
  

Mar.                                                                                                                                                                       2011    

      CELEBRATING THE SESQUICENTENNIAL OF THE WAR FOR SOUTHERN INDEPENDENCE          

Ed Allegretti - 1  Lt. Commander                                                                       Doug Jefcoat - 2  Lt. Commander  st nd

 601-422-0987                                                                                                                                            601-425-5485  

                                                                        CoCo Roberts - Commander                                            

                                                                                     601-428-5570

Adjutant                                                                                                                                                          Historian  

Cotton Norris - 601-426-2949                                                                                             Don Green - 601-270-5316 
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Our March meeting will be at Western Sizzlin at 7 PM.  Compatriot Carl “Daddy-O” Ford will be the

speaker.  He will be presenting a program about General Robert E. Lee.  He is keeping his information under wraps at

the moment.  He’s acting like one of General Lee’s Corp. Commanders.   I believe that gentleman went by the

moniker of Stonewall, who him self was notorious for keeping his battle plans a secret until the very last moment.  It

drove his subordinate officers crazy, much like Mr. Carl treats his office staff.  Anyway, please make sure that you

attend, because Mr. Carl always makes a good presentation.  He does his research well, so you know that what you

hear will be the truth.  As Joe Friday use to say in the police show on T.V. back in the 60's, that would be the 1960's

by the way, “just the facts”.  So it is with our compatriot Mr. Ford. He will do the same, of course, as always in the

Carl Ford fashion.  If you have ever heard one of his speeches, then you understand.  If not, then be there and be

prepared to be amazed.

After the speech, during our business and announcement portion of the evening, part of that time we will be discussing

our Southern Heritage Conference, which is the 5  & 6  of August.  So, come early to eat and fellowship.  As Mr.th th

Carl’s era use to say, be there, or be square !!

 



                                                                           

             

                                                                      

                                                                           

                                                                           

                                                                           

                                                                           

                               

UPCOMING EVENTS

 MARCH - 25-27 GRAND GULF LIVING

HISTORY, PORT GIBSON, MS.  CALL MIKE

WEBB OR JIM BAKER FROM THE

CRYSTAL SPRINGS CAM P.

MARCH - 25 -27 BRIDGEPORT, AL.,

REENACTMENT - CALL DON GREEN

MARCH - 25-27 PORT HUDSON, LA.,

REENACTMENT. CALL ANDY & PAT

SALASSI.

APRIL - 3  - MARION MEMORIAL - 2:00 PMRD

FOR THE NATHAN BEDFORD FORREST

CAMP. WE HAVE BEEN PARTICIPATING IN

THIS ON FOR YEARS.

APRIL 9  - MEMORIAL SERVICE ATTH

BRANDON CEMETERY - 2:00 PM.  MEET AT

KFC IN BRANDON AT NOON.

LANDRUM - SPRING OPEN HOUSE. - APRIL

16  9 AM - 5 PM.  OUR CAMP HOUSE BEENTH

PRESENT FOR THE LAST TWO YEARS

WITH OUR RIFLES, REPRODUCTION

ITEMS AND LOTS OF INFORMATION FOR

THE FOLKS.

APRIL 22  - HATTIESBURG - 5:30 PM -ND

DOWNTOWN NEXT TO COURTHOUSE.

 

BEAUVOIR - APRIL 23   - NOON DINNER ONRD

THE GROUND.  MEM ORIAL SERVICE - 2:00

PM .

LAUDERDALE SPRINGS - APRIL 24   3:00 PMTH

THIS IS FOR THE CAMERON CAMP OF

MERIDIAN.

APRIL 25  - 4;15 PM - ELLISVILLE - ATTH

COURTHOUSE.

5:15 PM - LAUREL COURTHOUSE.  MARK

YOUR CALENDARS NOW !!!! DEATH WILL BE

THE ONLY ACCEPTABLE REASON FOR NOT

BEING PRESENT. OF COURSE THAT WOULD

BE YOURS !

