared by owners in the
interior that slaves returning from the fortifications brought back dan-
gerous ideas and information and created dissatisfaction and unrest.!' In
spite of this opposition, matters had become so critical by January, 1863,
that the legislature empowered the governor to impress all able-bodied
slaves who mught be needed by the military engineers or by the com-
manders of state or Confederate military forces.!? It appears, however,
that the lawmakers soon regretted this action. In a subsequent resolution
they called on the governor to protect the planters from the illegal im-
pressment of slaves, and especially to prevent the wholesale seizure of
Negroes in the border counties. They felt that the continuation of this
policy would cause the slaves to desert almost as a body to the enemy.!3

After the fall of Vicksburg, some opinion developed in the state in
favor of using the Negroes as a fighting force with the army. The editor
of the Mississippian, which led this school of thought, declared that if the

7J. S. McNeily, “War and Reconstruction in Mississippi,” Publications of the
Mi:éns':zsippi Historical Society, Centenary Series (hereafter cited as PM.H.S.C.S.),

® John K. Bettersworth, Confederate Mississippr, p. 12.

* Ibid., pp. 169-170

1 Loose sheet in Vol. XII, E J. Capell Papers, Louisiana State University.

11 Bell Irvin Wiley, Southern Negroes, p. 17

3*J. S. McNeily, “War and Reconstruction in Mississippi,” P.M.H.S.C.S., 11, 285.
1% Ibid., 11, 285.
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slaves were not used by the South, they would be employed against her
by the enemy. Pointing to the apparently successful use by the North of
Negroes as soldiers, this paper suggested that the Confederacy adopt the
same policy and promise freedom to all who would enlist. It admitted
that this would revolutionize the entire Southern system, but insisted that
the loss of the Negro for the salvation of hberty was better than the loss
of both. It also suggested that the step would place the South in a better
light before the world.!*

In general, however, opinion in the state was against this plan of action.
Similar opposition throughout the South prevented the Confederacy from
taking any definite steps in this direction until the desperate days of Feb-
ruary and March, 1865. Efforts to apply the conscription law passed by
the Confederate Congress in the latter month found few of the Negroes
willing to serve. The rumor that they were to be called into the army
caused fourteen of them to leave Pleasant Hill Plantation in one week.!®
According to their master, they were “off to the Yankees.” A planter in
Jefferson County warned Governor Charles Clark that the Negroes were
“stampeding” to avoid conscription.!® Of doubtful value, even if it had
been tried earlier 1n the war, this effort in the spring of 1865 was a futile
gesture. By that time most of the Negroes were acquainted with the
fundamental issues of the war, and felt that their interests lay with the
advancing Federal armies.

If slave labor failed as a source of fighting men for the South, it also
showed a lack of adaptability to the new conditions imposed by the war.
The chief function of the Negro was to produce cotton, and cotton that
could not be sold was piled in every gin yard. Everywhere the faith of
the South in her staple began to waver. The Woodville Republi¢an spoke
of “King Cotton! discrowned king! with his Privy Council of Avarice,
Arrogance, Presumption, Prodigality and Dependence. If cotton has not
been a curse to us for years past history is a tissue of nonsense.”!7

It almost immediately became apparent that slavery without its staple
was an organ without a function, and an inconvenient one at that. Plant-
ers who leased the services of slave mechanics from their idle plantations
brought unemployment and misery to white laborers and helped to increase
their bitter feeling against the Negroes.'® Everywhere the realization
came that in a subsistance system the slave was practically a dependent
member of the family, with a mouth to be fed and a body to be clothed.
Planters ordered their slaves to develop gardens, and some bought wool
cards and fish lines “for feeding and clothing the negroes when it comes

1¢ 7. K. Bettersworth, op. cit., p. 170.

*E, J Capell, “Dlary, March 11 and March 19, 1865, E. J. Capell Papers.

“B I. Wiley, op. 2., p. 158.

17§, K. Bettersworth, o 1& cit., p. 152.
* Charles H. Wesley, egro "Labor in the United States, p. 96.
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to the worst.”?® E. J. Capell kept men and women busy making shoes,
weaving cloth, and repairing the rapidly deteriorating agricultural imple-
ments.?® Finding themselves unable to keep their Negroes, some owners
turned them over to more fortunate friends, allowed them to go out to
sell their produce and services on their own initiative, or even turned them
out to forage off the countryside.?* After the war, J. F. H. Claiborne
was to write, “The negro had become an elephant on our hands. . . . He
was now a non-producing consumer. He was up in arms against us or a
plunderer on his own account.”??

There is, of course, a great deal of exasperation and resultant ex-
aggeration in such an attitude. On efficiently run plantations with good
locations Negro labor was still producing commodities that found a ready
market in the towns, and even on plantations which had been shifted to a
subsistence basis, the Negro supplied the labor for the production of most
of the necessities. But he was no longer a reliable source of cash income
for his owner, and in periods of great scarcity of supplies he undoubtedly
appeared to his harassed master or mistress to be more of a burden than
an aid.

This breakdown of an economy based on cash crops was almost imme-
diately reflected in the value of slaves. Such data as can be obtained from
the infrequent sales of the period show a steady decline in the prices of
slaves as compared with those of other “commodities.” The same is true
of the wages of slaves who were hired.?

The question of the behavior of the Negroes during the war offers a
peculiar problem. Southerners writing in later periods have generally
described it as exemplary. The comment of Susan Dabney Smedes,
daughter of one of the largest planters of central Missigsippi, is typical
of this group:

The plantation life went on as usual. The servants went about their duties,
we thought, more conscientiously than before. . . . They sewed on the soldiers’

clothes and knit socks for the army, and packed the boxes with as much alacrity
as the white people did. They were our greatest comfort during the war.2¢

Thomas Dabney went so far as to declare that no one had ever heard or
would ever hear of a single case of rudeness from a Negro to his mistress
or her children during the war.?®

Recent studies have tended to discredit such sweeping assertions. In
the words of B. I. Wiley, “The tenor of statements made during the war

7 K. Bettersworth op. cit., p. 166.
* E. J. Capell, Dnary. January and February, 1864, E. J. Capell Papers.
27 K. Bettersworth op cit., p. 166.
 Ibid., p. 159.
" Ibid., pﬁ 167-168.
:: ?;;an abney Smedes, Memorials of a Southern Planter, pp. 196-197.
p.3
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is generally in marked contrast to those made afterwards.”?®* His inves-
tigation leads him to the conclusion that insubordination was common in
the invaded areas, and that it appeared at times in the interior. “Inso-
lence” toward the whites was a common type of misconduct, and assaults
upon women were not unheard of.?

Even more serious was the fear aroused by rumors of approaching
insurrections. Reports of plots and uprisings were numerous during the
early part of the war,?® and were especially prevalent in the river counties.
Evidence of plans for a Fourth of July uprising was discovered at Fayette
in 1861. In September there was a report that a rebellion of the entire
region was scheduled to begin with the burning of Natchez. So great
was the excitement that masters dared not let their slaves venture off their
plantations. In July, 1862, the provost marshal of Natchez reported that
forty Negroes had been hanged and about as many more imprisoned
there during the past year.?® During that same month two minor out-
breaks occurred in the state.3® News of the Emancipation Proclamation
served further to arouse the fear of the whites. Many expected an insur-
rection at the beginning of 1863, and one serious uprising did occur at
that time. This took place in Lafayette County, where the Negroes drove
off their overseers, and divided among themselves the mules and other
property of their masters.3!

Altogether, it may be said that this new material simply reveals the
Negro as a human being, rather than as an unreal, flawless creature who
delighted in humility and in the opportunity of rendering constant service
and unquestioning obedience. The fact remains, however, that when all
reports of crime and misbehavior have been considered, and when rumors
of insurrections have been properly discounted to allow for the excitement
of the time, the great mass of the Negroes remained amazingly docile and
“faithful” throughout the war. This docility reflected not only the absence
of positive grievances on the part of the Negro, but also servility and lack
of initiative developed through generations of dependence and discipline
in slavery. This same servility was later to play an important part in the
relative ease with which the whites overthrew the reconstruction govern-
ments.

Early in the war the state legislature thought it necessary to tighten
up the laws for the regulation of slave conduct during the emergency.
Severe penalties were prescribed for tampering with slaves. Owners were
required to quarter their Negroes not more than a mile from those who

s . .

SR Y

* J. K. Bettersworth, op. cit.,, pp. 161-162; B. I. Wiley, op. cit., p. 82.

** J. K. Bettersworth, op. cit., pp. 162-163.

* B. 1. Wiley, op. cit., p. 82.
* J. K. Bettersworth, op. cii., pp. 163-164.
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had them in charge, and were strictly forbidden to allow their slaves to
go at large and trade as free men.? Free Negroes were more than ever
objects of suspicion. The legislature in 1861 authorized the board of police
of Pike County to issue licenses to those free Negroes who had their per-
mission to remain in the county. The sheriff was to sell into slavery any
free person of color who was found without a license after the first of the
following March.33

In the meantime, in many neighborhoods, the old men and boys formed
themselves into ‘‘home guards” to supply patrol units and to keep the
slaves under observation and control.3* For the frontier sections, patrol
groups or “mounted police” were supplied by the military authorities.3%

In spite of these efforts, actual discipline became more and more slack
as the war progressed. A citizen of Bolivar County complained to the
governor in June, 1863, that “the county is left almost alone and the
negroes are going where they please.”3 In December of the preceding
year, a free Negro seems to have had no difficulty in making a round trip
from Hinds County to Georgia® From Port Gibson came a report that
the Negroes there were under no restraint at night.3 The Mississippian
in April, 1863, declared that the streets of Jackson were full of impudent,
well-dressed Negroes, who filled the air with cigar smoke and profanity.3?
In February, 1864, a resident of Port Gibson asserted that soldiers sent
there to maintain order were rather adding to the confusion. He declared
that there was “no discipline or order among them. The cavalry have
been . . . a nding through the county afrolicing and stealing. The civil
laws have been trampled under foot.”®

In the meantime, the advance of the Federal troops and their sweeping
raids across the state were adding to the difficulty of the situation. The
planters who still hoped to save something from the general ruin usually
attempted to remove their slaves before the arrival of the enemy. Aban-
doning their crops, many in the river counties carried their Negroes west-
ward into Louisiana or Texas.#! Others tried the simpler if less effective
expedient of hiding their slaves in the swamps when there seemed to be
danger of a raid.*> Perhaps a majority of those who were endeavoring
to retain their slaves moved to eastern Mississippi or into Alabama and

o I bid, p. 161.
. W. Gamer Reconstruction in Mississippi, note, p. 28.

"] K. Bettersworth op. cit.,, p. 162; B. 1. Wiley, op. cit., p. 37.
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Georgia.#® The planters found these migrations both expensive and in-
effectual. Thomas Dabney, after carrying a very large group of Negroes
to Macon, Georgia, heard of the approach of Sherman and freighted them
back to Mississippi at a cost of several thousand dollars.#* Some com-
pleted the migration to Texas just in time to have their slaves taken from
them.*® However burdensome these journeys may have been to the plant-
ers, some of the older Negroes now remember them as having supplied
the most interesting experiences their lives have known.4®

This policy of removing the slaves from the path of the enemy had the
official endorsement of the Confederate Government. In fact, after the
Federal forces began to use the Negroes as soldiers, President Davis
ordered their removal from the counties near the Northern lines. The
effect of this order was disastrous. As soon as the Confederate officers
began to seize Negroes for removal, they began to move almost as a mass
to the Union camps Tor this reason the governor and the legislature
demanded that attempts to carry out the program be abandoned.*”

It is interesting to speculate as to the probable thoughts and attitudes
of the Negroes themselves during this period of disorder and uncertainty.
B. I. Wiley takes the view that “The majority of the Negroes in the Con-
federacy . . . were neither loyal nor disloyal in a positive way. They
simply waited to see what would happen.”#® This is undoubtedly true as
applied to the “majority.”

On the other hand, there is evidence that many of the Negroes had
yearned for freedom for years, and expected it to come. One observer
wrote :

Their ideas of government, and of personal and property rights, were all drawn
from the Bible. That was their sole authority, and they had that down fine. . . .
Deliverance from slavery was not a suprise to them; they had been hoping
and praying for it for years with perfect faith that their prayers would be
answered. It seemed that they had always expected it to come from some out-
side source, and had never entertained a thought of taking a part themselves
in their deliverance.*®

Veiled allusions to this longing for and expectation of freedom are seen
by B. I. Wiley in the spirituals.’® One of the most popular of the songs
used by the slaves carried the words:

‘* Robert Bowman, “Reconstruct:on in Yazoo County,” P.M.H.S, VII, 115; Rob-
ert Bowman, “Yazoo County in the Civil War,” P.M.H.S, VII, 67 J. K. Betters-
worth og cit, p. 173; S. D. Smedes, op. cit., pp. 213-214.
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- J T. Trowbridge, The South, p. 390.
2 ‘;9§;atemeut of former slaves of Thomas Dabney, Dry Grove, Mississippi, January
. W. Garner, op. cit., p. 27.
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But some ob dese days my time will come,
I'll year dat bugle, I'll year dat drum,

I'll see dem armies, marchin’ along,

I’ll lif my head an’ jine der song.3!

Some knowledge of anti-slavery agitation had been held for years by
Negroes in all sections.5?

