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ABSTRACT

By the mid-nineteenth century, BEast Tennessee rhad evolved into an
unigue Southern region. Divergent patterns of growth, society, politics,
and sconomics marked the eastern counties as distinct from Ternnessee's
other sections, a situation greatly influenced by the rsgion's geographic

isolation. By the eve of the Civil War, the region's people perceived
themselves as different from their fellow Tennesseans; and in many ways
a deep-seated distrust of the rest of the state was commonplace, There-~

fore when Governor Isham Harris, backed by overwhelming popular support
in Middle and West Tennessee, made moves to withdraw the state from the
Tnion in the spring of 1861, Unionist leaders in Zast Teunessee crganized
a pcwerful movement to prevent secessicn, Althcuagh these leadexrs failed,
Unionism never died in Zast Tennessee despite intense Confederate efforts
to snuff it out. Because the majority of its people remainsd loyal tc

the Faderal Government, the region had unusual war experiencas, This

n

tudy attempts tc describe the Civil War in Bast Tennessee arnd to analjyuze

cr
H

y

e lmpact of the coniiict upon the region, especially institutions such
as local govermnment, education, the church, and slavsry.

Confederate znd Federal auvthorities altermately attempted to assert
and thern maintain control cof East Tennessee; yet neither was entirely
successiul. Initially the Confedesrates tried a conclliatcry policy in
hopes that the Uzmicmists coulld be persuaied tc join tlhe Southzrn cause
gventuzlly. When this faiizad, hzrsh measures, inciuding mass arrests, «

declaration of martial law, and strict enforcement of ccnscription, were

exployed to break the grip of Zast Tennessee "Toryism.'" But these ornly



resulted in further alienation of the populace, Thousands either fled
to the relative safety of Kentucky or else lawunched a campaign of sabotage
and guerrilla warfare to subvert the Confederates. When United States
forces occupied the regicn in the fall of 1863, Federal authorities were
littls more successful in gaining effective mastery of the eastern coun-
ties., While the Provost Marshal attempted to maintain law and order,
revenge-ninded Unionists, prodded by editor William G. Brownlow, sought
harsh retribution from +their former orpressors. At the same time, Con-
federate guerrilias mounted a campaign of counter-terror, and frcm eari
186l until the end of the war, Bast Tennessee was torn by a bitter struggle.
Not until the c¢losing weeks of the conflict, did the Federals finally
exert effective control over the region. The struggle in East Tennessee,
however, did not end with ‘the surrender of armies elsewhere, for Union-
ists continued to seek revenge. Ex-Rebels were either driven from the
region or were forced to live in fear of repricals. Not until the end
©f the decade, did much of the violence and bitterness subside.

Because of the intensity of the struggle in East Tennessee, criacial
institutions were deeply affected. Local gcvernment was fcrced to take
on unprecedented resvonsibilities which further strained budgets siready
weakened by the disruptions of war. Ironically Unionists maintainsd con-
siderable pclitical influence on the local level during Confederate occu-
pation and then used the state courts as one means of seeking revenge on
ex-Rebels. ZHducation cn all levels was seriously disrupted by the war
but recovered gradually orce reace was restored. Iast Tennessee churcles
were fragmented as a result of the conflicting loyalties freguently found

within congregations,



(me institution, slavery, did not survive the war. Althcugh blacks
wers only a small percentage cf the Bast Tennessee poruiation, at times
all wnites felt threatened by the freedom of the slaves, Initially all
Urionists pledged loyalty to the Federal Government, but still maintained
that slavery must be preserved. The disruptions of war and certain
Fedexrzl policies such as the conscription of Negroes caused the de facto
death of slavery by 186L. The slave issue, nevertheless, split the
Unionist ccalition, as Radicals sought the institution's end as a means
of weakening the Confederacy and punishing Rebels. Because most whites
had 1little interest in uplifting the freedmen, agencies such as the
Freedmen's Bureau and Northern benevolent aid societies met with z hos-
tile reception: and a policy of segregation was instituted soon after
the war as in the rest of the South.

In the final analysis, 1t is evident, that with the exception of
the slave experience, the Civil War in Fast Tennessee confirmed an
uniqueness that the region had possessed for decades before the conflict

and would maintain well into the twentieth century.
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INTRCIDUCTION

A study of the Civil War in East Tennessee should have been made
iong before my attempt. With the possible exception of West Virginia,
no other major region of the South was such a geographic entity, politi-
cal phenomenon, and military problem of the first order for both Con-
federate and Federal authorities. Besides being a strategically impor-
tant area, East Tennessee, much like western Virginia, was the subject of
wartime melodramatic stories, poems, and extensive newspaper coverage,
North and Scuth alike., The section was usually portrayed as bLeing
mowntainous and overwhelmingly Unionist in sympathy; and nswspapers as
far away as £t. Paul published glowing accounts of Tennessee's 'loyal
mountaineers," while the Southern press damned the people as "Tories."

Yet despite the somewhat unigque features of East Tennessee during

[
Lf9]
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£
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<

the Civil War, tae region's war experiences have not beexn
historians in a comprehensive and in-depth fashion. Thomas W, Bukez and
Oiiver P, Temple published the only accounts dealing specifically with
the topic, but neither work is entirely satisfactory.l Besides being
very dated, both books were written by men who had been active Unionists;:
as a result, the story of prc-Southern East Tennesseans is limited and
often prejudiced. Humes and Temple concentrate heavily on the military
phases of the war. The latter's account is essentially a personal memoir,
Since tnese publications, other historians have lookezd a7 Fast

}

Tenness=e and the Civil War, but have concentrated on one specific aspect

1

Thowas %. Humes, The Loyal lMountaineers of Tennessse (Knoxville,
1880); Oliver P. Temple, East Tenmsssee and the Civil War (Cincimmati,

1899).




2
cf the topic, or have given relatively short zud often superiicial narra.-
tives of the region during the naticnal couflict. DMary E. R. Campbell,
James W. Fertig, Philip Hamer, J. Milton Henry, Eric R. lacy, James W,
Patton, John E. Tricamo, and Verton M. Queener hzve studied East Tennss-
see'!s actions during the secession crisis and have offered plausible ex-
planations for the region's generally pro-Union position.2 But, with the
exception of Hamer and Patton, none has looked past the events of the
summer of 1861, Hamer and Patton describe the revolt of the East Tennes-
seans and the plight of the region during the war, but the former was
limited by space and the latter's study devoted cnly twenty-three pages

to the topic, relying almost exclusively on the Knoxville Whig ard Gfficial

Records as sources. Studies of Andrew Johnson by Clifton Hall and Rcbert W.
Winston, cof William G. Brownlow by E. Merton Coulter, and of T.A.RE. Nelson
by Thomas B. Alexander are important sources for understanding the region's
central figures, but all are circumscribed dy the very nature of their

topics.3 A profusion of articles, theses, and dissertations dealing with

2Mary E. R, Campbell, The Attitude of Tennesseans toward the Union,

18L7-1861 (New York, 1961); James W. Fertig, The Secession and Reconstruc-
tion of Tennessee (Chicago, 1898); Philip Hamer, Ternessee, A History

(L4 vols.; New York, 1933); J. Miltcn Henry, "The Revolution in Temnessee,
Fetruary, 1861 to June, 1861," Tennessee Historical Quarterly, XVIII (1959),
99-118; Eric R. lacy, Venquished Vclunteers, Fast Tennessee Sectionalign
rom Statehood to Secession (Johnson City, Temnessee, 1965); James W.
Patton, Unionism and Reconstruciion in Tennessee (Chapel Hill, 1934);
Jobn E. Tricamo, "Tennessee Politics, 1845-1861' (Ph.D. dissertation,
Columbia Triversity, 1965); Verton M. Queener, "East Tennessee Sentiment
and the Secession Movement, November, 1860-June, 1961," East Tennessee
Higtorical Society's Publications, Xo. 20 (13LE), 59-33.

3Clifton R. Hall, Andrew Johnson, Military Govermor of Tennessee
(Princeton, 1918); Robert W. Winston, Andrew Johnson, Flebeian and
Patroit {New Yerk, 1928); E. Merton Coulter, William G. Brownlow, Fighting
Parson of the Southern Highlands (Chapel Hill, 1937); Thomas B. Alexender,
Thomas A. R. Nelson of East Tennessec (Nashville, 1956).
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certain aspects of the region during the Civil War has been produced; but
such works generally have been narrowly focused, although they are essen-
tial aids for an understanding of the broader subject.

My study is therefore an attempt to provide a more comprehensive
examination of the Civil War in East Tennessee. To accomplish this, I
tapped a wealth of virtually unused research sources including letters,
diaries, family records, church records, local govermment records, manu-
script census returns, and a multitude of miscellaneous material, in
addition to standard newspaper and published records. Through tize use
of these sources, I am able to treat and analyze the impact of a devasta-
ting war upon the people of an anomalous, yet bitterly divided, regiocn.
The central figures are the people, civilian and military alike, and their
institutions. Most were Unionists, therefore making them most unusual
Southerners; but enough of them follcwed the Stars and Bars to create a
particularly violent intermal Civil War--thus the title of my disserta-
tion-~"The Civil War in East Tennessee.'

The first half of my study is an examination, arranged chronciogi-
cally, of the internecine struggle that existed in the region and how the
governing authorities attempted, in most cases unsuccessfully, to deal
with it. Alsc germane to my inguiry and the second half of my disserta-
tion is a loox at the institutions that were essential elements cf ZFacst
Tennessee scciety, such as local government, education, churches, and
slavery. Each was deeply affected by the war and either transforma=d or
destroyed by the very nature of the conflict. Originelly I had planned
to observe 1865 as the final year of this study; but research concerming

institutions revealed that in scme instances the war continued in subtle



),
ways lcng afier Robert E. Lee and Joe Johnston surrendersd their armies.
By looking at Bast Tennessee's people and institutions, I hope to provide
scme cocmprehension of a region that has been neglected in many ways and
of4ten misunderstood.

The reader should be warned that I have not written an exhaustive
study. Indeed one may feel cheated, because I have given certain aspects
of the war only superficial *treatment. For example, I do not provide a
complete investigation of the battles and military campaigns that tock
place in the region. I will not carry the reader up the steep slopes of
Missionary Ridge or across the bloody trenches of Fort Sanders. Also, I
have not devoted a separate section to economic or political histoxy.

Yet military, economic, and poiitical factors play important rclez in
what I have written and are therefore interwoven throughout the texs:.

The purpose of my study is neither to deal fully with the Civil War in
East Tennessee nor necessarily to explore ccmpletely any conventional
list of topics that one customarily finds in a local history. To dc so
would have made this dissertation a much too lengthy tome., If to deal in
a definitive fashion with a subject as complex as the one I have chosen
is beyond mznagement, I can at l=ast strive to illuminate certain cru-
cial aspects and themes in Civil War and Southerm history.

Cf the many people to whom I am indebted in writing this disserta-
tion, none has been more helpful than Professor Paul E. Bergeron, whose
criticisms of both style and content have enhanced my study. The sharp-
ness of his editorial eye never ceases to amarze me. I also wish to thank
two distinguished editors, Pxrofessors Lehoy 2. Graf and Ralph W. Haskins,

for their close scrutiny of this manuscript and their incisive suggestions.
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To Frofessor Leorard Brinlaran, whose stimulating gecgrarhy courses planted
the thought of looking at East Tennessee as a unique region, I owe grati-
tude for teaching me how to analyze a region and also that a map can be
worth a thousand words.

In carrying out such a project as this, one comes to appreciate the
lofty concept that library personnel have of their mission. Thus the re-
search I have done at various depositories has not only been productive
but pleasurable as well. Mrs. Jean Waggener and her staff at the Tennes-
see State Litrary and Archives and the staff of Dr. Carolyn Wallace of
the Southern Historical Collecticn at the University of North Carclina
have been exceptiornally magnanimous in their treatment of this visiting
scholar., I likewise deeply appreciate Dxr. William MacArthur and the
staff of the McClung Historical Collection, Lawscn McGhee Library in
Knoxville, for their assistance and particulariy for their directing me
to obscure sources that have proven invaluatle to this study. And to
Mr. John Dobson, Shannon Mulkey, and Chris Floyd, of the Special Col-
lections Department, University of Tennessee library, I owe special tharks
not only for aiding my research, but alco for providing an environment
which made research and writing an easier process than it often is,

Firally, ny wife Cammy has bheen amazingly patient and toleraunt
tiroughout this whole process, even in the midst of raising two children.
Her careful reading of my chapters often prevented me from subtmitting
many a potentially embarrassing faux pas. To my mother, Mrs. Edith
Bryan, and y "other" parents, Joe and Carclyn Martin, my thanks for

wrderstandinrg this ordeal of gradwate schoel.



CEAPTER I

ZAST TENNESSEE--"THE OTHER SOUTH"

Spring and early summer of 1861 found East Tennesseans in a wary
position. The other two grand divisions of the state were rushing madly
to join the newly formed Confederacy. In fact, state and Confederate
authorities were unable to provide sufficient arms for the thousands of
Middle and West Tennesseans Jjoining the Southem army. Yet in compariscon,
few Confederate units were being organized in East Tennessee. Indeed,
Dany Bast Tennesseans spoke of raising their cwn companies vo offer
resistance to any attempts at separation from the Tnicn. One Hsmilvon
County Unionist boasted in a letter to Andrew Jchnson: YI have all ready
a company of one hundred and fifty ready to die, rather than submit to

bl
the reign of corruption now being exercised, « « "

National events of the past sevaral months had brought the issue
of secession to crisis stage in Tennessee; ard during thas pericd, Zast
Tennessce took the lead in voicing cppositicn to disruption ¢f the Union.
When givan an cpportunity to determine the state's future on June 8, 1861,
£ast Temmessee alone roundly def=ated a proposal for zeparation., The re-
sults of this referendum and the region's subsequent role in the Civil War
revealed that the eastern counties were part of what nistorian Carl Tegler

describes as '"the COther South." In his study of Svutherm dissentzsrs in

=

“Dr. John T. Jones to Andrew Johnson, June 15, 1861, LeRoy P. Graf
ané¢ Raiph W. Haskins (eds.), The Pavers of Andrew Johnson (L4 vols. 1o date;
Knoxville, 2967- ), IV, L36.
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the i9th century, Degler emphasizes that "the South is not and never has
been a2 monolith." There have always been diversities and diverge:nces
within its history and among its people--individuals and groups who, for
various reasons, have refused to follow the mainstream of Southern think-
ing and action., No other region within the Southexn states more clearly
exemplifies this "Other South" than the eastern counties of Tennessee
during the secession crisis and Civil War. By remaining loyal to the
Union during the ccnflict and embracing the Republican party afterward,
Bast Tennessee was an obvious aberration from the image of a "Solid
South'" that emerged in the post-war years. Only West Virginia can chal-
lenge East Tennessee in portraying the "Other South'; dbut the former's
proximity to Noxrthern states and its corresponding remoteness from +ths
deep South make its pro-Union stance more understandable. On the other
hand, East Tennessee was almost completely surrounded by Confederate
states; yet it exhibited as much devotion to the Union as West Virginia
and actually contributed far mcre men to the Union army than the Mountain-
eer State.2

To desecribe East Tenneszee's Uniorist procliwvities is a challenge
in itself, but to explain the reasconing behind it is a far more difficult
task. Nevertheless this chapter will attempt to enalyze those factors
which made the sectionr unigue--certainly thcse elements which made many
Bast Tennesseans in 1861 perceive themselves as being different from the

rest of the state and the rest of the South.

2 " - s . . A
Carl N. Degler, The Citner Zouth., Scuthern Dissenters in the
Wineteenth Century (Wew York, 197L), 2-3, L17L-75.
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One major factor that contributed io this perception may have been
a sense of isolation the people felt because in terms of physical geograpiy

3

their region” was distinct from the rest of the state. It is bordered on
the east by the Unzka chain of the Appalachian Mountains, an area of high
elevation, rugged terrain, and sparse cultivation, where slaveholders were
practically non-existent, and farmers produced mainly for thsir own sub-
sistence. West of these mountains and paralleling them for the entire
north-south breadth of the region is the Great Valley and Ridge. In
realiity the valley is composed of many long, narrow valleys separated by
parallel ridges. Blessed with good soil, this region's settlers pzroiited
frcm sales of grain and livestock; and throughout most of the arsa, sizaves
could be found, with concentrations up to a hundred on some farms, While
East Temnessee traditionally had the reputation of being a region of
"mountaineers," actually the majority of the population dwelt in the Great
Valley, living on a landscape not altcgether different from that of much

of Middle Tennessee., Z#inally the westemrmn beundary of Bast Tennessee i

2]

the crest of the rugged Cumterland Plateau, a sub-region cf sanly, thin,
porous, and generally unproductive soil. The Plateau was mainly inhatited
ty subsistence farmsrs and cattle raisers or the eve cf the Civil War,

The exception is the long and narrow, but rich, Seguatchie Valley which

L

pierces the region from the north in a southwesterly directicn.

Por the rurposes of this study, Xast Tennessee is defined as the
thirty-one contigucus counties in the 1860's which lay between the Tenues-
see-Nortihh Caxrclina border on the east and the crest of the Cumberland
Plateau on the west, See Figures 1 and 2,

“E. C. Amick and L. H. Rollins, The Geozraphy of Temmessee (Boston,
1937), 5, 13, 23; Temple, East Tennessce and the Civil Wazr, 62-63; A. L.
Smith (ed.), Fast Tennessee, Historical and Biographical (Chattancoga,
1893), LO-Ll; Tnited States Census Cffice, Bighth Census, Popuiation in
the United States in 1860 (Washington, 1864), I, 238.
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Figure 2. The counties of Tennessee in 1860.



22.
23.
2.
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.
31.
32.
33.
3h.
35.

30

37
38.

ﬂ
A
39.

LO.
1.

L2.

KEY T0 COUNTIES OF TENNESSEE

Johnson
Carter
Washington
Greene
Cocke
Sevier
Blount
Monzroe
McMinn
Polk
Bradley
Meigs
Loudon
Knox
Jefferson
Hawkins
Sullivan
Hancock
Grainger
Claiborme
Union
Campbell
Scott
Anderson
Morgan
Cumbexrland
Rhea
Bledsoe
Hamilton
Sequatchie
Marion
Frarklin
Lincoln
Redford
Coffee
Grundy
van Buren
Warren
Canncn
Rutherford
Wilson
DeXald

L3.
L.
L5.
L6.
L7.
L8.
L9.
50.
Pl
52.
53.
5L
55.
56.
57.
8.
59.
60.
61.
62.
63.
6Ll»o
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70,
1.
T2,
73.
Tl
75.
T6.
7.
78.
79.
30,
81.
82.
33

Olie

White
Putnanm
Fentress
Overton
Jackson
Smith
Macon
Sumner
Davidson
Williamson
Marshall
Giles
Maury
Hickman
Dickson
Cheatham
Robertson
Montgomery
Stewart
Humphreys
Perry
Lewis
Lawrence
Wayme
Hardin
Decatur
Benton
Henxy
Weakliey
Carroll
Henderson
McNeiry
Hardeman
Madison
Gibson
Obion
Dyer
Baywood
Fayette
Shelby
Tipten
Lzudexrdale



W
The Plateau vhysically separates Zast Tennessee from the rest of
the state. In the mid-19th century transpcrtation links between the state's
three divisions were few in number and quite often inadequately constructed.
Although Tennessee experienced a boom in railroad expansion in the 185C'S,

5 The railrcads that

little attempt was made to connect the divisions.
were completed in East Tennessee joined the region not to the rest of the
state, but to Virginia and the lower South; and extensive plans were made
to construct a rail link between Knoxville, Cincinnati, and Charleston,
South Ca.rolina.6 Possibly because of this physical separation, divergexnt
patterns of growth, society, arnd politics had marked East Termnessee as
different frcm her sister regions ever since the state'!s establishment
in 1796.

While East Tennessee had been the dominant section in terms of size
and power in the first quarter of the 19th century, by 1860 it had 293,881
inhabitants (only 26.0 percent of the state's populaticn), slightly less
than recently developed West Tennessee. Just as its reiative size de.-
clined, so did its political strength. The region had controlled both the
governcris chair and the General Assembly in the early years; but after
1820, only one governor (4ndrew Johnson in the 1850's) came from Hazt
Tennessee., Morecver, as its represeniation increased, Middle Tennessee

tegan to dominate the legislature. During the Jacksonian Era, the Whig

“In 1853 the Genszal Assembly authorized the incorgoration of the
Nashville and Knexville Railroad Company, but nothing of importance was
dore to start the project. Famer, Tennessee, I, LL7.

6Ibidq, L452-53; Stanley J. FPolmshee, "The Beginnings of the Rail-
road Movement in Tennesses, 1836-1861," BEast Tennessee Historical Socizty's
Publications, No. 5 (1933), 10.L.




party gaired a strong foothold in the easternm region as early as the
1835 "revolt" against Jackson in Tennessee. ZFockets of Democratic
strength existed in East Temnessee, but the region as a whole gave its
support to Whig or Whig-related gubernatorial and presidential tickets
from 1835 to the Civil War, while Middle Tennessee established itself
as the center of Democratic strength.7

4s Zast Tennessee diminished proportionally in size and political
power, it also varied from the rest of the state in other crucial as-
pects. Tor example, East Tennessee was the least productive in agricui-
ture in 1860. Eighteen of the region's thirty-one counties had less than
30 percent of their farm acreage improved; and none of the eastern countics
had more than 50 percent improved farm land (see Figure 3). The cash
value of farms in the eastern ccunties, although clighily more than that
of West Tennessee, was less than half that of Middle Tennessec. Althoush
all of the counties that lay within the Tennessee Valley had aggregate
farm cash values that were as much as $5,000,000, there were no conecern-
trated areas of farm wealth, as could be fourd in much of Middle Tsnnesses
and varts of West Termessee (see Figure h).8

Bast Tennessee produced no large quantities of specizlized cash
crops. Lf anythinz, its farming was more diversified, althcugh lzss
vrosperous, than the other regions. Of the major agricultural crops

produced in the state, East Tennessee had a slight edge only in wheat

=)

Bighth Census, Pcpwlation, I, L,56-50; Zampbell, Attitude of
Tenncsseans Toward the Union, 3L-35.

(@0]

Eighth Census, Agriculturs in the United States in 1860, II,
132, 13c¢.




31-L0% L1-50%

Figure 2. Percentage of land that was improved farm acreage.

Source: 1860 Census.
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production in 1860--2,400,000 bushels as compared to 2,100,000 in Mldaﬂe
Tennessee and 900,C00 in West Tennessee. 3But it produced only 20 percent
of the state's corn crop; and except for a few areas in the Tennessee
Valley, it was hardly comparable to Middle and West Tennessee in tobacco
raising. Only five of the easterm counties prcduced over one numdred
bales of cotton in 1860, as compared to eighteen in Middle Tennessee

and sixteen in West Tennessee; and the region as a whole produced less
than 2 percent of the state's total cotton crop.9 As one Kast Tennessean
observed, "Cur soil is poor in comparison with . . . Middls Tennessee or
in comparison with the Western District, and we have it not within our
reach, as a people to become rich. . . ." But %o an Ohic soldier sta-
tioned in the region during the war, the problem was not a geograghical
one. The climate was gocd, he maintained, but the land was miserably
cultivated; and agricultural methods were by no means modern. "II some
Northern farmerz were to settle here," he assureda his father, “"this would

be one of the most productive sections in the U. S."lo

9Ibi&., 132-37; Lewis C. Gray, History of Agriculture in the

Scuthern United States to 1860 (2 vols.; New York, 1941), II, 757-58,
616, 878.

lOSa:mwl C. Wilitiams {ed.), "Jourral of Events (1825-1873) of Iavid
Anderson Teadasrick," Zast Tennessee Historical Society's Publicatiocns,
Ne. 8 f19“6), 130; Private Wilson S. Miller to H. J. Miller, Msrch 20,
18A5, Wwilson S. Miller MSS, Tennessee State Library and Archives, Nash-
ville (hereirafter cited as TSIA). For comparative case studies of Bast
Tennessee agriculture te the rest of the state, see Blanche Henry Clark,
Tae Tennessce Yeomen, 18L0-1860 (Nashville, 19L2) and Frank L. and
Harrist C. Owsley, "The Economic Structure of Zural Tennessee, 1850-
1860, Journal of Scutherm History, VIII {(13%42), 161-82. Clark and the
Cwsleys conclude that the cash value of farms and overall agriculturai
production in Bast Tennessee lagged behind. Their conclusions could be
cuestioned, because they examine statistics Irom ccunties only in uppex
Bast Tennessee; nevertheless combined statistics for all of the region's
thirty-one counties still show the supremacy of West and Middle Tenriessee




Orly in manufacturing was EHast Tennesses'!s economy in any way
on a parity with the remainder of the state. While Middle Tennessee had
a capital investment of $6,329,000 (45 percent of the state's total), East
Tennessee was not far behind with $5,870,000 (L1 percent); and more than
39 percent of the state's industrial establishments was located in East
Tennessee as opposed to L1 percent in Middle Tennessee. In many eastern
counties, Hamilton, Knox, Polk, Marion, and Washington, for example, in-
come from manufacturing was more important to the local economy than
agriculture. »ast Tennessee led the state in flour and meal production,
reflecting a close tie betwezn lccal farm production and manufacturing,
And large guentities of valuable minerals such as copper, iron ore, and
bituminous coal were extracted from the East Tennessee mountains.ll

Despite the significance of manufacturing to East Tennessee'ls
econowmy, the region was egain overshadowed by Middle Tennessee., ZFor
example, the annual value of manufactured products for Davidson and Mont-
gomery counties alone was half that of all of East Tennessee (see Figure 5).
And the industries of the eastermn counties were somewhat less sophisti-
cated than Middle Tennessee's which led the state in producis such as
carriages, agricultural implements, machinery and tools, fire arms, and

finished leather fg'oods.'12 But another notzble factor differenviated

agriculture. Tied to this deficiency was a genexal lack of wealth in Bast
Tennessee. The average wealth per family in 1860 was only $2,830 as com-
pared to $5,530 for the state as a whole. Irn Middle Tennessee it was
$6,6L0 and in West Tennessee it was $7,130. Eighth Census, Statistics

in the United States in 1860, IV, 312, 3L8.

@ighth Census, Manufacturing in the Urnited States, III, 560-79.




$1-50,000 $100,001-250,000

$250,001-1,000,000 ¢$1,000,001-2,500,000 Data Unavailable

Figure 5. Annual value of manufactured products (in dollars).

Source: 1060 Census.
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East Tennesses manufacturing from both Middle and West Tenneszee. The
leading Fast Tennessee products, flour and meal and raw materials, wers
not greatly dependent on the institution cf slavery. Although slaves
were used in the mining and milling process and some East Tennessee
farmers used siave labor in wheat production, the region's industries
were not closely tied to the peculiar institution. Yet in Middle and
West Tennessee, where manufactured tobacco products, cotton goods, and
sawed lumber were a significant part of the economy, slave lator played
a crucial role in providing the raw materials for the manufacturer.

Indeed protably the most striking dissimilarity between Zast
Tennessee and the other divisions was.the relative importance of sliavery
to each. In 1860 slaves made up 29 percent of Middle Tennessee's popula-
tion and nearly 33.5 percent of West Tennessee's, but only 9.2 perceant of
East Tennessee'!s population (see Figure 6). With regard to slaveholding,
it should be noted that in only two of the thirty-one counties in East
Tennessee, did as much as 4 percent of the white populaticn own slaves,
Of the few East Tennessee slaveholders, most cwned less than five slaves;
and those who owned more than twenty were few and wideiy dispersed when
compared to the rest of the state {see Figure 7).13

As will be discussed more thoroughly in a later chapter, most
Bast Teanesseans did not object to slavery per se, but they did not favor

its growth and expansion. For the most part they made no major attempt

lBEighth Census, Pcpulation, I, L6E6-6T, 238-3¢. In 1860, East
Tennessee had only 26,87, slaves out of 275,719 in the state as a whole
(or slightly less than 10 percent of the total). EHowever, Middle and
West Tennessec each had approximately L5 percent of the state's slave
population.
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Bach Dot Represents One Slaveholder

Tigure 7. Slaveholders with twenty or more slaves.

Source: 1860 Censusa.
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to uphold an institution in which they had littis vested interest. Alsc
a fear arose that avid pro- or anti-slavery arguments would merely lead
to a disruption of the republic., As Unionist Oliver P. Temple of Knox-
ville later observed, "The overpowering influence of slavery, the fear of
falling under the condemnation of the mighty oligarchy, of slaveholders,
to some extent had paralyzed the minds" of many East Tennesseans. 3But
at the same time, there was "constantly presented . . . the dark picture
of the horrible desolaticn to be wrought in the South by Abolition rule."lu
Over the years, East Tennesseans had become increasingly ccnscious
of their separatenress. Trom the beginning of the Watauga Associaticn in
the 177Cs, down through the ill-fated attempt at the separate statehood
of Franklin in the 1780s, and on, the region had felt a social, econcmic,
and geographical completeness which it never totally relinguished. Dur-
ing the early 18L0s, editor William G. Brownlow pursued the idea of
separate statehcod with a vigor suggestive of a religious crusads., In
1841, he declared that the time had come to cease vaying tribute to Middle
Tennessee., To Brownlow, East Tennesseans nad been too long in the posi-
tion of '"mere supplicants at the gate of the Nashville tempisc, . + "
Ezekiel Birdseye of Newport called for a separate state of East Tennesses
without slavery and a meeting was held in Greeneville to consider forming
a new state which would be increased in size by the annexation of parts
of Nerth Carolina and Virginia. The next year Andrew Johnson introduced

15

2 bill in the state senate for this purpose, dbut it was voted down.

ik,

Oliver P. Temple, Notable Men of Tennessee from 1833 to 1875
(Wew Tork, 1912), LL-L6.

15, . . . .
“Jonesborough Whig, December 15, 1841, gquoted in lacy, Vanguished
Volunteers, 121; Hamer, Tennessee, 1, 557
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The Zssue of separation iay dcrmant for another twenty years.

But after the drametic national events of 1860 and early 1861, the be-
lief arose that Middle Tennessee, allied with West Tenressee, was pur-
suing a course divergent to the interests of the eastern poriion of the
state, As the rest of the state increasingly leaned toward the Confeder-
acy, ideas of resistance and separation once again emerged in the minds
of many in the east. As editor Brownlow, the leading spokesman for Eas?t
Tennessee Unionists, put it, the eastern secticn had nothing in common
with the cotton states. '"We are a grain-growing and stock raising
people," he wrote, "and we can ccnduct a cheap government and live inde-
rendently inhabiting the Switzerland of America."l6

Granted the various factors that made East Tennessee distinct
frcm the rest of the state, it would be a mistake, however, to assuue
that East Tennesseans were unanimous in their devotion to the Urion.
Indeed large pockets of Confederate sympathizers existed throughout much
of the region and in many ways the 1861-65 period was a civil war within
a civil war in East Tennessee because of the divided loyalties that
existed there.

It is not difficult %o determine the areas of pro-Confederate
strength in Bast Tennessee. Sentiment for secession was most prevaienit
in the lower portion of the region where Polk, Monroe, Rhea, Meigs, and
Sequatchie counties on June 8 voted for the separation of Tennessee from
the Union. Also Sullivan County, alone in upper East Tennessee, gave

strong supgpert to secession and the Confederate cause (see Figure 8).

Knoxville Whig, January z6, 1861.
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Soon after Fort Sumter, young men from these counties flocked to the
Southern military ranks in large numbers. For example, over 80 percent
of white males of fighting age (18 to 45) in Meigs and Rhea ccunties,
respectively, joined the Confederate army. Several companies of Retel
troops were mustered in Sullivan County, but no Federal companies wexre
raised there. Also throughout the region, sympathy for the Southem
cause was very evident in urban areas, especially those located along

the East Tennessee and Virginia Railroad. Chattanooga, Cleveland, Athens,
Knoxville, Morristown, and Greeneville were located in counties tha?

voted against separation on June 8, yet each of these towns supported

There are no simple answers to why certain areas or certain in-
dividuals in the region cast their lot with the Confederacy, or for that
matter the Union. Nevertheless, some general conclusions based on the
historical record and the census provide some clues. For cne, prior to
the Civil War there had been divisiorn within the region over certain
social, political, and econcmic issuves. In his study of East Termesses
during the first half of the 19th century, Eric Lacy delineates three
sub-regions within East Tennessece--upper, central, and lower, Between
1839 and 1860, while the Whig party took firm control in the central part
with Knoxville as its headquarters, areas of Democratic strength developed
in lower and upper East Teanessee. But more often than not, upper and

central Sast Tennessee coalesced or certain key issues regardless of

17V. C. Allen, Rhea and Meigs County in the Confederate War (no

place, 1908), 6; Oliver Taylor, Historic Sullivan, A History of Sullivan
County, Tennessee (Bristol, 1909), 215.
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party affiliation. Durirg the 1830s and 18L40s these two sub-regions
urged state aid for intermal improvements in clearing rivers, while ths
lower portion pushed for railwey construction. In the early 1850s,
upper and central East Tennessee strongly favored a state seducational
tax, while the lower portion opposed it. The lower Zast, which had a
larger slave population, pushed for a ban on abolitionist literature in
1835 and *he exemption of slaves from taxation in 1857; Tut the othexr
portions had cbjected to these measures. During the move for East
Tennessee statehood in the 18L,0s, the chief advocates came from central
and upper Facst Tenmnessee, while the lower sut-region exaibited general
opposition to the scheme., Thus it seems that the Civil War and the
irmwediate events surrounding it were merely a continuation, albeit a
more violent continuation, of discord within the region.1

Did pro-secession East Tennesseans support the Confederacy to
defend slavery? There is a recognizabie correlaticn testween the voies
on secession and the slave population. In 1840, slavaes composed about
7.5 percent of the population in upper and central East Tennessee, but
more than 13.2 percent in the lower sub-region. Xnoxville, Greeneville,
and Athens had higher percentages of blacks then their immediate sur-
rounding areas. The correlation also continues in gquestionnaires of
East Tennessee Civil War veterans taken nearly sixty years afiter the war.
In these questionnaires which were sent to all living Civil VWar veterans
in Tennessee, State Librarien Jjohn Trotwood Mcore asked each man, among

other thirgs, if he owned slaves before the war and how many, Of cne

A

J'a.t.c'a.c:y, Vanquished Voluntzers, 121-29, 18L-89.
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nundred Confederate questiomnaires surveyed at random, 34 (3L percent)
of the veterans answered that they had owned a total of 306 slaves, for
an average of 9 slaves per slaveholder. O0f fifty Union veterans, only
3 (6 percent) owned a total of 11 slaves for an average of almecst L per
slaveholder. ©Not surprisingly, slightly over half of the Confederate
veterans surveyed listed locations in lower East Tennessee or Sullivan
County as their place of residence at the time of enlistment.l9

Several Bast Tennesseans saw slavery as a definite issue in de-
termining loyalty. Temple, for examvle, pointed out that althougn many
non-slaveholding East Tennesseans favored secession and although there
were many slaveholders in the region who remained loyal to the Union,
"the majority of slaveholders favored secession." Prior to the June 8
referendum, the Cleveland Banner urged its readers to vote for separation
"so we may be independent of a govermment that would crush cur institu-
tions and make us the equal of the Negro."go

The correlation betweean slavery and pro-secassionisa in mast
Tennessee does not hold up perfectly. As will be discussed in mcre de-
tail in later chapters, many leading Unionists such as Horace Maynazd,
John Baxter, William Heiskell, and T. A. R. Nelson were slaveholders.

Yet they believed that slavery would be better protected under the Unicn

15

Questionnaires of Civil War Veterans, passim, TSIA,

0N

2”Temple, Bast Tennessee, 5L2; Cleveland Barmer, May 2l:., 1861.
See also comments in William Davis to Mary C. Wilson, September 6,
1861, Mary C. Wilson MSS, Southern Historical Collection, Tniversity
of North Carolina, Chapel Hill (hereinafter cited as SHC); and Samuel
A, Lyle to J. M. Lyle, January 23, 18€2, Lyle-Siler MSS, ibid.




and that secession was a much too radical step. Hawkins, Jeffzerscen, and
Bledsoe countizs likewise contained higher percentages of slaves than
Sullivan or any of the Confederate counties in lower Zast Tennessee, but
each voted substantially against separation (see Figure 8, p. 2L). Polk
County had a 5 percent slave population and was pro-Confederate, yet
adjacent McMinn County had a 1l percent slave population and remained
loyal to the Unicn. In Meigs County, the cnly civil district to vote
against separation on June 8 and to send most of its men into the Federzl

army ironically contained the largest number of slaves. Thus, although

e

slavery was one factor in shaping the attitudes of many East Tennesszans,
it wéé nct the only one.21 - “

Whiis economic factors may have influenced East Tennessee to faks
a divergent stand on secession from the rest of the state, they may have \
also led to dissension within the region. In 1888 Thomas W. Humes main-
tained that most wealthy and aristocratic Bast Tennessesans kad supporied ?
the Confederacy, while the "poorer class" had remained loyzal to the Union.
And a few years later, ancther Bast Tennessean stated that on the eve of
the Civil War "Iines were somewhat sharply drswn in socizl metters . » .
tirth and family amounted to much more than now, and they whe were nct
fortunate in these respects naturally evinced cccasional resentment."
Although there were numerous exceptions, the "dominant families" were
mainly for the ESouth, while "families iess favored in worldly matters"
cprosed them. When Brownlew returmed to Knoxville in the fall of 1863

after twe years of forced exile, he spared little sympathy for the upper

21 . .
“Stewart Lillard, Meigs County, Tennesses (Sewanee, Tennessee,

197%), 11z,
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classes of the region to whom ha attributed much of the Unionist sufier-
ing. To him they were a class of people "whose consciousness of superi-
ority has been sticking out, whenever a family has owned from thres to

. - 22

ten kinky headed Negroes."

Statistical evidence lends some support to the arguments of these
East Tennesseans. Verton Queener pointed out an undisputed lack of wealth
in Bast Tennessee as compared to the rest of the state, but he also demecn-
strated that cf the six counties which voted for separaticn, all but
Seguatchie averaged more wealth per family than that of families in the
region as a whole. DMoreover the various towns in East Tennessee, especi-
ally Knoxville, had larger concentrations of wealth than the surrounding
rural areas. Another of my surveys of veterans questionnaires reveals
that not only did East Tennessee Confederates own more slaves than their
Union counterparts, 82 percent owned land that averaged 391 acres per
holding, while only 6l percent of the Union veterans cwned land which
. 23
averaged 196 acres.

As pointed ocut by Lacy, there is also a correlaticn between
develorment of manufaciuring and the Unionist vote. BSuliivan County.
for example, trailed fer behind adjacent counties in the amount invested
in manufacturing and in its annual value of menufactured products (see
Figure 5, D. 18). Of the pro-secession counties, in lower East Tennes-

see, only Polk Ccunty with its large cocrper works had major investiments

22 5 . s
Humes, Loyal Mountaineers, 91; A. D. Smith, Bast Tennessee, L70;

Xnoxville VWhig, FPebruary 20, 184L.

)
23 ueener, "Tast Tennezsee Sentiment and the Secession Movement,"
9 s
70; Questiommaires of Civil War Veilerans, passim, TSLA.



30
in manufacturing. Temple, who would be a strong advocate of industriali-
zation in East Tennessee after the war, maintained that several East
Tennessee Whigs feared that the frse trade philosophy of the Southern
planters ccnflicted wivh their desire for the economic development of
the region. Therefore many Unionists foresaw a Southern republic domi-
rated by leaders and interests alien to East Tennessee. Brownlow was con-
vinced that a confederacy of the cotton and berder states would mean the
economic ruin of the latter. In the spring arnd summer of 1861 he waged
an editorial campaign warning of the burdensome taxes that would be
imposed by the Confederate government. He appealed to every Urion man
in Tennessee "to be at the polls [on June 8] and cast his vote against a
taxation that would break up the people and bankrupt the state."gb

But just as slavery could not have been the only factor in explain-
ing sectionalism within the region, neither could the economy. ZXor ex-
ample, some of the counties of central and upper East Temnnesses had
economies richer in agricultural production than industrial develcpment:
yet they voted against separaticn by wide margins. Temple gave another
possible explanation for the general pro-secession attitude of East
Tennessee urban areas. He cbserved that towns aiong the BEast Tennessee
and Virginia Railroad nad a2 constant flow of information from the newly-
created Confederacy and that people in these areas were quite cften swept
up in the delirious emotion of the moment when regiments from Dixie,
wearing bright uniforms and waving their new Confederate banners, passed

through on their way to Virginia. A Confederate officer from Alabama

2l
“Smemple, Notable Men, 3L-35; Knoxville Whig, June 1, 1861.



traveling through East Tennessee commanted in the late summer of 1861
that "there is still considerable feeling among the people genexrally on
the Union guestion, but along the railroad route there was the greatest
enthusiasm shown to us."25
As a final factor to be considered, it should be noted that while

there was a political cleavage between the eastern counties and the rest

of the state--this split was alsa apparent within East Temnessee. Temple ¥

e — e ——

maintained that the ''great body of Union follcwers were old Whigs.'" Al-
though there is no way to verify his figures, he estimated that four-
fifths of these Whigs and three-fifths of the 1860 Democrats sﬁpported
the Unicn. A majority of the delegates to the East Temnessee Convention
of Unicnists in 1861 were probably Whig. And if one looks at the results
of the June referendum on secession, there seems to be a relationship
between political ftradition and sectionalism. All of the eastern counties
wnich voted to secede were traditionally Democratic except Sequatchie
which was too new to be classified. This corrslation breaks dcwn when

one considers that four treditionally Iemocratic counties in upper zast
Tennessee (Claiborne, Hancock, Hawkins, and Greene) voted almost four %o
one against secession. But Temple afttributed the loyalty of these
counties to the tremendous political influence of Andrew Johnson. Zarlier
in the year W. C. Xyle of Rogersville had commznted, "The leaders of the

Democratic party are generzlly for secession though tlie masses axre

25Temple, East Tennessee, 187-S8; Alezander D. Coffee to '"wife,"
August 22, 1861, Coffee MSS, SHC. See also Myra Immen Dizry, May 3, 8,
July 12, 1861, ibid.; andJohn B. Gordon, Reminiscernces of the Civil War
{New York, 19CL), 27-28.
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against it, but for Gov. Johnson's speech we would have had trouble in
East Tenno"26

Some East Tennesseans saw an intimate relationship between party
loyalty and national loyalty. Brownlow charged that the Southern Demo-
crats had long plotted secession. Commentirg on their nomiration of
sohn C. Breckinridge for the presidency, he declared that they had just
one object in mind, "the dissolution of this Union, and the 'precipitating
of the Cotton States in a revoiution.'" David A. Deadericic, a former
Whig from Knoxville, would eventually become pro-Confederate, but in
early 1861 he blamed the impending Civil War on "the legitimate workings
of Democracy." To him states rights, "an original demccratic doctrine,"”
had cwlminated in disurion and civil strife.27

Fro-secession Democrats likewise showed a distaste for their oid
political enemies who had remained loyal to the Federal government.

One Democrat in Hawkins County lamented on the eve of the June 8 referen-
dum that many East Tennesseans had become Tories as in the days of the
Revolution. "Federalism, Whiggism of the 1836 stripe & Know-nothingism
have case hardered an oppositicn to Democracy among a portion of our
pcpulation & [it] is incorrigibly fixed in them," he concluded. 4nd

after Fcrt Sumter and Governor Isham G. BHarris'! cali for Confederate

‘6Temple, Bast Tennessee, S540-L1; Campbell, Attitude of Tennes-~
geans, 13l; W. C. Kyle to T. A. R. Nelscn, February 6, 1861, Nelson MS3,
McClung Historizal Collection, Lawson McGhee Library, Knoxville (herein-
after cited as McClung Collection).

2".'Jilliam G. Brcwnlcw, Jketcnes of the Rise, Progress, and Decline
of Secescion; with a Narrative of Personal Adventures among the Rebels
{Parson Brownlow's Book|, 191; Williams (ed.), "Journal of Events," 96.
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Union Whig party in Tennessee has given way.!'" Thus, it seems that part

volunteers, W. M. Stakely of Madisonville rejoiced that ths ''streag

but not all of East Tennessee'!s differences may be attributed to politi-
cal tradition. In any event, by mid-summer 1861, as one student of the
region stated, "East Tennessee was left a disunited secticn of a
factional state in a country rent asunder by civil war."28
BEven with these internal divisions, the fact remeined tiat in
1861, East Tennessee was out of step with the rest of the South. The
region's actions in the secession crisis and the leaders who would

emerge only confirmed East Tennessee's position as part of '"the Other

South."

28 4 A - ..
““H. Watterson to W. H. Watterson, June 7, 1361, Wattersom MSS,

McClung Collection; W. M. Stakely to Carrie Stakely, April 27, 1861,
Stakely-Hall 4SS, ibid.; lacy, Vancuished Volunteers, 187.




CEAPTEERE II

RISE OF THE TORIES: THE SECESSION CRISIS IN EAST TENNESSEE

The various social, political, economic, and geographic factors
that marked East Tennessee as a unique region played a major role in de-
termining its Union sympathies during the Civil War, These alone, how-
ever, do not provide a completely satisfactory explanation for East
Tennessee's wartime stance., After all, other regions of the South--
northern Georgia and Alabama, southwesterm Virginia, and parts of
Arkansas, for example--possessed very similar characteristics, yet they
sided with the Confederacy. These other regions had pockets of strong
Unionism, to be sure, but Unionism did not predominate as it did ia
Bast Ternessee. One critical factor that contributed tc East Tennessee's
overwhelning loyalty to the Federal government was active Unionist
leadership.

Writing long after the war, Xnoxville attormey Qliver T, Temple
recalled that East Tennessee Unionists marshalied their forces early in
the sscession crisis at a time whern public opinicn was hesitant, This
garly organization solidified Bast Temnessee views in support of the
Union. Temple's contsntion that these events were some cf the mest im-
portant in the state's history may be ervaggerated, but he was correct in
asserting that Unionists gained an ascendancy through aggressive leader-

1

ship in the regicn as early as November, 1860.” Well into the summer of

[

Temple, Bast Tennessee, 159-6C.
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1861, men like Temple, Senator Andrew Johnson, Congressmer T. A. R.
Nelson and Horace Maynard, editor William G. Brownlow of the powerful
Emoxville Whig, and several others of lesser renown maintained an ener-
getic and vocal stand for the Union, Well-publicized gatherings of over
fcur-hundred Tnionists in Knoxville in May and Greeneville in June demon-
strated the size and boldness of Unionist leadership in the region. Al-
though East Tennessee secessionists had active spokesmen in Landon C.
Haynes, J. G. M. Ramsey, John Crozier, William G. Swan, Charles W.
Charltcn, and cthers, none could match the political talent and reputa-
tion, not to mention the numbers, of the Unionists. This chapter wili,
therefore, examine the secession crisis in East Tennessee, the »cle of
the Unionist leadership in its attempts to preserve the region for the
Union, and the initial efforts of Confederate authorities to dissipate
Tnionism.

East Tennessee's national sympathies were evidert as early as
Novemter, 1860, when it gave a majoxity to John Bell of the Constitu-
tional Union party, rather than to the Scuthern Democrztic party. A
Tew weeks after the election, mass meetings of Unionists in Xnoxville
denounced those who advocated secession just because of the election of
Republican Abraham Lincoln. Then in early 1861 the East Tennessee Unior-
ist commitment was put to a critical test as the states of the lower

Jouth broke all ties with the Federal govermment and pressure within

Hj

ennessee mounted to follow suit. In Januazry, Goverxmor Isham G. Zarris
called the General Assembly intc special secsicn; and in a message tc

the lawmakers, ne made clear his convicticn that the destiny of Tennesseec

stcod with the South. EHe recommended that the legislature call for a
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convention in which delegates would decide what action was necessary
"for the future security of the rights and peace" of Tennesseans. The
legislature agreed, but demanded that the decision for a convention should
be determined by the voters of Tennessee in a referendum. Therefore, both
houses passed the necessary legislation unanimously and set February 9
as the date for the convention referendum.2

Canvassing for and against a convention soon started throughout the
state and it was evident even befcre the referendum which way most Zast
Tennesseans would vote. One disgusted secessionist from Polk County
admitted that East Tennessee did not favor secession; '"She is aboli-
ticnized,” he concluded. 3

On the appointed day, Tennesseans rejected the convention by a
statewide vote of almost 69,000 (55 percent) to 58,000 (LS percent).
While West Tennessee voted for convention 65 percent to 35 parcent,

Middle Tennessee voted against it by the narrow margin of 2,400

Lbla., 160; Robert H. White (ed.), Messages of the Covernors of
Tennessas, 1351-1860 (8 vols.; Nashville, 1952-72), V, 266-T1.

3Ben H. McClary (ed.), "The Education of a Southern Mind: &Ex-
tracts from the Diary of John Coffee Williamson, 1860-1861," East
Tennessee Historical Society's Publications, No. 32 (1960), 1Chi. For
axamples of the intensity of the canvass and the active orgenizational
efforts of the Unionists, see Horace Maynard to Oliver P. Temple, Janu-
ary 29, 1861, Temple MSS, Special Collections, University of Tennessee
Library, Knoxville (hereinafter cited as UT Special Collections), and
Greeneville Democrat, January 30, 1861. During tne canvass, newly
selected President Jefferson Davis passed through Chattanooga on his way
tc the ;.aagural in Montgomery. Unionists gave Davis an early impression
of the region's sympathies when they heckled a speech he deliversd at the
Crutchfield House. This incident may have infiuenced the Confederate
President later to maintain a stemm pclicy in Zast Tennessee. Xcr an
account of the incident, ses Thomas Crutchfield tc Jaumes K. Herod,
Decembver 27, 1863, Crutchfield MS3, TSIA.
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(51 percent to L9 percent), and East Tennesseans, as expected, rejected
it 33,000 to less than 8,000 (or 81 percent oprosed). The real issue cf
secession, however, had not yet been placed directly before the peovle--
only the call for a convention to discuss the state's future. Even
though William G. Brownlow gloated that East Temnessee "had done the
damage to the rebels, and she can do it again," the truth was that the
region had long since ceased to hold the balance of power in state affairs;
and it was quite possible that Tennessee might yet take the rocad to dis-
union‘,LL

After the Pebrvary 9 refererdum most East Tennesseans heped in
vain that the issue of secession nad been settled. What optimism they
may have had quickly dissolved when voices of disunion were increasingly
raised in Middle and West Tennessee after Lincolin's inauguvration. Then
on April 12 Confederate forces fired on Fort Sumter and two days later
President Lincoln issued a call for 75,000 volunteers to suppress the
rebellious Southexrn states. When the President's sumrons for srcops
reached Govermor Harris, he stoutly refused, but promiged to have 50,000
men ready "for the defense of our rights and those of our Southem
brothers." He called the legislature into special session on April 25
and urged upon it a declaration of Tennessee's indepencdence from the
United States. Accordingly on May 6 the lawmakers drafted "A Declara-

tion of Independence," stipulating that it should be submitted %o the

t

“Most Bast Temmessee counties voted heavily against convention,
althcugh Sullivan and Meigs voted for it. Nashville Union and American,
March 3, 18€1; Campbell, Attitude of Tennesseans Howard the Union, 178-

~

79: EKnoxville Whig, March 2, 1861,




38
people for ratification or rejection on June 8. Acting as if the declara-
tion had already been approved, Harris, as authorized by the General
Assembly, entered Tennessee into a military league with the Confederacy
in early May. Ee gave Confederate authorities permission to erect a
battery at Memphis and encouraged volunteers to join the Southern army.S

The impact of these developments was dramatic in Tennsssee.
Cnionist devotion that existed in Middls and West Tennessee was swept
aside by an angry sentiment ready to resist the Lincoln government.6 in
Bast Tennessee, however, the issues and the future were by no means clear.
Although most did not completely approve of Lincoln's moves to surpress
the seceded states, they were, if anything, more appralled by the acticns
of Governor Harris and the legislature. A few citizens argued tiat

Tennessee should support neither faction; it would be betier tc declare

neutrality as neighboring Kentucky would evantually do. Others suggested

5

White, Messages of the Governmors, V, 279-303. J. G. M. Ramsey
of Knexville wrote the governor the day before he called the legislature
into special session, urging Harris to proclaim Tennessee out of the
Union and then allcw the citizens to vote on the acticn at a futurs date.
Je G. M. Ramsey to Isham G, Harris, April 2, 1861, copy in William Rulse
MSS, McClung Collection.

In parts of East Tennessee also, excitement over recent events
mounted considerably as secessionists held rallies and organized units
of Confederate troops. At Madisonville, secessionists illuminated rublic
and private buildings when news of Fort Sumter arrived; and a recently
made "secession flag'" was run up the court house pole. William Stakely,
town postmaster, reported that "no other flag is thrown to the brzeze
here.” W. M. 3takely to Carrie Stakely. April 17, 1861, Stakely-Hall
MSS, McClung Collection. For secessionist activities in Jonesboro, see
W. Crouch to landon C. Haynes, April 2, 1861, T. A. R, Nelson MSS, ibid.;
and for Chattanooga, see Zella Armstrong, The History of Eamilton County
and Chattanooga, Tennessee (2 vols.; Chattanocgs., 1940), I, 125.
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a union of border s‘ca.‘ces.”7 But dishard East Tennessee Unionists let it
be known that complete devotion to the Tnited States was the only course
of action to be followed. Every issue of Brownlow's Whig vowed unmis-
takably that the people of East Tennessee could not abide by the decisions
of the Nashville clique. As one contemporary recalled, in the view of
many East Tennesseans, a bold attempt had been made "to override the free
will and real mind of the people through the usurpation of power and in
defiance of State and National constitutions; and by contrivance and forc
to array Tennessee in line with the States armed against the United
States,"8

With the June 8 referendum a matter of weeks away, a group of

about fifteen prominent Kncx County Unionists, including Farson Brownlow,
Oliver Temple, John Baxter, and Connally Trigg, gathered in mid-May at
Temple'!s law office on South Gay Street in Xnoxville. The consensus was
that Zast Tennessee must demonstrate a unifisd front and must do so
gquickly. According to Temple, someone suggested a call for a conventicn
of Union men to meet in Knoxville; whereupon Trigg drafted such a summons
and all present signed the cdocument. Signatures of other Unionists wers
subsequently added; and on May 18, Brownlow's Whig headed its colunmns

with a call *to the "East Tennessee Coanvention.!" Brownlow continually

7A few days after the firing on Fort Sumter, A. W. Howard of
Greeneville lashed out at the contending secticnal factions. '"The South
hag acted hastily and uwnwisely," he meintained, but "the Border States
never will join kands with the Dizbolical Corruptions of Black Republi-
canism." To Howard, the only sclution was for the border states to de-
clare themselves as the United States, because the North and South could
no longer lay claim fo the title. 4. VW. Howard te 7. A. R. Nelson,
April 17, 1861, Nelscn MSS, MaClung Collection.

8.. . .
Humes, Loyal Mountaineexrs, 105,
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gave prominent editorial attention to the forthcoming meeting. He as-
serted, '"We are the earnest, determined, and not to be intimidated advo-
cates of peace, based on honorable terms and upon the idea of justice to
Union men." For this sort of settlement, "we are wiliing to undergo any
rersonal sacrifices. . . " The convention would be held with an open
door and determine what ought to be done 'having the peace and quiet of
the country in view." He went on to express hope that TUnionists would be
given "fair play" at the ballot box on June 8, but if not "we will offexr
bold, and determined resistance--let it end in what it may, aye, even in
civil war and deathl"9

4s news of the convention spread by the pages of the Whig (it had
a circulation of over 10,000) or by word of mouth, reaction was immediate
throughout the region. ZFor the next *%wo weeks, Brownlow'!s columms carried
reports of Unionist rellies held throughout East Tennessee. An investiga-
tion of these gatherings indicates the process by which the delegates to
the regioral conventvion were chosen and also sheds light on attitudinsl
responses. Most of the meetings were held on a county-wide basis, al-
though some were conducted on a level as sm2ll as civil dis%rict. In
most cases public notice was given a few days in advance and on the zp-
vpointed day "professed Union men" gathered at the county seat. A chair-
nan, usually a prominent lccal professional or peclitical figure, was
elected; he either appointed a committee to choose delegates to the

convention or selected the delegates himseif. Speeches were delivered

9

Temple, Zast Tennessee, 3L40-L1l; ¥noxvills Whig, May 18, 25, 18€1.
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and quite often a series of resolutions was passed instructing the dele-
gates about their duties.

These Unionist rallies mirrored the feelings of the pecple in
various locales. In Greeneville, with fifty American flags flying and
a brass band blaring out the "Star Spangled Banner," Unionists passed
resolutions condemning Governor Harris and others for their "flagrant
usurpaticn'" of power and they endorsed the upcoming Knoxville Conven-
tion. After the selection of delegates, the meeting was capped by one
of Andrew Jjohnson's passionate Union speeches. In Cleveland, a crowd
of 500 gathered after the calleéd muster of the local regiment of
Tennessee militia, chose delegates, then passed resolutions that
attacked Jefferson Davis and lauded the memory of Andrew Jackscn.
Despite strong pro-Southern sentiment in their county, Unionists in
Monroe County resolved that "we will neither be scared, hired, coaxed,
nor driven into any revolutionary measure and ruinous legislatiocn.

« « " A Knox County gathering simpiy ceclared "let every effcrt he
made to promots the best interest of the country, and prevent anything
like a conflict between citizens." A concerried citizen from Pikeville
reported that Bledsoe County delegates would go tc Knoxville and then
decide their course of action. '"We are isolated here,'' he said, 'and
have but little knowledge cf the feeling in E. Tennessee, or what her
leading men contemplate to do in this fearful crisis."10

Other meetings and mer, however, were somewhat more radical in

tone., Upon being chosen head of tae Jefferson County delegation,

.
*OKnoxville Whig, Mey 25, June 1, 1861; Thomas N. Frazier to
Oliver P. Temple, May 18, 1861, Temple MS5, UT Special Collections.
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James P, Swan exclaimed tefore an excited crowd, "if our brethren of the
South commit natiorzl sin, let them account for themselves, . . . if

Tenmesseans violate the laws of the land, let them be punished." Dele-

gates from Union County were instructed that if expedient, they were '"to
gc for the withdrawal of this from the other divisions of the State, for
the purposes of maintaining our rights under the Constitution of the
United States." The Anderson County meeting similarly advised its dele-
gation.ll

Eow accurately did these meetings reflect local cpinion? This is
difficult to know precisely, but some clues are afforded by comparing
the reports of the rallies ard the size of the delesgations to the
voting statistics of the June 8 referendum. Counties such as Anderson,
Blount, Greene, Jefferson, and Sevier, which held elaborate and well-
organized rallies, reflecting strorg and active Unionist leadership,
sent large delegations to the East Tennessee Convention. Oz June 8
eacn of these counties voted against separation by at least thres To one
margins. On the other hand, of the six East Tennessee counties which.
voted for separation,12 Unionist rallies either were not held or were
so small and unpretentious that no report was made of them. The cniy
exception was the meeting held in Monroce County. Four of these counties
sent rslatively small delegaticns to Knoxville and two, Segquatchie and

fhea, did not send any delegates.,

11 . e s ARy

Knoxriile Whig, June 1, 8, May 25, 1B861.

12 s . i ecio| £
These were Meigs, Mcnwroe, Polk, Rhea, Sequatchie, and Sullivan.
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One thing is certain: the groups that gathered in Enoxville ty
n0 means represented an eguitable geographic distribution of East Tennes-
seans. Since the official call for convention had speciiied no limzit on
the size of delegations, counties sent as many representatives as they
saw fit. Of the twenty-nine counties (including Fentress of Middle
Tennessee) represented in the Knoxville meeting, slightly over haif cf
the ;62 delegates came from Arndersocn, Blount, Greene, Knox, and Rocane
alcne, indicating that distance must have played a part in limiting *the
size of some delegations. When the convention met again in Greeneville
in June, the largest delegations came from Greene ard surrourding coun-
tieso13

What was the make-up of the delegations who attended the conven-
tion? They were not all "prominent Unionists' as one source has stated,
nor were they all unprincipled, self-seeking politicians as a Nashville

-

newspaper labelled 'chem.14 As a matter of fact, previous political ex-
perience on the state and national level apparently had littls influernce
upon their selection to the convention. Of the nearly 500 men who zon-
vened in Knoxville, only two--T. A. R. Nelson of Washingtcn County and
Thomas D. Arnold of Greene--had served in government on the national level.
One, James F. Swan, had been state attormey general; and Tavid Fatserson,

son-in-law of Andrew Jomnson, was state circuit judge for the seccond

judicial district in upper Bast Tennessse. Only twenty-four (5 percent)

3For a list of all of the delegates by ccunty, see Humes, Loyal
Mountaineers, 347-55.

\
14Stanley J. Folmstee, Robert Z. Cor‘ew, and EInoch L, Mitcheil,
Tennessee, A Short History (Knox ;ille, 19*9 28 Nashville Union and
American, June 25, 18€1.
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of the delegates had experience in the state legislature. 4And of the
thirty-one members of the Thirty-third General Assembly (1859-61) from
the eastern section, only seven were chosen as delegates to the ZFast
Tennessee Convention. A% least thirteen (3 percent) of the delegates
from six counties were county officers at the time of the convention.
William H. Swan and John G. Reeves were sheriffs of Knox and Greene
counties, respectively; and eleven members of the convention served as
justices of the peace.15
In terms of political affiliation, it seems that a strong
majority of the delegates were former Whigs, although exact figures
cannot be obtained. Certainly the chief organizers of and leading par-
ticipants in the East Tennessee Convention--Comnzlly Trigg, Parson Brown-
low, T. A. RBR. Nelson, John Baxter, Thomas D. Arnold, Oliver Tsmple,
Franic 5. Eeiskell, Horace Maynard, and several others--kad long bteen
active partisans of the Whig or Opposition party in Bast Tennesses.
Democrats, however, were not excluded. Although he was not a dalegate,
Senator Andrew Johnson delivered a rousing Union speech at the Xnoxvilie
Convention; and his son and son-in-law, both Democrats, were delegates
from Greene County. Despite the lack of complete evidence, it seems

that the East Tennessee Ccnvention was m2inly a Whig affair.16

15I obtained the informetion for legislative expexience by cross-
checking the delegates with Rotert M. McBride (ed.), Biographical Directoxry
of the Tennessee General. Assembly (Nashville, 1975). For information con-
cerning other state officials and local govexmmzent officiale, I consulted
Crharles A. Miller, The Official and Political Manual of the State cf
Tenressee (Nashville, 1890); Goodspeed Publishing Company, History of
Tennessee, from the Berliest Time to the Present . . . (Chicago and Nash-
vilie, 1887)s and available county records on mizrofilm in the Archives
Section of the Tennessee State Libra.ry and Lrchives,

6Temple, East Tennessee, 5L2.
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More concrete evidence concerning other characteristics oI the
delegates, however, can be gleaned from the 1860 manuscript census, thus
possibly providing some clues to the motivations of these men. While the
conventicn seemed to be predominantly Whig in its political leanings, a
random sample of forty-six delegates (or 10 percent of *he convention),
based on the 1860 manuscript census, reveals that a solid majority (65
percent) of the men who gathered in Knoxville were involved in agricul-
ture as an occupation. Thus the commercial-professioral groups tradi-
tionally associated with the Whig party made up only 35 percent of the
convention. However, the leadership was supplied mainly by men who were
attorneys or were active in politics. Nelson, Trigg, Maynard, Temple,
Baxter, Fleming, and others had spent more of their profesaicnal carsers
in the courtroom or in some kind of elective office.l7

Most of the delegates were probably well established in their
local comrunities and lived modestly, but comfortably. Tairty-four (73
percent) of the forty-six sampled delegates were forty years of age o

olderoLB Forty-one men of the sample (89 percent) owned real proveriy

while forty-three (93 percent) held perscnal property. Yet most were

171 chosz the names of delegates randomly from each county repre-
sented exceptv those which sent proxies. Because delegates from Andersorn,
Blount, Greene, Knox, and Rcane counties made up slightly over half of
the conventicn, one-half of the delegates szmpled came from these coun-
ties. The list of delegates in Humes, Loyal Mountaineers, gives an
irdicaticn of the occupations of some of the men by attaching professicnal
titles to their names. Eighteen delegates (3 percen:t) were listed as
msdical doctors, and eight (1.6 percent) were ministers of the Gospel.

18 \ ,

Of those delegates samnled, the youngest was twenty two years
old, while the oldest was seventy six.
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by rno means wealthy, especially when compared 4o members of the Tennesses
General Assembly in 1860. While only L0 percent of the state legislators
held less than $5,000 in real and personal property respectively,19 over
60 percent of the delegates to the Knoxville Convention of my sample
fell into this category. The convention, however, was not an affair of
yeomen farmers. Of the delegates sampled, only one, J. M. Melton of
Morgan County, was listed in the census as a farmer with & combined
estate value of less than $1,000. £nd certainly much of the convention's
leadership was provided by men whc were relatively prosperous. Ccnnally
Trigg had a combined estate of nearly $15,000; Oliver Temple possessed an
enviable $30,000; and John Baxter was one of the wealthiest delegates
with an estate valued at $91,000. But overall the financial holdings of
the delegates were reflective of their region's positicn--pcorer than
that of the sections west of the Cumberland Pla.tea.u.20

Further aralysis reveals that nineteen (41 percent) of the sampled
delegates were slaveholders, which is perhaps surprising considering the

small slave population in East Tennessee, One man, W, C. Xyle of Hawkins

19Ralph A, Wooster, Politicians, Planters, and Plain Folk, Court-
house and Statehouse in the Upper South, 1850-1860 (Knoxville, 1975),
158, 162.

201n his "Tennessee Voters During the Second Two-Party System,
1536-1860" (Pn.D. dissertation, University of Alabama, 1973), 162, 171,
Frank M., Lowrey, III, analyzes the backgrounds of cver six thousand
voters by region and party affiliation. Although he finds that from
185, to 1860 East Tennessee voters with less than §5,000 in rmeal property
were only slighily above the state average (47 percent to tnhe statels L)
percent). personal property holdings in Ezst Tennessee were ccnsiderably
less than those of the state as a whcele. Lowrey found that 57 percent of
the Bast Tennessee voters hzd less than $5,000 in personal property. as
compared to only LO percent statewide.
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County, was even listed in the census as a farmer and slave tradex,

But again when compared to the 1860 Tennessee General Assembly, the
number of slaveholders attending the FEast Tennessee Convention does not
appear so inflated. For example, 66 percent of the state legislators
were classified as slave owners.22 It should be pointed out that a
ma jority of the slaveholding delegates to the East Tennessee Convention
were men with combined real and personal estate values of over $10,000;
of the nineteen who owned slaves, seven held total estates worth between
10,000 and $20,000, while another seven maintained estates valued at
$20,00C or more. Despite the high correlation of wealth to slaveholdling,
most of the slave-owning delegates were not large hclders--83 percent
owned fewer than ten slaves, and 61 percent less than five. On the other
hand, the percentage of slaveholders with less than ten siavez in the
Tennessee legislature in 1860 was only LO percent.23 0f the delegates
sampled, only W. C. Kyle, who understandzably possessed fifty-two slaves
by virtue of his occupation, could be truly classified as a large siave-
holdex.
Aprarently mest of the slaveholding delegates did not feel

threatensd by the election of Abraham Lincoln; and they were certainly
not willing to support the disxuption of the Union over the questior of

slavery. To many of the convention's leading figures, like Cliver Temple,

1
“*Ten of these slavehclders were farmers, while four were merchants,
three were attorneys, one a rhysician, and the other an artisan.

22Wooster, Politicians, Planters and Plain Folk, 167.

bl
2’ngr.lpu*ba.i‘,ion based on Table 9 of ibid., 4l.
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John Baxter, Connally Trigg, Horace Maynard, T. A, R. Nelson, and Andrew
Jommson, all of whom owned slaves, loyalty to the Union overrode any fears
that may have been aroused over the safety of the peculiar institution.
It is therefore not surprizing that the issue of slavery was not once
mentioned in the debates or resolutions of the East Tennessze Ccnvention,

Considering the age and background of the delegates, it is obvicus
that most had witnessed the gradual decline of their section in state
affairs during the past two or three decades. Like Brownlow, zany may
have developed a distinct distrust for the govermment in Nashvillie as an
ingtitution now controlied by Middle and West Tennessee, regions they
perceived as Pteing domirated by men of wealth, large slaveholdings, and
Democratic sympathies. Since most of the delegates had no exzerience in
state politics, and thus nc voice in policy in Nashville, they were cut-
siders who were greatly disturbed by the series of events in recent months
and frustrated by their inability to prevent Tennessee's move to secession.
By convening in Knoxville, these East Texnnesseans no doubt hoped that
their opinicns could now be officially formulated and expressed. To the
organizers of the convention, such expressions might hearten and stirength-
en the dwindling number of Unionists in Middle and West Tennessee znd
hopefully save the state for the Union. To scme the only alternative
was serarate statehood for East Tennessee.

On May 29, the delegates began to arrive in large numbers. The
organizers who had issued the call a mere two weeks before scarcely
anticipated that the response would be so overwhelming. As many cf

hese Unionists reached ths city, they passed the fair grounds where

eighteen companies of East Temnessee volunteers drilled under a
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secesgion banner. Confederate troops from the Deep Scuth were already
passing through the Knoxville depot on their way to the Virginia frount.
Moreover, some Knoxvillians tock a very dim view of the upcoming meeting.
The secessionist Knoxville Register maintained that those '"who would be-
tray Tennessee into the power of the unholy despotism of the North, are
tories, and will bear the stigma of ’cories."zl4

Despite these disquieting words, the meeting asssmbled at nocn on
Thursday, May 30, in a handsome grove in East Knoxville near Temperance
Ha.lloz5 T, A, R. Nelson was selected as president, James G. Spears of
Bledsoe County as vice president, and John Fleming as secretary. Nelson
addressed the convention for more than an hour with an impassicned Union
speech. de reviewed the revolutionary movement that was convulsing the
ccuntry and attacked the actions of Govermor Harris and the legislatures.
Ee concluded with an appeal to the delegates to discharge their responsi-
bilities "with calmness and firmness, %o submit to no wanton tyrarny, and
to acgquiesce in the will of the wveopls, if ccnstitutionaliy and legally

expressed."26

]
24Temple, Bast Tennessee, 3L1; Knoxville Register, May 25, 29, 1861.