`         

   

IMPORTANT E-MAIL

This is Farren Windham’s email while he is serving his

second tour in Afganistan.  Farren is with a medical unit

and said this time they would be in a  more mountainous

area.  He is only able to make a couple of meetings each

year due to his work schedule, however, when he

attends he usually brings about six or seven with him, to

the Lee / Jackson Banquet and the Southern Heritage

Conference.  Farren is not only one of our camp

members he is also one of the good guys and is very

partisan when it comes to the South and the

Confederacy.  So, here is his addresses while he is in

that God forsaken area of the world.  Please, no

pictures, he don’t want to have to explain who we are. 

Just kiddin ! 

His personal email - f_windham@comcast.net

His army - farren.a.windham@us.army.mil 

Take time and contact him, he would appreciate it.

CAMP WEBSITE-

http://jonescorosinheels.weebly.com/index.html

Don Green, camp 227's historian has made some

updates to our website.  What ! You didn’t know we

have a website.  Well, we do.  Reed Walters has worked

with Don in adding some features to the site.  Go to it

mailto:f_windham@comcast.net
mailto:farren.a.windham@us.army.mil


and you may see where you could contribute some

time & talent.  It’s a great thing to have a website. 

We will benefit from it by possibly gaining some

new members.  If nothing else, it will show what we

do on a yearly basis.  Anyway, yea ! for the website

and Don and Reed.  Way to go guys !!

APRIL - CONFEDERATE HERITAGE

MONTH

This is always an important month, but beginning

this year until 2015 there is an extra added

importance to it.  You know we are already having

anniversary events and there will be plenty more to

come.  We really need to make it our business to set

aside time for these various functions that will take

place.  You can do it, it’s just a matter of whether

you place a priority on these things or not.  There

are plenty of excuses but very few reasons.

A CONFEDERATE CATECHISM

The War for Southern Self-Government

By Lyon Gardiner Tyler

What is the evidence on which this Catechism is

based ?

 The court of history admits only the same

evidence as the courts of law.  What a friend says

in praise, or an enemy says in detraction has very

little weight, unless supported by the record and

the confessions of the party under investigation

and his friends, and the testimony of disinterested

persons – all contemporary.  It is on this kind of

evidence that  this Catechism is based. There has

been no idle abuse or praise.  The truth is

everything.

21.     How has the abolition of slavery affected the

labor system ?

     It is absurd to absurd to say that slavery was a

failure as a labor system.  The military  system is a

form of slavery in which the best results ensue when

the discipline is strictest.  Freedom  is not necessarily

a panacea.  The negro’s idea of freedom is to do as

little work as possible.  One works now ( 1935 )

where five work ed before the war.  All that has been

accomplished in the South since the war has been by

the white people, but it has been at the expense of that

splendid leisure that enabled the South  to take the

lead in Congress  and  in the Nation.

     What statesmen have we now to compare with the

statesmen of old ?  None.  What scientist to compare

with McCormick, Maury, or Ruffin ?  None.

     What magazines to compare with the Southern

Literary Messenger, Ruffin’s Farmers’ Register, and

DeBow’s Economic Review ?  None.

 

                                                                    

22.  Did Lincoln at any time offer any terms of peace

?

     None except absolute submission.  He refused to

see formally or informally the Southern

commissioners sent to Washington before the war

began on the childest legalism that they claimed to be

agents of an independent power, thus mimicking the

arrogant attitude of the British Commissioners in

1776 who refused to treat with Congress as a political

authority.

     Th is attitude was not kept up by the British but

was persevered in by Lincoln to the end.  Congress

breathed out threatenings of death and confiscations

to all concerned in  the Confederacy, and Lincoln  in

a paper December 8, 1863, pretending to be a

proclamation of pardon, but which was much more a

menace than  a pardon, left under the penalties

imposed by Congress everybody of any consequence

in the South.  This was in contrast to the British



proclamations during the American Revolution which

made absolutely no exceptions.

23.     Did the South make any efforts for peace

during this time ?

     The South made several efforts to open peace

negotiations with the authorities in Washington , but

were rudely repulsed. 