News of the progress of the war and of the issues involved seems to
have penetrated quickly even into the remote interior. With the increasing
scarcity of provisions in 1862 and 1863, a great many of the body servants
of Confederate soldiers were sent back to their homes. They were fertile
sources of information. The same is true of Negroes who returned from
work on the fortifications or in the supply services of the army. Any
choice bit of information was rapidly passed from group to group by the
amazingly efficient “grapevine telegraph.” Slaves who went for the mail
sometimes read the papers or picked up information from conversations at
the post office.5® Literate house servants had access to papers and letters,
and others could often listen to conversations of the master’s family. Now
and then contacts were made with fleeing Unionists, Federal scouts, or
Northern soldiers who had escaped from prison camps.5*

Aroused by this accurate and inaccurate information, and constantly
stirred by rumors, some Negroes gathered for midnight meetings where
they whispered prayers for freedom and for the success of the Union
armies.’® Years later Booker T. Washington remembered the cautious
discussions that he had heard as a child.?® Freedom to these Negroes was
at most a vague idea, but for the sake of it they were ready at the first
opportunity to move in massed hundreds from their old homes toward the
Federal camps.

In spite of this general desire for freedom, enormous numbers of the
Negroes continued to act with and for their owners as opposed to their
deliverers. Slaves sometimes informed the master of plans of others to
escape from the plantation. Southern papers told of cases in which strag-
glers from the Union army were taken by slaves and turned over to their
owners.5” Stories of faithful Negroes who hid the family silver and held
the horses in the swamp during raids have become a part of the folklore
of the South.

On the other hand, the invading forces seem to have expected and
generally to have received aid from slaves. Even on the model plantation
of Thomas Dabney a raiding troop found a Negro who would drink Dab-
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ney’s wine with them and act as a sentry to prevent the family from leaving
the house.®® Other raiding groups received information from the Negroes
as to the position of their Confederate opponents.®® A Union soldier who
escaped from Andersonville was aided time and again by Negroes on his
furtive journey to the North. He seems never to have hesitated to call
on them and tell them freely who he was. Only once was he refused aid,
and that was by a woman who declared that she held such hate for all
whites that she would do nothing even for a Yankee. In the words of the
fugitive, “She was the only one of the race I ever applied to in vain for
assistance.”® Negroes also furnished aid to Southern Unionists who were
attempting to reach the Federal lines.®!

Altogether, it may be concluded that while personal ties of affection
often caused the slaves to do all in their power to protect the immediate
family of their master from the effects of raids, their sympathies under
other circumstances were usually with the invading groups, and their serv-
ices generally were at the command of those invaders.

In the face of the breakdown of the system of slavery, there developed
in the South an increasing interest in its modification. Within the Con-
federate cabinet itself, Judah P. Benjamin was the leader of a scheme
looking toward the linking of general emancipation with the introduction
of the Negro into the Southern armies. It was felt that this move would
increase the chances for European recognition, and would at the same time
cause the abolitionist forces in the North to lose much of their interest
in the war.%2 Reverend James A. Lyon, chairman of a committee of the
General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in Mississippi, declared
that the matter could now be approached without embarrassment, as attacks
by Northern fanatics need no longer be considered.®® This same minister
seems to have drawn up a bill for the correction of some of the abuses of
the system and to have received for it the approval of the governor. The
project won a favorable report from the Judiciary Committee of the state
senate in the spring of 1865, but a declaration that the time was inoppor-
tune caused its consideration to be postponed.®*

During the same session of the legislature, J. L. Alcorn, a prominent
political figure and a large slaveholder, warned that body that the face of
the entire civilized world was set against the South on the question of
slavery, and suggested that a joint declaration be made by the Confederate
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Congress and the state legislatures that it was the intention of the Con-
federacy to free its slaves at the end of twenty years.%s

There probably were many reasons for the growth of this emancipation
sentiment in the state and throughout the South during the closing months
of the war. Part of it must be attributed to the declining morale which
was destroying the internal strength of the Confederacy. Some saw it
as the only possible way to obtain the Negro troops who might yet pre-
serve for the South her independence at the cost of her “peculiar institu-
tion.” Others would offer it as a last desperate bid for European aid.
But it is also evident that this development marked the breaking through
of the crumbling walls of Southern self-assurance by a force that must
have been growing in the South for decades. It cannot be imagined that
this section alone was not affected by the revulsion against slavery that
swept through the world in the hundred years prior to the Civil War. A
large part of the task of the Southern defenders of slavery in the ante-
bellum period had been to convince themselves. In her hour of adversity,
the South turned too late toward the solution of the problem through
modification and gradual emancipation. It seems possible that, under the
influence of the humanitarian movement of the first half of the nineteenth
century, she would have turned to that solution long before if slavery had
not become the center of the angry strife of the sections.

It is useless to speculate on the “ifs” of history. But in this case one
cannot escape the feeling that the greater part of the ills that have cursed
the South in the relations of her races could have been avoided if this
humanitarian feeling had been allowed to develop in its proper time. In
1865 it was too late. The forces of the enemy were hammering at the
gates. Emancipation by violence was soon to make the Negro free. At
the same time its methods would take from his side the very men who
could best have guided his steps in the new paths. Freed by forces de-
spised by his masters, and used as a pawn in political war, the freedman
was the symbol of the South’s defeat, and the scapegoat of the Lost
Cause.

2‘;8Franklin A. Montgomery, Reminiscences of a Mississippian in War and Peace,
P.



CHAPTER II

FROM BONDAGE TO FREEDOM

THE FEDERAL ARMY AND THE NEGRO

With the beginning of the war, the problem of the Negro became a
very real one for the Federal government. The time for debating in the
abstract the virtues or evils of slavery had passed. Instead, there were
questions that demanded immediate and concrete answers. In those slave
states which remained in the Union, there were many Negroes who took
advantage of the confused period of military preparation to desert their
masters. From the Confederate sections of those same states others
escaped at the first opportunity and clustered around the camps of the Fed-
eral forces. Immediately the question arose as to the application of the
fugitive slave law to these refugees. If the law was to be enforced against
them, must the military authorities act as a police force in its application ?
Negroes were being used in various capacitics by the Confederate armies.
What was to be the status of such slaves if they escaped to the Federal
lines or if they were taken by the advancing forces of the Union? Very
soon there were to be inside the Union lines tens of thousands of slaves
who had had no connection with military activities. Were they, to the
disadvantage of the North, to be returned to their masters as private prop-
erty, or were they to be regarded as prisoners of war? Could they be
seized by the Federal commanders and used as labor battalions? If so,
why should they not also be used as soldiers?

These practical questions had to be answered by a congress and a presi-
dent elected on a platform that pledged protection to slavery in those states
where it existed by law. These men faced the fact of the Supreme Court
decision which declared slaves to be personal property, and the respect of
most of them for property rights was very high. Any radical move on their
part might throw three or four more states into the Confederacy, and
lose for the war the already doubtful support of the Northern Democrats.
Lincoln, like other tens of thousands of the members of his party, shud-
dered at the thought of the introduction of millions of free Negroes into
the economic, social, and political life of the nation. In speech after
speech he had made it clear that he had absolutely no desire for such a
development. These facts account to a large extent for the fumbling
manner in which the administration handled the problem of the Negro in
the early period of the war.
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The first question to be met was that of slaves who had been used by
the military arm of the Confederacy. Certainly these men could not be
returned to do further damage to the Union cause. Late in May, 1861,
General Butler declared such Negroes contraband of war,! a declaration
which, strangely enough, could be based only on the assumption that
slaves were property. It was not until August that Congress gave ap-
proval to this action in a law that was signed by a reluctant president.?
This Confiscation Act left still undecided the status of slaves who had
not been used for military purposes, and General Butler was unable to get
a satisfactory answer to this phase of the question. The Secretary of War
would only say that all existing rights must be respected in all the states,
and that in cases of slaves from loyal states the fugitive slave law must
be applied by the military authorities.®

When it became apparent that in the anarchic conditions of the border
states the slaves were literally freeing themselves, and that in face of the
issues of the war slavery within the Union was a paradox, the president
turned to the idea of voluntary emancipation with compensation for the
owners. Coupled with this plan in the mind of the president and his
advisers was that of the colonization of the emancipated group. A num-
ber of projects with this end in view were attempted. It quickly became
apparent, however, that mass deportation was impracticable, and that the
free Negroes and those who were becoming free were determined not to
leave the United States. The thorough discipline of slavery had made the
culture of the Negroes that of the nation in which they lived, and for them
Africa, Central America, and Haiti held no attractions. By July 2, 1864,
all plans for colonization by action of the government were abandoned.*

In the meantime, the handling of the problem by the generals of the
Union armies showed no uniformity. In the absence of any clear policy
formulated by the War Department, each commander to a large extent
followed his own inclinations. It appears that in the early part of the
war the most common practice was that of aiding the slaveholders to main-
tain possession of their “property.” Some officers forbade slaves to enter
their lines, and either drove out those who defied the order or allowed
their masters to come into the camps and reclaim them.®* In November,
1861, General Henry W. Halleck embodied these principles in an order
that was to apply to the entire Department of the West. This command,
which caused much dissension, was never fully enforced by Halleck’s
subordinates.®

* Paul Skeels Peirce, The Freedmen's Bureau, p. S.
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During the first half of 1862, Congress continued to wrestle with the
problem, and gradually approached a policy more in accord with the
realities of the situation. In March of that year, a law was approved
which forbade the use of military forces in returning slaves to those who
claimed to be their owners.” The second Confiscation Act, adopted in
July, declared that all slaves coming within the Federal lines after serving
a disloyal owner were captives of war and forever free from any claim
the owner might present. No officer was to surrender any Negroes to
such claimants.® Since it was practically impossible to distinguish between
loyal and disloyal slaveholders, and since military officials werc forbidden
to pass on the validity of claims, this law began to operate almost as a
blanket statute of emancipation 1n those sections of the Confederacy which
were coming under Federal control.

The Emancipation Proclamation completed the recognition of the fact
that slavery could not be maintained in regions where miilitary activities
were being prosecuted. It gave a tremendous stimulation to the move-
ment of Negroes from Confederate to Federal territory, and greatly clari-
fied their status after their arrival within the lines.®

In the meantime, it had become apparent that however long Congress
might debate the question, and whatever the final decision in reference to
the fugitive Negroes might be, some method of controlling them and caring
for them had to be adopted. As early as July, 1861, General Butler had
put them to work on fortifications in the vicinity of Fortress Monroe.1®
When, early in 1862, Edward L. Pierce put the Negroes under his charge
to growing a crop of cotton in the Sea Island district, the broad outlines
of a method of maintaining the refugees were beginning to take shape !

Not the least of the complicating factors to be overcome in this grop-
ing for a satisfactory Federal policy was that of the prejudice of many
Northern soldiers and officers against the Negroes who were looking to
them as deliverers. John Eaton declared that this prejudice against their
color was often more bitter than that which they left behind.’> Most of
the soldiers seemed to be opposed to aiding the Negroes in any manner,
and those who did undertake to help the fugitives were forsaken by their
friends.!® At least half of the members of some of the companies operat-
ing in the Department of the West were Democrats. The great mass of
them felt that they had enlisted to fight for the integrity of the Union and
the honor of its flag, and that their use in freeing Negroes and in caring
for them in the camps was a violation of the terms under which they had
entered the service.!* In reply to questions as to the handling of the
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Negroes, one chaplain in the Department of the West wrote, “Their treat-
ment has by no means been complimentary to the officials and subordi-
nates. . . ."»® A colleague answered, “Generally bad—very bad. Maj.
Gen. Curtis, Gen. Washburn, Gen. A. P. Hovey, and some others, have
dealt justly and humanely with them, but many officers and their subordi-
nates have been hard, unjust, and cruel to them. And by the ordinary
privates of the army they are treated as savages and brutes. . . .10

It is true that some of the soldiers and officers of the Union armies
had willingly aided the slaves to escape and maintain themselves even be-
fore such aid was legal,!” but such men were generally unsuitable for
handling the problem because they were temperamentally unfitted to give
justice to the Negroes’ masters.’® Exactly the same dilemma was later
to be met in the choice of the personnel of the Freedmen’s Bureau, and
its solution was never found.

The examples already cited of the use of Negroes on fortifications and
cotton plantations came from the Federal army on the Atlantic coast.
Practically all of the slaves in that region had belonged to masters who
had fled or who were known to be disloyal. The situation in the West
was much more complicated, for here were many loyal owners in loyal
states. In addition, many planters in territory taken from the Confederates
hastened to take the oath of allegiance, and demanded protection for their
slave property.’®* Communications were so badly maintained that Western
commanders could not be guided by the experiences of their colleagues
in the East.?

Whatever the legal technicalities might be, hundreds of the Negroes
rushed to the camps of the Union armies and hailed the soldiers as their
deliverers.®® As one recent Negro author has said:

The moment the Union army moved into slave territory, the Negro joined it.
Despite all argument and calculation and in the face of refusals and commands,
wherever the Union armies marched, appeared the fugitive slaves. It mrade no
difference what the obstacles were, or the attitudes of the commanders. It was
“like thrusting a walking stick into an ant hill,” says one writer. And yet the
army chiefs tried to regard it as an exceptional and temporary matter, a thing
which they could control, when as a matter of fact it was the meat and kernel
of the war.22

With the gradual development of a Federal policy which denied rights
of ownership to disloyal slaveholders, and later with the application of the
Emancipation Proclamation, the flow of Negroes into territory held by the
Union armies was greatly accelerated. To this mass were added the
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thousands brought back from Federal raiding expeditions. In June, 1863,
General Frank Blair returned to Grant’s lines from a raid to Mechanics-
burg accompanied by a body of former slaves equal in number to his entire
command.® In January of the following year, Sherman returned from
his Meridian expedition with 8,000 Negroes.2 As a result of the raid
into the Red River region, 2,500 were added to the number of those being
cared for at Vicksburg.2® After January of 1864, the state of Mississippi
was almost entirely without defense against Federal troopers who rode
through its territory at their own pleasure.?® During one such raid on
Jackson in July, 1864, Negro cavalrymen busied themselves in persuading
those of their own race in the city to return with them to the Union army.
It was said that they succeeded in carrying off about nine-tenths of Jack-
son’s Negro population.??