2DThe Whig reported that 1,000 delegates "are present ard numbexrs
are still making their way into the Hall." Knoxville Whig, June 1, 1861.
However, the official proceedings of the conventicn and subsequent re-
ports in the Whig listed only L62 delegat=s.

26Proceedinzs of the East Tennasssee Convention (Knoxville, 1861),
L, 6, 9. Although twenty-thousand ccopies of the Proceedings were pub-
lished by order of the convention, %he dccument is ncw extremely rare.
Special Collecticns, University of Temmessee Library and the McClung
Historical Collection have copiez in their holdings. Proceedings cf the
convention can aiso be found in the Enoxville Whig, Juxe 8 and 29, 1861;
Frenk Moore (ed.), The Rebellion Record (12 vols.; New York, 186&3, iI,
155-58; and The War cf the Rebellion . . . Officisl Records (7C vols.;
Washington, 1880-1901), Series 1, LII, pt. 1, pp. 1LR-56, 168-77,
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Upon a motion by Connally Trigg, Helson appoinited twenty-six men
to the all-important business committee which was charged with drawing up
a series of resolutions. The committee retired fto Temperance Hall and
deliberated well intc the night and part of the fellcwing morning. In
the meantime, aged General Thomas D. Arnold of Greene County harangued
the convention for so long that Andrew JSohnson, the next scheduled speaker,
decided to wait until Friday. A4t eight o'clock the next morning the con-
vention assembled and listened to Johnson's withering denunciaticn of
the secession party. But in the midst of the speech, the business com-
mittee returned and asked permission to issue its report. Johnson
assented ard a series of resolutions was read to the conventicn, After
a brief running debate and the adoption of a few amendments. the motions
were finally adcpted unanimously.

These resolutions were moderate in tone--they were merely a protest
of actions taken by the state government and they proposed no method of
resistance or rebellion. They praised the freedcm of assembly guarantsed
in the state constitution, deplored the violaticn of Federal and state
constitutions, condemned the secession leaders, asserted that the psople
were not responsible for the veril facing them, and denounced Tennes-
see's leadership for pushing the state toward secession. The resolutions
went on to declare the proposed plebiscite on separation an unccnstitu-
tional act of the legislature, and descrived the military leaguae with
the Confederacy and other specific acts cf the state legislature as
usurpations of power, Even trhough they did not approve of the forthcoming
referendum, they urged defeat of +thz sepziation propcsiticn. Finally,

it was zagreed that the ccnventicn should meei again after the election
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tce determine future action, and Nelson was empowered to set the date and
piace, After the adoption of the resolutions, Johnson comrleted his
speech and the meeting adjourned.27

To the editors of the ¥noxville Register, the men who had gathered
in their city were "actuated by partizan feelings and selfish motives.™
To gain party adévantages and promote selfish ends, these men would
"stifle the voice of conscience and set upon the motto 'that the end
Justifies the means.'" It was the Register's understanding that although
harmony had nct prevailed at the meeting, there had been enough wnity to
offer resistance to the majority of Tennesseans, '"This will be treason,"
it argued, "and punished as such."28

Despite claims to the contraxy, the convention had been marked by
a general unity of thought and action. One of the most remarkable aspects
of the secession crisis in East Tennessee was the alliance of old politi-
cal foes, such as Andrew Johnson and T. A. R. Nelson, who had been enemies
for years, and editoxr Brownlow who had relentlessly delivered bzutal
attacks on Johnson. Thomas D. Arnold, the speakexr on the first day cf
the convention, had once had a prolcrnged and bitter feud with Nelson and
Brownlow. But at this meeting, 0ld party lines and battle scars were at
least covered up; determined oppcsiticn *o disurnion forced old enemies
into the same camp. With the referendum fast approaching, Johnson and

Nelson continued a joint East Termessee spsaking tour which they had

inaugurated in eariy May. Almost daily *hey spoke from the same platform

(Proceediqgs, 9, 10-13; Wemple, Bast Tennessee, 3L2.

““Knoxville Register, June 5, 8, 18¢1,
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to audiences that were frequently enthusiastic but occasionally unfriendly.
In Knoxville, Brownlow filled his columns with Unionist editorials and
forcefully defended his arch-enemy Johnson.29

Supporters of the Confederacy were by no means inactive in East
Tennessee. Secessionists had no shortage of a sympathetic press. Al-
though none could match the fury and circulation of Brownlow's Whig,
papers such as the Knoxville Register, Athens Post, Cleveland Banner, and
Greeneville Democrat strongly supported the Southexrn cause. The Banner
urgad a vote for separation so that Tennessee could have a voice in the
prosecution of the war and in the peace settlement once Confederate
victory was achieved. The Athens Post ridiculed the recent coalition
of Andrew Johnson and his old political enemies. "In a word," it said,
"Senatcr Johmson is a full grown and most perfect specimen of your
Ultra, Rzdical Destructive Democrat; and those old Whigs, of the Henry
Clay school, who row pin their faith to his coat tails, cught to, and
no doudt do, feel wvastly comfortavle irn the novel association."” Bast
Tennessee secessionists, led by Lendor C. Haynes, William H. Sneed,
William Cocke, William G. Swan, Joseph B. Heiskell, ard others canvassed

the eastern counties in an attempt to whip up suprort for separaticn.

29Coul’ce:r:', William G. Brownlow, 154-55; Alexander, T. A. R.
Nelson, 78. One secessionist was concerned that the Johnson-Nelson
tour was indeed arousing support for the Union in Bast Tennessee., After
attending a rally in Philadelphia, he commented: "If Johnsorn ard Nelscn
go around here speaking much more they will make some of our bacikwoods
yeomanxy tiink that the !'Southern Confederacy'! is about to try to 'co-
grce'! them, take away all their liberties and elect a King to rule over
thern and grird them into powder, and that their only hope of deliverance
is in the tosom of Abrahem and under the sheltering wing of Black Repub-
lican cohorts. . . »" Hen.y Key to "Lizzie," May 6, 1861, D. M. Key
MSS, Local History Section, Chattanooga-BHamilton County Library.
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Their efforts were bolstered by the speaking tours of such distinguished
men as John Bell, Eenry S. Foote, and Gustavus Henry; but as one historian
concluded, these men '"labored against, not with, the tide cf pcpular
opinion" in East Tennessee.30

On June 8, Tennesseans went to the polls to vote cn an issue that
in many ways had already been decided for over a month. As returms
filtered in following the election, the contending forces in East Tennes-
see looked at them as a mixed blessing. Secessionists were pleased Shat
their vote had nearly doubled since Febrvary; but the fact remained that
the region as a whoie voted 32,923 (68 percent) to 1L,780 (32 percert)
against separation. On the other hand, although Unionists could feel
satisfaction that ordy six ccunties voted for separation and that their
region rejected secession, they were disappointed that they did rot se-
cure a 25,000 vote majority as some had predicted. Worsi of all were
the returns that came in from the rest of the state., Middle Temmessee
voted 58,265 (88 percent) to 8,198 (12 percent) for disunicn, while Wes%
Tommessee followed suit with a 29,127 (83 percent) to 6,117 (17 percent)
voteo31

To the secessionists of Xast Tennessee the issue had been settled--~
the state had voted for separation arnd therefore all Temnesseans should
abid= by tke decision., BFBven some who had been Unionists were willing to

acquiesce in tke referendum's outcome. William Frazier, for example,

3OCleveland Banrer, May 2, 1861; Athens Post, May 10, 1861;
Bamer, Tennessee, II., 5EO0,

y ) |
3 inoxville Waig, June 29, 1861: Athens Posh, Junme 21, 184L.
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long a Union man, now looked upon the Urnion as dissolved. It was his
feeling that "we have no Couniry except the South and every consideraticn
of patriotism calls on us to give it our individual support."32 Some
Tast Tennesseans were uncertain of the next step,33 but to many, ioyalty
to the Union was still the only course of action. An enraged Brownlow
made no effort to hide his disgust. Unlike their brave East Tennessce
colleagues, he chided, the Union leaders of Middle and West Tennessee,
out of cowardice and corruption, had "bowed before the storm of anarchy."
To the Parscn, the majority of Tennesgseans "have been tricked, duped,
swindled, lied to, and betrayed cut of %their rights and liberties,
. « " He concluded that "a despotism has now been established over the
people of East Tennessee by those of the West, and the former have now
quietly to submit to the outrages perpetrated at Nashville, or rise up
in their majestic strength and assert and uphold their rights. . ,”Bh

After pondering reports of intimidation and fraud and studying
the returns from Middle and West Tennessee, T. A. R. Nelson reached the

conclusion that the referendum had been won by force and fraud, The

cverwhelming majority against disunion in Februery had seemingly melted

32William Frazier to T. A. R. Nelscn, June 15, 1861, Nelsoan MSS,
McClung Collection.

BBV. H. Dawson of Monroe County told his grandfather that the
voice of reason and law and order had been silenced. Ee went on to
write: "have the American pecple, so far retrograded, as tc become
totally incapable of self gcvernmeni? . » . What will be done I can~
not tell. t is all a sickenen [g;g] aifair." W, Z, Dawson to "Grand-
father,"” June 15, 1861, in Historical Records Survey, Tennessee, Civil
War Records (3 vols.; Neshville, 1939), II, 187-88.

Slig

noxville Whig, June 15, 1861,
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away. Nelson now exercised his authority as president of the Fast
Tennessee Conventicn and issued a call for it to reassemble cn June 17
at Greereville., Threats against his life, and against Johnson, Brownicw,
and other Union leaders, as well as the great increase in Confederate
troops, suggested inconvenience, if not actual danger, in meeting again
in Knoxville. 45 a matter of fact, threats of violence became so irtense
soon after the electicn that several friends persuaded Johnson to leave
for Kentucky via Cumberland Gap. He, therefore, did not attend the
Greeneville meeting.36
Nelson was determined that the conventicn should take forceful
action. He and several of his supportiers may have received encourage-
ment and confidence from the events engulfing western Virginia during May
and June. For weeks, Brownlow's Whig had carried articles abcut Unionist
activities there and had fully reported the proceedings of the Wheeling
Unionist Ccnvention. Ironically, on the very day the Greeneville session
began, the Wheeling Convention declared westerm Virginia's independerce

from the 0ld Dominion. No doubt many East Tennesseans felt similar steps

-
39In view of the intense excitement which prevailed at the Time,
it is highly unlikely that there was a total absence of fraud and intimi-
dation in the June 8 election. The probability is that both sides re-
sorted to violence and pressure in some instances. However, the Middle
and West Tennesseans bitterly resented and denounced as false the charges
made by Zast Tennesseans that the western sections had resorted to fraudu-
lent voting and the use of force. INashville papers suggested that if
there was any intimidation in the election, the victims were not the
Unionists of Middle and West Tennessze, tut the secessionists of Easv
Tenressee. See Nashville Daily Patriot, June 26, 1861; Nashville Union
and American, June 9, 1861; and Nashville Republican Banner, June 16,
1861,

JéAlexander, Nelson, 83-85; Fertig, Secession and Reconstruction
of Termesses, 29; Knoxville Whig, June 15, 29, 1861; Temple, East
Tennesgee, 3LlL.
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should be taken in their state. However, some of the mail that Nelson
received before the convention did not convey such belligerent attitudes.
One Knox County delegate warned that it was not the time for rash action.
He asserted that "calm reflection should steer the bark in this territle
tempest." Chances of success would te much more likely sometime in the
future when "we may be better prepared or our enemies less watchful,

3T

Whether out of fear, despair, or simply the fact that Nelson did
not issue the call for the convention early enough, the number of dele-
gates in Greeneville was almost two hundred fewer than that of the
Knoxville Convention. Of the 285 men at this second meeting, only 130

38 Possitly many of those

had been present at the Knoxville conclave.
who had been at Knoxville did not want to take the risk of meeting again,
especially after the referendum had gone in favor of secessicn. Cthers
were apparently willing to go along with the June 8 vote; evan though

they did not approve of its results, they saw no further need for re-

sistance, Presumably those who gathered at Greeneville on Jun=z 17 were

378, Frazier to T. A. R. Welson, June 15, 1861, Nelson MSS, McClung
Collection. See also, William Fragier to T. A. R. Nelscn, June 15,
1861, ibid.

38The backgrounds of the delegates to the Greeneville Convention
were not markedly different from those at the Knoxville meeting. In a
random sample of 28 Greeneville delegates (10 percent of the convention),
I found that slightly fewer (36 percent) owned slaves, and 80 pexcent
owned fewer than ten slaves. As at Knoxville, most of the delegates
(58 percent) were farmers, 1l percent were attorneys, 8 percent were
merchants, and 11 percent were artisans. In iterms of real and personal
proverty holdings, the differences between the delegates 2t the two
conventicns were smell. At Greeneville, 56 pexrcent of the delegates
owned less than $5,000 in real property, while 58 percent had less than
$5,000 in personal proparty.
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not ready to give up the fight; and the proceedings of thes meeting seemed
to confirm this.39
Members of the convention asserbled at the Greene County Court

Bouse. In an opening prayer, Reverend James Cummings cf Sevier County
urged God "to defeat those who are endeavoring to break up our inesti-
mable government, and sustain and relieve those who are now deprived of
their Constitutional privileges." TUpon a motion from the floor, the
business committee appcinted at the Knoxville sessicn was retained, and
Nelson filled vacancies where necessary. In the only speech actually
recorded, Jomn Netherland of Eawkins County tcld the ccnventicn:

Cur deliterations and acts will become historic. We should

act calmly. We are in a revolution and a fearful one . . .

but before taking steps, let us feel the ground firm under

us. Do not hurry through the convention.
Netherland's words of caution, hcwever, were not completely heeded. ILed
by President Nelson, a large body of delegates urged that aggrsssive
action be taken. During the night session of the first day, lNelson sub-
nitted a declaraticn of grievances and a series of resoluticns tlat he
had drawn up several days in advance. This document became tlhie object
of a spirited struggle in the business committee and cn the floo:u:'@hO

Nelson's declaration claimed that the recent election had not been

a free one except in East Tennessee and that knowledge of the region's

Tnion strength was hidden from the people of the rest of the staies by

suppression of the proceedings of the Knoxvills session of the East

39
Lo

Bumes, Loyal Mountainsers, 347-55; Lihens Post, July 5, 1861.

u
=
.

Proceedings, 16, 20-23; Temple, East Tennessee, 3
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Tennessee Convention., It further asserted that the results of the elec-
tion did not represent the will of the people--that had the canvass
been as fairly conducted in Middle and West Tennessee as it had been in
BEast Tennessee the decision would have been for the Union. The document
concluded with a threat of resistance to state authorities: ". . . but,
if this view is erroneous, we have the same--(and, as we think, a much
better) right to remain in the Government of the United States, than the
other divisions of Tennessee have to secede from it.”hl

While the declaration of grievances met with no real opposition,
Nelson's six resolutions touched off the debate. In brief, they asserted
that the Union counties of Fast Tennessee and all other Union counties
in the state which wanted to cooperate, would, in the pericd cf revolu-
tion, be the legal governmment of Tennessce and should rroceed o exer-
cise the powers and functions of such. Any attempts to station Cornfeder-
ate troops in Fast Tennessee would be met by "every means in our power
for our common defense'"; and if any member of the convention should be
killed btecause of his Union sentiments, or arrested for treason, '"we
eamestly advise and recommend the most prompt and decided acts of re-
taliation by our people." To carry out the section'!s defense, militaxy
companies should be raised in every cou:n’cy.b*2

During the next three days several resclutions were offered by
delegates, "many of them wild and visionary, and nearly all revolution-

ary," according to Temple; but attenticn focused mainly on the Nelson

\

1 -
& Temple, East Tennessee, 3L7-is8.
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resolutions. At first the proposals were well received by a majority

£

of the delegates who may have been carried away with the zeal znd ex-
citement of the moment. 3But several more cauticus members of the
business committee and other prominent delegates, such as Temple, John
Baxter, and Horace Maynard, felt that the resolutions went too farah3
On the afternoon of the third day, these mocderates offered a
series of substitute resolutions much more temperate in tone; and the
most angry debate of the entire convention consumed the rest of the
day. William Clift of Chattanooga, Jam2s P. Swen, William B, Cartex,
and Thomas D. Arnold delivered a broadside of ridicule and sarcasm at
the moderate speakers. He and his more belligerent colleagues intimated
that those who proposed moderation simply acted out of fear. They gave
great emphasis to the effective werk which could be done with sguirrsl
rifles and shotguns in the hands of mountain men in the event ¢f cocu-
flict with the Confederacy. By the end of the heated detate, it was
evident that opinicn at the convention was still divided. [Hevexrtihsless,

the substitute resolutions offered by the moderates were sutmitied to
the committee with directions for another rsport the next mornlng‘hu
Lfter deliberation into the night, the committsze recommended the
next morning that Nelson's resolutions bhe struck and the subsiitutes
adopted. Rotert Johnson, son of Andrew Johnson, loudly protested and

the fight begen anew. The debate raged back and forth through the re-

zmainder of the day. John Baxter asserted that Nelscn's resolutions would

M3Ibid¢, 351-52; Proceedings, 19.

L)

Tenple, Zast Tennessee, 353; Iroceedings, 19.
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precipitate a revolution; and finally Horace Mayrard made a speech
pleading for moderation and caution. Apparently his words turned the
tide, for debate ended and, according to the Proceedings, thas declara-
tion of grievances and substitute resolutions were accepted "without
division."b'5

The resolutions finally settled on were indeed a much watered-
down version of Nelsorn's origiral proposals. They expressed an "earnest
desire" that East Tennessee not become involved in civil war; that the
legislature's act of declaring Tennessee independent and joining the
state in a military league was unconstitutional; and that a three-man
coomission be formed to go to Nashville to seck legislative consent for
the eastern counties to establish a separate state. Finelly, claiming
that East Tennesseans had the right to determine their own destiny regerd-
less of whether separate statehood was granted, the propcsals provided in
detail for a convention to meet at Kingston at the call of Felson to
consider future a.ction.u6

The abandonment of the radical Nelson proposals mzy well have been
influenced by the immediate fear of danger with which the delegates wers
faced. While the convention was in session, at least one regiment of
Confederate trcops passed every day within sight of the meeting place.

On the sececnd day many deliegates thought the meeting would be disrupted

when a regiment of Louisiana "Tigers" arrived in town before dawn. Re-

leased from their trains, the hungry soldiers rushad jinto & hotel where
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many of the delegates were gquartered and proceedz=a to consume a large
breakfast that had bteen prepared for the conventicneers. A squad of
coldiers cut down a national flag that flew near the convention and made
several threats to delegates who were walking to the morming session.
Wortunately the officers of the Louisianans quickly gathered up their
men, put them back on trains, and departed for even more adventure at
Menassas. Later that day, one delegate suggested that for safety's sake
further meetings be held in secret, tut the suggestion was voted down
after little deba‘te.h7

At the end of the fourth day, Nelson declared the meeting adjourned;
and no doubt, many delegates were glad to return to the relative securiiy
of their homes. At least for now they knew the next step lay with the
state legislature in Nashville. Most realized that the chances orf
separate statehood for East Tennessee were remote, but all refused to
reke any moves until official woxd was received.

4s might be expected, reacticn to tne meeting was divided bath in
the region and the rest cf the state. Brownlow praised the action cf I
convention, but doubted the success of the rssolutions. "Anything going
from Bast Tennessee to the legisiature," he argued, "will not fail to

receive the contempt cherished by Middle and West Tennessee for this =nd

h7Knoxville Whig, June 29, 1861; Temple, Bast Tennesgea, 357-58.

'8Two delegates, John Blevins and slaveirader W. C. Xyle of Zawkins
County, obviously were not satisfied with the actions of the conventiocn.
Both issued an official protest ir the wminutes of the cenventicn, but did
not explain their reasons for dissension, although they may have felt

that even the moderate resolutions finally adopted were too radical.
Knoxville Register, June 27, 1861; Temple, Zast Tennessee, 353-5L.
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of the State. They have a2 contempt for our soil and people, and they
never fail %o show it when the opportunity offers." The Knoxville Register
castigated the resolutions under the heading "Declaration of Falsehoods!"
The Athens Post was certain that "nineteen twentieths" of the people of
Bast Tennessee would ignore them. The Memphis Appeal called the conven-
tion "Traitors in Council" and the members "the little batch of dis-

affected traitors who hover around the noxious atmosphere of Andrew

Joknson's house." The Nashville Republican Banner said it placed too

much confidence in the patriotism of the '"free mountaineers'" to believe
for a moment that they would lend vigorous strength to such a futile and

misguided movement. The Nashville Union and &merican had no fear whatsc-

ever that the reople of East Tennessee would ignore the convention and
not separate from their own state "for the purpose of Jjoining ths corrupt
Abolition Geovernment of Lincc'ln."}49
Within a week of the Greeneville Convention's s=djournment, the

Generzl Assembly met in extraordinary session. Ccmmissioners Jchn Nethexr-
land, James P. McDowell, and Oliver Temple traveled tc Nashville to pre-
sent the East Tennessee request for separate statehood. A joint committee
of thirteen was appointed to consider it. Although six of the committee
were Zast Tennessearns, there is no evidence that three of them were

present; instead they were among a large number of the East Tennesseans

ugKnoxville Whig, July 6, 1861; Knoxville Register, July L, 1861;
Athens Post, July 5, 1861; Memphis Appeal, July 3, 18%1; Nashville
Republican Banner, June 28, 1861: and Nashville Union and American,
June 23, 1861. To the 4tlanta Confederacy, the Zast Tennessee Conven-
tion was a feeble attempt by a few malcontsnts %o imitate the "Wheeling
Rebellion." Atlanta Confederacy, reprinted in Knoxzville Whig, June 29,
1861.
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who refused to attend this session of the legislature. The commitiee's
report was thus probtably drafted primarily by Middle and West Tennesseans,
On June 29 the committee responded to the petitioners by raising the
question of whether the request represented the true sentiment of East
Tennessee, because the membters of the convention had been selected al-
most a month earlier, before the referendum c¢n secession. Farthermore,
the commitiee asserted, "our brethren of Fast Ternessee would acquiesce"
in the results of the referendur on separation. After all, they were
identified f'with us by the closest ties of kindred and intexest.”" Thus
no sction should be taken until the neixt legislature met in October.

The senate zdopted the raport but took no action other than to discharge

the committee from further consideration.So
News of the legislative rebuff was met with btitter resignation

in much of Hast Tennessee. There was talk of open resistance by some of

the delegates to the ccnvention. James Henry cf Blount County wrote

T. A. R, Nelson that the "people of cur county is [g;g] for cpen rebel-

lion rather than be forced into the Southermn Confederacy.” Dr. Joln

Murthy from Jjolmson County asserted, "I am for following the foctprints

of the Wheeling Convention and if we wait until the next legislature acts

upon that memorial . . . it will b=z the death of the Union Party in Zast

51

Tannessee. . With reckless abandon Parson Brownlow continued to

CC - - - - . .
““Termeassee Senate Journal, 1861, 2nd Extraordinazy Session, 1L2-
Liy, 176-77; Ternessee House Journal, 1861, 2nd Exiraordinsry Session,
19L; Lecy, Vanguished Volunteers, 182.

James Henry to T. A. R. Nelscn, June 29, 1861, Nelson MSS, Mc-
Clung Collection; Dr. John Murphy to T. A. R. Nelsom, July 1L, 1861, ibid,
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denounce the Cocnfederacy in the pages of the Whig. The Scott Counvy
Court passed resolutions declaring that ccunty free and independent of
the state of Tennessee; a small delegation carried the resolutions to
the Secretary of State in Washville, but he summarily rejected them.52
In the Fifth Civil District of Washington County, Tnionists Leld a con-
vention and resolved that if a state could secede from the Union, a civil
district could separate from a county and state. They passed an ordi-
nance of secessicn, declaring themselves indeperndent of the Confederacy.
They then formed themselves into "Bricker's Republic! in honor of the
local Unionist justice of the peace, and elected Jacob Hull as president,
with a congress to assist him. Appeals to other civil districts and
counties, however, were unsuccessful.53

At the Greeneville Convention, secret pacts had been made by

Robert K. Byrd of Roane County, Joseph Cooper of Campbell, R. E. Edwards
of Bradley, S. C. Langeley of Morgan, and cthers to train and crganize a
force of 500 men surreptitiously. In early July, the Adjutent General of
the United States detailed Navy Lieutenant William Nelscn o sscurity
duty in Washington. Ee was ordered to raise a force and deliver 1GC,0C0
"arms to be used in East Tennessee. later in the sumner, General George B.
McClellan, with his army in Virginia, hoped to move into Fast Tsnnessee

-
and ". . . break the backbone of secession."jh

o

’“Soon after this incident, a Confederate force was sent tc Scott
County tc arrest the magistrates, all of whom had fled to the mcuntains. No
arres*ts were mace and the Confederates left expty handed. Esther S. Sander-
son, County Scott and Its Mountain Folk (Funtsville, Temmessee, 1958), 192,

g
““Paul M. Fink, Jcnesborough: Tre First Century of Tennessee's
First Tcwn (Washville, 1972), 143.

ol
’LTemple, Wotable Men, 10L; Official Records, Series 1, IV, 251-52;
ibid., II, 201, 20%; Clarence C. Buel and Robtert U. Johnscn (eds.), Battles
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Confederate authorities were by no means igmorant of the situaticn,
They were especially concerned over the safety of the East Tennessee and
Virginia Railroad, a key transportation link for troops and supplies
moving to the front in Virginia. Through much of the summwer of 1861
Governor Harris had left the Unionists alone, although there had been
ample opportunity to crush resistance to secession. Oliver Temple was
greatly surprised that the Greeneville Convention had not been broken up
and the delegates a.rrested.55

There is no direct evidence to explain Harris' initial attitude
of leniency: but there are two possible explanations. One was that the
Confederates simply had insufficient strength and organization to sup-

56

press the Unionists. This is problematical, however, because there
were enough troops both stationed in and passing through the region by
mid-June to disrupt Union gatherings. ZRut the Governor sent onlly fifteen
companics of state trocps to East Tennessee in May and he declined
Secretary of War LeRoy Walker's suggestion that Confederate trocops be
stationed there for reasons to be explained.57
Lpparently the Governor hoped that through a policy of concilia-

tion, or a policy in which the Confederates could appear benevolent,

Union resistance would weaken and eventually die out. Anti-Union

and Leaders of ithe Civil War (!, vcls.; New York, 1887), I, 132.

SSTemple, Bast Tennessee, 357-56.

56Paul A, Wnelan in his "Unconventional Warfare in East Tennessee,
1861-1865" (M.A. thesis, University of Temmessee, 1963j, 27, suggests,
among other things, that Confederate troops lackad the training and
skill to resist the Unionists.

Sllsham G. Harris to LeRoy P. Waller, May 25, 1861, Harris MSS,
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strength pad epparently increased, as was revealed in the June 8 referen-
dum; and it was hoped that this trend would continue. As a result, the
most avid Union leaders were allowed to speak and publish at will. A
group of citizens from Cleveland pleaded with the Governor to send troops
to quell "Tory" activities, but Harris refused, stating that he doubted
the propriety of ordering forces into East Tennessee unless absolutely
necessary. In late June he informed General Gideon Pillow that there
was an "overvhelming majority in most counties of that section" for the
Union, but he maintained that "forebearance and conciliation" was the
best policy to be pursued toward them.58

Not everyone was convinced, however, that the Goveimor's rolicy
of leniency would work. After traveling tharough East Tennessee in late
June, Samuel Tate apprised Confederate Secretary of State Robert Toombs
that Unionists were drilling with the purpose of resisting if thsy wer
prevented from forming a separate state; and he was certain that they
receive aid from the Federal government. "There iz truely [sic cl
great disaffection with the people," he asserted. To weakern the Tricn-
ists, Tate urged that their leaders be '"gotten out of the way." Landon
C. Hagjmes wrote Secretary Walker that civil war in Zast Tenmessee was

imminent. He assured Richmond that 10,000 Tnion men were armed and

~

53 gnam G. Earris to G. W. Rowles, July L, 1861, ibid.; J. S.
Turlburt, History of the Rebellion in Bradley County, East Tennessee
(Indianapolis, 1866), 61-62; Isham G. Harris to General Gideon Fillow,
June 30, 1861, Harris MSS, TSIA. Thomas L. Connelly in his Army of the
Heartlend, The Army of Termessee, 1861-1862 {Baton Rouge, 1967), L1,
suggeste that Harxis treated East Tenrescee leniently to gain its votes
in the upcoming August elecu_on. But there is no direct evidence to
suprort this.
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drilled; and they had been urged oy the New York Times to seize Knoxville
and hold it until aid could be sent. He begged for more troovs in the
region, because he felt a small and inadequate force would only irritate
the Unionists and invite aggression., "I am looking every moment also,"
Haynes warned, "to hear that the bridges have been burned and the Xast
Tennessee arnd Virginia Railroad torn up.'" After traveling to Bradley
County and seeing evidence of armed strength of Unicnists there, William
G. Swan rejected Harris' policy. He argued that '"no moral influence of

any kind whatever" would remedy the dituation and that only "physical

u

9

power, when exhibited in force sufficient" might prevent insurrection.
Apparently the dire warnings ccming from Sast Tennessee nad an
impact upon Rickmond. On July 9 Secretary Walker requested that Governor
Harris dispatch two Tennessee regiments to upper East Tennessee; and nine
days later the secretary urged Harris to send even mcre troops into the
eastern counties to seize guns being manufactured at Chattanocga and to
reconnoiter points along the East Tennessee and Virginia Pailroad. Ac-
cordingly, on July 18, General Sam Anderson left Nashville with two
regiments of infantry and a company of rangers headed for East Tennessee.

G
Then another regiment from Middle Tennessee was ordered to Kncxville.6J

59Ofi‘icial Records, Series 1, LII, pt. 2, p. 116; ivid., IV, 36L-
65, 3€6-6T7, 369-70. Even the Southern troops staticned in Bast Tennessesz
were concerned for their own safety. Lieutenant D. C. Scales of the 16th
Tennessee Volunteers reported that fear swept through the ranks when one
man died and several cothers became violently ill after eating fcod pro-
cured in Kunoxville. Although he dismissed the whole affair as an over-
blown rumcr, Scales sgid that most of the men were afraid of being
roiscned by the Unionists. D. C. Scales to William B. Campbell, August
10, 1861, Scales-Campbell MSS, TSIA.

60

Official Records, Series 1, IV, 365, 369, 370.
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Governor Harris, however, had not atandoned the idea of treading
lightly in 3=2st Teanessee. He urged President Jefferson Davis to make
certain that the majority of troops being assigned to the eastern coun-
ties were from Middle Tennessee. "It will exasperate East Tennesseans
much more to have troops from other states quartered unon them than from
other portions of their owvm state," he argued. Regardless of the Gover-
nor's hopes of appeasing East Tennesseans with troop units composed of
fellow citizens, Unionists were convinced that the solidiers were being
stationed in their midst to suppress them. The Athens Post vigorously
denied this. '"We speaik by authority in declaring that they are not heres
to intimidate our people" but they "will protect and defend each and
every citizen in his rights," it said. It further declared that force
would be used only in case of "self-defense or the direst necessity."6l

Confederate authorities made other attempts to change Unicnis+®
sympathies in Zast Tennessee. On July 20, General Leonidas Zolk, com-
mander of Confederate forces in Tennessee, ordered Robertson Topp, Judge
sohn Caruthers, Ur. Jeptka Faulk, and D. M. Leatherman, all yproniten
Whigs from Middle and West Tennessee before the war, to Knexviile 3o
persuade many of their o0ld colleagues to support the Confederacy. 4nd

following a suggestion from General Polk, the War Department cn July 26

I
OIIsham G. Harris to Jefferson Davis, July 13, 1861, Harris MSS,
TSLA; Athens Post, July 26, 1861, General Leonidas Polk was particularly
concerned about the conduct of troops stationed in Zast Tennessee. "It
is upon every account desirabie thzt no irritating language, or any
offensive bearing should be manifested by the trcops towards the citi-
zens oI East Termessee . . . and the commanders will see that this is
done," he stated. Genersl Leonidas Polk tc Robertson Topp. Judge John
Caruthers, Dr. Jeptha Faulk, & D. M. Leatherman, July 29, 1861, Topp

MS3, TSLA,
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appointed Brigedier General Felix Zollicoffer, another noted Tennessee
Whig in the 1850s, as commander of the newly created Disirict of East
Tennessee. Adjutant General Samuel Cooper instructed Zollicoffer to
"Preserve peace, protect the railroad, and repel invasion.'" Five days
later, Zolilicoffer was given further instructions and reminded of the
"importance of preventing organization for resistance . . . and of
attracting people to support the government."62

In the midst of the feverish Confederate attempt to get a grip on
Tast Tennessee, Unionists of the region sought to obftain redress through
the last legal means available to them. In the regularly scheduled
general election to be held August 1, they hoped trhat their weight weowudd
be sufficiently felt in the gubermatorial and Congressional races to
bring about an assured lenient policy toward their region. By late
spring, the East Tennessee TUnionist leadership had set its sights upon

denying Harris reelection. ZFor a time, they toyed with the idea cf

urged the East Tennessee TUnionists to support kim because he was certain
that with their help he could carry tcth East and West Tennessee, thus

assuring his election. George Bridges of Athens felt that aithough Polk

N
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0

Official Records, Series 1, IV, 27i-75, 377; General Lecniias
Polk to Robertson Topp, Judge Jonn caruthzrs, Dr. Jeptha Faulk, & D. M.
Leatherman, July 29, 1361, Topp MSS, ¥SLA. See also, James W. McKee,
Jr., "Felix K. Zollicoffer: OConfederzte Derender of East Tennessee,"
Part 1, East Tennessee Historical Society's Publicaticns, No. L3 (1971),
L3.
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was by no means an ideal choice, he could beat "King Harris" and "wouid
it not give a death blow to the secessicnists in ZEast Tennessee, and
cripple them in Middle and West Tennessee?"63

East Tennessee Unionists had additional strategy for the August
elections. Even though Governor Harris had proclaimed that citizens
were to elect representatives to the Confederate Ccngress, the Union
leaders submitted candidates for the United States Congress. In a
letter to his constituents of the First District, dated July 10, T. A, R.
Nelscr declared 'the whole process by which Tennessee’” had "teen annaxed
to the Confederate States'" was "illegal and unconstitutional.'" HKe then
announced himself as a candidate for Congress in Washington. Horace
Maynard and George Bridges announced their candidacy in the Second and
Third Dist *::t.g.'t:s.6)'L

Hopes that a new man would move into the governor's chair were
dazned when Ezrris carried the state by a landslide. The electicn re-
vealed, however, the continued strength of Unionism in Zast Tennesses.
Zven though the Governor carried Middle ard West Tennessee by substan-
tial marzirs, he lost the eastern third by 27,738 (62 percent) to 15,L3L
(38 percent) votes. Ratification of the Confederate Constitution had been
on the ballot and Bast Tennesseans rejected it 27,738 to 14,887. In the

Congressional races, Nelscn defeated Confecderate candidate Joseph B.

Heiskz1ll by an overwhelming margin. Similariy Maynaxd defeated J. H.

6

Mcllung
ibid.

2
“William H. Polk to ¥. A. R. Nelson, July 13, 1861, Neison lSS,
Jollection; Ceorge Bridges to T. A. R. Helson, July 16, 1861,

iE
1
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“Knoxville Whig, July 6, 13, 1o, 1861,
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Shields and Bridges won over A. G. Welcker.65

As the East Tennessee returns ceme in, Govermor Harris saw that
his policy of leniency had done little to strengthen the Southern cause
in the region. As a matter of fact, results were remarkably similar to
the June 8 referendum. Whether embittered over the election or now con-
vinced cut of military necessity, Harris' attitude toward East Tennessee
Unionists tock a marked change. "I fear we will have to adopt a de-
cided and energetic policy with the people of that section," ke wrote
shortly after the election. 4nd indeed the gcvernor sternly clamped
down on Uaionist activities in the eastern counties, ordering General
Zollicoffer to arrest several Union leaders and banish them if necessary,
On the day he was elected to Congress, and a few days after he issued a
call for the East Tennessee Convention to meet at Kingston, T. A. R.
Nelson was arrested in southwest Virginia while attempting ¢ escape Con-
fedexate lines. A few weeks later Horace Maynard escaped 42 washingtcn,
while Gecrge Bridges was placed under house arrest in 4thens for over a
year and did not take nis Congressional seat wntil Februwary, 1863.66

Reversing his earlier policy, Barris maintained, on August 16,
that more troops should be stationed in East Tennesses. '"Twelve or foux-

teen thousand mén in Fast Tennessee would crush cut revellicr there without

6 . . - . -
5Kno:’v111e Register, August 15, 1861, TUnionist Andrew 5. Clemern®
algo claimed victory for the Fourth Congressional District in northeasterm
Middle Tennesses.

6Official Records, Series 1, IV, 379; Alcxarnder, Nelson, &8;
Knoxville Whiz, June 29, 1861: Dorothy K. Riggs, "Horace Maynard: Scame
Facts and Stories Collected for His Descendants," ftypescript.

UT Special Collections.
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firing a gun,'" he intoned, "while a smaller force may involve us in
scenes of blood that will take long years to heal." It was his feeling
that the "rebellious spirit of that people’ could no longer be tolerated.
Ten days later a regiment of infantry under Colonel W. E. Baldwin was
sent into Johnson County to purge suspected gatherings of Tories.

Baldwin was instructed to make certain that his soldiers scrupulously
observed the rights of persons and property of "law abiding citizens';
but he was to disperse all hostile organizations, capture their leaders,
and "destroy'" those who resisted.67
The change in policy by Govermor Harris, the increasing strength
of Confederate authority in the regicn, and a growing resistance on the
part of many Unionists in the late summer of 1861 marked the begirning
of a bloody civil war that would engulf East Tennessee for the next thrse
and a half yezars. It seemed that Confederate attempts to aprease and win
support of the Unionists had for the most part failed. Indeed the effec-
ti7e and energetic leadership provided by several Unionists had almost
completely frustrated secessionism in East Tennessee. And the well-
publicized meetings of the East Tennessee Convention, which drsw large
nunbers of delegates from throughout the region, no doubt influenced
many Bast Tennesseans to remain loyal to the old flag or at lsast refuse
to embrace whole-heartedly the new Southern republic. Once Gcvernox
Harris had removed the Unionist leaders, secessionists hoped to per-
suade those East Tennesseans who had not fully committed themselves

either way to the Southern cause.

67Official Records, Series 1, IV, 389, 393,
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Nevertheless, over the next two years, Confederate authorities,
both civil znd military, would be faced with the problem of not only
dealing with an unsettled and divided civilian population, but also
fending off military invasion by Federal armies. ZFor the various ccm-
manders of East Tennessee, the task would not be an easy one. And for
the citizens of the region, regardless of loyalties, late summer and
early fall of 1861 signalled the beginning of a way of life that would
be bitterly etched in their memories. INeighbors and old friends were
now freguently arrayed on opposite sides of the struggle. Violence now
became an integral vart of everyday life for most people of the region.
Long after the war, one East Ternesszan warned thcse who read his
meroirs if they were ever caught in a rebellion of citizen against
citizen "o fly frem it as from a burning house. Tarry not . . . bus
fly and at once. Leave all you have behind if you cannot escape with

it rapidly, for it is of no value."68

€8

Samuei Milligan Memoirs, TSIA,



CHE2PTER IIT

"TRAITORDOM"--EAST TENNESSEE UNDER

CCNFEDERATE OCCUPATICN

Captain Alexander Coffee of the 15th Alabama Volunteers was pleased
that his regiment had stopped in Zast Tennessee. The soldiers were camped
near Knoxville on comfortable ground witix clean watsr; and those who had
broken out with measles were under the careful treatment of Dr. J. G. M.
Ramsey, a prominent secessionist and historian of Tennessee., DMuch teo
Coffee's surprise, the land was consideratly better than he had thought
it would be; it was good farming country even though there seemed %o be
little enterprise, And despite the fact that East Ternnessee was a hoh-
bed of "Toryism," he had made the acquaintance of several wvexy "clever
and agreeable" citizens.l

Coffee's description, however, belied the continuirg tensions thas
prevailed throughcut East Tennessee in late summer and early fall of 19¢1.
Confederate units had to be dispatched to disperse Unionist organizations
in Greene, Scott, and lMorgan counties, and parts of lower East Tennesses,
In Hamilton County, William Clift organized hundreds of Uniorists into
military companies; but when confronted by overwhelming state troops,
disbanded his force without a fight. Possibly still hoping to appease
the Unionists, the state inspector general pledged not to harass them as

long as they remained peaceful.2

Larexander D. Coffee to "wife," August 23, 29, September &5, 18€1,
Cci‘fee IJ:SS ) SHC .

“Burlburt, Zradley County, 6€-71; Temple, Notable Men, 95-96.
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Such an agreement, however, was highly unusual because the Confeder-
ates were trying their best to snuff out Unionism in Bast Tennessee. One
method was the application of a law passed by the Congress on August 30,
1861, which called for the "sequestration of %he estates, property and
effects of alien enemies.'" Anyone having custody of, or kmowledge of,
property of an "alien eneny" was to report it to Confederate authorities.
Iandon C. Haynes, appointed receiver for East Tennessee, explained that
the act included all pecple who had gone, or who in the future would leave
for Kentucky or other parts of the United States. In such cases, their
property was to be reported to him and he would arrange to sell it at
public auction. Over the next two years, Confederate court dockets were
filled with sequestration cases; and legal notices of public sales were
published in almost every issue of East Tennessee newsvapers. Lven the
giant Burra Burra Ccpper Company in Polk County was sold at nublic auction
on june 30, 1863, after it was determined that the principal stockholders
wera Northermers and therefore alien enemies.3

Another piece of Congressional legislation was implemented o
ferret out Fast Tennessee Unionists. On August §, 1861, Ccngress passed
an act stating that all natives, citizens, denizens, or subjecis” of 2
nostile nation who were over fourteen years of age and within *he Con-
federate States would be '"liable tc be apprehended, restrained or secured
and removed as alien ensmies." On August iIlL, Jefferscn Davis apriied the

law to Tennessee; and in effect it declared every Unionist zn enexy and

\U

Cfficial Records, Series L, I, 585-93; Kroy"l;le Register, October
17, 1861; R. E. Barclay, Ducksown Back in Rabt's Tinme (Chapel Hill, 16LE),
88-91.
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labelled as spies or combatants those who had been in Federal territory
and returned to East Tennessee. He then called upon all East Tennes-
seans to swear allegiance to the Confederacy or to be subject to arrest
by October. A whole series of arrests was made on the slimmest of pre-
texts; known sympathy for the Union was emple justification for incar-
ceraticn., But Judge West Humphreys of the Confederate court for Easst
Tennessee soon grew weary of the large number of defendants coming bve-

fore him and he rebuked "small men" for making "indiscriminate arrests

I
'

on insufficient grounds.” Many Unionists fled to Xentucky rather than
take the oath. Writing from Camp Dick Robinson in Kentucky, Edward May-
nard, son of the Congressman, reported that on one day alone nearly eight
hundred Bast Tennesseans came into camp to enlist in the Federal azmy.
However, there were many who wished to remein in their native region.
They simply wanted to be left alone and they were willing to swear loyalty
to the Confederacy, albeit with certain mental reservations. In order to
remain in East Tennessee, prominent Unionists such as Olivexr P. Temple,
John Baxter, and T. A. R. Nelson, who had been released from arrest, took
the cath and attempted to carry c¢a normal lives. As Confederate couxrt
opened in September, a majority of the XKnoxville bar swore allegiance in

order %0 continue their practices.

hOfficiel Records, Series 2, II, 1368-70; ibid., I, 850. From
the fall of 1861 *hrough July, 1863, Judge Bumphreys was remarkably
lenient in dealing with Unionists, much to the displeasure of ardent
secessionists and Confederate authorities. Ironically, Euaphreys was
impeached by Ccngress in 1865 for his services to the Confederacy.
Kermit Hall, "West E. Humphreys and the Crisis of the Union," Tennessee
Historical Guarterly, XXXIV (1975), L8-63.

5Knoxville Whig, September 2, 21, 1861; Edward Maynard to Hcrace
Maynzrd, September 1, 1861, Maymard MSS, UT Special Colilections; Athens
Pogt, September 13, 1861.



Other more subtle methods were used to weaken the Unionists,
Aithough Brownlow was allowed to publish his parer at will and was not
arrested, his powerful Union journal began to experience difficulties
in the fall of 1861. In August, he was forced to publish weekly rather
than tri-weekly because of diminished inccme. Although much of this was
due to the abrupt break in Northerm advertising, the fiery editcr blamed
it on the cutoff of subscriptions and the stealing of money from his mail.
Brownlow stated that many of his subscribers complained that their news-
papers were not delivered, yet some of their neighbors regularly re-
ceived copies of the arch-rival Register. Another subscriber reported
seeing several large bundles of the Whig being thrown from a railrocad
car into the Tennessee River at Loudon Bridge. Brownlow bitterly attack-
ed rival editor J. A. Sperry of the Register as "a drunken and degraded
scoundrel”" and a "suitable addition to Audubon's Ormithology." He often
intimated that Sperry was in collusion with local postmaster Chaxrles W,
Charlton, sometime editor of the Register and more than once implisd
that Charlton was behind the effort to suppress the Eg;g.é

The Post Office was also implicated in other attempts to battle
the Unionists. In late August the Confederate Post Office Department
announced the clcsing of four offices in Washington County, because they

were in '"disloyal neighborhoods." Brownlow complained that this was

&

Knoxville Whig, August 3, 24, 31, September 7, 186l. Brownlow
also accused Charlton of forging a series of ietters in the spring of
1861 to Amos lawrence of Massachusetts in Andrew Johasor's rame. Iz the
letters, Jornson suppcsedly was agking for noney for she Tnion cause,
Lawrence lost $1,000 in the affair. See Barry A. Crouch, "The Merchant
and the Senator: An Attempt to Save Bast Tennessee for the Union,"

East Tennessee Historical Society's Publications, No. L5 (197L), 53-75.
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"the cld Democratic policy revived--prcscribe all who dare ovpose you at
the ballot box.”7
But as was true before the August general election, not everycne
considered a harsh policy as the appropriate way of dezaling with East
Tennessee. Despite his endorsement of the arrest of several prominent
Unionists such as Nelson and Bridges, General Zollicoffer leaned over
backwards to avoid unnecessary friction in the region. In an order
issued to his command, the general stated that he would not tolerate
any abuse of former Unionists who were willing to submit peacefully to
Confederate authority. And for those who had fled from their homes, he
urged them to return and "pursue their respective avccations peacefulily.”
A few days later, after numerous complaints from citizens, ke crdered
his respective unit commanders to clamp down stermly on their men for
disorderly conduct "which is endangering the public peace."8
Zollicoffer'!s brigade quartermaster, A, M. Lea, persuaded Union
leaders from various counties to assemble in Knoxville to issue a public
statement urging their friends to return from Xentucky znd submii to 'the

n?

powers that be. The leacders, Temple, Baxter, Fleming, and even Brownlow,
declared that "we should deplore a civil war in our midst and we believe

that we but reflect the feelings of the Unicn party in East Termessee in

Tknoxville vhig, September 28, 1861.

8 ol Y . .

Cfficial Records, Series 2, I, £31; General Order #5, August 23,
1861, in Crders and Leiters Sent, Generzl Zcllicoffer's Brigade, Confeder-
ate Military Records, RG 109, Netional Archives; McKee, "Zollicoffer," L5,

Q
“Lea even received the promise of T, A. R. Nelson to support the
Confederacy ovenly at a future date., 0Official Records, Series 2, I,

gaT.
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avowing that statement." Accompanying the declaration was a conciliatory
note from Zollicoffer assuring the people that no more military fcrce
would be used "than I may deem due to the peace arnd safety of the com-
mnity. . « " He would leave Unionists alone as long as they remained
peaceful and avoided speaking or acting violently.lo

It seems that this policy of conciliation haa some effect. Iio
doubt influenced by Zollicoffer's unblemished record as a Wnig befcre
the war, Brownlow was willing to concede that the general was a man "of
great firmness of character and of true courage, and . . . our citizens
will find him generous and reasonatle." When the Register compiained
about Zollicoffer's lenient policy, implying that his ears had been
"stuifed by the Lincolnites," Brownlow rushed to the general's defense.
Not only hed Zollicoffer defended the rights and property of Fast Tennes-
seans, Brownlow argued, he had cdone much "towards calming down the
troubled element and reconciling the people of this end cf the State,"ll

When the Tennessee legislature redistricted the state and provided
for another election for Confederate congressmen and president during th
first week in November, Brownlow urged Ezst Tennssseans to participate.

He admitted that the fight of the Unionists had bteen futile ard <hat

*Oxnoxville Whig, September 21, 1861.
11Ibid.,, August 17, September 7, 1861. Willizm G. McAdoo, a Knox-
ville secessionist, however, was disgusted with Zollicoffer's policies.
McAdoo observed that the general arrested several insignificant Tnion-
ists, "poor deluded devils," but was lenient toward the major figures
such as Brownlcw, Nelson, Temple, and Baxter. 2Zcllicoffer did this,
wrote McAdoo, because he wanted the support of thsse men in a future
election. '"We need a patriot in the post who will kill treasca by
cutting off its head, not attempt it by cutting off its fingers and
tces." William G. McAdoo Diary, August 18, 1861, Floyd-McAdoo MSS,
Library of Congress (microfilm).
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they had received little aid and comfort from the Federal govermment.
Therefore, he said, "if we must live under the Confedsrate Government,
we must be represented." He then urged his readers to support 'new
born Secessionists" (who had been former Uniorists) over "original
Secessionists." To Brownlow the 'mew borns" would prosecute the war
more vigorously, make no more illegal arrests, and inaugurate a govern-
ment of the people which would advocate low taxes. Brownlow backed the
candidacy of John Baxter who believed "that we have reached a point which
makes it the duty of all to take sides with the South. . . ." Confeder-
ate authorities may have allowed Brownlow to publish as long as they
did because of the more temperate rhetoric and quasi-support of the
Southern Republic.12

Zollicoffer's policy of moderation, however, could nct offset cru-
cial blundexrs by other Confederate authorities in the regicn. The strict
application of the confiscation act and the mass arrest of Unionists
initiated by rabid secessionists in October 4id much to encourage a
smoldering resentment among many people. Rotertson Topp, one of the men
sent by General Polk in the summer of 1861 %c conciliate the Ezst Tennes-
seans, complained to President Davis that just as the people wexre
quieting down, th2 wave of arrests bagan--actions which poisoned the
minds of the people toward the Confederacy. If the arrests were per-
mitted much longer, Topr argued, the people would rise up in rebellion.
He blamed William G. Swan, William Churchwell, attorney general John

Crczier, and postmaster Charltcn fcr maliciously promoting the arrests

;
*ZKnoxville Whig, August 31, September 1L, 21, 28, 1861.
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simply for private revenge. Topp then urged the removal of Crozier and
Charlton in hopes that their displacement might repair the situation.
BEvern though many of the cases were eventually ‘thrown out of the courts,
further alienation of East Tennessee Unionists resulted.13

The green troops stationed in the region likewise contributed to
the disaffection of local citizens. ZErcwnlow urged a closing of saloons
in Kncxville to put a stop to the crowds of drunken soldiers who rode
horses on the sidewalks and yelled like savages. In late October mem-
bers of an Alabamna regiment got into a brawl witk some constables and
their Union frisnds near the Lamar House. Two soldiers were seriously
hurt; and over a hundred cavalrymen were called in %o break up the fray,
Accusations were made cn both sides as to the perpetratcrs of the fight;
but regardless of cause, the incident made for bitter feelings in the
community. A soldier from Middle Tennessee staticned in the east wrote
that a2 thousand soldiers ready to do battle for the South had been un-
necessarily dragged through the mcuntains of upper East Tennessee on
forced marches merely to frighten harmless men. Every intelligent man
in his battalion believed that it would have been far bebter for the
peace and harmony of Tennessee "if a bayonet had never been heres.,” And
Captain Alexander Coffee later conceded that the soldiers had caused
auch trouble among the civilians by their depredations as they marched
through the country: "we will cause a famine . . . where we stay long,

L

. 1
so many men and horses to feed."

130¢£i0ial Records, Series 1, IV, L76-77.

lL‘Kno:»:ville Whig, September 1L, 1861; Colonel W. B. Wood, to
General Felix Zollicoffer, October 28, 1861, Letterbook of Colonel W. B.
Wood, Confederate Military Records, RG 1G9, NA; Knoxville Register,
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By mid-October tensions began to mount once more in the eastern
counties. Despite earlier apparent softening of attitude, editor Brown-
low, whether outraged by the series of arrests or simply from e changs in
his mercurial personality, again launched a campaign against the Confeder-
acy. When local Confederate units were unable to fill their quota after
a call for voiumteers in the fall, Brownlow sarcastically questioned why
all the able-bodied Southerrn rights advocates who were still amongst the
civilian ranks did nct join up. Ee knew that many were willing to run
for Congress, but none seemed tc be willing to raise a company c¢f volun-
teers. He vehemently protested the arrests being made by Confederate
authorities and he ccntinued his attacks on editor Sperry, calling him
a '"negro wenches beau." On October 26, the Parson prublished his last
issue of the Whig and then was forced tc shut down his press, because
he was nearly ruined financially. In a farewell editorial, he warned
of a revolt against the Confederacy because of its heavy-handed policies.
"Citizens are cast into dungeons without charges of crime against them
and without the formalities of a trial by jury: private property con-
fiscated at the teck of those in power; the press humbled, muzzled, and
suppressed or prostituted to serve the ends of tyranny."ls
Rathzr than wait to be arrested, Brownlow in late October attempted

an escape to Kentucky; but he was foiled because of the heavy Confederate

October 29, 1861; Nashville Republican Banner, reprinted in Xnoxville Whiz,
Avgust 31, 1861; Alexander D. Coffee to '"wife," November 20, 1861, Coffee
M3S, SEC. The attitude of many soldiers towazrdi the Unionists may have
contributed to friction between the military and civilians. One scoldier
stationed near Knozxville felt that the Fast Tennessee "traitors' deserved
"tc be loathed of eartk, Scorned by heaven and kissed by the serpents of
Hell,' Hennibsl Pzine to Virginia Royal, August 7, 1861, Paine MSS, TSLA.

1 - -
‘SKnoxville Whig, Octcher 12, 19, 26, 1851.
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ratrols guarding the mountains. After receiving warnings that his
arrest was imminent, Brownlow, with the aid of Union sympathizers, slipped
out of Knoxville again on Ncvember L and went to a remote section of the
Smokxy Mountains in Sevier County and then Rlount County, rewaining there
in hiding fcr nearly a month, much to the dismay of Confederate authori-
ties who regarded him as a Jdangerous rabble rouser.l

fears of Federal invasion added greatly to the uneasiness of the
Confederates. Scuthern forces in the region were reduced after mid-
September when Zollicoffer took the majority of his troops north to
Kentucky to read off a Union army under Buell which was at first thcught
to be headed for East Tennessee. Colonel William B, Wood was left in
command at Knoxville with a depleted force consisting cf the 16%h
Alabama and a 300-man contingent to guard the magazine. An Tast Ternnss-
see brigade was charged wit%lguarding the railroad bridges tiroughout
the region,17

When Zollicoffer was repulsed in a skirmish on Cctober 20 at
Wildcat Mountain, Kentucky, a nervous Colonel Wood reported that Union-
ists in East Tennessee were elated and were displaying more boldxness,
Southern sympathizers in Knoxville flew into a near panic and were ex-
pecting a preconcerted movement smong the Unionists to establish control
of the region. Zollicoffer advised Wcod to keep an eye on the movement

of Lincolnites in the region, but he continued to advocate moderaticn,

1€ . .
Parson Brownlow's Book, 279-82; Coulter, Brownlcw, 151-82.
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urzing Wood to restrain "our ultra friends* from acts of indiscretion.
It was his feeling that some of the Knoxville secessionists became un-
necessarily nervous over small matters.l8

The November congressioral elections proved to be a disappoint-
ment for those who had hoped that differences had been reconciled and
that Unionists would participate in the election process. Throughout
East Tennessee the voter turmout was light as Unionists stayed away from
the polls en masse. In some areas such as Morgan County the polls were
not even opened. Many undcubtedly had been angered by "original Seces-
sionist" candidates who called East Tennessee Unionists "a pack of igno-
rant dupes, withouv sense, intelligence, or independence--the tools . . .
and slaves of a few Union leaders." Unionists even refused to cast wvotes
for men who had been their late leaders, simply because it would have
been an oblique admission of the legitimacy of the Confederacy. Some-
times, however, Confederate military forces interfered in the election
in attempts to intimidate the Unionists. In Tazewell, Confedesrate txrcops
tried to mun congressional candidate Jonhn Baxter out of town; but the
latter, armed with a shotgun, fortified himself in his hotel roomx and
did not leave until ready. In XKnox County, it was reported that Unicnists
might have supported John R. Rodgers over E. F. Gardenshire, but few dared
to vote because of threats by Confederate soldiers. After the election
Rodgers heard rumors that he was to be arrested, but he menaged tc escare

19

rom Bast Tennessee.

.
‘8:1:1&. , 182, L99.

l9Knoxville Whig, Cctober 12, 1861; Alexander D. Coffee %o "wife,"
November 20, 1861, Coffee MSS, SHC; Official Reccrds, Series 1, IV, 529;
William G. Brownlow to Robertson Topp, October 1, 1861, Topp MSS, TSLA;
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Apprehension continued to grow as the Confederates sensed the de-
gree of discontent in East Tennessee. On election day, Samuel Tate in-
formed General Albert Sidney Johnston that "feelings of decided hostility™
were '"'again teing exhibited by tke citizens."20 Out of fear of lcsing
the vital railroad in East Tennessee, General Johnston dispatched two
infantry regiments and seven companies of cavalry to join Zollicoffer's
army. Bven with this welcomed addition, Iandon C. Eaynes, who had just
been elected to the Confederate senzte by the General Assembly, expressed
grave apprehensions to President Davis. If a Federazl army were to move
into the area, defeat Zollicoffer, and seize the railrocad, "flames of
rebellion will flash throughout Bast Tennessee, the railircad will te
destroyed, the bridges burned, and other calamities no% necessary t< mei-
tion will follow." Haynes! warnings were uncanny, for the very night
that he pemmned his letter to Davis, a grcup of Zast Tennessee Unionists
carried out a bold and dramatic enterprise.zl

The Reverend William B. Carter, devoted Unionist from Elizsbeth--

ton, nad for months seriously ccnsidered a scheme 5 buzm the various

Beatrice L. Garrett, "The Confederate Government and the Unicnists of
BEast Tennessee" (M.A. thesis, University of Tennessee, 1932), 31. Despite
the light voter turnout in the Congressional elections, J. B. Heiskall

was elected Congressman from the First District, W. G. Swan frcm the
Second District, and W. H. Tibbs from the Third District. Miller,
Political Manual of Tennessee (Nashville, 1890), 177.

ZOJG G. M. Ramsey anticipaved an invasion by a Federal army and
others fzlt that Zollicoffer's policy of leniency had been a mistake.
One man wrote Governcr Harris that there was a large "Lincoln force'
of citizens within East Tennessee ready to overwhelm Zollicoffer.
Official Records, Series 1, IV, 509-12.

- S
Ibid., 529-30.
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ridges along the railroad in kast Tennesse2. In September he escaped
from the region and traveled tc Washington, where General McClellan en-
dcrsed the idea and sent Carter to Kentucky with $2,500 to carry out the
plan. The operation called for grcups of selected men to destroy simul-
taneously nine railroad bridges between Bristol, Virginia, and Stevenscn,
Alabama, thus knocking out the vital 1life line to Virginia. With trans-

portation and communications blocked, a strong army of Federals under
General George Thomas would march into East Tennessee and seize crucial
military pcsitions. As the army of liberation moved into the area, it
was hoped that Unionists would come out of hiding and thus confroant the
Confederates with overwhelming odds.22

In mid-October Carter, with two regular officers, slipped back
into East Tennessee and selected six known Unionists who lived along the
railway. These men would serve as leaders in the destruction of the
bridges and each in turn would choose a handful of followers to carxzy
out the mission. But the cverall scheme went awry in Xentucky., After
repulsing Zollicoffer at Wildcat Mountain, Thcmas marched on to London,
Kentucky, in late Ozctober in preparation for his anticipated move into
Tennessee. But his immediate superior General William T. Sherman
ordered him to retrace his steps. ©Sherman had decided that the planned
incursion was militarily unsound and thersfore not worth the risk to

. . . , 23
Thomas' army; besides, matters seemed more »pressing in the West.

22Temple, East Temmessee, 370-7Z, 375-77.

A
CJIbid.; Jesse Burt, "Zast Tennessee, Lincoln, and Sherman,' East
Tennessee Histeorical Society's Publications, Ne. 3L (1962), 16-21., Sher-
man was probably correct irn his assumption--Thomas' army was ruch too
small to carry out the liberation of East Tennessee ani his supply route
would have been precarious at best. Thics was not the last time that Hast
Tennessee would be considered of secondary importance.
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Unfortunately for Carter and his men, they did not receive word of
Thomas! reversal in plans. Thus on the night of November 8, the insur-
gents struck, destroying two bridges between Knoxville and Bristol, one
between Knoxville and Chattancoga, two south of Chattanooga, and lesser
bridges over the Hiwassee River in McMinn County and Lick Creex in Greene
County. The saboteurs, however, failed to destroy bridges cver the
Watauga near Zlizabethton and the Holston at Strawberry Plains because
of heavy guard details there., The bridge burnings were a serious, but
temiporary, disruption of the railrcad. Rail transportation was halted;
the telegraph between Chattanooga and Richmond had been broken; and ths
movement of army supplies was held up. Almost immediately, however,
Confederate troops moved into the region; and Colonel Daniel Leadbeiter
wa.s ordered to take charge of the railroads in East Tennessee. He was
empowared to levy the railroad owners and the adjacent comrmunities for
aid and materials in restoring service.2h

Despite the limited success of the bridge-burning activities, the
Confederates thought they saw the beginning of the long-awaited mass
rebellion of East Temnesseans. Under the misconception that a Federal
army would soon be in their midst to liberate them, bands of armed Union-
ists gathered thrcughout the countryside to help break the Confederate
yoke. A thousand Tories, for instance, marched to Strawberry Plains and

then to Underdown's Ferry on the French Broad River, where they confronted

a smaller Confederate force ard 100 pro-Southern citizens armed with

2l . . -
4Humes, Loyal Mountaineers, 133-35; Temple, Notable Men, 85-86;
Temple, Bast Tennessee, 381-83.
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shotguns and squirrel rifles. After exchanging shots for cver a day, the
insurgents retreated and then scattered to their homes. Another group of
nearly a thousand Unionists who rallied together in Carter County soon
dissolved when they gradually sensed that aid from the expected Union
army was nct coming., In Hamilton County, William Clift reorgenized his
troops; but when an overwhelming Confederate force was sent to crush them,
the insurgents disbanded into the mountains and then fled into Kentucky,25

The bridge burnings and minor revolts, serious as they were in the
disruption of transportation and communications, had an even more startling
psycrological =2ffect. Confederate authorities from Knoxville and Rich-
mond were now convinced that insurrecticn would spread throughout East
Tennessee. DMessages to the Confederate capital proclaimec 'the country
in great excitement and terror," the "whole country is now in a state of
revellion,”" and "Civil War has broxen out at length in East Tennessee."
Most Confederates were now convinced that conciliation had been a ccm-
plete failure and severe measures wouid have $c be resorted to. Three
days after the bridgs burnings, Colonel Wood assured Richmond trat a mild
policy would no longer work. He advocated that the Unicnists should be
punished and their leaders penalized "to the extent of the law." Wced
then placed Knoxville under martial law because he felt there was too
much sympathy and collusion with the enemy. At first General Zollicoffer
felt that the reports of rebellion were exaggzerated and that the Tories
would probably circulate wild rumors merely to disconcert the Confeder-

ates. 2But he quickly changed his views as more facts came in and ordered

250fficial Records, Series 1, IV, 231, 531-32, 8L7-L8; ibid., Series
2, I, 840, 839, 21:3-39; Temple, East Tennessee, 36€6-6T7; Samuel W. Scott
and Samuel P. Angel, History of the 13th Regiment of Ternessze Yoluxnteer
Cavalry, U. S. A, . . . (Knoxville, 1903), 66-73; Athers £ost, Necvember
29, 1861; Hurlburt, Bradley County, 72-77.




the disarming of all known Unionists, insisting that thesir leaders be
captured. Ee was disgusted because the leniency shown them had been
wnavailing. "They have acted wita base duplicity and should no longer
be trusted," he concluded. Govermor Harris insisted on a siringent policy;
and Albert G. Graham of Jonesboro went sc far as to suggest the confisca-
tion of land and property of known Unionists and the forced removal of
their families from the country. Almost immediately anyones suspected
of complicity in the bridge burnings was arrested. Others who were ¥mown
Unicn sympathizers were imprisoned, often without charges, filling jails
throughout the region to capacity. The Knox County jail socn overflowed
and a temporary prison had to be set vp in a house on IMain and Prince
(Market) Streets. Well into Decerwber as many as sixty prisoners a day
were locked in the Knoxville jails.2

By late November, as the various swmall-scale rebellions were
broken up, Confederate authorities feolt that at least a semblance of
peace and quiet had been restored. ILieutenart A. P. Wiggs led a patrol
into tke country and reported that he had confiscated arms and adminis-
tered the oath of allegiance to many Lincolnites without much difficulty.
He ncted that the people had beccme suvmissive in most localities and he
was convinced that "our presence in the country is having a good effect.?
And W. D. Ish, who had just returned from Blount County, ouserved that the

Teries are '"ccoling down fast . . . there will be n0 mcre troutle with

26Official Records, Series 2, I, 838-L1, 8L2-}23; ibid., Seriss 1,
Iv, 237, 239, 241-42; Marv U. Rothrock {ed.), The French Broad-Holston
Country, A History of Knox Cocunty, Tennessee (Knoxville, 1946), 132;
D. A, Deaderick, "Register of Events, and Facts Reccrded Annuaily"” {1825-
2873), 70, Deaderick MSS, McClung Collection.
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them." However, some Confederates were still wary. Colonel Leadbetter
reported that he had restored trangquility in the Greeneville axsa, but he
was certain that the masses would rise again if a "foreign force" entered
the region. And J. G. M. Ramsey asserted that the rebellion in East
Tennessee was nearly smothered, "but is far from being extinguishedo"27

For several weeks controversy emerged over what to do with the
hundreds of prisoners who had been arrested in the wake of the bridge
burnings. Many had been incarcerated simply because they were known
Unionists. Still convinc=d that the leniency and forebearance shown
earlier had prevented a mass uprising, Zollicoffer maintained that only
those who had openly resisted the Confederacy should be punished.

Colonel Wood.,, however, protested that all Unionist prisoners should be
regarded as prisoners of war without benefit of trial. !Madison Pecples
of Knoxville urged that martial law be vroclaimed throughout East Tennes-
see. On November 17, Brigadier General William E. Carroll succeeded
Wood as commander of Xnoxville; eleven days later he set up a2 militaxy
court to try z2ll persons identified as having helped destroy the bridges,
Judge Humphreys of the Confederate court, hcwever, continued his general

policy of leniency and issued writs of habeas corpus for several men

who Carroll maintained were '"beyond doubt guiliy of buming the railroad
bridges." Secretary of War Judah Benjzmin wanted all bridge burmers sent

to priscn at Tuscaloosa, Alabama and in an obvious exaggeration of the

()

L7Official Records, Series 2, I, 8L9; ibid., Series 1, VII, 721-22;
Lieutenant £. P. Wiggs, to Colonel W. B. Wcocd, Nevembar 20, 18€1, Wood
Letterbook, Confederate Military Records, NA; H. J. and W. D. Ish to
Cavtain R. F. Welcker, December 13, 1861, Welcker 1SS, McClung Collecticn.
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rime that had been ccmmitted ke concluded: "Let nct crne of these

treacherous murderers escape." Finally these attempts by civil authori-
ties to take priscners out of the military Jjurisdiction so annoyed
General Carroll that on December 11 he placed Knoxville under martial
law., During December three prisoners were convicted by the military tri-
bunals and hanged at the gallows in Knoxville. EHarrison Self of Knox
County, also convicted for destroying railroad bridges, was spared by
Jefferson Davis following receipt of a telegram from Self's daughter.
In the meantime, at a drumhead court martial in Greeneville ordered by
Colonel Leadbetter on November 3C, three men confessed their cemplicity
in the Lick Creek bridge burning. Following instructions from Secretary
Benjamin, Leadbetter ordered twc to be hanged from the 1imb of an oak
tree near the railroad station immediately after the trial, sparing the
third only because he was sixteen years old. The bodies of the two dead
men were left swinging in the air for twenty-four hours. Under guard, a
group of Unionists was forced to cut them down, dig their graves, and
bury the bodies.28

Disputes btetween civil and military authorities arcse ziso in the
case of William G. Brownlow. Since October the Parson had remained in
hiding in the Smckies., General Carroll and his temporary successor,
General George Crittenden, persuaded him to returm to Knoxville to sur-
render with the assurance that he would suffer no todily harm. He was

then instructed to report to Confederate headquarters to pick up a

28Temple, East Temnessee, 393, 396-97; Hall, “West Humphreys,"
€0; Official Records, Series 1, IV, 250-51; ibid., Series 1, VII, 700-01,
704, 720, 726, TL7; ibid., Series 2, I, 8LE-LT, 85C-57, 807, 92L4-25;
Samuel Miiligan Memoirs, T3IA,
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tasstort which would entitle him to safe conduct into Kentucky. Before
the passport could be issued, hcwever, Erownlow was arrssted by crder of
Confederate commissioner Robert B. Reynolds, upon tte affidavit of Dis-
trict Attormey John C. Ramsey that the Parson was a traitor. Desrite
some mild protests, the military authorities made no effort to release
Brownlow, although the civil courts had again intervened in military
affairs. As a matter of fact, General Carroll expressed satisfaction
that the "notorious Brownlcw" was in jail. The Parson remained in the
Knoxville prison for a few weeks but was set free upon the advice of a
physician. He stayed imprisoned in his home until March, 1862, when he
was released and in response to his request vas turned over to Federal
authorities in Nashville. His release enabled him to wage a war against
. . ) 29
the Confederacy both from the speakers stand and from the written page.