     But by August, 1864, the Northern people had

become tired of Lincoln and the war, and the  

unhappy President had to change to some extent his

policy.   He addressed a letter to his Cabinet that he

had no hope of a reelection.  There was a general cry

for peace, and Lincoln gave permission  to various

persons, at their eager intercession, to visit Richmond

to ascertain the views of President Davis.

     Shortly afterwards came the victories of Sherman

and Sheridan which ensured Lincoln’s election, and

Lincoln’s spirit rose again.  In his annual message

December 6,1864, Lincoln said: “On careful

consideration of all the evidence accessible, it seems

to me that no attempt at negotiation  with the

insurgents could result in any good.”

     But the South was not conquered, and the prospect

of war for some indefinite time induced him to listen

favorably to the renewed solicitations of the

Confederates for negotiations.  It took, however, the

added influence of General Grant in favor of peace to

induce him to come himself to Old Point in person on

February 3 , to meet the Confederate Commissionersrd

, Alexander H. Stephens, R.M.T. Hunter and  John A.

Campbell.

24.     What happened at the meeting at Old Point ?

     At this meeting Mr. Lincoln’s course was exactly

the reverse of the humane attitude of the British

commissioners in 1778.  They proposed an armistice

and the concession to the Americans of everything

short in independence.  Lincoln would consent to no

suspension of hostilities and declined to make any

stipulations.  There must be absolute submission, and

a trust in his mercy, but even this mercy was confined

to an expression of his disposition ( no promise ) to

execute in a very liberal manner the laws of Congress,

denouncing death, imprisonment and confiscation of

property on all Rebels.

25.     Was any importance to be attached to

Lincoln’s assurances ?

      None.  As a matter of fact Lincoln as President

had very little authority, as pitted against his Cabinet

and Congress.  And he had not the backbone of

Andrew Johnson.  How very little could be expected

of him was amply illustrated at a meeting of the

Cabinet a few days later.  The President repeated a

proposition of Horace Greely to pay the Southern

States $400,000,000 if they would stop fighting and

come back into the Union .  Lincoln’s proffer was

only a war measure, though of a different turn, from

his Emancipation Proclamation.  There was no

suggestion  of kindness or mercy, nothing save the

practical arithmetical calculation that the war was

costing $3,000,000 a day, besides all the lives, and a

hundred days more of war would cost nearly  the sum

proposed.

     But the Cabinet unanimously refused to agree to

the proposition, and Lincoln readily submitted.  If he

meant it why did he not stand up resolutely for it ? 

What Congress would have done had the proposal

been made to them is scarcely in doubt  They had

been too long accustomed to taxing the South for the

benefit of the North to turn around and tax the North

for the benefit of the South.   The vindictiveness of

the leaders in Congress was so great that voluntary

submission would never have saved the South from

the horrors of reconstruction, and Lincoln would have

submitted as he had done before.

     Lincoln is claimed to have had a keen insight into

human nature, but he did not show it in this proposal

to pay the Southern people for their slaves.  They

would have scorned his proposal to pay them, as they

were not fighting for the money value of slaves, but in

defense of their Fatherland and self-government.  Had

hd had the bravery to promise to protect the Southern

States by his veto against vindictive legislation

interfering with their local  government, however

futile the promise may have been, the war at this time

may have been brought to an end.

     The very last act of Lincoln showed how absurd is

the idea that Lincoln was a friend of the South. 

Whatever he may have said, he always continued to

line up with the worst enemies of the South.  Upon

the evacuation of Richmond, Lincoln made haste to

visit the city which had defied him so long.  In his joy

over the event  he gave permission for the old

Virginia  Legislature to assemble.  But when he got

back to W Washington he was met with the

determined opposition of Sumner and his Cabinet,

whereupon , at the vehement protest of Stanton, he

sent a telegram in the very words that Stanton

suggested withdrawing his permission.  (Connor, Life

of John  A. Campbell , p. 182.)  It is claimed that

Lincoln would have made things easy for the South 

after the war.  But does not this instance show that he

was too feeble a man to have dared such a thing ?