After its fall in July, 1863, Vicksburg was the greatest rallying point
for the Negro refugees of Mississippi. A representative of the United
States Christian Commission wrote that the city was looked upon by the
slaves as the very gate of heaven and that they came trooping to it as
pigeons to their roost at night. Natchez, further down the river, served
as a similar point of attraction for slaves of the Cane Hills region, and
also for large numbers who were escaping from the interior of Louisiana.28

It is impossible to make any accurate estimate of the total number of
the Negroes of Mississippi who were freed before the end of the war. The
Philadelphia North American, however, estimated that as early as August
1, 1863, as many as 155,140 Negroes of the state had shaken off the bonds
of slavery.?® Although this figure seems to be far too large, it is probable
that by spring of 1865, almost two years later, at least a third, and pos-
sibly more than half, of the Negroes of Mississippi had gained experience
in the joys and sorrows of freedom.

The first great rush of slaves from Mississippi was encountered by
Grant and his army near Grand Junction, Tennessee, in the fall of 1862.
John Eaton, a witness, has given a vivid description of the arrival of these
Negroes:

With the advance of the forty-five thousand or more in Grant’s command, the
cotton plantations were abandoned by their owners, and the Negroes, thrown
thus upon their own resources, flocked in vast numbers—an army in themselves
—to the camps of the Yankees. ... Imagine, if you will, a slave population,
springing from antecedent bondage, forsaking its local traditions and all the
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associations and attractions of the old plantation life, coming garbed in rags
or in silks, with feet shod or bleeding, individually or in families and larger
groups—an army of slaves and fugitives, pushing its way irresistably toward
an army of fighting men, perpetually on the defensive and perpetually ready
to attack. The arrival among us of these hordes was like the oncoming of
cities. There was no plan in this exodus, no Moses to lead it. . . . But their
interests were identical, they felt, with the objects of our armies: a blind terror
stung them, an equally blind hope allured them, and to us they came. There
were men, women, and children in every stage of disease or decrepitude, often
nearly naked, with flesh torn by the terrible experiences of their escapes. Some-
times they were intelligent and eager to help themselves; often they were be-
wildered or stupid or possessed by the wildest notions of what liberty might
mean—expecting to exchange labor, and obedience to the will of another, for
idleness and freedom from restraint. Such ignorance and perverted notions
produced a veritable moral chaos. Cringing deceit, theft, licentiousness—all
the vices which slavery inevitably fosters—were the hideous companions of
nakedness, famine, and disease. A few had profited by the misfortunes of
the master and were jubilant in their unwonted ease and luxury, but these stood
in lurid contrast to the grimmer aspects of the tiagedy—the women in travail,
the helplessness of childhood and old age, the horrors of sickness and of fre-
quent death. Small wonder that men paused in bewilderment and panic, fore-
seeing the demoralization and infection of the Union soldiers and the downfall
of the Union cause.30

Although the war had been going on for a year and a half, this “on-
coming of cities” was a shock to General Grant and his officers. It was
their first encounter with conditions in the real black belt. Until this time,
the commander had been able to handle the problem by allowing each of
his division officers to do as he thought best, under general instructions
to treat the Negroes kindly. Under this decentralized system, small squads
of the blacks had been used in building fortifications and handling sup-
plies, and for general labor around the camps. Their personal welfare
had been the charge of the benevolent societies, with the cooperation of
the commanding general.3!

With the arrival of the fugitive slaves in groups of hundreds, some
planned and unified system of care and control had to be devised. To
exercise general authority over this system, Grant chose one of the most
able of his chaplains, John Eaton. On November 15, 1862, the com-
mander issued to Eaton Special Order No. 15, instructing him to take
charge of the “contrabands” coming into the camp, organize them into
companies, see that they were properly cared for, and “set them to work
picking, ginning and baling all cotton now out and ungathered in the
field.”82 During the next few days, further details of the plan were
outlined in other orders from the general. That of November 14, author-
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ized Eaton to set up a special camp for the Negroes, to call on a regi-
ment to guard the camp, and to use the doctors of the regiment for
necessary medical services. In addition this order gave the chaplain power
to draw supplies from the military stores, and under it he drew hundreds
of thousands of dollars worth of condemned tents, and clothing and
rations for his charges.3® A few days after the establishment of the
camp at Grand Junction, a similar one was set up at Corinth, Mississippi.?

The Negroes under Eaton’s command were soon busy in the abandoned
fields, where the cotton was open and demanding attention. As was to be
expected, immediate difficulties were encountered. Division and brigade
officers were slow to comply with Grant’s order, and the Commissary
Department was reluctant to fill Eaton’s requisitions, which certainly were
of doubtful legality.3® Residents of the vicinity were scornful of the ex-
periment, and endeavored to insure its failure by stealing stock and dis-
abling equipment. Guerilla bands attacked the Negroes in the fields, and
desisted only after some of the raiders were killed.3® In spite of all this,
however, the experiment was judged to be a success, and most of the
cotton in the vicinity of Grand Junction and LaGrange was ginned and
sold for the credit of the government.3?

Although the Emancipation Proclamation was not to take effect until
the following January, the idea that the Negro was a free agent penetrated
all the territory around Grant’s army. In theory the commander was
still supposed to make an effort to distinguish between the slaves of loyal
and disloyal owners, but this was a practical impossibility. In fact, all own-
ers who remaned in the region and wished to continue the operation of
their plantations soon found that in order to prevent their slaves from run-
ning off to the army, or to regain them after they had taken leave, it was
necessary to make them paid laborers. In realistic fashion, Eaton and his
aides adopted the installation of this system of wage labor as a policy, and
saw it established rather generally throughout the north-central portion of
Mississippi before the end of 1862.38

In December, Eaton’s experiment suffered a rude interruption with
the successful Confederate raid on Grant’s base of supplies at Holly
Springs, and the resultant abandonment of the campaign from that area.
The Negroes of the camps were determined not to be left behind when
the troops retired, and Eaton was able to obtain a number of freight and
passenger cars for their removal to Memphis. In their fright the Negroes
swarmed into every available space in the cars, and many clung to the

38 N
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roofs. In spite of the slow and cautious movements of the trains, the
suffering in the chill of winter was indescribable. This misery continued
through a bitterly cold night at Memphis, during which the refugees
huddled around fires on the streets. As soon as possible, large numbers
were transferred to a camp which was constructed below the city.®®

In addition to the gathering of fugitive Negroes into camps and their
use in the cotton fields, the military officials continued to use them as labor
battalions for the army. In the Commissary Department, on railroads
and steamboats, and especially in the construction of fortifications, the
armies found the former slaves extremely useful. Late in 1863, no less
than three thousand of them were being employed in the building of Fed-
eral breastworks around Natchez.®® Although it was soon decided that
these workers were to receive a small payment for their labor, much
lower than that for whites, the government was slow in delivering the
money to them. In January, 1863, chaplains in the Department of the
West reported that the government was $20,000 behind in the wages of
the Negroes, and that many of them had worked for several months with
no pay at all. In some cases, after the arrival of the money, the generals
ordered the wages retained for a decision as to whether it should be paid
to the Negroes or to their former masters.*!

Early in 1863 the President and his Secretary of War abandoned
much of their earlier caution, and decided on the enlistment of large num-
bers of the freedmen as soldiers. This decision grew out of the realities
of the situation. It was made logical by the Emancipation Proclamation,
and almost essential by the stubborn resistance of the South and by the
bitter opposition to general conscription in the North. Steps in this direc-
tion had already been taken in South Carolina, Rhode Island, and the
Department of the Gulf when Adjutant-General Lorenzo Thomas in
March, 1863, arrived in the Department of the West with orders for a
general mobilization of the Negroes for labor and for military service. He
was to find suitable officers who were willing to take command of these
forces, and “to organize such troops for military service to the utmost
extent to which they can be obtained in accordance to the rules and reg-
ulations of the service.”4?

In spite of the growing popularity of the Emancipation Proclamation,
this absorption of the freedmen into the fighting forces of the Union
met opposition from within the ranks. Eaton, who had long been dis-
turbed by the friction “engendered . . . by any forced relationship between
the Negro and the Union soldier,” immediately recommended the estab-
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lishment of separate regiments for the freedmen, although he insisted
upon the necessity of their having white officers.*® These officers, when
obtained, faced the scorn of their white colleagues.** General Halleck,
who had steadily opposed the increasing emphasis placed on the Negro in
the conduct of the war, told Sherman that Thomas’ order was ridiculous,
but must be accepted. He admitted the apparent impossibility of filling
the Federal ranks through conscription.®®* The enlistment of Negroes
also aroused strong opposition among the civilians in the North. By
December of 1863, however, President Lincoln was able to declare that
this opposition had subsided and that “the crisis which threatened to
divide the friends of the Union” had passed.1®
Large numbers of the Negro refugees who entered the army did so
because of a sincere desire to carry on the campaign that seemed to them
to be one for the liberation of their race; equally large numbers felt the
attraction of the uniform and military display; white officers used pres-
sure to enlist many others. They found the refugees especially susceptible
to persuasion just after their arrival within the lines. Eaton’s comment
on this matter is revealing: “Having frequently observed the readiness
with which the able-bodied enlisted before their minds had been corrupted
or made restless by life in private service . . . my officers promptly directed
the Negro’s attention to the duty of enlisting. . . .”47 Those who resisted
this early pressure often succumbed to the lure of recruiting officers
swarming in from the North to offer bounties for recruits to be credited
on the draft quotas of their states.48
Of the 186,017 Negroes reported as regularly enlisted in the Federal
armies, 134,111 were from the slave states, and 17,800 from Mississippi.?
Thus, in a very real sense, in labor battalions and in the ranks of the army,
the Negroes of the state participated in the struggle for their freedom,
and, to this extent, the common statement that they waited idly for it to
be thrust upon them is untrue.
The induction of the Negro into the military arm fulfilled only a part
of General Thomas’ instructions. It was also his duty to work out a
plan of labor for the freedmen which would work to the advantage of the
government and would, to as large extent as possible, relieve it of the
support of the refugees. He therefore immediately initiated a study of
the problem which was rapidly outgrowing the simple system that Eaton
had set up.
After the abandonment of the Grand Junction region, most of' the
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Negroes whom Eaton had at work were occupied in supplying the neces-
sary wood for their own camps and those of the army, and for boats on
the various rivers. During the winter of 1862-1863 conditions in the
camps were undoubtedly very bad, in spite of the fact that Eaton’s recently
organized staff did the best they could under the circumstances, and in
spite of the receipt of large amounts of money and clothing and of a num-
ber of workers from the benevolent societies of the North.*

With the coming of spring, the superintendent made efforts to put
the freedmen to work 1 abandoned fields which were close enough to the
camps to allow reasonable protection agamst guerillas. This effort met
with many delays and difficulties, since 1t was essentially experimental,
and since most of the necessary agricultural equipment had to be obtained
through the benevolence of private individuals and of societies.’! Strangely
cnough, the Negroes themselves furmshed some of the stock and mmple-
ments which were used. Many of them came into the lines riding on
horses and mules, or n carts which carried varying amounts of property
they had picked up before leaving the plantations. The general practice
was for the picket officers to take all stock from the refugees as they en-
tered the camps. Iaton endeavored so far as possible to obtain for the
Negroes payment for these animals of which they had “spoiled the
Egyptians.” One group received $2,408 in payment for such property.
Other fugitives succeeded in selling their stock before they arrived at the
camps.5?

It was the immediate decision of General Thomas that this system
of camps could not properly meet the problem of handling the tens of
thousands of Negroes who came into the Union lines. It is interesting
to speculate on the possibilities which might have developed if Thomas
had favored the continuation and expansion of Eaton’s method. It seems
that this must have resulted in the setting up of a tremendous govern-
mental agency for the production, processing, and sale of cotton; or in
the estabhishment of enormous communal or semi-communal enterprises
under the sponsorship and control of the government. There can be no
doubt, however, that the decision of General Thomas reflected the attitude
of a large majority of the American people, and that the development of
either of the alternatives inherent in Eaton’s experiment would have
aroused overwhelming disapproval. The Adjutant-General probably gave
neither of these possibilities any consideration. At any rate, it was his
immediate decision to deliver the freedmen into the hands of private
enterprisers.