In the meantime, military tribunals continued into Januaxry, 1862,
as hundreds were convicted and impiisoned for conspiracy against the
Confederacy. Many were given the opticn of incarceration in Tuscaloosa
or of joining the Confederate army; severzml chose the latter in hopes of
later deserting., General Carrcll felt that the court martial was having
an excellent effect in the region. On December 11 he reported that many
who had previously been unfriendly to the government were coming forward
and '"giving every assurance of future fealty." Leadbetter, who succeeded

Carroll in command of Knoxville on January 7, 1862, stated, however, that

even though the coantry was outwardly gquiet, it was filled with Unionists

29 i - ‘
“General William E. Carroil to Genexral Albert S. Johnston, Decem-
ber 7, 1861 (copy), Tilghman Haws Scrapbook, UT Specizal Collections;
Parson Brownlow's Bock, 369-73,
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ready to revolt. He complained of the desertion of Fast Tennesseans and
arged that a large force be kept in the region to overawe the Tories.

He then abolished the court martial at Knoxville, because of its expense
and because it could not keep up a fast enough pace. With 130 prisoners
yet to be tried, he still did not turn them over to the civil courts
which he considered to be too lenient, but did what he had done at Greene-
ville-~he tried the prisoners himself.30
In retrospect it seems that the handling of the bridge bumming
episode by the Confederates was a misteke. Muach as Zollicoffer had specu-
lated the day after the incident, the situation was less serious tnan the
Confederates perceived. Although insurgent forces gathered in various
parts of the region, they were for the most part weak and poorly organized.
There was no mass insurrection of East Tennesseans, even though there had
teen ample opportunity for it in the few days after the bridge burmings
when the Confederates were still confused. Actually and perhaps sur-
prisingiy, there was a great deal of condemnation of the incident bty East
Ternnessee Unionists. Certainly many may have protested tc 2llay suspi-
cions of their own complicity; but there was also genuine concern that
their more belligerent colleagues had gone too far. The Kncxville
Register reported a meeting of several citizens of "both parties" at
the Sevier County courthouse. They passed resolutions condemning the
destruction of the bridges and denied rumors that the people of the
county did or said anything to incite the incident. A Unionist {rom

Clevelard, Tennessee, fearing arrest even thcugh he had had ncthing to

3OOfficial Records, Series 2, I, 760, 869-TC.




oL
do with the "bridge burning rebellion," declared that '"no honest men can
endorse what these East Tennessee fools have done." A member of General
Carroll's staff stated that the majority of East Tennesseans wers en-
tirely ignorant of the plans to turn the railroad bridges and "were
utterly opposed to any such wickedness and folly." As a matter of fact,
he continued, Union men were more alarmed than Southerners because they
were aware that such incidents could mean the advance cf a large Con-
federate army into their midst., Landon C. Eaynes and Colonel H. R.
Austin of Memphis traveled to Richmond to iImpress upon President Davis
the idea that only a decided minority was responsible for the probiems
in the eastern counties. Austin went so far as to suggest that a1l Con-~
federate troops except one regiment be sent elsewhere.31
The mass arrests of hundreds of Unionists, many on flimsy charges,

and their subsequent incarceration in places as far away as the Tusca-
loosa prison with little or no trial, only deepened the feelings of re-
sentment toward the Confederacy. To many who had been recomziled to live
in peace under the new regime, the stringent clamp-down reviwvzd the
bitterness that they had felt during the secession crisis. To make
matters even more difficult, many prc-Confederate civilians kad no cualme
about revorting suspected Unionists to Confederate suthorities especi-
11y after the bridge burnings. As Temple stated, the feeling of a

majority of the Confederate citizens in East Tennessee against the Union-

ists was one of "intense bitterness." In November, one young woman in

21 ’

““Knoxville Register, November 21, 1861; John E. Hayes to Mrs,
Benjamin Stout, December 11, 1861, Civil War Records, II, 3L4; Official
Recoxds, Series 1, VII, 77-78; ibid., Series 2, I, 869.
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Rhea County reported that ''we have been having some fun in our neighood
[§gg] with the lincolnites." For two weeks pro-Southern men had ridden
"nither and yondexr" after the Tories.32

As a ressult of growing unhappiness, an increasing number of Tnion-
ists began to escape from East Tennessee to Kentucky in the winter of
1861-62. Those who got out %old of the extreme persecution experienced
by the Unionists. "It is impossible to put on paper,'" wrote Kobert
Johnson, '"the Scenes that have taken place in EFast Tennessee. . . ."
L. C. Houk, reporting on the numbers flocking into Kentucky, expressed
the hope that he could organize some of the men to go back znd harass the
Rebels in the region. Many of the self-exiled East Tennesseans joined
up with the lst, 2nd, or 3rd East Tennessee Volunteer Infantry which
driiled in camps in central Kentucky. CSome Federal officers were so
bold as to slip into the upper counties of East Tennessee to recruit
volunteers for the regiments back in Kentucky. These Tenresseans anxi-
ously awaited a full-scale Federal invasion of their homeland. In the
meantime, through the winter of 1861-62 bands of Fast Tenness=e Tnionists,
cperating out of Kentucky, conducted raids against the Confesderate trocps,
captured their pickets, burned their builidings, and kept them ccnztantly
on edge. Indeed by early 1862 it was apparent that any hopss of appeasing

and winning over the Unionists were now irretrievably lost.33

32Temple, East Tennessee, 412; Lillard, Meigs County, 113; M. B.
Stewart to Richard Stewart, November 21, 1861, Civili War Records, II, 1&2.

33Rober‘t- Johnsen to Andrew Johnson, February 13, 1862, Andrew John-
ser MBS (microfilm), Library of Congress; Andrew Winter to indrew Johnson,
Jamuary 1L, 1862, ibid.; E. C. Trigg to Connzlly F. Trigg, March 26, 1862,
C. ¥, Trigg MSS, Library of Congress; Edward Maynard to Messrs. Bird, Fort-
ner, and Garman, Edward Maynard MSS, TSLA; L. C. Houk to Andrew Johmson,
January 17, 1862, Johnson MSS, LG; Jcel Haley to E. Fair, Joel Ealey MSS,
TSLA,
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Temple maintained that the bridge burning 'did tut little harm *o
the Confederacy, and no good whatever to the Union cause." To him the
only importance was the fact that the Union people of East Tennessee

3L

suffered even more as a result of the incident. In the last respect
Temple is correct because until Federal occupation of East Tennessee in
September, 1863, the Unionists who remained in the region would lead
disrupted and unnappy lives. But at the same time, the Confederates

were even more convinced that East Tennessee was an area of potential
trouble and therefore deserving of constant vigilarce. ZEven in January,
1862, aftzr emotions had quieted significantly, Colcnel Leadbetter felt
that Tast Ternessee was not secure and that a large force should te ieph
there to overawe the Unionists. As a result, because of the bridge in-
cident and subsequent events, Confederate troops vitally needed else-
where wers stationed in Zast Tennessee. For example, in tus spring of
1862, as Albert Sidney Johnsten was marshalling every available soldier
to fight at Shiloh, nearly 9,000 Ccnfederate troops were tied down in the
eastern counties guarding the railroads and the mountain rasses to prevent
the escape of Unionists.35

In the meantime more troutle arose for the Confederates on -Januaxry

18 when Zollicoffer's army received a crushing defeat from George Thomas

themple, East Tennessee, LO8, Garrett endorses Temple, stating
that the burning of the bridges was "daring but unwise." Garrett, "Corn-
federate Govermment . . . East Tennessee," 4l.

3'Offioial Records, Series 2, I, 859; Wnelan, "Unconventional War-
fare," 56-58, contends that the bridge turnings served to tie down Con-
federata trcops in EBast Tennessee, He also asserts that the incident
served greatly %o unify resistance tc the Confederacy, although he gives
no direct evidence to corroborate his point,
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at Mill Soprings, Kentucky. Waen the mild-mannered Confederate commander
was killed, disorganized Southern troops streamed back into Knoxville,
Although the way to East Tennessee was wide open, General Don Carlos
Buell held Thomas back because he wanted to concentrate most of his
efforts in the western end cf the state. Nevertheless, Confederate
authorities in East Tennessee were frightened and in disarray. Morale
in the ranks was low and confidence of Southern sympathizers was badly
shaken. ILandon C. Haynes pleaded with Jefferson Davis to appoint an

aggressive commander "to restore tone to the amy and reinspire the

-

public confidence. . ."3b

To fill this need, Davis transferred the very capable Major Gensrzl
Edmrd Kirby Smith from Manassas, Virginia, to command the Deparfment of
Bast Tennessee. When Kirby Smith arrived in Knoxville on March 8 and
formally took charge, he found the task no easier than that of his pred-
ecessors; as a matter of fact the new commander discovered the situation
to be worse than he had expected. 4 faw days after ne arrivsd, the Knox-
ville Register reported great turmoil in the counties bordering Xentucky.
Union men were fleeing to that state, while Sowthern men moved closer to
the interior c¢f the regicn out of fear of the predatory bands o Lincoln-
ites that prcwled at night robbing and murdering. Not only did Kirby
Smith have to deal with a disrupted population, but also his commard was
a "disorganized mob without head or discirlive." 3ut the general immedi-
ately applied himself to the task of getting his army intc fighting shape.

He spread his 8,000 men over Fast Tennessee guarding key points, the

o]
“6Official Records, Series 1, VII, 849.
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railroad, and Cumberiand Gap. The general had to keep a consitant and wary
eye to the north where Federal forces continued to concentrate in Kentucky
and the west after Middle Tennessee fell under Union control in February,37

The general was constantly busy and ne found his command to be an
unpleasant one; within a week he confided to his wife that he was over-
whelmed with cares and troubles. East Tennessee was '"more dangerous and
difficult to operate in than the country of an acknowledged enemy." A
week later he rejected her request to come visit him, vecause he was
afraid for her safety *"in this land of unionism ard traitordom." Kirby
Smith could not even trust his own soldiers. Those wio had been recruited
locally could nct be depended on. Many had gone into service to avoid
suspicion and they either gave information to the enemy or deserted when-
ever possible. On March 16, for example, a raiding party of Federal
cavalry captured Jacksboro and a large number of two companies of East
Tennessee soldiers without firing a shot. The general strongly urged the
War Department to transfer the East Ternssseans "where they cannots prove
traitors, either by purchase or from love of tihe Federal government.

l"38

In addition to the East Tennessee (onfederate soldiers, the militia
was totally unreliable. An amended state militia law passed in March,
1862, required all white males between 18 and L5 years of age, not already

in military service, to serve in the militia "for the duration of the war

7
3‘Knoxville Register, March 13, 1862; Joseph H. Parks, General
BEdmund Kirby Smith, C. S. A. (Baton Rouge, 195L), 156-E7.

38Edmund Kirby Smith to Carrie S. Smith, March 13, 15, 1862, Kirby
Smith MSS, SHC; Official Records, Series 1, X, pt. 1, pp. 20-21,
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against the United States.” Zach county court was regquired to appoini en-
rolling officers to insure execution of the law. These officers, however,
nad constant problems in filling their gquotas and it was not unusval for
some to be less than diligent in their duties. But even when militia
units were officially organized, in some cases, they refused to assemble.39

Raids of Union partisans throughout East Tennessee continued, Fro-
Southern citizens along the Cumberland Plateau constantly complained of
the "Lincoln depredators" and bushwackers who came down from the Kentucky
horder. DMost of the raiders were Fast Tennessee refugees who kunew their
way throughout the region as well as anyone. BEecause state authorities
had taken guns from citizens for use in the army in the late summex of
1861, most people were defenseless and at the mercy of the marauding
bands.ho

Perplexed by these various problems, Kirby Smith in early April
developed a plan to strengthen Confesderate control., To him the Tast
Tennesseans were "an ignorant, primitive people" eacily swayed by ths
distortions of their leaders. He therefore ordered the arrest of the
leading Union men in every county to be sent to prison in ths lower
South., If necessary he would draft all eligible men who resisted and
send them south so that they could become "loyzl and effective soldiers."
He instructed Colonel Leadbetter to deal "summarily" with all partisans,

seize all arms, and cdestroy all supplies. Then he ordersd that all

county officers elected in the annual March county elections should

39Cleveland Bancer, March 1k, 1862; Athens Post, Masch 21, 18é2,

0, ..
Athens Post, March 1L, 21, 1862.
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swear an oath to the Confederacy; those whc refused were to te seant tc
Knoxville as prisoners. Civil governments irn the hands of disloyal offi-
cials could scarcely be expected to give justice to supporters of the
Confederacy. He urged that martial law be declared throughout East
Ternessee to insure -the success of the Confederate cause in the I'egion.hl

The authorities in Richmond respcnded quickly to Kirby Smith's
recommendations. Reinforcements were sent in and many of the East
Tennessee troops were transferred out of the region. Then on April 8,
President Davis formally declared East Tennessee as enemy territory. de
suspended civil Jjurisdiction except in civil litigations, suspended the

writ of habeas corpus, instructed Kirby Smith to establish an efficient

military police in the region, and prohibited the distillation and sale

of spiritous liquors.uz
Ccnfederates in the regicn applauded the new policy immediately.

To the Athens Post "It was high time, as the element of disloyalty kad

become so rampant as to require the sftrong arm cf military power to keep

it in subjugation.'" It went on Ho express hope that the Tories would now

sit trembling in silence behind barred doors, because a "keen andé sleepless

eye'" was watching them, and "the Strong hand is ready to grip.'' Editor

Sperry of the Register was convinced that martial law would be '"the death

blow of toryism in this unhappy division of the Sta.te."u3

i

qufficial Records, Series 1, X, pt. 2, pp. 369, 385-86.

2oy -
b Ibid., 397, Lo2.

u‘Athens Pcst, April 18, 1B862; ¥noxville Register, April 11, 1862,
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in East Tennessean, Colcrel Willizm M, Churchwell, was appointed
Provost lMarshal for the regicnj; and deputy prcvost marshals were assigned
to each county. It seems that martial law, however, was never fully or
consistently enforced in East Tennessee. Soon after Davis' declaration,
a prosecuting officer for the Confederate courts, in order to clear up
confusion, assured the readers of the Knoxville Register that the procla-
mation of martial law was in no way intended to conflict with or super-
sede the functions of the criminal courts. He maintained that it was
intended to give the military department supervisory powers over the
execution of the laws regularly administered by the civii system. It was
alsc to make citizens, like soldiers, "amenable to the rules and articles
of War," thus enabling the govermment to reach cases not strictly within
the jurisdiction of the civil courts. "The one is intended,' he concluded,
"'mot to dispose of, but be auxiliary to the other." Indeed criminal
courts, vboth Confederate and state, continued tc operate on a regular
basis; and as will be discussed in a la%ter chapter, ccunty and crancery
courts were not affected by the proclamation. However, in some areas,
upper East Tennessee in particular, the provost marshal exercised a heavy
hand. Captain Gamble Rutledge, for example, maintained strict contrcl in
reene County. His brother bhoasted that Gam was a good provost marshal
because he was "tremendous tight on Lincolnites.”bh
Even with the application of martiai law, Kirby Smith's problems

of dzaling with an embittered Tnicn pepulation were far from solved. A

h'L“LA’Ghens Post, April 18. 186z; Fnoxviile Register, Ap»il 17, 1362;

Bobert A. Rutledge to "wife," July 26, 1862, Hutledge MSS, private ccl-
lection cf Dr, Guy Whitehead, Rochester, Minnesota.
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steady flow of Unionists streamed over the mountains into Kentucky, leaving
all of their possessions behind. In mid-April over 800 refugees from Knox
and Grainger counties banded together, armed with squirrel rifles, shot-
guns, pitchforks, clubs, and scythes, and headed for Kentucky. Cn April
17, Confederate cavalry under Captain Eenry Ashby intercepted and attacked
the Unionists as they reached Campbell County. Ashby's men killed 30,
wounded another 30, and captured nearly 400. The rest of the refugees
scattered into the woods. The captives were then given the option of
enlisting or going to prison in Madison, Georgia.hS

Contributing to the near stampede of Unionists was the passage, cn
April 16, of the first of three Confederate conscripticn laws which made
every white male citizen between the ages of 18 and 35 eligible for Con-
federate service. No other policy imposed by the Confederate govermment
caused such an uproar in East Tennessee as this act, Conscription was
unpopular throughout the South; and Confecerate authoritiss wexre never
entirely successful in enforcing the policy, particularly in portions of
northern Alabama and Mississippi, and western North Carolina. But as one
student ¢f Confederate conscription observed, opposition to the draft was
especially acute in Bast Tennessee. Union leaders there spread news of
the conscription act as soon as it was passed and they urged all draft-

age men to leave for Kentucky. ©Soon thousands of men tried to cross the

1

QSOfficial Records, Series 1, X, pt. 2, p. L2L4; ibid., Tt. 1, p.
6L49; Knoxville Register, April 17, 19, Mzy 15, 1862. Escaping Unionists
could be more successful in dealing with their pursuers. In March of
1862, T. D. Edington and nearly fifty Unionist colieaguss from Knox
Ccunty launched an escape from Zast Ternessee, Beiore the group crossea
into Kentucky, however, they routed a force of Confederate cavalry sent
o track them dowm. '"Hardships of Civil Strife, 1861-186%," typescript
diary of T. D. Edington, March 2, 1862, UT Special Collecticns.
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mountains. A special force of infantry ard artillery was dispatched to
Cumberland Gap to try te put a halt to the mass exodus. In the mean-
time, conscript officers began to comb the region, rounding up as many
men as possible.’"6

Probably realizing the unprecedented fury that would be aroused
by conscription, Kirby Smith issued a proclamation cn April 18 to soothe
raw nerves. He intoned that he was certain that most of the people who
were committing acts of treason were doing so out of ignorance or '"under
the persuasion and misguidance of supposed friends." For these who had
been misinformed or misled, the general offered amnesty ir they would
return within thirty days and take the Confederate oath of allegiance,
For those who had fled Ternnessee or those who were hiding in the moun-
tains, the same provisions applied. All who returned could rest assured
that their property and rights would be protected, the writ of Labeas
corpus reinstated, and the March, 1862, militia draft would be suspended

L7

so that farmers could raise crops without interruption during the ysar.

A6Parks, Kirby Smith, 171; Official Records, Series 1, X, pt. 2,
pp. 11, L429-30; Scott and Angel, Thirteenth Tennessee, 97-98; Albert B,
Moore, Conscription and Conflict in the Confederacy (New York, 192l), 18-
L9; Georgia Lee Tatum, Dislovalty in the Confederacy (Chapel Hill, 1334).
13-17, 150-51; Stephen E. Ambrose, "Yeoman Disconternt in the Confsderacy,"
Civil War History, VIII (1962), 264-65.

h70fficial Records, Series 2, I, 882. A few days after Kirby
Smith's note of apreasement, Provost Marshal Churchwell in a public ad-
dress, rziterated his commander's offer of amnesty for all men who re-
turned within 30 days; he went on to remind them that many had families
to care for in BEast Tennessee. Churchwell concluded that the women and
children "must be taken care of by husbands and fathers either in fast
Termessee or in the Lincoln Government." Ibid., 28L. Two days prior to
this address, Churchwell had ordered the families of Andrew Johnson,
Horace Mayrard, W. G. Brownlow, and Wiliiam B, Carter to leave the Con-
federacy in hopes that this would remove potential troublemakers. Ibid.,

883-89, 930-31.
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After several weexs of trying to enforce the Confederate conscrip-
tion law, Kirby Smith became convinced that the policy was a mistake. ZHEs-
timating that almost 7,000 East Tennesseans had joined General Samuel P.
Carter's Union army in Kentucky because of the act, he urged President
Davis to suspend the draft in the region. Since many Confederate authori-
ties were also uneasy over the prospect of a diminished harvest for the
ensuing season, they urged a return of refugees to avoid an extreme focd
shortage. An "Old Southerner' from Claiborne County wrote the Register,
pleading for a suspension of the draft. Since most of the young men rad
fled either to Xentucky or the mountains, the conscrivtion officers were
only causing needless trouble. "If matters don't return to normal soon,"
he warned, "starvation will soon result." Realizing how tenuous the situ-
ation was in Zast Tennessee, Davis granted Kirby Smith permission to sus-
pend conscrirtior on May 13. In his public announcement of the draft
suspension, Kirby Smith hoped that all good citizens wowld return to "cul-
tivate their farmes and take care of their families." As long as they re-
mained peacefui, he promised to leave them alone., A few days later the
general informed his wife that he weas convinced that his term as com-
mander had been a success. "My policy whilst firm has been mild and con-
ciliatory with these people," he stated, 'whc when I came were disloyal
and disaffected." Since that time, he concluded, many had returmnsd home

and given allegiance to the Confederacy.ha

L"8Ibid.., Series 1, X, pt. 2, pp. 453-5L, 521; ibid., XVI, pt. 2,
pp. 595-96; Knoxville Register, May 16, 18¢2; Humes, Loyal Mountaineers,
172; Bdmund Xirby Smitn to Carrie S. Smith, May 25, 1862, Kirby Smith
MSS, SEC. Secretary of War Randolph was willing to suspend the draft
permanently in East Tennessee. fficial Records, Series 1, XVI, pt. 2,
p. 703.
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Although Kirby Smith may have had a sense of acccmplishment, in
reality the granting of amnesty and the suspension of conscripticn had
not mollified East Tennessee Unionists. As a matter of fact, a few days
after writing to his wife, the general admitted to Alabama governor John
G. Shorter that a majority of the population he '"govermed" still sym-
pathized with the enemy and that enough had crossed the mountains to
form six regiments of Federal troops. Indeed by mid-June, 1862, over
five regiments of infantry and one regiment of cavalry of East Tennes-
seans had been formally organized into Federal service. In addition,
thousands of other East Tennesseans had joined regiments from othex
states, especially Kentucky and Ohir:;.}‘L9

While many managed tc get out on their own, bands of East Tennes-
seans increasingly derended cn special pilots to guide them across the
mountains, Whether for pay or vatriotic duty, these native Zast Tennessee
guides used their kmowledge of obscure mountain passes, back roads, and
hidden fords to aid thousands in their escape from the Confadexrzcy.

Pilots such as Daniel Ellis (the "Red Fox"), Richard Flynn, arnd Captain

R. A, Ragan of Cocke County, while considered public enemies by the

49pamind Kirby Smith to Governor J. G. Shorter, May 29, 1862,
Kirby Smith MSS, SHC; Tennesseans in the Civil War (2 vols.; Nashville,
196L), I, 318, 375-90. During the Civil War, Tennessee sent an esti-
mated 31,092 white men into the Union army, most of whom were probably
East Tennesseans, although exact figures are impossible to determine.
In April of 186L, William G. Brownlow stated that East Tennessee "has
furnished 20,000 soldiers for the Union army'"; and in a note in the
margin he added that this 20,0C0 estimate "dces nct include not less
than 5,000 who eniisted in Kentucky and other State regiments."
Frederick H. Dyer, A Compendium of the War of *the Rehellicn (Des Moines,
1909), 11-12; Charles C. Andersorn, Fighting by Southern Federals (Mew
Yorkx, 1912), 10-11; Knoxville Whig, April 9, 186L.
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Confederacy, obtained almost legendary status among the Ezgt Tannessee

50

Unionists. Their efforts would continue without interruption until
Federal occupation in 1863. Temple estimated that as many as fifteen
or twenty thousand men secretly crossed into Xentucky to join the

Federal army during the first two years of the war.Sl

Adding to the
headaches of the Confederates was the occupation oi Cumberland Gap by a
szall Federal army under Generel George W. Morgan on June 18, 18562.
With Federal prctection close by, Unionists flocked to the Gap in such
large numbers that Morgan was able to organize the Lth East Tennessee
Cavalry Regiment in July.

3y mid-August, the Confederates had formulated plans for an in-
vasion of Kentucky by the armies of Kirby Smith and Braxton Bragg. But
before the campaign began, Kirby Smith made one last attemrt to win back
the East Tennessee Unionigsts. On August 13 he issued a proclaration
which appealed to the deceived and misguided persons in the United States

army to return to their homes, take the oath of allegiance to the Con-

federacy, and conduct themselves as good citizens., They would be paid

SOAthens Post, May 16, July 18, 1862; Official Records, Series 1,
XVI, pt 2, p. 716; Knoxville Register, July 5, 25, August 15, 2L, 1862.
These pilots also played a crucial role in the escape of Federal prison-
ers through the region. By 186l, reaching Bast Tennessece was a major
goal for many Federals who had escaped from Confederate prisons. See
Arrold Ritt, "The Escape of Federal Prisoners through Bast Tennessee,
1861-1865" (M.A. thesis, University of Temnessee, 1965).

C

>

1Temple, Bast Tennessee, 1:28. 1Indeed, some areas of East Termes-
see were virtually without Union men by the fall of 1862, Gamble Rut-
ledge commented in September, 1862, that he nesded only a few men to
carry out his duties zs provost in Greeneville because "there is not much
danger from the Tories as they have nearly all gone to Xentucky.”" Gamble
Rutledge to "Pa," September 7, 1862, Rutledge MSS, Whitehead Collection;
Tennesseans in the Civil War, I, 326-27.
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a "fair price" for such arms as they might bring home. On the following
day, Kirby Smith marched for Kentucky.52

Ccmmand of the East Tennessee Department was turned cver tc Major
General J. P. McCown, a West Pointer with a good military recoxrd but even
more important, a native or Sevier County, Tennessee. McCown felt con-
fident about his new job, for as he explained to Confederate Secretary of
War George W. Randolph: "I am one of these people and I think I xnow
them." But his tenure as commander lasted only one frustrating month.
Apparently he was unsuccessful in attempting to confiscate large quanti-
ties of arms in Knox and Anderson Counties; and any hopes of appeasing
his fellow Bast Temnesseans came to an abrupt halt in late August when he
was ordered by Richmond to exile all citizens who were admitted Unionists
and to entforce conscription as soon as Morgan's ammy evacuated Cumberland
Gap. When McCown attempted to carry out General Bragg's official order
dated September 5 to begin conscription, East Tennessee was thrcwn into
a "feverish state." Large numbers cf Unionists, many of whcem had returmed
to their homes under the assumption that they would be ieft alone, agzain
fled to the mountains. McCown was greatly perplexed and perturbed. Be-
cause he could not cope with the situation, he was replaced by Major
General Samuel Jones on September 19.53
Ricrkmond made certain that Jcnes understood his chief duty--the en-

forcement of conscription. Secretary of War Randolph, however, emvhasized

5‘Of.'fic:i.al Records, Series 1, ¥VI, pt. 2, p. 756. William G. Mc-
Adoo of Knoxville traveled to Clinion and repeorted: "I saw about one male
citizen at all the houses we passed: they have fled to avoid conscription.”
Mchidoo Diary, October 1, 1862, LC.

530fficial Records, Series 1, XVI, pt. 2, pp. 790, 797-98, 841, 851.




108

that the job would require '"great judgement,'" and he would rsly on
Jones' firmness and prudence to enforce the law "without exciting re-
volt." Jones did his utmost to create a favorable atititude among the
Esst Tennesseans. Even though he was instructed to enforce conscription,
he received permission to encourage volunteering into Confederate service.
He issued stern orders to prevent his soldiers from making depredations
cn civilians regardless of their loyalty. Seizure of any kind of prop-
erty cculd be done only on explicit orders from headquarters. Jones
attempted to break up partisan bands and arrest hostile Union leaders
without upsetting the civilian population.Sh

He also made a concerted effort to induce prominent lccal leaders
to influence the people to stop their resistance. Ee persuaded T. A, R,
Nelson to issue a public statement which attacked Abreham Lincoln's pre-
liminary Emancipation Proclamation, absolved the Confederate high command
of depredations on Tnion civilians, and finally urged all Xast Tennesseans
to join the Confederate army. Jones had the address printed up in hand
bills and distributed throughout the regicon. Citizens fxcm Greens County
then urged Nelson to visit their town and spsak "to unite cur heretofore
divided people and make clear to their minds their present path.'" 3But
Nelson refused this and other requests to taike to the stump. A& written
public statement was as far as he would go. Jones urged editor Sperry of
the Knoxville Register to soften his editorial barbs because his recent
denunciatory articles were arcusing Unionists needlessly. Accordingly,

Sperry initiated a prcnounced change in policy. Since there was a chance

Shryia., 866, 88L-85, 890.
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of conciliation in E=st Tennessee, he announced, he would forget all past
rivairies and work for the public gocd.55

Despite Jornes' honest desire to restore peace and harmony, his
efforts met with little success. So much bitterness and distrust had
been engendered among the Unionists over the past several months that
even a mild Confederate policy was perceived as a fraud. T. A. R. Nel-
son's public statement was ridiculed as a joke; critics claimed that the
former Tnion leader's new position was obtained by coercion or as the
price paid for the release of his son who had been held by the Confeder-
ates. Union partisans continued to operate freely in the regicn and
efforts to entice volunteers rather than conscripts into the army came
to naught.56

Like his predecessors, Jones doubted the wisdom of a strict con-
scription policy. In a message to Secretary Randoiph, he argued that
conscription only caused more hatred for the Confederacy and moreover,
conscripts made poor soldiers. Jones felt that these men wouid be much
more useful to the war effort by harvesting crops or working in the mines
rather than shouldering a gun. Randolph, however, disagreed, saying that
suspension of the draft under Kirby Smith had done little gcod; further-
more, suspension would do much to discourage volunteering. In a letter

to the President, Randolph insisted: "The issue must be made with those

people whether they will submit te the laws or not, and I cannot see what

SDAthens Post, October 3, 1863; General Samuel Jones to T. 4. R.
Nelson, September 25, 1862, Nelson MSS, McClung Collection; QOfficial
Records, Series 1, XVi, pt. 2, pp. 907-11, 9L5-L7; Alexander, Nelscn, 100,
105,

56Official Records, Series 1, XVI, pt. 2, pp. S5L4-57.
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we shall gain by further postponement." DIavis concurred and formally
rejected Jones' appeal for a tempcrary suspension of conscription stat-
ing that he needed every able bodied man available; to exempt the un-
willing "would be to offer a premium to disaffection.'" When Kirby Smith
resumed command of Bast Tennessee in October, 1862, after the failure of
the Xentucky campaign, he was granted full authority tc make certain
that conscription was enforced, even if it took trocps from his army
to do so.57

Conscription officers now wers authorized to enroll all free
white men from the ages of 35 to 4O who had been exempt in April. Be-
cause these officers often met armed opposition, they used troops when
necessary to carry out their duties to the fullest. The Confederates
even pressed Major William H, Thomas' Legion of Indians and Highlanders
into conscription duty in upper East Tennessee. Confederate authcrities
knew that these troops, containing two companies of North Carolina Chero-
kees and mixed-bloods, would be very effective in combing the mountains
for draft dodgers. To the Unionists of Fast Tenmessee, the use of these
"half civilized savages" was the culminating event in arcusing anger and
indignaticn toward the Confederacy. As a native of Carter County recalled:
"Must their [Union men] wives and children who were now alone for the most
part, be horrified by the aprearznce at their very doors of these lcng-
haired greasy looking savages. who could znot speak a word of English, or

understand a plea for mercy?”p8

5T1bid., 140-L1; ibid., XX, pt. 2, pp. LOS-06; ibid., Series L,
II, 2L6.

2

’8Mattie U. Russell, "Devil in the Smokxies: The White Man's Naturs
and the Indian's Fate,” Scuth itlantic Quarterly, LXXIII (1974), 63-65;
Scott and Angel, Thirteenth Tennessee, 98, 321,
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Cconscript officers had difficulity filling their quotas because of
the great shortage of qualified men in the region. But even when they
signed men into service, forcing them to report for duty before escaping
was another problem. Many were caught and brought back; and some died
in their efforts to escape. Nearly a dozen drowned in early November,
1862, in lower East Tennessee while trying to cross a ford in the rain-
swollen Tennessee River. Once officially enrolled, the conscripts were
marched to a special "Camp of Instruction'" near Knoxville, which was
especially designed vo introduce them to army life. But as the Athens
Post pointed out, it required two hundred regular soldiers to guard one
hundred conscripts to "restrain them for breaking for the brush." IZven
with a heavy guard, desertion was a constant problem. A few days before
Christmas, 1862, two entire companies of conscripts seized weapons and
escaped to the remote mountains of North Carolina. Also in late December,
1,000 Federal cavalrymen under General Samuel P, Carter dashed in and out
of upper East Tennessee destroying the important railrcad bridges over

the Wataugz and Eolston. While the raid caused considerable property

—

damage, it also stirred guerrilla activity in upper East Ienﬂessee.99

With little regret, Kirby Smith left East Tennessee in mid-January
to take command of the Army of the Scuthwest in Texas and Louisiana. His
successor, Major General Daniel Donelscn, maintained a stringent policy
in regard to conscription and dealing with disaffected East Tennesseans.

Those he conscripted wers shipped to thz deep South and all prominent

Egﬂthens Post, November 7, December 5, 26, 1862; Official Records,
Series 1, X, pt. 1, pp. 89-91, 65-103, 112, 130. See also Campbell H.
Brown, "Carter's East Tenunessee Raid: The Sailor on Horseback Who Raided
His Own Bacikyard," Tennessee Historical Quarterly, XXII (1963), 66-82.
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leaders were imprisoned as hostages. Disloyal workers in the Zast Tennes-
see nitre works could also be exiled to distant points.6o

Command of the East Tennessee Department changed again when in May,
1863, Major General Simon B. Buckner was given a chance at the trouble-
some region., Like some of his predecessors, 3Suckner tried a policy of
conciliation. He urged, without success, that conscription be suspended
so that young men could tend to their farms without interruption. He
encouraged the formation of local home guards to be armed with shotguns
and squirrel rifles as a defense zgainst bushwackers who showed no loyal-
ty to either side. When General William T. Martin of the Army of Tennes-
see ordered men in his cavalry division to press horses from TUnicn citi-
zens, Buckner successfully protested to Bragg. To him, Martin'!s men were
thus given authority for wholesale robtery and would alienate all civil-
ians, regardless of their loyalty. Despite his efforts, Bucknsr had no
better success in East Tennessee. He explained to sbe Tipton, a dis-
gruntled citizen who had been arrested, that his main goal was to pursue
a course of moderation. "I have resisted all efforts to inavgurate a
violent policy," he exclaimed. But in every case so-called "Unionists"
had frustrated his efforts of conciliation either by force of arms or
through a simple lack of cooperation. Buckner then justified his arrest
of Tipton. "The government which has protected you, you defy," he con-
cluded, "and though you have not take arms yourself, everything shows

that you nave constantly aided and abetted these who did and to the

Official Records, Series 1, X{III, pt. 2, pp. 621, 631, 651-52,
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moment of your arrest were engaged in fanning the embers of sedition.

Armed bands roazmed the region in increasing numbers, and efferis
by the Confederate government tc suppress them were mostly unsuccessful,
Confederate troops crarged with dealing with the partisans developed an
intense katred for their wily ovponents. A frustrated officer from
Jefferson County complained: '"These pivus and puritanic soldiers are
coxposed of the ignorant Mountaineers who are too lazy to run and conse-
quently unfit tc serve 0ld Abe in the Regular Armmy." 3But from their
nowledge of the mountains, they were able to "skulk about," murdexr
pickets, ard destroy property. HEven the civilians could be dangercus.
When a lieutenant attempted to enter a private home, an old wowman bashed
him in the head with an ax and seriously wounded him. An eyewitness re-
ported: '"our boys did not kill the old woman . . . they only knocked her
in the head with a gun and left her for dead, but she was not badiy
nurt. . . .”62

By late August, 1863, it was apparent that Confederate control in
Zast Tennessee was fast waring. Reports indicated that a 12,000-man azxty
under Major General Ambrese Burnside was advancing on the region frem

Xentucky; and Buckmer was ordered to move most of his troops to Bragg's

61Special Orders #7TL4, July 17, 1863, Eeadquarters W. T. Martin's
Cavalry Divisicn, in Letters. Crders, and Circulars of the Department of
Western Virginia and East Tennessee, Confederate Military Recoxds, RG
109, NA; General Simon B. Buckner to General W. W, MacKall, August 1,
1863, ibid.; General Simon B. Buckner to Abe Tipton, July 28, 1863, ibid.

925.m 1. Hynds to Amnn Eyde, May 27, 1863, Civil War Beccrds, I,
93. A similar innident occurred in Scott Couniy when a sixteesun-year-oléd
girl killed a Rebei with an ax. In the ensuing struggle, she lost a
finger and an eye. Sanderson, Scott County, 75.
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arny as it contested the advance of William £. Rosecrans' army in Middle
Tennessee., Southern sympathizers in East Tennessee grew panicky. In
Cleveland, Myra Inman reported that it was impossible to sleep at night
as troops, army wagons, and frightened civilians choked the roads in
retreat to Georgia. By September 8, she recorded "I am very lonesone
this eve. The soldiers have all left and every thing is quiet. Locking
for the Yankees in every minute." By September 10, Federal cavalry Ircm
Rosecrans! army marched proudly into a nearly deserted Cleveland. '"These
are sad days to we secessionists but I hope for brighter," Myra con-
cluded.63

While Rosecrans'!' troops occupied lower East Tenmesse2, RBurnside
had already made a triumphal entry into Knoxville. From the moment Lis
Army of the Ohio entered East Tennessee over the Cumberland Plateau, its
men were greeted as the soldiers of deliverance. Private Chauncey B.
Weltcen of the 103rd Ohio Volunteers reported that after camp was set up
each night, news of the army spread through the mountains like a wildfire
and crowds of spectators gathered to see a "live yanke" for the first
time. Although some secessionists were seen once the army enterad the
Tennessee Valley, overjoyed Unionists, mostly old men, wcmen, and children,
lined the entire route. Near Knoxville, the soldiers saw a group of
people wildly clapping and cheering., In the middle stood an old woman,
her hands clasped above her head, '"tears running down her withered cheeks
in %torents [g;g]." At first she was speechless, but she finally burst out,

"thank the lord . . . at last you have released us at last we are saved

OBMyra Tnmar. Diary, August 21, September 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 1863, SEC,
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« « . God bless the yankes [sicl. » . ." As the soldiers marched into
Knoxville on September 3 citizens went "almost crazy with Joy." Although
short on flour, local people presented the army with scores of cakes,
pies, and coockies. A few days later, when Welton's regiment was trans-
ferred by rail to Greeneville, people waved handkerchiefs all along the
route; and at Greeneville, American flags were displayed on almost every
building. When the citizens saw the regiment's old battle flag, Welton
exclaimed, "it seamed [sicl as though thier [sic] cheers of enthusiasm
would shake the verry [g;g] Zground upon whkich they stood.”éh

Indeed not since the early days of the war, when Confederate
troops were cheered on their way to Manassas along parss of the railread,
had soldiers been so popular in East Tennesses. The wild dermcnstraticns
greeting Burnside pointed up the failure of Confederate policy over the
last two years. From the begirning, Confederate authorities had hored <o
gain the loyalty of East Tennessee. A good third of the population seemed
to favor the Southern cause; and it was hoped that many who were neutral
or who were not completely devoted to the Union could be persvaded to
join the Confederacy. But the Confederates miskandled the problem from
the very beginning.

For one, policy was never consistent. While Felix Zollicoffer
tried to institute a moderate policy as a military commander in the fail
of 1861, overly zealous Confederate civil servants enforced the sequestra-
tion and the sedition acts to the fullest extent. The altemating attempts

at conciliation and supovression of the Unicnists by the varicus commanders

6hChauncey Welton to "family," September 13, 15, 1863, Welton MSS,
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of the East Tennessce Department only served further to alienate the
populace. It was nearly impossible for the Confederates to gain the
confidence of the people when, for example, Kirby Smith suspended the
draft in the spring of 1862 to entice back disaffected East Tennesseans;
yet two months later his successor was forced to carry out conscription
at all costs. In addition, conscription had hindered rather than helped
Confederate military efforts in East Tennessee., One man, writing in
January, 1863, estimated that conscription had forced 10,0C0 men to flee
to Kentucky, while at the same time it took two soldiers from the army
to guard every man drafted.65

Even when commanders attempted moderate pclicies, there was always
active armed resistance by Union partisans who constantly plagued the
military. In addition, Unionisits did as little as possible to cooperate
with Confederate authority. As will be discussed in detail below, Union-
is®ts or individuals who described themselves as neutralists retained
political clout on the local level throughout much of the period of Con-
federate control. These men could be forced to take caths of allegiance
to the Confederacy, but extracting full loyalty and complicity in sup-
porting the Southern Republic was quite another matter,

One final aspect of the war in East Tennessee prevented the Con-
federacy from swaying the people to i%s cause. From early in the war a
struggle among the people of the region develcped; and as the national
conflict dragged on, the intensity of this local intermal war increased.

Pro-Southern citizens felt littie reluctance in turming suspected

bSOfficial Records, Ssries L, II, 267-71.
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Unionist neighbors over to the authorities. TUnionists in Carter and
Johnscn counties became particularly embittered when fellow citizens
and neighbors fully cooperated with Thomas'! Indians in rounding up draft
dodgers. By the summer of 1863, General Buckner complained that one of
the chief obstacles to his bringing peace to East Tennessee was the
rash of "neighborhood wars" that plagued the eastern counties.66

As their army gradvally gained control of East Tennessee, Union
commanders began to face many of the same problems that kad bothered
their Confederate counterparts. A change in goverming authority un-

fortunately brought nc end to the violence and civil strife of a dis-

rupted and unhzppy people.

6General Simon B. Buckner to Ave Tipton, July 28, 1863, Letters,
Crders, and Circulars, Department of Western Virgiria and East Tennessee,
Confederate Military Records, 2G 109, MA. A Confederate officer who came
to East Tennessee with James Longsireet's Corps in the fali of 1863 ob-
served: "In Bast Tennessee the people are about equally divided and
there rages a rezl civil war, which causes great misery." Susan L.
Blackford, Charles M. Blackfond, Charles M, Blackford, III {eds.),
Letters frcm Leel's Army or Memoirs of Life In and Out of the Armv in
Virginia During the War Between the States (New York, 1SL7), 226.




CEAPTER IV

"EAST TENNESSEE IS BLEEDING AT EVERY PORE":

FEDERAL OCCUPATION, 1863-65

In early September, 1863, ten Federal officers filed through Cum-
berland Gap on their way to army headquarters in Knoxville. Blessed
with clear, crisp weather, the group was intrigued by a country which
seemed strange and exciting in the roughness of its terrain and in the
character of its people. The m=sn had grown accustomed to the bitter
scowls and rebukes of Southerm citizens in other regions, including
Kentucky, but they were amazed at how warmly they were greeted along
their route. They trotted into recently liberated Knoxvilie on Septem-
ber 8 and after reporting to their commander, several of *hem moved into
the home of a wealthy Xnoxvillian who had fled south. Now that the wild
excitement greeting the amy a few days earlier had subsided, the im-
nact of two years of civil war became grimly evident to onec of the offi-
cers. Daniel Iarned, a Comnecticut aristocrat and persoral secrstary to
General Ambrose Burnside, recorded that in better days Knoxville had been
a tusiness town, but that the sterm realities of war "have been felt rere
with greater severity than almost any other place." The people were
shabbily dressed and Larned heard an endless stream of horror stories of
the days of Confederate occupaticn. By the hundreds, wretched looking
creatures poured into town after spending months holed up in ths caves
and mountains of the regicn. Down near the cid Confederate conscript
cany, larned saw the wreckage of the gallows, 'a rsgular institution
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tefore our arrival," he said. It had been cne of the first things de-
stroyed by the citizens when Knoxville was evacuated by the Rebels.1

As larned was making these observations about Xnoxville, his com-
zander was attempting to gain control of upper and central East Tennessee.
General Burnside had been instructed to secure the region and then
consolidate his Army of the Chio to jcin General William S. Rosecrans
at Chattanooga. Burnside placed much mcre emphasis on the first part
of his orders and dispatched troops throughout East Tennessee, brealing
up small detachments of Confederates. By mid-September, Burnside de-
cidea to move his force into upper East Tennessee instead of rushing to
Rosecrans'! army. By the end of the month, after almost constant skir-
mishing, he had pushed a small Rebel force under General W. K., Jones out
of the state back into Virginia and had achieved dcmiration of Cumberland
Gap. For the Yankee soldiers, the marching and fighting were the roughest
they had experienced in months. Private Chauncey Welton of Chio complained
that orne day he marched 25 miles with nothing to eat but two crackers.
Coffee and meat were not issued, so the men cleaned out what litile they
could from the "Secesh." As the main vody of troops marched bvack down
the valley, after defeating Jones, mobs of refugees clung to the coat-
tails of the army begging the officers not to abandcn them. They swere
that they would never suffer at the hands of the Rebels again even if it
meant hiding in the woods and starving. Burnside was determined to
maintain control of the region for their sake. He shzred the fear of

many East Tennesseans--if he abtandoned East Tennesses, the Confederates

1Daniel larned to Eenry larmed. September 29, 1863, larmed MSS,
Library of Congress.
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would burn and kill without distinction. Daniel Iarmed was shocked at
the looks cf terror that overcame the people when talk came up of the
Confederates recapturing the region. He was certain Burnside would not
lat them down because '"they look upon the Genl as the Savior and worship
him almost."2

Any question of Burmside's Jjoining Rosecrans was eliminated on
September 20 when the latter's army was defeated at Chickamauga and
forced to retreat to Chattanocoga. Within days Confederate troops wunder
Braxton Bragg laid a tight siege around Chattanooga and for all ovracti-~
cal purposes, lower East Tennessee was again under Confederate control.
Burmside moved ths bulk of his army back to Knoxville in anticipatica
of enemy advances from the south. In the meantime, he continued a
highly successful recruiting campaign zmong the East Tennesseans,

While the Confederates had rarely teen able to fill recruiting quotas
in the region, Federal authorities were amazed at the outpouring of
volunteers in the fall of 1863. Chauncey Welton reported that three to
five hundred a day were coming into Greensville and over five hundred
North Carclinians had slipped over the border en masse to =nlist. 1In
Knoxville, Daniel ILarned observed sixty mountaineers, most mounted hare-
back on mules and led bty a man who lookxed "more than half Indian," come
into town and muster into service with the U. S. Regulars., "I would

not meet that band at night for any money," he remarked. Ry early

2Official Kecords, Series 1, XXX, pt. 2, pp. S47-52; Ben P. Fcore,
The Life and Public Services of Ambrese E. Burmside (Providence, Rhode
Island, 1882), 218; Chauncey Welton to "Brother," September 22, 1863,
Welton MS3, SHC; Chauncey Weltoa tc "folks," October 7, 1863, ibid.;
Daniel Iawmed to EHenry Iammed, October 7, 1863, Larned MSS, IC
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November, some estimated that up to eight thousand had joined the army
since Burnside's occupation of Fast Tennessee, Iarned understood that
there were yet thousands waiting in the mcuntains ready to enlist if
they could be armed and equipped.3

No doubt one of the cnief facitors behind the floocd of East Tennes-
seans into the army was a desire to get even with their former oppressors.
As Chauncey Welton remarked, "they are comming out of thier [glg] caves
and hiding places and are now determined to aveng [g;g] thier wrengs.™
The occupying soldiers were also caught up in the spixit of revenge,
Even sophisticated Daniel Larned felt little compunction zbout taking
books from the magnificent library in the home in which he was quarteresd.
After hearing the stories of Confederate occupation, he asserted, "I can
assure you one feels but little hesitation in appropriating the prowmerty
of rebels in this vicinity." Soldiers pillaged and burned the plantation
home of arch-secessicnist J. G. M. Ramsey who had fled io Georgia. EFam-
sey's library and antiquarian museum were ransacked; and the wnfinished

manuscript of his second volume of the Annals of Tennessee was destiroyed

L

by fire.
One of the chief advocates of revenge was none other tiwan Parson

Brownlow, who had returned to Zast Tennessee in late September in the

3Chauncey Welton toc "folks," September 15, 1863, Welion MSS, SHC;
unidentified Union soldier to "Mother," October 15, 1863, copy of letter
in Key Vialsh MSS, UT Special Collections; Daniel Larrned to Henry Larned,
September 29, 1863, Larmed MSS, LC; William Mclelland to James P. Brown-
low, November 12, 1863, James P, Brownlow MSS, TSLA.

L*Chal.i.nc:ey Welton to "folks," September 15, 1863, Weltor. MI3, SHC;
Daniel Larned to Henry lexmed, September 29, 1862, Larned MSS, IC; David
L. Eubanks, "Ir. J. G. M. Ramsey of East Tennessee, A Career of Public
Service" (Ph.D. dissertatiorn, University of Tennessee, 1965), 262,
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wake of the Federzal army. Surplied by the army with a printing press
from Middle Tennessee and backed by a $1,500 government subsidy, Brown-
low let it be known in the pages of the newly-named Knoxville Whig and

Zebel Ventilator that little sympathy would be shown for advocates of

tihe Southern cause. "With high regards for our friends,”" he announced,
"a decent respect for honorable enemies, and the lowest contempt for the
leaders in the Rebellion, this Journal . . . launches upcn the troubled
sea of lifel”™ Ee declared that such rabid secessionists as Sneed, Swan,
Crozier, Sperry, and Haynes could no longer live in Fast Tennessee.
Union peorle who had suffered at their hands would be "justified in
shooting them down on sight, and we shall regard hundreds of them as
wanting in courage and in resentment if they do not dispatch them when-
ever they meet their rotten carcasses."S

Brownlow'!s efforts to influence policy in East Tennessee were not

limited to the pages of the Whig and Rebel Ventilator. While living in

Nashville in early 1863, the Parson was appointed special agent for the
United States Treasury Department, a position he would hold until March,
1865, when he was elected governor of the state. When East Tennessee
reverted to Federal control, Brownlow had himself transferred to Knox-
ville. His duty was to regulate the sale of goods, to seize all smuggled
goods, and to seize and confiscate all "loose and perishatle prorerty
left by rebels who have abandcned their homes and gone with the rebel

army for protection." He would, therefore, bs custodian of abandoned

5Coulter, Brownlow, 250-51; Knoxville Whig and Rebel Ventilatox
(hereinafter cited as Whig), November 11, 1863, January 9, 186L.
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Rebel farms, plantations, and other property. 3y the middle of November,
1863, the Parson had confiscated several thousand dollars' worth of
tobacco, pianos, furniture, a dry goods stors, a drug store, aand a
jewelry store, all abandoned Rebel property. These he offered to rent or
lease to persons properly qualified and of wnconditional loyalty. EHe
issued permits to "loyal" merchants and traders to conduct business in
the region; and he licensed sutlers to trade with the army. Brownlow's
authority was to be backed to the 1imit by Provost Marshal General
Samuel P. Carter; but problems arose almost immediately.

Native East Tennessean Samuel Carter was appointed Provost Marshal
of East Termessee by Burmside in mid-September, 1863. While the Con-
federate provest had been secondary in power to the departmental com-
mander in civil affairs, his Union counterparit possessed more power and
was more responsible for maintaining law in Zast Tennessee than army cx
departmental commanders. Ironically, throughout his *enurs (he would hold
the position until March, 1865), Carter, much like certain Confederate
departmental commanders, was frequently criticized for being too lenient
with enemy sympathizers., While some East Tennssseans liks Erownlow de-
manded guick and harsh retribution against all who had aided the rebel-
lion in any way, Carter maintained a policy of moderziicn. As will be
discussed in a later chapter. Brownlow also advocated immediate emancipa-
tion of East Tennessee slaves, much to the oprposition of some of his more

conservative Unionist colleagues.

€. ) s - )

KEnoxville Whig, January 9, 16, 186L; Coulter, Brownlow, 25L-55;
Robert ¥ Futrelil, "Federal Trade with the Confederate States, 1861-186%,
A Study of Govermmental Policy" (Ph.D. dissertation, Vanderbilt University,

1950), 270-72.



Carter, however, was unwilling %o carry out policies that he re-
garded as too radical, One of his earliest problems was that of trying
to hold back revenge-minded East Tennesseans who went on a rampage against
Confederate supporters as soon as Southern troops evacuated the eastemm
counties. Carter issued a stern order cn September 18, 1863, demanding
a halt to violent activities by those who had taken the law into their
own hands. These people had macde themselves judges and executioners
for inflicting damage on property and persons. '"The United States
Forces are here for the purpose of restoring law and order," he pro-
claimed, "and for the protection of the zights of citizens." Severe
punishments would therefore be meted out to those who refused to let
the appropriate Federal authorities maintain peace. If a citizen had a
legitimate grievance against a Confederate, he was to bring it before
the Provost Marshal and not take action himself., A week later, Carter
announced that any person with xnowledge of murders or other outrages
against Union people during the two years of Confederate control was to
supply such information to the Provost office "in order that measures
may be adopted to bring the guilty paxrties to justioe."7

Then over the next several weeks, General Carter issued orders
that would doubtless convince most Unionists that the military was doing
its utmost to punish Rebels. After a series of raids by Confederate
cavalry in upper East Tennessee, Carter declared that if any Unionists

were arrested, prcminent Rebel sympathizers wculd be similarly seized

fofficial Records, Series 1, XX, pt. 2, p. 550; Circular nos. 2
and L, in Kroxville Whig, January 9, 185L.
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and held as hostages. If the property of Union men was confiscated or
destrcyed, the property of Rebel sympathizers in the same neighborhood
would be taken to compensate Unionists for their losses. Reiterating
Brownlow'!s orders as Treasury Agent, Carter stated that all movable
property abandoned by Rebels was to be seized, and if not suitable for
arny use, sold at public auction. And grocers, merchants, and sutlers
were forbiddsn to do busizness of any kind with "disloyal persons."

Any citizen wanting to purchase supplies had to exhibit a '‘certificate

of loyalty" or a copy of the oath of allegiance to the United States.

In January and February, 186l, Carter deported over forty Knoxvillians

to the Confederacy for their refusal to swear allegiance to the United
States. He exiled the Reverends W. A. Harrison and Joseph H. Martin,

of the First and Second Presbyterian churches of Knoxville, for refusing
to take the oath and for preaching sedition from their pulpits. And
thrcughout the region hostages were held until civilian prisoners
arrested by the Confederates were released.8

. Yet Carter was still charged with being too conciliatory. Dr.

%1 L. Stanford, superintendent of East Tennessee army hospitals, informed
Military Governor Andrew Johnson that "too much lenity {g;g] hzs been
extended to vile rebels whose conduct has been such, that they have for-
fieted [g;g} their rights to live." By the summer of 1864, Parson Brown-

low tagged Carter with Copperheadism. '"The truth is," he wrote Johnson,

8Circulars nos. 6, 9, 13, and 1L, in Knoxville Whig, January 9,
186L4; ibid., January 30, February 6, 1864; F. Young to Qliver P. Temple,
March 19, 18&l;, Temple MSS, UT Special Collections; M. S. Temple %o
Oliver P. Temple, April 14, 186L, ibid.
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"the Rebels and those in Sympathy with them, bear sway here." He de-
clared that members of Carter's staff and the quartermaster were board-
ing with "out and out Rebels," a situation which therefore influenced
them to be lenient with Confederatz sympathizers. As for Carter, he

released too many Rebels from arrest and was under the influence of men

who hated the Lincoln government and who '"despise the Military Government

9

of Tennessee."

Brownlow and others had origirally maintained that whereas the
military had failed, proper punishment would be dealt the Rebels if
Federal courts could be reestablished in Bast Tennessee. In his vexry
first issue of the Ventilator in November, 1863, the Parson welcomed the
prospect of the opening of a Federal court at Nashvilie; he was certain
that no less than five hundred indictments would be issued in Xnoxville.
"They will find to their sorrow," he asserted, "that it is no emall
matter to engage in an effort to overthrow this government.” Much to
Brownlow's disappointment, however, there were delays in the establish-
ment of courts. By January, 186L, Knoxville streets were filled with
wagons loaded with abandoned Rebel property broughi in from the country
by Brownlow's instructions as Treasury Agent. But because there was no
Federal cour:t, there was no legitimate means to adjudicate *the property.
Dr, Stanford begged Governor Johnson to speed up the establishment of a
court in the city. Because the military authorities were overly tolerant

of Rebels, gquite often former Confederate sympathizers who had money and

g , R

“R. L. Stanford to Andrew Jcknson, January 7, 18€lh, Jchnson MSS,
IC; Knoxville Whig, April 9, 15843 W. G. Brownlow to irdrew Jokmnson,
Avgust 18, Septemver 7, 156L, Jchnson MSS, IC.
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influence were able to procure protecticn for themselves while "loyal"
men had been in some cases stripped of all their vossessions by mistake.
Similarly in Chattanooga, General George H. Thomas assured the Governor
that the revival of civil judicial authority would restore confidence
and reinforce the Unionists there.10

Finally on May 17, 186k, Judge Comnally PF. Trigg, devout Unionist
of secession crisis days, convened Federal District Court in Knoxville.
A large crowd observed attorneys and jurors take the oath of allegiance
to the United States Constitution. Z2Rrownlow was confident now that all
who had given aid and comfort to the rebellion would suffer at the hrands
of this court. But within a matter of months, the Parson came to beliesve
that the tribunal was also entirely tco lenient in its dealings with the
Rebels, in both property and personal rights. By November, he infcrmed
Governor Johnson, "I think I am not saying anything more than the loyal

people say, when I state that (the Federal Court] is a complsie farce."

Particularly galling to Brownlow and others was Judge Trigg's tendency
7o throw cases out of court or give very light sentences, especially to
those who would swear allegiance to the Union. '"The worst rebels and
traitors . « .," he exclaimed, "are all turned loose upon taking the
amnesty oath." Even after being convicted, some people were allowed to

take the cath and go free.11

.
*OKnoxville Whig, November 11, 1863; R. L. Stanford to Andrew

Johnson, January 7, 186l, Johnsor MS3, IC; Clifton R. Hall, Andrew

Johnson, Military Governor of Tennesses (Frinceton, 1916), 112.

llKnoxville thig, May 21, 186L4; W. G. Brownlow to Andrew
Johnson, November 3C, 186L, Jonnson MSS, IC.
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Similar ccmplaints were lodged against the military authorities.
In the summer of 186, the army set up claims committees in various parts
of East Tennessee to determine which citizens should be compensated for
property losses incurred by actions of the Federal army. William A.
Sorrells of Jasper protested tlat several men who had avidly supported
the rebellion and who had subsequently taken a loyalty oath were now
collecting damages from the board of claims in his area. "It seems to
me that the loyal only should be paid for damages,! he maintained, ''but
if it is the policy of the Government at Washington to place all, loyal
and disloyal alike, upon an egquality in deriving benifits [g;g] from it,
then I can see no good that can result from the loss of so much blcod
and treasure, already shed and spent.'" ZFarson Brownlow urged that a
"fairer'" claims board be established in Knoxville so that ex-Rebels
would not be allowed compensation for losses.12

Indeed although several inveterate Southern sympathizers abso-
lutely refused to swear allegiance as prescribed by Governor Johnscn
and were thus shipped to the Confederacy, a large number of pro-
Confederate East Tennesseans signed the oath albeit with certain mental
reservations and remained in the region. In late 186L, Brownlow grumbled
that every town in East Tennessee was full of Retel sympathizers ''who
openly rejoice when we are repulsed, and talk treason openly and notori-
ously."” Wealthy or "first families of the country," as the Farson called

them, were the most tolerated of all by Federal authorities, Iong after

leilliam A. Sorrells to Andrew Johnson, June 23, 186l, Johnson
MSS, LC; W. G. Brownlow to Andrew Johnson, November 21, 186l, Johnson

MSS, LC.
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the war, Oliver Temple recalled thet Judge Trigg wes greatly affected
on the bench by the '"subtle influence of social reccgnition." Temple
maintained that the judge'!s leniency toward ex-Rsbels was largely due to
the "flattering attention of the powerful and the rich."13

While the courts and the military may have been tolerant of ex-~
Rebels, Unionists could seek a more direct and violent means of resvenge.
The courts might do whatever they pleased, according to Brownlcw, 'but
injured, insulted and oppressed Union men will redress their own wrongs--
and for the life of us, we are not able to see that they are in error."
Bither Unionists or Rebels would occupy and control East Tennessee-~thex=
could be no comprcmise. "This may startle many of the advocates of peace,
and the miserable avpclogists of these heartless villains,” he concluded.
"but let it startle them," The Parson thus tried to undermine General
Carter's order to prevent citizens from taking the law into their owm

hands. Not surprisingly, many East Tennesseans heeded Brownlow's words,

lBW. G. Brownlow to Andrew Johnson, November 21, 186L, Johnsom
MSS, 1C; Temple, Notable Men, 211. Despite complaints that the mili-
tary authorities and the courts were excessively lenient, not all
Unionists were willing to seek revenge against former Confederztes.
T. 4. R. Nelson, John Baxter, John Netherland, and other leading
Unionists, for example, rejected Brownlow's calls for extreme retribu-
tion. Also, after General Carter ordered the arrsst of John Smith,
a paroled Confederate soldier from Greeneville, several Gresne County
Unionists protested, urging release of the young msn. Although Smith
and his father were Rebels, according to one of the Unionists, "they
serve a good purvose to their union neighbors sometimes, yea many
times in protecting ther from disorderly rebel soldiers." Petition
of Union men of Greene County in favor of John Smith ‘¢ General
Samuel P. Carter, June 2L, 186L, Temple MSS, UT Special Collections;
Samuel Doak %o Oliver P, Tsmpls, July 5, 186L, ibid. For similar
examples, see "General Order of Thomas Ssnderson, Provost Marshal for
Blount County," Jenuary 30, 1864, L. C. Houk MSS, McClung Collection:
and Temple, Nctable Men, 212,
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hence making certain that the region would be rent by intermecine war-

fare.14

Like their Confederate counterparts, Federal authorities were
forced to deal with a civil war within a civil war. In addition, con-
trol of East Tennessee by ovposing armies continued to fluctuwate, While
FPederal military leaders were restoring some semblance of order to central
and upver East Tennessee in the fall of 1863, theixr efforts were inter-
rupted in November when a 20,000-men Confederate army under General
James Longstreet headed up tkhe Tennessee Valley to crush Bummside.
Thousands of Unionists who had returned to East Tennessee now fled into
Kentucky, fearful of reprisals the Confederates might attempt if they
regained the region. Parson Erownlow temporarily suspended the Whig and

Rebel Ventilator and sought refuge in Cincinnati. Under orders from

General U. S. Grant, who now commanded Federal forces at besieged Chatta-
nooga, Burnside cautiously moved troors south of Knoxville to delay the
Confederates. Outnumbered almost two to one, the Federals stuvbornly
pulled back into the defenses of Knoxville., The Confederates invesied
the city and immediately began siege operations from the west of town.
Within days, the Federals ran short on suprlies; but loyal citizens from
Blcunt and Sevier counties successfully floated large quantities of
foodstuff down the French Board and Holstcn rivers to the city at night
despite strenuous Confederate efforts to stop them. On November 29, a
Confederate assault on Fort Sanders was repulsed after a brief but bitier

fight. Then on December 3, aiter receiving werd that Braxton Bragg's

,l
l*Knoxville Whig, Februaxry 22, 1865, April 9, 186i.
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army had been routed at Chattanocga arnd that a 30,00C-man army under
William T. Sherman was marching north to relieve Eurnside, Longstreet
lifted the siege of Kncxville. Rather than face the combined armies of
Burnside and Sherman, tha Confederate general retrsated northeastward

to the rsgicn between Russellville and Greeneville where he set up

. 15
winter gquarters. 7

To the hearty Confederate veterans of the Virginia campaigns,
the 1863-6L winter spent in East Tennessee was one cf their most grueling
experiences. These men had never really liked the rsgion even from the
beginning of the campaign in September. When Lieutenant Colonel Frank-
lin Gaillard of the 2nd South Carolina Infantry asked his men if they
would prefer a sixty-day furlough and return to Tennessee at its expira-
tion or go back to Virginia without furlough, a loud "Go back to Virginia'
was always the response. And whenever a regimental band struck up
"Carry Me Back to 0ld Virginny," a thunderous yell raced through long-
street's corps. Now in winter quarters, the desire to return to the Cld
Dominion mounted among the ranks., In addition to an abnormally ccld
winter, Union guerrillas made life almcst unbearabtle. Longstreet's chief
of artillery, E. P. Alexander, recalled that "bushwackers,'" who were

supposed to be in Fedexal service, constantly rzided foraging wagons

IEW. G. Brownlow tec Andrew Johnson, December 1, 1863, Johnsca
MSS, 1C; Knoxville Whig, January 30, 186L; Buel and Johnson, Battles
and Leaders cf the Civil War, III, 731-L45; Harcld S. Fink, "The East
Ternnessee Campzaign and the Battle of Knoxville in 18€3," East Tennessee
Historical Soziety's Publicaticns, No. 29 (1957), 79-117: Digby G.
Seymour, Divided Lovalties, Fort Sanders and the Civil War in Bast
Tennessee (Knoxvilie, 1963), 138-212,
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and picked off sentinels. Thzse guerrillas seldom fcught a pitched
battle, '"but they cut off small parties and tcox no prisoners."16

Despite the hostile environment, many of the Confederates devel-
oped frierdships among the citizens, especially in Jcnesboro and Greene-
ville. Franklin Gaillard reported that he had made some very pleasant
acguaintances in Greeneville. 3But as Longstreet prepared to move back
irto Virginia in late March, 186lL, the people who had fraternized with
the soldiers grew somber and almost panic-stricken. "It is the best
society I have met with in Tennessee," he stated, "and we all regret
leaving friends we have made to the tender mercies of the Tories and
Yankees." These people were more fearful cf the native Tories, how-
ever, because they were more vindictive than the Yankees. The Yankees
were "somewhat restrained by military discipline," while the Tories

were '"unbridled and merciless." But as Longstreet's men headed vack to

Virginia in mid-April, John Bratton reported '"mobody cbjects to leaving

this country."l'

To Longstreet's troops Virginia seemed like the land of Caznaan,
compared to Bast Tennessee. Indeed by the end of the winter of 1863-6L
the eastern counties of Tennessee were almost destitute. As J., Towell
of Greeneville informed Govermor Johnson, "I have noi the Language to

descrikte the deplorable State of things that at this moment exist in

+OFranklin Gaillard to Maria Gaillard, November 1Q, 1863, Gaillard
MSS, SHC; Captain John Bratton tc "Wife," October 23, 1863, Bratton MSS,
ibid.; Buel and Johnson, Battles and Leaders of the Civil War, III, 751.

l'Franklin Gaillard to "Sonny," Merch 18, 186, Gaillard MSS,
SEC; Pranklin Gaillard to Maria Geillard, March 27, 186L, ibid.; John
Bratton to "Wife," April 12, 1864, ibid.
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Past Tennessee." 3oth armies had traversed nearly the whole length of
the region four times, living mzinly off tkhe country. Crop harvests had
been disrupted for the past two years and all forms of livestock had been
greatly depleted by the demands of war., Longstreet's stay in upver East
Tennessee had been particularly disastrous, for under the impression that
they were in the area for the last time, the Rebels had taken as much
movable vroperty and foodstuff as they could carry. An officer serving
under Longstreet reported that "East Tenn. is bleeding at every pore! and
"is literally eaten up." And Robert Rutledge declared that upper Last
Tennessee was swedt of everything; not a hog, goose, duck, turkey, chicken,
cow, or sheep was left.18

Other areas suffered too. Conditions in the upper Cumberland

Plateau were equally distressing. A4 Kentuckian passing through reccrded,
"We had thought we ha2d seen desolating effects of war before, but throuzgh
this section it is the worst we have found in our travels.! Reports from
lower East Tennessee were equally grim. In the fall of 1863 William Clift
averred that scarcely an acre of corn was left from Chattamooga tc EKhea
County. "The Army is consuming everything in the shape of subsitanance
[sicl in lower East Tenn.," he exclaimed. Two months later Lieutenant
Wilson 3. Miller led a Yankee foraging varty through this area and was

19

amazed at the wretched condition of the people in the countryside.

18

Humez, Loyal Mountaineers, 302-03; J. Powell to Andrew Jcimson,

December 6, 1863, Johnson MSS, 1C; Enoxville Whig, Ifarch 5, 186lL; Robert
Partin, "The Civil War in East Tennessee as Reported by a Confederate
Railroad Bridge Builder," Tennessee Histcrical Quarterly, XXII (1963),
2L,6-L4T7; Robert A. Rutledge to "Fathar,” April 8, 18el, Rutledge MSS,
Whitehead Collection.

l9Another account of the extensive foraging in lower East Tennes-
see in the fall of 1863 is in Donald E. Reymolds and Max H. Kele {(eds.),
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Homes iooked no better than "Northern pig pens' and everyonz wore thread-
bare clothes. "I never before saw wcomen dressed entirely in rags," he re-
marked. Near Chattanooga, a small emaciated girl wandered into the camp
of the 6th South Carolina and begged for help to bury her mother. She
led Jonn Bratton and some of his men to a cave where the body lay. The
family had been living there and had been without food for days. The
South Carolinians kept the girl and her little sister for nearly a week
and then turned them over to a family willing to take them in.2o
Ironically, both Miller and Bratton--one an Ohioan, the other
a South Carolinian--placed some of the blame for the depressed condi-
tion of East Tennessee upon the character of its people. To Miller, if
Northerm people haéd settled this rich land, splendid mansions, barms,
school houses, and churches, instead of shacks, would be thickly scat-
tered about the land "showing that the people were civilized and en-
ligntened." And Bratton commented that he had seen desolation as bad
in Virginia, but "the people there are superior to this western popula-
tion, never repined at their lcosses, at least did it in a patriotic

spirit, and I expect, the great Bestower took better care of them."al

"Diary of James W. Chapin, 39th Indiana Vclunteers,'" Georgia Historical
Quarterly, LIX (1975), 238-39.