26.     What was the condition of things in the South

in 1861 ?



     The South was very flourishing.  The most

prosperous decade in the history of the South was the

decade between 1850 and 1860.  Up to 1850 the

South lived in a Union hostile to her development. 

But during this decade the South enjoyed the

advantage of a free trade tariff and of the Independent

Treasury, which divorced the government from the

control of the Northern banks.  It was the first time

that the South had a fair deal jin finance.  It was a

period   in which the South took the lead in using

improved machinery and improved methods of

farming.  Great sums of money were spent on

highways, canals, and railroads.  Factories in which

white labor was wholly employed began to spring  up

all over the South, thus affording ample opportunities

of employ ment for the poorer classes of white

people.  The census shows that in this decade

Virginia increased 84 per cent in wealth, South 

Carolina 90 per cent, and Georgia 92 per cent, while

Massachusetts increased only 42 per cent and New

York 71 per cent.  Dr. Avery Odell Craven, Professor

of History in the  University of Chicago, declares in

his work on “Soil Exhaustion”  in Maryland and

Virginia that in no section of the nation and in no

period of its history were greater agricultural

advances made or greater difficulties overcome than

in Virginia and Maryland.  The future was bright with

hope, but Lincoln, by his war and the sudden

emancipation of the slaves without  regard to time or

consequences, put back the South 100 years.  This is

readily shown by comparing the census of 1860 with

that of 1920.  If we make allowance for the

depreciation of money (4 to 1) and the increase in the

population (about 3 to 1), there is less of wealth per

head today than in 1860, counting the negro in the

population and excluding him from the property. 

There is no evidence whatever that if slavery had

continued, the South would have fewer factories and

spindles than it has  today.  Before 1860 it had been

found that negroes, free or slaves, were not fitted for

the mills.  There is no evidence that the industrial

system might not have developed side by side with

the plantation  system.

     

 THIS CATECHISM WILL CONTINUE IN THE

EDITION 

ESSENTIAL LIBERTY

Documents Essentials To American

Liberty Including the Declaration

Of Independence And The Constitution

Of The United States With An 

Introduction By M ark Alexander

The Legacy Of American Liberty

by M ark Alexander

The Rule of Law

     “But where say some is the King of America ?  I’ll

tell you Friend, he reigns above, and doth not make

havoc of mankind....Let it be brought forth placed

thereon, by which the world may know...that inn

America THE LAW IS KING.”  - Thomas Paine.

     For its first 150 years ( with a few exceptions ),

our Constitution stood as our Founders and “the

people” intended - as ia - in accordance with its

original intent.  In other words, it was int4rpreted

exegetically rather than eisegetically - textually as

constructed, rather than as a so-called “living”

document, altered to express the biases of later

generations of politicians and jurists.

     But incrementally, constitutional Rule of Law in

the United States has been diluted by unlawful actions

of those in the executive, legislative and judicial

branches - most notably, the latter - at great hazard to

the future of liberty.

     As Thomas Jefferson warned repeatedly, the

greatest threat to the Rule of Law and constitutional

limitations on central government was an unbridled

judiciary: “The original error [ was in ] establishing a

judiciary independent of the nation, and which, from

the citadel of the law, can turn its guns on those they

were meant to defend, and control and fashion their

proceedings to its own will. ...The opinion which

gives to the judges the right to decide what laws are

constitutional and what not, not only for themselves

in their own sphere of action but for the Legislature

and Executive also in their spheres, would make the

Judiciary a despotic branch.”

     Jefferson understood that should our Constitution

ever become a straw man for a politicized judiciary to

interpret as it pleased, Rule off Law would gradually

yield to rule of men - the terminus of the latter being

tyranny.

    Regarding the process of amendment prescribed by

our Constitution, George Washington wrote, “If in the

opinion of the people the distribution or modification

of the constitutional powers be in any particular

wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment in the

way which the Constitution designates, but let there

be no change by usurpation; for though this in one

instance may be the instrument of good, it is the

customary weapon by which free governments are

destroyed.”