The plan drawn up by General Thomas offered an excellent bargain
to the lessees of the abandoned planmations. For the lands which were
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assigned to them they were to pay only a tax of two dollars for each bale
of cotton produced. They were allowed to use the equipment found on
the plantations, and so far as possible were supplied with horses and mules
from the confiscated stock. They were to feed the freedmen and pay an
extremely low wage ranging from $2.50 to $5.00 per month according to
sex and age. The cost of clothing and other supplies, except food and
shelter, was to be deducted from the wages of the workers. Deductions
were also allowed for days nussed from work because of sickness or for
any other cause, even though 1t be the fault of the lessce. The planta-
tions were to receive protection from the army.%3

General Thomas’ system has been the subject of much adverse crit-
icism, and most of it seems to have been deserved. The lessees were gen-
erally men of low character who came largely from the group of “sharks”
who followed the army One nvestigator, after careful study, declared:
“The desire of gain alone prompts them, and they care little whether
they make 1t out of the blood of those they employ or from the soil.”%*
One of the lessees wrote later that the majority of the speculators had as
Iittle regard for the rights of the Negroes as the most brutal slaveholder
had ever shown® In spite of the late start of operations, hasty plowing
and overplanting, the devastating sweep of the army worm, and guerilla
raids that brought fear, abduction, and death to many of the Negroes, the
favorable contracts and the high price of cotton allowed most of the plant-
ers to make a profit, and brought large fortunes to some.%®

To most of the Negroes, however, the scheme brought cruel disappoint-
ment, and to many abject misery. Even if they happened to work for
one of the few honest and humane lessees, they found little or nothing
left of their small wages after deductions had been made for lost time,
clothing, medical service, and supplies needed to piece out the meager
rations. Although clothing was supposed to be furnished at cost, most of
the lessees seem to have doubled and redoubled the price to their workers.
There was a uniform deduction for medical care, though the service itself
was almost never supplied.’” These deductions, honest and dishonest,
seem in most cases to have absorbed the wages entirely. Some lessces
openly boasted of having swindled their Negroes out of all of their money
by taking advantage of their ignorance™ Living quarters were often
poor, and the workers suffered terribly from overcrowding and disease.5®
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Some employers furnished no rations other than a small amount of meat,
and forced their freedmen to search for corn on distant plantations which
had been abandoned. They also made charges for flour or other food
furnished, and issued no molasses, rice, beans, or hominy.%

It is small wonder that many of the Negroes, finding themselves abso-
lutely penniless after a season of hard work on overplanted fields, with
poor and insufficient food, and crowded, unsanitary quarters, became the
victims of absolute despair. James Yeatman, after an investigation for
the Western Sanitary Commission, reported :

The poor negroes are everywhere greatly depressed at their condition. They
all testify that if they were only paid their little wages as they earn them, so
that they could purchase clothing, and were furnished with provisions prom-
ised they could stand it; but to work and get poorly paid, poorly fed, and not
doctored when sick, is more than they can endure. Among the thousands whom
I questioned none showed the least unwillingness to work. If they could only
be paid fair wages they would be contented and happy. They do not realize
that they are free men. They say that they are told they are, but then they are
taken and hired out to men who treat them, so far as prov1dmg for them is
concerned, far worse than their “secesh” masters did. . . .61

Not all the Negroes who were engaged in agrlculture in 1863 were
employed by the lessees. Many of them arranged in one fashion or an-
other to cultivate small lots of land on their own account. Most of them
seem to have enjoyed fair success.?? General Thomas mentioned in his
report for October fifteen Negro lessees. They had succeeded in produc-
ing crops ranging from four to one hundred fifty bales of cotton.®® It is
apparent, however, that the lack of money and credit for the acquisition
of land, supplies and equipment, and the natural shortage of initiative in
a population just emerging from slavery made it impossible for most of the
Negroes to undertake such activities.

Many of the freedmen continued in 1863 to work at the wood yards that
had been established during the preceding winter. These yards were gen-
erally set up on islands or at protected points along the river. From them
the army and the Commissary Department drew many thousands of cords
of wood, either without any payment or at a price far below that of the
commercial yards. In the government yards in the Vicksburg district alone
more than a thousand Negroes were employed, and in spite of the low
prices paid for the wood, the receipts from this district added over
$125,000 to the Freedmen’s Fund. The Negro men attended to the chop-
ping of the wood, while the women and children loaded, unloaded, and

corded it. The chief difficulty seems to have been that of finding capable
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managers who were willing to give humane treatment to the Negroes.%*

In addition to the government yards, there also sprang up a large num-
ber of small private establishments which offered employment to the freed-
men. In these yards, as on the leased plantations, the workers often
suffered wrongs from dishonest and irresponsible employers.®8

In spite of this rapid reabsorption of the refugee Negroes into agricul-
ture and other pursuits, and their enlistment in the army, the camp system
which Eaton had set up could not be abandoned, and indeed had to be
expanded. These camps served as temporary gathering places for masses
of Negroes brought in by Federal raiding parties, and for those who came
in of their own accord. There they were kept until arrangements had
been made for their employment or their transfer to an “infirmary farm.”
In addition, the camps had a large permanent population, made up of wood-
choppers, laborers for the army, women, children, and the aged.

By the fall of 1863 it seems that the largest of these camps was that
at Natchez, where Yeatman found a population of 2,100 remaining from
the more than 4,000 who had been there earlier. It appears that almost
criminal mismanagement marked the handling of these camps, which was
at best a difficult task. The cabins at Natchez were described as poorly
constructed, badly lighted and ventilated, overcrowded, and infested with
disease. The death rate was exceedingly high. Some of the Negroes were
reported to have returned to their masters to escape the suffering.%®

For the wives of the Negro soldiers, other women and children, and
the old and infirm, a dozen or more “infirmary farms” were established.
On these places rations and other supplies were furnished by the govern-
ment, and all inmates who were able to work were put to chopping wood,
clearing land, farming, or some form of lighter labor.%7

This entire system of control, and especially the application of the
Thomas plan to the leased plantations, came in for a great deal of harsh
criticism. Perhaps the most effective of these attacks was that made late
in 1863 by James Yeatman of the Western Sanitary Commission. His
criticisms and suggestions for change played perfectly into the hands of
the Treasury Department. This branch of the government had long been
demanding control of the entire system of leased plantations, under the
plea that it would be a source of revenue to the government. The outcome
was that in the winter of 1863-1864 the Treasury took over the leasing
system, and immediately began to put into operation the reforms which
Yeatman demanded.®®

In general, this plan struck heavily at the profits and excesses of the
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speculators, and pointed toward a great improvement in the condition of
the freedmen. To reduce the evils of absentee landlordship, it limited each
leaseholder to one plantation, and gave preference to those seeking small
tracts. It called for a very large increase in the wages of the laborers,
on a complicated scale ranging from ten to twenty-five dollars per month
and based on differences of age, sex, and ability. These wages were to
stand as a first lien against the crop, and were to be provided for in definite
contracts supervised by the superintendents of the Home Farms and sub-
ject to their intervention. Half of the wage was to be paid each month in
money, clothing, or provisions, and the remaining half was to be turned
over to the worker on the sale of the crop. All lessees were required to
supply good quarters and garden spots to their workers, and to keep on
hand suitable clothing and good food to be sold to them at cost, plus a
handling charge of fifteen per cent. On all plantations where Negroes were
employed, a tax of one cent a pound on cotton and a proportional amount
on other products was to be paid into a fund for the support of indigent
freedmen. A similar tax, varying according to the value of the property,
was to be levied on the leased plantations in lieu of rent.®®
Trouble developed immediately. Although practically all of the spec-
ulating planters hastened to make contracts under the new system, they
resented the increase in wages and the prospect of supervision in the
interest of the Negroes. Their partisans, General Thomas and his staff,
and most of the military officials, seem to have done everything in their
power to prevent the system from succeeding. Thomas himself appealed
directly to the President and received from him a blanket delegation of
authority which stripped the Treasury officials of most of their power.”
The struggle which followed between the Treasury and War depart-
ments is one of the darkest blots on the record of the government’s treat-
ment of the freedmen, whose suffering went largely unheeded while
treasury agents, military officials, politicians, and their satellites fought
for power and political and financial advantage. Eaton, who worked for
the interests of the War Department, although he disliked Thomas and
many of his methods, was sternly critical of the system which W. P. Mel-
len, agent of the Treasury, attempted to set up. He insisted that in the
face of the uncertainties surrounding the plantation system, the schedule
of wages was entirely too high. Leasing agents abandoned all caution
and encouraged the occupation of lands that could not be protected. He
also charged that there was an alarming increase in the number of specu-
lators whose only interest was exploitation, and that there was even more
corruption than there had been under military control.™ On the other
* J. Eaton, op. cit., p. 145; P. S. Peirce, op. cit., p. 23.
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hand, some less biased than Eaton have held that the Mellen-Yeatman
system brought real improvement.”™

As a matter of fact, the new plan was not allowed to operate without
broad modifications. General Thomas emerged from a conference with
Mellen in March with an order for a sweeping reduction of wages. Freed-
men who had contracted a month or two before for as much as $25.00 per
month now found themselves reduced to a schedule which called for only
$3.50 to $10.00 per month plus rations and clothing. Evidence that this
constituted a real reduction is to be seen in the fact that only six planters
failed to take advantage of it. The schedule provided that the clothing
allowance might be commuted into $3.00 per month in additional wages,
an option which most of the planters exercised. Under this arrangement
adult men and women received $13.00 and $10.00 per month respectively.
Then almost immediately there was authorized another breach of the freed-
men’s contracts which abolished the allowance for clothing. Only ten
planters failed to take advantage of this second reduction.”

Troubles continued to develop Eaton's Department of Freedmen, as
a military arm, had cared for the helpless and dependent Negroes through
the use of army supplies and of revenue gained from the abandoned plan-
tations, wood yards, and infirmary farms. This group now took the atti-
tude that as the Treasury had absorbed most of the revenue, and had sent
the able-bodied freedmen off to the plantations, it must also assume the
care of the destitute. While Eaton and his subordinates sulked, and the
Treasury agents refused to shoulder the responsibility, contacts with benev-
olent organizations were lost, the infirmary farms deteriorated, and new
refugees were left to suffer without attention. It took a direct order from
General Brayman to set Eaton’s Department of Freedmen to work again.
In the meantime, its superintendent was in Washington on a lobbying ex-
pedition in which he succeeded in blocking a renewed effort of the Treas-
ury to gain complete control.™

The quarrel between the military authorities and the Treasury agents
was reflected in other ways. The army was unable to exercise authority
over affairs controlled by the Treasury, and the Treasury was unable to
gain enforcement of its own regulations in a region which was under mar-
tial law. As has been said, the area of the leased plantations was now
much larger than in 1863, and the army was either unable or unwilling to
give it military protection.” As a result, sweeping guerilla raids threw
the entire region into chaos. Stock was stolen, houses were burned, and
Negroes were abducted, driven off, or murdered, as were the lessees.
Threats of military vengeance or of indemnities to be levied on the native
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population were absolutely ineffective. Practically all the plantations in
the vicinity of Natchez, Vicksburg, and Milliken’s Bend were given up,
while the Negroes who were not carried off by the raiders fled to the army
camps for protection. An agent of Eaton’s who visited ninety-five of the
safest plantations found that from them the guerillas had carried off 966
Negroes and 2,314 horses and mules.”®

In July and August there came a new disaster. Army worms covered
the fields and left them looking as though they had been swept by fire.
Planters who had expected to harvest a thousand bales of cotton found
themselves reduced to ten or a hundred. The Vicksburg Herald declared
that many of the fields in that vicinity would not yield five bales to a
hundred acres.™

In spite of the financial failure of most of the planters and the general
wretchedness of the Negroes, not all of the developments of 1864 were
bad. The possibility of producing cotton with free labor was fully estab-
lished, and practically all of the lessees who could make the neccssary
arrangements rushed into preparations for the following year.”® In spite
of the determined opposition of the planters, a number of Negroes had
leased land on their own account, and those who managed to survive the
guerillas and to save something from the worms were successful enough
to demonstrate the possibilities of Negro enterprise.” By a system of
certificates and shipment permits, the authorities managed to assure the
full payment of wages to the Negroes by planters who were not bank-
rupt.8® Of the 11,363 old and indigent Negroes on the Home Farms,
practically all had worked well, and only 985 had received rations from
the government. Those who were far enough up the river to have escaped
the worst ravages of the army worm managed to repay the department for
all of its outlays, and to have something left for themselves. According to
the superintendent, all of these infirmary farms would have shown profits
but for devastation by the caterpillars.8!

Before leaving this consideration of the introduction of the Negro to
the system of free labor in agriculture, it is necessary to give some atten-
tion to a peculiar and interesting experiment which had been going on just
below Vicksburg since the middle of 1863. Before the fall of the city in
July of that year, Grant called the superintendent of the Freedmen’s De-
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partment to him and told him that he had been making plans for some of
the Negroes of the vicinity. In one of the numerous elbows of the river,
about twenty-five miles below Vicksburg, lay a large and fertile peninsula
which was known as Palmyra or Davis Bend. This pear-shaped body of
land was about twelve miles long and twenty-eight miles in circumference,
and held within its limits six plantations, including the great “Briarfield”
and “Hurricane” places of Joe Davis and his brother, the President of the
Confederacy. It was Grant’s plan to make of the peninsula “a Negro
paradise.”’82

Rapid progress was made on the project, in spite of a guerilla raid
which succeeded in killing or wounding a number of the Negroes and driv-
ing the rest into the woods. Almost complete protection against other
similar attacks was provided by stationing at the peninsula a small body
of soldiers and a gun boat, and by cutting a canal across the narrow neck
which connected the area with the mainland. By December, 1863, over
600 freedmen had been assembled at the Bend and preparations were under
way for producing crops in the following year.%8

In 1864, the project suffered heavily from the struggle of the Treasury
and military authorities discussed above. This conflict resulted in late
planting, and in the admission of three or four white lessees, who took up
a large portion of the land.®* In spite of these difficulties, however, some
seventy-five of the freedmen succeeded in setting themselves up on their
own account, cultivating parcels of from five or ten to one hundred acres.
Rations, teams, and equipment, supplied to them by the Freedmen’s De-
partment, were charged to their accounts, and these charges were to be
deducted from the proceeds of their crops. By mid-summer, the prospects
of most of them looked very bright.%8

Then came the army worm, and at the Bend, on account of the late
planting, its attack was especially devastating. Five-sixths of the crop was
lost. In general, however, the Negroes fared better than the white lessees,
since they had not overplanted their small allotments. Some of them sold
their crops to speculators for very large prices before the arrival of the
worms.8 These independent cultivators, a chosen group, seem to have
been able to repay the government for all advances, and some of them
showed profits of from five hundred to a thousand dollars.87