2OMOOI‘e, Rebellion Record, VIII, 69; William Clift to Elizabeth
Clift, October 13, 1863, Clift MSS, TSIA; Wilsor S. Miller to "Family,"
December 15, 1863, Miller MSS, ibid.; John Bratton to "Wife," October
23, 186L, Bratton MSS, SEC.

21Wilson S. Miller to "Family," December 15, 1963, Miller MSS,
TSIA; John Bratton to "Wife," Octoter 23, 1863, Bratton MSS, SEC. 1In
many ways Daniel laxned agreed witlh Miller's and Eratiton's assessments
of Kacst Tennessee. "You never saw sucl. a forsaken people as they are
ir. this country," he stated, '"--they are ten years behind the age."
Daniel Larned to "Sister," November 2, 1563, Larned MSS, LC. See also
Blackfoxd, et al., Letters from Lee's Army, 276.
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But sucn understandable efforts %to place blame upon the natives
should not lead one away from the reality that the respective armies were
the chief cause for the suffering in the region. As one report on the
destitution in the eastern counties proclaimed, 'the prevailing scarcity
of 1863-6l was the result, not of improvidence of the people, but of the
calamitous infiuences of war." When Longstreet's men left upper East
Tennessee, the Unionists even lost shoes and blankets to the devarting
soldiers, In 3Bradley County, Minerva McKamy living with her sister-in-
law's family, later recalled that Federal soldiers came to the home and
ghot the only milk cow for meat. "It was useless to plead with the Yan-
kees for mercy," she claimed, "as they had no ccnscience and seemed to
enjoy making us suffer." Bushwackers plagued both sides, strippirg en-
tire neighborhoods of foodstuff and valuables, oblivious to the pro-~Tnion
or Confederate loyalties of the people. In the fall of 1863, General
Joseph Wheeler released nearly 1,600 prisoners in lower Fast Teanessee
after they swore not to take up arms against the Confederacy until
legally exchanged. Many of these parolees formed themselves into bands
of bushwackers and began a campaign of terror, buming, pillaging, and
robbing in the Sequatchie V'alley.22

And by 1863, either army, Union or Confederate, became a menace
to the civilian population. In early December, 1863, a Confederate

foraging party raided the farm of Charles W. McGhee in Mcnroe County,

Io1n]

““Thomas W. Humes, Report of the East Tennessee Relief Asscciation
at Kncxville (Kncxville, 1865). 9; Knoxville Whig, iazch 5, 186l; Minerva
McKamy, "Recollections of the War Between the States,'" typescrirt, TSLA;
J. Leonard Raulston and James W. Livingood, Seguatchie: A Story of the
Southern Cumberlands (Kunoxville, 197L), 155.
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taking livestock and several tushels of wheat. A few days later a Federal
patrol came through and confiscated corn, hay, potatoes, and other items
without giving a receipt. In October, 1863, devoted Southerner Myra
Inman complained that the Confederate troops in the Cleveland area were
"acting very badly," teking corn, tearing down fences, and stealing live-
stock. Soldiers constantly begged for food; and Myra, who had been
thrilled to serve the beys in gray in 1861, now confessed, "We are
troubled a great deal by them asking for something to eat." Some
soldiers expressed feelings of guilt for their army's actions. Privats
Leander Starks of the 26th Indiana Artillery admitted that although
there were many stories of Confederate outrages in East Tennessee, the
Union army was Jjust as bad. The Faderals had received a heaxrty welcome
and had been treated with kindness, but Starks confessed that "we have
robbed them in return for their kindness.'" Robert Rutledge, in Long-
street's army, reported that starvaticn was staring many "wvoor defense--
less Southern wcmen and many many poor nelpless children'" in the face
because of his army's selfish activities. "Our army is getting to be
as much dreaded as the low down thieving Yankees," he wrote.23
By March of 186L, Parson Brownlow dleaded with Federal authcri-

ties to help preserve the property and livestock of loyal citizens.

23W. H. Dawson Diary, December 5, 1863, Civil War Records, II,
190-91; Myra Inman Diary, Ociober 13, November 10, 1863, SHC; Leander
Starks to Kate Starks, September 30, 1863, Jennie Starks McKee (ed.),
Throb of Drums in Tennessee, 1862-1865 (Philadelphia, 1973), 119-20;
Robert A. Rutledge to "Father," April 8, 186L, Rutledge MSS, Whitehead
Collection. In December, 1863, T. A. R. Nelson stated that he was con-
vinced that the Union army was more destructive to Unionists than the
Confederate army had been. OIffiszial Rscoxds, Series 1, XTTIX. pt. 3,
pp. 507-08.
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Apparently scme soldiers were worse than others. John B, Brcwnlow later
observed that Union troops from the West, particularly Michigan, treated
loyal people "outrageously," making no distinction between Unionists and
Rebels. However, soldiers from Burnsida's 9th Corps, composed mainly of
men from New England and Few York, "treated the loyal preople with the

tenderest consideration(;] they all treated them like brothers." Despite
strenuous efforts by Union officers to prevent depredations against loyal

2l

Unionists, they were never fully successful. In late March, the Parscn
complained again about the bad conduct of many Federal soldiers. Large
bands of them, claiming to be on authorized foraging expeditions, robbed
families of almost everything. To Brownlow, "a Federal soldier capable
of this low, mean and disgraceful conduct, is meaner than the vilest
rebel that ever robbed a henroost."25
While conditions in the rural areas of East Tennessee were deplcor-

able, the towns and cities suffered much distress alsc. In the fall of

1863, both underwent sieges by Confederate forces and it would take them

2hGeneral Samuel P, Carter always maintained that he was doing his
utmost to put an end to the widespread pilfering by Unicn soldiers. Ibid.,
XXI, pt. 3, pp. 372, LLT7-LB, 506-08; ibid., XXIT, pt. 2, p. 245. John
Brownlow'!s statement on the soldiers was one of many handwritten comments
he placed in the margins of his father's newspaper now deposited at the
Library of Congress and available on microfilm. Daniel Larned echoed
Brewnlow's sentiments. He had grown increasingly prcud of the New England
soldiers. In Knoxville scme of them had repaired the machinery of a
foundry, a machine shop, and a large flour mill which had been partially
damaged by the retreating Confederaztes. Within days, =1l tliree ccncerns
were operating at full speed. "The contrast between our soldiers and the
western boys is remarkable," concluded Larned. DIaniel Larned to "Sister,"
November 7, 1863, Larned MS3, IC.

Sk noxville Whig, March 5, 29, 186L,
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several months to recover. As late as January 19, 186L, Mrs. Horace May-

nard reported that "the principal thing with ail, is, something to eat."

Food had been short, she stated, since Longstreet's astempt to capture
the city. As the war passed, Enoxville and Chattanocga increasingly
became military cities. Although they had been important centers oi
operation for the Confederates, both proved more crucial to the Horthern
war effort. Hospitals, supply devots, awesome fortifications, and un-
numbered army camps girdled the cities. As a result, the populaticn of
both mushroomed. In adaition to the citizens and soldiers already there,
swarms of adventurers and camp followers were inevitably attracted by
such a large concentration of military fcrce and activity. And because
of the constant movement of troops and guerrillas and the devastation of
crops in the countryside, refugees flocked intc the urban communities
by the thousands in the winter of 1863-6L. This large immigration con-
sisted not only of needy whites, but also many recently Ifreed blacks.zé
Enoxville became ons of the major refuges centers in Tennessee,
with izmigrants arriving in town by the trainload. Vacant tenement
houses were filled to capacity and rooms at East Temnesses University,
not already occupied by the soldiers, were taken over by refugees. Few
of them could afford to buy even the bvasic necessities of 1life because
wartime inflation had hit Xnoxville severely. In February, 186l, flour
cost $20 a barrel; butter, $1 a pound; potatoes and corn meal, $3 a

bushel. Since the beginning of thza war, coffee had socared frcm lhﬂ to

26

“"Mrs. Horace Majmard to Washingten Maynard, january 19, 188l,
Maynard M3S, UT Special Collections; Eunmes, Loval Mountaineers, 29S.
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21 a pound; salt rose from 2-1/2% to 70% a pocund; and brown sugar from
12-1/2¢ to 70% a pound. Common calico and other types of clothing had
increased eightfold. Gold and silver had nearly passed out of circula-
tion.27
Conditicns were no better in Chattanocoge. The town was so crowd-
ed with soldiers and refugees that at a distance it appeared white be-
cause of the tents set up to accommodate the mass of humenity., In March,
1864, Kate Foster, a young girl living in Chattanooga, recorded that
large numbers of immigrants were arriving daily, many of whom were
"barefooted and ail most naked.'" Masses of black refugees were scattered
all over town, although most lived in tents and makeshift huts concen-
trated along the Tennessee River.28
Without question Knecxville and Chattancoga were experiencing th:
vagaries of boom towns--a mushrocming population that censtantly fluc-
tuated. Rampant drunkeness, street crime, and prostitution plagued voth
cities. In January, 18€l, Parson Brownlow doubted if there was "a more
superlatively filthy town" than Knoxville even in all '"the =xhausted
territory, corrupt range, [and] debauched ard filthy dominions of Jeff
Davis.'" Almost every building was cluttered with trash and dirt., Dead

mules, horses, hogs, and dcgs lay unburied on the streets with the result,

27Mbry E. Massey, "Southern Refugee Life During the Civil Vax,"
North Carolina Historical Review, XX (1943), 134; Knoxville Whig,
February 13, 186L.
28Humes, Loyal Mountaineers, 1795-77; Armstrong, Hamilion County,
II, 59; Kate Foster Diary, March 15, 1854l;, TSILL; Gilbert E. Govan and
James W. Livingood, "Chattanooga Under Military Cccupation, 1863-1865,"
Jourral of Southern History, XVII (1951), 36.
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not surprisingly, that disease became a major problem. Smallpox swept
through Knoxville; and according to Browniow it "has penetrated all
classes of society." To make matters worse, Federzl authorities handled
the problem poorly. Smallpox hospitals and pest houses were established
in town rather than in outlying areas. No quarantines were declared and
the disease soon spread into the surrounding countryside. Brownlow
urged more rigid controls by both civil and military officials to deal
with the near epidemic.29

Even the smaller towns of East Tennessee were digturbed by prob-
lems similar to those of Knoxville and Chattanooga. Loudcn, Kingstomn,
and Madisonville, for example, were filled with refugees in the suvzmsr
of 186L4. In Loudon the army was forced to build two camps to accecmmo-
date the destitute: in Cleveland, the streets became so filthy that the
provost marshal ordered all store and home owners to maintain sirict
police of their property.EO

In the meantime, several citizens of East Tennessee, concerned
over the wretched conditicns, began to discuss ways to alleviate the

distresses., Reverend Nathaniel G. Taylor of Carter County becamne a

29Knoxville Whig, Januvary 16, 20, February 6, 1864; 3. T. Hall
to Martha Stakely, January 16, 186l., Stakely-Eall MSS, McClung Collec-
tion; Mary Jane Reynolds to Simeon D. Reynolds, February 16, 186,
Reymolds M3S, UT Special Collections; Edington, "Hardships of Civil
Strife," January 26, 186L, ibid.

3OMary Jane Reynolds to Simeon D. Reynolds, June 20, 186,
Reynolds MSS, UT Special Collections; Cleveland (Tennessee) Battle Flag
{no date), (microfilm), McClung Collection. This newspaper was put-
lished in the spring of 186L by Onio trocps stationed in Cleveland.

It is thought that the soldiers used the prsss of the Cleveland Banner.
Roy G. Lillard (ed.), The History of Bradley County (Cleveiand, Tennes-
see, 1976), 220.
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prime mover in seeking aid for East Tennessee.31 While Longstreet held
upper Bast Tennessee in late 1863, Taylor circumvented Confederate lines
and headed for Cincinnati. While there, he organized a public meeting
and raised several hundred dollars to buy supplies for needy persons in
Zast Tennessee. The sum was disappointing, but much of Cincinnati's
charity was already directed to thousands of Southern refugees who had
migrated North., Taylor's actions apparently attracted the attention of
Governor Andrew Johnson, for in January, 186L, he gave Taylor a letter
of recommendaticn to talk with President Lincoln and then tour the North
to obtain money and supplies. The East Tennessean traveled to Puniladel-
phia, Boston, Portland, and New York City, raising nearly $150,000 in
cash and large supplies of material goods. Throughout his tour, Taylor
professed, "We of E, Tennessee . . . are very poor since the tide of
desolation has swept over us--we have nothing but our laws and socme of
our humble hcuses left--but thank God, we are proud of our Country even
in her desolation and ruin."32
In the meantime, with the urging of Taylor, several cast Tennessee

TUnionists, including William Feiskell, John Rexter, Parson Brownlow
’ g ’ ’ ’

31Taylor had been arrested by the Confederates, bput acquitted, as
an accomplice in the bridge bumrmings of 1861. Threats of arrest and
imprisorment ccntinued, however, so Taylor went into hiding in the
remote gorges of the mountains until Federal literation of the rsgion.
Temple, Notabtle Men, 199-200.

32Eumes, Loyal Mountaineers, 310-11; N.G. Taylor to Andrew John-
son, January 16, 186lL, Johnson MSS, LC; Revort of the Contributcrs tc
the Pernsylvania Relief Association for Fast Tenmessee (Philadelphia,
186L), 6-T; Edward Everett, Acccunt of the Fund for the Relief of East
Tennessee (Boston, 186L4), 7-8; Knoxville Whig, March 5, 12, 1B86L.
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O. P. Temple, and Thomas W. Humes, held a public meeting in Knoxville
in early February, 18€L, to establish the East Ternnessee Relief Associ-

33

ation, Given the impossibility of raising funds in this war-torn
region, the association concentrated on obtaining Federal government
aid. The group asked for the compensation of loyal citizens for property
destroyed by Federal forces during the war. They asked Washington to
furrnish transportation for any relief supplies that might be obtained;
and with a view to the future, they urged the government to subsidize
the censtruction of a railroad between Knoxville and Cincimmati. Plans
were made for the immediate shipment of supplies to Zast Tennessee from
the Pennsylvania Relief Assocj.ation.BLL
Aid would come none too soon. Agents of the Pennsylvania associ-
ation reported that before the arrival of the shipments over ten thousand
army animals died in East Tennessee for lack of feed and forage. Farmers
were compelled to let their livestock die foxr the same reason; and those
horses and cattle which survived were "emaciated in the extreme.'" With
the shortage of foodstuffs, even the thrifty Quaker comrmnities in Blount
and Jefferson counties, which had been prosperous tefore the war, were
forced to beg the army guartermaster for rations. Then in April, Generzl
William T. Sherman, who nad been appointed administrative commander of

Bast Tennessee in early 186l, prohibited the issuance of army r2tions

to distressed East Tennessee civilians as nis troops vrepared for the

7Mumes was elected president of the Association.

}
34Knoxville Whig, February 13, 186L; Pennsylvania Relief Associa-
tion, 34-36,




Atlanta campaisn. Screams of protest from East Tennesseans reached
President Lincoln and he urged Sherman to do all he could to relieve
the suffering of the civilians. Fortunately, when the Federal army
marched into Georgia in early May, supplies had bwilv up in sufficient
amount for Sherman's order to be relaxed.35
Meanwhile, the East Tennessee association sent G. M. Eazen to
Cincinnati in early April, where nhe met two agents of the Pennsylvania

relief organization. There they purchased large stocks of flour, bacon,

rice, molasses, sugar, salt, and soda and shipped them at Federal ex~

-

30

pense to East Tennessee via Nashvilile and Chattanooga.
Commissioners from the Pennsylvania association came to Knoxville
in mid-April in advance of the shipments and conferred with local re-
lief officials., It was first determined that relief supplies would be
sold at wholesale prices to those who were able to pay. Thus, the re-
lief agency would be able to give maximum aid to the most needy and not
deplete its treasury too quickly. Almost immediately disagreement de-~
veloped cver the distribution of supplies. Brownlow and & few others
maintained that only "loyal destitute Union families and no others"

should receive aid. According to Brownlow, contributors *to the fund

35Pennsylvania Relief Association, 18; Inez E. Burns, History of
Blount County, Tennessee, from War Trail to ILending Strip, 1795-1955
(Nashville, 1957), 63-6L; Burt, "Lincoln, Sherman and East Tennessee,"
part 2, pp. T1i-T2.

36Pennsylvania Reli=f Association, 8-11; Chattanocge Gazette,
March 24, April 9, 186L. In Chattanooga, the Western Sanitary Com-
mission, a forerumer of the modern Red Cross, had atfempted to alle-
viate the food shortage by planting one hundred acrss in vegetables
near the town's borders in early spring. On the suggestion of a sani~
tary commission representative, $250 worth of garden seeds was turned
over tc the East Tennessee Relief Association to be distributed tn
loyal citizens in lower East Tennessee. Itig.
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never contemplated giving their money to feed and clothe disloyal per-
sons "who gave aid and comfort tc this infernmal revellion." The Pernsyl-
vanians, however, maintained that no one should be turned away. After
some wrangling, a priority system was finally agreed upon. Union fami-
lies who had suffered at the hands of Rebels would be given immediate
attention; next, families who had remained steadfastly loyal to the
Tnicn could apply for relief. After them came anyone who had taken a
loyalty oath, regardless of past associations; finally, old men, women,
and children who had immediate relatives in the Confederate army would
be taken care of., But no admitted secessionist of "fighting age" wculd
be given consideration.37
In addition to these prospects for relief, civilian and military
authorities in the spring of 1864 made a concerted effort to stimulate
farm production. Only by getting agriculture tack %to full production,
could the region expect to te self-sufficient again. Seeds continued
to be issued to farmers by the relief agencies; and to help spring
planting, Major General John Schofield, Commander of the Army of Chio,
ordered all army animals unfit for military service to be lent to farmers
until recalled by the quartermaster. After loué protests from Brownlow
in the pages cf the Whig, army officers began strict enforcement cf
regulations prohibiting troops frcm usirg farmers! fence rails for fire-
wood. Brownlow also requested that military authorities stop the im-
pressment of grain, horses, ard mules. DBecauss these items could now

te easily obvained over regular transportation rcutes, confiscation was

37Knoxville Whig, April 16, 186l; Pennsylvania Relief Assosiation,

b=
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unnecessary, he argued. Despite the Farson's harangues and some attempt
by authorities to curtail the activity, farmers of Bast Tennessee were
bothered by impressment until the end of the war.3

Meanwhile efforts were being made to solve some of the problems
that plagued the cities. In the spring of 186L, a Lieutenant Conklin
was ordered by the Provost Marshal to organize the clean up of Knoxvills,
Disreputable vagrants and prostitutes were driven out of town and strict
controls were imposed to prevent their return. On June 18, Conklin
ordered storeowners in town to clean all offal and trash from their
yards, cellars, and alleys within fcrty-eight hours, or be subject to
arrest. Moreover, anyone caught throwing trash in the strzets or side-
walks would be penalized. Apparently the policeman's efforts succeeded,
because by the end of July, Parscn Brownlow boasted that despite the
summer heat, the health and appeararce of Knoxville were remarkably
good. And to help solve the refugee probiem, the army set up segregated
tent communities outside the city limits of Chattanocoga ard Knoxville,
Such camps served the dual purpose of not only providing refugees with
a place to stay, but also preventing vagrancy and overcrowding in town.
Nevertheless, refugess remained a ccnstant headache throughout the war.
In November, 186L, for example, over 3,800 vagrants were reported in
Chattanooga (the pre-war city population had been cnly 2,500), although
officials were sending them away as rapidly as possible. By the end of
the year, Knoxville was still so crowded that the army constructed

several houses south of the Eolston River to accommodate the refugees

3SKnoxville Whig, March 5, April 16, 23, 186L4.
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who ccn®tinued to pour into town.39

While farmers began to plant crops in the spring of 186l and
attempts were made to settle refugees, the East Tennessee Relief Asso-
ciation appointed county agents to supervise the distribution and
selling of goods on the local level, 3But relief supplies at first
reached East Tennessee in a trickle, compelling some people to take
ameliorative actions on their own. Several citizens of Loudon, co-
operating with the local provost marshal, heid a series of meetings in
early summer 186l to obtained provisions for destitute citizens. It was
proposed that the horses cf known Rebel sympathizers be confiscated to
make up teams to go to Kentucky for relief supplies. Also a comumittee
was formed to traverse the neighborhood and "take whatever anyone rad
that was not positively needed for their support,'" according to one
citizen. Apparently the committee had the right to determine what
items were not "positively needed.""*O

It was not until mid-summer that East Tennessee Relief iscsocia-
tion shipments, now including shoes and clothes, came regularly and in
sufficient volume to have much impact on the region. 3But from %the vexry
beginning of the relief program, there was a geograpiic inequisy of
distributicn. Knoxville and its immediate vicinity received a dis-~
rroportionate share of goods, mainly tecause the city was a major distri-

bution point. Most of the officers of the Zast Tennessee Relief

39Ibidg, May 28, June 18, July 23, December 1k, 18€L; Chattanooga

[rte—

Gazette, November 26, 186l:,

hoMary Jane Reynolds to Simeon D. Reyrnolds, June 20, 18el, Reynclis
MSS, UT Special Collections. Mrs, Reynolds did not indicate whether oz
not citizens actually went to Kentucky to obtain suprplies.
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Association--Humes, Temple, Brownlow, Baxter, et al.--were Knoxvillians
or Knox countians. Therefore, they may have showm favoritism to their
own immediate neightors. Without doubt, however, both the lack of good
roads and the presence of Confederate troops or gusrrilias in much of
rural East Tennessee, especially the upper counties, precluded the
delivery of relief supplies.

Indeed the summer and early fall of 186l were the most terrifying
wonths that many Zast Tenresseans experienced throughout the entire war.
As Sherman advanced into Georgia in May, Tnion troop strength in Zast
Tennessee was drastically reduced, leaving only a few regiments sta-
tioned around Chattanooga and Knoxville. Almost immediately Confederate
guerrillas and bands of bushwackers went on a rampage in the unprotected
areas of the region. As Adeline Deaderick of Washginton County recalled,
", . . our whole land was filled with bands of mauraders [sic] not be-
longing to any army: . . . savage men, who preferred plunder and steal-
ing to fighting at all." Thus tle internecine war that had existed
since the beginning of the war intensified. After describing the extent
of violence and destruction in upper East Tennessee, D. L. Boren of
Carter County maintained that regwiar Confaderate soldiers ware not o

blame. From what he could determine, "it has been Rebel citizens &

blIn December, 186, as General John B. Hood's army invaded Middle
Tennessee, relief shipments %o East Tennessee stopped completely. When
Hood neared Nashviile, over $10,000 worth of shoes and woolen goods
destined for Zast Tennessee was purposely burned by the Federals for fear
that they would be seized by the Rebels., But soon after George Thomas'
smashing victory over the Confederates at Nashville in late December,
1864, the railroad to Chattanooga was reopened and supplies reached
Knoxville without interrupiion. Thomas W. Humes, Second Repnort te the
Bast Temessee Relief Association at Knoxville (Xnoxville, 186e), L-5, 7.
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Guerrillas overating together that has been doing nearly all the devil-
ment. « « " Warfare had degenerated almost to brute criminal activity
in East Tennessee. In the early days of the war, although there were
several exceptions, guerrillas had restricted their activities mainly to
purely military targets, such as troops and militzry installations. BRBut
now civilians became fair game. Revenge-minded Unionists and Confeder-
ates attempted to terrorize their enemy, whether that enemy was attached
to the military or not. After Rebels had pillaged several Union families
in upper Bast Tennessee, Brownlow maintained that the '"'rebel families"
responsible for pointing out Unionists to the Confedsrates would regret
the day in which they were born. "We will endorse our soldiers in putting
them to death by any modes that cruelty can invent," ze concluded. And

1,

Lieutenant Colonel John B. Brownlow (the editor's youngest son) maintained

that it was useless to conciliate Rebels. The only way to restore peac

wm

) 1
was '"to kill and subjugete them."Lr2

Men were taken fi'om their homes &t night ané whipped, heaten, and
scmetimes murdered. Focd was stolen, citizens robbed, barns burmed,
cattle driven off, and crops trampled upon by men on horseback. Rcbert

Cooper, a wealthy prc-Confederate farmer frem Hawkins County, reported

]

42Anna Mary Moon (ed.), "Civil War Memoirs of Mrs. Adeline Dead-
erick," Tennessee Historical Quarteriy, VII (1948), 53; D. L. Boren
to David G. Boren, June 30, 18€l, Boren Family M3S, McClung Collection;
Knoxville Whig, August 10, 186L; Joun B. Brownlow to Cliver P. Temple,
September 9, 186l, Temple MSS, UT Special Collections. With revenge-
mirded TUnionists on a rampage in East Tenressee, Confederate Ceneral
John C. Vaughn commented: %--no people in this Confederacy has suf-
fered as our relaticns & friends have. they are all robbed & im-
prisoned--not allowed the literty of negros." J. C. Vaughn to David
M. Key, Sevtember 28, 186, Key M33, Chattanooga-Hamilton Couniy Library.
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that every springhouse in his vicinity had been s*tripped by robbers.
One Friday night in August, 186lL, nearly thirty pistol-brandishing
marauders attacked the home of Major S. Temple near Greeneville. They
stole all the family's valuables; and only through the pleading of his
wife, was Temple saved from being shot. After this, he allowed his
wife and children to stay at home only during the day. At night, he
informed his brother, "they roam through the Forest like wild beasts
for protection." Samuel Milligan and several other men in Greeneville
who had been pronounced Unionists were so harassed by night riders in
the spring of 186lL, that they packed up a few items and moved to Nash-
ville for safety. Although A. J. Fletcher had moved from EZast Tennessee
to Indiana early in the war to escape the Confederates, he had planned
to return to his native region. But reports from home in the summer of
186l prompted seccnd thoughts. While admitting that there were drawbacks
to living in Indiana, Fletcher added, "I feel so much the sense of psr-
sonal safety that I confess I am almost tempted to tihink no more of my
native hills.”" At least there was no fear of advancing and retreating
armies or of brutal soldiers and assassins; one could "walk the streets

fat] all hours without arms ard lie dowrn at night and sleep soundiy.

b3
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Throughout the summer of 186L, Bast Temmessee Unionists pleaded

with Governcr Johnson to send troops to relieve the area. John Gaut cof

thobert Cooper to James M. Cocper, June 28, 186L, Civil War
Records, II, 1603 M. S. Temple to Oliver P. Temple, August 231, 1884,
Temple MSS, UT Special Jollections; Samiel Milligan Memoir, TSLL;
A, J. Fletcher to Oliver P. Temple, June 18, 186L, Temple MSS, UT
Special Collections.
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Cleveland complained that since Sherman's departure, Joseph Wheeler's
Confederate cavalry had completely disrupted mail service and had kept
people in a constant state of alarm. Reports coming from upper East
Tennmessee were even more distressing. From Strawberry Plains, just north
of Knoxville, to the Virginia line, roving bands of guerrillas and John
Hunt Morgan's Retel cavalry held ccmplete sway. Besides committing acts
of terror, these Confederates disrupted agriculitural production in an
already depleted area. In May, John Netherland reported that Retel
parties were harvesting winter wheat for their own use at the expense
of Unionists in the region. A. A. Xyle of Rogersville warned tkhat if
some action wers not taken to regain the upper counties they would be
completely desolated. Only one-fourth of a normal crop had been planted
anyway and now it might easily be lost. By early Jure, word reached
East Tennessee that the govermor might send troops to clear out the Con-
federates., "For God's sake send them and that quickly," begged T. 3.
Marshal Blackston Mclannel., According to McDamnsl, the pressnce of one
reginent of Federal cavalry in upper East Tennessee would enable the
pecpla to return to their homes and save their harvest.hh

Other East Tennesseans turmed from despair to anger tecause of
the situation. One group, the "Voters of East Tennessee,'" complained to
the governor that although several companies of East Tennessee trocps had

been organized, they were not protecting the region. Instead, they were

hLJohn Co Gaut to Andrew johnson, June 21, 1864, Johnson MSS, LC;
John Netherland to Andrew Johnson, May 26, 186l, ibid.; Blackston McDannel
to Andrew Jchnson, June 9, 186L, ibid. See also Official Records, Series
1, XXTIX. pte 2, pp. TL-76.




151
stationed in Middle Tennessee grarding '"rebel property." If the troors
were not transferred back home, Johmscn's name as vice-presidential
nominee would be stricken from many ballots in zast Tennessee in Novem-
ber. To insure that the governor understood the seriousness of their
demand, the East Tennesseans furnished a copy of their letter to the
Chicago Times for publicaticn. Despite such threats, Governor Joknson
was unable to send immediate help; but by late July the way was cleared
to dispatch Colonel Alvan C. Gillem, acting State Adjutant General, with
the 13th Tennessee Cavalry (an East Tennessee unit) into the eastern
counties. A strong appeal from Brownlow, T. A. R. Nelson, and other
prorinent citizens urged Johnson to quickly order the troops into the
region. The Rebels, they said, were rapidly repairing the railroad,
preparing to carry off grain and livestock, If Federal troops could not
be sent before the Confederates ran off with the supplies, "then we ask
in mercy to the citizens, that no troovs of ours come afterwards, to est
out what little may te left."hs

Even though the Confederates were able to abscond with much of the
harvest, four days after Brownlow, et al.'s request was written, Gillem

and the 13th Tennessee left Nashville for kast Tennessee. Thwe general,

hD"Voters of BEast Tennessese" to Andrew Johnson, June 12, 186L,
Johnson MSS, IC; Hall, Military Governor, 186; W. G. Brownlow, et al.,
to Andrew Johnson, June 12, 186L, Johnson MSS, LC. Central East
Ternessee apparently was not as bothered by Confederate raiders as the
lower and uprer sub-regions. Sarah Delozier of Xingston, after comment-
ing cn the possibilities of & pocr corm crop, however, reported that
"everything has been very peaceable" in ner part of the country. Sarzh
C. Delozier to F. M. Millican, July 31, 186lL, Civil War Records, I, 106,
See also D. F. Harrison to Andrew Johnson, June 27, 1864, Johnson M3S,
1C, and Chauncey Weltcn to "folks," May L, 186L, Welton MSS, SEHC.
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Jomnson's protégé and trusted friend, was ordered to kill or drive out
all marauders in Ezst Tennessee; arnd he could pursue them teyond state
lines if necessary., After this, he was to direct his efforis to aiding
civil authorities in restoring law and order. Any regiments now being
organized in East Tennessee would come under Gillem's command; and the
general was empowered to raise more units if he needed ‘them.)'Lé

After arriving in Knoxville on August 16, Gillem pushed his forces
to Morristown and then to Bull's Gap. Along the way, he scattered bands
of Rebels ard took several prisoners, including Confederate Senator
Joseph Heigkell. His most notable achievement, however, came on the
norning of September L, when he led a surprise attack on Confederate
cavalry posted at Greeneville. His troops captured the town and routed
the Rebels; but most important of all, the famous Confederate raider

L7

John Hunt Morgan was killed in the fray. For the remainder of Septemn-
ber and well into Octobter, Gillem's command fought a running battle with
Confederates under John C. Vaughn and Basil Duke. 3By la%te Qctoter, zafter
dispersing a Confederate force at Fanther Springs near Morristown, it
seemed as if Gillem had nearly reestabiished Federal control in uprer

|
East Tennessee.“

h6w. G. Brownlow to Andrew Johnson, August 18, 1864, Johnson MSS,
IC; Ball, Military Governor, 186.

h’Scott and Angel, Thirteenth Tennessee, 153-56; XKnoxville Whig,
August 31, 186L. For details of this incident see Forest Corklin,
"Footnotes on the Death of John Hunt Morgan,' Tennessee Eigtorical
Quarterly, XXXV (1976), 376-83. Parson Brownlow praised Gillem "for
the timely and religious act of terminating ithe 1ife, robberies and
wholesale thefts of John Hunt Morgan, the most renowned land pirate of
the nineteenth century." Knoxville Whig, September 21, 186L.

L8

Scott and Angel, Thirteenth Tennessee, 155-54.




In the meantime, Governor Joanson started a statewide program
to organize militia to help in the campaign against guerrillas. Because
regular troops were in such short supply, some other means had to be de-
vised to provide protection for loyal citizens. As early as July 1,
186L, Horace Maymard had suggested that each county organize a small
force--fifty to one hundred men--for local self-defense. The idea was
popular, he said, although some people were afraid that such units would
be ordered away from their home counties. Cther spokesmen throughout
the state endorsed the proposal and Johnson himself appreciated its
advantages.h9 Finally cn September 8, the Governor issued a proclamation
stating that whereas the militia of the state, 'constitutes the military
power, which must, when necessary, sustain the civil in the suppression
of crime and punishment of evil doers," all able-bodied males, white and
black, between the ages of 18 and 50, were to be enrolled. The magis-
trates in the rural districts and wards were to act as commissioners.
Refusal to serve in the militia would mean punishment by law.So

Althcugh there was resistance to this new militia policy in much
of Middle and West Tennesses, the plan was accepted with littie problem
in the easterm counties. There was no mass exodus to the hills as during
the period of Confederate occupation. As a matter of fact, a week before
the militia proclamaticn, a thousand citizens in the Knoxville area had

already Jjoined volunteer home guard companies and had been issued arms

h9Horace Mayrard to Andrew Jomnson, July 1, 186, Jchnson MSS, IC.
Brownlow had proclaimed: "Let our citizens everywhere organize, band
together, and fight rebels and home traitorz. JShoot them down iike
dogs, for they are no better."” Kroxville Whig, August 31, 1864.

5OH’all, Military Governor, 183-89.
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and ammunition by the state. At a public meeting at the Xnox County
courthouse on September 7, several resclutions were passed including
one endorsing the orgamnization of a state militia. Another resolution
urged that one third of this militia be on duty at all times to defend
against Rebel raiders and guerrillas., Even though many East Tennesseans
welcomed the organization of citizen soldiers, hopes that it would end
guerrilla activities were never fulfilled. Guerrillas and bushwackers
continued to strike frequently during the winter of 1864-65. And quite
often, the newly orgznized militia terrorized the civilian popuiation,
indiscriminately accusing people cf being "rebel families."51

As Federal authorities attempted to centrol guerrilla bands,
upper East Tennessee fell under Confederate control again in the late
fall of 186L; and there was great fear that a Rebel army under General
John B. Hood might dash into Zast Tennassee from Georgia., Although Hood
eventually marched into Middle Tennessee instead, a small army under
General John C. Breckinridge launched a counterattack into East Tennes-
see from Virginia in early November., The Confederates fcrced Gillem
back from Bull's Gap on November 11; and when the latter attempted to
make a stand at Mcrristown, Breckinridge completely routed him. The
Confederates pursued Gillem all the way to Strawberry Plains and rounded
up large numbers of prisoners along the way. 3Breckinridge then spread
his small force over the territory he had just taken, concentrating
along the railroad line from Strawbterry Plains northward, bumiing the

bridges, and tearing up track. Refugees from upper East Tennessee again

5lKnox.ville Whig, August 31, September 7, 186L.



poursd into an already-crowded Knoxville. "It is sickening to the heart,”

exclaimed Parson Brownlow, "to stand here and look at one thousand men,

women, and children, coming in through the mud and rain herding their
stock, and driving cows and stock to save what they can. . . " 3But
Confederate domination cf upper Bast Tennessee was short-lived. In mid-
December, Generals George S. Stoneman, Stephen G. Burbridge, and Gillem
launched a three-pronged Federal attack which proved too much for Breck-
inridge. Within days, they pushed the last organized Confederate forces
out of upper East Tennessee.52
The expulsion cf these Rebels, however, did not tring peace to
Bast Tennessee., Bushwackers and Confederate guerrillas continued %o roam
the hills and back roads and harass the local population. In Iecember,
a large band of guerrillas from northern Georgia under Cartain Joln P.
Gatewood stormed through Polk and Bradley counties., Twenty-five Union
men were reported to have been killed in the raid. Eight Tniorists wexe
murdered bty bushwackers in January, 1865, at Lick Creek in Greere County.
And in Pebruary, Rebel guerrillas, operating out of the mcuntains of

North Carclina, raided Cocke, Sevier, Blount, Jefferson, and parts of

5%yi11ian C. Devis, Breckinridge, Statesman, Soldier, Symbol
(Baton Rouge, 197L), L68-69; Scott and Angel, Thirteenth Tennessee,
207-09, 220-29; Official Records, Series 1, XXIX, pt. 1, pp. 885-86,
893; ibid., Vi, pt. 1, pp. 817-20; Kroxville Whig, November 1€, 186,
Much to Brovwnlow's delight, J. A. Sperry was captured at Bristol. The
Parscn's archenemy had accompanied Breckinridge's axrmy inte Fast Tennes-
see and began to republish the Knoxville Register, using the facilities
of the Bristol Gazette. Knoxville VWhig, October 19, 186l, January 11,
1865; Kroxville Register (published in Bristol), October 25, 186L. An
interesting account of the campaign by an officer in the 15th Pennsyl-
vania is in Suzamne C. Wilson, J. Ferrell Colton, and Antoinette G.
Smith (eds.), Column Scuth with the Fifteenth Pennsylvenia Cavelry
(Flagstaff, Arizona, 1960), 188-208.
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Knox counties. One day, forty of them charged into Maryville:; and al-
though they did no property damage, they murdered a Union man as they
left town. Confederate guerrillas under Champ Ferguson and their Uniocnist
counterpart Tinker Dave Beatty terrorized Bast Tennessee counties on the
upper Cumberland Plateau. ZReminiscent of Unionist sabotage in the fall
of 1861, twelve Rebels armed with matches, fuses, and torpedoes were
arrested near the railroad bridges at Loudon and Kingston. '"Indeed the
like has not been known since the rebellicn broke out,! commented Parson
Brownlow on the reign of terror that existed in East Tennessee. Union-
ists wers by no means the only ones who suffered. In Hawkins County,
H, G. Wax, a Southern sympathizer, reported that bushwackers attacked
his homwe at 2 o'clock in the morning, plundered it of almost everything,
and threatened to murder him., Wax was ready to move into Rogersville
"for I am afraid to stay at Home for fear of being killed at any time,*
he said. If bushwackers did not kill him, regular Federal #roops would
rob him of anythirg not already stolen.53

It soon became evident that East Tennessee would never be safe
from guerrilla attacks unless the Confederate bands were broken up and
their bases of operation destroyed. Accordingly, in March, 1865, a
cavalry force, composed of the veteran 15th Pernsylvania, 10th Michigan,

12th Ohio, and 8th, Sth, and 13tk Tennessee Cavalry, gathered in

53Hurlburt, Bradley County, 6-1i; Knoxville Whig, December 1L, 186L,

January 11, February 1, 22, 18€5; Helen 3ullard and Joseph M. Xrechniak,
Cumperland County's First Fundred Years (Crocssville, Temnessee, 1956),

Sh4; Blackston Mclannel to Andrew Johnsor, Zecords Relzating to the Appoint-
ment of Federal Judges, Marshals, and Attormsys, 1857-65, General Records
of the Department of Justice, RG 6C, NA; H. G. Wax tc "App," Februsrxry 25,
1865, Wax MSS, UT Special Collecticns.
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Knoxville under the command of General George Stoneman. Their missicn,
as ordered by General Sherman, was to devrive the enemy of any ability
to wage war. They were to paralyze the econcmy, destroy supvlies, scatter
families, ané do anything else that would weseken enemy morale. General
George E. Thomas gave further instructions to the expediticn insisting
that its mission was "to destroy but not fight ‘r;a.‘ctles."SLL

On March 21, 1865, General Stoneman ccmmenced the campaign north-
ward up the Tennessee Valley from Knoxville. After reaching Morristown
on March 23 amid cheers of the local populace, the little army split and
mcved on, sweeping all before it. Confederate guerrillas were scatterad;
and Southern sympathizers received rough treatment, especially if thsy
resisted. The Tennessee soldiers under Alvan Gillem were particularly
brutal, for old personal memories stirred them to indiscretions they
might not have otherwise committed. While the Fennsylvania, Chic, and
Michigan troops generally behaved with discipline and restraint, the
Tennesseans adopted the practices of the guerxillas and bushwackers as
they robbed, villaged and wantonly destroysd fumiture, clothing and
even food. As Ethie F. Eagleton, a Confederate sjyupathizer living at
Mossy Creek recorded in her diary after hearing that the Federals were
headed her way, "I den't fear Batie's [Eeatty's] arcy--but do Gillems:

Ch God of mercy rrotect us.”55 A soldier serving in the 15th

Sk

Ina W. Van Necppen, "The Significance of Stomeman's Last Raid,"
Horth Carolina Historical Review, XIXVIII (1961), 21, 25; Official
Records, Series 1, VL, pt. 2, p. 622; ibid., Series 3, III, 153.

~
5DF_'.lvie Bagleton Skipper and Ruth Gove (eds.), "15tr2y Thoughts!:

The Civil War Diary of Ethie M. Foute Eagleton,'" BEast Tennessee Histori-
cal Society's Publications, Wo. 40 (1968), 125. Skipper and Gove state

that Ethie Eagieton was referring to General Samuel Beatty in her state-
ment concerning the conduct of Federal soldiers. Hewever, Samusl Beatty
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Pennsylvania commented: "The sympathy we used to feel for the loyal
Tennesseans is being rapidliy transferred to the enemy." By the end of
March, Stoneman's expedition had reached the Watauga River in upper Zast
Ternessee, having swept almost everything'in its path. The Federals now
moved into the mountains of North Carolina and continued their mission of
breaking up guerrilla bands and orgenized Ccnfederate units. As Stone-
man's troops crossed the mountains, for all practical purposes the war
ended in East Tennessee, although reports of guerrillas and bushwackers
would continue even until June of 1865.56

Because of the extensive destruction in the region, the Eas%
Tennessee Relief Association distributed supplies to the needy for
several months after the ending of armed hostilities.57 Despite these
efforts to alleviate suffering nothing could eliminate much of the bit-
terness that had been engendered among the people after four years of
strife. Although ravaged by large armies, East Tennessee had 2lso been
plagued by an intermecine war that intensified in severity. Ais a re-

sult of this civil war within a civil war, Confederate and Federal

was & division commander in the IV Corps with Thomas' axmy at Nashville.
He never served in Bast Tennessee. See Ezra J. Warner, Generals in Ziue
(Baton Rouge, 196L), 29. More than likely Eagleton was referring to
Tirker Dave Beatty, the Tnion guerrilla, who was known to most Confeder-
ate sympathizers in the region.

56Von Noppen, "Stoneman's Iast Raid," 526; H. K. Wood, "Our Last
Campaign and Pursuit of Jeff Davis," Charles H. Xirk (ed.), History of
the Fifteenth Pennsylvania Cavalry (Philadelphie, 1506), S07; Wilson,
et al., Column South, 275-78.

57Humes, Second Report, 5-7; Thomas W. Eumes, Third and Fourth
Revcrts of the East Tennessee Relief Association (Knoxville, 1868), L, 1k,
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authorities alike faced similar protlems in establishing and maintaining
control of East Tennessee; and it was not until the very last weeks of
tne war that one side, the Federals, could be said to have gained a fixm
grip on the region. Much like their Confederate counterparts, Federal
authorities, both civil and military, wers frequently accused of being
too lenient with enemy sympathizers. And much like the irrepressible
supporters of the Confederacy, devout followers of the Union such as
Browvniow, from 1863 onward urged a severe and quite often violent policy
against the opposition. Because Federal autnorities nsver possessed
the military strength to secure dominznce in East Tennessee, the citi-
zenry, whether directly influenced by Brownlow's exhortations cr not,
frequently took direct revenge against its enemy. Thus the division,
bitterness, and violence that had wracked East Tennessee throughout the
war would not be easily remowved by the surrender of Confederate armies
elsewhere or the collaprse of the Confederate govermment in Richmond.

As a result, for months after April, 1865, institutions such as local
government and even the churches of East Tennessee would continue to
experience rmuch of the discord that had prevailed during the Civil War

in East Tennessee.



CEAPTER V

POSTWAR ZAST TENNESSES:

A TAND WITHOUT PEACE

Peace settled uneasily over East Tennessee in the spring of 1865.
Even though the armies of Robert E. Lee and Joseph E. Joknston had sur-
rendered, the tensions and bittermess of four years of civil war siill
prevailed in almost every town and rural settlement of the eastern coun-
ties. Many Unionists and returning soldiers continued their cries for
rzvenge, while paroled Rebel soldiers and their families, azjected and
wary of the reception they might receive, attempted a return to normal
life. Barlier in the year Myra inman had proclaimed, "My happiness would
be ccmplete if we could all assemble around the fireside of o0ld." But
she was certain that "that happiness will always rerain untasted « . «,"
a prophetic statement that could have been utiered by many Bast Tennes-
seans. By the end of the war, Myra confessed that she was "complstely
subjugzted.”" She had vlaced all of her hopes, wishes, enc plans in the
Confederacy, but now she doubted that she cculd ever cherish the "old
flag" of the Union as she once had.l

Regardless of emotions, Unionists and ex-Rebels alike lived in a
region visibly scarred by the ravages of war; burred homes, barns and
troken fences littered mmich of the landscape. In Cumberland County, it
was reported that only three hcouses remained untouched by war on the road

from Crossville to Sparta. Stocks of hogs and cattle had been depleted;

“Myra Inman Diary, Janvary 1L, April 27, May 8, 1865, SHC.
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and many fields nad lain fallow since early in the war. Well into May
of 1865, soldiers returning from the frecut still felt free itc confiscate
foodstuffs and property from civilians., On May 17, a group of Confeder-
ate cavalrymen who had surrendered in North Carolina and were returming
home rode up to the fara of Simcn Browder in Bradley County and seized
several bushels of corn, forage, and foodstuff. Although Browder later
sued the officer in charge for theft, the Confederate was eventually
acquitted. By nid-summer, as mcst soldiers had returned home, Zast
Tennessee farmers were at long last free of the dreaded foraging parties.
Bushwackers continued, however, to harass the local citizenry. Stringent
army orcers stated that "no quarter will be shown guerrillas and robbers;
they will be shot dowa whenever found.'" Although the bands of desper-
ados were mostly broken up by mid-sumer, 2t night many rural families
still quaked at the sound of horses' hooves and shouting msn, One young
woman in Monroe Ccunty wrote her cousin, '"Major lane, Willie and I were
sitting in the Farlor last night, Willie was thumping the piano, and

&

some one knocked at the window blinds. The first thought was bushwackers
H2
of course. « .
In the meantime, the East Tennesses Relief Aszociaticn continued
its work in the region, although some areas were in little need of aid,

The Knoxville area, for example, had bernefitted from a disproportiorate

share of relisf and by early 1865 was well on iis way to complete

2Tennessee Supreme Court Cases, Lth Circuit Court, October 22, 1846,
Simon Browder vs George S. Dibrell, TSIA; General Order No. 2, Eeadquarters,
Post Cormmandant, Jonesboro, Tennessee, April 24, 1865, in John W. Hines
MSS (microfilm), SHC; Mary Caldwell to Carrie Stakely, June 18, 1865,
Stakely-Eall MSS, McClung Collection.
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recovery. In March of 1865, Wilson S. Miller, an Ohio scldier stationed
in Jefferson County, notad that "This Country is well supplisd with pro-
visions" and oprospects for the year's crop looked gocd. And by mid-
summer, the Knoxville Whig could report that the region between Xnox-
ville and Chattanooga was prospering. TFarmers were planting large crops
and trade had picked up considerably in the towns. Although the wheat
crop was not bountiful, it was sufficient for home consumnpticn. The new
crop of oats compared favorably to that of pres-war years; and hay and
corn were also abundant. "Providence is dsaling kindly with the down-
trodden and oppressed Unicn people," stated the Whig, "and the people in
turn have gone to work in good earmest to live, and to restcre the
country to its former prosperity."3

East Tennessee's two urban centers displayed resilience in the
immediate aftermath of fighting. By late summer of 1865, Cormelius
Madden, an Ohio soldier stationed in the guartermaster's office in
Chattanooga reported, "This place has improved very much since I was
last here. . . " Buildings were being constructed evarywhere and
Northern businessmen and their families had noved to the “own in large
numbers. "Everything is topsy-turvy, a regular young california,"
exclaimed Madden. In 1867 a Enoxville newspaper reported that while
the city had been left fenceless and with most of its buildings either
damaged or destroyed at the end of the war, within three years rscovery

had besn unvelievably rapid. And in 1868, another newsvaper tcld of the

continued prosperity in the city. "In all dirsections,'" it said, '"as if
< J ¢ 3

3Wilscn S. Miller to H. J. Miller, March 20, 1865, W, S. Miller
MSS, TSLA; Knoxville Wnig, June 29, July 19, 186¢%.
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by magic, factories, machine shops, storehouses, dwelling houses, and
buildings of every description are springing up. 3usiness, in all its
varieties, seems to bte thriving." The financial status of the Chatta-
nooga and Knoxville municipal govermments also indicated ravid economic
recovery soon after the war. As will be discussed in more detail in the
following chapter, the city revenues of Knoxville and Chattanooga had
been cut drastically during the war, but they increased quickly, almost
immediately, after peace was restored. By 1866, Chattanooga rervorted
a surplus of over $5,000, and in 1867, Knoxville reported a $L,3CC sur-
plus, both figures exceeding pre-war financial balances.

But immediate recovery and a return to prosperity did not occur
in upper Eas®t Tennessee. It was this sub-region that had suffered the
most and longest during the war. As Susan McCampbell of Dandridge re-
corded, "The people in the upper part of this state and in south wesierm
Virginia must have suffered dreadfully' because of the almost cconstant
fighting in those areas. Soon afier Stoneman's raid to clear out guerrilla
bands in upper East Tennessee in March, 1865, the Zast Tennssses Relief
Association, aided by agents of the Freedmen's Bureau and the Amexrican
Missionary Association, tegan to direct its efforis toward areas that
had received little or no aid. As a result of the early relative pros-

perity in central and lower East Tennescee, the Association determined,

b'Cornelius Madden %o Gennie, September 11, 1865, Madden MSZ, SEC:
Abram Ryan to Mr. and Mrs. Crump, September 12, 1865, Ryan MSS, TSLA;
Knoxville Free Press, August 22, November 5, 1867; Knoxville Press and
Herald, October 2L, 1868; Knoxville City Records, Book D, 366, Xnoxville
City Hall; Chattanooga City Records, 1865-6%, p. 166, Chattancoga-
Hamilton County Library.
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on March 15, to makz a concerted effort to distribute two-thirds of its
supplies to the more remote counties. The Association concentrated mainly
on Greene, Johnson, Carter, Washington, Bawkins, and Sullivan ccunties;
thousands of dollars' worth of food and clothing were dispersed from
centers in each. Occasionally the need was so great that impatience and
disorder accompanied the distribution at Rogersville, Elizabethton, and
Greeneville. As had been true since the beginning of the Association,
supplies were sold to those who could pay, but distributed free to those
who could not. 3But at Elizabethion, agents of the Association attempted
to sell relief supplies to those able to pay before msking a free dis-
tribution. An impatient and hungry crowd, however, demanded tlat the
agents give the goods away without delay. The crowd!s size and hcstility
persuaded the agents to yield to the demands.5

Although the Ezst Tennessee Relief Association was to disband in
the summer of 1865, the extreme destituticn in upper East Tennessee de-
layed complete suspension of activities until 1866. It was not wunsil
after the harvest ¢f that year that this section had recovered suffi-

ciently to feed itself.6 After this, funds were expended for purposes

°Susan Eeiskell McCampbell Diary (microfilm), April 25, 1865, TSIA;
Thomas W. Humes to J. E. Jacobs, lMay 22, 1866, American Missionary Asso-
ciation M35 (microfilm), Fisk University (hereinafter cited as A.M.A.
MSS); Paul D. Phillips, "A History of the Freedmen's Bureau in Temnessee"
(Pn.D. dissertation, Vanderbilt University, 196L), 73; Thomas W. Huxes,
Third and Fourth Reports of the East Tennessee Relief Asscciation, 12, 1l.

6Upper East Tennessee had cther troblems that resulted frcem the
war, liearly two years after its end, citizerns from Grainger County peti-
tioned the General Assembly for $10,000 to repair the Bean Station Tumm-
pike which had been nearly destroyed bty retreating Federal forces during
the Civil War. Memorial #L7, Pstitions and Memorials of the 1865-66 General
Assembly, 2nd Session (1866), TSIA. Citizens from Washington County
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other than direct relief to the indigent. TFor exzample, $500 were given
to victims of a fire in Portland, Maine, and $2,000 to two physicians
who were trying to buiid a hospital in Knoxville., It was understood
tha®t the institution would reserve half of its beds for charity patients.
When the Association closed its books in 1868, the remaining funds were
dorated to this hospital for the care of the "sick and poor" of East
Tennessee.7

Although the East Tennessee Relief Association greatly aided the
recovery process, the chief burden fell upon the individual citizens
of tke region. In the spring and summer of 1865, many families
attempted reconstruction either without men or with men unable to work
because of war wounds.8 The retention of »risoners of war by Federal
authorities meant an additionali shortage of manpower for families who

had mexbers in Confederate service. Governor William G. Brownlow was

constantly petitioned to exert his influence in behalf of prisoners who

begged for the passage of a law extending the period to pay debts., Ac-
coxrding to their petition "the expesrience of the Rebellion has pushed
pany to the brink of bankruptcy." Petition #2 (Janwary, 1866), in ibid.

7Hum.es, Second Report, 5-7; Third and Fourth Reports, L, 1l.

8Union scldiers stationed in East Tennessee during the war noted
that many women were forced to take on addition2l responsibilities be-
cause of the shortage of men. A soldier from Ohio posted near Knoxville
commented that most of the women living on farms were having to do all
of the work. "I gct scme butter the other day of a woman who has six
little children and a field of fifty acres which she has cultivated
alone and supports herself and children besides." ZLetter of uaknown
Federal soldier to his mother, October 15, 1863, Kay Walsh MSS, UT
Svecial Collections. See also William G. Boren to Devid G. Boxren,
April 15, 1864, and D. L. Boren to Jolm C. and David G. Boren,
June 17, 186l, Boren ¥MS3, McClung Collection.
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were desperately reeded by their families. In June of 1865, several
Hamilton County citizens requesied *the release of Thomas McPherson, a
prisoner at Camp Mortcn, Indianz. Although McPherson had been a Rebel,
he had ftaken an oath of allegiance. "His family needs his services
badly at home,’ the petition claimed. Mrs., Sarah Meek of Jonestoro
pleaded with T. A. R. Nelson to help gain the release of her husband
who had taken a Confederate civil office to avoid conscription into the
army. Meek's absence allegedly caused his wife and small children to
suffer extreme destitution.9

Most prisoners held in Northern camps were released in the summer
of 1865; but many who returned tc their native Tast Tennessee were met
with a hostility that raised strcng doubts about remaining in the region.
As one scholar points out in his study of immediate post-war conditions
in Tennessee, even though returning Confederate veterans expsrienced
some z2ntagonism from Unionists in parts of Middle and West Tennessee,
this hostility in no way matched the fury and bitterness found in *he
eastern counties. Because of focur years of brutal internscine warfare
and hecause they were the losers and in the minority, many ex-Rebels
found life in East Tennessee almost unbearable.lo

Adding to the difficulties of the returming Confederate soldiers

were court litigations. In late May, 1865, Crawford W. Hall, Federal

a

“R. J. Gaines, et al., to W. G. Brownlow, June 8, 1865, Brownlow
MSS, TSLi; Sarsh Meek to T. A. K. Nelscn, April 19, 1865, Nelsorn IMSS,
McClung Collection.
*OThomas B. Alexander, "Neither Peace nor War: Conditiors in
Tennessee in 1865," East Tennessee Historical Society's Publications,

No. 21 (1949), Li-L2.
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District Attormey for East Tennessee, revorted that in the circuit court
at Knoxville there had been almost 1,200 indictments for treason and
"aid and comfort"; and by March 1, 1866, the number had increased to
2,01L4. TFederal court was held on the second floor of the Xnox County
courthouse; and it was reported that during the trials the court room
was so crowded that some feared the floor weould collapse under the
weight. Indeed, on onrne occasion the floor began to groan and creak so
mich that the maltitude stampeded out of the building.11

Despite the large ngmber of indictments, most of the defendants
had taken an amnesty oath and were releasad from ary sentences assessed
by the court. And toward the end of his presidential administration,
Andrew Johnson ordered Disitrict Attorney Hall to dismiss all pending
treason cases. Just as he had during the war, Governor Brownlow dis-
trusted the actions of the Federal court in East Tennessee, and in par-
ticular its judge, Connally F. Trigg. Trigg had criticized some of the
governor's policies; and Brownlow accused the judge of pexmitting cer-
tain attormeys to practice who were not entirely loyal. John B. Brown.
low, now editing his father's paper, managed tc castigate Trigg in a
manner worthy of the Parson. "Judge Trigg is understood to be hostile
to the entire radical policy . . .," claimed the Whig, and his ccurt
was nothing but a "one-hcrse concern." Trigg retaliated bty taking all

of his legal advertising away from the Brownlow paper. 3ul attempts

llCrawford W. Hall to James Speed, May 24, 1865, Attorney General's

Papers, Letters Received, 1819-70, General Records of the ILepartment of
Justice, RG 52, N&; Persons Indicted or Prosecuted for Treason in the
United States Court of the Bastern District of Tennessee, 1866, ibid,;
{Crauford W. Ealll Tareescore Years and Ten (Cincimmati, 188lL), 216.
This is Ball's autobiography.
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were still pade to use the Federal court against former Retel sympa-
thizers. Editor J. Austin Sperry was indicted for writing treason in
the pages cof his Knoxville Register during the war. Tet he was acquisted,
which the Whig regarded as a burning outrage. John E. Gamble, who had
been a Confederate conscription officer in Blount Couniy was hauled into
court; but he was also acq_m'.tted.l2

Actually the ex-Confederates of East Tennessee suffered more from
the damage suits filed against them in state courts by revenge-minded
Unionists. PFarson Brownlow, fcr one, had long encouraged Unicnists who
suffered imprisonment or loss of promerty due to Confederate action to
enter damage suits ageinst the men responsible for their losses. He had
personally taken such action in the Knox County circuit court by charg-
ing Jckn H, Crozier, W. H. Sneed, and Robert 2. Reynolds with having
caused his arrest, imprisonment, and banishment early in the war. After
a short trial and a five-minute jury deliberation, Brcwnlow was awarded
$25,000 in damages. The prcperties of Sneed, Rsynolds, and Crozier were
attached and sold and the plaintiff purchassd them. Soon affter the
Brewnlow award, the heirs of Samuel Pickens, a Unionist state serator
who kad died in the Confederate prison in Tuscaloosa, were granted
damages. ~

The Parson was elated at the results of these cases and vrged nis

fellow East Tennessee Unionists to follow his example., "Imprison the

12 - -
11, Threcscore Years and Ten, 219; Coulter, Erownlcw, 27L;

Knoxville Whig, May 31, June 21, September 6, December 20, 1865

1jAlexander, "Neither Peace nor War," 50-51; Xncxville Whig,
March 1, 1865; Knox County Circuit Court Minutes, Book 15a, pp. LSL-
55, Knox County Records, lawsoen McGhee Library.
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villains--," he demanded, 'take all they have--give their effects to the
Tnion men thay have crippled and imprisoned--and let them have their
'Scuthern Rights.'" Indeed, many East Tennessee dockets were loaded with
damage suits. By the fall of 1865, the Whig was filled with notices from
the county courts of East Tennessee of attachments, sheriffs' sales, and
other such a.ctions.lLL

Those men who had been prominent or active as Confederate leaders
were most often taken to court. For example, James M. Hickman brought
suit against P. A. Heartsill, the former Rebel enrolling officer in Monxroe
County. During the war, Heartsill had arrested and imprisoned Hickran
for resisting conscription. Heartsill had since moved south; neverthe-
less the plaintiff sued him for damages and hoped eventually to obtain
some of his Monroe County property. Available recordes, however, do not
reveal how successful Hickman was in this case. Officers who had led
raiding parties during the war also faced the wrath of the courts. In
Sevier County, Mrs. Carcline King sued Colonel James Henry cf Thomzs!
Legion of Indians and Highianders for $312, because his troops had con-
fiscated a horse, saddle, silverware, dishes, a hat, and even a bee hive
in January, 18€L. Although Mrs. King won the suit, she apparently never
collected the damages. And although the paper did not explain *the nature
of the case, the Knocxville Whig reported that in Bradley County, Dr.
William Funt, a local agent for the Treasury Department, sued and was
awarded $20,000 in damages from W. H. Tibbs, who had been a member of

-

the Confederate Congress.lb

;
‘hKnoxville Whig, March 1, 1865.

1 o ‘ . o .
5Ja:nes M. Hickmen to O. P. Temple, April 2, 1865, Temple MSS,
UT Special Collections; "Carolire B. King vs Colonel Jammes Henry,"
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John B. Brownlow rejoiced over such decisions. He resented the
fact that so many "rich rebels" had returned to East Tennessee since the
end of the war. These men had been the chief movers in the prosecution
of Unionists and they therefore must be punished, he maintained. 3Be-
sides, there was always the possibility that they would try to regain
ruch of their political and social influence in the region. Tc Editor
Brownlow "Money Is Power!," and unless Union men exercised the power
they now possessed to destroy the Rebels, the day would come when Union-
ists and their children "will be at the mercy of their unscrupulous
er.emies!“16

It seems, however, that the courts, both Federal and state, were
never entirely successful in punishing Confederates. Even though several
convictions were made, appeals to Federal courts by defendants frequently
resulted in the annulment of sentences. John Sneed and Robert Reymolds,
for example, eventually recovered their property from 3rownlow after rro-
longed litigation in the Federal courts. And John Crozier finally acquired
his in 1868 when he compromised with Brownlow, allowing the latter to re-
tain all rents collected in the interim and vaying the taxes for the whole
time himself. And, although damages were awarded plaintiffs like lirs.
CarolireKing, collection guite often was never made. As John B. Brownlow
noted in the margin of the May 17, 1865 Whig, "Loyal men never gained,

T/
finally, by these suits. The Rebels won." ™

Sevier Ccunty, Tenressee, August 25, 1865, in William H. Thomas MSS
(microfilm), Duke University Library.
16y noxville Whig, May 17, 1865.

J"ZI’bid., December 25, 1867; Deaderick, "Register of Events," 1868,
Moolwr ollection; Knoxville £, y ’ .
‘lung Collecti K ille Whig, May 17, 1865
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Cther charges placed against former Confederates were little mors
successful in the state courts. Even before the war ended, state cir-
cuit courts attempted to punish Rebels on charges of treason. A typical
case was that of William Owens who was indicted ©y a Knox County grarnd
jury in late 186l. According to the county Circuit Court records, Owens
"not regarding the duty of his said allegiance nor having the fear of
God in his heart, and being moved and seduced by the instigation of the
devil wickedly and traitorously aided and assisted traitors and himself
took a commission in the Rebel army.'" Despite the gravity of these
charges, he was apparently never convicted, Then after the war, Governcr
Brownlow attempted to establish the policy that all Rebels were criminals,
because by engaging in war they had made themselves guilty of treason.
He rejected the Federal court interpretation that these men were obeying
orders of the Confederacy, a de facto govermment. As a result, in 1866
three Confederates who had been involved with the execution of the decree
of the court martial which had ccrdemred to death bridge burner C. A.
Haun were tried by the Knox Couaty Circuit Court but were acquitted.
The circuit court for Jefferson County, however, tried and sentenced
DeWitt C. Williams for "Treason sgainst the State of Tenressee in aiding
and abetting the late rebellion." Wiliiams appealed his case tc the
state supreme court and received a nolle prosequi on the grounds that

18

his treason was against the United States and not against Ten.nessee,

18Coulter, Brownlow, 275-76; Knoxville Whig, April 25, June 27,
September 26, 1866; Knox County Circuit Court Minutes, Bcok D, 171,
Lawson McGhee Library.
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Much more serious to ex-Confederates than the actions of the civil
courts were the threats and actual application of physical violence from
revenge-minded Unionists in the months after the war. Several Confeder-
ates under summons to appear before the Federal court in Knoxville in
1865 on charges of treason were afraid to stay in the area or return at
the time for ftrial. James Wallace, writing from Middle Tennessee, ex-
plained that he had been driven out of East Tennessee in August, 1865,
by a band of "enemies," and he was afraid they would kill him if he re-
turned to go on trial. Wallace and others like him requested delays for
this reason; and the courts, recognizing the situation as dangerous,
granted extensions. In February, 1866, David Key reported that when the
Hamilton County Circuit Court convened, fights broke out and "several
poor rebels--most of them old men, were severely beaten.'" The problems
of these former Confederates reveals the general plight of all who had
supported the Souvth during the wer and who were attemptirg %o resmain in
East Tennessez. Initially those men who had been prominent or active as
Confederate leaders received the roughest treatment from the Unionists.
Rebel conscription officers were very unpopular in their home counties,
In Grainger County, although almost all Ccnfederate veterans had come
home by the end of May, 1865, former enrolling officer Tom Smith dared
not return for fear of his life. TFor a while he would remain in the
friendly confines of Sullivan County where Confederate sentiment had
always been strong. Smith's predicament was not unusual for in late
May, 1865, Robert Johnson reported to his father that Union men would

not permit Confederate leaders who had persecuted Union families %o



live in East Tennessee and that he had personal knowledge of several
murdersa1

As Union soldiers were mustered cut of service and returned home
to East Tennessee, revenge was deals out to almost anyone who had had
some association with the Confederacy. J. L. Burts of Sullivan County
asserted that discharged Union soldiers were committing "all mann[er)
of cruelty against the peaceful and very best citizens of the country
calling Evryman a Rebel, who dont incorage [§;g] them in their lawless
conduct, . . " In late May, J. V. J. Wcrley of Creeneville reported
that incidents of violence had increased greatly in that town once the
former Federal soldiers began to return home. A. M. Brown, an ex-
Confederate from Jonesboro, informed T. A. R. Nelscn, "I cannot go %o
the country and go into farming for when those Tennessee [Union] troops
return hcme they will be with out restraint & a man [is] wholly unsafe.
¢« » o' And Sam Milligan of Washington County reported to President
Johnson that no part of the country was in worse disorder than varts of
East Tennessee--"Not, to be sure, from a spirit of rebellion but Irom

the lawless conduct of the returned soldiers."20

19James W. Wallace to T. A. R. Nelson, November 7, 1865, Nelson
MSS, McClung Collection. See also W. W. Wallace to T. A. R. Nelson,
August 23, November 30, 1865, ibid.; Ada Stakely to Carrie Stakely,
May 28, 1865, Stakely-Hall MSS, ibid.; John G. King to Messrs. Nether-
land and Nelscn, October 23, 1865, ibid.; N. M. Taylor to T. A. R.
Nelson, October, 1865, ibid.; and Robert Johnson to Andrew Johnson,
May 31, 1865, Johnscn MSS, IC.