     Alexander Hamilton concurred, “[T]he present

Constitution is the standard to which we are to cling. 

Under its banners, bona fide must we combat our

political foes - rejecting all changes but through the

channel itself provides for amendments.”

     Editor’s Note: Thomas DiLorenzo’s latest book



is entitled - Hamilton’s Curse.  Read it and you

may change your attitude about Hamilton, that is

if you had one already. 

     On the subject of constitutional interpretation,

Jefferson wrote: “The Constitution on which our

Union rests, shall be administered....according to the

safe and honest meaning contemplated by the plain

understanding of the people of the United States at

the time of its adoption - a meaning to be found in the

explanations of those who advocated it ... On every

question of construction, carry ourselves back to the

time when the Constitution was adopted, recollect the

spirit manifested in the debates and instead of trying

what meaning may be squeezed out of the text or

invented against it, conform to the probable one in

which it was passed. ... Our peculiar security is lin the

possession of a written Constitution.  Let us not make

it a blank paper by construction.”

     James Madison agreed: “I entirely concur in the

propriety of resorting to the sense in which the

Constitution was accepted and ratified by the nation. 

In that sense alone it is the legitimate Constitution. 

And if that is not the guide in expounding it, there

may be no security for a consistent and stable, more

than for a faithful exercise of its powers.”

     Justice James Wilson, a signer of the Declaration

of Independence and one of the six original Supreme

Court justices appointed by George Washington,

wrote, “The first and governing maxim in the

interpretation of a statute is to discover the meaning

of those who made it.”

     The Federalist Papers, the definitive explication

of our Constitution’s original intent, clearly delineate

constitutional interpretation.  In Federalist No. 78

Alexander Hamilton wrote, “[ The Judicial Branch ]

may truly be said to have neither FORCE nor WILL,

but merely judgment. ... Liberty can have everything

to fear from its union with either of the other

departments.”

     In Federalist No. 81, Hamilton declared, “[T]here

is not a syllable in the [Constitution] which directly

empowers the national courts to construe the laws

according to the spirit of the Constitution. ... [T]he

Constitution ought to be the standard of construction

for the laws, and that wherever there is an evident

opposition, the laws ought to give place to the

Constitution.”   And yet this non-existent “spirit” is

the essence of the so-called “living constitution,”

which liberal jurists now amend by judicial dictate

rather than its prescribed method in Article V.

     With concern for the future of constitutional

integrity, George Washington advised, “The basis of

our political systems is the right of the people to

make and to alter their Constitutions of Government. 

But the Constitution which at any time exists, “till

changed by an explicit and authentic act of the whole

People is sacredly obligatory upon all.”

ANOTHER SEGMENT FROM THE

INTRODUCTION WILL CONTINUE NEXT

MONTH

ESSENTIAL LIBERTY PROJECT

Restoring Constitutional Rule of law

Jim Cuffia

Executive Director

Jim@EssentialLiberty.US

The Essential Liberty Project is a critical

and timely initiative to restore

Constitutional Rule of Law through

education, affirmation and action.

EssentialLiberty.US

PatriotPost,.US

PatriotShop.US

The comments made in this particular segment

does not necessarily represent what the editor has

copied and personally may believe  If you disagree

with quotes and comments, then email the author.

As the editor of this publication has already stated

earlier in this column, you need to read the newest

book by Dr. DiLorenzo on Alexander Hamilton -

again entitled: HAMILTON’S CURSE.

The Politically Incorrect Guide to

FOUNDING FATHERS

PART 1.

MYTHS, REALITIES, AND THE ISSUES

OF THE FOUNDING GENERATION

Chapter One: The Myths

Myth: Slavery was a sin of the 

Southern Founders

The importance of this myth is that it is used to divide

the country into progressive and enlightened (the

North ) and reactionary and racist (the South), and

allows historians to portray all of American history

through that divide, dismissing the Southern founders

and Southern arguments about limited government

and states’ rights while praising ever-expanding

powers for the Federal government in its long war to

ensure racial and social equality.