The real significance of the experiment was not to become apparent

** Ibid., p. 85; J. T. Trowbridge, The South, p. 383; W. W. Brown, The Negro
" the American Rebelhon, Pp. 298-299.
** J. E. Yeatman, op. cit., p. 13; W. W, Brown, op. cit., pp. 298-299; J. T. Trow-
bndge, op. cit., p. 383.
S. McNenly “War and Reconstruction in Mississippi,” P.M.H.S.C.S., II,
184 189 J. Eaton, op. cit., p. 165.
W W, Brown, op. clt p. 299 J. Eaton, op. cit., p. 163; J. S. McNeily, “War
and Reconstruction in Mnssnsslppt PM.HS.C. S., II, 184.
*¢ Ibid., 11, 189; J. Eaton, op. cit., p. 163.
** Whitelaw Rc:d After the Wor, pp. 285-286.
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until 1865. In the fall of the preceding year, General N. J. T. Dana issued
an order extending the supervision of the Freedmen’s Department over
the entire peninsula, and expelling all white speculators.88

The officers in charge immediately adopted the policy of allowing the
Negroes to excrcise a great deal of self-control, in spite of the objections
of neighboring planters They divided the colony into three judicial dis-
tricts, and appointed a sheriff and a judge for each. In the courts of these
districts, judge, jury, counscl, and all the officers were Negroes, and no
whites interfered during the progress of the trials. When brought in for
trial, the offending freedman was allowed to decide whether he wished to
stand judgment before a jury, or have his case tried by the judge alone.
When the decision had been reached and the penalty prescribed, a state-
ment of the case and of the action recommended was submitted to the
superintendent of the plantations. The offender generally accepted the
sentence cheerfully, and in cases where the superintendent found it neces-
sary to intervene 1t was generally because he found the punishment too
severe  The nsual sentence consisted of a fine and a term of forced labor
on the Home IFarm  Petty thicvery and idleness were the most common
offenses, but officers declared that theft of exposed property was remark-
ably rare.®® In the words of the Superintendent of Freedmen, “The com-
munity distinctly demonstrated the capacity of the Negro to take care of
himself and exercise under honest and competent direction the functions
of self-government.”?%®

In the economic sphere the freedmen were also allowed to exercise a
great deal of freedom and mtiative About 500 acres on the place of
Jefferson Davis were set aside as a Ilome Farm, and on them were estab-
lished orphaned children, the aged and infirm, the mcompetent and thrift-
less, and transients®  About 5000 acres of the remamning land were
parceled out to 181 voluntary companies and partnerships comprised of
1,300 adults and 450 children. These people were then left to manage
their own affairs, and not even officers of the newly established Freed-
men’s Bureau were allowed to intervene in their economic or domestic
activities. They raised their own crops, made their own sales, and pock-
eted their profits. White officers took an active part only in sceing that
just settlements were made with whites who had furnished the freedmen
with stock and supplies.??

The results were remarkable. In spite of the inferior quality and char-

** J. Eaton, op cit, p. 165; J. S. McNeily, “War and Reconstruction in Missis-
sippi,” P.M H S.C §., 11, 184.

**J. Eaton, op. cit., pp. 165-166; T. W. Knox, op. cit., p. 353; J. T. Trowbridge,
op. cit., p. 383.

*° J. Eaton, op. cit., p. 166.

*J. T. Trowbridge, op. cit., p. 383; Senate Executive Documents, no. 27, 39th
Congress, Ist session, p. 38.

** Senate Executive Documents, no. 27, 39th Congress, 1st Session, p. 38.
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acter of the workers on the Home Farm, and of damage from heavy rains
in June, that branch of the project came through the year with a surplus
of $25929.80, which was turned over to the receiving and disbursing
officer of the Bureau. As presented by Sub-Commissioner Samuel Thomas,
the statement of the achievements of the individual enterprisers is even

more impressive %3

Receipts :

12,000 bushels of corn, worth at least............ $ 12,000
Vegetables, potatoes, melons, &c, sold............ 38,500
1,736 bales of cotton..........coevvnvennnnnnnn. 347,200
Total amount of receipts.............ccvounun.. 397,700
Paid for expenses..............cocvveeinnnnnn. 160,000
Paid to white partners for stock, supplies, &c..... 60,000
Paid . . . Freedmen’s Bureau for rations drawn.. 18,500
Total disbursements.................ccovven.... 238,500
Balance in hands of colonists.................. . $159,200

According to a contemporary investigator, fifty of the Negro planters in
the colony accumulated $5,000 each in 1863 and 1864, and a hundred
others had gained from $1,000 to $4,000. They were looking for oppor-
tunities to invest their money.®* It should be noticed that no rent is in-
cluded in the charges to the freedmen in the above statement, but their
profits, in a year of bad weather and insect pests, would still have been
respectable after the deduction of appropriate rentals.

The significance of this one-year experiment lies in what it shows might
have developed from Eaton’s early system of camps if the “radicals” in
Congress had allowed their radicalism to extend into the field of economics
instead of confining it to that of politics. A wiser and more benevolent
government might well have seen in Davis Bend the suggestion of a long-
time program for making the Negro a self-reliant, prosperous, and enter-
prising element of the population. It would have cost a great deal of
money for the purchase of lands, or would have involved an attack on
the sacredness of property rights in their confiscation, but it would cer-
tainly have greatly altered the future of the South, and it might have made
of her a much happier and more prosperous section.

But Davis Bend was doomed at the end of its first year. Four of the
plantations were immediately returned to owners who had received presi-
dential pardons.?® Joe Davis, pardoned later, received rent for the other
two places for the year 1866, and had full possession restored to him in
January, 1867 %¢

** Ibid., p. 38. *¢ J. T. Trowbridge, op. cit., p. 384,
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The future history of these Davis plantations is of some interest. Be-
fore their actual restoration, the owner leased them for a term of years
to the remarkable Negro Benjamin T. Montgomery, who had been his
slave and his plantation manager before the war.?” Montgomery handled
the plantations very successfully, and later bought them from Davis.?®
In 1873 he paid taxes amounting to $2,447.09.9 According to a leading
white landowner, he gained the reputation of being the best planter in the
county and perhaps in the state. His cotton took all the prizes at the
Cincinnati Exposition.’® After his death in 1878, his son, I. T. Mont-
gomery, continued the enterprise until 1883, when he abandoned it in the
face of recurring floods. In 1887, the younger Montgomery established
a new town in Bolivar County, and carried there a majority of the people
who had lived at Davis Bend. Thus the idea of an all-Negro town, often
discussed by Ben Montgomery with Jefferson Davis, reached its fulfillment
many years later. The progressive and prosperous town of Mound Bayou,
owned and admirably managed by a population made up entirely of Ne-
groes, is the legitimate offspring of Davis Bend.1®!

It has already been pointed out that the great mass of the Negro fugi-
tives from the black belt of the state rushed toward the army camps at
Natchez and Vicksburg. With the refugees arriving at times by thousands
in one day, conditions in those towns, especially in 1863, were indescrib-
ably bad. John Eaton described the new arrivals as “crowded together,
sickly, disheartened, dying on the streets, not a family of them all either
well-sheltered, clad, or fed; no physicians, no medicines, no hospitals;
many of the persons who had been charged with feeding them either sick
or dead.”'9? Bewildered and frightened, and spoiled by idleness and asso-
ciation with the army, few of them were willing to work any longer at
one time than was necessary to gain immediate necessities. Housekeepers
often had a new cook for each meal in the day. On the other hand, those
who employed the Negroes often tried to avoid paying them, and less
scrupulous whites swarmed about to cheat them of such money and prop-
erty as they had.1%3

As rapidly as possible, the refugees were transferred from the towns
to the camps, infirmary farms, or leased plantations. Those who insisted
on remaining were granted the necessary military passes and permits only
after their trustworthiness had been established to the satisfaction of the
Superintendents of Freedmen. By this method the Negro population of

*"Hinds County Gazette, November 23, 1866.

*® Ibid., June 13, 1877; Fdward King, The Great South, p. 290.
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o2 1. Eaton, op. cit., p. 105.
108 Ibid., pp. 105, 135.
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the towns was brought under control, and vagrancy and petty crimes
were materially reduced. By the spring of 1865, Dr. Joseph Warren was
able to write that many of the urban Negroes had shown a remarkable
capacity for business, and were well able to take care of themselves with-
out any form of guardianship. In both Vicksburg and Natchez, he de-
clared, blacksmith shops, shoe shops, and other enterprises conducted by
freedmen were “too numerous to mention.’10?

In addition to supervising the economic activities of the Negroes, the
Department of Freedmen under Eaton attempted to meet a number of
other needs. Not a cent of government money was ever used in those
activities, which were financed through the Freedmen's Fund.  This fund,
as has already been indicated, was derived from a tax on the wages of the
able-bodied refugees, and from profits derived from the labor of those in
the camps, wood yards, and mnfirmary farms It was sufficient to provide
for a number of hospitals, orphanages and schools, and for agricultural
implements, clothing, and household utensils for the various camps.103

Health conditions among the refugees were of course very bad, and
satisfactory arrangements for caring for them were never made. By the
use of its fund, the Department of Freedmen managed to offer a small
amount of hospital service, and to maintain physicians on some of the
mfirmary farms. As has already heen pomnted ont, the death rate m the
large camps was extremely high, and it was even higher on some of the
leased plantations. Many of the plantations offered no medical service
whatsoever, and Chaplain Fiske reported to Eaton that on some of them
over half of the workers had died. Smallpox prevailed throughout the
area.108

The high mortality rate left many orphans, most of whom were cared
for on the Home Farm. The plans of the Department to provide for a
large and well-equipped asylum required the cooperation of the benevolent
societies because of the shortage of funds. The jealousy which these soci-
cties held for each other prevented this necessary cooperation, and obliged
the superintendents to work instead with several small and insufficient
asylums established by the various societies individually.10?

Superintendent Eaton and his aides also concerned themselves with the
morals and the family life of their cha:ges. In the confusion of the time,
including the separation of families and the crowded and almost unreg-
ulated life of the early camps, licentiousness naturally ran riot. The
superintendent, with some justice, attributed much of this to the effects
of the system of slavery. The family, never a legal unit under that sys-
tem, had faced few social or economic responsibilities. Records of the

14 [bnd , pp. 137, 210.
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Vicksburg post showed that one-sixth of the more than three thousand
Negroes married there during eight months in 1864 had been forcibly
separated from earlier husbands or wives by the direct operations of
slavery.108

From the beginning, the Freedmen’s Department attempted to maintain
the marriage relation, and even went to the extent of ejecting from the
camps some of those who refused to comply with the ruling. In March,
1864, its efforts were aided by a special order from General Lorenzo
Thomas that authorized any ordained minister accredited by Eaton to per-
form marriage ceremonies for the freedmen. Records kept by the super-
intendents show that at the Vicksbhurg post alone fifteen hundred marriages
of this type were solemnized within the first eight months after the issu-
ance of the order. All observers testify to the natural eagerness and en-
thusiasm with which the freedmen assumed this new evidence of freedom
and elevation. Chaplain Warren of Vicksburg believed that practically
all the marriages in his department were successful, but the superintendent
was not so optimistic. He saw evidence of a natural reaction among the
Negroes as the novelty of the ceremony and the relation disappeared.1?
The culture pattern formed in generations of slavery could not be changed
merely by the posting of an order from the Adjutant-General.

Such moral advancement as was achieved by painful effort and super-
vision in the camps and towns was absent on most of the plantations.
Few of the lessees made an effort even to provide for marriages, and the
small number who wished to better living conditions among their workers
had no authority to carry out their desires.110

The enthusiastic participation of the freedmen in marriage ceremonies
was not the only activity which marked their recognition of their new
status. Most of them immediately tried to assume a new dignity. This
was marked by the deep seriousness with which they went about the choice
of family names, which appendages they held to be badges of freedom.!'!
The words of Dr. Warren carry to the reader some of the pathos of the
situation :

They become ambitious in speech; and their high-sounding phrases are in
strange contrast with their rustic and imperfect dialect. Their courtliness and
gravity of manner are oddly mixed up with childishness. The spectacle they
present excites fear and hope, laughter and tears in svccession. On the whole,
hope predominates. They will make mistakes; and they will learn caution and
shrewdness by them. . .. We can see the wants, desires, and hopes of civilized
life struggling within them. In some these feelings are well formed; in others
dim and uncertain.112

108 Ibid., pp. 211-212.
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This new sense of self-respect and a yearning to better their condition
caused the Negroes to grasp eagerly the few available opportunities for
education. It is true that in this eagerness and in their lack of background
they exhibited little sense of discrimination. A book was a book, and it
was felt that one who learned to read had guaranteed his freedom.!® It is
possible that the prohibition of their learning to read and write in the old
slave codes had something to do with the development of this attitude.