20Jo'Lo Burts to Anérew Johuson, October 10, 1865. Johnson 1SS,
IC; Jo V. J. Worley to Rose and NannieXingsley, May 21, 1865, Roswell
Kingsley MSS, UT Special Collecticns; A. M. Brcwn to T. A. R. Nelson,
July 25, 1865, Nelson MSS, McClung Collection; Sam Milligan to Andrew
Johnson, September 1, 1865, Johnscn MSS, LC.
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Reflective of the attitude of many East Tenncessee Union veterans
was a semi-literate letter written by two soldiers, about to be mustered
out of service, to their father in Washington County in July of 1865,
They warned that all Rebels in their neighborhood '"must leav theair
before we come or we will Kill and lintch them & that without distinck-
stion." Furthermore, they maintained, "we doont expect to meet them at
church nor eney other gheathern in our settlsment fcr we no them all
and what they have dcn and thay hav nothing to plead that willi give
satisfaction to us. « . ." And in Jefferson County, Union veterans,
calling themselves simply "Cld Soldier," issued "Spetial Order No 1"
on July 1L, 1865. Apparently distributed in the New Market area, the
order demanded that "all damed Rebels" leave the community immediately.
"We are working by the order that you theving [§;g] God forsaken hell-
deserving Rebels issued four years ago--Union men and Rebels cannot
live together which we find not altogether bogus," concluded the order.
Although they may have been exaggerated, repcrts of violence against
former Rebels were frequent and widespread. When James Harris was re-
leased from Federal prison in Baltimore and returned to Blount County
in late May, 1865, he discovered that Union veterans had crganized into
groups of '"night riders." These bands attacked ex-Confederate soldiers
and forcefully exiled every preacher in the county who had been prc-
Southern. As a result, Harris had to sleep in the woods and move his
bed every night. Firally caught by one of the bands, he was given thirty-
four lashes, and told to leave the county or face death. Federal troops
stationed in Knexville treated ex-Rebels roughly in the summer of 18685,

Mrs, William Caswell, the widow of a Confederate militia general,
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reporved several severe beatings of pro-Southern men by the soldiers, In
a letter to her son, a student at Princeton, she exclaimed, "I am so re-
joiced my boy you have been spared away from this place and hope by the
time you get back we may have law and order cnce more--. . « o' In
Greeneville, many Rebels thought peace had been restored by mid-summer
since so many of them had been pardoned and left alone. 3But a giant
Fourth of July celebration completely brcke the spell. Reverend Samuel
Sawyer reported that hundreds of ex-Confaderates "were whipped and booted
through every street." And in Jcnesbtoro and Rogersville, any Rebel who
ventured to show himself during the celebration was driven out of town,21

To the Confederates who remained in or returmed to East Tennessee
and hcped to find peaceful acceptance in the months after the war, the
hostility from the Unionists came as a bitter blow. In the view of
0. R. Broyles of Jonesboro the efforts of Unionists to drive friends of
the Southern cause out of the region were contrary to the principles of
humanity and civilization. He simply could not believe "that citizens
of the same communities, yea, neighbors and friends, should continue *he
acts of devastation and butchery after . . . a formal peace has been

agreed upon by the national leaders. . . ." Father Abram J. Ryan, a

2L7ohn C. and David G. Boren to D. L. Boren, July 28, 1865, Boren
MSS, McClung Collection; “"Spetial [§;g] Order No 1," manuscript copy in
Nelson MSS, McClung Collection; Questionnaire of James M. Harris (C. S.,
Blount County), Questionnaires of Civil War Veterans, TS1IA; Mrs. W. R.
Caswell to William Caswell, June 19, 1865, Caswell MSS, McClung Collec-
tion; Samuel Sawyer to anon., July 8, 1865, in Richard E. Doughty,
Greeneville, One Eundred Year Portrait, 1775-1875 (Greeneville, 1975),
2L,0-L41. These reports of crime and violence were not limited only tc
Iast Tennessee. In the immediate years after the Civil War, there was
a significant increase in crimes of all types nationwide. Sse Edith
Abbott, "The Civil War and the Crime Wave of 1865-70," Social Service
Review, I (1927), 212-3L.
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former Confederate chaplain, exclaimed in the fall of 18€5 that he simply
was not able to like the p=ople of East Tennessee--'"their satanic hatred
of southern people, makes me feel sometimes very miserable."22

Although revenge-minded Unionists justified the rough treatment of
ex-Rebels on grounds that it was simple justice for what had beern done
to them in the first two years of the war, not all East Tennesseans were
convinced of this. 0. R. Broyles, for one, was certain that most of the
abuses and slaughter of returning Confederate soldiers "resulted from
old grudges before the war, and personal injuries during its progress.
o o »" TFurthermore, those who had proclaimed that no one of the "Southern
party" would be allowed to return home were in reality "looxing to the
chances of acquiring fortunes'" from the confiscation of proprerty from
Confederates. To another man who was seeking patronzge in Jonesboro
for Democrats, political motives were intertwined in marny of the acts
of persecution in East Tennessee. Writing President Johnson, Henry Max-
well of Washington County was certain that the chief advocates of revenge
wished for a revival of the old Whig party. There were several Confeder-
ate conscription officers in the county who had been Whigs before the war,
he stated, yet not one of them had been indicted for treason. At the
same time, every Democrat in Washington County who had occupied a '"re-
spectable position . . . without regard to the conduct in the rebellion"

had been sued in court or beaten, murdered, and driven out of the

22
O. R. Broyles to T. A. R. Nelson, July 2L, 1865, Nelson MSS,

McC%ung Collection; Abram J. Ryan to Mr. and Mrs. Crump, September 12,
1865, Ryan MSS, TSLA; Abram Ryan to Mrs. and Mrs. Crump, no date,
ibid.
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country. '"The plan is to rid Zast Tennessee of Democrats," he con-
cluded.23

Despite a pervasive spirit of revenge against ex-Rebels, scme
Bast Tennessee Unionists disagreed with that commitment. Two Union
men, for example, gave a party in Madisonville in the summer of 1865
at which, according to Margaret Stakely, they had "invited all us that
had been rebels to attend; their object was to restore good feelings
among the young folks." In Rhea County a Unionist gave Ccnfederate
W. G. Allen seed corn ard horse feed so that he could get his farm
started again. In the summer of 1865, Confederate Major David M. Key
had his breother inquire among Unionists and a former friend, William
Crutchfield, if it would be safe to bring his family back to Chatta-
nooga. Crutchfield replied, "Maj. Key's deportment was such as far as
I have been informed to treat all men kindly, ccurteously & gentlemanly
regardless of their political opinions--any man in the Rebel Army de-
porting himself thus--has nothing to fear from an honorable high mind=d
intelligent community.'" Crutchfield went on to assure XKey that his
brother would be treated kindly and would be given help if needed. 1In
Enoxville, one Unionist designating himself "Rednaxela" ("Alexander"
reversed), wrote to the Whig and advocated conciliation. He maintained
that he was a Unionist who had suffered as much as anyone in Bast
Tennessee; but he demanded that "passion and mad impulse" come to an

end. '"Let us," he concluded, '"by conciliztion and kindness, win back to

23O° R. Broyles to T. A. R. Nelscn, August 15, 1865, Nelson M33,
McClung Collection; W. Henry Maxwell to Andrew Johnson, November 2, 186%,
Andrew Johnson MSS, IC.
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a reverence of the old flag the thousands of our unforturate countrymen,
so lately estrayed, who are now wishing to acknowledge its supremacy.
To seek revenge may be human, but it is God-like to forgive."zh

There was strong feeling that the Knoxville Whig and other news-
papers in East Tennessee were contributing to the region's violence.
A Confederate veteran wrote President Johnson, "the unicn Flag so called
published in Jonesboro [and] the Knoxville Whig . . . are all combined
to inflame and incourage these deluded and wicked men [discharged Union
soldiers], in their lawless conduct. . . ." A correspondent of the
Nashville Dispatch wrote from East Tennessee that a new paper had been
established at Greeneville demanding the expulsion of ex-Rebels, and
that the Jonesboro Union Flag, edited by George Grisham, was advocating
the same policy. The reporter was certain that the position of these
vapers was evidence that Unionists and ex-Confederates could never live
in peace in Bast Tennessee. In late June, 1865, the unanswered diatribes
of the Knoxville Whig greatly concerned ex-Rebels and those Tnionists
who did not ccndone a policy of violence. Bird G, Manard of Morristown
sent a long plea to T. A. R. Nelson urging him to establish a conserva-
tive newspaper in Knoxville. "The increasing hostility toward the re-
turming Confederates and their sympathizers is alarming," he exclaimed,
"and can't be attributed to any other source than the influence arising

from the circulation of a certain journal in this country." The distri-

bution of a paper like the Whig was detrimental to society because the

1 R

2*Margaret Stexely to Carrie Hall, Auvgust 3, 1865, Stakely-Hall
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TSLA; Livingood and Govan, Chattanooga, 271; Knoxville Whig, June 7, 1865,
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mob used it as a2 guide and textbook. '"The circulation of a journal ad-
vocating a lenient policy," concluded Manard, '"would palliate these dif-
ferences and restore the former equilibrium of society." Despite Manard's
plea, Nelson did not become involved, and a truly "conservative" news-
paper would not be established in Knoxville for at least two years.25

Some Fast Tennesseans attempted to put direct pressure on the
governor as one means of dealing with the region's problems. In May,
1865, nearly one hundred Knox County Unionists sent a petition to Gover-
nor Brownlow stating that "loyal men," feeling they had been dealt per-
sonal or political wrongs during the war, were not inflicting violenrce
upon those who had sympathized with the Confederacy. Such behavior,
declered the petitioners, was deeply regretted out of a sincere regard
for law and order. They then urged the governor to issue a proclamation
asking all law-abiding citizens to refrain from acts of violence and to
give proper respect to civil authorities. This was necessary, they m2in-
tained, to correct the dangers to citizens, to protect the weak from
crime, and to allay the feeling of needless terror throughout the com-
minity. "For every citizen who declares and renders allegiance to the
Government under whichk he lives is entitled to its protection" regardless

of past loyalties, concluded the petitioners.26

25J° L. Burts to Andrew Johnson, October 10, 1865, Johnson MSS, IC;
Nashville Disvatch, July 6, 1865; Alexander, "Neither Peace nor War," 4T;
Bird G. Manard %o T. A. R. Nelsoun, June 28, 1865, Nelson MSS, McClung
Collection., Greeneville established a conservative newspaper in September,
1866, which strongly defended the moderate reconstructicn policy of
President Johnson. Of radicals it zaid, "Such villains ought to be hung
by the heels znd nibbled to death by young ducks!!" Doughty, Greenevilie,
2Lz, I
‘6Alexander, "Neither War nor Peace," L3; Deaderick, "Register of
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Because Brownlow's Whig may well have been partly responsible for
inciting a spirit of revenge in East Tennessee, the petition caught the
governor in a potentially embarrassing position. But Brownlow considered
the petition merely a trick to injure him politically. In a letter to
Oliver Temple, the Parson contended that most of the signers were Con-
servative Unionists, many of whom had alienated themselves from him by
supporting McClellan in the 186l presidential campaign. "I think ycu
will agree with me," he concluded, "that the tricksters who got up the
the petition asking for a Proclamation have not made much by the opera-
tion and will not be apt to make much."27

On the same day that the governor wrote Temple, ke issued a
proclamation which expressed a desire for law and order, yet did little
to stop vengeful Unionists, He noted the major points of the petition
from the Knox Countians and advised all wronged Unicnists to seek re-
dress in the courts rather than by the tactics allegedly in use. Brown-
low, hcowever, maintained that should guilty parties be shielded by the
corruption of civil or judicial officers, "it will be impossible to pre-
went the injured and oppressed from taking their remedies into their own
hands." And for those Ccnfederates who notified Union men that only one
party could live in East Tennessee and then drove them from their homes
early in ths war, the gcvernor exclaimed, they "would act wisely to

quietly and forever with draw from tke country." From the numerous

reports of viclence in RBast Ternesses in the summer and fall of 1865

27W° G. Erownlow to O. P. Temple, May 30, 1865, Temple MSS, UT
Special Collecticns.
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one may infer that many Unionists followed the governor's countenance of
taking the law into their own hands rather than seeking redress in the
courts.28

President Johnson could not long igrore the problems in his home
region. When Maria Wofford of New York City visited her sistsr in Greene
County in August of 1865, she was appalled at the spirit of vindictive-
ness and the incidents of violence against the Rebels. She penned a
letter to the President, assuring him of her steadfast devotion tec the
Union, but she begged '"for the sake of humanity" that he do something to
help restore peace in the eastern counties. She asked how could there
be a reunion of feeling between North and South as long as the defeated
enemy was murdered and driven off. "I would not live in East Tennessee
if they were to give me the whole of it, unless there is a change,'" she
declared. Other reports prompted Johnson to write General George H.
Thomas, commander of the Department of Tennessee, irquiring about condi-
tions in the region. He ordered Thcmas to ccnfer with Governor Brovmlow
and to "take the proper steps to stop these outrages." Brownlow, how-
ever, was anxious to allay Johneon's fzars. "Some few bad Rebels in each
county have been driven out," he admitted, but "there [§;g] friends are
very sore under it, and exaggerate all that is done." He assured John-
son that it was "notoriously quiet'" in East Tennessee. And from Chatta-
nooga, General Alvan C. Gillem, Johnson's former adjutant general, reported
that "good order and prosperity are rapidly reviving" in East Tennessee.

But as will be discussed later, Gillem became concerned over acts of

28Knoxville Vhig, June 7, 1865,
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violence ccmmitted against freedmen by whites, beth Unicnists and ex-
Rebels.29

Indeed by the winter of 1865-66, the viclence and bitterness which
had been so prevalent in East Tennessee for almost five years subsided
considerably. Possibly more Unionists began to feel that enough retri-
bution had been extracted from the conquered foe and that a return to
complete peace was necessary. As will be discussed subsequently, some
East Tennessee Unionists became dissatisfied with the radical policies
of Governor Brownlow, particularly his prcrosals to allcw Negro suffrage
and the use of Negro militia. Also a major factor in the decline of
violence in Zast Tennessee seems to have been the simple fact that by
the end of 1865 so many Rebels had left the region.

As one East Tennessean maintained in the late summer of 1865, the
spirit of revenge had measuratliy subsided because the material to oper-
ate on had been almost complately driven out. =He repcried that seventy-
five families of Zast Tennessee refugees had moved to Frarklin Ccunty in
Middle Tennessee and even more were in counties farther west. Many ex-
Confederates had moved out of the region in the spring of 1865 even be-
fore the returm of the vindictive Federal soldiers; and several families
left the state entirely. In May, J. V. J. Worley of Greeneville reported
that two Rebel families had moved to Kansas and had written that they

wer2 hapoy in their new homes. Then with the returm of discharged

29Maria S. Wofford to Andrew Johnson, September 11, 1865, Jchnscn
SS, IC; Andrew Johnson to General George E. Thomas, Cctober L, 1365,
ibid.; Wo G. Brownlow to Andrew Jchnson, November 10, 1865, ibid.; Alvan
C. Gillem to Andrew Johnson, November 11, 1865, ibid.
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Pederal soldiers, large numpers of former Confederates departed East
Tennessee. David A. Deaderick of Knoxville noted in his diary that <the
lynching of a returned Confederate soldier who had killed a man in self-
defense and general threats of violence were causing all former Rebel
soldiers to flee south. Eis two sons, both Confederate veterans, moved
to Macon, Georgia, for their own safety. "A number of our best citizens
are seeking other homes," he stated, "and even conservative union men
are thinking of leaving.'" And in Blount County, "rebel women'" were
ordered to leave by '"self-constituted patriots.'" It was Deaderick's
observation trat these acts were not those "of the test of the union men,
but of low and irresponsible men generaily. . . ." William Neil of Knox-
ville heard from several Rebel frieands who had moved to Virginia, Arkan-
sas, Georgia, and Kentucky. One man who had moved to Atlanta exclaimed,
", « . how hard it is to be borm and raised in a state and driven off , .
and can't be safe in going back. . . ." J. G. Owens wrote from Arkansas
that he was "on the half way ground from East Tennessee to Mexicc by
land." He hoped to reach Brazil eventually where he could acguire a
thousand acres of land, ten Negro slaves, a year's provisions, and free

transportation.3o

30Anon. to William H. Thomas, January 16, 1866, Thomas MSS, Duke
University; Hiram Bogle to O. P. Temple, August 26, 1865, Temple MSS,
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Testifying before the Joint Committee on Reconstruction, Sernator
David T. Patterson of ‘I‘ennessee31 stated that there were few Rebels in
East Tennessee by February, 1866, The cause for this was that Union men
had resorted to retaliation when the Federals geined control of <the
eastern counties. These Union men were guilty of a great many excesses,
he admitted, "and can only be excused upon the ground that they had them-
selves been made to suffer terribly by those rebels." Patterson then
assured the ccmmittee that there was no reason to fear Rebel votes or
influence in thie section. "I doubt very much," he averxred, "whether
there are more than three counties in East Tennessee where a rebel would
present himself for any office or any ckharacter. . . ." Well into 1866,
ex-Uonfederates would continue to find East Tennessee hostile territoxry.
When Bradley Kimbrough, a Confederate veteran, inguired in May whether
it was safe to retuwrn to his native McMinn Counfy, a friend advised hinm
to stay away. One former Confederate official had returned to Athens in
the spring; and within days five men entered his home at night and
wounded him so severely that his arm required ampuvation., In Octcher
of 1866, Adeline Deaderick, writing from Bristol, reported that a Uuion
League in Jonesboro, numbering five hundred men, had driven out nearly
every family with Confederate sympathies in Washington County and that

32

it was still risky to return there.

31

Patterson was President Johnson's son-in-law.,

32Joint Committee on Reconstruction Revort, 34th Congress, lst
Session, 116; W. C. Vaughn to Bradley Kimbrough, Msy 12, 1866, Kimbrough
MSS, TSLA; Adeline Deaderick to Eliza D. Anderscn, October 25, 1866, in
Moon, "Civil War Memoirs of Mrs. Adelinz Deaderick," 695-70. See also
James W. Deaderick to David T. Patterson, April 28, 1866, Nelson MSS,
McClung Collection,
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Over the next three years, however, the tensions and bittexmess
of the war years diminished enough so that Bast Tennessee was no longer
forbidden territory for Rebels. As one Union veteran from Carter County
recelled, Unionists and Rebels alike "had had enough of strife and blood-
shed and those on both sides appeared willing to forgive and forget and
'let the dead past bury its dead.'" Several Rebels who had fied East
Tennessee began to filter back into their native region. Captain
Richard G. McCalla, for example, had moved his family to South Carolina
during the war tecause of the harassment by Unionists; but in the summer
of 1868, he and nis family felt safe enough to return to their home in
Morristown. Even arch-secessionist J. G. M. Ramsey, who in 1863 had
been forced to flee EFast Tennessee as Federal troops moved in, had no
problems when he resettled in Xnoxville in 1871. Those who had worn the
blue and the gray began to intermingle in social and religious relations.
By the end of the decade, as ex-Confederates regained the right o vote,
some even attained elected office in East Tennessee. In the 1869 elec-
tion for delegates to a state constitutional convention, David Xey, Con-
federate veteran from Chattanocoga, was elected to represent Rhea, Bledsoe,
Sequatchie, and Familton counties. And in 1870, under provisions of the
new state constitution, James W. Deaderick, who had been driven out of
Washingtor County by the Union League in 1856, was elected to the

33

Tennessee Supreme Court by a large majority.

33Scott and Angel, Thirteenth Tennessee, L17: Robert Partin, "The
Wartime Experience of Margaret McCalla: Confadarate Refugee from East
Tennessee, " Termessee Historical Quarterly, XXIV (1965), L1-L2, 52;
Eubanks, "J. G. M. Ramsey," 301; Eemer, Tennessee, 11, €52; Mcon, "Civil
Wo.r Memoirs of Adeline Deaderick,' 52.
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Without questicn, it was not until the ernd of the decade of the
1860's that peace truly reigned over much of East Tennessee, For the
situation in the region was, as one scholar has described it, one of
neither war nor peace until around 1868. As long as a part of the popu-
lation lived in constant dread of night riders, was forcefully driven
from home, or brought into court for damage suits or on charges of
treason, there could be no reconciling of the differences that had
divided East Tennessee during the war. Although the other parts of
Tennessee, and much of the South as a whole, witnessed a spate of vio-
lence in the post-war pericd, it was not the same as thkat in Fast Tennes-
see. For in each of those regions, although the Confederates were the
losers, they were still in the majority. Organized night riders such
as the Ku Klux Xlan terrorized blacks and those who had been Union
sympathizers and/or supported the Republican partiy. As will be dis-
cussed below, there was virtually no Klan activity in East Tsnnessee.,
On the contrary, the losers of the Civil War were in a mincrity in most
of the eastern counties of Tennessee. Because the govermment they had
supported during the war had tried, in the minds of Unionists, to subju-
gate and persecute the population, it was the fate of ex-Rebels to te
punished for their "sin'" of supporting the rebellion. As a result,
bands of Union veterans waged a campaign of terror against Confederate
sympathizers in much of East Tenmessee, forcing large numbers of the
latter to leave the region. With much of their hated foe removed,
Unionists, through the operations of the Republican party, would reign
preeminent in most of the region fur years to comes In this way, much
as it had before, East Tennessee would tread a different path from the

rest of the state, and fer that matter, the rest cf the Scuth.



CEAPTER VI

LOCAL GOVERNMENT GOES TO WAR

Just as the war touched the lives of the people of East Tennessee,
it also affected the institutions that were threads in the fabric of
their society. Because of the divisive nature of the conflict, all
formal institutions--local govermment, schools, churches, and slavery--
were severely strained during the decade of the 1860!'s. The impact of
the war on the churches of East Tennessee would be felt even into tne
twentieth century; and although slavery was not as important an insti-
tution to East Tennessee as it was to other parts of the South, its de-
mise nevertheless was of major consequence to the region. The demands
of armed hostilities would saddle local government with responsibilities
and functions never dreamed of in times of peace. Ard as East Texnnessee
began to suffer from the ravages of war, attempts at formal =ducaiion
would come to a near standstill. This and the next thrse chapters examine
the war's imprint upon East Tennessee's institutions.

During the 1861-65 period, local government in East Teinessze func-
tioned as never before. It took on added responsibilities, was used by
national and state authorities to support the war effort, was at times
disrupted, and in the end was used as a tool for seeking revenge on a
defeated enemy. Cnce the Civil VWar in East Tennessee had ended, city and
county government would gradually return to normal, never ic experience

the immecdiate pressures and strains of war again.

il . . - . .
For a discussion of the role and function of the wvarious branches
of local government in antebellur Tennessee, see Wooster, Politicians,
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There was no consistent pattern of reaction to the outtrsak of
the Civil War by the various forms of local government. Quite often on
days of county or circuit court meetings, when a large number of people
gathered in town, local Union or secession leaders took advantage of the
occasion to hold a rally. In May, 1861, secessionisis in Polk County
organized a "Southern rally" during a session of the circuit court in
Benton. A crowd gathered to hear speakers plead for a vote of separa-
tion from the Union and for whole-hearted support of Govemor Harris.
And after the June 8 referendum on secession, a reporter for the Athens
Post took advantage of the quarterly meeting of the Blount County Court
to test public opinion in that county. Sometimes local government re-
acted in direct response to the national crisis. In late April, 1861,
the Chattanocoga mayor and board of aldermen increased the police force
to guard against "dangerous persons'; and out of fear of a slave insur-
rection, the board stemly clamped down on the movement of slaves and
free blacks in the city. Then as troops moved through the city oxn their
way to Virginia, Chattanooga imposed strict regulations regarding the
sale of liguor. In Knoxville, city government increased the police
force by twenty members "for the present time and to continue to act as
such police so long as it may be thought necessary," no doubt in response
to the large number of troops either passing through or being stationed

in the area.2

Flanters and Plain Folk, 96-100. Throughout my study, the ccunty records
of Blount, Carter, Knox, McMinn, Meigs, Monroe, Ehea, Roane, and Washing-
ton counties were consulted.

%Athers Post, May 2L, July 5, 1861; Minutes of the meetings of the
Chattanooga Mayor and Board of Aldermen, Chattanooga-Hamilton County
Library (hereinafter ci*ed as Chattanooge Cizy Records), April, 1861,
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After the June referendum and Governor Harris' re-election in August,
1861, it became evident to many Bast Tennesseans, whether they liked it
or not, that their state was now part of the Confederacy. For those par-
ticipating in local government, new reguirements and responsibilities in-
creased as the war became more intense. In mid-August, Governor Harris
""requested" each county court clerk in the state to issue orders to
county constables for the collection of arms belonging to the state.
Members of the militia had been allowed to retain their arms before the
war and now the Governor was anxious to acquire as many weapons as pos-
sible for his Tennessee reziments. County couxst clerks were thus author-
ized to give a paltry reward of ore dcllar for each musket, bayones, or
rifle, and 50 cents for each sword or pistol to induce citizens to give
up their arms. Th2 clerks met with varying degrees of success in col-
lecting weapons; some, particularly those with strong Union sympathies,
may have been less than diligent in their duties. 3But in the spring of
1862 the Athens Post complained that the campaign to reccver militia
weapons had been so successful in lower East Tennessee that the pro-
Southern population was at the wvirtual mercy of Union guerrillas.3

As Confederate control of East Tennecssee tightened in the fall of
1861, Rebel authorities became increasingly concerned over the loyaliy
of local goverrment officials. It was feared that as long as men who

rossessed political power in the commmity were still loyal to the Union,

pp. 100-01; Minutes of the meetings of the Knoxville Mayor and Board of
Aldermen, Knoxville City Hall (hereinafter cited as Knoxville City
Reccrds), Book D, 149-50; Znox County Court Minutes, Book 22, June, 1861,
Lawson McGhee Library.

3Athens Post, August 16, 1861, March 1L, 1862.
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the task of affirming Confederate control would te much more difficult,
It was well known that there were several county and city officials still
in office in East Tennessee who had been Unionists during the secession
crisis. Justices of the peace from Blount, Campbell, Carter, Greene,
Knox, and Roane counties and sheriffs William H. Swan and James G. Reeves
of Knox and Greene counties, respectively, had been delegates to the East
Tennessee Conventicn. Mayor James C. Luttrell of Kncxville had attended
the Knoxville Convention in Mey. In June, the Knox County Cour’t seemed
less than enthusiastic about the Southern cause when it unanimously voted
against organizing a "home guard" as authcrized by the General Assembly
in May. All officials who had been elected in the biernial March county
elections had taken oaths to uphold the laws of the state and thne United
States Constituticn. As late as July 1, three weeks after Tennessee had
officially voted to jcin the Confederacy, three county constables elected
in a special election in Roane County affirmed their loyalty o the
Federal government.u

Rebel authorities began to worry more than ever about the synpa-
thies of local goverrment officials when county officials in upper East
Tennessee did not even bother to open the polls for the Confederate Ccn-
gressional election in November, 1861, and when the famous bridge burnings
occurred a few days later. The state legislature had made no move to
prescribe Confederate test oaths for state, county, or municipal offi-

cers; but in light of recent events, Rebel authoritiss urged local

‘l
“Humes, Loyal Mountaineers, 3L7-5L; Rcane County Court Minutes,
July, 1861 (microfilm), TSLA.
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officials to swear ioyalty to the Confederacy. FEast Tennessee county
records indicate that beginmning in November, 1861, officials elected
in special and regular elections pledged themselves to uphold the laws
of the Confederate States of America.

By early 1862, the Confederates began to insure the loyalty of
local officials already in office. At ths Jznuary session of the Knox
County Court, an armmy officer administered the Confederate ocath to chair-
man Columbus W. Jones, court clerk William Craig, and thirty-two Jjustices
of the peace. Thomas Rodgers, zn active Unionist the year hefore, re-
fused to take the ocath, however, and resigned his seat. 4 few days
later, three officers from the army garrison in Knoxville traveled to
Dandridge for the meeting of the Jefferson County Cocurt. As the court
convened, Lieutenant Charles Freeman addressed a large crowd urging all
county officials and citizens voluntarily to take the Confederate catl.
If they did so, he asserted, it would do much to dissuade the "unfavor-
able opinion" concerning the loyalty of Jefferson Countians. Whether
influenced by the officer's plea or simply out of fear, the shexiff,
deputy sheriff, tax collector, deputy clerk, clerk and master, cirsuit
court clerk, county court clerk, trustee, coroner, a constable, znd
twenty-eight justices of the peace signed the oath. But four justices
of the peace, one of whom was in prison in Tuscaloosa because of a con-
victicn for disloyalty, did not show up for the meeting. The Knoxville
Register reported that on the same day, all county officials in Sullivan
County took the oath; it cormended Sullivan for being cne of the most
united counties "in opposition to the invasion of the South. . . "

The editcrs applauded the actions of the wvarious county officials and
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emphasized that contrary to Yankee propaganda, these men had acted on
their own volition. The paper construed the event in an optimistic
light, "Where our county officers, therefore, have thus voluntarily
acted," it stated, "it must be regarded as the best evidence of the
cheerful acquiescence of the civil authorities in the new government,
and the genuineness of their loyalty."5

Such optimism, however, was ill-founded, because the question of
the faithfulness of local officials would plague the Confederates as
long as they occupied East Tennessee. Actually thz program of voluntary
loyalty oaths was never entirely successful, despite pressure frcm the
army. And in the biemnial county electicns in March, 1862, men with
Union syapathies displayed surprising strsngth. One man, writing from
Maryville, reported that in the county elections, the newly-elected
sheriff, county court clerk, and all but itwo constables were Unicn men.
In upper East Tennessee, Judge David T. Patterson, won re-election to
his second district circuit seat. In respomnse to such results, General
Edrund Kirby Smith, commander of the Department of East Tennsssee, or-
dered in April that all county officers elected in the March election
should swear an oath to the Confederacy. If anyone refused, he was to

. . . 6 - .
be arrested and sent to prison in Knoxville., Despite the general's

stern pronouncement, the problem remained. PFor example, two months after

H
“Knox County Court Minutes, Eook 22, Januvary, 1862; Knoxville
Register, January 10, 1L, 1862.

A s 9

6Ao C. Montgomery to Mr. Rutledge, March 12, 1862, Rutledge VSS,

Whitehead Collection; Official Records, Series 1, X, pt. 2, pp. 385-86;
ibid., XXX, pt. 2, pp. 133-3L; William S. Speer, Sketches of Prominent
Tennesseans (Naskville, 1888), 531.
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Kirby Smith's order, the deputy provcst marshal in Greeneville was forced
to warn all local officials who had not taken the oath to do so immedi-
ately or their "acts" would be considered '"null and void until they
comply." James L. Churchman, a justice of the peace in Grainger County,
avoided taking the Confederate oath as long as possible, in hopes that a
Federal army would rescue the area before he had to affirm nis loyalty.
But when threatened with arrest and possible conscription into the Rebel
army, Churchman apparently relented and took the required oa.th.7

And in the various elections held in East Tennessee after Kirby

Smith's decree, Unionists continued to be successful at the ballot hox,
as in the May 22, 1862, judicial electicns., In the contest for supreme
court judge for the Eastern District, Robert J. McKinney scught re-
election. McKinney had been a Whig before the war and a Unionist early
in the secession crisis; but despite Tennessee's departure from the Tnion,
he stayed in East Tennessee and continued his judicial duties. In early
May, 1862, he belatedly took the Ccnfederate ocath of allegiance "at the
suggestion of the military authorities," according to the Knoxville Regis-
ter, The newspaper asserted that this "was better late than never";
yet in the upcoming judicial election, it strongly backed Josepn B.
Heiskell, also a former Whig but an ardent secessionist. Giving a hint
that Unionists still had some political clout, the Register called fer
all "Southern men" to show their full strength at the polls. Despite
the Register's endorsement of Heiskell, McKinney gained re-election,

winning his native Greene Ccunty (1,098 votes to Heiskell's 320) and

Tq

Greeneville Tri-Weekly Banner, June l, 1862, UT Special Collec-
ticns; James L. Churchman to Andrew Joknson, October L, 186L, Johnson
MSS, LC.




even carrying McMinn County, which had voted for secession the year be-
fore. The Athens Post suggested that McKinney did so well because a
large percentage of the voting population was in the Confederate army;
but it also admitted that '"the Unicn men generally voted for Judge Mc-
Kinney.,' Albert G. Welcker and John C. Gaut, both identified as Union
men in 1861, handily won re-election as circuit court judges despite
the Register's editorial endorsement of oprposition candidates.8

The political strength of Unionists was evident in another way in
the fall of 1862. The Kncxville Register complained that Zast Tennessee
Unionists were using political proscription in the judicial branch to
strengthen their political base. TFor example, when a Mr. Folsom's term
as clerk and master of the Jjudicial district at Elizabethton expired,
Chancellor Seth J. Lucky refused to renew his appointment and gave the
position to Ham C. Smith instead. Although Smith would have to take
the Confederate oath, the Register asserted that he would still be a
disloyal person. Folsom appealed to Lucky; but the judge refused %o
hear nhim, stating that since Folsom was "an early and ardent Southern
man," public opinion in pro-Union Carter County forced Lucky to aproint
Smith. The Register went on to report that the clerk and master in
Claiborne County, a Mr. Blackbﬁrn, was a man of "Southern principles,"
and that the local population was clamoring for his removal so that he
could be replaced by J. J. Bunch, "a noted Unionist." The paper ex-

pressed relief that ILucky was powerless to remove Blackburn merely fox

8Knoxville Register, May 3, 22, 1862; Athens Post, May 30,
June 13, 1862. No other results for these elections have been found.
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"political considerations," but was concerned that the judge would be
willing *to appoint a "Union applicant" if "tlhie resignation of the
Southern incumbent can be brought about."9

The term "Unionist" in relation to local officials was used
loosely in Bast Tennessee, because by mid-1862 all local civil officers
still in office had sworn loyalty to the Confederacy. But it was evi-
dent tkat although these men had tazken the Confederate oath, the hearts
of many were still loyal to the Tnion. In 186, Union General Samel P,
Carter wrote that in East Tennessee '"quite a large number of the county
offices were [g;gj filled by loyal men, who were elected by the Union
voters in order to keep them from falling into the hands of rebel symra-
thizers, and with the desire of continuing the reins of government in the
hands of true men." Then using Judges Seth Lucky and David Patterscn
as examples, Carter maintained that even though these men had taken the
Confederate oath, they were in reality the "warmest and truest men cf
the [Federall Govemment in Bast Temessee.":

Quite often the response of these "galvanized" Unionists to events
of the war was ncncommittal; they would neither express opinicn nor tzke
actions which would identify them as being either proc-Scuthern or pro-
Tnion. To scme Confederates such a stance was just as bad as being an
all-out Unionist. In the Januwary, 1863, Knoxville municipal election,

J. Austin Sperry, editcr of the Register, attempted to make this problem

a major issue. He urged all "trus Scuthern mern" to throw out ths

Q
“Knoxville Register, October 1l, 1862.
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administration of Mayor James C. Luttrell in order that "a new era will
dawn upen Knexville," The editor made vague accusations that the Luttrell
administration had rerformed poorly; but more important was the guestion
of its loyalty. Knoxville had been cursed by Unionism, said the Register,
but that had "played out.'" Agreed, there was no Unionism left in the
city, "but its bastard and most malignant offspring 'NEUTRALITY,' has
succeeded it." Sperry then urged all citizens to show that they '"con-
sider the offspring more odious than honest enmity" by voting for
Charles M. McGhee, a "staunch and unequivocal Southern man," for mayor
and ten non-incumbent candidates for aldermen. But the entreaties of
the editor were ignored, as Luttrell crushed McGhee with a 71 pexrcent
margin. In addition, not one of the alderman candidates endorsed by
the Register was elected,ll

While editorial endorsements seemed of little walue, the Confeder-
ates at times used intimidation to strengthen their political base. In
some cases civil officials used the army to influence elections. In
Bradley County, for example, the sheriff and an election coummissioner
schemed to weaken the voting strength of a particularly strong Unionis®
civil district in the March, 1862, county elections. A day before the
election, the commissioner, a Mr. Donahoo, made arrangements with the
local provost marshal to issue a voting permit to all men under the age
of forty-five; without it, one could not vote. Donahoo informed every

pro-Southern man in the district of the required pexmit but kept the

llKnoxville Register, January 3, 1863; William J. MacArthur,
"Charles McClung McGhee, Southern Financier" (Ph.D. dissertatioxn,
University of Tennesscze, 1975), 15; Knoxville City Records, Bcok D,
217-18,



157
informaticn secret frem known Unionists. On election day, with Confeder-
ate troops backing him up, Donahoo turned away all men without permits;
as a result, pro-Southern candidates carried the civil districtol2
Prior to the 1863 Knox County judicial elections, James T. Shields in-
formed John Crozier of the strategy to run Confederate officer John J.
Jarnagan for attorney general. Although Jarnagan was popular and would
probabdly do well, Shields felt certain that if two regiments of Con-
federate cavalry were in the district, "there would be no doubt abtout
the result!" Despite such schemes, Unionisis still retained enough
political strength in the region to elect and re-elect several of their
oandidates.13

So it seems that the somewhat precarious Confederate military
grip on East Ternessee from 1861 %o 1863 was matched by tentative civil

1L

control of the region. Few restrictions were placed on suffrage; and
as a result, Unionists or so-called Neutralists were free to zetzin
or vote for men who reflected their cwn sentiments. There were East

Tennessee officials, however, who were very pro-Scuthern; for instance,

Judge George Brown of the second circuit court district in centrzl Zast

12Hurlburt, Bradley County, 86-88.

lBThis letter, Shields to Crozier, March 23, 1863, was fcund and
brought to William G. Brownlow, who published it verbatim--so he claimed.
Knoxville Whig, January 16, 186L4. It is not known whether Sarnagan won
the election.

I}

qun an article entitled "Who May Vote?," the Knoxville Register
quoted section 833 of the Confederate Code: "Every free white man of
the age of twenty-one years, being a citizen of the Confederate States
and a citizen of the county where he may offer hiz vote six menths pre-
ceding the election, shall be entitled to vote for members c¢f the
General Assembly and other civil officers in the county or district
ir which he resides." Knoxville Register, Marzh 3, 1863,
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Tennessee and Chancellor T. Nixon Van Dyke in lower East were proiessed
Confederates. 3But at the same time more officials were umenthusiastic
about the Southern cause. Such men as Mayor Luttrell, Judges Lucky,
McKinney, Patterson, Gaut, and Welcker remained in office throughout
the period of Confederate occupation; and many would retain their posts
after the Federals moved in. But occasionally a local officer over-
stepped the bounds of loyalty and suffered as a consequence. Judges
Patterson and Lucky were threatened with arrest; and a justice of the
peace, a former delegate to the East Tennessee Convention from Blount
County, was arrested and imprisoned for "treasonable activities" against
the Confederate government in March of 1863. Such instances, however,
seem to have been exceptional. Many local officials did not resist
Confederate control, but only cooperated to the extent necessary *o
assure their own security.15

Local government in East Tennessee from 1862 to 1863 operated
almost totally independent of state government. With the surrender of
Nashville to the Federals in February cf 1862, Governor Harrisz and the
state legislature fled to Memphis; and within z few weeks they were
again forced to flee and disband as Federal troovs drew near. Conse-
quently, the executive and legislative functions cf the state came to a
halt. Harris issued requests and executive orders in absentia to county
and state officials in East Tennessee, such as calliing for state judicial

elections; tut he exerted no influvence on local goverrzent In the region.

15Speer, Prominent Tennesseans, 531; Official Records, Series 1,
XIX, pt. 2, pp. 133-3L; Bleunt County Circuit Court Minutes, March,
1863 (microfilm), TSLA.
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In the meantime, Andrew Johnson had assumed the military governorship
and prepared to reconstruct his state. 3ut because Esst Tennessee was
still wnder Confederate control, Johnson's policies were inoperative
there, Thus county, circuit court, and chancery court officials were in
effect independent of any superior authority except the military com-
manders in East Tennessee. These men were beholden only to the constitu-
ents they served, which makes the actions of Judge Seth Lucky in refusing
to reappoint a pro-Southern clerk and master all the most understandable,
Because they had no effective state authorities to help them and because
they were beset by a multitude of army problems of their own, military
officials could do little to secure stricter control over the local civil
officers.

Ironically the question of the loyalty of local officials became
as great a concern to Federal authorities as it had been for the Confeder-
ates, as the former attempted to reconstruct local governments to assure
support of the Union. Plans for the reconstruction of state government
began soon after East Tennessee seemed securs for the Union, following
Burnside'!s occupation of XKnoxville. Cn September 11, 1863, President
Lincoln wrote Governor Johnson that "it is the nick of +ime for rein-
augurating a loyal State govermment.”" He wenit cn to advise that no one
should be permitted to participate in the work of reconstruction whose
loyalty could not be trusted. Then on December 8, Lincoln gave further
inpetus to reconstruction with a vdroclametion of amnesty and reconstruc-
tion. Whenever one-tenth of the qualified voters in the 1860 presiden-
tial electior should take a lcyalty catih and reorganize tineir state

overnment on the basis of the provisions of the oath, he would
r4 9
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recognize that government as the true government of the stategl6

In response, Federal authorities in Tennessee felt that recon-
struction must begin on the local level. On the same day that the Presi-
dent issued his proclamation, Horace Maynard, Johnson's attorney general,
wrote a public letter which appeared in the Tennessee press concerning
the reconstruction of county governments. Because many of the county
offices were vacant and because their functions were at a standstill,
Maynard urged that in the upcoming March, 186L, elections loyal citi-
zens must select proper men to restore local civil govermment. Voters
would have to take an oath of allegiance to the Union to prove their
loyalty. The people elected would be required to swear loyalty to the
United States and, once in office, to make certain that all previous
legislation passed by "men who repudiated the national govermment!

i

would be declared nuil and void.l On January 5, 186L, General Samuel
P. Carter, Provost Marshal for @ast Temneszee, issued "Circular no. 16,"
which proveosad the reorganization of county govermment ixn Zast Tennresses
befors the March electicns. After commending the people of the rzgion
for their loyalty, the general urged all loyal men in each county to
meet and prepare to reorganize their state governmmenti according to the
vrovisions of President Lincolnis proclemation. Their first task was to

chcose "worthy and loyal" county officers. "Let the day of the meeting

be as early as possible," he concluded. Omne county court, Roane, is

16

Abrzham Lincoln to Andrew Johnson, September 11, 1863, in Roy
P. Basler (ed.), The Collected Works of Abraham Lincoln (8 vcls.; New
Brunswick, New Jersey, 1952), Vi, 4L0-41.

M nexville Wi , January 16, 186i.
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known to have carried cut Carter's reorganization rlan when it met on
Februvary 1, at Earriman. According to tke county records, Chairman
Isaac A. Clark and several justices of the peace "who are disloyal &
having acted with the Rehtels, but who have subscribed & taken the
(amnesty] oath are permitted to take their seats.'" County Court Clerk
Austin Greene, however, refused to take the oath and was therefore dis-
missed. The court then aprointed a "loyal man" in nis place.

In the meantime, Governor Johnson came up with his own idea of
reconstruction. To him the terms of Fresident Lincola's plan (as well
as General Carter's) were too lenient. He felt that simply taking an
arnesty oabth might allcw Confederates to secure pardons and thus ab-
solve themselves from punishment for treason. It would therefore not
be long before sx-Rebels could regain considerable political power in
the state. To Johnson, a more stringent oath was necessary for fran-
chise rights. When on Januwary 26, 186l, Johnson ordersd that an election
of couniy officers be held throughout the state on the first Saturday in
March, he insisted that "a hard oath, a tight oath," must be usged for
those who wished to vote. Prospective voters, Confederate sympathizers
and Unionists alike, would be required to support the United States Con-
gtitution and the government and to agree ardently to '"desire the sup-

ression of the present insurrection'" and to the extensicn of the provi-
sione of the Emancipation Proclamation to Tennessee. In early February,
Attorney Generzl Maynard ruled that former suprorters of the Cenfederacy

could not vote until sixz months after teking the amnesty oath. A man

18

Ibid.; Roane County Court Minutes, Febmary, 186L (microfilm),
TSIA.
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who had subscribed to rabslliion, ne argused, had lost his citizership;
and although he regained it by taking the oath, the state constituiion
required that a voter must have been a TUnited States citizen for six
months preceding an election.19

Although Johnson hoped that the March election would be an im-
portant step in reconstructing the state, he was to be disappointed.
In Zast Ternessee, the canvass seems to have been of little significance,
These counties in upper East Tennessee under Confederate control wexre not
able to hold elections; and in Federal-occupied counties, the vcter turm-
out was light. Although exact results cannot be found, Brcwnlow reported
that the vote in Knox County was less than half that of normal elections,.
He observed that there were two reasons for this: ex-Rebels stayed away
from the polls; moreover several "unfaltering Union men'" did not vote
because they were humiliated at having to take an oath tc prove their
loyalty. Recause there were no county officials to supervise +the polls,
electicns were not even held in Marion, Meigs, McMirn, Rcane, and Sevier,
levertheless, officials were elected or re-elected in several ZZast Tennes-
see counties; and for those counties that held no elec*tisns, reorganiza-
tion of govermment would come later.zo

Jomnson's proclamation had stated that any loyal county officer
could proceed to reorganize the county government if most of the local

officials had deserted their posts. Acting under this provision, certain

l9H'.all, Military Governor, 118-20; copy of January 26, 184l,
proclamation in Johnson MSS, IC; Moors, Rebellion Record, VIII, 841-L2;
Knoaville Whig, February 6, 186l.

2
~'OKno:‘:ville Whig, March 12, 186L.
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men could possees considerable political power on the local level.
Justice of the Peace Owen Solomon, for example, organized a new Meigs
County Court on June 6, 186l, by appointing a loyal clerk and sheriff;
in July, he named James T. Griffith as county chairman. The business
of county govermment could now proceed, although on a limited basis.rl

Other counties which failed to elect officials in March, either
out of simple failure to open their polls or because they were behind
Confederate lines, were authorized by the governor to hold county elec-
tions as soconas possible. Roane County, for example, elected its county
chairman and justices of the peace in May, 186l., Citizens of Marion
County elected county court officials in early July. At the same time
Horace Maynard informed the governor that Grainger and Sevier were not
ready to reorganize their county governments, even though many people
were willing to have an election., TFor these and other counties, re-
organization would not come until later in the year or near %the end of
the war.22

The results of these various elections were by no mesans revolu-
tionary. A look at the records of Blount, Knox, and Roane counties re-
veals that the county court chairmen and most of the justices of the
peace were re-elected to office. Chairmen Columbus Jones and Isaac

Clark of Knox and Roane counties, respectively, had both been in office

21Meigs County Court Minutes, June, 186l (microfilm), TSLt. The
following year Solcmon would leaé an unsuccessful campaign to select a
new county seat, since Decatur had been a center of Confederate sympathy.
Lillard, Meigs County, 113.

n
L2Roane County Court Minutes, May, 1864, TSLA; Eorace Mayrexd to
Andrew Johnson, July 1, 186l, Jclmson MSS, LC.
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throughout the period of Confederate occupa.tion.23 One msn even warned
Governor Johnson that the newly elected county court chairman and one
other official in Marion County were Rebel sympathizers. Aprarently
they had been elected by "Revels'" who had taken the amnesty oath and ex-
pected favors in return. Obviously restrictions against the supporters
of the Confederacy outlined by Horace Maynard were not applied in Zast
Tennessee, nor was Johnson's "damnesty oath" required for voting. As
Brownlow put it, "Our East Tennessee people have a way of their own in
many ways." He reported that on election day in several counties even
where Union sentiment was overwhelming, '"the judges and people required
and tock no oath but that prescribed by the old Code of Tennesseea”2h
Thus as county courts were reorganized, many of the officials who were
elected or re-elected had served in the same capacity during Confederate
occupation. They ccntinued their duties except under a different oath.

But as General Carter observed, pro-Union county officials kad been kept
in office by the voters of East Tennessee during Ccnfederate occupaticon
to prevent the positions from being taken over by secessionists. Because
these officials had been less than supportive of the Confederacy and shcwed
no reluctance in reembracing Federal authority, many of them were retained
in office in the 186L county elections.

While county courts were undergoing reorganizations, a concurrent

movement to reestablish circuit and chancery courts in the regicn was

2331 ount County Court Minutes, April, 186l (microfilm), TSLA; Knox
County Cour*t Minutes, April, 1844, Book 22; Roane County Court Minutes,
May, 186L, TSIA.

2L‘P. A. Wilkinson %o Andrew Johnson, July 2L, 186lL, Johnnson MSS,
IC; Knoxville Whig, March 12, 1864.
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wunderway. These courts did not meet from the occuration by Federal
forces until October, 186L, and not until 1865 in some counties. The
state courts were not declared suspended by Federal authorities; but the
inability or lack of desire of judges to atterd regular court session led
to a nearly complete paralysis of the judicial system. Occasionally the
military situation interfered with the workings of the court. In October,
1863, Clerk and Master David Deaderick had to cancel the regular session
of the Knox County Chancery Court because of the absence of Judge Seth
Iucky. According to the court records, Lucky was "detained, as is pre-
sumed, on account of the occupancy of the Country between Knoxville &
Jonesboro by the troops of the Federal and Confederate armies. . . "
Chancery court had to be cancelled in April, 186l, when Lucky again did
not appear. Some justices failed to meet their obligations out of fear
of reprisals by Federal authorities. Unlike county court officexrs who
had oniy indirect ties to state government, justices of the circuit and
chancery courts were considered officers of the state. As such, cnce
Fast Tennessee came under Union control, they were placed under the
authority of Govermor Johnson. Thus the military governor cculd takes a
direct hand in determining the qualifications and loyalty cf his circuit
and chancery judges. Aprarently Georze Brcwn, circuit judge for the
seccend district and a lmown Confaderate sympathizer, did not lingsr in
Fas*t Tennessee to see what his fate would be. When the Knox County cir-
cuit court opened on October 26, 1863, Brown was not to be found. As a
result, court was dismissed; anl since nc replacement for him was made
by April, 186lL, court was agein canczlled. Judge T. Nixon Van Dyke,

chancellor of the second judicial district, did not leave the region and



206
suffered for his decision to stay. In Jenuary, 186lL, he was arrssted at
his home in Athens and sent to prison at Camrp Chase, Ohio, where he re-
pained until March, 1865.25

With the breakdown of the state courts and a suspension of Federal
courts, many East Tennesseans complained to Governor Johnson. "We have
not a Single Court or other civil remedy to meet the contempt which is
being Shown for law and order!," protested a group of Knoxvillians in
January, 186L. Any legal problems had to be settled by the military,
which the citizens maintained "can never meet the ends of Justice in
our Community.'" They then begged Johnson for the reestablishment of a
circuit court in the district. John C. Gaut, who had been circuit judge
of the fourth district, wrote the Governor that '"our people have been
exceedingly anxious to see the circuit & chancery courts established
and *the laws executed upon the thieves, robers [g;g] & murderers.," 3But
he warned that East Tennessee would have %o b2 more securs militarily
or else the courts, once established, would be unable to operate. Sam~
uel Childress of Kingston informed Johnson that the citizens of Roane
County were anxious for the reestablishment of civil courtg; but a rumor
had apparently been circulated that George Brown would be reappointed as
circuit judge to the district. The pecple, however, would not allcw this
"traytor'" to hold another court in Kingston, said Childress. Someorne

loyal needed to be appointed along with a vigorous prosecuting attorney

£

2’Knox County Chancery Court Minutes, Vol. E, 603, Knox County
Courthouce; Knox Ccunty Circuit Court Minutes, Book 1L, pp. 560-62;
Speer, Prominent Tennesseans, 560.




"to go to work & clean out the Rebel Horse ‘I:hieves.”26

Whether influenced ty these pleas or not, Andrew Johnson toox steps
to reestablish state courts in Bast Tennessee in late June of 1864. EHe
appointed a chancellor, circuit judge, and attorney general for central
East Tennessee in late June and the same for lower East Tennessee in July.
Because the upper counties of the region were still torn sy constant
fighting, judicial appointments for them could not be made until the
spring of 1865. Ironically, two of Johnson's appointees were men who had
served under Confederate ocath. After obtaining special pardons from
President Lincoln with Johnson's recommendation, John C. Gaut was ap-
pointed to his old seat as judge of the fourth circuit in lower Zast
Tennessee and Seth Lucky was reappointed chancellor for the Ezstern Dis-

27

trict. Then while some of these judges removed court clerks who had
served under Confederate oath, others lzept the incumbent clerks. William
S. Patton of Rozne County and William A, Walker of Blount Ccunty were re-

tained as circuit court clerks; and David A. Deaderick stayed on as clerk

R
and master of the Knox County Chancery Court.ZJ With the =tate judicial

6Citizens of Third Judicial District to Andrew Johmson, January
11, 1864, Johnson MSS, LC; John C. Gaut to Andrew Johnscn, Jume 11, 1866L,
ibid.; Samuel L. Childress to Andrew Johnson, July 2, 186l;, ibid.

2Tha11, Military Governor, 131; Miller, Official and Political
Manual of Tennessee, 182, 185. Altert G, Welcker, who had also been cir-
cuit judge of the sscond district uander Confederate occupation, ccmplained
to Oliver P, Temple that Governor Johnson had worked to obtain special
pardons for Gaut and Lucky, but had done nothing to help him. He thsen
asked Temple to use what influence he could to "turn the scales in my
favor." It is not known whether or not Temple attempted to help Weicker;
but regardless, the judge never received another appointment. Albert G.
Welcker to O. P, Temple, June 17, 1864, Temple MSS, UT Special Collections.

28Blcunt County Chancery Court Minutes, August 1€, 186lL, TSIA;
Blount County Circuit Minutes, September, 1854 (microfilm), TSLL; Roane
County Circuit Court Minutes, 190-91 (microfilm), TSTA; Kncx County Cir-
cuit Court Minutes, Book 15a, p. 37; Knox County Chancery Court Minutes,
Vol. ®, 603,
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system reestablished, the courts, regardless of the previous loyalty of
their judges, began a vigorous prosecuticn of Rebels, as discucsed earli=r.
From the fall of 186l until mid-1866, the dockets of circuit courts would
be filled with treason cases, while chancery courts issued large numbers
of attachments on the property of former Rebels. In this respect, the
state courts were used as yet another instrument for Unionists to seek
revenge on their former enemies.

While the national loyalty of local officials troubled Confeder-
ate and Federal authorities alike, the fact remains that local govern-
ment carried out its wvarious responsibilities during much of the war
regardless of the national sentiments of its officials. And throughout
the period of Confederate occupation, it functicned in most counties with
a remarkavle lack of interruption. It was not until Federzl control was
reasserted and East Tennessee was torn by almost constant fighting in
186L, that any disruptions in local government on a broad scale cccurred.
There were exceptions of course. Judge Lucky was forced to call off
chancery court in Newport in March cf 1862 because of wild rumors that
Federal troops were approachking. And counties in upper East Tennessee on
the Cumberland Plateau maintained only a semblance of civil government
after 1861, because of the continuous fighting in the area throughout
the war. A Unionist from Huntsville infeormed Governor Johmson in the
summer of 1862 that local government in Scott County had come to a com-
plete halt--there were no judges cor clerks; and because there had been no
local elections since the spring of 1861, the terms of office for the

29

sheriff and justices of the peace had expired.

2%s. J. Lucky to 0. P. Temple, March 3, 1862, Temple MSS, UT Special
Colliections; George L. Ridenour, The larnd of the lake: A History of
Campbell County, Tennessee (laFcllette, 1941), 57; S. H. Creekmore to
Andrew Joknson, July 1, 1862, Jchnson MSS, IJ.
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When President Jefferson Davis declared martial law in April, 1862,
a great deal of confusion ensued as to whether all functions of local
civil government would come to a halt. The original proclamation im-
plied that the only civil functions to be allowed would be the probating
of wills, registering of deeds, levying of taxes, etc., and that no
criminal procedures would be carried out by local government. But Con-
federate officials soon made it clear that any criminal offenses would
still be dealt with by the various civil tribunals. Martial law would
be imposed locally only at the order of the local commander. A survey
of local gcvernment records in East Tennessee reveals that Davis' procia-
mation had no impact on the workings of municipal, county, or chancery
courts. These records make no mention of the decree and working proce-
dures of local govermment continued on a regular basis.3o

The functions of the circuit courts, however, diminished somewhzat
in 1862. The Athens Post repcrted that "Circuit Courts ars getting to
be rather diminutive institutioas"; and cizcuit court records from
Blount and Knox counties reflect this. There is no clear explanation
for the reduced activities of these courts, althouvgh in scme areas, the
army may have suspenced their cperation as provided by the martial law
declaration., Even so, circuit courits continued to operate, although on
a reduced scale; and they sometimes attracted considerable attention as
they had in pre-war days. The meeting of the Polk County Circuit Court
in September, 1862, for example, created great interest. he Athens

Post reported the case of a preacher who was charged with "yielding to

50y et de Register, April 17, 1862; J. G. Wallace to O. P. Temple,

April 2, 1862, Temple MSS, UT Special Collections.
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the premptings of the world, the flesh and the devil, and meddling more
with things Below than things above." The Post stated that a "large
crowd" was present; and two months later it reported a sizeable turnout
for the.circuit court meeting in Athens.31

It was not until late 1863 that major disruptions of local govern-
ment in East Tennessee occurred. When the region became a battleground
for armies and guerrillas in that year, local government in many areas
was unable to operate. McMinn County records are tlank from August,
1863, until after the war. Most county officials in pro-Confederate
Meigs County fled tc Gecrgia in the wake of the rederal armies in the
fall of 1863. As a result, the county was virtually without local
governpent for nearly a year. As long as upper East Tennessee was still
under Confederate domination, Hawkins Couaty held county court until
October of 1863. But when Federals moved into the area in November,
many of the county officials who Lad been pro-Southern fled, fearing
reprisals. Only three justices of the peace and the county court clerk
took the Federal ocath, and the county court operated cn a very limited
basis until the end of the war. Then with Confedexrate guerrillas vir-
tually controlling upper East Tennessee until March of 18é&5, ccunty offi-
cials who had sworn loyalty to the Union meintained very low profiles and
kept their official duties to a mirdimum. Between Octcber, 1863, and Juxue,
1865, only eight deeds were registered in Hawkins County. Government in

Sulliven had a severe setback in the autumn of 1863, when the county seat

was largely destroyed by the contending armies., Confederate soldier

Rl . ~
““Athens Post, April 18, September 19, November 7, 18%2.
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Robert Rutledgs reported, "Blountville is burned almost entirely up,
from Ct House to lower end of town all destroyed Ct House & all papers

32

burned up." And circuit courts disbanded completely in East Tennessee
until reestablished by Governor Johnson in mid—186h.33 As rival armies
struggled for control of Chattanooga in the fall of 1863, civil govern-
ment in the city was disbanded by Federal military authorities and would
rexain so for two years.3u
Not all local governnents suffered as a result of the fighting
or the establishment of Federal control. The Blount County Court, for
example, met in Novemter cf 1863; several officers took a Federal loyalty
oath; they elected a new chairman in Pebruary, 186i4. Thereafter the

35

court convened regularly without interruption. The Knox County Cours
met in regular session on September 7, 1863, just a few days after Burn-
side had occupied Knoxville. In October, the court reassembled, whersupon
chairman Columbus Jones, Clexrit William Craig, Sheriff William H. Swan,

the county trustee, county tax collector and twenty-eight Jjustices of the

peace took the "oath to support the Constitution of the United States of

s

’2Lillard, Meigs County, 113; "Confederate History of Hawkins
County," 6-T7; Rovert Rutledge to "Mother and Wife," October 19, 1863,
Rutledge MSS, Whitehead Collection.

33Some counties held no circuit court until 1865. Rhea County
Circuit Court records are blank from August, 1863, until February, 1865;
and McMinn County Circuit Court records are blark frcm August, 1863,
until July, 1865.

BhGovan and Livingcod, Chattanooge Country, 234. Chattanooga
city records are blarnkx from May 1, 1863, until October, 1865,

35Blount County Court Minutes, November, 1863, February, 186i,
186L-65 passim.
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America in open court," according to the county records. Like Blount
County, the Knox County Court would meet regularly for the remainder of
the war., The Xnoxville city government likswizse continued cn 2 regularly
scheduled basis. The mayor and board of aldermen conferred with General
Burnside on September L, 1863, %o offer their cooperation. And when Mayor
Luttrell was re-elected to office in January, 186L, he and his aldermen
swore loyalty to uphold the laws of the United States. Knoxville goverm-
ment then conducted regular business, although the mayor and toard of
aldermen failed to meet in July and August of 186)4.37

Although local government in Zast Tennessee operated sporadically
at times during the war, many of its functions continued despite the cir-
cumstances. Regularly scheduled elections were held at many places. In
Knoxville, for example, the mayoral and aldermanic elections were held
every January without interruption. And in March, 1862 and 186l., East
Tennessee county officers were voted into office in the biennizl elections,
although some counties failed to open their polls in 186). Despite the
regularity of elections, voter turnout was adversely affected., 1In she
1862 electicns for chancellor and circuit judge, the Athens Pos% reported
that "less than half" of the rormal vote was cast in McMinn Ccunty. In
Polk County there was a '"very small voter turnout"; whereas well over a

thousand votes were normally cast, only 320 men went to the polls this

time. The Post was certain that the light turnout was caused by so many

36Knox County Court Minutes, Book 22, September, October, 1863.
Three-fourths of those justices of the peace who had taken the Cconfeder-
ate ocath in Januwary, took the Federal oath in October.

37Knoxville City Records, Book D, 2.3, 251, 262-63.
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men being in the army "fighting for the institutions and independence of
the South." And in the March, 1864, Knox County elections, the Whig re-
ported that the votes cast "amounted to about thirteen hundred against

38

about thirty-three hundred in time of peace." The Knoxville city
records shcow a steady attrition of votes in the January municipal elec-

tions.

TABIE 1

Voter Turnout, Knoxville Mayoral Races

Year Votes Cast
1861 3L2
1862 267
1863 252
1864 71
1865 111

Source: Knoxville City Records,
Book D, 171-73, 217-18, 248-L49, 289-T0.

As in times of peace, men amnounced their candidacy for a certain
office in the local newspaper and then solicited votes. ZTuring both
periods of cccuration, men in the army cften sought office. In March,
1862, a candidate for circuit judge in the fourth judicial district
promised to leave the Confederate army if elected. In 186k, Will H.
Roberts, in announcing for Knox County Court Clerk, vowed that if elected,

he would resign his commission in the Union army "to serve the people."

38.Athens Post, May 30, 1862; Knoxville Whig, March 12, 186L.
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Such promises were noble, but meny soldiers no doubt ran for office in
hopes that their military careers would be ended, since election to state

39 In March of 186l, John

office meant exemption from military service.
Chapman was tempted to enter his son's name for office in the Campbell
County election so that he could come home from the Union army if elected.
"thare is a great menny men trying to get in ofice to get shet of the
ware," stated Chapman.uo

The systematic holding of elections was but one example of the
continued functioning of local government during the war. County courts
continued to assign orphans, register deeds, probate wills, arnd appropri-
ate increasingly limited funds for road and bridge repairs and the up-
keep of poor people. Knoxville and Chattanooga officials still concerned
themselves with street repair, sanitation, the maintenance of gas lights,
and fire protection. Furthermore, the scope and functions of local
government broadened significantly in response to the war. Cities and
counties alike took on unprecedented responsibilities, such as expanded
relief efforts, disease control, local defense, and ccoperation with the
military authorities.

Eoth state and Confederate authorities attempted to use the vari-
ous agencies of local govermment in their effort o win the war. As pre-

viously mentioned, in August, 1861, Governor Earris charged county court

clerks with the respronsibility cf recovering weapons from militiamen.

39Athens Post, March 21, 1862; Knoxville Whig, Fevruary 20, 186L.
kg ralg

For a court case involving this question, see "McMillan vs. Capt. Beagles,"
in Athens Pest, February 6, 1863,

hoJohn Chapman to William H. Chapman, March 13, 186l, Chapman MSS,
TSILA. The election might have saved young Chapman's life had he run and
been elected; he died of chronic dysentery in camp near Nashville in the
summer of 186lL. See notice of the death of William Chapman in Chapman
M3S, ibid.
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In March of 1862, the General Assembly ordered all judges and chairmen
of county courts to appoint enrolling officers in each civil district to
make certain that every able-bodied man not already in the army was en-
rolled in the state militia. If an official failed in this duty, he was
subject to punicskment for a "high misdemeanor." The following month,
General Kirby Smith saddled county chairmen with another responsibility--
the appointment of enrolling officers to help enforce the recently legis-
lated Confederate conscription act. The enrolling officers choseﬁ in
most cases were the justices of the peace of the county; and as evidence
of the ways in which Unionists or '"neutralists'" could exert influence,
quite often these officers shirked their duties. In November of 1862,
the Athens Post complained that local enrolling officers had been com-
vletely remiss in their job, for conscripts were not being enrolled as
they should have been. It was the editor's understanding that two or
three other counties had the same pJ:'oblezzl.L"l

When Braxton Bragg retreated into East Tennessee after his unsuc-
cessful Kentucky campaign in the fall of 1862, desertion ran high in the
undernourished and exhausted army. As usual, the problem was rampant
among East Tenresseans in the ranks. The army alone was unable to con-
trol the situation, so officials of local govermments were again called
upon to nelp out. Lieutenant Hannibal Paine of the 26th Tennessee re-

ported that the army kad ordered alill county sheriffs in the region to

round ur deserters within their jurisdiction arnd bring them back to camp.

hlAthens Pcst, August 16, 1361, March 21, April 11, November T,
December 5, 1862; Reba Boyer (ed.), Monroe County Records, 1820-1870
(2 vols.; No place, 1970), II, €1.
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There is no indication of how cooperative or successful the Fast Tennes-
see sheriffs were.b’2
Another means by which lccal government was called upon to aid in
the Confederate war effort was to provide relief for the families of
Southern volunteers. In May of 1861, even before the state was offi-
cially out of the Union, the city of Chattanooga passed an ordinance '"to
provide for the families of soldiers in the field." A committee was
appointed to visit the respective families to determine their needs.
Provisions were then to te distributed as required and paid for "out of
any money subject to the control of the city authorities not‘otherwise
appropriated." The mayor and aldermen later allocated a not so munifi-
cent sum of $500 for purposes of relief; but as city funds grew smzller,
the ordinance was rescinded in February of 1862.h3
The actions of Chattanooga were purely voluntary, btut esrly in
1862 the General Assembly passed legislation stipvlating mandatory re-
lief efforss by county government. On February 11, the legisiature
passed a bill entitled "An Act for the Relief of Indigent Soldiers.”
Under its provisions, the chairmsxn of a county court and the circuit
ccurt clerk were to constitute an ex officio agency designated as the
"Board of Relief." It in turn would appoint up to three commissionars
in every civil district ard city warl whose duty it was to determine which

families were needy and then to draw the reguired appropriztions freom

420 mmelly, Autumn of Glory, 17-13; Hammibal Paine to O. J. Paine,
November 9, 1863, Paine MSS, TSIA. The Official Records and available
county records give no indication of this incident of the army's attempt
to use local govermment for military purpcses.

43

Chattanooga City Records, May, 1861, February, 1862, pp. 102-03,
1235
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the Board of Relief. A month later, the Assembly, convening in Menmghis
after the fall of Nashville, passed another act explaining the method by
which appropriations would be obtained for the project. First of all,
county courts were authorized to use any unappropriated funds for the
support of the families in guestion. But counties were also to levy
"an annual tax of 9¢ on each $100 worth of property held in the State;
and 25% on each $100 worth of merchandise purchased fcr sale whether in
or out of the State.'" Moreover, county courts could assess more fax
money for relief if thay desired. In January of 1863, for example,
the Polk County Court assessed an annual tax of 30¢ per $100 of proverty,
lQZ of wnich was "for the benefit of families of indigent soldiers now
in service.”" Mcnroe and Meigs counties, both very pro-Confederats,
assessed a much larger sum of 5Q£ per $100 worth of property for family
a.id.b'h

In a day and age when national and state government played prac-
tically no role in public welfare, the burden of such responsibilities
fell on local government. A normal peacetime function of the county court
was to assess taxes and appropriate funds for the poverty-stricicen citi.-
zens of the county. Various East Tennessee county records show that in
the antebelium years, county funds were regularly set aside for such
items as "pooi relief," the upkeep of a "poor house," and even the buying

i burial clothes and coffins for the impoverishedeb'S But for East

huPublic Acts of Tennesses, 3Lth General Assembly, 1861-62 (Nash-
ville, 1862), 6, 57-60; Athens Post, January 16, 23, 20, 1863.

u’This information has been gleaned from an examination of the
nine county reccrds cited in footnote 1.
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Tennessee, the gues*tion of relief for the families ¢f Ccnfederats soldiers
was a different matter. Given the pro-Unicn sympathies of the region,
it is little wonder that the relief program had serious problems. Uot
only did Unionists resent and resist the paying of taxes to aid Rebel
families; quite often, local officials made no concerted effort to en-
force the provisions of the relief act.

Evidence of divided sympathies regarding relief is seen early in
the war. In the fall of 1861, a member of the Washington County Ccurt
proposed that county funds be given to the local Soldier's Aid Society,
which had been organized by several women in the community. Apparenfly
after considerable debate and a sharply divided vote of seven to six,
the court finally gave $100 to purchase clothing and hospital supplies
for ilocal men in the Confederate army who were "unable by reason of
poverty either of themselves or family to furmish such articles as they
may need for winter.”" And in an exemple of how local officials could
be less than cooperztive in supporting the rebellion, the Knoxville
Register accused the Knox County Court of "shamefully disregarding" the
state laws respecting the relief of families of soldiers. Charging the
Luttrell administration with negligence in this respect, the parer used
it as an argument for the mayor's defeat in ithe upcoming cunicipal elec-
tion. It assured the voters that if elected, Charles M. McGhee "will not
only make an efficient Mayor, but we understand that he will devote the
salary of the office to the relief of the destitute families of soldiers

L6

and the poor of Knoxville."

L6

Minutes of the Washington County Court, October, 1861 (micro-
film), TSLA: Fink, Jonesborough, 1L3-ll;; Knoxville Register, Januwary 3,

BEE33
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The most vivid example of the relief centroversy occurred in Brad-
ley County. UTor a year its Jjustices of the peace, most of whom were Urion
men, had resented the ccllection cf taxes solely for Rebel families. So
when the county court convened in April of 1863, the justices pushed
through a tax levy of 25¢ per $100 werth of property "to be used and

appropriated for the women and children, or for all suffering humsnity,

in the county of Bradley." Almost immediately the heavily pro-Confederate
Cleveland Banner denounced the action of the "Worshipful Ccunty Court."
"If the minions of Linccln are part of the 'suffering humanity' of
Bradley County," exclaimed the Eanner, "let Mr. Lincoln provide for them,
or if it is too inconvenient to do so, he has nlenty of sympathizers herse,
who can draw on their private purses for their support.” The paper urged
the court to expunge its action in its next regular meeting. Apparently
the court refused to take the advice and as a result, Confederate mili-
tary authorities stepped in to make certain that the funds went only to
Rebel fa.milies.br7
While the issue of Rebel family welfare stirred considerable con-
troversy, another aspect of relief--the acquisition of salt by local
government--caused no such dissension. Since it was absolutely essential
for the curing and preservation of meat, salt was one of the most important

staples of everyday life; and families required large guantities of i%t.

h7Hurlburi=, Bradley County, 197-98, 199; Cleveland Banner, April 9,
1863, in ibide, 198-99. While Unionists objected to paying taxes for the
seiief of Fipel families during the period of Confederate occupation, it
is no swxiprise that in May, 1865, the General Assembly, controlled mainly
by E=st Tennesseans, passed an act for the relief of the indigent families
of Union soidiers. County couris were to levy a tax on property and at
the voting polls to raise the necesgary funds. Public Acts of Tennessee,
1865-66 General Assembly, 29.
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As civil war swept cver the South, the demand for salt soared, Because
much of the diet of the Civil War soldisr consisted of salt pork, Southern
and Northern armies alike consumed immense amounts of salt. At the same
time, the Federal blockade of Southern ports gradually cut off shipments
of Buropean salt to the Confederacy. As a xesult, by the second year of
the war, East Tennessee, like much of the South, began to experience

acute shortages of what many began to call "white gold."h8

Ag people
throughout Ccnfederate-ccntrolled Tennessee began to clamor for salt in
the spring of 1862, Governor Harris in absentia aprarently made an
arrangement with wholesalers McClung, Jacques, & Co. at the great salt
works at Saltville, Virginia. Under the terms of the deal, agents
appointed by the county courts of Tennessee were to go *to Saltville,
where they would be allowed to purchase salt at near wholesale prices
using county funds, then return to their respective couaties to sell the
substance, withcut profit, to needy ci’cizens.)"9
Over the next several months, under the terms of Hdarris' arrange-

ment, the warious county courts of East Tennessee appointed "salt agents!

who signed purchasing contracts. In May of 1862, the McMinn Ccunty Court

usElla Lonn, Salt as a Factor in the Confederacy (Chapel Hilli,

1933), 1k.

h9The actual terms for this deal cannot be found in any of the
published official state documents or in White's Messages of the
Governors of Tennessee. However, the October 25, 186l, Knoxville
Register (published in Bristol) gives a general descripticn of the
arrangement. The governors of Virginia, North Carolina, Gecrgia,
Alabama, ard Mississippi made similar contracts with the Salitville
works; and agents from the counties in those states purchased large
quantities of salt during the first two or three years of the war.
Lorn, Salt as a Factor, 90-91, 66, 111-14.
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appointed salt agents for each civil district and ordered them to assess
the reguirerments of the people, "both black and white." The county then

50

arranged to buy six thousand bushels. The Xnox County Court sent an
agent to Saltville, purchased $1,,000 worth and designated '"the Justices
of each District [as] commissioners to receive the salt alloted [sic]
to their respective Districts and distribute it to the citizens as in
their Judgement may be Jjust and equitable., . . " As other counties
followed suit, many citizens of Knoxville began to urge city officials
to start a salt purchase program of their own. Finally cn Novembexr 11,
1862, a citizens' committee, headed bty Xnoxville vostmaster and arch-
secessionist Charles W. Charlton, sent a petition to Mayor Luttrell and
the board of aldermen complaining of the inability of Knoxvillians to
obtain salt. The following day, Luttrell and the aldermen granted the
wishes of +the petitioners and appointed Charlton salt agent. Within a
week he had signed a contract with McClung & Jacques for the purchase
of two car loads at a cost of $2,401.20 (including transportation).