     But slavery was not a purely regional sin, largely

because it was northern ships that conducted the slave

mailto:Jim@EssentialLiberty.US


trade.

     It is true that most New England states had

abolished slavery by 1789, and the importation of

slaves was abolished in 1808 by an act of Congress,

but most Northern states retained anti-black laws,

northern shipping interests continued to participate in

the slave trade, and small numbers of slaves remained

in the North.  For example, slaves were still found in

Connecticut as late as 1848 and in New Jersey until

1865.  In 1790, there were more than 21,000 slaves in

New York, more than 11,000 in New Jersey, more

than 3,700 in Pennsylvania, more than 2.700 in

Connecticut, nearly 1,000 in Rhode Island, and a

handful in New Hampshire (158) and Vermont (17). 

(Of course, these numbers were minuscule compared

to more than 293,000 in Virginia, more than 107,000

in South Carolina, more than 103,000 in Maryland,

and more than 100,00 in North Carolina.  In addition,

Georgia had ore than 29,000 slaves, Delaware had

nearly 9,000, and in the territories, there were also

nearly 12,000 slaves in what would become the state

of Kentucky and more than 3,400 in what would

become the state of Tennessee.)  Included in the

group of Northern slaveholders were prominent

names in American history.  William Penn and John

Winthrop, the most important individuals in the early

history of Pennsylvania and Massachusetts

respectively, both owned slaves.  John Hancock ( of

Massachusetts ) and Benjamin Franklin (of

Pennsylvania ) owned slaves during the course of

their lives, and many of the Northern signatories to

the Declaration of Independence and delegates to the

Constitutional Convention were slaveholders.

     All New England states had a connection to the

international slave trade.  The small New England

towns of Newport and Bristol, Rhode Island, were the

slave trading hubs of the North American colonies. 

Rhode Island had a virtual monopoly on the North

American slave trade in the eighteenth century, and as

many as 100,000 slaves passed through ilts slave

markets.  Faneuil Hall in Boston, Massachusetts,

commonly known as the “Cradle of Liberty,” was

financed by slave merchant Peter Faneuil.  The

Easton family of Connecticut and the Whipple family

of New Hampshire amassed considerable fortunes on

the importation of slaves.  Slave merchant James De

Wolf of Bristol was one of the wealthiest men in

America, a fortune obtained almost entirely from the

slave trade.  Brown University derived its name in

part from John Brown, a prosperous slave trader who

once wrote that “there was not more crime in bringing

in a cargo of slaves than in bringing off a cargo of

jackasses.”  Once the international trade was closed

in 1808, many of the slave traders simply transitioned

to the interstate slave trade or illegally continued the

practice.  Interestingly, John Adams, who was himself

something of an abolitionist, professed to see no great

difference in condition between laborers in the North

and slaves in the South: “In some countries the

labouring poor were called freemen, in others they

were called slaves; but that the difference as to the

state was imaginary only....That the condition of the

labouring poor in most countries, that of the

fishermen particularly in the Northern States, is as

abject as that of slaves.”

     In the South, of course, slavery was a fact of life. 

The overwhelming majority of black people ( about

95 percent ) lived in the South.  But Southerners,

particularly Virginians, were vexed by the institution. 

Washington, Jefferson, and Madison cursed slavery,

and George Mason called the slave trade the

“nefarious traffic” and thought that “every master of

slaves is born a petty tyrant.”  Washington Jefferson,

Madison, and Mason ( among others ) are deemed

hypocritical, because they denounced slavery but did

not free their own slaves.  But they were no more

hypocritical than Benjamin Franklin, who at one time

owned slaves and then argued for abolition.

     The real dividing line is that the South had to

wrestle with the reality that slaves were not only

central to the Southern agricultural economy, but

were an actual numerical majority in some states ( at

least in some periods ), and certainly a large minority

in others.  In 1790, for instance, slaves made up at

least 40 percent of the population of both Virginia

and South Carolina.  To leaders in the South, the

granting of freeman status to hundreds of thousands

of slaves who were by no means grounded in the

English tradition of inherited rights and moral duties

would have imperiled the very liberty they were

trying to guarantee; it would have, in their view,

overturned the Republic into a mobocracy.  For

Southerners, it was, as Jefferson would later say, a

case of justice being on the one side and self-

preservation on the other.