From the first, army chaplains and workers in the Department of Freed-
men encouraged the Negro in his desire for education, but the lack of funds
and equipment prevented them from giving much more than simple encour-
agement. The actual task of setting up schools fell to the various benev-
olent societies of the North. Workers for the American Missionary
Association and the Feedmen’s Aid Commission were the first in the field,
arriving in some numbers soon after the surrender of Vicksburg and the
occupation of Natchez. It is regrettable to learn that these workers, al-
though in general sincerely devoted to their task, often allowed a desire to
secure the best places for themselves and their organizations to hinder their
work. In September, 1863, Eaton gained authority to furnish the teachers
with rations, quarters, and transportation, but still lacked the power to
settle their disputes, assign them to specific locations, or to secure any kind
of uniformity in books or methods. Under these conditions, schools were
quickly established in and near the towns and camps, but their functioning
left much to be desired. Almost no satisfactory buildings were available,
and school equipment was almost totally lacking. On the plantations con-
ditions were even worse than in the towns and camps, and the desire of the
superintendents that the laborers receive some form of instruction received
practically no attention from the planters.!14

Some order and improvement were brought to the situation in Septem-
ber, 1864, when the Superintendent of Freedmen gained authority to take
almost complete control of the schools established by the societies. He
quickly established a discipline that was almost military in its character, but
which was probably necessary in such disorganized territory. Among other
reforms, he regularized the system of tuition fees which most of the teach-
ers were collecting, and which some had used to defraud their pupils. Eaton
was unable to abolish the fee system entirely, but set up a uniform schedule
of charges which ranged from twenty-five cents to $1.25 per month. Pupils
from families which were absolutely destitute received a free ticket. These
charges made the schools almost entirely self-supporting, and the Superin-
tendent believed their effect upon the Negroes was good.118

Under the new regulations the schools developed rapidly, and by the

113 Ib"d.
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spring of 1865 there were in the vicinity of Vicksburg and Natchez alone
no less than thirty institutions, with sixty teachers and 4,393 pupils. Dr.
Joseph Warren, appointed General Superintendent of Education for the
Department in February, 1865, declared that the progress made by the
Negroes was gratifying and astonishing. “Their unsettled condition, want
of clothing, lack of parental discipline, . . . the temptations of new-found
freedom, and the contemptuous opposition of all lovers of the old regime,”
he said, “are difficulties that would be seriously in the way of educating
any class of people. Only an enthusiastic desire for improvement could lead
any people to put forth the efforts which the freed people are making to
procure nstruction.”’'1® It should be noted, however, that the number of
Negroes enrolled in these schools, plus those soldiers who were receiving
mstruction from white and Negro colleagues in the army, made up a very
small portion of the freed population. The problem of the education of the
Negroes was as yet relatively untouched.

Before the end of the war, approximately half of the Negroes of Mis-
sissippi had found their way into freedom. Its discovery had brought to
them many stern lessons. The very first order of the commanding general
in establishing a department to control them directed that they be “set to
work.” Crowded into filthy camps, put to hard labor on the fortifications,
used by overbearing officers as servants without pay, pushed forward as
cannon fodder in the army, defrauded of their small wages on the leased
plantations, and abducted or murdered by guerillas, they died by thousands
in this period of transition. But they carried themselves with a new pride;
to a certain extent they were able to say *“Yes” or “No” to men about them;
and to an even more hmited extent they held the greatest of freedom’s
blessings, the ability to come and go as they chose They looked toward the
future with a faith that would not be denied; they sought education, and
believed that through it all doors would be opened to them. Almost as a
unit they preferred their new liberty, with its privations, uncertainty, and
suffering, to the sluggish security of slavery. “Discouraged, panic-stricken,
suspicious they were; but ready to exchange their hard-won and unhappy
freedom for the sometimes easier conditions of slavery, they were not.””*17

In the deep interior sections of the state thousands of their race plodded
on in the old way, and even close to or within the Federal lines many thou-
sands of others continued to work for their old masters. It seems that by
the spring of 1865 most of those in contact with the outer world had made
with their owners some arrangement which gave them wages or an interest
in the crop—they were no longer slaves. Even those in the deep interior
enjoyed a relaxed discipline and felt the stirrings of great things going on
outside their narrow world. To almost none of them did the end of the
war 1n April come as a very great shock; the events of the conflict had

1¢ Ibid., p. 209. 27 Ibid., p 207
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brought many adjustments. They were ready to join their brothers who
had already entered the long, long struggle to find the meanings and the
limits of this new freedom.

ApjusTMENT TO FrEEDOM WITH THE COMING OF PEACE

Many writers have found melodrama 1n the coming of freedom to the
slaves at the close of the war. A Negro historian has written, “Like men
coming from long confinement in a dark dungeon, the first rays of freedom
blinded their expectant eyes. They were almost delirious with joy. .. ."118
From the other point of view, and with less excuse, a fanciful writer de-
clared in the Aberdeen Sunny South ‘“‘IFreedom came to them rather like a
tempest than a sunshower—rather like a curse than a blessing. The
shackles fell off at the margin of the grave. .. .”!1®

Such descriptions of the experiences of the Negroes at the close of the
conflict must be disnussed as largely imaginary. It has already been shown
that approximately half of the slaves in Mississippi had known a form of
freedom within the Federal lines or through arrangements with their own-
ers for months or for years before April, 1865. Of this group, a few found
a new joy in returning to homes from which they had fled or in welcoming
relatives who had continued in bondage. To all the rest, May was just such
a month as March and April had been, save that their crops were a little
further advanced, and their cabins were a little less cold at night. To those
who had remained in bondage, mostly in the deep interior counties, freedom
came 1n a slow and capricious fashion. Some of them heard of it from the
lips of kind masters, who coupled their news with a promise of some form
of compensation. In such cases, most of the Negroes worked on just as
before.l?* Some of them obtained from masters returning from the army
a ratification of their freedom and an acceptance of arrangements the work-
ers had already made for sharing in the proceeds of the crop.!?! In the
interior of some of the more isolated counties, news of the turn of events
was as far as possible kept from the Negroes, and they were confined to
their former owner’s plantation by the use of patrols made up of young
men or returned soldiers.!?? In July, the Freedmen’s Bureau was still
issuing circulars to be read to the Negroes as notice of their freedom, and
attempting to get these circulars into the hands of Negro preachers.'?® Such
notices were still being run in the newspapers in August.!** The Natchez
Courier in May and again late in July warned planters that emancipation
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was real and that they must no longer try to make their workers believe
that it did not apply to them.!?8 With the news of freedom and its actuality
coming to the Negroes of the state in so many ways and times in various
localities, the transition from slavery was gradual and almost entirely
unspectacular.

The efforts of many planters to keep their former slaves from receiving
information, and to prevent them from leaving their plantations reflected
a widespread feeling that the Emancipation Proclamation did not have the
weight of law and could not be enforced. Governor Charles Clark, in the
proclamation that marked his abortive effort to rcestablish the state gov-
ernment early in May, declared: “Masters are still responsible as hereto-
fore for the protection and conduct of their slaves, and they should be
kept at home as heretofore.”'?¢ The editor of a Natchez paper regretted
the existence of a “very general belicf” among the former slave owners of
the state that slavery still had a legal existence, and that emancipation, if
it came at all, would be gradual and directed by state legislation. This
group planned to carry the question to the Supreme Court if necessary.1??
Both of the newspapers in Jackson carried in July editorials which held
that Lincoln’s proclamation was unconstitutional, and that the only ques-
tion was whether the state should adopt a system of gradual emancipa-
tion.'*®  Some planters who made contracts with their freedmen did so
with the avowed purpose of keeping them on the place so that they might
more easily take advantage of court decisions which would declare the
illegality of presidential emancipation.!?®  Although this attitude was
prevalent enough during the summer to cause some trouble, it was almost
entirely, if reluctantly, abandoned by the end of August. At that time the
cnly remaining hope was for compensation.13

With the acceptance of the fact that slavery could no longer be main-
tained, there came to many of the planters, and to an even larger percent-
age of the newspaper men and pohticians, the conviction that the Negro
could no longer be depended upon as a lahorer. Carl Schurz reported that
ninetcen in every twenty of the Southern men with whom he talked in-
sisted that the freedmen could not be made to work without physical com-
pulsion.?®  Newspapers carried letters and editorials which declared that
the Negro could not be adapted to the free labor system, and that the
South must look elsewhere for her workers.’3 Travelers heard the same
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opinion expressed on boats and trains and in hotels.’¥® To Edward King
a planter sadly remarked, “Not much like the old times, when they were
all working quiet-like in the fields. . . . Now it’s all frolic. I reckon
they’ll starve. What kin they do alone, Sir ?’134

For many years this had been the heart of the Southern argument for
the preservation of the “peculiar institution.”” The Negro, member of an
inferior race, unmoved by the ambition and aspiration which motivated
the whites, would not labor without compulsion, and his emancipation
could result only in the ruin of the economic system of the region. Fur-
thermore, the Negro was incapable of living without a master, and the race
must soon become extinct. To many this attitude had become something
of a religious faith. They would continue to cherish any bit of evidence
to uphold it long after it had become apparent that the Negroes were a
permanent element in the population, and that they supplied relatively
satisfactory labor at a cost so low that there was no possibility of replacing
them.!3% It was the endowment of this attitude with the sanctity of a creed
that caused men who discussed other questions calmly and sensibly to fly
into violent anger the moment their stand on the Negro problem was
questioned.!3¢

Out of this belief, and out of later social and political complications,
grew the demand that the freedmen be cxpelled from the country. Al-
though the Federal government had already found this i1dea impractical,
it was injected into the congressional campaign in Mississippi in the fall
of 1865.137 1In the same year, Mississippians told Whitelaw Reid, “Now
that you've got them ruined, take the cursed scoundrels out of the coun-
try.”13®  Another native who was migrating to Texas said to Edward
King, “I hain’t nothin’ agin a free nigger, but I don’t want him to say
a word to me. . . . We ain’t made to live together under this new style
of things. Free niggers and me couldn’t agree.””*3® The idea would not
die. In 1873, the Vicksburg Herald urged that the Umted States seize a
large portion of Mexico, turn it over to the Negroes, and tell them to go
to it.14® Fourteen years later a leading citizen of Vicksburg asked that
the Blair Education Bill be defeated and that the money be used to buy
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Cuba and other Caribbean islands and to transport the Negroes to them.}4!
The idea was to be agitated again in Congress in 1889, and to be advocated
later by many writers who sought an “easy” solution to the race problem.
In spite of much apparent public favor, the idea of colonization never
gained any real strength. Most of its strongest supporters were members
of the poor wlhite group, who were largely without influence  Storckeep-
ers and landowners knew what its effect would be upon the value of their
property, and, mn the words of W. L. Fleming, “Every white man would
be glad to have the entire race deported—except his own laborers.”1#?
The attitude of bitter hopelessness certainly was not held by all of the
population, and among the planters 1t was voiced only by a dissatisfied,
articulate minority. Most of the Northern planters, who held a large part
of the rich acreage along the river and 1n the Yazoo section, had already
worked with frec Negro labor for a year or two, and were enthusiastic
over their prospects.!** The same 1s true of those native planters in the
river sectton who were able to get cnough capital to operate. Even in
the interior, large landowners who had accepted the situation saw things
going smoothly '*  Travelers found the planters in the region along the
Mississippt much more hopeful than those in Georgia and Alabama. “Few
apprehensions were expressed as to the labor question, and the only want
concerning which much was said was the want of capital.””**% The reason
for this difference in attitude is clear. Operators throughout western and
northern Mississippi had had from one to two years to see the free Negro
at work, and 1n general were in a better position to obtain money to
finance their enterprises. Those in the interior had neither of these ad-
vantages. These men, busy supervising their plantations in the summer
of 1865, ran no newspapers, made no political speeches, and did not linger
to carry on pessimistic tirades on the streets, at bars, and in hotel lobbies.

They were planting cotton.

In the meantime, the general attitude of the Negroes was that of meek-
ness and submissiveness which had been bred into them during generations
of servitude. There seems to be no record of any single case in the state
in which freedmen resorted to violence to avenge wrongs suffered under
slavery.® In July, 1865, the editor of the Natchez Courier saw in the
Negro a habit of absolute dependence, and an entire absence of self-
reliance.’*” "As late as the end of 1867, General Alvin C. Gillem, com-

1Y, S. Fulkerson, The Negro, pp. 106, 118,

143 Walter L. Flemmg, “Deportation and Colomzation: An Attempted Solution of
the Race Problem,” Studies in Southem History and Politics, p. 30.

MW, Reid, op cit., pp. 291, 571

ME A, Montgomery, op. ct D. Smedes, Memorials of a Southern
Planter, p. 228; E. J. Capell, Dxary," 1865 E. J. Capell Papers.

10\, Reid, op. cit, p. 415.

148 Senate Executive Documents, no. 2, 39th Congress, 1st session, p. 27.

147 Natchez Tri-Weekly Cowrier, July 1, 1865
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mander in Mississippi, was to report, “One of the greatest difficulties to
be overcome . . . will be the freedmen’s natural feeling of tinndity and
fear when brought into a controversy with white men.”#® Whitclaw
Reid was seriously disappointed by answers given by Negro children to a
teacher who asked what they would do if anybody tried to take away their
freedom: *“It was fine to watch the play of surprise and apprehension
across therr animated faces ‘We'd fight,” exclaimed a sturdy fellow, twelve
or fourteen years old. ‘We wouldn't let them,” sawl many more. “The
soldiers would stop 1t,” murmured the most. That, alas! seemed still the
main hope of these submussive, long-enslaved people. They had not reached
—mnot even the oldest of them—the conception of orgamized effort to pro-
tect themselves. ‘The soldiers would stop it.” That was all.””1#

Although the great mass of the freedmen remained at work there was
enough moving about in the summer and fall of 1865 to give the impres-
sion that a large part of the population was on the march. Some of these
migrants were returning to homes from which they had fled, or seeking
friends and relatives who had gone on before them. Others were mov-
ing to plantations which had long borne a good reputation among the
Negroes.!"

The greater part of this early movement, however, was toward the towns.
In the days of bondage, slaves had longed to see the reported glories of
nearby villages,’® and many of them now gratified their curiosity, if only
for a few days. Some, finding that in the interior they received little pro-
tection from beatings and abuse, sought that protection in the towns.!®?
Others had heen driven from their homes by planters who were unable to
finance a crop and who found the idle freedmen an impossible burden.'53
Large numbers made visits to the military posts and camps to learn from
Federal officers just what their rights were to be under the new order of
things; others wandered off because of restlessness, a wish to avoid work,
or a meré desire to “test” their freedom.’™ A large part of those who
moved into the towns were spurred by economic motives. Wages offered
there greatly exceeded those paid on the plantations,'®® and this fact proved
to be especially attractive to those freedmen who had been artisans or
house servants during slavery.1%®

The condition of some of these wanderers was very bad. Lieutenant
Colonel Brinkerhoff, from a post on the main route between Jackson and

148 House Executive Documents, no. 1, 40th Congress, 2d session, p. 680.

4°'W. Reid, op. cit., p. 258.