Then according to the city records, all needy residents of the city were

allowed to purchase salt at wholesale price after they listed the number

5OAthens Post, May 30, 1862. It is impossible to determine just
how much salt was purchased by the various agencies of local government
in East Tennessee, but scattered records give some rougn indication. In
April of 1863, Roane County purchased "2 car loads"; in July of 1863,
Knox County appropriated $1L,000.75 for salt; and in January of 186L,
Washington County bought $4,500 worth of salt at $15 a sack. When one
considers that before the war most counties (excluding the urban coun-
ties) operated on expenditures of $5,000 or less (see Wooster, Politi-
ciazns, Planters, and Plain Folk, 102), the funds appropriated for salt
during the war, even considering wartime inflation, must have placed
an almost unbearable strain on county budgets. Knox County Court
Mirnutes, Book 22, July, 1863; Roane County Court Minutes, April, 1863:
and Washington County Court Minutes, January, 186l
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cf pecple in their families and reported how much pork they intended to
cure. Various distributicn points were established throughout the city

51

to prevent congestion and help speed delivery of the precious commodity.

The procurement program met with no opposition within local govern-
ment., The ability to obtain salt at reasonable prices was too beneficial
a project to be opposed by Unionists just because it emanated from Gover-
nor Harris' office. Apparently the only controversy concerning salt
acquisition revolved around its confiscation by the military. In McMinn
County, a Coniederate patrol impressed two barrels of salt from Elijah
Cate, who had just bought them from the county. Even though the soldiers
paid $30 in Confederate currency, the incident caused such an uproar in
the community that the salt was returned by an officer. And in Knoxville,
when the mayor and board of aldermen agreed to establish a salt procurs-
ment program, they sought the assurance of local military authorities
that the army would not impress the salt. In spite of military confisca-
tion of county or municipal supplies, acquisition continued in East Ten-
nessee throughout the pericd of Confederate occupation. 3Zven aiver the
region came under Federal control, those counties still bekind Confeder-
ate lines regularly sent agents to Saltville. Washington County, for
example, purchased 34,500 worth of salt in Januvary of 186L4. And in the
fall of 186, the Knoxville Register (published in Bristol) urged all
BEast Tennessee county courts within Confederate control not to fail in
sending “neir agents to Saltville. But once the region came under Urnion

ocrcupation, the salt procurement program by local governments came to an

SlKnox County Court Minutes, Book 22, November, 1862; Knoxville
City Records, Becok D, 209-13.
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end. As advertisements in the Knoxville Whig in 1864 and 18€5 indicate,
citizens could purchase salt at retail stores, now that commercial ties
to the North, especially Cincinnati and Louisville, kad been reestab-
lished.52

The expanded role of local government during the Civil War was
especially evident in the ‘two major urban centers--Chattanooga and Knox-
ville. 3Because they were occupied by troops throughout much of the war
and experienced mushrooming populations, the two municipal governments
operated under unusually severe stress. In the face of hardship they
often responded with boldness and innovation. The city of Xnoxville
not cnly attempted to relieve the salt shortage, but also sought to ob-
tain through municipal funds supplies of fuel and food for its citizens,
Because much of the area around Knoxville had been stripped of timber by
the army, the city appointed editor J. Austin Sperry in November of 1862
as agent to procure firewood for needy resicdents. OCnce the wood was ob-
tained, distribution points were set up in the city. In April of 18&3,
because cf an anticipated shcrtage of corn owver ths next several menths,
the Knoxville government appointed a committee to travel to Geoxrgis to
purchase corn for citizens. The committee vas ordered to buy *,C00 tushels
"so that it may be placed within the reach of all citizens of the cityo”s3

Both Knoxville and Chattancoga took extensive measures tc prevent

crine and disease. Xnoxville expanded its police force by twenty members

52Athens Post, December 5, 1862; Knoxville Register, Ociober 25,
186L; Knoxville Whig, 1864 and 1865 passim.

o
)3Knoxville City Records, Book D, 209, 231. The reccrds dc nct in-
dicate whether or not the corn purchase was eventually made.



22l
in May, 1861, and would maintain a large staff until September, 1863, when
many of the police functions of the city were taken over by the Federal
provost marshal. In November of 1861, the Chattanooga government took
the vnique step of censcripting into the city police force all white male
residents between the ages of 18 and L5 not in military service. The
city was divided into four police districts; in each, a police company
with elected officers, was organized to patrol the streets. According
to the Chattanooge reccrds, this extreme measure was taken because the
city was "destitute of any adequate organized force for its protecticn
and defence, and the perils of the times render life and property inse-
cure for the common defence. . . ."Sh

Health problems also placed extra demands on Knoxville and Chatta-
nooga during and immediately following the war. As was true of most 19th
century American urban areas, both cities had poor sanitation and were
periodically swept by epidemics of smallpox and cholera in the znte-
bellum period. The war only served to exacerbate these health problems,
With the large influx of troops and refugees into the towns, zanitary
conditions deteriorated; and as early as 1662, an outbreak of amallpox
was reported in Kunoxville. TUsing the authority granted in an 1853 city
ordinance, the mayor and becard of aldermen quarantined any place where
srallpcx was found and forbade enirance into the city by intected pecple.
In one instance, the mayor and aldermen uszed positive incentive for dis-

ease prevention. In December of 1862, the city awardsd $100 to Mr. and

:‘.
““Tbid., 149-50, 245, 294; Chattancoga City Records, November,
1861, p. 113,
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Mrs. Hugh Perry for voluntarily leaving town when they contracted small-
pox. JLespite the commendable efforts of the Perrys, the disease spread
widely in January of 1863.55

Under orders from the Confederate military authorities, Knoxville
was instructed to set up "pest houses" to accommodate infected citizens.
In a rare example of county-city governmental cooperation, the city of
Knoxville and the Knox County Court Jjointly bought two houses cn Taze-
well Pike to be set aside as "pest houses'" and hired a doctor and aurse
to treat patients. The city was empowered to send anyone to the gquaran-
tine houses, especially, according to city records, "any persons of
color either free or slaves, where they may be congregated in any num-
bers ard [the city] has fear that the disease may break out amongst
them." As the war progressed, the problems and expenses of running the
pest nouses mounted; and as previously discussed, Parson Erownlow accused
the municipal officials of poorly handling the job of disease control.
Such criticism, however, was not entirely fair because the exigencies of
war made the task a difficult one. During the siege of Knoxviile the
city pest houses received extensive damage; and in January of 186AL, as
funds dwindled, the board of aldermen was forced to urge that the city
be released from the expenses of rvnning the pest houses and that the
patients should "provide themselves with nurses if they desire ©vo re-
main there. - « »'" But as the smallpox epidemic subsided considerably

in t*¢ late spring and early summer with the return of rair weather and

=

’SLucille Deaderick (ed.), Heart of the Valley, A History of
Knoxville, Tennessee (Knoxville, 1976), 92; Enoxville City Records,
EOOk D, 21&-150
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after police chief Conklin's cleanup campaign, the city was able %o
rmaintain control of the pest houses. ©Smallpox would appear again in
epidemic proportions in 1866; and again strict quarantines, pest houses,
and the distribution of lime were required to controi the diseasea56

Likewise, in the fall of 1865, the Chattanooga city goveimment
passad ordinances ordering the cleaning of houses and lcts, forbidding
the congregating of large numbers cf people, and ordering the expuision

57

of vagrants to prevent another smallpox epidemic. But for Knoxville
and Crattanooga alike, the problem of epidemics would not be solved until
years later when a better understanding of sanitation and disease con-
trol was attained.58
Given the broadened responsibilities of local govermment, it is
little wonder that excessive demands were placed upcn the treacsuries of
the various cities end counties in East Tennessee. Altaough it is im-

possible to obtain a precise accounting of the cost of the war cn the

local governments, some indication can be obtained from available records.

H

Those of Knox County, for example, reveal that the circulaticn and use ¢
Confederate notes during Ccnfederate occupation meant ths eventual loss
ol considerable county revenue later. In the spring of 1362, General

Kirty Smith ordersd that the only medium of exchange would be {onfederate

D6Knoxville City Records, Bock D, 223, 224-25, 228, 232-33, 252,
258.

e

)7Chattanooga City Records, 18£5-69, November, 1865, p. L.
:"!
’OAccording to Ridenour, Camphell County, 66-6T7, that county was
also ravaged by smallpox in 186lL. Apparently the county court estab.-
lished a pest house and appropriated $437.90 foxr its upkeep.
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notes. So from early 1862 until Federal occupation in September, 1863,
all revenues collected by local government were in Confederate notes.
When Federal control was established in East Tennessee, the guestion
of the disposition of Confederate notes arose. On October 5, 1863, in
order to relieve uncertainty in the minds of officials, the Knox County
Court ordered that all county officers and salt agents holding Confeder-
ate notes collected for taxes on salt prior to Union occupation deposit
them into the county treasury. Couxnty chairman Columbus Jones was made
an agent to dispose of the Confederate notes, "to the best interest of
the county." TUnfortunately nothing cculd be done with them, as indi-
cated by the report of the county trustee for Jjuly, 1866, which showed
an accumilation of $15,008. On the following day, the court ordered that
"the Confederate Treasury notes mentioned . . . be destroyed as being
entirely worthless.“59

An act passed by the General Assembly on June 8, 1865, designed to
help the individual citizens of the state woxrked, however, to the dis-
advantage of the county governments. According to the law, the pecple
of Tennessee were released from the payment of any state taxes or county
Taxes for the years 1862, 1863, and 186L. But forturately for the
county courts, tbe county was not required to refund taxes already col-
lected for those years. Since most of the accumulated tax money was in
Confederate notes, this provision did little to help the various ccun-

ties. As a result, two or three years of county tax revenue was

(o]
5’Kno:‘: County Court Minutes, Book 22, October, 1863; ibid., Pook
23, July, 1866; Rothrock, French-Broad Eolston Country, 152-53.
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completely wiped out and many counties woald be faced with financial
difficulties for years to come.

The strains of war also caused a financial burden on the munici-
pal governments of Xnexville and Chattanooga; but recovery occurred
soon after the war., 3Both cities hired additicnal policemen in the
spring of 1861 and funds had to be diverted or created to pay their
salaries. These extra policemen proved to be a financial burden which
was part of the reason why Chattanooga instituted a city-wide police
conscription., And when Knoxville came under martial law in the spring
of 1862, the mayor and aldermen dropped four officers from duty because,
according to city records, "it would be a useless expenditure to keep up
the usual number of policemen" while the military authorities maintained
a "vigilant police of their own." For much the same reason, an addi-
tional thirteen policemen were suspended after Federal troops occupied
the city in September, 1863.61

Other city workers in Knoxville placed additional strzins on the
city budget. The city was forced to increase the pay of its street forcs
to $1.50 a day in August of 1862 because inflation had made their previ-
ous salary entirely inadequate. Then a few days after Federal occura-
tion of the city, the workers threatened to strike because they were being
paid in worthless Confederate notes. After some debate, the city agresd

. : 62
to sell some of its state bonds in order to pay the workers.

6OPublic Acts of Tennessee, 1£65-66 General Assemtly, L9;

Rothrock, French-Broad Holiston Country, 152-53.

6lChattanooga City Records, 1861, pp. 100, 113; Xnoxville City
Records, Book D, 1,9-50, 198.

62

Ibid., 20k, 243.
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The various charity and relief efforts of the two municipalities
further drained the city trezsuries. As previously discussed, Chatta-
nooga appropriated $500 in city funds for the relief of the families of
soldiers, but was forced to abandon tke project in less than a year be-
cause the expenditure was too great. Knoxville took a much more active
role in local relief such as appointing a salt agent, as well as agents
to acquire fuel and corn for its citizens. OCn January 2, 1863, the city
appropriated $1,000 for the "relief of the wounded & suffering in the
late battles at Murfreesboro." Commendable as these efforts were, the
added strain on city budgets eventually caused serious financial diffi-
culties. Whereas the balance in the Xnoxville treasury was $605 in 1859,
it dipred to $3 by the end of 1862. After Unicn forces took con%rel of
the city, the city treasurer continued to take in Confederate notes and
old scrip from solvent banks, although much of this money was not accept-
able on the streets. But by December, 1863, the recorder was ordered to
accept '"nothing into the Treasury that will not be received from him in
payment" of any outstanding debt, This, however, did litile %o zelieve
the financial plight of the city. By early 186l the board cf aldermen
temporarily abandoned its yearly contribution to a "sinking fund" which
had been established before the war to help liguidate a bcnded debt of
$56,000, According to city records, this acticn was taken tecause of
"the deranged condition of the currency and the unusual small amount

collected of the tax passed for the year 1863. . . ."63

630hattanooga City Reccrds, 1861-62, pp. 102, 123; Knoxville City
Records, Book D, 63, 216, 246, 2L7; Deaderick, Heart of the Valley, 87.
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Once the war was over both cities, especially Cha%ttanooga, would
still be faced with financial problems. During the war most of the
latter's public buildings had been destroyed or rendered totally useless.
In addition, the town hzad no civil government from 1863 until October,
1665. According to city records "during this time the municipal authori-
ties lost all revenue it had previously accumulated & were powerless to
collect or in any way raise any revenue whatever. . . ' OCnce civil
goverrment was restored, Chattanooga was saddled with the responsibilizy
of dealing with thousands of refugees still congregated within the city
limits and a mounting smallpox problem. Local authorities then success-
fully reguested General George Thomas, comrander of the Army of Tenressee,
to release "post funds" which had been collected as fines and tolls by
the army on citizens. They also asked that the army turmn over two aban-
doned government saw mills so that they could te used as pest houseso6h
Chattanooga and Knoxville both held Confederate notes in their treasuries
after the war; but both would have to give them up as wortsless, just
as the county courts were forced to do.

Fortunately, the financial plight caused by the war was oniy tempour-
ary; by 18667 the balance in the treasury of both cities was healthy agsin.
Apparently the growth and development of business and industry immedi-
ately after the war spurred the local economy and thus helped city
revenues rise. In January of 1867, Knoxville reported revenues at $38,691,

disbursements at $3L,555, for a balance of $h,336.65 And Chattanooga's

6hChattanooga City Recomds, 1865-69, October, 1865, pp. L, 7.

6>Knoxville City Records, Book D, 365.
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balance of payments had returned to better than pre-war standards by

1867, even with inflation taken into account (as revealed in Table 2).

TABLE 2

City of Chattanooga Revenues and Expenditures
Selected Years

1859 1861 1862 1866
Revenue $21,389.37 $12,225.90 $9,601.23 %$23,117.00
Disbursements 19,069.72 11,9L42.00 8,77L4.99 17,629,00
Balance $ 2,319.65 $ 283.90 3 826.24 $ 5,488.00

Source: Chattanooga City Records, 1858-63, pp. 54, 117, 130;
ibid., 1865-69, p. 166.

While the Knoxville and Cha’ttanooga governments were forturnate
enough to experience fiscal recovery soon after the war, county govern-
ment in many paris of the region would require much more time to recover,
Some counties were faced with extensive and expensive repairs, County
courts in Anderson, Mcnroe, and Sullivan were wurdened with the expanse
of building new courthouses to replace those destroyed during the war,
And in several counties, extensive repairs would hawve to be made on long
neglected roasds and bridges. One man living in rural Sevier County rs-
called that "public works" (i.e., road and bridge repairs) were no*t re-

66

newed in his area until the 1880's,

““Marion Pearsall, "Some Aspects of Culture Change in a Mountain
Neighborhood of East Tennessee" (Ph.D. Dissertation, University of Cali-
fornia, Berkeley, 195C), 54 This is an anthrecpology dissertation in
which Pearsall utilizes several orzl interviews.
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The Civil War was thus a great financial encumbrance on local
governrent in East Tennessee; but in this respect, the region was no
different from the rest of the state or from many other parts of the
South. County and city govermmentis in those areas also experienced
grave economic problems during the war and faced very slow recoveries.
Indeed in many ways the war experience of local government in East Tennes-
see was not unique. For example, the temporary broadening of power of
local government during the war occurred in otner states. And the
arpointment of salt agents by county courts was also made in North Caro-

lina, Georgia, Virginia, and Mississippi. Studies of wartime Rickmond,

Virginia, and Athens, Georgia, indicate expanded local relief efforts.6[

But the very nature of the conflict in East Tennessee made other features
of local government excepticnal, such as the significant influence that*
Unionists or "neutralists'" exerted in local government in the face of
Confederate authority. Unlike other areas of the South, many of these
local officials were retained in office once their commmnity came undex
Federal control. Moreover, nowhere elise in the South were local and state
courts used as extensively as those in Xast Tennessee to seek revenge on
supporters and participants in the rebeilion. Thus even local govern-
ment was swept into the vortex of the bitter conflict that disrupted East
Tennessee in the decade of the 1860's. As we shall see, other institu-

tions also were unable to escape a similar fate.

67Emory Thomas, The Confederate State of Richmond (Austin, Texas,
1971), LG-L1; ¥enneth Coleman, Confederate Athens (Athens, Ceorgia, 1967),

69.




CEAPTER VII

EDUCATION'S PARADOX: WARTIME DESTRUCTION

LEADS TO POSTWAR PROGRESS

Wnile local government in Kast Tennessee struggled to functicn as
fully as possible during the Civil War, private and public =sducation
faced a similar challenge. As students and faculty alike rushed to join
the ranks of newly formed regiments in 1861, or tried to escape ths perse-
cution caused by neighbors or the occupying enemy authorities, classrooms
throughcut the region gquicikly emptied. And as large armies and guerrilla
bands roamed the eastern counties, ariy thought of organized education be-
came almost ludicrous. In addition, the disruption end economic strin-
gency of the war jears caused public and private support cif educaticn
nearly to disappear. The state had selidom displayed much willingness to
finance educational instituticns and the war oniy served to cut off what
limited public funds had been available. As a result, most educational
institutions would be faced with the immense task of recovery, Many
guffered so severely during the fighting that their doors never reovened.
Yot despite the hardships imposed by war, education on all lesvels mznaged
to recover by the end of the 1840!'s; and the predominance of East Tennes-
seans in state govermment in the postwar years made possible the enact-
ment of educational measurss long scught by the people of the eastern
couriies,

Cn the eve of the Civil Waxr the structure, distribution, and quality
of educational instruction in East Ternessee was probably not greatly dif-
ferent from the rest of the state, although the region had traditionally
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maintained a divergent stance on the issue of public education. Unlike
Middle and West Tennessee, the eastern counties nhad long advocated public
support for primary and secondary education; and in the state constitu-
tion of 1835, East Tennessee strongly backed provisions for the estab-
lishment of a permanent state public school fund based on the sale of
public lands while the other sections reluctantly went along. In 185
under the urging of Governcr Andrew Johnson, the General Assembly passed
the first act for levying a direct tax for the support of common schools
in Tenmnessee. The law provided for a small tax on property and a poll
tax; and it also made it possible for each county to levy a school assess-
ment on polls, property, and privileges, not exceeding the sum received
by it from the state taxes. Again the pcorest section of the state was
most strongly in favor of a direct tax for the support of schools.

It is therefore likely that the overwhelming majority of young
people in East Tennessee received their early educaticii at siate and
county supported rublic schools. Even thcugh statistics by county are
uravailable, the 1860 census reveals that in Tennessee neariy 140,000
pupils attended public schools, while oniy 15,000 were enrolled in '"pri-
vate academies and other schools." Since, according to one scholar of
education in the state, "the main strength of private academies was in
Middle Tennessee and was not slight in West Tennessee," the major source
of education in East Tennessee was the public school. There is no way
to determine how many public schools existed in the eastern ccunties,
but the number per county must hzave varied significantly according to
local population. The gquality of schools could not have been very high,

however, regardless of location, because of the meager amount of funds
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available to public schools. Teacher salaries were low, facilities poor,
and guite often voluntary contributions were necessary to supplement the
small amount of state funds. Instruction centered around the very tasic
skills of reading, writing, and arithmetic; and quite often complaints
were registered that some teachers were not even qualified to teach these
rudiments. In most cases public schools were open only a few months out
of the year. Schools in Knox County, for example, kept their doors open
from two to four months cut of the year.1

While common schiools provided the bulk of secondary education in
the section, private academies nevertheless played a significant rcle.
It is impossible to determine the exact number of private academiec i
the eastern counties, but East Tennessee newspapers aid in identifying
some of them. If such advertisements are an indication of their number
and distribution on the eve of the war, it appears that lower and central
East Tennessee had the heaviest concentration. The Athens Post and
Cleveland Banner, for example, regularly carried advertisemelts for a
dozen private schools in McMinn, Bradley, and surrouading counties. The
Chattanooga Advertiser featured three privats academies in Hamil<tcn County:
and the Knoxville newspapers published ads for ‘the East Tennesses Female
Institute and Knoxville Female Institute. Yet cnly two private institu-
tions, the Rogersville Female Institute ani Rhea Acadexy in Greeneville,
can be identified in upper East Tennessee. Moreover it is likely that

few, if any, private academies operated in the poor counties of the

lRobert H. White, Development of the Tennessee Educaticnal Organi-
zation, 1796-1929 (Nashville, 1929), 67-70, 77; A. P. Whitaker, ~_he Public
School System in Tennessee," Tennessee Historical Magazine, II (1916),
2li; Rothrock, French-Broad EHclsten Country, <57.
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Cumberland Plateau or in the mountain sections along the North Carolina
border. The low per capita wealth of the majority of the people in these
areas would have made it extremely difficult to supply the necessary
tuition.2

While the quality of private schools varied, they generally pro-
vided better education than public schools. The firnancial structure of
many of these institutions was sounder than that of public schools., Al-
though the figures cannot be broken down by region, in the state as a
whole the funds available for 2,9€5 public schools totalled only
$402,904; but $581,561 were available for a mere 27L private academies.,
While the bulk of these private school funds came frem tuition payments,
some money was available from the state public school fund: and many
private academies were subsidized by churches, fratermal organizations
such as the Masons, and to some extent by local government. As a matter
of fact, some of the so-called private academies were in many ways semi-
public institutions. Rittenhouse Academy in Roane Couunty, for examrie,
was subject to the county court clerk for the appointment of trustees
and financial assistance. Occasicnally the school borrowed money from
the county treasury for repairs and other concems.3 With mcre money

availatle to them, most private schools could afford hetter facilities

?Athens Post, Chattanocga Advertiser, Cleveland Banner, and Xnoz-
viile Whig, 1860, passim.

3Ninth Census, Population end Social Statistics, I, L51, LS6;
William J. Fowler, "Eistory of Rcane County, Tennessee, 1860-1870" (M.A.
thesis, University of Tennessee, 196l), 57-58; Roane County Court Reccrds,
April and September, 1861, TSLA; In Greene County also, the county court
selected the trustees for Rhea Academy. Doughty, Greeneville, 197.
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and qualified teachers, although some of the small rural academies were
little better than the public schools.u

Higher education in mid-nineteenth century East Tennessee was
limited to seven small private colleges. The total number of students
enrolled in 1860 would not have been more than five hundred which was
less than the enrollments of either the University of Nashville or Cum-
berland University in Lebancn. Of the East Tennessee colleges, only
Fast Tennessee University in Xnoxville was non-sectarian. Because of a
compact with the state in 1806 and resulting land grants, East Tennessea
University was looked upon as a state institution, although technically
it was not. From the 18L0's onward, the school expanded its physical
plant and attempted to upgrade its academic quality by employing an able
faculty. Yet in 1860, its total enrollment numbered only 11C students.
For the majority of young people seeking college education in East Tern-
nessee, church-associated schools were the most popular institutions.

In fact, the largest college in East Tennessee on the eve of the Civil
War was Mossy Creek Baptist College (the forerunner of Carson-Newman) in
Jefferson County, with an enrollment of 160 students in 1858.5 And the
Fresbyterian Church, which had traditionally insisted on an educated
clergy, supported four institutions of higher learning in the region--
Washingtor College near Jonesboro, Greeneville College and Tusculum

College in Greeneville, and Maryville College in Blount County.6 The

hSee Temple., Notable Men, 153n.

5Stanley J. Folmsbee, Bast Tennessee Tmiversity, 18L0-1879 (Xnox-
ville, 1959), 16, 28; Isaac A. Carz, Historvy of Carson-Newman Colle
(Jefferson City, Tennessee, 1959), 21.

6Ernest T. Thompson, Preshyterians in the South (3 vols.; Richmond,
1963-73), I, 251, 269-72. Tusculum College had an enrollment of only 75
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Methodist Episcopal Church backed Athens Female College (predecessor of
Tennessee Wesleyan), the only institution of higher leaming in the region
open to women.7 The curricula in these schools centered around courses
in religion and the Bible; and all were staffed predcminantly by minis-
ters of the Gospel.

In 1861, as East Tennessee became quickly engulfed in war, the
educational structure of the region was particularly vulnerable to any
major shocks that might occur. For one, the financial base of education
was not strong to begin with and the extra demands of war could be poten-
tially devastating. With public schools only a minor vart of state and
county budgets, it is little wonder that such an institution might suffer
when many tax dollars would be lost and available state and county revenues
diverted to the various problems caused by the war. -Likewise private
academies coulid not escape the fate that their public counterparts ex-
perisnced when sources of revenue dried up. 3But remarkably enough many
of these schools, particularly the girls' schools, lingered on uxntil actual
fighting in the region forced their suspension. The colieges suspended
classes early in the national crisis. All had faced serious financial
difficulties before the war; and most at one time or the other had been

threatened with the possibility of closing their doors because of a

students in 1860, while Maryville College was even smeller, having only
L6 stukents. Allen E. Ragan, A History of Tusculum College, 179L-19LL
(Bristol, Tennessee, 19L45), 56; Ralph W. Lloyd, Maryville College, &
History of 150 Years, 1819-1969 (Maryville, Tennessee, 1969), 8.

'R. N. Price, Holston Methodism (5 vols.; Nashville, 1903-13), III,
26%L; Mrs. Bennet Bell, "Female Schools in Tennessee Prior to 1861,"
donfederate Veteran, XXXII (192L), 170-7k. Aihens Female College was a
"college" only in name. Like most Southern female colleges and collegi-
ate schools, it granted no degrees and was mainly concerned with pre-
paring proper Christizn ladies for gocisty.
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shortage of funds, Now the conflict would serve cnly to exacerbate these
monetary predicaments. But the colleges had other traits that would make
them particularly vulnerable to the vagaries of war. The majority of
the students enrolled were of fighting age; and as a result most young
men would be lost to the armies, either Northern or Southern.8 Ard like
the internecine struggle that affected East Tennessee in general, the
conflict would spread into the college halls, as faculty members would
voluntarily resign or else be forced to do so over questions of natioral
loyalty.,

The outbreak of hostilities in the spring of 1861 signalled the
rapid deterioration of East Tennessee's colleges. Only eight days after
the firing on Fort Sumter, Dr. John Robinson, president of Maryville Col-
lege, conducted a final chapel service and prcclaimed the suspension of
college work "on acccunt of a state of armed hostilities in the country."
Division among faculty and students apparently led %o such an immedisate
decision. Of four faculty members, two (irncluding Robinsgon) supportad
the Confederacy, while the other two remsined loyal to the Union. The
L6 students were divided in sympathy and with the suspension of classes,
many joined the Confederate army or escaped to Kentucky to join Federal
regiments. Not one of them, however, would return to his alma mater at
the end of the war--some died on the battlefield or in hospitals, others

simply sew no need to come back. As one historian of the college

Q

“Athens Female College, of course, did not suffer a loss of en-
roliment like other colleges whose male students left in large numbers.
It, like other female institutions in the South in gemeral, initially
suffered least of all during the war. E. Merton Coulter, The Confederate
States of America, 1861-1865 (Baton Rougs, 1950), 520.
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succinctly stvated, "Their school days at Maryville were ended." At Bast
Tennessee University, where students were organized into military com-
panies, young men were anxious to drcp the title of cadet in favor of be-
coning full-fledged soldiers. Most joined the Confederate army, although
some, including Edward Maynard, son of Congressman Horace Maynard, en-
listed in the Federal army.9

The rush of students to join militaxry service brought an almest

complete halt to other institutions of higher learning in Bast Tennessee,
Wnile Maryville College suspended operations in April, Washington, Greene-
ville, and Tusculum apparently followed suit and cid not resume classes
in the fall of 1861. ZEven with this exodus, Bast Tennessee University and
Mossy Creek College were stubborniy determined to continue in spite of the
war. In the summer of 1861, officials of the university made plans for
the reopening of school in the fall term. Successive issues of the Knox-
ville Register announced that "exercises" would be resumed on September
12, with the same faculty as before except for Frofessor Milford C.
Butler, who had "recently vacated" his seat in Ancient Languages. More
than likely Butler, who submitted his resignation in June, 1861, was the

faculty member referred to in Humes' Loyal Mcuntainecers who '"hailed from

the north of the Mason and Dixon line'" and who had expressed Union senti-
ments in letters to friends in the North. Apparently the professor's mail
was intercepted and read by Confederate sympathizers, namely Knoxville

postzaster Charies W. Charlton; and before long Butler began to receive

9Llcyd, Maryville Ccllege, 10-11; Szmuel T, Wilscn, A Century of
Maryville College and Second Century Begimnings (Maryville, Tennessee,
1935), 112; Folmsbee, East Tennessee University, Lk.
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anonymous threats. Unwilling to risk staying in Knoxville, he moved to
Ohioc and accoxrding to Humes, "left goods and chattels behind him, which
were afterwards seized and confiscated." In the meantime, a much reduced
student body reported in September and classes were resumed; but efforts
at education were made extremely difficult. After the battle of Mill
Springs in January, 1862, several university classrooms were taken over
for use as hospitals for the wounded. On January 30 the Board of Trustees
considered the possibility of suspending school until the fall term in
hopes that local conditions would improve. This measure was postpcned,
but on February 7, President J. J. Ridley resigned. Ridley, a Southexm
sympathizer, arranged to have his colleagues teach the few remaining
students and then left for North Carolina because of his fear tlat Knox-
ville would soon come under Federal occupation. Quickly the strain of
war proved too much for the three remaining faculty members. Professor
Robert W. Strong, a Unionist fearing conscription irto the Rebel army,
escaped to Washington, D. C., only to return after Burnside's invasion
of East Tennessee. A. A, Blair resigned his seat to accept a commission
in the Confederate army. With the ranks of faculty and student body alike
depleted by the secticnal conflict and with its buildings cccupied by the
militaxry, East Tennessee University was forced to suspend operation some-
time in late spring of 1862. The Mossy Creek institution bravely resumed
classes in the fall of 1861l; but one by one, and sometimes in groups,
students donned blue or gray unifomms, and by June 1, 1862, the doocrs of

this college closed.lo

lOHoward E. Carr, Washington College, A Study of an Attempt to Pro-
vide Higher Education in Eastern Tennessee (Knoxville, 1935), L1; Ragan,
Tusculum College, 56-57; Knoxville Register, August 3, 7, 8, 1861; Humes,
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Initialily the impact of the war was much less severe on the primary
and seccndary schools of the region as compared to the colleges. Some of
these schools were forced to suspend operations when they lost teachers
to the war. Myra Inman of Cleveland, for example, indicated that her
school closed when the teacher left town in ZAugust of 1861; and no doubt
many men of fighting age who served as underpraid instructors at common
schocls or private academies were anxious to exchange the routine of
the classroom for the expected glory and excitement cf the battlefield.
But unlike the colleges of the region, these institutions had a majority
of students under fighting age; hence there was no real problem of losing
them to the army. As a result, many private academies and some common
schools remained open well into the war. Contrary to one scholar cf
Tennessee public schools, who stated that the Civil War "put an end to
[ common schooll activity," there is some evidence that common schools
were maintained in East Tennessee in the first two years of the war.
Records of Roane County public schools, for example, show thzat James
Hickey taught school at Kelsey's Schoolhcuse in the eighth civil district
during 1862-63. Although it may have been axn exceptional case, the number
of purils enrolled iu Meigs County common schools for unexplained reasons
increased from 1861 to 1862. And in July of 1862, voters in Rhea County
elected two commissioners for the twenty-first common school district.
But overall, common schreols were unable to continue because of a shortage
of public funde. A survey of East Tennessee county court records during

the war »eveals that unlike times of peace, county money was not set aside

Loyal Mountaineers, 179-80;: Folmsbee, East Tennessee University, LL-L5;
Carr, Carson-Newman, 23,
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for the common schools. As a result, these schools in the region gradu-
ally closed and remained so until after the war.ll

Initially the private academies were much more fortunate. Adver-
tisements in East Tennessee newspapers reveal that these institutions
continued to function until Federal occupation. Newspapers carried ad-
vertisements for Athens Female College, Fast Tennessee and Knoxville
Female institutes, Rogersville Female Acadeny, and various coeducational
institutes until August of 1863. Sewee Acadeny in McMinn County attracted
the reader's attention to its announcement with the heading '"School in
War Times!" In the suaxmer of 1862, citizens in the fourteenth civil
district of McMinn County banded together and set up a "high school' at
Coghill under the direction of Professcr W. A. Nelson. In a series of
advertisements in the Athens Peogt, parents and guardians were urged "to
join us in the good work'" so that their children would bhe "better prepared
for usefulness" after "the dark cloud of a bloody Revolution shall have
blown away." It was their firm conviction that boys and girls might grow
up and "be compelled to grovel in ignorance through life, if we weait for
the ship of State to anchor in the haven of peace." Tuition would be low
and dormitories would be provided near the school for those students who
needed them., And Professor Henry W. von Aldehoff maintained his Aldehoff
Institute on Lookout Mountain until late 1862. An advertisement in the
Chattarooga Rebel, announcing the fall term of 1862, boasted, "The fact

that the school kzs successfully maintained itself in the general wreck

1L

Whitaker, "Public Schools in Tennegsee," 26; Meigs County Court
Records, Common School Record, TSL\; Rhea County Court Records, Common
School Record, I, ibid.
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of similar institutions caused by war is additional evidence of its ex-
cellence."12 The various female academies in East Tennessee operated at
almost full scale until mid-way through the war., East Tennessee Female
Institute in Knoxville functioned without interruption until late 186313
and Rogersville Female Academy maintained a large enrollment until early
186L4. A Confederate soldier passing through Rogersville in February,
1863, reported that "there is a fine Female school going on in towm.,"
A hundred girls came out to cheer the soldiers and a few nights later a
giant military ball was held at the academy.lu

Despite their ability to survive longer than common schools or
colleges, some private schools suffered because of the war. Rittenhcuse
Academy in Roane County was forced to borrow $1,000 from the county cour:
in September, 1861, to make long overdue repairs and then had to cut
tuition rates in 1862 to maintain enrollment. An advertisement in the
Athens Post in May, 1862, stated that "owing to the crisis upon the
country" the trustees had "made a liberal appropriatici frow ths Academy

fund" so that tuition payments could be reduced to help varents. A

12Knoxville Register, July 25, 1862, February 3, August 26, 1863;
Knoxville Daily Southern Chronicle, August 21, 1863; Athens Post, Septem
ber 6, 1861, Januwary 31, March 1L, April 18, Jjune 27, August 8, December
26, 1862, July 17, 1863; Chattancoga Rebel, August 9, 1862,

13y Febrmary 3, 1863, advertisement in the Kncxville Register stated
that this '"<id and flourishing" institution was operating '"uwndexr the most
favorable circumstances."

lLLaura E. Luttrell, "Cne Hundred Years of a Female Academy, 1811-
18L6, The East Tennessee Female Institute, 1846-1911," East Termessee
Historical Society's Publications, No. 17 (1915), 80; 7. Matt White to
Carrie Stakely, February 9, 1863, Stakely-Hell MSS, McClung Collection.
Another scldier, writing to the Knoxville Register, reported that the
Rogersville institution was in a "flourishing condition.'" Two hundred
and ten young ladies were enrolled and everyone '"seemed gatisfied.™
Knoxville Register, February 17, 1863.
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schedule of the new tuition rates was published.

1st class per session--$ .50 were--$ 6.00
2nd class per session--$ 6.50 were--$ 8.00
3rd class per session--$ 8.00 were--$10.00
Lth class per session--$12.50 were--$15,00

Unable to maintain its solvency, Rittenhouse Academy was apparently forced
to end classes sometime in 1862. Despite the boastfulness of its advertise-
ments, Adelhoff Institute in Chattanooga failed to survive after its
autumm 1862 term as students dropped out and the financial status of the
school deteriorated. William Davis tried to run a private academy in
Warrensburg, but confessed that "My school is quite small," despite the
modest two-dollar-a-month tuition he charged.lS
The most important factor in the disruption of private =duvcation,
however, came in the fall of 1863 with Federal occupaticn of Bast Tennes-
sze and the subsequent two years of large-scale fighting and guerrilla
warfare in the region. Professor Nelson announced the successful comple-
tion of examinations at the Coghill school in MecMinn County and assured
parsents that another ten month term would begin on Septerter 28. But with
the movement of Union forces into lower East Tennessee in late August and
the recurrent skirmishing and marching of trocps in the aresz, Coghill was
urable to continue operetion. The disrupticn of schools caused by the
change in military and civil authorities resulted in empty classrooms and
quite often school buildings were singled out for us2 by the army as hos-
pitale or Yarracks as were other "public" buildings, such as churches,

warehouses, and courthouses. Federal military authorities took possessicn

g

l’Rcane County Court Reccrds, September, 1861, TSLi; Athens Post,
May 30, 1862; Fowler, "Roane County," 58; Armstrong, Hamilton County, II,
160-61; William Davis to Mary Covington Wilsen, June 10, 1863, Wilsen 4SS,
SHC.
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of the Fast Tennessee Female Institute for use as a hospital until the
end of 186L. Tost Oak Springs Academy in Roane County had been occupied
by Confederate troops earlier in the war, and Federal soldiers simply
took over the building and grounds after the evacuation of the Rebels.16

The several colleges, with their classrooms empty, were likewise
singled out for use by the military. Zast Tennessee University, wh ch
had been taken over as a hospital by the Confederates since early 1862,
continued in this capacity under the Federals. One Indiana soldier wrote
from the university in December, 1363: "The buildings were very much
crowded . . . many of the rooms are occupied by the sick and hospital
attendants." And prior to the siege of Knoxville in the fall of 1863,
the university buildings were fortified, while trenches and ar illery
emplacements were dug into the hill on which the campus was located.
Athens Female College was improvised into a hospital until the sunmer
of 186L. ZEoth armies used the buildings at Maryville and Mcssy Crsek
colleges as barracks and stables. At Washington Ccllegs, Union scidiers
took over a dormitory, stabled their horses on the first floor, and
quartered themselves on the remaining floors. Although its buildings
were apparently never occupied, passing armies inflicted considerable
damage upon Tusculum College, as indicated in the college records at

the end of the war.l7

1
6Athens Post, July 17, 1863; Luttrell, "Bast Tennessee Female
Institute," 80; Fowler, "Roane County,! 59.

17John J. Hight, History of the Fifty-Eighth Regiment of Indians
Volunteer Infantry (Princeton, Indiana, 1895), 236; Price, Holston
Methedism, III, 261; Carr, Carson-Newmarn, 117-18; Isabelle Foster,
"Washington College and Washington Ccllege Academy,'" Tennessee Historical
Quarterly, XXX (1971), 252-53; Ragan, Tusculum College, 58.
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With schools of all types closed throughout most of East Tennessee
by the end of 18€3, aprarently some adults were determirned that the edu-
cation of their children should suffer as little as possible. Mary Jane
Reynolds of Loudon, for example, gave regular lessons in the basics of
reading and writing to neighborhood children at her plantation home in
186L. Myra Inman gave private lessons, including music, to several
children at her home in Cleveland. Her sister, Rhoda, indicated that a
"Miss Nannrie" gave private lessons to toys and girls in her Cleveland
home taroughout much of 186L4. And Mrs. James Haire of Kroxville went so
far as to advertise private instruction in her home. She announced in
the Whig a twenty-week term, with "instruction in the elementary branches
of a good English education" for a tuition fee of $16 per term.18

As will be discussed in a later chapter, various Northern benevo~
lent societies began to operate small schools for East Tennessee freed-
men in 186L. By the spring of 1865, the Freedmen's Bureau played an
active role in providing education for the region's blacks, ouch to the
displeasure of lccal whites. In the meantime, gradual attempts were made'
tc reopen private schools for whites even before the war had ended. In
the spring of 186l, Reverend Erastus Rowley, president of Athens Female
College, travelled to Cincimmati and purchased books, music, groceries,
and other supplies in preparation for the reogening of classes, ZRBy July,
Rowley succeeded in having everything shipped to the college except the

groceries; and he urged Governor Andrew Johnscrn to help in sveeding along

Q

lUMary Jane Reymolds to Simeon D. Reynoids [undated, but probably
late January!, April 1, 186l, Reynolds MSS, UT Special Collections; Inmen
Diary, February 5, 1865, SHC; Xnoxville Whig, February 27, 186L.
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the shipment of these much needed supplies so that he could reopen his
"Boarding Tepartment." Whether the Governor was able to help is not
known, but Athens Female College resumed classes on a limited basis in
the summer. And by late 186L and early 1865, some private schools opened
for instruction. A. E. Blount, who had operated a private academy near
Cleveland before the war, reopened his school in December, 186L. £n
announcement in the Whig stated that Blount's academy was refitted, a
"fine supply of books and stationery" had been purchased, and that "a
good bozrding house can be had on reasonable terms." Rhoda Inman of
Cleveland observed that Blount was conducting "a very large school."
Myrza Inman reported the opening of another school in the Cleveland area
under the direction of a Mrs. McNabb. And in Januvary, 1865, upon request
of the board of trustees, General Samuel Carter, Provost Marshal for the
regicn, relinguished the East Tennessee ¥Female Institute property and
agreed fo repair damages done by Federal troops so trkat classes could
resume in March. When the Institute reopened, there wes no problem in
filling the classrooms, Near the end of the war, Margaret Hall reported
that wken a Mr, Wilson opened a school near Madisonville, over fifty
pupils showed up, "too many for his house." Plans had to be made for an
additional room to the school. A few weeks later, Carrie Stakely of
Madisonville begged her sister in Knoxville for reading material because
she had many more students than books. She especially neaded McGuffey!s
first and second readers. Carrie went on to boast, "My school is flourish-
ing.'" And once the war ended and peace was restored to much of East Ten-
nessee, other private schools made preparations for the fall, 1865, term.

Knoxville Female Institute resumed classes on Septembzr 5 and two small
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cceducational schools, Walnut Grove Academy era Hampden Sydney Academy,
cpened in ¥nox County in the late sumn:-e:c.19

These few schools may have been so crowded because many of the
private academies which had flourished before the war and had managed to
operate up until 1863 were now war casualties. Rhea Academy in Greene-
ville, Rogersville Female Institute, and most of the private institu-
tions in lower Bast Tennessee never reopened after Avpomattex. Of the
several academies that regularly advertised in the Athens and Cleveland
nevwspapers before the war, only one, the Mascnic Female Academy near
Cleveland, resumed announcements once peace was restored. A Iecember,
1865, notice stated that "This institution continues successfully," but
a later statement thanked area Masons for their liberal cdonaticns in
helping sustain the school. Professor Henry Adelhoff returned to Chatta-
nooga after the war and started another school, this time in a building

in town. But this new venture was never as successful ag the pre-war

Adeihoff Institute, possibly because the professor stiil attempted to

J'9Ez:as‘cus Rowley to Andrew Johnscn, July 16, 186lL, Andrew Johnson
MSS, LC; Price, Holston Methodism, IIT, 262; ¥noxville Whig, December 7,
Pebruary 15, 186lL, August 2, October L, 1865; Williams, "Journal of
Events," 102; Iuttrell, "East Tennessee Female Institute," 80; Rhoda
Inman to Captain Joim G. Carter, February 2, 1865, Civil War Records,
II, 103; Inman Diary, December 8, 186L, SEC; Margaret Hall to Carrie
Stakely, April 3, 10, 1865, Stakely-Hall MSS, McClung Collection;
Carrie Stakely to Martha Hall, April 27, 1865, ibid. Several other
private academies ovened in East Tennessee after the war, Cne of the
most interesting of these was the Lookout Mountain School in Chatta-
riocga, founded by Christopher R. Roberts, a wealthy New Yoxrk philan-
thropist. While the school attracted many children of prominent Chatta-
nooga families, with the aid of funds from the Freedmen's Bureau it
intentionally enrolled students of limited financial means in hores of
uplifting the poor whites of the South. See Martin Abbott (ed.), "A
Mountain School in Tennessee: Scme Reconstruction Letiters," Tennessee
Historical Quarterly, XVII (1958), 70-73.
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charge very high tuition rates as in antebellurm days.éo
With the war's end, the colleges of East Tennessee were also faced
with seemingly insurmcuntable obstacles in resuming full operaticn. All
had suffered extensive physical damage and had experienced the scatter-
ing of faculty and students. In addition, iInstitutions which had had to
struggle to maintain solvercy befcre the war were now on the brink of
financial ruin. Most of the buildings at Mossy Creek College, for ex-
ample, were in deplorable condition; and to make matters worse, the schocl
had accumulated heavy debts before it closed in 1862. As a matter of
fact, the college property had to be sold at auction in June of 1865 to
satisfy creditors; but fortunately for Mossy Creek, supporters rallied
to raise enough money to purchase the property. Late in 1666 the board
of trustees paid $1,272 in cash for the property, but classes werzs not
resumed until September, 1868. Tusculum College began small-scale overa-
tion in the early spring of 1866; to strengthen the institution, appeals
were made to prospective donors on the basis that Tusculum had been loyal
to the Union cause and was a Presbyterian college of the "0ld School"
variety. After receiving donations from several sources, including
English, Tusculum was able to repair some of its buildings and in the
words of the institution's historian, '"in some fashion or the other
weathered the war." But even with the consolidation of Tusculum and
Washington colleges in late 1866 in an attempt to strengthen the two,

Tusculum was never able to fulfill the expectations of the postwar board

2OCleveland Banner, December 15, 1865, January 1, 1866; Crarles D.
McGuffey, Standard History of Chattanooga, Tennessee (Knoxville, 19ii),

L09.
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of trustees who hoped to restore the school "to its one time state of
power and position." Greeneville College was much less fcrturate. With
the endingz of classes in June of 1861, the school was so weak financially
by the end of the war that the trustees atandoned all thoughts of reoven-
ing. As a matter of fact, in December, 1866, the trustees arranged with
an agent of the Yreecdmen's Bureau to lease the building for a colored
school. By Januvary, 1868, representatives from Creeneville Ccllege, how-
ever, arranged the consolidation of their charier with that of Tusculum,
and for a while the new institution was called Greeneville and Tusculum
Coilege. But before many years, the name Greeneville was dropped and the
0ld school was nearly forgotten.21

With the possible exception of East Tennessee University, Mary-
ville College suffered the worst physical damage during the war. The
original buildings had been poorly constructed at best and after serving
both armies as barracks and stables, most Wwere mere shells at war's end.
The Syncd of Ternessee slected a new board of trustees, Under the new
leadership of Professor Themas Jefferson lamar, the board conducted an
intense campaign to solicit funds for the reopening of Maryville College.
FPund-raising trips to the North in December, 1865, and April, 1866,
prcved fruitless, but enough money was raised locally to repair builidings
sufficiently so that classes could be resumed in September. 3Buildings
still bore the scars of war and the college'!s treasury was far from se-
cure. While the school's endowment fund had been a modest $16,000 before

the war, it was only $6,000 in the fall of 1866. (nly thirteen students

ZlCarr, Carson-Newman, 24-27; Ragan, Tusculum College, £8-€0;
Doughty, Greeneville, 172-73, 179-81.
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reporsed for class, but by the end of the academic ysar enrollment had
increased to forty-seven. And as donaticns steadily increased after in-
tense efforts by the board of trustees, Maryville College moved to a new
campus in 1871, where enrollment ccntinued to rise, including a few
women and black students for the first time.22

Athens Female College struggled to stay alive and hovered close
to bankruptcy despite the fact that it had been the first institution
of higher learning in East Tennessee to reopen its doors. In 1866 the
schcol went up for auction at a chancery sale to satisfy claims held
against it by Erastus Rowley. TIortunately for the future of the insti-
tution, the Northern Methodist Episcoral Church bough®t it in 1867 and
the following year the name was changed to East Tennessee Wesieyan
University.23

The board of trustees at East Tennessee University also faced
nearly insurmountable odds; the institution was near bvankruptcy and its
buildings and grounds were badly damaged. But the board wmade = wise
decision in selecting Thomas W. Humes as the new president of the Uni-
versity on July 19, 1865. Esteemed as rector of St. John's Fpiscopal
Church, Fumes had been an azvowed Unionist and had made several important
contacts when he served as chairman of the East Tennessee Relief Associa-
tion. It was hoped that his background would help overshadow the fact
that much of the school's student body and the previous president had

teen Rebels during the wa.r.zl+

22Wilson, Maryville College, 117-22; Lloyd, Maryville College, 13-1L.

23 . -
“Price, Holston Methodism, II, 261-62,
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On July 21, 1865, Humes traveled to Washington with a memorial

requesting the Federal Government to pay for damages to the university
incurred during the last two years of the war. A War Department survey
estimated damages at $15,000 and in October, 1865, the quartermaster
general informed Humes that since the school was "an Institution of
learning, apparently a loyal institution . . . the houses now standing,
and which have teen used by the United States as hospitals or barracks,
should te repaired by the Quartermaster Department. . . ." TUnfortunately
the quartermaster was willing to appropriate only $2,227.11 for the
project. Loud protests from the board of trustees that this sum was
entirely inadequate persuaded the government tc increase the appropria-
tion, but only by about $900. 3But because of government red tape even
the $3,100 sum was not forthcoming. One of the major obstacles was the
government's requirement that all members of the board cf trustees prove
their unbending loyalty to the Union during the war. The hoard gave
assurance that secessionist members had fled the region in the fall of
1863 and that the state legislature kad filled these vaczancies in Novem-
ber, 1865, with Unionists. Finally, in January of 1872, three years after
the instituticn was declared a land grant college as authorized by the
Morrill Act of 1862, the Senate Military Affairs Committee agreed to
pay $18,500 in damages, maintaining that Bast Tennessee University was
particularly deserving of the consideration of Congress. "It is the
only educational institution of known loyality, in management and influ-
ence," declared the committee report, "in any of the seceding States

during the war." Besides it was located in the center of the region and
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surrounded by a population "known for their loyalty and sacrifices to the
cause of the Union."25

In the meantime, classes resumed in the spring of 1866, Cnly
twenty students reported and exercises had to be conducted at the Deaf
and Dumb Asyium and the county courthouse, since the buildings of the
wniversity were still in poor condition. But by the following fall,
enrollment increased to seventy-five, as many veterans returmed home;
and for the first time since early 1862, classes could te held in re-
paired portions of the university.2

While higher education was struggling to stay alive in East Ten-
nessee and in the postwar period, considerable interest in strengthening
and expanding state public schools was aroused. Given East Tennessee's
support for public education in the antebellum years, it is not sur-
prising that the first whole-hearted attempt to establish an effective
system cof state-supported free schools was made after the war when state
government was dominated by men from the eastern cowniies. In his in-
augural address in April, 1865, Goverror William G. 3rownlow maintained
that illiterzcy had multiplied in Tennessee because of the lack of educa-
tional opportunity during the war; and a few days later the East Tenncssee-
controlled General Assembly began to consider proposals for a state pub-
lic school system. In July, 1865, an educational convention meeting in
Knoxville under the leadership of John F. Spence, principal of the Knox-

ville Female Institute, urged the legislature to grant "iiberal

5Ibid., 51-55.
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provisions" for education. '"The education of the masses is the true 'life
strata'! that underlies the body politic," Spence declared, "and like the
heart, when it throbs with regular pulsations, the whole system is healthy
and strong."27

Not until March, 1867, however, did the legislature act on a common
school program. The new law provided for centralized control by which
the new system would be headed by a state superintendent of common schools,
under whom county superintendents would finance a system of racially segre-
gated common schools. John Eaton, Jr., a New Hampshire-born minister who
had served as an army chaplain and a Freedmen's Bureau official, was nzmed
state superintendent. A man of considerable energy, Eaton toured ths
state to determine educational needs and in 1869 he prepared a comprzhen-
sive survey of educational conditions and needs in Tennessee. Of the
state's three grand divisions, Eaton reported that East Tennessee had
made the most progress in establishing common schools. For one, most
East Tennessee county school superintendents, many cof whom had consider-
able experierce in private education, had been conscientious in their
duties.2

Within less than a year after passage of the common school law,
the new system was functioning on the classrocm level in most parts of

East Tennessee, although on a limited tasis because of the slowness of

¢7Campbell, "Reconstruction in East Tennessee," 76-77; Eouse
Journal, 1365-186€, p. 28; Knoxville Whig, July 19, 1865.

‘8M. C. Wilcox to John Eaton, Jr., October 2, 1867, Eaton MSS,
UT 3pecial Collections; J. M. Barnum to Jchn Eaton, December 1, 1868,
ibid.; R. D. Black to John Baton, February 3, 1869, ibid.; John Eaton,
Jr., ¥irst Repcrt of the Superintendent of Fublic Instruction of the
State of Temnessee (Nashville, 18£9), cxviii-cxxiv.
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state funds in reaching many school districts. The public schools that
had opened were operating without state funds o pay teachers. But when
money began to reach *%eachers and superintendents in August, 18683, there
was a multiplication of new schools. Schools were organized in practi-
cally every sub-district of Arnderson County and forty-seven were opsned
in Claiborne County in the late summer of 1868, Scott County, one of the
pcorest ccunties in the state, was the first to report its schools or-
ganized and opened in every district. The new school system was far
frcm perfect in spite of its popularity. Physical facilities were usually
poor, E£choolhouses were generally constiructed of rcugh-hewn logs, and a
few were wood frame structures. Even Knex County could boast of conly
one brick school within its bcundaries. Ard in many schools, teachers
were quite often poorly gualified. In Bradley County, superintendent
A, B. Blount reported a combinaticn of probiems including the scarcity
and poor quality of school houses, the lack of qualified teachers, and
the indifference of some parents. Neverthesless, Bradley County had forty-
five schools in operation by the end of 1868, most of which operated on

29
five-month terms. ”

School edministrators throughout East Tennessee urged Zaton %o
obtain increased appropriations to improve educational conditicns. And
in his published report, BEaton asked for additicnal monies for schools,
plus the development of normal schools for teachers, and equal oppor-

tunities for Negrc teachers and pupils. But within a few months

n

9Eaton, First Report of the Superintendent of Pubtlic Instructicn,
9, 11; see also LeRcy P. Graf (ed.), "BEducation in East Tennesses, 1867-
1869, Selecticns from the John Eaton, Jr., Papers," East Ternessee

Historical Society's Publications, No. 23 (1951), 97-1il.
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after Eaton issued his report, Democrats who had gathered considerable
political strength after many voting restrictions on ex-Confederates had
been lifted, regained control of the General Assembly. Anxicus to destroy
the vestiges of the Brownlow Republican years. the new legislature scrapped
much of the previous administration's programs including the 1867 school
law. In its place, the lawmakers passed another law that remitted the
whole gquestion of public education to the ccunties withcut imposing any
cbligation to levy taxes for the support of schools. As a result, public
schcols throughout the state deteriorated rapidly. According to a Freed-
men's Bursau official in July, 1870, not a single county had taken any
step toward providing funds for educa*ion since the repeal of the 1867
law. Considering the weak finencial condition of many counties in Zast
Tennessee during and after the Civil VWar, it iz easy to understand how
local govermment was unabvle to carry the fiscal burden of surporting
public schools. But the public outcry was so intense thrcughout the state
that the General Assembly passed another law in 1873 which to a great
extent revived the late 1867 statute and which is considered the "parent
act" of the present public school system in Tennessee.3o
In summary, it may be said that the Civil War had a dramatic, but
temporary, impact on public and private education in East Tennessee.
Colleges and secondary schools attempted to function as pest they could,

but divisions among students and faculty, the disruption of the econecmy,

and the omnipresent threat of armies and guerrilla bands forced the

JOWhite, Termegsee Educational Organization, 113-1lh; Eenry L.
Swint (ed.), "Reports from Educational Agents ¢f the Freedmen's Bureau
in Tennessee, 1865-1870," Ternessee Historical Quarterly, I (1942), 166,
1569,




N
Ut
co

closing of schools cf every kind. Zast Tennssseans tecame painfully
aware that formal education was virtually impossible in time of war.

Yet once peace returned, the region made rapid educational recovery; ard
it seems that a renewed and mors intense intersst in education develorved
in the eastern counties. All colleges in the regicn but one (Greensville
College) opened their doors after the war, and even though they faced
critical financial problems, all are still in existence today. Even
though many of the antebellum private academies failed to survive the
conflict, by the late 1860C's several others had sprung up in their

place.

But protably the most significant aspect of educationzl develop-
ment in the Civil War decade was the intense campaign,led by Zast Ten-
nessee, o establish a state public school system. Having supported the
idea for years before the war, East Tennesseans were at last given the
opportunity to organize an educaticnal system from which even the poorest
section of the state could benefit. As a result, by late 1868 public
schools flourished throughout Fast Tennessee, and despite some local

-

opposition, the new system was loudly arplauded. For East Tennessese the

&

war brought serious disruptions in education, but the end result was

)

system of public schools which the region had long sought.



CEAPTER VIIT

"SAD DIVISIONS AND BITTER ALIENATION AMONG GOD'S P=0PLE":

THEE CHURCEES OF EAST TENNESSER

No other aspect of the war in Zast Tennessee more cogently demon-
strated the civil strife cf the pecple than church divisions; for in
many ways the activities of East Tennessee churches mirrored the anxie-
ties, frustraticns, and bitternsss of society as a whole. While the
vast majority of the clergy and churchmen in the rest of the South felt
a strong identity with the Confederacy, no sucn feeling existed in the
eastern counties of Tennessee. 3Beginning with the secession crisis,
great numbers of East Tennessee congregations divided along lines of
loyalty to tine Unicn or Confederacy. Nc¢ denomination or sect could
escape the painful impact of political issues upon dcctrinal faith;
sonsequently, many ccngrsgations were rent asunder by the war, never to
reunite,

This internmecine religious conflict is sspecially significent in
a study of East Tennessee'!s war experience, because it disturbed cne of
the regicn's key incstitutions. Frcm the earlisst settlements in the
1770's to the eve of ths Jivil War, %the church had heen an integral part
of the lives of mast Tennssseans. Initially Prestyterianism was the
largest denomination, btut over the decades +the Baptis®t and Methodis*t

churches, presenting sexrviced heavy laden with emction and excitement,

forged ahead in the number of congregations znd church members under thair
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Presbyterians were a strong third contender eisewhere in the regicn. Re-
gardless of local denominatioral prociivities, the landscape on the eve of
the war was dotted with structures erected for worship; and although Zast
Tennesseans were probably no more pious than their fellcw Southermers,
religion was nevertheless an impcrtant part of their lives. Thus their
churchnss could not escape the bitter struggle that disrupted the regiom.
Ironically, the Civil War was not the first time that the churches
f the region clashed amcng themselves. A&s was true of American religion
in generel, inter- and intra-denominationali disputes flourished in Fast
Tennessee in the first half of the nineteenth century. As Oliver Temple
observed, the people seemed to have a fondness for religious controversy
much as they would for political campaigns. '"Nothing pleased them so
much," he remarked "as to hear their ministers launch their thunderbolis
of arguments, sarcasm, and ridicule, and even hate, against othar sects."”
For that matter, it was thrcugh heated religious debates that William G.
Brownlow gained the title of "The Fignting Parson,'" as he champizuned ik
czuse of Methodism and quarrelled with rival churches in the pages oi the
Ehéa-z
While the varicus cdenominztions waged heated battles among them-
selves 30 win pelievers to their faith, thers were 2lso intemmal schisms
over doctrine. By the 1830's, the Fresvyterians of Bast Tenncssee had
divided intc Olé Scheol and New School wings; and over the years the

Baptists experienced constant dissension as splinter groups seceded from

-

‘Templs, Eest Tenmessee, 67; Bighth Census, IV, L4&5-70; J. E.
Alexar‘er, A Brief History of the Synod of Tennezsee (Pailadeliphis, 1890),

14,

2 .
Temple, Fast Tennesses, 6C; Coulter, Erownlow, 58-59, 64-72.
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the parent church and formed into strongly independent sects. Meanwnile,
East Tennessee Methodism was remarkably free of theolegical and dectrinal
disvutes. Possessed of a highly organized church structure, blessed with
capable leadership within the Holston Conference, and with Farson Brown-
low sounding the trumpet, the East Tennessee Methodists directed their
quarrels to rival denominations.3

Although the East Tennsssee churches had a well-established tradi-
tion of conflict, both internal and extermal, none of the earlier struggles
matched the rancor and intensity of the Civil War years. The major reason
was that the dispute which rocked the region's churches in the 1840's was
not caused by mere AOctrinal and theolecgical differences, btut by the majoxr
social and political issues that disrupted the nation and East Tennesse=,
This was the unique feature of the religious struggle of the 1860's, te-
cause prior to the Civil War, the churches had besn remarkstly guiescent
cn the controversial non-secular issues of the day. Befcre the war the
ma jor dencminations of East Tennessee had generally sided with their
Southern colleagues on endorsing the institution of siavery; but with

the exception of Parson Brownlow, they expressed none of the rabid a=nd

Williem B. Sprague (ed.), Presbyterianism, Vol. III of Lrnals of
the American Pulpit . . . (9 vols.; New York, 1857-69), x; Ezra H. Gillet,
ITistory of the Presbyterian Church in the Tnited States of America (2 vols.;
Philadelphia, 1872), I, 1; Alexander, Synod of Temnessee, 29-32; Thompeon,
Presbyterians in the South, I, 409-10; W. Fred Kendall, A Eistory of the
T=nnessee Baptist Convention (Breniwood, Ternessee, 197L), L8-49, 52-53,
8;-85; Lawrence Edwards, "History of the Baptists of Tennessee with Par-
ticular Attention to the Primitive Baptists of Bast Tennessee" (M.A.
thesis, University of Tennessee, 1941), L5-L6; Price, Holston Methodism,
IV, passim; Temple, East Tennessee, 95-103; 3. N. Price, "Methodism in
Last Tennessee, Before, furing, and Since the War," Methodist Quarterly
Review, XXXIV (1508), 293; Coulter, Brownlow, 9L-95,
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almost militant rhetoric espoused by merny Deep South ministers. Certainly
the churches of Zast Ternessee did not regard the issue of slavery as a
mzjor concern to the worship of God; to mest, the issue was best left
a.lcme."4 £nd much like Brownlow, even though many East Tennesseans wmay
have endorsed their church's alignment with the prc-slavery wing of their
denomination, it did not mean that they backed a similar move to sugpport
the Confederacy. Because of this seemingiy ambivalent stance, the churches
of East Tennessee were on the verge of their bitterest and most divisive
split as clouds of civil war drifted over *he region in 1861, Just as
many churchmen would oppvose secession, others, clergy and laymen alike,
maintained that it was the duty of every true Christian to support the
new Southern republic and to persuvade the churches to join the cause.

Scholars of the church during the Civil War have maintainred that
Southern churchmen, as a whcle, supported secession and felt a sirong
identity with the Confederacy. According to William Sweet, this fezling
was so strong that frsquently ministers served their congresetiocns with
patriotic speecies rather than sermons based on the Gospel. Another
student points out that Southern clergymen had for gsnerations given the
church’s bleszings to the institution of slavery and its spread; and when

the szctional crisis intensified in late 1860 and sarly 1861, '"the more

Ul

miiitant men of God wers easily in the venguard of the secessicn movement.®

LW;ll*'a.m Y. Barnes, The Southerm Baptist Ccnvention, 18L5-1953
(Nagnv111e, ¢95h), 30- 3 ; Kendall, Tennessee Baptist Convention, 1OL-0T;
Thompsen. P*esby;gﬁla“s in *he boutn, I, 09, SLE-LT; Alexander, Synod of
Ternnesses, 35; Ben W. Barrus, Milton L. Raabhn, Themas H. Campbell,

4 People Called Cumberland Presbvierians (Memphis, -97¢), 151.

e

“William W. Sweet, Methcdism in American History (New Yerk, 1933),
es W. Silve‘, Confedera+e Morale and Church Provaganad (mus caloosa,
3-2L; W. Eazrison Daniel, "Protestant Clergy and Taion Sentiment




263
But was this true of the Zast Temnessee clergy during the sscession
crisis and tke war years? Somewhat sketchy and contradictcry evidence
makes a precise determination difficult. DBut the official actions and
policies of the Methodist Eolston Conference ani the Union Presbytexy
during the war indicate that several ministers in those denominations
approved of the Confederacy.

Parson Brownlow stoutly maintained that the clergy of rast Tennes-
see as a whole sided with the South. He declared that the ministry, high
and low, without regaxd to denomination, "have raised the howl of Seces-
sion, and it falls like an Indian war-cry upcn our citizens frcm their
prostituted pulpits every Sabbath."” In 1862 ke insisted that preachers
had done more to bring about the deplorabtie state of affairs than any
other class of men. And a little later the arch-defender c¢f Methcdism
exclaimed, "The worst class of men wno make tracks upon 3cuthern soil
are Methodist, Preshyterian, Baptist, and Episcopal clergymen, and at
the head of these feor mischief are the Southern Methodists.' ZErownlow
tecame so ensnared in the events of 1861 and embittered over the politics
of the pastorate that he began to advocate the eliminaticn of all denomi-
nationzlism. Ee urged instead ths formation cf a "Unicn Church,'" where
"portions of us velenging to differsnt denominations, or even to no sect'

Lignt organize a congregation and attract a minister who would not "mix

iz the Confederacy," Tenressee Historical Quarterly, XXIII (196L), 28L.
Ancther student of Southern churches observes that while clergymen from
the Border States were generally mcderate in attitude during the seces~
gion crisis, "Once the die was cest . . . their Jdeep sense cf loyalty,
coctpled with a sincers beliefl trat God favored the South led the over-
whelming majerity . . « 10 becoms ardent surporisrs of the Confederacy.”
Willard E. Wigh%, "Clhurches in the Confederacy" (Ph.D. dissertation,
EZmory University, 1957}, 198.
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up the sacred truths of Eoly VWrit with the atominable heresy of seces-
sion.'" The pro-Confederate Knoxville Register, however, maintained thzt
this church would be even more political than the old sects. '"lNot re-
pentance for sins and faith in the Lord Jesus Christ, tut blind adherence
to Lincoln's military despotism," would be the foundaticn of thz congre-
gation., Tespite Brownlow's hopes, a "Union Church" never materialized.6

The Parson, who often tcok a warped or at least unrealistic view
of issues, may have been greatly influenced by his immediate environment,
because the Knoxville ministry was mostly pro-Southerm. Yet in reality
a large nuaber of the Protestant clergy in East Tennessze professed devo-~
tion to the Unicn. Undoubtedly the sectional loyaltiess of many pastors
were Cetermined by the allegiances of their congregations. The Holston
Ccenference was the only conference in the Methodist denomination, accoxd-
ing to Bishop James 0. Andrew, where there was any serious division of

sentiment emong the 2lergy. In his History of the Rebellicn in Bradisy

County, J. S. Jurlburt listed twice as many (14 %o 7) "Union Methodist"
clergymen as "Retel ministers" in the ccunty. And of eight Cumberland

Presbyterian churches recorded in Bradley in the 1860 ceansus, Hurlburt

noted five Curberlznd ministsrs who were Unicnists. ZErnest Thompeon,
historian of Southaxn Presbyterianism, pcoints ocut that in Zast Tennessee

the Knoxville pastorate was definitely Confederate, pastors of the rural
cnurches in the surrounding arsza leaned bcwaxd the Tnion, while Korthemm
sentiment was supreme in the mountainous sectionz. Several East Tennessee

preachers served as chaplains in the Union army; and Reverend William B,

6 . » . -r - “ . .
Knexville Whig, May 18, August 19, 1861; Knoxville Eegister,
August 15, 1861.
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Carter, a Presbyterian minister, was the chief instigator of the bridge-
bumiing episode of November, 1861. At the same time there mist have been
a large number of Zast Tennessee clergymen who had ambivalent feelings
atout the national crisis and they simpiy did not know which way to go.
In the summer of 1861, J. X. Stringfield, a Methodist circuit rider in
upper fast Termnessee and soon to become a chaplain in the Confederate
army, noted in nis 4iary thcse Methodist ministers who, he believed,
were secessionists or Unionists. He analyzed them by district.