     The North and South had a shared responsibility in

the institution of slavery.  But a better way to think of

slavery is not as a uniquely American sin-because it

wasn’t-but to put it in the context of what the

Founders north and South, regardless of their views

on race and slavery, had in common, which was the

vital importance of defending the inherited rights of

Englishmen and resisting tyrannical government. 

That was the cornerstone principle of the newly

constituted American government, that was the

Founders’ most lasting contribution to American

politics, and that is the contribution that the

“politically correct” and “progressive” centralizers

would like you to forget when they disparate the

Southern Founders and their devotion to liberty,

limited government, the English common law

tradition, and states’ rights.



THIS INFORMATION WILL CONTINUE IN

THE NEXT ISSUE

PRISON LIFE DURING THE WAR

A Brief Narrative of the Miseries and Sufferings

of Six Hundred Confederate Prisoners.

Written by Fritz Fuzzlebug

One of Their Number

This Being a Brief Narrative of Confederate

Prisoners Sent from Fort Delaware to Morris’

Island to be Punished.

PREFACE

      The author, in bringing before the public the

following work, has had two objects in view; First, to

furnish to the public North, South, East and West, a

brief and correct narrative of the suffering and

miseries of prison-life during the dreadful struggle for

constitutional liberty; and, Secondly, to refute the

common error, so rife in many places that

Confederate prisoners were not ill-treated in Federal

prisons.  Both of these objects will become

commonplace in the mind when the book is once

carefully read and impartially understood; and the

truth of these assertions can be attested to by the

united evidences of the survivors of the SIX

HUNDRED.

SECTION III

Selection of the Six Hundred

The voyage to Hilton Head–Incidents on the voyage

     In the latter part of August 1864, we were paraded

in Fort Delaware, and after having packed our

baggage–consisting of old clothes; and worn out

blankets–and bidding farewell to our friends, we were

marched in order to the wharf.

     We took passage in a steam-ship called the

“Crescent;” into her small hold or middle deck we

were quickly crowded–huddled and jammed together

like swine on a hog car.  WFe were too many for the

capacity of the boat, yet she was made contain us

without inflating her the least.

     Imagine our condition; huddled together as close

as we could stand; some having room to lie down,

while three-fourths had scarcely space upon which to

stand.  The heat being up to 95 degrees without

steam, and of course increasing greatly when the

boiler was heated for sailing, great numbers became

sea-sick; and then the “stench,” “the filth,” dirt, &c.,

in this crowd, was almost intolerable.

     It is not possible to give on paper a correct

account of the sufferings of the voyage.  They would

have to be realized to be fairly comprehended, and

those only who felt them, can have an idea of their

horrible magnitude.  

     The water given us to drink was of an inferior

quality, had a disagreeable smell, and a very

frequently we suffered for it.

     Our provisions were of the roughest quality and

very scarce; so scarce, that many suffered the biting

pangs of hunger.  They were given once a day in

small quantities.

     Our guard consisted of one hundred Ohio militia,

commanded by two Lieutenants.  They were just as

mean and ruthless as Yankees generally were,

exhibiting all that villainy and cowardice so peculiar

to Yankee soldiers, and especially militia, who have

never been in the front of battle.

     They offered many indignant insults to our honor

and cause.  Most of them were Ohio fops, having

scarcely sense enough to carry them to the table.

     The weather was very warm, clear and bright, and

no storm or squall disturbed our course.  We rounded

Cape Hatteras without any difficulty, and if we had

been in a comfortable situation, might have enjoyed

the voyage to the height of or pleasure.