%0 S. D. Smedes, o0p. cit, p. 228

181 William Howard Russell, My Diary, North and South, p 146.

152 Report of Captain J. H. Weber, Vicksburg, September 28, 1865, Senate Ex-
ecutive Documents, no. 2, 39th Congress, 1st session, p. 78.

182 Senate Executive Documents, no. 2, 39th Congress, 1st session, p. 16.

184 Ibid., pp. 15, 29.

185 1 Eaton, Grant, Lincoln, and the Freedmen, p. 220.
1% /bid., p. 105,
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Vicksburg, reported in July: “As a rule they are hungry, naked, foot-sore,
and heartless, aliens in their native land, homeless, and friendless. They
are wandering up and down the country, rapidly becoming vagabonds and
thieves from both necessity and inclination.” Many of them were sub-
sisting on berries, and begging without result for food, drink, and
employment.157

It must be pointed out again that those who moved into the towns or
wandered about the countryside made up only a small part of the Negro
population. This was especially true in Mississippi, where so large a part
of the adjustment had taken place before the end of the war, and where
there were so very few towns in which the freedmen might gather. With
the exception of Natchez, Vicksburg, Columbus, Jackson, and Holly
Springs, which in 1860 ranged in population from 2,987 to 6,612, the
towns were mere villages.!® The arrival of from fifty to a thousand
Negroes in every black-belt town with a population of more than one
hundred would have been enough to give the impression that the freedmen
were moving en masse. But such a movement would have involved only
the tiniest fraction of the half million Negroes in the state; and, as a
matter of fact, the problem had been met and solved in many of the black-
Lelt towns a year or two earlier under Federal occupation. Colonel Brink-
erhoff, who at first glance thought that the Negroes moving into the towns
were a part of a mass migration, was correct when, after further study,
he concluded that “those who have done so compose comparatively a very
small part of the whole, and are almost entirely composed of those belong-
ing to plantations adjoining the towns.”15®

Altogether then, the transition to freedom came very gradually to
most of the Negroes of Mississippi who had remained in slavery until the
end of the war. Most of them remained on their old places, and retained
the habit of obedience to their white employers.’® Those who desired
to move about and seek a better location generally restrained that desire
until the end of 1865.16*

DesTITUTION

Extensive devastation during the war, the shattering of an economic
system based on slave labor, and a succession of poor crops brought pov-
erty and suffering to many of the people of Mississippi, both white and
black. The situation naturally brought misery to a larger percentage of
the latter group, a race almost entirely without property.

Contemporary reports are filled with stories of general destitution

17 Senate Executive Documents, no. 2, 39th Congress, 1st session, pp. 75-76.

188 E. King, op. cit.,, p. 313; U. S. Census, 1860, Population, p. 271

1% Senate Executive Documents, no. 2, 39th Congress, 1st session, p. 76.

100 EF  A. Montgomery, op. cit., p. 264.
191 Ibid., p. 264; Senate Executive Documents, no. 2, 39th Congress, 1st session,

p. 101.
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among the freedmen. The wretched living conditions of those Negroes
who had recently come into the towns naturally received most of the atten-
tion. At Meridian, a new railroad town in the eastern part of the state,
freedmen had crowded into some forty huts recently left by Negro sol-
diers. In April the squatters were ruthlessly driven out and the huts
burned, on the ground that conditions in the encampment favored the
spread of smallpox.'®2 Others in Meridian were packed into miserable
log huts near the mule yard. The Clarion, reporting three deaths there
within two weeks, urged that if the Negroes desired to live they must go
back to the farms and seek employment from white families.!®® In Vicks-
burg, to which the movement of the freedmen had been heaviest, they were
living in cabins built of such scraps as they could find, or in the burrows
in the hillsides which whites had used during Federal bombardments.
According to the Herald, “In the catfish season these voters fatten and do
well, and in the winter they draw rations from the Government and chick-
ens from the neighboring roosts. In all seasons they are happy and con-
tented; and an inspection of their places of abode will show more filth
and less meat than any other habitations in Vicksburg.”1%¢ At Jackson,
the Clarion declared that filth and destitution abounded in the cabins of
the freedmen to an extent that justified alarm. The Bureau had been
called upon to take action, but had denied responsibility.185

In the fall of 1866, these wretched habitations were swept by an epi-
demic of cholera, which was especially fatal in Vicksburg and Natchez.
In the former town there were in the two-weeks period ending September
10, 1866, one hundred eighty-four interments, of which one hundred and
nine resulted from cholera. Of the dead, one hundred thirty-one were
Negroes.’8® The Hinds County Gazette had information that a thousand
Negroes had died of cholera in the immediate vicinity of Vicksburg.16?
A few months later the Jackson Clarion reported that in the misery of the
winter season Negro funerals had become very common events.168

All of this seemed to give support to that section of the creed which
held that the Negro race in a state of freedom must perish. In August,
1865, the Meridian Clarion reported that the opinion that the race was
doomed was rapidly gaining ground. In an editorial in which a feeling of
satisfaction could not be concealed, it declared: “A hundred years is a long
time to one man; but to a nation or a race, it is but a limited period. Well,
in that time the negro will be dead. Slavery is abolished now, but in a hun-

103 Meridian Clarion, April 25, 1866.

102 Ibid., August 16, 1865.

3¢ Vicksburg Herald, November 29, 1867.

es Natchez Daily Courier, September 29, 1867, quoting the Jackson Clarion.

1¢¢ Natchez Daily Courier, September 7, 15, 18, 19, 1866; Vicksburg Times, Sep-
tember 4, 11, 1866; Jackson Clarion, September 5, 13, 1866.

17 Hinds County Gazette, October 5, 1866.
1** Jackson Clarson, December 25, 1866.
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dred years the negro hunself will be abolished. Nothing but the fiat of the
Almighty can stay the hand of lus fate. . Perhaps 1t is set down 1n the
councils of the eternal, and the aholitionists are but the instruments to carry
out his purposes.  If so, the play must be played out ”1**  Dr C K. Mar-
shall. the wealthiest and one of the most learned preachers of the state,
agreed with this conclusion i November in a message that received wide
attention '™ Durig the same month a correspondent informed President
Johnson that most of the freedmen and half of their women and children
had left the state or were dead '™  Early in the following ycar, Provisional
Governor Willilam Sharkey, one of the most intelligent of the native lead-
ers, told the Commttee on Reconstruction that half of the Negroes had
perished since the close of the war, and that the rest must soon follow
them 172 The editor of the Natchez Democrat spoke with equal assurance:
“The child 1s already born who will behold the last negro m the State of
Mississippi -~ With no one to provide for the aged and the young, the sick
and the helpless incompetent to provide for themselves, and brought un-
prepared mto competition with the superior inteligence, tact, and muscle
of free white labor, they must surely and speedily perish "7

These prophesies seemed to be substantiated by the state census of
1866, an unreliable piece of work that has been taken seriously by some
excellent Instorians, and has been used to show the demoralization and
1esultant mortality among the freedmen '™ This census showed for the
period between 1800 and 1866 a decline in the Negro population of the
state of more than 56,000, or more than twelve per cent of its total.!™®
For some counties the loss was as much as twenty-cight per cent.'™ The
maccuracy of these figures was indicated by the Federal census of 1870,
which reported an actual increase of more than 7,000 in the state’s Negro
population during the decade It later hecame apparent that this figure
itself was the result of a tremendous undercount, and probably needed to
be increased by between fifty and seventy-five thousand.!”™ This was re-
vealed when the greatly improved Federal census of 1880 found the Negro
population to be 650,291, as compared with 437,404 1 1860, and 444,201

in 1870.178

10 Mecridian Clarion, August 17, 1865.

17 Ibid., November 30, 1865, quoting the Jackson Daily News.
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17 Natchez Daily Courier, September 25, 1866.
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The belief in the relatively rapid extinction of the Negro was clung to
by some for a number of years. The Hinds County Gazette reiterated it
in 1868, 1871, and 1875.17 A paper in the eastern part of the state was
still holding it as “‘an article of faith” in 1870, and regarded the scorn of
the Mississippi Pilot as something like a crime.!®® The conviction of the
eminent Dr. C. K. Marshall was just as strong in 1880 as it had been in
1865. In widely discussed pamphlets and news articles, he declared: “In
all probability New Year’s Day, on the morning of the 1st of January,
1920, the colored population in the South will scarcely be counted. . . .
A few old people will linger as the Cherokees do on their reservation in
North Carolina, and a small number here and there who may still earn
precarious bread as they pass away.”’8! But this “easy” solution of the
race problem was not to be. Although the Negro death rate remained very
high, and in the towns was almost twice that of the whites,182 the race
was to hold its majority in the state for many years to come.

The care of the destitute Negroes and of the white refugees was taken
over in the spring of 1865 by the new Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen and
Abandoned Lands. Although the system of furnishing food to the desti-
tute freedmen was attacked as an encouragement to idleness,'®3 it actually
had little real significance. Of the more than 400,000 Negroes in the
state, only 3,262 received rations in August of 1865, and only 2,855 in
September. These numbers were reduced in November to 1,787, and in
December to 570. Most of those being fed were either orphan children,
or old and infirm. The group also included government employees.184
During the first nine months of 1866, a total of 155,889 rations was issued
to the freedmen.!® This, on the regular basis of one ration per day,®®
means that an average of 566 persons were receiving such relief. After
the first of October of this year, rations were supplied only to Negroes
in asylums and hospitals, who made up between 250 and 300 of the 566
mentioned above.187

The exceedingly short crop of 1867 brought stark misery to the poor
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of the state during the succeeding winter and the growing season of 1868.
A writer in the New Orleans Times of November 15, 1867, declared that
not one Negro in fifty in the hill counties of Mississippi had breadstuffs
to last to Christmas, and that practically none had any meat at all. The
sick were without medicine or medical care, and all were in rags. They
were unable to give any further support to their schools, and their future
was dark indeed. Conditions were just as bad in the overflow districts.!%8

Recognizing the desperate situation that had developed in the South,
Congress in March of 1868 authorized the Bureau to supply to “any and
all classes of destitute or helpless persons” enough food to prevent starva-
tion.!®® This authorization, however, had no effect in Mississippi, where
General Gillem, a stern and conservative commander, held that the issuance
of relief rations would encourage “extravagance in the planters and idleness
and independence on the part of the laborers.”’® As a result of this
attitude, he issued during the entire miserable year from September, 1867
to September, 1868 only 59,332 rations to whites and 101,484 to Ne-
groes.’! This means that an average of only 278 Negroes received such
relief ; they were those who were confined in institutions under the care of
the Burean. During the last nine months of the period of destitution, 108
rations were issued to freedmen outside institutions;°2 in other words,
one Negro received a sixteen-cent ration every two and onc-half days.

Many of the planters felt that the widespread destitution among the
Negroes would have some good effects. A writer from Grenada in Novem-
ber informed the New Orleans Crescent that “Negro labor will be at a dis-
count in this section about Christmas. . . .”!% One of the three reports
on which General Gillem based his refusal to supply rations stated that all
the Negroes in the river counties could obtain employment for the follow-
ing year if they would accept wages amounting to one-third of those they
had been receiving.’®* Inspector N. R. Williams reported that there was
a combination of a great many planters to hold off in hiring laborers for
the next year, with the idea that the government would compel them to
work for food and clothing alone.!®® Not all of the planters held this
attitude, however. Many of them joined in the appeals for aid which
were sent to the commander.1%¢
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In the meantime, efforts were being made to persuade state and county
authorities to furnish some aid to Negro paupers. Even before General
0. O. Howard’s request of August, 1866, a few of the counties were
giving such aid,®” and others undertook it before it was demanded by
General E. O. C. Ord in September, 1867.1% The general custom was to
supply money to some white person who would agree to care for the
Negro indigent.’®® This method of care was never really adequate, how-
ever, for either race. As late as 1883, Hinds County, which contained
the capital city of the state and a population of more than 65,000, was giv-
ing poor relief to only four whites and seven Negroes.2%

1°7 P, S. Peirce, op. cit., p. 95; Friar's Point Coahomian, June 1, 1866,

1% Hinds County Gazette, November 1, 1867.
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CHAPTER III

ADJUSTMENTS IN AGRICULTURE

THE NEGRO AND THE LAND

As in all lands and all times when a servile agricultural class is freed,
the question of endowing the freedmen with land arose in the South. The
idea that a victorious North would confiscate and distribute the plantations
had been expressed in the Southern press as early as the summer of 1863,
and warnings that this would be done were issued in the addresses of the
Confederate Congress.2 The Confiscation Act of March, 1863, which
authorized the Secretary of the Treasury to seize abandoned lands in the
Confederacy, seemed to substantiate this belief.