Rogersville--2 Secessicnists, 1 Unionist, 20 unmarked

Kncxville --l Secessicnists, 2 Unionists, 10 unmarked

Cumberlaend --0 Secessionists, 1 Unionist, 15 unmarked

Chattanooga--1 Secessicnist, OC Unionists, 15 unmarked

Athens -~3 Secessionists, 3 Unionists, 15 unmarked
The total number of secessionists outnumbered Unioniste 10 to 7, but
there were 75 names unmarked. Stringfield gave no explanation why he 4id
not assess the loyality cf so many pastors; pcossibly he was ignorant of
the nature of their stance. Several may have cteadfastliy refused tc re-
veal their sympathies while maintaining that their loyalty was to the
Gespel only. At the annual meeting of the Nolachucky Baptist Association
in August, 1861, even though some preachers had clearly defined national
loyalties, the mzlecrity agreed to remain neutral and not allcw political
strife enter into their work. Even Parscn Brownlow had maintained that
ris Tnion Church would have a pastor who would "neither preach, exhcrt,
or pray anything cornected with rarty politizs." Despite such wishes,
most pastors and churches in mast Tennesses were eventuzlly caugnt up

in the vortex of civil war; and just asz the people of the regicn wesre

torm by secticnal strife, so were their churches.

7Ge rge S. Smith, The Life and Letters of James Osgood Andrew
(Nashville, 1882), L39; Hurlburt, Bredley County, 278; Eighth Csnsus,




266

Stringfield’s diary reveals how one East Tennessee preacher rzacted
tc the secession crisis. Toward the end of 1860 political concerns wers
more on his mind than ever before. On November 6, he cast his ballot for
John Bell for president, the first election in which he had ever bothered
to vote; to him, the election was toc impcrtant to ignore. 3By the spring
of 1861, especially after Sumter, Stringfield made it clear that secession
and imrending war had become closely intermingled with his ministerial
duties. Ee tried to preach at Kelly's School in uppesr Bast Tennessee on
April 20, but excitement about "the war" was so intense that he wes cer-
tain little good was dcne by his sermen. DBut he was determined to be
faithful in his religicus duties; for tkhe present crizis was no tiie to
neglect them. 3By mid-~June, hcwever, Stringfield was carried away by &

spirit of secessionism. On June 8 he voted for the "immediste, uncon-

ditional zand etermnal separation of the State of Tennessee from the miser-

able yankee uniocn.” 4And then for the first time in his life he did not
preach a sermon based solely cu *the Gespel, but a "secular sermcn’ in
anticipation of war, Within a few weeks, he would give up his circuit
8

L]

and beccme chaplain cf the 1lst Termessee Voluntesrs

Various aspects of religious activity were affected in East Tennes-

a

see as a result ¢f the national crisis. By the summer of 1881, Parscn

Brownlow reported that few "camp meetings" (revivals) bhad been held and

IV, 467; Thempson, Presbyterians in the Soutn, II, 66; J. K. Stringfield
Diary, summer 1861, SHC; Glenn L. Toomey, The Sesquicentennial History
of the Nclachucky Baptist Association, 1825-1977 (Morristown, Tennessee,
1977), L2-Ll; Knoxville Whig, August 1C, 1861,

g

Stringfield Diary, November 6, 1860, April 19, 20, June 18, 1861,
SHC. There is ne indication that znother minisfer replaced Stringfield
on the circuit.
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those that hed met were failures. As a matter of fact, he observed, tne
"state of feeling" in the region was by no means favorable to religious
meetings of any kind. Several preachers had become army chaplains--for
the 390 a month, said the Parson. Too many pastors had entered into
public issues of the day and the result was that almost every congrega-
tion had a division of sentiment. 'The pastors ars becoming brutish,
advising bloodshed and death, and the flocks ars scatfering--Churches
are breaking up--men and women are refusing to attend religious ser-
vices," he cried. Unfortunately there were no prayers for reace, con-
cluded the Parson., Indeed mary congraegations in East Tennessee began o
fall apart in the summer of 1861. Even the Lutheran church in the
German comminity of Wartburg split into warring factions with Reverend
Jon: Wilcken leading Unionist memters and George F. Cerding teking charge
of Confederate sympathizers.9

It is evident from church records in Zast Ternessee that almost
immediately the division of th:s pecple and the pressures of wvar inter-
rupted the religious activities of many congregations. ¥For these churches
the records are starkly blank during the war years, probatly indicating

4-%
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all religious activities came to a ralt. The Sevierville Dapiist
Crnurch, for exampie, held its last service in January, 1861; and although
there is scme indication that occasional sexrvices were held in the Sevier
County courthouse, the congregaticn did not resume full worship until

April, 1876. In December, 1851, the last entry in the nminuies of tha

First Baptist Church of Clintcn stated, "The Church meetings nhave been

9Knorv1lle Whig, August 31, 1861; Zthel Freytzg and Glena K. 0Ott,
A History of Morgan County, Tennessee \Wartbur , 1971), S5.
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suspended because of the great rational calamity." Records for this
church did not resume until August, 1867. In parts of East Tenhessee
where Confedsrate loyalties were strong, congrzgations lost young men
who volunteered into the army. 4£nd as Confederate control tightensd in
the eastern counties, people with Uniorn proclivities left for Kentucky
in large numbers, muach to the detriment of the churches they may have
attended.lo

It would be incorrect, however, to assume that all church func-
tions and organized religicus activities came to a halt during the Civil
War. On the contrary, churches operated on a rormal schedule well into
the conflict until the occupatiorn of Federal troops or the campaign of
terror by guerrillas and bushwackers shut the doors of many hcuses of
worship. Myra Inman of Cleveland, for instance, had a record c<f regular
church attendance until the last year or two of the war., Throughout the
war, chaplains from military units stationed nearby preachzd in pulwits
in the absence of local preachers. And a few churches kept continuous
records throughout the war which reveal that regular congregationzal activ-
ities were maintained and give no indication that a bitter national

. . 11
struggle was geing cn outside the walls of the church.

lORecords of the Sevierville Baptist Church, ssim, McClung Col-

lection; Mary Weaver, One Hundred Years--4 Story of the First Baptist
Church, Clinton, Temnessee (Clinton, no date), 13; Toomey, History of
Nolachucky Baptist Association, L6-lL7. For othar examples, see Records
of Hopewell Presbyterian Church (Dendridgs), Hickery Grove Cumberland
Presvyterian Chuxrch (Ncnroe County), St. Mary's Evangelical Lutheran
Churca (Monroe County), lMcClung Collaction; Boone's Creek Church of
Christ (Washington Jounty), TSLA: and Slate Creek Baptist Chuxrch

(Cocke County), UT Special Collections.

llN . . — .
'vra Inmen Diary, passim, SHC; see Reccrds of the Paw Faw
. / . ; .
Hollow Baptist Church {Enox County), Washington Presbyterian Church
(Xnex County), Meflung Collection; ancd Notchey Creek Baptist Church
3 -
(Monroe County), TSILA.
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Although many churches continued to function routinely, they were
nevertheless greatiy affected by the war, DMcst churches experienced a
dramatic reduction in membership after 1861. As mentioned above, churches
lost large numbers of young men of military zge; but this had a less seri-
ous impact on congregations located in major military centers such as
Chattanooga and Knoxville., Reverend David Sullins, pastor cf Xnoxville
Methedist Church (now Church Street), reported that while many men in
the congregation had jcined the army, the city was so full of soldiers
and "strengers" in the first jears cf the wer that he had no trcuble in
filling the vews. First Presbyterian of Chattancoga was near enough to

the Confederate camps to draw large numbers of soldiers. As a matter cf

¢l

act, Revereni T. H. McCallie recalled that in the summer of 1863 "cur
own ordinary congregation of citizens was about crowded out by the =sol-
diers." 3But the congregation's ccmposition could change almost over-

night., On the first Sunday of Ceptember, 1863, McCallie preached to a
hcuse filled with gray ccats, soldiers and officers of ths (Coafedsrate

aray, and a scattering of citizens. On the second Sunday, after Chatta-

nooga came uvnder Federal control, the church was crowded agz2in. bui this
el

] . . - : . - i2
time with the blue coz®s of Union scldiers.
Chiurches in Knoxville were similariy affected by ths war, but

with scme unigue develorments. For example, John Scoit was a member of

-

the Second Prestyterian Church, which had long supported ftemperance; as

trcops Degan to pour into Xnoxvills in 1861, Scott opened a saloon in

12 . 5 . .
David Sullins, Recollections of an 01d Man, Ssventy Years in
Dixie, 1827-1897 (Bristol. Tennessee, 1910), 253; ancn., "First Pres-
oyterian Church, Chattamooga,'" wapubliszhed typescript, TSLA,
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response to demand. Reverend Joseph Martin and the session of Second
Presbyteriar summoned Scott several times %o appear before them to ex-
plain his actions; but the saloon keeper realized a good thing when he
saw it and refused the summons. So in Jaruary, 1862, the church struck
Scott frem its rolls, In a similar buc somewhat seamier incident, it
came %o the attention of Reverend W. A. Harrison and the elders of First
Presbyterian Church in 1862 that Brma Park, a member of the ccngregation,
was Tunning "a house of ill repute and committing lewd acts herselZ,"
no doubt in response to a large soldier clientele. When two elders
called on Park to determine the validity of the rumor, she resdily ad--
mitted her guilt. Within a few days, the session ordered her to appear
before it on a Friday morning in the basement of the church tc counfess
her sins openly. After several days of consideration, Park sent a stiff

letter declining the summons of her church. Although again admittir

dv}

that she was committing a sin, she was not yet rsady to repent and re-
form. When that day came, she assured the session, shz would seek the
forgiveness of God, tut not at First Presbyterian Church.]'3

By 1863, as the war wore on, many churches in East Ternessee had
begun to falter--for several reasons. For one, by 1863 the region had
beccme a hattlegrouwnd for opposing armies when General Resecrans moved
intc lower Zast Tennessee and General Rurnside toox Knoxville. As the

armies traversed the countryside and frequenily skirmished, many citizens

felt it unsafe to congregate even in church. C{e=dar Fork Baptist Church

-1

L3 A . .
“Session Minutes (1861-62), Second Presbyterisn Church, Znoxville
(micrcfiim); and Session Minutes (1362 62), Pirst Presby terlan Churc h, Enox-
ville (microfilm), McClung Collection.
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in Philadelphia had met regularly since the beginning of the war, bul
this changed in the fall of 1863. An entry in the minutes stated,
"Owing to the Raids made by the Rebels we held no church meetings in
September, October, November and Lecembter." And Myra Inman, who had
faithfully recorded church attendance in Cleveland since the commence-
ment of the war, filled her pages with accounts of the activities of the
armies, but made no mention of going to ckurcih during the winter of
1863-6L. TUntil the end of the war, worship seemed %to be only an occa-
sional event for her. Again the ever present reality of armies and war
seemed to interfere with religious concerns. 'Mingling with the clear
peels cf the church bell was the distant roar of the drum--one calling
the worshippers of God to the sanctuary the other waking the soldier up
from his lagy place and calling him to the place of assemblage tefore
going to inspection,'" she wrote in the swmmer of l86h.1u

The campaign of terror waged by guerrillas and bushwackers in
rural East Tennessee also contributed greatly to the demise c¢i many
houses of worship. The preacher of the Cades Cove Primitive Baptist
Church was driven away and the church was forced to close its doors frcm
late 1842 until 1865 for this reason. "It was on account of the rebelion
fg;gj and we was unicn people a2né Rebels was too strong rere in Cades
Cove," read the minutes. Big Pigeon Baptist Church in Sevier County met
"up to sum time in 1863"; but according tc its recoxds, "the ware [g;gT

became s0 troublesome we had no more meetings untill first April 1872."

4nd Cedar Fork Bapiist Church in Philadelphia, after having to suspend

1 .
'uReccris of Cedar Fork Bapiist Church (Loudon County) (microfilm),
TSLs; Inman Tiary, 1864-65, passim, July 31, 1864, SEC.
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services in December, 186L, because of sickness, possibly small pox, was
again shut dowvm in Jarnuary "owing to raids made by the Rebels." Although
many churcnes were forced to clcse their doors, a few of these congrega-
tions refused to let the war interrupt their worship completely. Greene-
ville Presbyterian Church, for example, did not have a regular minister
during the war and services were held only sporadically. Nevertheless,
members of the congregation faithfully maintained Surnday school classes
even under the most trying of circumstances. When the Big Spring Primi-
tive Baptist Church in Claibornme County ended formzl services in May,
1863, because soldiers occupied the building, members simply moved their
worship to a nearby school nouse. First Baptist Church of Clinton met
weex by week in the houses of its members and "prayed to God for mercy
and hslp during the perilous times," according to the histeorian of the
church. In Scott County, an area torn by fighting throughout the war,
worshippers often held prayer meetings ir private homes wnile local home
guaxrds patrollad the neighbcrhood to warn of impending Rebel guerrilla
attacks.l5

Another major factor which caused the waning cf many Zast Tennessee
churches was the guestion of loyalty--that is, the question of the national
lcyalty of the church organization, an individual minister, or the majority

of a congregation. Although the Baptist associations and the minor

15Records of Cades Cove Primitive Baptist Church (June, 1865),
queted in Durwood C. Dunn, "Cades Cove During the Ninetsenth Century"
(Ph.D. dissertation, University of Tennessee, 1976), 153; Records of
Big Pigeon Baptist Church (Sevier County), McClung Collecticn; W. S,
Rosenbaln, "History of 3Big Spring Church' (Claiborme County), privately
published vamrhlet, 1934, copy in McClung Collection; Mary Weaver,
First Baptist Church, Clinton, 13; Sanderson, Scoit County, 72.
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dencrinations c¢f East Tennessee never made official proncuncements con-
cerning the allegiance of their churches, the hierarchy of both the
Methedist and Presbyterian churches did. Initially both denominations
tried to stay away from any political datbling. AT the arnual meeting
of the Holston Methodist Conference in October, 1861, the presiding
bishop was James O. Andrew, a moderate averse to mixing religion and
politics. The only politically related action taken was to insert
prayers focr the Confederacy rather than the United States in its litany.
Within a year, however, the official policy of the church changed dra-
maticaliy. Under the direction of Bishop John Early, brother of Coa-
federate General Jubal Early, the Holstcn Conference proclaimed fidelity
to the Confederate govermment. According to the historian of the Holston
Conference, Early was ''deeply pious," but he was "aristocratic and
haughty, and he was a typical Southern fire eater." When the conference
met in Athens in October, 1862, Early domirated it and convinced the
delegates that Southern rights and religious endeavors were identical.
The conference then proceeded to expel nire ministers who were vrofessed
Unionists; it elected Jefferson Lavis, and Generals Steriing Price, Jonbn
Eunt Morgan, Simon 2. Puckner, Robert E. Lee, and Stonewall Jackson to
life membersnip in the "Parent Missionary Society.” The next year, after
Bast Tenneszee had fallen under Federal control, the Holston Conference
met at Wytheville, Virginia, and again expelled ministers considered dis-
loyal %o the Confederacy. In 186l, Bishop Zarly held the ccnference in

Bristol, where additional ministers weze stricken from the rolis. The



conference also forbade z2ny minister from taking an cath o suprport the
rederal government.l6

Similar sentiments were expressed by the Presbyterian Church. The
Synod of Ternessee held no regular meetings afier the fall of 1861, be-
cause of wartime disrupticns. But in May of 1863, Union Presbytery,
twenty of whose thirty churches were in Blount, Knox, and Jefferson
counties, passed resolutions stating that they wculd not license, crdain,
or receive from another presbytery any man who "does not sympathize with
the South in her present struggle for independence, or who nholds that
slaveholding is sinful and cughi to be abolisheda"17

By thus taking a npublic stand on rational loyalty, these churches
were subject to reprisals, once their enemy gained control of the region.
But even a church or congregation which had made no public statements con-
cerning loyalty could suffer, simply because its pastor or a majority of
its members were identified as pro-Union or pro-Confederate. Thcse
churches that were known to be predcominantly Uniocn in sympathy, such as
the Cedar Foxrk Baptist Church or the Cades Cove Primitive Baptist Church,
could be fcrced to close out of simple considerations cf safety. But the
guestion of loyalty could weakern a church in other ways. For example,

<o~

if a <0
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exgressed strong sympathies for the Ccnfederacy and nad a
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large following, those in opposition to his views could refuse to partici-

pate in the church's functions or treak away on their own, thus weakening

16
Prlce, Holstcn Methodism, IV, 299-3C4.

17, - . . z

7necorczs cf the Presbytery of Union (1862-7L), typescript, VI,
S, McClung Collection; Alexander, Synod of Tennessee, 34-35; Thompson,
Presbyterians of the South, I, 126.
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the original congregation, Two Cumberland Presbyterian ministers in
Greeneville, John P. Holtsinger and Joseph RB. Dobscn, who were Unionistis,

came under the wrath of the Greeneville Tri-Weekly Banner in June, 1862.

The paper accused Holtsinger of breaking up the church, If he had only
"bekaved himself" he could have had one of the finest churches in ugper
Fast Tennessee. "But instead of doing as a sensible man ought to," the
paper declared, '"he pawed and bellowed around for old Abe Lincoln and

his abolition host, got himself into close quarters and had as he thought
to hide out in caves, and elsewhere, until he is ashamed to be seen in

our town and church house standing s*atu quo [sicl, and the flock gone

to the four winds, so far as an organization is concerned." As for Dob-
son, he had made '"fine progress" toward brecking ur his 3hilson Church,
The Banner concluded with a grim warning: '"Lookcut Dcbson, for Tusca-
lcosa [Prisonl." Dobson was forced to abdicate his pastorate until afiexr
the war and Holtsinger escaped the area to become 2 cheplain in the 13th
Tennessee Cavalry,

Just as Dcbson and Hoitsinger were ccmpelled to give up their par-
ish ministries during Confederate control, the same thing hazppensd to
Rebel clergymen after 13862, George F. Eagleton, a Fresbyterian minister

who was a refugee from Middle Tennessee, accepted the call of the New

Market Presbyteria.m Church in Jefferson County in 1863. Although

Greeneville Tri-Weekly Banner, June L, 1862. W. H. Duggan, a
Methodist minister who rode the Athens Circuit, dié not escape punish-
ment. In September, 1861, he was arrested bty Confederzte officials for
continuing tc pray for the United Stetes government and was forced to
march fifty miles to Knoxville to facs charges in Confederate court.
Fortunately for him, the charges wers dropped and he was released.
Rroxville Whig, September 28, 1861; Humes, Loval Mountaineers, 1lL..
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Eagleton was prc-Southern, he made no references to political concerns
from the pulpit. 3But after Federal occupavion in the fall of that year,
a emall group of Unionists in his congregation, using wveiled threats and
anonymcus letters, tried to force him to resign. When he refused, a
ang of ruffians came to his home, fcrced him out cf bed into the night
air, and gave him "forty save cne" bloody stripes to the back. "The men
who inflicted this merciless scouraging [?] were mere tools, in the hands
of the disaffected minority in the New Maricet Presbyterian Churchi," he
recalled, Even arter this beating Eagleton was determired to stay onj
but threats to his farmily and friends ccnvinced him to flee the area in
the fall of 186h.19
The clergy of Xnoxville in particular was identified as being pro-
Southemm. Reverend Josepgh Martin of Second Presbyterian Church was a
friend of the Scuth early in the secession crisis. When one of his
elders, Congressman Horace Mayrard, escaped East Tennessee in the fall

1861, Martin prayed for the demnation of all such traitors. It was

O
=)

reported that Maynard's wife sat in the congregation as Martin uttered
the prayer. In April of 1862, the session cf the First Presbyterian
Church left 1ittle room for doubt about its sympathies when it sent offi-
ial word to the (Confederate Ordnance Department cfficer in town that
"the church tell was sutject to his order, rrcvided the Confederate
Governeent needed it for the defense of the country." After Easgt Tennes-

see came under Federal control, Daniel Larmed of Gensral Durnside's staff

noted the pro-Scutherm leanings of the Xnowxville churches. One Suxndzy in

l?Alden B. Pearscrn, Jr., "A IMicddle-Class Border-State fazmily During
the Civil War," Civil War History, XIII (1976), 331-32.




October, 1863, he went to Second Presbyterizn where half the congregation

was composed of Union soldiers and the other half was regular members who

"'stared daggers' at the men in blue. Ais Larmed preparad to take his

seat, a woman in the cpposite end of the pew gathered up her sikirt and

turned her back to him, Reverend Martin made no mention of “he war or

of the country that day. Reverend W. A. Earrison of First Presbyterian,

however, was much more outspoken. Ierned quoted him as declaring pub-

licly, '"Jesus Christ and all his apostles were Southern men save one.

That was Judas a vile Massachusetts Yankee." Larned decided that h=

would attend the Episcopal Church thereafter, tecause it was "strongiy

Union" and its rector, Thomas W. Humes, was a recently returned refugae.2o
Ministers who had shown pro-Confederate tendencies sufiered soon

after Federal cccupation. PFParson Brownlow, for one, was determined

that clergymen who supported the rebellion should pay for such sentiments,

He had proclaimed. from exile that he was going to "resurrsct the Knox-

ville Whig and pour hot shot into their rotten hulks.” As fax as Brown-

low was concerned, vhere had been little trve religion in Knoxville

"since we Chrigiians were driven ou%, and forced into XKentucky." Once

back in town, he hegan *tc publish names of individuals under the title

of "Traitors in our Midst!" Ee reported that Jossph Martin '"is a traitor

whose guilt is only equaled by his impudence in daring to walk the streets

in day tims, and lock honest men in *he face." Then the Parson "venti-~

lated" W. A, Earriscn of First Praesbyferian and Isaac Lawis of First

-
é‘Riggs, "Horace Maymard, Some Facts and Stories." 27; urddertified
newsparer clipping in Tilghman-Haws Scrapbooik, UT Special Ccllsctions;
Session Minutes (1862), First Presbyterian Church, ¥noxville, Mcllung
Collection; Daniel Larmed to "Sisier," October 5, 1863, Larned MSS, IC.
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Methodist. How much influence Brownlow had cannot be determined; but by
the end of January, 1864, toth Martin and Harriscn were classified as
traitors by the Provost Marshal and sent socuth behind Confederate linss.
Rufus Stevens, a Methodist minister from Knoxville and a devoted Confeder-
ate sympathizer, was arrested and sent to prison in Cincinnati, where he
died in February, 186i, after suffering through several weeks of serious
illness.21

Soon the functions of almost all the big churches in Xnoxvilie
came 50 a halt. In September of 186, the Baptist Home Mission Board
cf New York sent the Reverend Baniel W. Phillips to help reorganize
First Eaptist Church. Shortly after his arrival, Phillips dispatched
reports to his headquarters office describing the state of reiigion in
Xnoxville., He noted that only cne of tre city's regular ministers--
dumes of St. John's Episcoval--was left in the city. At cne time the
Federal government had taken possession of all churches except ths
Episcopal. One Methodist church had been destroyed during Longstreei's
siege and ancther had been made into a government warehouse, only to
have the flocr cave in after the building had become over loaded with
supplies, First Baptist Church had been turned over to the Tnited Pres~
byterian Mission and was being used as a school for freedmen and an azmy
hospital. Scme churches, however, were subsequently returned to their

congregations. Through the influence of elder Horace Maynard, Second

-
dlKnoxville Whig, November 11, 1863, January 9, 30, February 13,
27, 186L; Price, Holston Methodism, IV, 37L-75: Bullins, Recollectiong of
an 0ld Man, 260-61; Bdward Maynard to Horace Maynard, February 7, 1E6L,
Maymarxd MSS, UT Special Collections.
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Presbyterian was restcred as a house of worship in August of 136L, after
teing used as a hospital for several months. Iy the end of the year,
Reverend Phillips versueded Federal authorities to return the First
Baptist property to its congregation. But regular church meetings were
not heid until 1866, because the church was without a pastor and the con-

. 22
gregaticn was so scattered.

Churcnes in Chattanooga experienced a similar fate. Many were
taken over as arcy hospitals and did not resume normal worship until the
end of the war. EReverend Thomas McCallie of First Presbyterian uneld ser-
7ices in his home after his church was occupied as a hospital. On one
occasion he was arrested and reprimarnded for praying for the health of
Jefferson Davis; but the pastor was allowed So continve hkis ministry and
preached to large numbers cf Federal zoldiers who overflowed the rooms
of his home zlmost every Sunday morning. Nevertheless, by late 18€L,
in both the rural areas and urban centers of East Tennessee, the churches
were still under severe strain. As a corresvondent wrote in the Christian
QObserver, an oificial publication of the Presbyterian Church, '"the public
exercise of religious worship is rapidly bteing destrcyed" in Zast Termnes-
see, "Many of our ministers have been compelled to flee the country--,"
continusd the report, "others have abandoned the worl of the ministry and
devote their attention to the support of their families." From what he
could determine, most of the Presbyterian churches in the region were

closed.23

22
““Report of Reverend Deniel W. Phillips, quoted in anon., "History
of First Baptist Church, Kncxville" (microfilm), McClung Collection.
23- . . - . .
3Lsaac P. Martin, Church Street Methodists, Children of Francis
1

Asbury (Knoxville, 19.7), 67; Session Minutes (186l), Second Presbyierian
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Ey the end of the war the churches of Zast Tennessce were ir fhe
mcst depressed condition of their existencs, in terms of property and
finances. Cleveland Baptist Church was totally wrecked--its floor, pews,
pulpit, doors, blinds, and window sashes hzd teen used for fuel ty sol-
diers., To make matters worse, the congregation was forced to sell what
was left of the building to satisfy the debt contracted during its
original construction. T. H. McCallie recalled thav whenr the ccngrsga-
tion of Tirst Presbyterian, Chattanocoga, reentered the church building
"there were oniy bare blackened walls, not a pew and not a vestage [g;g]
of church furniturs of any kind. . . ." Members of Knoxville Methodist
Church were facesd with making immense repairs after their sanctuary
had been used for the storage of commissary supplies. The financial
corndition of most churches was such that any thoughts of using church
funds to repsir damages were unrealistic. Westminster Presbyterian of
Morristown, for example, reported a congregaticnal fund of $2,481.50 at
the end of 1861, but during the war it plummeted to as low as $2.20.

By the end of 1865 the fund had risen only to $238.80, barsly enough to
.2k
ray s pastor.

Church, Knoxville, McClung Collection; Records cf First Baptist Chuxrch,
Knoxville (microfilm), McClung Collection; Zella Armstrong, History of
the First Presbyterian Church of Chattanocoga {Chattanooga, l9h55, 23;
Christian Observer, September 29, 188L, cuoted in Thompson, Presbyterians
in the Scuth, I1I, 67.
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‘uJohn 1. Wecoten, A History of Bradley County (Cleveland, Tennes-
zee, 1949), 137-38; Armstrong, First Presbyterian, Chattancoga, 35;
Records of Xnoxville Methodist Episcopal (Church Street Methodist)
Church, typescript, UT Special Collections; Records of Westminster and
St. Paul's Presbyterian Church (Hamblen County), McClung Collection.
See also Toomey, History of the Nolachucky Baptist Association, 51, 55.
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The extent of dzmage to East Tennessee chkurches as a whole cannot
be exactly determined, but a compariscn of *he 1860 and 1870 censuses
gives some indication of hcw the war years exacted their ©o5ll upon church
property. Fifteen out of the region's thirty-one counties reported de-
creases in the value of church property during the 1860's. Particularly
hard-hit was lower Eest Tennesses (see Tigure 9), where military orera-
tions had been extensive end whers political divisions had been so pro-
nounced as to have possible impact upon church divisions. When compared
to the rest of the state, it is evident that the churches of the eastern
counties suffered much more during *the decade. Only five counties in
Middle Ternessee and three in West Tennessee rzsported decreases in the
value of church property. While the total value increased by 92 psrcent
in Middle Tennessee and 100 percent in West Tennessee, it increased by
only 28 percent in Bast Tennessee.25

Many churches in the regicn immediately tried to geek aid in re-
couping their losses. In July of 1865, Xnoxville Methodist Church
appointed taree men to assess damages to the church and then sent repre-
sentatives to Nashvillie %o meet with Colonel A. I. Mackey, Chief Quarter-
master for the Department of Tennessee, Possibly because the new pastor
of the church was a Unicnist and because Parson Brownlow, a former member,
was now governor of the state, the church was awarded $3,600 in damages.
First Fresbyterian Church in Chattanooge was also very Iortumate. Mrs.
William Crutchfield, wife of the Republicen Congressman, pleaded with

Federal authorities for funds to help restore the church cf which she

25 - - . _ ~
bﬂlghth Census, IV, L67, L470; Ninth Census, I, 554.
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was a member, Through her influence and the infliuence of some Congress-
men who had teen Federal officexrs and had attencded First Fresbyterian
during the war, Congress awarded $L4,590 to the church in 1866, The
money was quickly put to use for making repairs and buying furniture.
Other churches with less influence, however, were not so fortunate.
Chattancoga Methodist had been very pro-Confederate during ths waxs
While the city was under Federal occupation, all of the furnishings
were vremoved, the church bell stolen, windows and doors xmocked out,
and the floor torn up. Despite the church's repeated attempts to re-
ceive ccmpensaticn after the war, not until 1918 did the Federal govern-
ment award it a damage claim. The house of wcrship for Shurnem Pres-
byterian Church of Strawberry Plains was destroyed by Federal troops
during the war. The church, however, was unsuccessful in receiving -
ccmpensation from the Federal government or donations from the NWew
School General Assembly even though it had been "nctoricusly known as
the Lincoln Church" of the comunity during the war. Nevexrtheless,
Shunem Church was able to take care of the matter itself, '"We h=ve
determined to erect another house,'" declared the church records, "and
for thiz purpcse have obttained in reliables subscription eighteen hundred
dollars this too in the face of extreme devastation by the war--our
Tences almost wholy [§;g] destroyed and our live stock wholy consumed
by the two armies which during the last two years of the war were settled

. 26
iike locusts upon us."

26_ o . o e .
Records of Xnoxville Methodist Episcopal {Church Street Metho-

Gist) Chuxrch, UT Special Collections; Armstreong, First Presbyterian,
Chattanooga, 35-36; Mary T. Peacock, The Circuit Rider and those Who
Followed, Sketches of Methodist Churches Qrganized Before 1860 in the
Chattanocoga Area (Chattanooga, 1957), Oli; Session Minutes (1866), Shunenm




281

In additicn to the appalling physical and monetary losses incurred
durirg the war, Zast Tennessee churches suffered in mcre serious ways.
Many churches, regardless of deuncmination, experienced serious rifts be-
cause of political differences within the congregation; and the wouxnds
that resulted simply would not heal, though armies ceased to figh%t and
peace was procleimed throughout the land. Although one of the chief
tenets of Christianity is absolution, there was litile forgiveness in the
churches during and imrediately following “he war. A year after the war,
the newly created Holston Frestytery recorded the evidence of unsanciti-
fied as well as sanctified affliztion:

The ravages of war have left many of cur church btuildings and
school houses in a dilapicdated condition with but little means
of repairing them. But in som= places there are ruins sadder
than these., Sad divisions and bitter alienation among God's
people furnish the world an opportunity of taunting and re-
proaching by szying, '"see how these Christians hate cne an-
other."27

The Methodists of East Tennessee, the strongest arnd most unified
denomination in the region in the antebellium period, were the most bitterly
divided as a result cf the war. The actions of the Holsion Ccnference in
expelling Unionist ministers laid the foundations for trouble in the
Methedist Churcih in the years to come. When Parscn Brownlow returmed to
Knoxville in the fall of 1863, he attempted to persecute his former

Methodist colleagues, asserting trat he would "feel more honored to he

recbyterian Church (Jefferson County), MeSlung Collection. For the
general probtlems of collecting damage claims after The war see Frank W.
Klingberg, The Southern Claims Commigssicon (Perkeley, 1955).

o7
“iMinutes of the Holstorn Presbytery (1866), guoted in Thompson,
Presbyterians in the Scuth, II, 130.
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associated with a pack of Professional Gambiers than with a Ccnference
of Methodist Rebel preachers." It was not long before he began advocating
the crganizaticn of the "lcyal" Methodist churches of East Tennessee into
the Methodist Episcopal Church {Northern Methcdist). The idea was not
unigque to Zast Temnessee. Several Methodist army chaplains in Confederate-
occupied territory had urged that churches deserted by their pre-Southern
rinisters be turned over to the jurisdiction of the Methodist Episcopal
Church., Two influential bishops, Matthew Simpson and John Ames, per-
suaded Secretary of War Edwin Stanton to grant favors to their church.
On XNovember 30, 1862, the Secreiary issued an order which splaced at the
disposal of Bishop Ames "all houses of worship belonging to the Methodist
Episcopal Church, South, in which a loyal preacher aprointed by a loyal
bishop does not officiate." 3By early 186l rlans were made o carry out
the program in East Temnessee and some of the pro-Union ministers who
had been ousted from the Holston Conference in 1862 were reinstated.28

But scme Unionist ministers were divided over whether %c join the
Methodist Episcopal Church or to form an independent Wesleyan church,
While some fearsd that jcining the Methodist Zpiscopal Church would meamn
éerinavion by Northerners, others like Brownlcw emphasized that an inde-
pendent Wesleyan church involved the danger of being annexed by the '"vile
nynecrits™ of the Scuthern Methodist Cruirch, Tc come to a firm decision,
the "lcyal" Methodist ministers cf East Tennessee held a convention in

Knoxville in July of 186L. With fifty-five delegates in attendarce,

23 ) X R s )

Knoxville Whig, Jenuary 23, 186);; Williaz B, Hesseltine, '"Metho-
dism and Recoastruction in East Tennassee,' Zaegt Tennessee Historical
Soci?tg’s Publications, No. 3 (1$31), uT-i48; Price, Hoiston Methodism,
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including twenty-seven vreachers, the convention agreed to return to the
Northern church and proposed the formation of & new Holston Annual Con-
ference. Afterwards supporters campaigned for the proposal and at an
Athens meeting on Juxe 1, 18€5, the new Holston Confarence was created.
In its final form, it numbered fifty-three preachers, thirty-two of whem
came from the old Southern church, and 6,49 members. Parscn Brownlow
urged all Southern Methodist ministers to join the "loyal" church and
advocated the ousting of all "Rebel" bishops such as John Early,29

In the meantime, the bishops of the Southern Methodists set atvout
reorganizing their own church. In Sertember of 1865, Fast Tennessee
membars of the Methodist Episcopal Chuxzch, Scuth, held an organizational
meeting of the Holston Conference in Marion, Virginia. Delegates stated
their desire to undo any wrongs which they might have committed and pro-
claimed their intention to be loyal. They proncunced their actions at
the Athens meeting in 1862 as 'hasty" and accerted the fact tha*t slavery
was deac. They urged all "brothers" who might have withdrawn frcm their
conference to return; and ignoring the fact that many churches had voted
to join the Northern church and were filled with ministers of thatv chuich,
the conferences announced appointments to all the charges in the terri-
toryajo

It did not teke long for the Scutnern Methodists to realize that

any attempt tc reestablish themselves in East Tennessee would be no easgy

task. Taking time out from his gubernztoriel duties, Brownlow urged

eg

Knoxville Whig, May 23, 186L.

0 o . .
3 Heaseltine, "Methodism &nd Reconstruction," 51-53; Price, Eolsicon
Methodism, IV, 353-~Si.
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returned Union soldisrs to seek revenge against thoge Southern Methodist
ministers like Dishop Barly who were responsible for the persscution of
Unicnists during the war. "If these men really beliewve that the Lord had
called them to preach in Fast Tennessee,'" concluded tre Parson, "they had
better apply for a furlcugh, and ask to be relieved. For if they under-
stand it, they will rsalize the truth of what they have often sung at
their camp meetings~-!'Through vribulation deep the way to glory lies.!'"
Whether inspired by Brownlow or nct, many veterans took revenge on
Southern Methodist clergymen. When a group of preachers tried to Lhold
a quarterly meetirng in Decatur, a mob seized them, took them to Athens,
and then drove these hapless clergymen out of towrn amidst jsers and vaunts,
There were reports of interrupted Southern Methodist mestirngsz throughout
Fast Tennessee. Reverend Thcmas H. Pearne, ruling elder of the "loyal"
Holston Conference, openly deplored the use of violence in dealing with
the ministers of the Southein Methodist Chiurch, despite genuine griev-
ances against them. Regardless of Pearne's admeritione, force continued
to be used in scme instances and charges of personal violence were cade
27
on both sideg.””
Fortunately the strife within ithe Holston Conference region was for
the most part verbal rather than physical. Ironizally, the rhetoric cf

both sides =zounded much like the diztribes that national poliiticians would.

T
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2“Kroxville Whig, September 30, 1865; Price, Holston Methodism,
IV, LE9; Eesseltine, "Methodism and Rsconstruction," 5L-55. When Union-
istes attempted to disrupt the services of a Methodist minister in Blount
County, the preacher simply drew two Colt 'Ll pistols from his saddle
tags and proceeded tc lead the congregzaticon in the singing of "How Firm
a Fowundation." Guestionnaire of William G. Allen, Questicnnaires of
Civil War Vetexrans, TSLA.
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soon engage in. The Southern Methodists constantly accused the Methodist
EZpiscopal Church of being radical, political, and abvolitionist. When the
Southern Holston Conference met at Asheville in 1866, a local newspaper
praised the delegates and then declared that the Metvhodist Exiscopal
Church was '"razad by abolition sociology" and desirad to convert the
people into "fanatics of politico-religious character, like thsmselves."
Other accusations such as "negro equality' chuxrch, "horsethief" church,
were directed at the Jcrthern Methodists. Brownlow, Pearme, and their
cclleagues were just as vehement in their rejoinders and were not averse
to "waving the bloody shirt." They declared that the Southern Methodists
were pro-slave traitors who only maintained the interests of the Socutheim
Confederacy. '"Thousands cf mounds in the Wational Cemetery within sight
of Xroxville," desclared Pearne, '"proclaim the sad story of the rebel
methodists, Thousands of hearts clad in mourning and homes dreary for
the absent and the dead attest it. . . " Such verhal jousting in East

Tennessee led the Methodist Quarterly Review to observe tlat the area was
so"32

"a lively battlefield even for the churchly war of thcughts and word
The strife within Fast Ternessee Mzthodism even spilled over into
the courtroom. Eecause rival conferences had been established, each
claimed possessicn of church property, asserting that it was the rightful
ownar. J3everal houses of worship were neld by the Methodist Episcopal
Church until a2 War DPepartment order after the war restored the property

to Southern Methodist congregations. And as late ss 1869, a split in the

32Knoxville Whig, May 20, Cctober 24, 1866, February 27, 1867;
Methodist Quarterly Review, I (1868), 63L.
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Jonesboro Methodist Church resulted in a lawsuit for control of the caurch
buildingc33

The Presbyterians of East Tennessce confronted many cf the same prob-
lems as their Methodist brethren. Although the Federal government made nc
attempt to intervene in Presbyterian affairs, the question of which wing
of the denomination to affiliate with at war's end divided the church.
After Federal control was restorsd in East Tennessee, "loyal" members of
the Presbytery of Union quickly declared null and void the resolutions
supporting the Confederacy and endorsing slavery. To them, such resoliu-
tions were a "shameful and inexcusable apostasy from thcse prirciples of

"32'4‘

patriotism and universal freedom. In September, 186l:, when most of
the Southern ministers had left the region, Union and Xingstcn presty-
teries voted unanimously to reconnect themselves with the New School
General Assembly (predomirantly Northern in membership) from which they
had been separated since 1857.35 The New Schcol Generzl Assembly (now
officially the Presbyterian Church in the U. S. A.) met in May, 1865,

and readily adxritted the two East Tennessee presbyteries. There were

conditions, hcwever; they were directed '"mot %o recognize or admit, as a

3'jPrj.ce, Helston Methodism, IV, 357; Hesseltine, "Methodism and
Reconstruction,”" 59. TUnionist members of the Methodist Episcopal Church
in Maryville sought advice from Oliver Temple as to how they could gain
legal title to the church. "The Point is that we want the Church in
Loyal hands where it properly belcags,'" wrote one of the members, "& it
is thought by pressing this claim we can get it now."” It is nct lkxcwn
how successful the "loyal" membars were in gaining sole possession of
the title. W. T. Parhnam to O. F. Temple, October 31, 1865, Temple MSS,
UT Special Collections.,

Mpeconds of the Prestytery of Union, VI, 8, McClung Collection.

35Knoxville Whig, September <&, 186L4. Holsion Fresbytery would
joir the New School Assembly in the fall of 1865. Alexander, Svnod of
Tennessee, 35.
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member of their representative bodies, any minister known to be disloyal

to the Geovermment of the United States.'" The presbyteries concurred and
also accepted the General Assembly's ruling that, within each congregation
of the presbytery, members who had aided and abetted the rebellion would
have to confess their sins for so doing. £Soon afterward the East Tennessee
presbyteries officially cast out their "rebel" ministers. Ths Presbytery
of Urnion dropped seven ministers frem its rolls, including Joseph Martin.
It then invited those ministers from Northern states who sc desired to
come fill the empty pulpits. And tihroughout the East Tennessee presby-
teries, loyalist clergymen proceeded to read out tkhe names of those from
whom penitence and confession were required. Upon a member's failure to
respond, the congregation then excommunicated nim as authorized by the

36

General Assembly,

Ey the spring cf 1866, a letter published in the Christian Observer

revorted that nearly every Presbyterian minister between Washington and
Hamilton counties, nearly 200 miles in length, whose sympathies were with
the Confederacy during the war, had been driven away. Ministers from the
North had frequently taken their place but had not been wholly successful
in gaining respect. And in almost every congrsgation there were still
wide differences of opinicrn on political subjects. These divisions led
to the formation and growth of %the EHolston and Kingston presbyteries in
1865 and 1866, respectively, which became 2ssociated with the Southern

Generzal Assembly. Presbyterians who had been stricken from the roclls of

36 i . .

J Thompson, Preghyterians in the Scuth, II, 124-26; Alexander,
Svnod of Tennessee, 55-8&; Records of the Presbytery of Union, VI, 13-
1L, McClung Collection.
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churches bvercause of their Retel sympathies formed new congregations and
join=2d the Southern presbyteries. Some congregations which had had Union
proclivities during the war even Jjoined these new presbyteriss, because
they disliked many of the "Yankee' ministers who had come to East Tennes-
see, claiming that these men were overly concerned with secular politics,
especially with questions of racial equality. As a result, by the end
of the decade the Scuthern Assembly came close to equalling its Northerm
counterpart in the eastern counties. In 1270 the respective assemblies

reported as follows:

Assembly ministers churches cecmtunicant members
Southern 17 L2 2,427
Northern 25 W7 3,11,137

Although the Baptists of East Tennessee maintained loose denomina-
tional organizations as compared to the more rigid structures of the
Methodists and the Presbyterians, they were by no means cxemvt from bitter
internal struggles. After the war, the Powell Valley, Nolachucky, Hiwassee,
and Tennessee associations of Primitive Baptists declared non-fellcowship
with those wministers and congregations which had '"zided or abetted will-
ingly in the past wickad rebellion against the govermment of the United
States." And as was true of other denominations, pro--Confederate Baptists
formed *their cwn associztions after the war. In Meigs County, for example,

tro-Union Baptist churches remained in the independent Hiwassee United

Bartist Association, while those with Southsrn sympathies joined the

3 vompson, Presbyberians in %he South, II, 129, 135.
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newliy-<ormed Easténallee Baptist Assocization of the Scuthern Beptist
Conventicn, which had ro requirement tc denounce former loyalty to the
Confederacy. 3But because the associaticn was in meny ways nothing but
an informal organization, such declarations were relatively insignificant
to the Baptist churches in the regicn. By tradition, the individual con-
gregation had been the backbone of the 3aptist pclity, and it was at this
level that the denomination was mcst affected by interral division.38

The rscords of the Shilch Primitive Baptist Church of Kingston
vividly reveal the bittermess that ruptured many churcnes. The congre-
gation met only periodicaily during the war, ard when it reassembled in
October, 1865, the hatred instilled by four years of civil war prevailed.
With Unicnists in control of the church, the congregaiion passed resolu-
tions declaring "an unfellowship with the Rebellion of 1861." Thkey then
sen% a summons to certain "Brothers and Sisters" to ccme to the next con-
gregational meeting in November and confess to "their course of action
during the late rebeilion." When the summoned members did nct appear in
Novemter, the ccngregation agreed %o give them anotner cproriunity and
wait another month. But when no confessors came in for the December
meeting, Shilon Baptist vegan to pass resolutions of "exclusioan." It
"excluded" thirteen men for having joined the Rebel army and for refusing
to rerounce *th=2ir actions before the church. Over the next five months
another forty-five men and women were removed from the church rclls for

their "Rebel asscciations.'" In the meantime, the "Rebel! members

38, X . . . . .. .
““Bdwards, "Histoxry of the Baptists in Temnessee," 73-743; Lillaxd,
Meigs Countr, 1L1.
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assembled in Decexber, 1865, declaring themselves the "true Shiloh Primi-
tive Baptist Church.'" Since they proclaimed vhemselves the legitizate
church vody, they tegan to "exclude' the Unionists members of the congre-
gation for naving caused "discord and confusion in the churcho"39

The forces that divided Shiloh Baptist ripped through many other
churches in Fast Tennessee in the immediate postwar period. Just as ex-
Rebels were being excluded from the ballot Ttox and forced to leave their
homes, revenge-minded Unicnists saw to it that Rebels wouid also te ex-
cluded from any "loyal' house of worship. In some areas occasional acts
of violence against "Rebel" preachers were reported as late as 1869 and
acts of exclusion based on wartime loyalties would be continued by a few
churches until the 1870's. But as was true of East Tennessee politics
ard society in general, sectionzl tensions within the churches began to
subside by the end cf the decade. Much of this was due, of course, to
the fact that splits within congregations over war issues had resulted
in separate congregations wnich had gone their own wey., Bubt in some
cases there was genuine redemption and forgiveness. As early as 1866,
Cedar Fork Raptist Church in Loudcn County dropped earliexr resoluticns
which had excluded Rebels. After some debate, the congregation agreed
"to take the Bible alone" in determining gqualifications for membership
in the church. And Mount Horeb Presbyterian Church in Jefferson County
rejected the ruling of its General Assembly requiring Retels to confess

their sins. As long as such members 'cheerfully and heartily" cooperated

Q

3%Records of Shiloh Primitive Baptist Church (Roane County), 2 vols.
(microfilm), TSLA., For a similar example, see the recoxds of Cedar Fork
Baptist Church {Lcudon County) {(microfilm), TSILA.
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with ftheir fellow Christians in "building up the church together," no
guestions would be asked. In the early 1870's several Primitive Baptist
churches began to bring pressure on the Powell Association to rescind
its Rebel non-fellowship act. For five years the association resisted,
but in 1875 it officially declared: "We repeal all former acts of the
association touching the fellowship of the saints contrary to the word
of God and take the werd of God as our Guide." In one instance, a dis-
rupted church reunited in 1879. The minutes of the Shiloh Primitive
Baptist Crturch in Rcane County best relate the story.

Be it remembered that in the year of 1865 there arose a dis-

union in Shilo church which has remained until the present

and it has long since been found that said division has not

been beneficial to the cause of our Lord & Master but instead

thereof we feel satisfied that it has proven detrimental to

the cause of religion in the vicinity of our once-happy church.

Therefore we the surviving members of each body mutually agree

to recind [Qlc] all our acts of exclusion.hO

The reunion of Shiloh Church was excepvional inasmuch as most

churches which had split as a result of the war never reunited. And al-
though most of the vestiges of war, such as requiring national loyalty
for church fellowship, would be eliminated, the mari of waxr would be
indelibly imprinted for years. The divisions withir the Methcdist and
Presbyterian churches in East Tennessee, for instance, continued well
into the twentieth century. The once-powerful Methodists divided into

two denominaticns and bickered among thsmselves regarding title of church

property. It was not until 1908 that a leader of the Methodist Episccpal

hOEdwards, "History of the Baptists of Tennessee," 78-79; Price,
Hclston Methodism, IV, 4G2-506; Recoxrds of Cedar Fork Baptist Church;
Session Minutes of Mount Horeb Presbyterian Church {1866), McClung
Ccllection; Shiloh Primitive Baptist Church {microfilm), TSIA.
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Church could observe that the region's communicants were ''almost past
their early problems. The church was gradually being drawn together "in
the common weri of the master," and he felt there were advantages to
having the churches working together in friendly rivalry. Neverthesless,
it was not until 1939, when the llorthern and Southern churches merged
into one national governing body, that there was one Methodist dencmina-
tion in East Tennessee again. Ironically, the national conference at
whicn the church reunited was held in ’rf;no:cville.l't:L
Even to the present day, there are two wings of the Presbyterian
Church (excluding Cumberland Presbyteriens) in Bast Temnessee. Omne
spokesman for the chrarch felt the rivalry was not entirely harmful fo the
denomination. As with the Methodists, these rival branches of the Pres-
byterian Church "are now secking out vacant fields on which to plant their
standards; their Jjealousies impose a strong check on the disposition to
preach anything but the Living Word, and the gospel is thus carried to
the heart of many a wilderness, which, but for the feuds referred to might
have remained solitary and barren wastes."LL2
But such cptimism was not realistic, because in terms of member-
ship beoth the Methodists and Presbyterians began to fall behind the com-~
bined Baptist grouprs in East Tennessee by the end of the century. Most
of the "regular" Zast Tennessee Baptists were willing to cooperate in the

formation of a statewide convention in the 1870's, and as a result, the

L1

.|9 - . - - o .
Y2 nristian Qbgerver, July 28, 1869, guoted in Thompson, Presbyterians
in the South, II, 135.

Hesseltine, "Methodism and Reccnstruction," 651,
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church was thereafter only in competition with cther denorinations and
not fighting within itself. R. N. Price pointed cut that rather than join
a Southermn Methodist Church if there was not a Northern church in their
rneighborhood, many Unionists would simply seex out another denomination;

L3

and the reverse was true for Southerners. The same was true for the
Presbyterians and bty the 1880's J. E. Alexander, a spokesman for the
church in East Tennessee, was concerned over iis decline in pcwer. 'When
we consider that our church was in this field more than a century ago,"
he observed, "and in advance of nearly all denominations, with a popula-
tion favorable and ready to enter and abide in Presbyterian churches » - .
in contrast with the fewness and weakness of our churches [and] with the
slight hold we have on the immense populaticn now on our field, the results
appear humiliating." Alexander hoped that the Presbyterian Church weould
eventually recover its rositicn of supremacy in East Tannessez, tut his
wishes were never fulfilled.

The eixrperience of the churches of East Tennessee during the Civil
War vividly demonstrate the extent of the intemmecine conilict in the
region., Just as the people of the easterm counties divided over the

questicn of national loyality, sc did their churches. Both during and after

N ! . . - .
3Kenaall, Tennessee Baptist Convention, 1llLl-),5; Price, Holston

Methodism, IV, 298. Soon after the war, a Reverend M. R. Hyden called a
meeting of the Post Oak Methodist Church near Rockwood and announced thzt
he would orgurize a "loyal" church. He then proceeded to strike off the
names of sixty-one church members for being disloyal during the war. Ths
expelled group considered taking over the church forcibly or organizing

e

anovher Methodist Church. Instead, they decided to join the Christian
Church down the rcad where politics and war animosities had been ignored.
Harry €. Wagner, "History of ihe Disciples of Christ in Upper Zast
Tennessee" (M.Ac thesis, University cf Tennessee, l9h3), 40.
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the war, individuals sought to uss the church as a means of punishment
and revenge. The bitterness of the conflict at times became ludicrous.
When a Reverend Drake, a "loyal' Methodist minister, was holding a
funeral service in Jcnesboro, the Reverend J. D. Tadwell of the Southexm
Methodist Church forced his way into the service and proceeded to utter
the last words as the body was lowered in the gra.ve.h5

Although examples of church division were no doubt seer in other
parts of the Confederate South, *hey could nct match the extent and fury
of that in East Tennessee. Studies of the churckes in Alebzza snd Mem-
phis, for exzmple, indicate that there was great unity of purpose in
supporiing the Confederacy; and once the war was over, the churches there
were mainly concerned with regaining their material losses., TUnlike zZast
Tenressee, there was no preblem of divided congregations. As cne scholar
said of Alabamzs, "There was a Solid South in church as well as in poli-
tics." Cnly in Zast Tennessee wacs there a definable Northerm and Southem
Methodist Church; and only there was the Methodist Episcopalil Church suc-
cessful in establishinrg a strong foothold. Likewise, the MNew Assembly of
the Presbyterian Church succeeded in establishing thrivirg churches; in
fact ir Blount County to this day, there are no Scuthern Presbyterian
churches, only Northerrn., ZElsewhere in the exz-Confederate South, pastors

L6
of the New School met with a genexral rebuff.”

L5

hoWalter L. Fleming, "The Churches of Alatama During the Civil War
and Reccnstruction," The Gulf States Historical Magazine, I (1502-03), 127:
Fred T, Wooten, "Reiigious Activities in Civil War Memphis." Tennesses
Historical Quarterly, III (i¢LL), 131-L49; Thompson, Presbyterians in the
South, II., 135,

Kroxville Whig, January 23, 1367.
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The intermal strife of the churches in Zast Tennessee served %o
demonstrate further that the lines dividing (onfederates and lcyalists
often continued long after armies had surrendzred and the soldiers had
returmed home. It was only when the churches of ths region sought to
exclude black members from their congregaticns that Zast Tennessee

religicn began to resemble that found in the rest of the South.



CHAFTER IX

BLACKS AND THE TROUBLED ROAD TO FREZDOM

While the Civil War experience of East Tennessee was in many ways
unique because of the strength of Unionism and the bitter intermal
struggle that raged within the region, one aspect of the war years, how-
ever, was not unlike the rest of the South. TFor East Tennesseans, both
black and white, the conflict dramatically altered the master-slave rela-
tionship and saddled the region with racial problems--much like other
areas of the Confederzte South. Fears of slave insurrection, problems
with runaways, military impressment of blacks, controversy over emancipa-
tion and the Freedmen's Bureau, and the instituting of racial segregation
in the post-war years affscted the eastern counties of Tennessee some-
what, as they did elsewhere. Just because East Tennessee showed strong
Union proclivities during the war and spawned a vibrant Republican party
latsr does not mean that there was a corresponding improverent in the rcle
and status of black people. And certainly mest whnite Zast Tennesseans,
regardless of their wartime loyalties, made no effort to embrace the
freedman and make him an equal partner in society. Therefore, for the
region's blacks the war experisnce was not greatly different from that cf
other Southern blacks.

Considering that in the antebellum period, Bast Tennessee had
slavery, albeit on a modest scale, it is not surprising that the treat-
ment of blacks in the Civil War decade did nct differ appreciable from
that seen in other parts of the South. The region's early antisiavery

299
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heritags has perhaps beern cver-emphasized by scholars.l While Fast
Ternessee had several manumission societies in the first third of the
19th century, such orgarizations were small and scattered, and their in-
fluence was not great. Just as significant was the fact that many of
these societies aiso urged the immediate colonization of blacks frox the
South after a program of gradual emancipation. After 18L0 abolitionist
organizations languished and quickly faded.2

White East Tennesseans, like most white Americans, regarded blacks
as inferior beings and believed without question that they should have
clearly defined and inferior roles in society. Indeed, recent schelar-
ship has demonsvrated that while there may have been opposition to the
growth and spread of slavery in the mountain regions of the Scuth, it was
not accompanied by sympathy for blacks as persons. DMost Fast Tennesseans
did not even object to slavery per se; and as one scholar of Tennessese
slavery has observed, they, like all Tennesseans, felb the institution
was "the only practicable, sensible, and feasible solution to the race
problem.” In other woxrds, they may have disliked the grcwth of slavery
and the power of large slaveholders in Middle and West Tennessee; yet they

accepted and supported the institution as a means of social contrcl. Not

1See Queener, "East Tennessee Sentiment," 66; Patton, Unicnism and
Reconstruction in Tennessee, 22; and Temple, East Tennessee, 22. Czleb 2.
Patterson, for example, in The Negro in Tennessee, 1790-1865 (Austin,
Texas, 1922), 197, states that there were scattersd groups of abolitionists
throughout Tennessee as long as slavery e:idsted, but "East Tennessee was
alrost solidly anti-slavery."

2Gordon B. Pirnie, "The Antislavery Movement in the Uppexr South
Before 1840," Journal of Southern History, X7 (1%69), 331-32, 342. By
the 18l0's the major religicus denominations in Fast Tennessee ruled that
it was acceptable for their clergy and Zaymen to own slaves.
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unlike other parts of the South, Zast Tennessee counties maintained regu-
lar slave patrols, newspapers carried frequent anncuncements of runaway
slaves, and restrictions were placed on the movement and liberty of free
blacks. When word reached the region of John Brown's raid in 1859, locsal
newspapers strongly denounced the militant abolitionists, indicating that
Tast Tennesseans shared the general fear of most Southerners of servile
revolt.3

There is no evidence to indicate taat slavery was any more humane
in East Tennesses than in the rest of the South. The debate continues
over the question of whether small slavsholders were generally more leni-
ent with their slaves than large slaveholders--a debate especialliy perti-
nent to Fast Tennessee since the vast majority of slaveholders owned fewexr
than ten slaves. As Bugene Gsnovese maintains, although the pace of work
and material conditions differed on small farms, the range of treaiment
of slaves was about the same as that prevailing on tig pientations. Also
by the eve of the Civii War, treatment of slaves in tnhe uprer and lower
South did not vary greatly. Ths major difference was that the slaves on
small farms, throughout the South, usually received inferior rmaterial
benefits, such as food and clothing, inferior to those on larger farms

and plantations. Therefore most slaves did not clamer to be sold to

“Mooney, Slavery in Temmessee, §5; Fiunie, "The Antislavery Move-
ment in the Upper South," 342; George M. Fredrickson, The Black Image in
the White Mind: The Detete cn Afro-American Character and Destiny, 1817-
191L (Wew York, 1971), 20; Gordon B. McKirmey, "Scuthsrn Mountain Repub-
licans and the Negro, 1865-1900," Journal of Southern History, XTI (1975),
L95; Kneoxville Whig, October 22, November 5, 13, 1859; Athens Post,
November 5, 1859; Clevelani Banner, Gctober 29, 1859,




302

to small farmers even when they had a choice.h

The strong Unionism of Fast Tennessee during the secession crisis
was not tied to an opposition to slavery. As discussed previously, many
of the leading Unionists in East Tennessee owned slaves. Severzl delegates
to the East Tennessee Convention were slaveholders; and in no part of th
debates of 1861 were antislavery sentiments voiced in defense of Bast
Tennessee's pro-Union stand. O the contrary, most Unionists expressed
their loyalty in texms which advocated white supremacy and +the preserva-
tion of slavery. A Unionist from Greeneville, convinced tkat the South
was "fighting for the negro as much as any one thing," maintained thatv it
had acted much too rashly because the North did not wznt "to place us on
an equality with the negroes. . » ." T. 4. R. Nelson vigorously affirmed
that there was no evidence that President Linceln weuld subjugate the
South and emancipate the slaves by force. Should Lincoln co so, however,
Nelson advised resistance, "at all hazards and to the last exiremity."
William G. Brownlow was as anxious as any Southermer to preserve slavery,
but he thought the institution could be best maintained by remaining in
the Urdion and fighting for the rights that amply guaranteed it and pro-
tected it under the Constitution. 3But the Parscon also stressed "if we
were once convinced in the border Slave States that the Administration at
Washington . . . contemplated . . . the abolishing of slavery, there would
not e a Tnion man among us in twenty-four nours." Not until the war had

changed the whole aspect of slavery did 3rownilow and some of his Unioniszt

[

Zugene D, Genovese, Roll dordar Roll, The World the Slawes Made
far -
(Wew York, 197L), T7-9.
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colleaguss alter their firm support oi the peculiar institutioneS

Cbviously East Tennessee Unicnists were convinced that the newly-
elected Lincoln administration wes not a threat to slavery. 2But ironi-
cally, socn after the election and well into the spring of 1861, many
whites had fears of slave insurrection. Recent studies of Alabama,
Mississippi, and Scuth Carclina on the eve of the Civil War by William
L. Barmey and Steven Channing demonstrate that whites in those states
became almost paranocid in late 186C and early 1861. Barmey argues that
while quite often alarms of slave unrest were exaggerated, they nevertine-
less contributed to disunion in Mississippi and Alabama. Channing con-
tends that the "fear-of-insurrection-zbolition syndrome” was the coxre of
the secession persuasion in South Carolina in 1860.6

Although such an argument cannot be successfully applied to E=ast
Tennessee, the people of the region, nevertheless, sxhibited some aprre-
hensions of servile revolt. A few weeks after Lincoln's slgction, a
Greeneville Unionist wepcrted that fear swept the commuity after a stable
had beexn burned in town. Three blacks were arrested for the crime and
rumor had it that they declared "it was just a commencement.® Then in
the spring, fears of Negro unrest mounted in much of the regicn as ths
nation seemed to be falling apart. In Arril, the Chattanocoga mayor and

boaxd of aldermen passed an crdirance "in regard *o slaves & free tersons

“Yilliam Jevis to Mary Wilscn, September 6, 1861, Mary Wilson MSS,
SHC; Kroxville Whig, June 8, May 18, 1861.

6rrinn s . . .

William L. Barney, The Secessionist Impulse: Alabama and Mis-
sigsippi in 1860 (Princeton, 197L), 171-7L; Steven A. Channing, Crisis
of Fear, Secession in South Carolina (New Yoxk, 1970), 264-€5,
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of cclor." Previously any black, free or slave, could be on the streests
of the city after 7:30 P.M. only with the written permission of an owner
or emvployer; violation of the coce could result in twenty lashes. Now
no black would be allowed on the streets after T7:30, with or withcut per-
mits, and the penalty was increased to thirty lashes. An incident in
Hawkins County no doubt convinced many people that racial warfare was
near. On May 1, 1861, near Rogersville, two slaves murdered their mis-
tress, her daughter, son-in-law, and another woman. Immediately extra
slave patrols werz organized all over the county and the movement of
blacks was severely restricted. Two weeks later a community of seventy-
seven free blacks was broken up by a ccmpany of local Confecerate voliun-
teers much to the satisfaction of local whites, since free Negroes had
always been regarded with disdain and suspicion. In the meantime, two
black suspects were arrested for the murder of the whites and after con-
fessing to the crime, they were quickly sentenced to be hanged.7 Whether
or not she was aware of the Hawkins County incident, Myra Inman of Cleve-
land recorded that citizens were arming themselves with pistols becauss
"the negroes were to have an insurrection." And secessionists in Meigs
County planned to keep a close watch on both Unionistz and slaves in the
area. On May 10, 1861, Jokn M. Lillard wrote a friend that "we have a

company called the home guard formed of old men . . . who will attend to

7William Davis to Mary Wilson, December 19, 1860, Wilson MSS, SHC;
Minutes of the Chattancoga Mayor and Board of Aldermen, April 29, 1861,
p. 101, Chattanooga-Familton County Libraxry; "Confederate History of
Hawkins County," 2; Catherine Watterscn to W. H, Watterson, May 21, 31,
18¢1, Watiersor M3S, McClung Ccllection. Miss Watterson wrote that her
wncle, an attorney, believed the evidence againstv the accused was suspect
because "a rnegro will confess any thing under the lashi!"
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the Negross and white mer that take the Lincoln sicde in the struggles . - »
there will e about 3 such companies in the county." Fears of slave
rebellion subsided ty late summer of 1861 when several regiments of
Confezderate troops arrived and when an iIntermecine struggle among whites
developed. That no mass rebellicn of blacks occurred may also have eased
fears somewhat.

But incidents of racial violence in Bast Tennessee in 18€2 rudely
aroused old fears of slave plots. Tor example, inearlyAugust, as he
returned to his rural home, Williiam R. Caswell, prominent Kroxville busi-
nessman oefore the war and now Tennessee militia general, was knocked from
his horse, severely clubbed, and then slashed at the throat. Neighbors
found him lying in a pool of blood near the road but were unable to help
him--he died within a few minutes. Although no one was ever arrested

for the murder, the Knoxville Register, no doubt mindful of an increasi:

¥

runaway slave problem, stated that there was "a strong presucption that
the murderer . . . was a runaway negro."9
Similar incidents in Meigs County a few weeks later also rekindled
fears that, given the oprortunity, slaves might violently strike back at
wiites. Someitime during the day of September 23, Jacodb Womack, a 63-year
0ld farmer and owner of several blacks, whipped some of his slaves afier
an argnment. Angered by the incident, two Negroes, Jim and Kit, wanted

revenge., At sunset, they grabbed Womack snd slashed him frcm ear to ear

with a butcher kmife, Some of Womack's neighbors discevered his vody the

3
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next day; and within a few hours the two slaves were captured by a detail
of the '"home guard." They condemned the slaves to death by hanging and
locked them up in Womack's kitchen. Kit managed to escape during the
night and was never recaptured; but Jim was lynched the next merning
from a nearby tree. A few days later another racial flare-up occurred
at the plantation of John Womack (a cousin of Jacob). A slave became
bitterly angry with his master, picked him up and carried him to a wood
pile, where he tried to cut the old man's head off. Forturately for
Womack, his son, home on leave from the Confederate army, shot ths slave
in the nick of time.lo

The Athens and Knoxville newspapers gave prominsnt afthention to
such incidents and hand in hand with Confederate authorities attempted to
use the race issue as a means of drawing "Tories" into the Southern fold,
especially after President Lincoln's Emancipation Proclamaticn. Even
though the preliminary proclamation of September, 1862, exempted the loyal
vorder states, in addition to Louisiana and Tennessee, supporters of
slavery argued that it would eventuvally be struck down everywhere. 4
Sullivan Countian felt the vroclamation might lead tc racial wiclence.

Ee maintained that he had aiways dreaded th2 thought of servile insur-
rection especizlly now that civil war had grown out of "“the abolition
strife." BEast Tennessee newspapers pvrinted copies of Lincoln's document,
no doubt with the hope of raising the ire of all citizens. In the same
issue that described the grisly murder of Jacob Womack, the editor of

the Athens Post called for a public meeting to counsider recent events.,

lO.Athens Post, Octcher 3, 1862; Lillard, Meigs County, 117-19.
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Certain that anyone who read the proclamation could no longer support the
Union, he hoved that a public rally in Athens wculd help old enemies in
the county forget their differences and now join in a common cause against
Iincoln in his attemrt "at the subjugation of the white race, and the
emancipation and equalization of the negroes."ll

Confederate General Samuel Jones, placed in command of the TPistrict
of Bast Tennessee ir September, 1862, tried to use the Emancipation Prccla-
mation as a means of changing the loyalty of many Unionists, including
T. A. R. Nelson. In a private meeting held in Knoxzville, General Jones
persuaded the Congressman to issue an address to the people of Zast Tennes-
see condemning the proclamation. In it Nelson declared that had he kmown
it was the object of the North to subjugate the South and emancipate the
slaves in viclation of the Constitution, "I would have gone as far as the
farthest in advocating resistance to the utmost extent." Lincoln, said
Melson, in one fell swoop had deprived the Southern people of their right
to nold siaves, a right guaranteed by the very Constitvtion he was attempt-
ing to defend. Nelson reminded his readers that he had warmed or slave
insurrection at the outbreak of the war. "The Union men of East Teunessce
are not now and never have been ccmmitted to the doctrines of incendriaiszm
[g;g} and murder tc wnich Mr. Lincoln's proclameticn leads," he asserted.
If *the proclamation was maintained, there would be no Union to work for,

- . - 12
no Constitution to struggie for, and no hope of peace.

llR. P, Pickle to T. A. R. Nelson, Octoter 7, 1862, Nelscn MSS,

McClung Collection: Athens Post, Oztober 2, 1862,

ldOfficial Records, Series 1, XVI, pt. 2, pp. 909-11; Knoxville
Register, October 3, 1802.
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Although Nelson did not go so far as to endorse the Confederacy,
General Jones intended to make the most of the Congressman's address.
The general asked the editor of the Athens Post to copy it and to com-
ment in such a way as to please Nelson and his followers. Even the
Knoxville Register gave favorable editorial attention to its o0ld foe,
At the same time, other Unionists such as John Netherland, Nathaniel G.
Taylor, and Seth Lucky assured Jones of their tacit endorsement of the
Nelson stance: and the general was encouraged that the time had passed
for the Union party in East Tennessee. Yet Jones was disappointed in his
campaign to sway East Tennesseans away from the Union on the race issue.
Many East Tennessee Unionists were appalled by the Emancipation Proclama-
tion and their loyalty to the Federal government may have wavered; but
in the end, they could not ke converted to the Southern cause. Posgssibly
mindful of the exempticn of Tennessee from emancipation and still hopeful
that the proclamation could be rescinded, these slave-supporting Unionists
would retain their loyalties and welcome Federal occupation in 1863. Yet
they would never forgive the Lincoln administration for its stance against
slavery.13

The questiocn of slavery and its futursz as a viabtle institution be-
came a special concern to many Bast Tennzsseans upon Federal occupation
of the region. Within months, the slavery issue would do much to drive a
wedge into the BEast Tennessee Unionist coalition which had beern foxmed in
1861, TFor Nelson and the Unionist colleagues who had endorsed his posi-

tion in 1862, the belief that slaverr should b2 preserved did not alter

13 . - - . u . -
“0fficial Records, Seriss 1, XVI, pt. 2, pp. 207-08, 9L4-4T:
Knoxville Register, October 5, 1362.
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once East Tennessee came under Federal control; and by late 1863 other
loyal supporters, including John Williams, John Fleming, Judge John Baxter,
bridge-burning ringleader William B. Carter, and Brigadier General James
G. Spears of Bledsoe County, joined their ranl;s.lL‘L For that matter,

Oliver Temple, who did not become a member of this new coalition, con-

ceded that "a majority of the Union ieaders of East Tennessee" opposed

the Lincoln acdministration and its policies in 186h.15
Most of these men had been staunch Whig partisans before the war;

and allied with Parson Brownlow and Oliver Temple, they had provided stiff

opposition to the Democratic party in East Tennessee, especially one of

its key leaders, Andrew Johnson. In 1861, party labels wexe at least

temporarily tossed aside by these men in an effort to preserve their

region for the Union; and the people of the easterm counties witnessed

the spectacle of o0ld bitter political foes Jjoining hands in a common

cause. Yet none of these men had guestioned the morality or legality

of slavery in 18él. Even Andrew Johnson originally based his Tnionism

on terms that still assured the presexrvation of slavery. As one student

of the former tailor!s racial attitudes points out, althcugh Jolinson had

a deep distrust cf the slavehclding aristocracy, he cupporied sizvery as

long as there was no other available means of protecting white supremzcy.

But because the perception of slavery that Johnson and other East

|
143 ezrs had served bravely in the Union army throughout the first
three years of the war; but soon arter President Lincoln issued the
Emancipaticn Proclamatisn, the gensral cpenly criticized the policy, 4l
though warned to keevp his political views private, Spears refused to re-
main silent and was therefore ccourt-martialed and dismissed from service
for insubordinaticn in eariy 186L. Temple, Notable Men, 188.

15

Ihid,., 165.
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Tennesseans held changed during the war, the league of Unionists formed
early in the war began to crack.16

While some East Tennessee Unionists like Nelson and Netherland
openly rejected the Emancipation Proclamation, the attitudes of Governor
Johnson and William G. Brownlow toward slavery changed and they were not
disturbed by the new policy. Within months after the final proclamation,
Johnson would lend his whole-hearted approval. For that matter, as early
as July, 1862, two months before Lincoln issued the prelimirary Fmancipa-
tion Froclamation, the Governor had intimated that his position on slavery
had shifted. In a Fourth of July speech, Johnson exclaimed that as long
as the Southern states remained in a state of rebellion, slavery would
die. In fact, said Johnson, if they persisted "in forcing the issue of
slavery against the Government, I say in the face of Heaven, 'Give me my

Govermment, and let the negroes go!" By the end of the summer of 1863,

[$))

he had completely atandoned his lifelong belief in and defense of th
peculiar institution. In a public speech, the Governor deciared that
slavery was a cancer on society and that s%atesmen should take up the
scalpel "not simply to vare away the exterior and leave the roots to prop-
agate the disease anew, but to remove it altogether." Bui Johknscn had not
actually undergone a complete metamorphcsis in his racial attitudes, fer
in January, 186l, he stated publicly that he preferred that the Negro be
colonized to Mexico "or some other country corngenial to his nature." The
self-proclaimed champion of the common man before the war believed that

the end of slavery would break the hold of the sristocracy which had

16Ibid., L,C7-08; David W. Bowen, "Andrew Jchnson and the Negro"
(Ph.D. dissertation, University of Ternessee, 1976), 155-56.
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controlled state govermment and society for so long. In addition, aboli-
tion would in a sense serve as a means of punishment for those whom he
blamed for initiating the rebellion. Therefore in January, 18€lL, when
announcing his policy for reconstructing Tennessee, Johnson maintained
that slavery would have to be abolished. To loyal slavenolders, he
offered personal advice by urging them %o do as he had done with his
own slaves--hire them out for their la.bor.17

William G. Brownlow approached the slavery issue along similaxr
lines. While he did not embrace immediate emancipation as early as John-
son, the Parson excoriated the slaveholding aristocracy while maintaining
his own blatant racism. To him these elites had lorded it cover East Ten-
nessee for forty years and should be driven out. "This was an aristocracy
founded alone upon the nigger," he maintained, "and so far has it carried
its insolence for years" that its members treated the common foik only
with an air of great condescension. By the spring of 186i:, Brownlow had
fully accepted the idea of complete and immediate emancipaticn as 2 means
of punishing Rebels. In April of 186l, he stated that there was no issue
that troubled "a certain class of Unio:xn men'" more than the freeing of the
slaves. The Parson had little sympathy fcr ‘hese men though. Slavery
should be abolished "if for no other reason as a punishment of those who

brought on the rebellion, and plunged tke ccuntry into all iis trouble."18

17Nash.ville Deily Union, July 5, 1552, Sepiember 1, 1863; Hall,
Military Governmor, 117; Knoxville Whig, February 13, 186L.

18

Knoxville Waig, February 20, April 23, 186L.
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Support for emancipation had other advocates in East Tennessee.
Samuel Milligan, an old friend of Andrew Johnson from Greeneville, wrote
the Governor that he was convinced there could be no hope for peace and
prosperity as long as slavery existed in a single state of the Union.
"I am aware this doctrine is not palatable to many of the larger slave-
holders even in E. Tenn.," he added, "and it must be much less so to
those of middle and west Tenn; but who that has studied its history as I
have attempted *¢ dc . . . from Abraham down even [to] Jeff Davis can
believe it is a permanent institution, and must not one day be abolished?"
A public meeting in Roane County in January, 186l, adcpted gradual emanci-
pation as one of its resolutions. The Roane Countians maintained that the
Southern states were warring on "free and republican govermmert." They
ﬁad placed slavery at the cornerstone of their gcvermment, thus making
that institution an issue which should have been left alone. Because of
their disloyalty, the rebellious states should suffer the consequences.
The meeting then resolved that since the Southeirmn slaveholcders had Uy
their own hands "stricken the fatal and suicidal blow at that peculiar
institution," accomplishiig wkat could not have been sffected in y2ars by
"outside eremies," a system of gradual emancipation should te acopted as
soon as possible. In March of 186lL, slaverolder William C1lif%t of Chatta-
nooga stated that emancipaticn wes the chief political issue of the day
in Tennessee. When asked his opinion, Cliit was wiliing to endorse free-
dom for the slaves "& leave them in ths states where they respec*ively
belong. « o " In February of the follcocwing year, as Congress prepared
the Thirteenth Amendment, John Underwood of {leveland wrote, "I shall vote

ratification tc the amendment to the constitution if permitied by the
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Rebs to do away with slavery the curse of Femilies the curse of communi-
tiegs and the great curse of this nation so that our grand children will
not share the fate of us and our children."19

Nevertheless, debate continued in East Tennessee and the conflict-
ing views became particularly evident in April of 186l with the recon-
vening of the East Tennessee Convention. Aware that Abraham Lincoln's re-
election would be decided the following November, T. A. R. Nelson issued
a call for all awvailable delegates of the old Zast Tennessee Convention
to meet in Knoxville on April 12. Nelson hoped that the former Whigs of
Tennessee would make their weight felt in the election of a president to
succeed Lincoln who would bring the war to a quick conclusion and guaran-
tee the protection of slavery in the state. Delegates met on the appointed
day, and as Oliver Temple recalled, a major breach deveioved immediately.
While Nelson, John Baxter, William Carter, Jamwes Spears, Wiiliam Heiskell,
and John Fleming, old leaders of the Greeneville Ccaventior, agzead %o
oppose Lincoln and his "radical” policies, they weres confronted by Governor
Johnson, Brownlow, Horace Maynard, Daniel C. Trewhitt, Samuel Milligan,
and Oliver Templa. The lattzr grcup was ir turn joined by a new group of
men who had risen to positions of prominence in the Tnion army ard had
acquired a maxrtial hatred of foes still in arms against them. They ex-
pressed fuil support of the Lincoln administration and endorsed Governor

Johnson'!s policy of immediate emanciration in the state and stringent

19Sa.muel Milligan to Andrew Johnscn, October 21, 1863, Andrew John-
son MSS, IC; Knoxville Whig, April 23, 186L; Williaz $lift to Nancy B.
Ciift, March 17, 1864, Clift MSS, TSLA; Jchn Underwood to Enoch Underwood,
Tebiwary 13, 1865, in Burl Underwood, The Underwoods, from Roarinz Gap
/NC) to Dumrlin Valley (TN) & Cnward (Knoxville, 1975), 1L2.
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treatment of Rebels. As a result, all sessions of the meeting were cdomi-
nated by bitter debate, and by the fourth day, passions were sc heated
that the convention voted to adjourn sine die without issuing one resolu-
tion.20

The 186l session of the East Tennessee Convention did ncthing to
resolve any of the points of contention within the ranks of the Unionists;
and if anything, it served to widen the rift between those who called
themselves Conservatives and those who now referred to themszlves as
Unconditionals or Radicals. Not satisfied with the results of the ccnven-
tion, Unconditicnal Unionists two days later heid a public meeting in
Knoxville as suggested by Governor Johnson. The conclave endorsed eran-
cipation, urged the punishment of those who had committed treason, and
gave its endozrsement of Lincoln in the November elections. And when
Johnson was nominated to serve as Lincoln's vize-presidential candidate,
the Unconditionals gave the Governor their full. support shroughout the
election campaign. TForsaking their lifelong antipathy for the Democracy,
Nelson and most of his East Tennessee Conservative colleagues joined
Middle Tennessean William B. Campbell and West Tennessean Emerscn Etheridge
in support of the Democratic presidential nominee George B, McClellan., Al-
theough they esteblished a political crganizaticn for the Mcllellan can-
paign, they were virtually eliminated by Andrew Johnson who used his

authority as military governcr, He prescribed that in order to vote, each

20y 1exander, T, A. R. Nelson, 111-15; Temple, Notable Men, 92, 120,
165, U4J7; Kncxville Whig, April 2, 16, 23, 186L. Unfortunately, the
ninutes of this third meeting of the East Tennessee Corvention have not
besn preserved. I have been urable to determine how many delegates
attended or whzt counties wsre represented. The cnly primary sourcs
accounts of the meeting are brief reports in the Xnoxville Whig, Nashville
Tines and Unicn, and Chattanooga Gazette.
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qualified citizen would have to take a test oath stating that he would
reject armistice or peace with Rebels and that he would support emancipa-
tion in Tennessee. Since these were the very issues that the Conserva-
tives had rallied around, for all practical purposes they were disfran-
chised in the election. As a result, only a small minority of Tennesseans
voted and, as expected, they supported the Lincoln-Johnson ticket.Zl

In the meantime, the debate over emancipation continued. When
several loyal East Tennessee slaveholders proposed gradual emancipation,
the Unconditional Unionists rejected the idea. Parson Browrnlow felt the
only acceptable pay for releasing slaves was a $300 bounty given masters
who enlisted their slaves in the army. Other than this, lcyal slave-
holders possessed no exemption from the losses and calamities of the
conflict. "We have all had our losses in this war--the mechanic and the
laboring wan--but who can reckon them up, and pay them all?," Brownlow
asked. By early 1865 the Parson contended that the test of a man's
Unionism was his willingness to "discard what favors the rebellion." Re-
cause slavery "favored and strengthened the rebellion, besides bteing the
main cause of the conflict, it must be totally destroyed. The Parson then
concluded his editorial,

No man joined in the revolt who did not cwn slaves oi was the
tool of some one who did own slaves. Bvery rebel banner thrown
in the breeze is in the name of slavery. . . . The nigger is
the rebellion and the rebellion is the nigger, and to put down
the one we have to get rid of the other. Nor will it do to

talk abtout gradual abolishment of slavery in Tennessee. Gradual
emaricipation means the gradual putting down of the rebellion. 22

23
“~Temple, Notable Men, 107-03; Hall, Military Governor, 126-27.

1) :
““Knoxville Whig, April 16, 18€l, January 11, 1865.
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The official death of slavery in Tennessee came when five hundred
Unionists, mostly Bast Tennesseans, including Parson Brownlow, gathered
in Nashville in January, 1865, to amend the state constitution and pro-
vide for the restoration of civil government. After considerable debate,
the convention submitted a "schedule'" to '"the people" which repudiated
the state's ordinance of secession and military league with the Con-
federacy in 1861, and amended the state constitution so as to declare
the unequivocal and immediate emancipation of all slaves in Tennessee.
Those eligible to vote did so in a February referendum which arproved
all of the convention's proposals. Thus the controversy over slavery's
continuvation as a legal institution ended abruptly.

But the event was in reality anti-climactic in East Tennessee, be-
cause for all practical purposes slavery there had long since suffered a
de facto death. And in many ways the heated debate ths.t raged in 18€i over
slavery had been superfluous because the very disruptive nmasurs of the war
itself had done much more to weaken the peculiar institution than did the
proposed policies of Governor Johnson and Parscn Brownlow. As a matter
of fact, in issuing his January, 186l, proclamation advccating the end
of slavery in Tennessee, Johnson pointed out that emancipation was really
a moot gquesiion because the institution had already undergone a process
of disintegraticn. From what he could tell, all of the slawves were
"turned loosa" enywzy. "“The instituticn of slavery is turned into a
traveling institution," Le argued, 'and goes just where it pleases.'" And

in the spring cf 136}, Parson Brownlcw ridiculed Unionists who cried for
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the preservation of slavery because in reality the institution was alrzady
"done for."23

Johnson and Brownlow were correct in their assertion that slavery
had suffered a de facto death. For that matter, the process of deteriora-
tion actually began during the period of Confederate occupation and quickly
gathered momentum after Federal authorities regained control of the re-
gion. 7Yet in some ways the system operated during the war as it rad in
times of peace. For example, the buying and selling of slaves continued
throughout the war, although on a diminished scale after Federal occupa-
tion. Newspapers frequently carried advertisements for auction ia which
slaves of all ages were sold. In February, 1863, W. S. Rogers placed a
notice in the Knoxville Register anmnouncing the sale of fifty "Valuable
Negroes, Jjust received from Virginia and North Carolina.'" In the group
were house servants, field hands, and mechanics. J. S. Hurlbur: reported
that three or four men in Bradley County maintained a regular slavetrading
business. One of them, Confederate Congressman William H. Tibbs, tock
advantage of his governmental position in Richmond to bring grcups of ten
or fifteen slaves back to Cleveland to sell at high profit. Just a few
weeks before Federal occupation, the Athens Post annourced the sale of
ten "likely negroes" to help settle the estate of the late Thomas B.
McElwee. And in January, 186l, after Federal control had been established
in the region, the Anderson County Court announced the sale of slaves to

to settle the estate of the late Peggy C. McKamy.2h

23Andrew Johnsen's Speech on Restoration of State Government,
January 21, 186lL, Johnson MSS, IC; Knoxville Whig, April 23, 186k,

2}'f‘Knoxville Register, August 27, 1862, February 17, 1863; Broadside
Advertising the Sale of Slaves at Knoxville, Februzry 10, 1362, Tilghman-
Baws Scrapbook, UI Special Ccllections; Hurlburt, Bradley Ccuniy, 18;
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Desrite examples such as these, the disruptive nature of the war
did much to break the cld system and disturb the master-slave relationship.
As in other parts of the Confederacy, ¥ast Tennessee slaves were probably
hired out by their masters or sometimes pressed into service by the
Southernm army to help perform much of the physical labor, especially the
construction of fortifications and other military installations. Although
masters were paid in most cases for the use of their slaves, they never-
theless lost the service of their chattels for short or sometimes long
periods of time. In some instances, slaveholders never saw some of their
slaves again and they complained that quite often their servants were re-
turned in poor condition.25

Slavery in East Tennessee was affected in another way because of
the intense social, political, and economic tensions that gripped the
region from early in the conflict. With large numbers of men joiniag
the Southern army and even more escaping Confederate persecution in the
region, and with East Tennessee whites involved in a bitter struggls
among themselves, strict control cver slaves became exiremely difficult.
As a result, an increasing number of East Tennessee slaves attempted to
take acdvantage of the situation and escape the bonds of siavery. TUn-
doubtedly aware of the large-scale escape of Unionists from the region,

many slaves sought to emulate their example.26 While large numbers Iled

Athens Post, September 20, 1861, February 27, July 17, 1863; Knoxville
Whig, January 30, 186L.

25Bell I. Wiley, Southern Negroes, 1861-1865 (New Haven, 1938),
112-1)4, 123-2l; Barrison A. Trzxler, "The Opvcsition of Flanters to the
Employment of Slaves as Laborers by the Confederacy," Mississippi Valley
Historical Review, XXVII (194C-L1), 211, 223-2l.

IS
2"A’t: times slaves may have helped white Unionists escape from Eact
Tennessee. Abram Jobe of Washington County, for example, reported that a




315
into Kentucky, many probably crossed into Middle Tennessee, especially
Nashville where thousands of black refugees crowded almost as soon as
Federal occupation began in early 1862. The number of want ads concern-
ing runaway slaves in the Knoxville and Athens newspapers increased by
mid-1862; and in the fall of that year, the editor of the Athens Post
complained that '"skeedaddling towards Abraham's domain" was not confined
entirely to Unionist "poor white trash." Iarge numbers of the "colored
brethren" were also escaping to the mountains and he advissd slaveholders
to maintain a close watch over their property and insure thet slaves were
kept in their "proper pla.ces."27
While the structure of slavery began to crumble in the first two
years of the war, this process of deterioration accelerated when East
Tennessee came under Federal control. Like other irngtituticns of the
region, slavery was deeply affected by the powerful shock of transition.
Although it was still a legal institution beczause of Tennessee's exemp-
tion from the Emancipation Proclamation, according to the Confiscation
Act passed by Congress in July, 1862, all slaves of perscns who had in
any way aided or abetted the rebellion were considered free once they
came within Union lines. Therefore when rumors becams rampart in August

of 1863 that Federal invasion of Bast Tennessee was imminent, many cf

the Confederate sympathizers who hastily fled south took their slaves

black man directed him to hiding places and escape routes to avoid Rebel
patrcls., "Memoirs of Abram Jobe," 1,0, TSIA.

‘7Peter Maslowsxi, "'Treason Must Be Made Qdious': Military
Occupation and Wartime Reconstruction in Nashville, Tennessee, 1862-
1865" (Ph.D. dissertation, Ohio State University, 1972), 228; Athens
Post, November 7, 1862.
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with them. Some masters simply sent their slaves farther into the
southern interior with plans to use them on rented farms or plantations.
Myra Inman of Cleveland, for example, recorded that her family packed up
many of their '"darkies'" and sent them south. Like many slaveholders who
decided to stay on their own property and brave the invasion, the Inmans
selected only the able-bodied and most valuable slaves for removal.
Other masters left in such haste or regarded their slaves as ar encum-~
brance that they simply abandoned them to their own fate. A deep-seated
distrust of slaves was heightened in the tension of the moment. Amid
the confusion of impending invasion, it was easy for some to slip away
or be lost by other means.2

In spite of the de jure protection of Unionists' slaves, loyal

citizens also lost many of their Negroes cnce East Tennessee came under
Federal domination. Many of these slaveholders were aware that preserva-
tion of the institution would be difficult. Within days after the Feder-
al army had gained control of lower East Tennessee in September, 18€3,
W. J. Kelly, a concerned loyal slaveholder from Mzrion Ccunty, wrote
Governor J«imson, seeking advice "as to what is best for us to do with
our negroes.'" IHe owned forty; but now their services were "worthless"
and unfortunately they were consuming about all of hLis meager provisioms.
He could turn them over to the army, but he was concerned for their
future; he also did noct want to cause an additional drain on army sup-
plies. '"They have nearly all been raised in our families," he asserted,

"and we feel a great deal of sympathy for them.'" Xelly then suggested

28Wiley, Scuthern Negroes, 3-l4; Myrz Inman Diary, August 21,
September 6, 7, 1863, SHC.
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thav "we would rathzsr . . . you take them," apparently meaning to turn
them over to the large contraband camps in Nashville. For this Xelly was
willing to be paid "whatever the Govermment price may be" for them. There
is no record of Johnson's reply, but it is unlikely that he responded
favorably because of the already overcrowded conditions in the contraband
canps and his stated belief in immediate emancipation without compensa.-
tion to slave owners. Kelly may have let his slaves go or they may have
left on their own as many others did in the months following the change
in occupying forces.29

Whether they were released by their master or escaped on their own
initiative, the number of slaves on East Tennessee fzrms quickly began to
diminish., In November, 1863, the Knoxville Whig observed that many slaves
had "struck for liberty" since Federal trcops had moved intc East Tennes-
see. And in the spring of 186L, Mary Jane Reynolds of Loudon reported
the wholesale desertion of slaves from Unionist zwi Rebel sympathizers
alike. William Eeiskell, staunch Unionist and dzlegate wo the East
Tennessee Convention in 1861, lost every one of his fifty Negroes. With
transportation and communications being disrupted, it was nearly impossible
for a master to launch an effective search to reclaim escared slaves.
Moreover if the slaves of a Unionist ran away and were captured, the master,
under the Confiscation Act, had to prove his loyalty to Federal authcrities
in order to reclaim his property. Brownlow freguently complained of

"notorious" ex-Rebels who attempted to assert their loyalty to the Union

in order to reciaim their slaves. "We confess to having no sympathy with

29 .
. J. Kelly %o Andrew Jomnscn, September 9, 1863, Andrew Johnson
MSS, IC.
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rebels whose negroes are leaving them, and who are crying and howling
over their losses," pontificated the editor.30

While those slaves who had escaped from bcndage during Confederate
occupation fled to Kentucky or Middle Tennessee, after BEast Tennessee came
under Federal control, freed or abandoned slaves rarely sought refuge out-
side of their native region. Instead, they began to crowd into the towns
and cities, especially when troops and guerriilas roamed East Tennessee.
Those blacks remaining in the countryside were sometimes at the mercy of
the armies, both Confederate and Union. Myra Inman reported that when
Sherman's army moved into the Cleveland area in November of 1863, soldiers
entered the quarters of her family's house servants and stole everything
that could be moved, including sven the quilt cff the bed of cne of the
elderly slaves. In the early fall of 186lL, several Zormer slaves paid
with their lives because they had joined a Federal work camp in Meigs
County. A detachment of Confederate cavalry attacked a Union work camp
at Stewart's landing, scattering soldiers, Negro laborers, and women in
all directions. According to one of the Rebel troopers; several of the
unarmed Negroes were killed outright and one Confederate soldier cut the
throats ¢f three wounded Negroes with a bowie knife. Then as the leader
of the cavalry rounded up his troops and prepared to rejoin the main Con-
federate force under General Joe Vheeler, his soldiers held on to one
large black who, according to the account, had been "impudent and in-

sux.ting," and then carried him off, possibly to be soid into slavery

3OKnoxville Whig, November 11, 10663; Mary Jane Reynolds to Simeon
D. Reymolds, March 13, April 1, 186l, UT Special Collectionms.
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again. Freedom for these former slaves had been short—lived,31

While many slaves moved to the city for the reiative security it
offered, Thomas Humes asserted that most blacks "manifested a strong in-
clination for town life." This inclination on the part of some freedmen
was no doubt prompted by a desire to obtain wage-earning Jjobs which were
offered in limited numbers and also by a desire to receive an education.,
Mary Jane Reynolds reported that several slaves from the Loudon area had
moved to Knoxville for jobs and the availability of schools.32

Several Northern benevolent organizations attempted to aid the
freedmen by issuing supplies to the destitute and by providing educaticn.
Most organizations, including the Freedmen's Aid Commission (Cincinnati),
the Northwestern Freedmen's Aid Commission (Chicago), the Pennsylvania
Freedmen's Relief Association, the United Presbyterian Freedmen's Associ-
ation, the American Baptist Home Missiorary Society, and the American
Missionary Association, began operating schools for blacks ir Fast Tennes-
see in 186L. The United Presbyterian Mission in Knoxville under the direc-
tion of R. J. Creswell opened a school in May, and soon more thzn a hundred
pupils were enrolled. Like the other benevolent association schoels,
Creswell's was forced to operate in the available structures, because the
stresses and strains of war prevented the construction of new tuildings.

Initially Creswell held classes at the abandoned First Baptis*t Church,

but in the late summer local members of the congregation forced the

3
120-21.

32Humes, Loyal Mountaineers, 298; Mary Jane Reynolds to Simeon D.
Reynclds, April 1, June 20, 186lL, Reynolds MSS, UT Special Collections.

“Myra Inman Diary, November 29, 1863, SHC; Lillard, Meigs County,
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teacher to find other facilities. 3By October a congregational committee
persuaded military authorities to returm the church to the congregation.
Creswell pleaded with a deacon of the church to let him use at least the
basement for a classroom; but the deacon replied that because of a long-
standing church policy, no portion of the building could be used "for
other than religious services connected with the RBaptist Church." Never-
theless, the deacon assured Creswell, individual members of the church
would be glad "to forward the interests and improvement of our colored
population." A4s a result, the school moved to an old blacksmith shop,
where it paid $20 a month rent. Through Creswell's effor*c and cthers
like him, many East Tennessee blacks began to gain at least the rudiments
of an education in the last months of the war.33

Many whites bitterly resented the establishment of these schools,
arguing that they were an attempt to provide social equality for Negroes.,
Also the negative attitude toward these schools was in part a reaction to
the large-scale migration of blacks to the urban centers. As might be
expected, white citizens in the cities of Bast Tennéssee grew increasingly
uneasy over the movement of black refugees into their environs. "Stop
the Niggers!," exclaimed Parson Brownlow. He deplored the fact that many
Confederate sympathizers had abandoned their slave prorperty and now the

loyal peorle of Knoxville had to put up with "insolent Negroes" who

crowded the streets and tried to see '"how £ilthy and lazy they can be."Bh

333wint, "Report from Educational Agents," 5%6; Historical Sketch of
the Freedmen's Mission of the United Presbyterian Church, 1862-190L (Knox-
ville, 190L), 22-23; R. J. Creswell tc Moses S. Smith, October 19, 186L,
in Records of First Baptist Church, Xnoxville, McClung Collection; Moses
Smith to R. J. Creswell, no date, ibid. Creswell's school was the fors-
ranner of present-day Knoxville Ccllege.

3'”'Kno:ﬂc*v’:'_'J.lc-:‘ Whig, November 11, 1863, January 23, 30, 186L.
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By early 186l, Federal military authorities, as in other parts of
the occupied South, were forced to take action to control the flow ard
restrict the movements of blacks in East Tennessee. In a dual attemgpt
to provide relief for black refugees and segregate them from the urban
white population, the army established contraband camps near Knoxville
and Chattanooga. Although the army provided tents, foodstuff, and other
supplies, sanitary conditions were wretched; smallpox frequently ran
rampant ameng the black population. Frcm the camps, blacks were rut
to work in gangs chopping wood, repairing railroads, and unloading
steamboats for the government. Although they were to be paid by the
government for their labor, many never received a cent; and as late as
October, 1867, a Freedmen's Bureau report stated that a majority of
freedmen in the Kingston area had yet to be reimbursed for their labox
services during the war.35

Another means of controlling East Tennessee blzcks was to enlist
them into the army either voluntarily or under duress. Since the summer
of 1862, Negro troops had been recruited éﬁd organized cn a limited basis
in varicus parts of the occupied South. While the concept of making ex-
slaves intoc Federal soldiers had met with initial hostility in the North,
by mid~1863 most Northerners saw the arming of blacks as a means of
filling the ranks with black men rather than white. For Federal commard-
ers in occupied enemy territory who were bothered with thousands of home-

less blacks, the drafting of young Negro males provided a convenient means

35Lcuis S. Gerteis, From Contraband to Freedom: Federal Policw
Toward Socuthern Blacks, 1861-1865 (Westport, Ccmn., 1973), 36-37; Wiley,
Southern Negroes, 18L4; C. R. Simpson to George W. Ballock, October 19,
1867, Records of the Bureau of Refugees, Freedmen, and Abandoned lLands,
RG 105, National Archives (hereinafter cited as BRFAL); C. R. Simpsen to
J. B. Coous, Octcoer 24, 1867, ibid.
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of placing at least some of them into an organized structure. If is
therefore not surprising that within a few months arfter the Federal
occupation of East Tennessee orders went out from army headquarters to
enlist or impress local blacks into military service. On January 6,
186lL, Major General John G. Foster, temporary commander of the Depart-
ment of East Tennessee, issued General Order no. 6, stating that "all
able-bodied colored men" between the ages of 18 and L5 within Federal
lines would be enrolled in the Union army. Blacks employed as laborers
by the Federal govermment, servants of Union officers, and "those ser-
vants of loyal citizens who prefer remaining with their masters" were
exempt. There was, however, a catch to the latter provision, for if a
loyal master wished, he could turn a slave over to an enrolling officer
in return for a $300 bounty. Mary Jane Reynolds of Loudon reported that
one of her neighbors released several of his slaves to the army and col.--
lected a healthy sum in bounty money. Once the enroliing officers
attained a certain quota, they would take their ccnscripts to camps at
Knoxville, Loudon, or Kingston, where the former slaves were organized
into an artillery brigade under the command of Brigadier Gereral Davis
Tillson. 36

Although not intentionally designed to do so, the enlistment and
drafting of blacks into Federal service served further to weaken slavery
in East Tennessee. Some slaves of loyal citizens decided to join the

army as a means of acquiring freedom. Unicnist Robert Hodsden of

36Dudley T, Cornish, The Sable Arm, Negro Troops in the Unior Army,
1861-1865 (Wew Tork, 1956), 96; Knoxviile Whig, January 16, April 16,

186l; Mary Jane Reynolds to Simeon D. Reymolds, no date |probably late
Janvary or early February, 18641, Reynolds MSS, UT Special Collections.
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Sevierville wrote that eight of his mother-in-law's slaves had gone to
Knoxville to enlist in the army; and in a few months two of his own
slaves had done the same.37

While enlistment could serve as a route to freedom, many black
males simply did not want to join up, partly out of fidelity to their
masters. Absolom Burum of Hawkins County reported that one of his
father's slaves had teen pressed into Federal service, but kad deserted
and returned home. Mary Jane Reynolds noted that several enrolling offi-
cers had tried to pressure a slave named Henry to enlist; but the slave
resisted, stating that he wanted to take care of his master as long as
ne lived. In return, his master pledged that as lcong as Henry stayed on,
he would try to keep him out of the army. But loyalty to a master was
not always a major concern. For example, Mrs. Reynolds later observed
that Henry left the plantation once, came back, and then ieft again.
Bach time he took his family with him and evinced no desire to Jjoin the
army. Mrs. Reynolds remembered that her father at last told Henry he
could go anywhere he wanted, but that he would no longer e resvonsible
for him in any way.38

Despite the reluctance of blacks to join the amy and their loyalty

to slave owners, Federal enrolling officers began to gather up Negrces in

large numbers and force them into the service. In June of 18élL, Roberst

37Robert H. Hodsden to "wife," February 3, 16, 1864, Hodsden M3S,
private collecticn of Reese Marshall Ripatti, Sevierville, Tennessee;
Certificates of Enlistment for Milton Hodsden and William Hodsden, May 25,
186, ibid.

38A'csolom Burum Diary, April €, 1£6L, TSLA; Mary Jane Reynolds to
Simeon D. Heynolds, February 16, March 2, March 13, April 7, May 1,
June 20, 186L, Reynolds MSS, UT Special Collectionms.
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Cooper, a Confederate sympathizer from Eawkins County, wrote of a Yankee
raid between Knoxville and Rogersville which searched the countryside for
horses and slaves. One patrol passed by with fifty blacks in its posses-
sion; and its commander left with a promise to return and "take them all."
Cooper saw little hope in the situation, because he was certain that if
"our negroes are brought home they would all run off for sure." Federal
authorities also began to ignore the exemption provision of the original
Order no. 6. Apparently enlistment and draft quotas were not being filled,
so any black male of age became fair game for military service. Mary Jane
Reynolds wrote her husband that many Negroes in the Loudon area had been
conscripted and she had heard that almost all able-bodied black males
around Kingston had been pressed into service. "They take Union men's
and all," she exclaimed. Even a group of local blacks who had been con-
tracted to work on the railroad were gathered up by an enrolling cfficer
and put into uniform. Colonel William Clift, recovering from the ordeal
of an escape from Confederate prison, instructed hiz wife to keep their
two Negro "servants" with her in Chzttanooga rather than send them to him
cn his farm in Hamilton County. Not only might they suffer from "robbers"
who roamed the countryside, they also stood a good chance of veing pressed
into the army.39

Protests from Unionists met with little sympathy from Fesderal

authorities. Parson Brownlow castigated "conservative, copperhead, peace-

loving Union men" who were appalled at the arming of blacks. Brownlcw

39nobert Cooper to James M. Cooper, June 28, 186L4, Civil War
Records, II, 160; Mary Jane Reynolds to Simeon D. Reynolds, June 20, 1864,
Reynolds MSS, UT Special Cellections; William Clift to Mary B. Clift,
March 17, 18&L, Clift MSS, TSILA.
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thought it an excellent policy to fight the Rebels with Negroes. he
accused the enemy of initiating the polizy anyway by their use of mixed
blood blacks and Indians to track down conscripts. "Let us give them
negro soldiers till they are sick of them," he exclaimed.uo
With the added strain of the forced enlistment of black males, the
hold of master over slave in East Tennessee had become more tenuous in
186L4. Confederate Captain Robert A. Rutledge commented that the slaves
belonging to his aunt and uncle in Sullivan County were '"doing no good,"
robbing their masters of almost everything they could get their hands on
and even stealing hay to sell to the army. Other whites complained of the
surliness and sometimes outright hostility of their slaves. In February
all of the slaves of a Dr., Gregory from Loudon left their master, taking
a wagon and oxen with them. The doctor went after them and with the aid
of the local provost marshal was able to recover the wagon and scme of ths
wouen and children. But on the way home, two of the mals slaves anda some
black soldiers caught up with the doctor and veat him severely. Fortu-
nately for Gregory, a squad of white Union soldiers arrived on the scene
and scattered the blacks. The doctor was never able to retrieve his
siaves. When Unionizt William Heiskell of Monrece County went to Knoxville
in April to reclaim some of his runaway slaves, one of his house servants,
armed with a pistol, threatened to kill his master., When Heiskell repoxrted
the incident to Provost Marshal General Samuei P. Carber, the latter imme-
diately arrested the slave. His fate is unimown, but apparently his master

41

had little luck in reccvering any of his runaways.

Lo

Kncxville Whig, April 23, 186l.
:
h"Mar:f Jane Reynolds to Simeon L. Leynclds, Pebmary 10, 186L,
Reynclds MSS, UT Special Collections.
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Mary Jane Reynolds' letters to her husband are in many ways a
chronicle of the deterioration of the institution in the first half of
1864. Early in the year, she expressed the hore that "our negro problems"
were at an end, but over the next few months most of her slaves left and
those who remained were unreliable. She complained that supposedly loyal
slaves simply packed up and departed without saying a word; and there was
practically nothing she could do tc stop them. The impudence of some of
the former slaves particularly galled her. One servant named Jim boasted
that he was helping operate a railroad switch and cooking for railroad
crews for $5 a month. Nancy, another former slave, wrote Mrs. Reynolds
informing her that she had moved to Knoxville where she was attending
school and "has everything that [her] heart could wish." As & matter of
fact, Nancy bragged that she was doing much better than when she was in
Loudon "waiting on Rebs." Mrs. Reynolds was careful not to let any of
her remaining slaves learn about Nancy!'s letter.h2

Myra Inman of Cieveland recorded similar experiences in her diary.
The family was forced to do its own domestic work, because of the deser-
tion of many slaves and the death of an old faithful servaant., "I got up
this morn and dressed myself, came out and got breakfast for the first
time in my life,” skhe lamented. The duties of the house now had tc be
divided among thez white women of the family. "It fatigues us a good deal
as we are not accustomed tu it," she complained. Months later, she was

2
reduced to milking the cows, for the first time in har life.}'U

thbid., Pebruary 10, April 1, June 20, 166..

]
. h’Myra Inman Diary, February 22, 25, 26, May 7, 186, February 26,
1865, SHC.
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The death of slavery compelled many East Tennesseans, white and
black alike, to make significant adjustments in {their lives. With the
end of armed hostilities in the spring of 1865, the question of the role
and place of free black people in scciety becare a major concern. For
blacks, newly-found freedom offered opportunities to educate themselves,
to find gainful employment, or simply to do as little as possible. Some
slaves were fortunate in the treatment they received from their former
masters. Abram Jobe of Jonesboro paid his slaves in greenbacks for all
labor they had performed since Lincoln's Emancipation Proclamation and
promised to take good care of those who wanted to remain with him. The
Inmans of Cleveland kept their old house servants and did as much as
possible to care for them. Such kind treatment seems to have been an
exception though, for most East Tennessee whites made little effort to
help the former slaves. As in much of the rest of the South, these whites
frequently displayed blatant hostility toward blacks who attempted to im-
prove themselves or toward whites who aided the fre:-:dmen.)"’J'L

In the summer of 1865, many blacks whc had moved %= the urban
centers of East Tennessee during the war retumed to the countryside now
that peace had beea rastored there.us They moved back to their old home-
steads and irn some caszes becldly took over abandonsd property. O. R.

Broyles, who during the war had moved to South Carolina with several of

his sleves, complained that his cbandoned farm in Greerne Scunty had besen

m"'"Mﬁ

emoirs of Abram Jote," 141-42, T3LA; Myra Inman Diary,
December 12, 1865, SHC.

.
u)Mrs. William R. Caswell tc William Caswell, June 25, 1865,
Caswell MSS, McClung Collection.
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taken over by his former slaves. IMuch to his disgust they had left their
own "comfortable quarters" and moved into the big house and divided the
land among themselves. Two of the slaves he had taken to South Carolina
had run away, Jjoined the Union army, and eventually had turned up in
Greene County to share in the distribution of their former master's es-
tate. He informed T. A. R. Nelson that hundreds of freedmen were leaving
South Carolina for East Tennessee because of the reported ease of acquir-
ing land there. Broyles warned that "unless your people, cr the laws of
your state, resists it at the outset, there will be an avalanche of Blacks
from the Cotton states on Tennessee in a short time, that will contaminate
the atmosphere you breathe."u6

How soon Broyles was able to regain his farm is not known, but it
is highly unlikely that his former sla+wves were allowed to keep possession
of the property for very long. While freedmen mey have attempted to take
cver the property of Rebels who had been driven from their hcmes by revenge-
minded Unionists, guch abandoned property was usually ccnfiscated and scld
at public auction to loyal whites by the county courts or chancery ccurts.
Even when courts did not give legal settlement of property to whites,
Negroes were forced off land that they had settled on. In the fall of
1865, the Freedmen's Bureau reported several incidents in Xnox, Blount,

and Sevier ccunties where whites drove freedmen from abandoned Rebel fairm

u60. R. Brcyles to T. A. k. Nelson, August 15, 1866, Nelson MSS,
McClung Collection., Although there is no statistical evidence to cor-
rcborate Broyles' comments on black migration to East Tennessee, M. M.
Wagner of Johnson County reported in the fall of 1866 that abandcned
houses in the county were being taken over by blacks. Writing to rela-
tives in North Carolina, Wagner stated, "there are a good many Negroes
from your state coming to Tennissee [§;g]." M. M. Wagner to "nephew
and niece,'" September 10, 1366, Wagner MSS, ibid.
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property, even though the Bureau had given the blacks permission to settle
there.h7

Generally, however, freedmen were allowed to returm to the ruxal
areas. And in most cases, they began working as farm hands or share-
croppers for whites under contract arrangements. By the summer of 1866,
for example, M. J. R. Gentle, a Negro spokesman from Knoxville, reported
that four hundred blacks were engaged in farming in Knox County, each
tending an average of fifteen acres. These farmers gave up from one-
third to one-half of their crops in returmn for tools, livestock, and seed
supplied by white planters. The Freedmen's Bureau frequently received com-
plaints that white farmers, by refusing to distribute supplies or refusing
to pay fair wages to their farm hands, were not living up to their agree-
ment with their black sharecroppers. ©One Bureau agent reported that
planters in Bradley County were seldom "liberal and Jjust" to the freedmen.
In reality, "from seven to nine tenths of them wish to get their labor for
free," he asserted. Another agent noted in March, 1868, that large numbers
of blacks had left the Knoxville area for plantations near Memphis, where
they hoped to find better employment and higher wages. Most black fZast
Tennesseans, however, remained in their native region. As was true of
the rest of the South, very soon afiter the war the sharecropper system

L8

tecame the predominant means of livelihood for rural blacks.

u7ﬁavid Boyd to Andrew Montgomery, September 1, 1865, Knoxville,
BRFAL MS3; David Boyd to Nathaniel Barris, September 16, 1865, itid.;

Devid RPoydl to John Leek, October 17, 1865, ibid.

Ll8A. A. Taylor, The Negro in Tennessee, 1865-1880 (Washingion,
1941), 127; David Boyd to Ransom Budget, September 18, 1865, BRFAL MSS;
David Boyd to John Leek, Octobter 17, 1865, ibid.; James Warr to Samuel
Walker, May L, 1866, ibid.; Jokn A. Henry to J. E. Walker, March 31,
1866, :ibid.
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largs numbers of blacks remained in the towns and cities of East
Tennressee where Northern benevolent societies and the Freedmen's Bureau
were mcst active in attempting to aid the former slaves. The benevolent
societies, with the American Missionary Association in the forefront, con-
tinued their efforts to provide education for blacks., With the ccoperation
of the Freedmen's Bureau, these societies located teachers, many of whom
were Northerners, and made provisions for schocl buildings. By late 1865,
these benevolent groups were sponsoring twenty-four teachers who instructed
over 1,700 freedmen in East Tennessee.u9

While the Freedmen's Bureau provided aid to education, it also
took on several other functions. The Bureau was set up in East Tennessee
sometime in the late spring of 1865, with one of the state's three major
sub-district headquarters located in Kncxville. The sub-district was fur-
ther divided into units roughly corresponding to counties; over each of
which was an agent or superintendent for local administration. However,
in East Tennessee, the Bureau was never fully established in all the
counties as it was in Middle and West Tennessee. Once situated, it at-
tempted to assure fair treatment of the freedmen, by arrsnging employment,
housing, and supplies where needed. Occasionally the agency's efforts to
obtain employment for freedmen were welcomed by East Tennessee whites,
especially when it meant removal of blacks from the region. In 1865, for

exzmple, the Freedmen's Bureau secured employment for many blacks from

h9George R. Bentley, A History of the Freedmen's Bureau (Philadel-
phia, 1955), 171; Phillips, "Freedmen's Bursau in Tennessee," 188-89;
Richard B. Drake, "The American Missionary Association and the Jouthern
Negro, 1861-1888" (Ph.D. dissertation, Emcry Universi.y, 1957), 37-38;
Swint, "Report from Educational Agents," 56,
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the Chattanooga area on plantations in possessicn of Northerx men in the
Mississippi Valley. Most Chattanoogans lauded this recuction of the local
black population which had mushroomed during the war.SO

The Bureau attempted to prohibit abuses of sharecroppers by
planters; and in several instances it stepped in tc prevent the forced
removal of freedmen from property claimed by whites. Tc support its
authority in such cases, the Bureau relied upon the Federal troops, mostly
black soldiers, who remained in Bast Tennessee for nearly a year after the
war. It also attempted to provide protection for blacks in the courtroom;
and when the 1867 General Assembly gave black males the right to vote, the
Bureau ftried to insure that blacks received fair treatment at the ballot
box. Through the aid of the agency, after 1868 a few black officials were
elected to local office in East Tennessee--Chattanrocoga, Xnoxville, and
Maryville each claimed one black on their boards of aldermen.51

The duties of the benevolent aid societies and the Freedmen's
Bureau were not limited to aid for freedmen. A. M. A. agents, for ex-
ample, tried to encourage the uplifting of the poor whites of East Ten-
nessee by providing teachers and schools for them. And the Freedmen's
Bureau on several occasions provided relief supplies, in cooperaticn with

the BEast Tennessee Reliz=f Associaticn, for needy whites, although in the

latter case the Bureau was instructed to "take peculiar pleasure in caring

SOJ. T. Trowbridge, The South, A Tour of its Battlefields and
Ruined Cities . . . (Hartford, Comn., 1866), 251-52; Weymouth T. Jordan,
"The Freedmen's Bureau in Tennesses," FBast Tennessee Histcrical Society's
Putlications, No. 11 (1939), 50-51; Phillips, "Freedmen's Bureau in
Termesses," 1L,0-41, 158, 277.

51

Phillips, "Freedmen's Bureau in Tennessee," 79-81.
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for those who had supported [the Federzl Goverrment] during its recent
hour of trial." In the spring of 1857, when East Tennessee, particularly
the Chattanooga area, was ravaged by extensive flooding, the Freedmen's
Bureau provided temporary housing and much needed food and medical sup-
plies for blacks and whites alike.52

Despite such efforts, the Freedmen's Bureau and many of the benevo-
lent societies, particularly the A. M. A., were never welcome in Zast
Tennessee. To the majority of whites, such agencies were completely un-
necessary; moreover their presence was viewed as an insult because of tle
loyalty of these counties during the war. To the East Tennesseans, there
was nothing wrong with establishing agencies to aid freedmen as a means of
punishing ex-Rebels in the disloyal South; btut what had they done to de-
serve similar treatment?

Much of the hostility engendered against the Freedmen's Bureau and
the benevolent societies was due to the strong antipathy of the region's
whites toward blacks, an enmity that seemed to mount after the war. As
might be expected, areas which had shown strong Confederats sympathies
were openly hostile to the former slaves. A Bureaun official noted that
by the summer of 1867 almost every black had been driven out of Polk
County, "a strong Rebel community," with a large slave population before
the war, Chattanooga was another area which gained a strong anti-Negro
reputation. "There is a bad disposition exhibited toward negroes at

this place," wrote General Alvan C. Gillem, commandant of the Chatvanooga

52
““Ibid., 8L-85. For information on the 1867 Flood see David E.

Donley, "The Flood of March, 1867, in the Tennessee River," East Tennessee
Eistorical Society's Publications, No. 8 (1936), 7L-81.
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post after the war. And in a Freedmen's Bureau reporv on thirteen mur-
ders of freedmen bty whites in East Tennesses from July, 1867 %o July,
1868, nine occurred in Hamilton County. Antipathy toward blacks was of
course not limited to ex-Rebels. James Warr, a Bureau agent in Cleveland,
reported that "three-fifths" of the people in Bradley County exhibited
bitter feelings toward blacks and the Freedmen's Bureau. 'Men who
served for three years and upwards in the Federal army are cursing the
Freedmen's Bureau and everyone who is in favor of it," he exclaimed.

The Knoxville Whig, which had advocated emancipation as a means of
punishing ex-Rebels, continued to call for the colonization of blacks
from the region.53
When state government in Nashville extended civil rights to blacks
after the war, most East Temnessee Unionists were not symprathetic. In
Januvary of 1866, the General Assembly passed a bill authorizirg Negro
testimony in the courts; but the East Tennessee legislators were almost
unanimous in their vote against it, strongly reflecting the sentiments
of the constituents. The passage of the bill and subseguent talk of
granting Negro suffrage met with an angry response in Fast Tennessee;
and on February 13, several Knoxvillians held a protest rally, which a
Freedmen's Bureau agent described as a "mob.'" The agent observed that
the feeling cf enmity toward the Bureau and the freedmen had increased

considerably., An ex-Rebel who returned to his home in Jefferson County

53James Warr to Samuel Walker, June 30, 1867, BRFAL MS3; Alvan C.
Gillem to Joseph S. Fowler, December 19, 1865, Fowier MSS, SHC; "List of
Outrages Perpetrated upon the Freedmen, Repcrt of James M. Johnson,
July, 1868, BRFAL MSS; James Warr to J. E. Jacobs, February 28, 1866,
ibid.; Knoxville Whig, August 23, 1865,
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in January, 1866, discovered that unlike the summer before, the Union
people thers treated him very kindly. They had become "very much soured"
toward their "bosom friends" the Yankees because of talk of Negro egual-
ity; "how they detest the thought of Negro suffrage & testimony in the
Courts!!" As the Knoxville Whig observed, "It is a matter of regret
among all good men that the prejudices against the negro population con-
tinue so strong and so g;ene:cal."sl'L

Another source of contentinn among East Ternesseans was the ques-
tion of education for blacks. When schools for freedmen had been set up
during the war, local whites had been somewhat distrustful and this feel-
ing continued after the war. The Knoxville Whig doubted the wisdom of
educating blacks. "Some of the Northerm men in charge of the negro in-
terests kncw nothing of the negro character, save what they have heard
at a distance, and they really need themselves to be educated in this
respect before they take charge of the colored population," commentsd
Jorn Brownlow. To Brownlow, it was much more important that blacks be
taught habits of industry, sobriety, and strict economy rather than any-
thing they might pick up in a schoolhouse., This attitude was commonly
keld vy East Tennessee whites, especially outside of the cities. One
Freedmen's Bureau agent obssrved that in regard to Negro education "the

most bitter prejudice exists amongst all classes of people" in *he rural

5L‘Jolfz_n A. Henry to J. E. Jacobs, March 1, 1866, BRFAL M3S; anon.
to W. 3. Thomzs, January 16, 1866, Thomas MSS, Duke University Libraxy;
Knoxville Whig, January 3, 1866. In the fall of 1866, a Freedmen's
Bureaun agent in Chattancoga stated that the pascsage of the Negro testi-
mony 0ill really made no difference because "Negro testimony in the
Covrts is given but slight credence, and the verdicts in their favor if
for damages are always cf a trifiing smourt." ¥F. E. Trotter to J. X
Lewis, September 12, 1866, BRFAL MSS,
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districts. Another agent who served ir the raral counties of northeast
Tennessee stated that there wes a complete feeling of revulsion toward
"the instruction of the colored race!" in his district. And when the
Tnion Presbytery asked all churches under its charge to give financial
support to Maryville College, Shunem Presbyterian Church in rural Jeffer-
son County refused, citing the college's policy of admitting blacks as
studen‘ts.55

Some whites went so far as to obstruct physically the educational
efforts of the benevolent societies and Freedmen's Bureau. In the fall
of 1865, R. J. Creswell arranged the purchase of an o0ld government build-
ing in Knoxville to house his school for freedmen; but before the school
opened its doors, someone burmed down the building. Creswell had tc get
by as best he could, until a regular school building was erected the next
year; but soon afterward a group of white citizens warned him to "close
up his nigger school and gc North." Despite the threat, the school con-
tinued to operate. John Tate, a black man, attempted to cp=n a schcol
in Clinton "in the face of the highest possible predges [rrsjudice].”
When he tried to operate a school in a Methodist church, the whites be-
came so enraged that he had tc abandon the house of worship., Tate
finally assembled local blacks and built a crude structure for classes.
Eventually the Freedmen's Bureau offered aid and a better building was

constructed. Unfortunately the school was destroyed by an incendiary in

55Kno:cville Whig, July 12, 18€5; F. E. Trotter to J. R. Lewis,
September 12, 1866, BRFAL MSS; Hermann Bokum %o S. W. Groesbeck, May 31,
1867, ibid.; Session Minutes, Shunem Presbyterian Church (Jefferson
County), April, 1869, McClung (ollection.
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March, 1869; but for once, local whites came to the aid of the freedmen
by subscribing $400 for the construction of a new school.56

Gradually hostility toward Negro schools diminished in East Ten-
nessee when most whites no longer regarded the segregated institutions
as a threat to the social order. In the late 1860's, Bureau reports in-
dicated that the freedmen schools were being accepted by whites, but the
main problem was black trvancy. Agitation over black education would not
become evident again in East Tennessee until the school desegregation
crisis in Clinton in the 1950'3.57

While black schools may have gained grudging acceptance, whites
remained nostile to the Bureau and especially resented the stationing of
black troops in East Tennessee. More than once, whites clashed with black
soldiers., After a shooting incident between black troops and some whites
in Knoxville in August of 1865, the Knoxville Whig assumed that the
soldiers were at fault and then objected to the frequency with which
black troops leveled their muskets at white men. 'The truth is no troops
are needed in East Tennessee, and the sooner they are removed, the better
for them and the country," the newspaper commented. ZIater that same yeaxr
the Whig attacked the Freedmen's Bureau for meddling in 2ivil affairs;

and although it never called for the dismantling of the Bureau in East

56Freedgen's Mission of the United Presbyterian Church, 22-23;
John Tate to Johm Ogden, no date [probably late 1665/, American Mission-
ary Association MSS, Fisk University; Swint, "Repcrt from Educational
Agents," 158.

57James M. Johnson to W. P. Carlin, April 30, September 5, 1868,
BRFAL MSS; Samuel Walker to James Thompson, April 30, 1869, ibid.
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Tennessee, it did not urge its continuation. To Bureau officials, the
removal of troops and their agency from East Tennessee would be a grave
mistake. No doubt they put much steck in frequent threats by whites like
the old Union adherent who stated, "if you take away the military from
Tennessee, the buzzards can't eat up the niggers as fast as we'll kille
[§;g] 'em," General Alvan C. Gillem in Chattanooga wrote in Januwary,
1866, that he felt it frankly unwise to withdraw troops from anywhere in
Tennessee. John A, Henry, Bureau sub-agent in Knoxville, heard rumors
that once troops were removed from the city, large numbers of whites
"from north of the city" would march in and "bring down the Bureau." In
the opinion of another agent in Chattanooga the presence of the Bureau
"acts as a restraint upon the passions of the ignorant."sS

The dire predictions concerning the removal of troops from Zast
Tennessee were never realized, because when the Federal soldiers were
withdrawn after Tennessee's readmission to the Union, there was no sudden
uprising by whites to drive out the Negro populaticn or c¢ven attempt to
dismantle the Freedmen's Bureau. By 1866, most Zast Termessse whites
were assured that the place of Negroes in their society would be one of
inferiority. Urban blacks rarely proved a threat to white jobs as they

did in other cities like Memphis and New Orleans; rural blacks wers well

ensconced in the sharecropping system soon after the war, and very few

58

“0tis A. Singletary, Negro Militia and Reconstruction {Austin,
Texas, 1957), 112; Knoxville Whig, August 23, 30, December 27, 1865;
Allan Nevins, The Emergence of Modern America, 1865-1878 (New York,
1927), 18; Alvan C. Gillem to Joseph: S. Fowler, January 26, 1866,
Fowler MSS, SHC; Jchn A. Eenry to J. E. Jacobs, March 1, 1866, BRFAL
M3S; F. E. Trotter to J. R. Lewis, September 12, 1866, ibid.
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Negrces held elected office in Zast Tennessee government when allowed to,
following legislaticn from the state General Assembly.59 Ard as in the
rest of the South, examples of the instituting of various forms of
arartheid in the months following the war can be found in East Tennessee,
In the fall of 1865, the Knoxville city government ruled that blacks would
be excluded from the public market as retailers. Also soon after the war,
Just as the churches of East Tennessee experienced a purge of ex-Rebels
from their congregations, btlacks, either voluntarily or by means of offi-
cial exclusion, left the white congregations they had attended and estab-
lished their own churches.60

In conclusion, the Civil War experience of black Xast Tennesseans
was not markedly different from that of otner members of their race in
much of the rest of the Confederacy. Although the war did bring freedom,
it is difficult to escape the belief that tlacks wasre used and exploited
by both contending white factions during the war, that their freedom was
regarded in many ways as more of a tool of revenge against Rebels rather

than a means of uplift and liberation, and that they iived amidst a large

59Because of these factors, East Tennessee cities never experienced
the blcody race riots that erupted in other wrban areas. Examvles of post-~
war problems in other Southern cities are in Jack D. L. Holmes, "The
Underlying Causes of the Memphis Race Riot of 1866," Tennessee Historical
Quarteriy, XVII (1958), 195-221; Singletary, Negro Militia, 66-30.

60Knozville City Records, Bcok D, October 6, 1865, pp. 297-98, Knox-
ville City Hall. From the records of East Tennessee churches with black
members, 1% seems that most black comminicants withdrew voluntarily. How-
ever, 2n entry in the session minutes of the Second Presbyterian Church
of Knoxville stated that eight blacks were "dismissed" and tmat they
would join the First Coleored Prasbyviterian Church of Knoxville. Sessicn
Mirnutes, Secoud Presbyterian Church, Kncxville, September 2L, 1865,
McClwig Collection,
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white populaticn determined to keep them in inferior social, political,
and economic positions after the war., Althcugh East Tennessee was a
locus of Southern Unionism, it is evident that this Unionism was marred
by racial attitudes little different from that of the most devoted Con-

federates.



CHAPTER X

CIVIL WAR LEGACY: A SUMMARY

The Civil War experience of Tennessee's eastern counties served to
confirm a fact that had become increasingly evident in the antebellum years--
Tzs3t Tennessee was an unique Southern region. DPossessed of a society and
economic system having less dependence on slavery than most of the Scuth,
with politvical leanings divergent from Middle and West Tennessee, and with
a heritage of independent acticn evident in the State of Franklin movement
of the 1780's and in the desire for separate statehood in the 1840's, most
Fast Tennesseans saw little future in joining a rebellion in which they
had 1little at stake and much to lose. Ozrganized early in the secession
crisis under the capable leadership of William G. Brownlow, Andrew Johnson,
T. 4. R. Nelson, Oliver Temple, and many others, the Trnionists did not
waver in the face of a mounting tide of secessionism within the state.
They voiced their disapproval of Tennessee's steps toward disunion by
holding well-attended conclaves in Knoxville and Greeneville and then by
voting over two to one against separation from the Unicn, Zven after
Ternessee had officially seceded, most East Tennesseans never accepted
the authority ci the Southern Confederacy.

Although the majcrity sympathized with the Union, a sufficient

umber of East Teanesseans supported the Confedesrate States to create a
civil war within a civil war, Roth sides seemed bent on rooting cut or
destroying those who would not conform to the appropriate cause. Neigh-
bors, classmaves, and even fellow worshippers at local churches were
suddenly turned intc the bitterest of enemies. As a result, 1life for

3L4
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the people of the region tecame one of fear, distrust, deprivation, and
often extreme misery. Contributing to this predicament was the fact that
Bast Tennessee, like the rest of the state, experienced immediate mili-
tary action. Moreover, unliltze many areas of the lower South which saw
little or no armed clashes until the waning months of the war, the sasterm
counties of Tennessee were torn by fighting ever. after Lee's surrender.
Whether on a large scale, such as the Knoxville and Chat%tanooga camraigns,
or the smaller--but in many ways more terrifying--scale of almost constant
guerrilila warfare, the area remained in the vortex of war.

Given these circumstances, neither Confederate nor Federal
authorities were entirely successful in controlling the region. The
Confederates, desperately concerned for the safety of the vital Zast
Tennessee and Virginia Railroad, feared not only externzl invasion ty
Federal forces from Kentucky but also a mass uprising of Hast Tennessee
Unicnists. Federal invasion was not a serious threat until 1863; but
the menace of intermal rebellion existed from the beginning. Incidents
cf sabotage and constant harassment by bands of Unionist guerrillas
convinced the Confederates that the region was a hotbed of insurrec-
tion.

The Confederate leaders never guite understocd hcow to dezal with the
problem., Their altermating and inconsistent policies of occupation did
more harm than good. Initially they attempted a policy of conciliaticn
in hopes of gradually winning East Tennesseans to their cause. They were
convinced that the people had been misinformed and misled by self-seeking
politicos. Through the lenient policy of General Felix Zollicofier, even

Parson Brcwvmlow, the most rabid Unicnist, seemed to lose some of his
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ardor. But cverzealous Confederate civil officials negated mmch of the
good. will engendered by Zollicoffer when they arrested and prosecuted
Unionists, often on flimsy charges. In November, 1861, saboteurs de-
stroyed six crucial railrcad bridges in the region, thus convincing
Southern officials that the lenien® policy had been a costly blunder.
Despite Tnionist condemnation of the incident, the Confederates insti-
tuted harsh measures to smother Unionism. Large numbers of "Tories"
were arrested on little or no pretense.

By early spring 1862, General Edmund Kirby Smith was ordered %o
taks charge and secure the region firmly for the Confaderacy. He per-
suaded Jefferson Davis to declare martial law; and then the most contro-
versial policy of all, conscription, was instituted. The latter policy
was a failure, as thousands of East Tennesseans fled into Kentucky to
escape what they regarded as gross oppression. Realizing the enormity
of the conscription debacle, Kirby Smith persuvaded Richmond to suspend
the draft in East Tennessee and urged Tennesseans to refurn to tneir
native land where they would be left alone as long as they remained
peaceful. But Unionists no longer trusted the Rebel asuthorities and
this attempt at conciliation failed. Kirby Smith's successors also tried
to heal the breach with the native populaticn; but orders from Richmond
to resume the draft, in addition to mounting opposition frcm Uniornist
guerrillas, prevented the Confederates from ever successfully overseeing
the region.

Federal forces occupied East Tennessee in September, 1863, but it
was not until the final weeks of the war trat the region was securely

wider their administration. Ironically, much like the lcaders in charge
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of Confederate occupation, Federal officials debated whether a program of
leniency or harsh retribution should be extended to the enemy. The re-
sult was an almost constant battle between those who urged absolution
and others who insisted on severe punishment. While Provost Marshal
General Samuel P. Carter attempted to maintain law and order in the re-
gion, William G. Brownlow's Knoxville Whig urged revenge-minded Unionists
to take the law into their own hands. The Parson's admonitions were
frequently followed. Thus an internecine cenflict that had existed
from the beginning of the war intensified. Moreover by mid-186lL, most
of the eastern counties were at the mercy of rcaming bands of guerrillas,
Confederate or Unionist, and bushwackers who pledged loyalty to no cause.,
To a region already ravaged by the presence of large armies, the dis-
ruption caused by guerrillas only ceepened the suffering of the pespl=.
Not until Union General George Stoneman's raid in March of 1865, was East
Tennessee cleared of the armed desperados.

But the end of the war did not bring peace. 3enevolent aid soci-
eties sucn as the East Tennessee Relief Association and the Penunsylvania
Relief Association attempted to alleviate much of the material suffering
of the people; but they could not dissipate the hatred =ngendered by four
years of zivil war., Embittered Unionists were determined never to allow
their former enemies to live within their midst. Hence many ex-Rebels
could rot return homs and those who did so risked their iives. Unlike
other partz of the South, where the men in gray returned home defeated
but still heroves, East Tennessee's Rebels were treated as villains. Not
until the end of the decade, when heated passions had cocled significantly,

could many former Ccnfederates consider resettling withcut fear.
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Because of the extrsmely divisive and disruptive nature of the
cenflict, the institutions that were integral parts of the region's
society felt its powerful impact. Local government continued to operate
throughout the war, but its regular functioning was frequently inter-
rupted and it quickly became a tool of both Confederate and Federal
authorities. The Confederates required county officials to collect arms,
arrest deserters, and enforce conscription; and the Federals used them
to organize militia units in 186l. Near the end of the war, Unionists
also saw the state courts as amnotler means of seeking revenge on the
Rebels; and even several months after the war, chancery and circuit
court dockets were dominated by treascn cases. While local government
was sometimes at the mercy of ths occupying authorities, it nevertheless
continued normal business as much as possible., Ircnically, Unicnists
maintained consideraktle political strength on the local level during the
period of Confederate occupaticn. Although governmrent officials swore
allegiance to the Confederacy, many never fully cooperated with the
Southermers. Once under Federal control, these same civil officers
simply took the Federal oath and continued their duties,

In many ways the role and functicn of local government grew to un-
precedented levels in response to the stresses of war. Chattanooga and
Knoxville city governments expanded their police forces to assure the
maintenance of law and order amid rapidly increasing and constantly
fluctuating porulations. When citizens experienced shcrtages of salt,
comm, hay, and even firewood, city and county governments alike aprointed
agents and appropriated funds to acguire these needed comrodities, This

expansicn in services, coupled with a marked decrease in revenues taken



349
into city and county coffers, brought local government to near bankruptcy
in much of the region. For the governments of Chattanooga and Knoxville,
where local econcmies recovered soon after the war, city treasuries
quickly filled; but county govermments in rural areas suffered the ef-
fects of war for many years.

Education was unable to withstand the strains of conflict. Col-
lege classrooms emptied rapidly; the already limited funds available for
public schcols quickly dried up. Private academies, especially female
institutes, managed to function, although on a diminished scale, until
the disruptions of Federal occupation and the growing iatensity of the
war after 1863, Many children, however, obtained the basics of an educa-
tion in their own homes; and in the last months of the war, small private
classrooms opened and met with overwheiming response. The colleges faced
an enormous task of recovery. Most had suffered not only losses of
students, tut also extensive physical damage caused by occupying armiss.
Fortunately, almost all were able gradually to resume instruction by the
end of the 1860's,

Ironically, although the war greatly disrupted the educational
system of the region, in the long run, the conflict resulted in legisla-
tion for education sought by East Tennessee for years. With East Tennes-
seans controlling state govermment after the war, their native region
vags rewarded with the establishment of a statewide system of public
schools supported by public funds. So despite the temporary negative
effects caused by the Civil War, the education system ultimately bene-

fitted.
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0f all institutions, the church most visibly revealed the bitter-
ness that troubled East Tennessee's population. Since there was immedi-~
ate armed conflict in the region, some churches closed in the first
mcnths; but many stubbornly refused to allow the clash of armies to inter-
fere with worship. In urban areas where armies were concentrated, churches
flourished as soldiers and civilians alike flocked to the sanctuaries.

Although there were numerous incidents of soldiers disrupting
churches and even demolishing places of worship, the most destructive
force was internal division. ZFor decades, the varicus denominaticns in
the region had warred among themselves and within themselwves over theology
and church polity. But the political questions of the 1860's tore the
churches asunder, irrespective of denomination. Unlike other parts of
the South, the East Tennessee clergy was not overwhelmingly in favor of
the Confederacy. 7Tet a large enough element was pro-Rebel so as to cause
divisions within the several denominations. The governing bodies of
Methodist and Presbyterian churches at one time or another prescribed
national loyalty to the Confederacy and later to the Union as a test for
the ministry and in some cases for church membership. Inditvidual congre-
gations split into Uniorist and Rebel factions; and even though the armies
laid down their weapons in 1865, the conflict within many crurch bodies
continued for years. Unionist-dominated congregations insisted that
communicants who had veen Confederates must confess their "sins" or
suffer excommunication. Usually the ex-Rebels refused to recognize their
warvime loyalties as a sin; and rether than returm to *their former churches,
they banded together tc create unew congregetions wita vpersons c¢f compatible

wartizme sympathies., Such bodies inevitebly joined the Southern wing of
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their denomination, such as the Methodist Episcopal Church, South or the
Southern Presbyterian Church,

One institution did not survive the war, Although slavery was not
as crucial to the social and economic structure of East Tennessee as to
the rest of the South, its demise was nevertheless significant. The
eastern counties had a small slave population and the people were gener-
ally opposed to the institution'!s growth and expansion; yet there was
never a serious or widespread movement to abolish the syztem. A% the
same time, Zast Tennesseans demonstrated a basic antipathy toward blacks
that became particularly evident as a result of the war. During the se-
cession crisis, Unionist leaders affirmed their loyalty to the Federal
government whiie maintaining that the peculiar institution could be best
preserved under the Lincoln government. Almost all, including Brownlow,
however, admitted that if they perceived a threat of abolition from
Washington, they would be as ardent as any Soutnerner in opposition.
Like several other areas of the South in 1861, fear mcunted over thxreats
of slave insurrection; and minor incidents of racial violence resulted
in karsher restrictions on the freedom and movement of blacks.

The question of slavery's existence as a legal institution in Zast
Tennsssee arose affer Lincoln's Emancipaticon Proclamation and more than
any cne factor served to fragment the coaliticn of Urnionists which had
formed in 1861, While conservative Unionists maintained that slavery
must be preserved, ccnflicting views were held ty others, namely Gover-
nor Andrew Johanson, Willism G, Brownlow, and Oliver Temple. To the
latter group, slevery not only stood as a sywbol of the rebeiiion, it

also served to support the Scuthern war effort. Therefore, aboiition
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was &n essential war policy. Just as important was the belief that the

fol)

estructicn of slavery would serve as a primary means of punishing Rebels,
Beczuse Brownlow and Johnson firmly believed that the chief instigators

of the war were the slaveholding aristocracy, they saw no better way of
extracting retribution. Although the slave question would not be settled
until February, 1865, when a state constitutional amendment abolishing

the ingstitution in Tennessee was ratified, the debate engendered by the
issue polarized the Unionists into contending factions, a split that would
remain in the state even after the war,

Yet the controversy over slavery's continuation as a legal institu-
tion was superfluous, because the war did more to destroy the system than
the actions of any politician or government official. Even during the
period of Confederate occupation, the number of runaways increased sig-
nificantly and the master-slave relationship was weakened as Confederate
troops borrowed Negroes from owners. After Federal occupation, the sys-
tem began to disintegrate rapidly. Thousands of slaves managed to escarge
bondage. Even though proven Unionist cwners were assured proteciion of
their property by the Faderal govermment, the wholesale conscription of
blacks into the army ard the establishment of work camps cffering wage-
paying jobs for ali practical purposes destroyed the hold of master over
slave. By =mid-186l,, therefore, the institution in Bast Tennessee was
virtually desad.

As more and more East Tennessee blacks experienced freedcm, the
innate hostility of whites toward Negroes seemed ¢ faite a corresponding
rige. DPartially because ol wnite pressure, the army segregated into

contratard camps the thousands of blacks who crowded intc the region's
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towns and cities, When Northern benevolent associations began to offer
education to the freedmen, such efforts were resented by many East
Tennesseans. And as in the rest of the South after the war, the Freed-
men's Bureau received a hostile reception in East Tennessee. To East
Tennesseans, who had remained loyal to the Union, the establishment of
the Bureau in their region was unfair Ttecause they perceived its main
purpose to be punishment of Rebels. State legislation granting Negro
suffrage and additional legal rights was greeted with overwhelmingly
negative attitudes in the eastern counties., Like the rest c¢f the post-
war South, the people of East Tennessee segregated the small black popu-
lation in various ways. Thus although Bast Tennessee was an anomalous
Southern region, its racial attitudes were little different from those
found elsewhere in the Confederacy.

In conclusion, a study of East Tennesscee's Civil War experience
reveals that its peorle and institutions were profoundly zffected. The
population not only suffered from the presence of coutending armies, but
most of all from a malicious intermal struggle that ¢itted citizen
against citizen, which presented a microcosm of the struggle that divided
the nation as a whole. The strong Unionism that emerged in the rsgicn
was clearly a distinctive part of the whole Civil War saga. With the
exception of West Virginia, no other major area of the South demonstrated
such devotion to the Stars and Stripes. The Unionis® inclinations of
the East Temmesseans, however, should not be regarded as an aberration,
beczause with the exception of the slave issue the Civil War only strength-
ened and reaffirmed an waiqueness and sense ¢f independence that the

region had developed in the antebellum period. Having aliguied most of
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its population with the Union, having subverted the ex-Rebels within its
midst, and having never teern faced with the dilemmzas accompanying the
presence of a large and temporarily politically powerful black citizenry,
East Tennessee continued as a locus cf political leanings and econcmic
growth somewhat divergent from the rest of the state and much cf the

South.
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