As a result of this law, the Freedmen’s Bureau held in Mississippi, in
1865, about 80,000 acres of farm land and 142 town lots.® It is apparent
that such small holdings offered no possibility for supplying farms to more
than 400,000 landless Negroes. Even these small holdings, however, were
soon lost. In June, 1865, in spite of the opposition of the Bureau, Presi-
dent Johnson ordered that all property be restored to its owners on the
presentation of a pardon from him, or of a copy of the amnesty oath
properly signed and authenticated. Before the end of 1865 the Bureau had
restored all but 35,000 acres of the land it held in Mississippi, and by
November, 1867, it no longer held any at all.4

The Negroes, many of whom had already shown ample ability to suc-
ceed as independent farmers,® turned almost instinctively to the idea that
they would receive a part of the land that they had cultivated for so many
generations.® Early in 1863, a small detachment of soldiers carried the
message of freedom to the slaves on a large plantation near Jackson. In
the words of James S. Allen, “The Federals went on their way but the
Negroes measured off the land with a plowline, making a fair apportion-
ment among themselves, and also divided the cotton and farm imple-

* James S. Allen, Reconstruction, p. 43, from the Clarke County (Ala.), Journal,
quotmg the Jackson Mississippian; J. S Allen. op. cit., p. 138
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ments.”? Their very lives were entwined with the land and its cultivation;
they lived in a society where respectability was based on ownership of the
soil ; and to them to be free was to farm their own ground. The common
stories of their persistent faith in the coming of “forty acres and a mule,”
and of their buying little sticks to mark their future holdings, carry more
of pathos than of humor.

The origin of this legend of forty acres and a mule cannot be estab-
lished. Many of the slaves must have heard during the war the declara-
tions of their masters that the downfall of the Confederacy would mean
the confiscation and distribution of their lands. The action of Sherman in
making such a distribution on the Sea Islands probably helped to spread
the belief. Negro troops played a part 1n its growth.® and General Grant
charged that it was fostered by some agents of the Bureau.® The idea
grew in spite of the strenuous opposition of higher officers of the Bureau,
rather than on account of anything they said.’® So strong an appeal did
it have for the freedmen that any attention to it, even an absolute denial,
helped to specd its growth.

At any rate, there was by the fall of 1865 a general belief among the
Negroes throughout the state that they were to receive land from the
government as a Christmas present.!’ At the same time, there developed
on the part of the whites the idea that the freedmen, disappointed in their
hopes, would rise in insurrection and slay them “from the cradle to the
grave.”'?  Governor Benjamin Humphreys quickly obtained the passage
of an act greatly increasing the miltia, and set to work disarming the
Negroes. This work was accomplished in a fashion so effective and
brutal as to alarm even those who had requested it.!3

The disappointment of 1865 did not prevent the freedmen from becom-
ing hopeful again as the Christmas of 1866 approached,!* and they became
even more confident late in 1867. Many expected the lands to be dis-
tributed after the adjournment of the Constitutional Convention which
assembled in January, 1868.15 In each case the Negroes peacefully ac-
cepted their disappointment, but continued to cling to their hope.

7 J. S. Allen, op. cit., p. 43.
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In March of 1867 Thaddeus Stevens, one of the few Republican leaders
who carried radicalism beyond the realm of politics, offered to Congress a
bill which provided for the assignment of forty acres of land and $50.00
to each freedman who was the head of a family. These assignments were
to be obtained by the confiscation of the estates of all those in the South
who held more than two hundred acres. Stevens’ effort went far beyond
the limits to which his colleagues were willing to go, and was doomed
from the beginning. Capital was just as sacred to the Northern indus-
trialists whom the “Radicals” represented as it was to the largest Southern
planter. In the words of W. E. B. DuBois, “They did not want to set an
example of confiscation before a nation victimized by monopoly. . . .8
The tremendous experiment of setting up almost an entire race as small
farmers was not to be.

Some believed that a simple and almost immediate solution of the
Negro problem might be found in opening to the freedmen the public
lands which were still unclaimed in the South.)” As a matter of fact, the
act of June 21, 1866, did throw open the public lands of Mississippi to
settlement by blacks and whites alike.!® As there were more than 3,000,000
acres of such land in Mississippi, this act would seem to open some hope
to the landless masses. General Thomas J. Wood was still interested in
its possibilities late in 1866, although at that time he had been unable to
secure maps which would show where the land was located.’® Actually,
nothing was ever accomplished. Land alone would not solve the problem
of a race that was practically penniless, unable to obtain the credit neces-
sary for the purchase of stock and equipment, and incapable of living
through the first year without some assistance. To add to the difficulty in
Mississippi, the public land was practically all located in the sandy short-
leaf pine region, and it was not suitable for agricultural purposes. Eight
years later, it was still practically untouched, and the state was trying with-
out success to attract settlers to sections that it owned by offering them at
five cents per acre.?® This avenue toward independence was therefore
closed to the Negroes.

Many of the Negroes who saw the hopelessness of waiting for dis-
tribution of land wished to purchase small tracts in the cotton belt. These
met stern opposition from their white neighbors, and the white landowner
who would make such arrangements brought on himself the enmity of his
fellows.?! In its first session after the end of the war, the state legis-

**W. E. Burghardt DuBois, Black Reconstruction, p. 368.

7], K. H. W,, “Reconstruction,” Social Science Review, October, 1866.

1 House Report.r no. 30, 40th Congress, 2d session, p. 16.

1% Senate Executive Dotummt:, no. 6, 39th Congress, 2d session, p. 96.

% Richard Griggs, Guide to Mm::.uppt, p. 34 and Appendix, p. 1.
** Whitelaw Reid, After the War, p. 564; Hinds County Gazette, November 25,

1865.
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lature wrote into law the prohibition of the sale of farm land to Negroes.??
Although the law itself was not allowed to go into effect, it reflected the
attitude of a large portion of those who had land for sale.

This attitude gradually became less and less effective. Some leaders
of public opinion became convinced that it would be for the good of the
state if the large plantations were broken up and the land sold to small
farmers.? 1In 1871, a convention of planters, who found that they were
making little money under share-cropping arrangements, favored the sale
of small parcels of land “upon the most favorable terms to the colored
people that they may soon become better citizens. . . .”?* The editor of
the Hinds County Gazette was angered in 1874 by the charge of a Negro
paper that Southern sentiment would not allow the sale of the land to the
freedmen. He declared that in his county the Negro could buy just as
many tracts of land as he could pay for at the prevailing low prices. He
later stated that only a small cash payment was needed, and that the bal-
ance might be paid over a long period.28

In the meantime, however, Negro enterprise in agriculture had been
discouraged by the disastrous crop failures of 1866 and 1867. In these
catastrophes most of the Negroes who had set themselves up as inde-
pendent operators, or who were well on the way toward that status, lost
everything that they had accumulated. Failure was also very common
among the whites, but with the Negroes, who generally were operating on
a very small margin, and who found credit hard to obtain, it was almost
universal.?® The effects of such disastrous years on the small farmer ex-
plain to a large extent the hopeless attitude, and the refusal to make an
effort at self-improvement, that so often characterized the tenant farmers,
both white and black. Certainly the losses of 1867 caused many a Negro
to return to the status of laborer or tenant, and to make no further effort
toward advancement.

Only a small portion of the Negro agricultural workers of the state
ever found the way to ownership of their farm lands. E. W. Hilgard
learned from a questionnaire circulated among planters in various parts
of the state in 1880 that in seventeen counties not one Negro in a hundred
owned the land on which he worked. The proportion in twelve counties
was less than one in twenty, and in a number of others was less than one
in fifty.?” Of the 87,819 Negro farm homes in Mississippi in 1890, only
10,032 or 11.4% were owned by their occupants. About 1,500 others held

** Mississippi Session Lows, regular session, 1865, p. 82.

** Vicksburg Daily Times, November 29, 1868.

* Hinds County Gasette, February 8, 1871.

2 Ibid., May lg August 26, 1874.

3¢ U. S. Commissioner of Agnculture, Report, 1867, pp. 420-422.

188(.; l“Z, w. Hllgard “Cotton Production in the State of Mississippi,” U. S. Census,
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an equity in their places.?® The years from 1890 to 1910 saw a slow in-
crease in these figures and percentages,?® but between 1910 and 1930 there
was an actual decline.?® The great mass of the Negroes became completely
entangled in the system of share-cropping that slowly absorbed more and
more of their white colleagues.

CroOPPERS, WAGE-HANDS, AND RENTERS

It has been seen that the great majority of the Negroes remamed on
the land, and that of these very few managed to advance to the status of
independent farmers. The rest continued to grow cotton for the landlords
under a multitude of local systems that tended to fall into one of three
forms. Under one of these, the Negro rented the land he worked for a
definite amount in money, a certain number of bales of cotton, or a share
of the crop; under the sccond he worked a portion of the land under the
direction of the owner and received for his labor a certain fraction of the
crop ; under the third he received cash wages by the day, week, or month.
Various combinations and modifications of these systems allowed a multi-
tude of variations in individual arrangements. The controversy as to their
relative desirability for the landlord and the worker continued throughout
the period of this study, as it does today.

The natural tendency of the Northern speculators who took over plan-
tations in 1863 and 1864 was to follow the system of wage labor which
they had known at home, and which was contemplated in the general orders
concerning the leasing of the abandoned lands. From the beginning, how-
ever, a certain share of the crop could be substituted for money payments
by the agreement of the planter and his freedmen.® As has been shown,
some of the Negroes within the Confederate lines made such arrangements
even before their freedom was completely assured. Most of those cases
in which the freedmen rented land from a private owner came after the
close of the war.

In 1863, T. W. Knox found a group of planters in Vicksburg who
held three plantations, and were trying a different system of compensation
on each. On the first they furnished the Negroes with food and clothing,
and divided with them the year’s income. On the second they paid wages
of ten dollars a month, furnished rations free, and retained half of the
money due the freedmen until the end of the year. On the third they
paid daily wages of one dollar, and allowed the Negroes to buy food and
rations as they saw fit. According to Knox, both the planters and the
laborers found the third system much more satisfactory than the other
two.32 In considering this opinion allowance must be made for an evi-

8 . S. Bureau of the Census, Negro Population, 1790-1915, p. 470.

** Ibid., p. 468.
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*1 Bell Irvin Wiley, Southern Negroes, pp. 199, 231.

 T. W. Knox, op. cit., p. 354.
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dent tendency on the part of Northern men to prefer the system of simple
cash wage payments with which they were familiar.

Experimentation and differences of opinion on the part of the land
owners continued. A planter near Natchez told James T. Trowbridge in
1866 that on twenty plantations near him, ten different styles of contracts
were being used.?3 In the first month of the following year, the Jackson
Clarion reported that most planters seemed to be disappointed in the wage
system, and favored giving the laborer compensation in the form of a part
of the crop.3* Here again, however, the Southern planters’ general lack
of cash and of familiarity with tihe wage system may have been the decid-
ing factor, rather than any advantage inherent in the system itself. Four
years later, a planters’ convention in Jackson took the opposite view. They
held farming on shares to be false in theory and ruinous in practice, and
recommended a system of wages based on contracts stipulating the hours
and type of work, and payable partly in supplies and the rest at the end
of the season.’®

The question was still unsettled in the seventies and eighties. A report
from the Delta region in 1879 stated that the large planters simply offered
the Negro the choice of rent, share-crop, or wage arrangements.3 A sim-
ilar report was made in 188237 A survey of the entire state in 1880
brought dozens of conflicting opinions.3® Five years later the Hinds
County Gazette declared that most planters had tried all the methods under
discussion, and that there was still no general agreement.%?

Whatever the feelings of the planters might be, there can be little doubt
that most of the Negroes, next to owning the land themselves, preferred
to rent. This gave them a maximum of freedom for themselves and in
the supervision of the land. Then too, it offered the possibility, in a good
season, of large profits. In bad seasons, the freedmen, having little or
no property on which the landlord might levy, could often escape part of
their loss by simply moving away. Whitelaw Reid found some of them
in 1866 determined to wheedle from the planter permission to handle half
an acre or so for themselves.*® Later, some Negroes tried to bring pres-
sure through organization to raise their status to that of renters rather
than of laborers or croppers. The Loyal Leagues of Hinds County con-
sidered having the freedmen pledge themselves not to work as laborers in

® J. T. Trowbridge, o0p. cit., p. 391.
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*" Mississippi Board of Immigration and Agriculture, Hand-Book of the State of
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1870, and not to pay over $1.50 per acre as rent.*! Negroes in Holmes
County in an open meeting adopted such a resolution.#? These methods,
however, accomplished nothing. Democratic papers answered with abso-
lute defiance, and even the chief Republican organ warned the Negroes
that the idea was insane.?

In spite of the liberal statements and policies of planters in the labor-
hungry Delta, the whites 1n most of the state were strongly opposed to
the desire of the Negro to set himself up as a semi-independent tenant.
This opposition grew out of the same economic and racial attitudes that
were expressed in the early efforts to prevent him from purchasing farm
land,** and the law that forbade such purchase also denied the right of
the Negro to rent.*> Citizens of Hinds County met in November, 1865,
to pledge themselves not to rent land to the freedmen, or to accept them
as croppers unless they came absolutely under the control of the landlord,
and were fed by him. These citizens would regard anyone who did not
follow their policy as “an enemy to the interests of the country.”#® This
attitude on the part of the whites and the Negroes’ inability to obtain cash
or credit for supplies prevented any large number of the latter from gaining
the status of renters.

In those cases where the Negro did succeed in making an arrangement
to rent, he paid either a definite amount in money, a certain number of
pounds of cotton, or a certain portion of the crop.*” In 1880, four hun-
dred pounds of lint cotton paid for the use of from ten to fifteen acres of
land, and of the accompanying house and implements.#® The highest rate
in 1882 seems to have been about eighty pounds of lint per acre.*®

Important differences must be pointed out between the situation in
which the Negro paid a share of the crop as rent and that in which he
received a share as a wage for his labor. Under the former system he
generally had more control over the planting, harvesting, and sale of the
crop. Another difference was of especial importance to the planter. When
the Negro was a share-renter, the cotton belonged to him, and the rent
claim was, during a large portion of the period of this study, a sim