     About three-fourths of us became very sick shortly

after leaving Fort Delaware.  We contracted sea-

sickness by not being familiar with the sea and sea

voyages.  And as closely confined as we were, the

spectacle was horrid–the entire floor covered with

sick men–horribly sick, vomited to a fearful extent by

the disease, and groaning in a terrific

manner–presented a sight too sickening to behold,

and too repulsive to endure, and too wretched to

describe even those of us who were not infected by

the sickening malady, were made faint by the

loathsome spectacle we were obliged to witness. 

     We were escorted to the southern waters by a

Federal man-of-war, which usually kept close to us,

firing a gun over our bow and causing us to heave to,

when we got too far in advance

     When we arrived within the lines of the

blockading squadron off Charleston, we were

deserted by our escort, and left to finish the voyage

alone.

     The same night in which the escort left us, at or

near four o’clock in the morning, when we were near

Port Royal light-house, our pilot, having gotten out of

his latitude, (whether by mistake or purposely, I am

not prepared to say,) grounded on a sand-bar, three

hundred yards from the beach, about seventy five

yards from the boat.  A man could have waded with

ease to the beach,–landed on the beach he could have

reached Confederate troops by traversing the small

island, and crossing a small, narrow, but deep stream,

the journey being about three miles, quite practicable,

except the river, which could have been crossed by

ferrying.

     Most of the prisoners were awake at the time of

the accident, and those not awake were aroused by

the shock.  In a few moments, great confusion



prevailed.

     The crew and sailors being good fellows, were not

much alarmed.  The Captain appearing anxious that

we should escape, used no means to disengage his

boat, but sat silently in the cabin.

     The prisoners became bold, and quitting their

dismal den, rummaged the boat on every side from

deck to hold, and from stern to forecastle.  The

Yankees soon became alarmed at the boldness of

their charge, and suffered the prisoners to heap upon

them threats, abuses, and curses.

     Col. Manning of Arkansas soon drew up terms of

capitulation by which the Yankees were to be paroled

and taken to the Confederacy.  The boat was to be

destroyed, the crew released, the prisoners to be

boated to where they could wade, and then make their

way to the beach, the boats to be conveyed to shore

and transported across the island to ferry the stream

beyond.

     When all things were ready for the surrender, and

we were rejoicing in the prospect of soon reaching the

land of promise, two gunboats suddenly hove in sight. 

Imagine our mortification, chagrin, surprise and

dismay at this unexpected occurrence.  Our exulting

cries lowered to wrathful curses.  Our paper was cast

in the sea.  We were urged by our guard to quit the

deck and take refuge in the hold.  Our bright hopes

were blasted, and we were forsaken by hope–seized

and chained by despair.

     The Captain now for the first time made efforts to

disengage his vessel, and after many fruitless

endeavors, succeeded; and we were soon plowing the

mighty deep, thinking only of how it might have been,

and how near we were the shore of deliverance from

Yankee bondage.

     The gunboats approached near enough to ascertain

who we were, to enquire into the cause of our

detention, our business, and other matters, and

proffering aid, if desirable.

     We could have escaped, even after the gunboats

hove in sight.  They were many miles distant, and by

no means fast sailers; and added to this, they had to

make a circuitous route of many miles, before

approaching us.

     During these detentions, we could have easily

escaped, but all became completely paralyzed on the

approach of the gunboats, and tamely submitted to the

domination of their brutal masters, who wore the

aspect of cannibals.

     Nothing else of interest occurred during the

voyage, and in a few hours we arrived off Morris’

Island.  We could distinctly see the batteries, Wagner

and Gregg, pouring their incessant showers off shells

into Sumpter and moultrie, and the guns of Moultrie

slowly replying.

     We could also see the batteries of Cumming’s

Point throwing their shot into the city of Charleston. 

That was one of the most inhuman of all Yankee

villainies; yet it was practiced without intermission

day and night until the city was evacuated.  The act

was barbarous in the extreme, bombarding a town

without first ordering the removal of the

noncombatants.  But this was only one of the many

exhibitions of Yankee barbarity and inhumanity.

     We remained at Morris” Island for one day, during

which negotiations were entered into by both parties

relative to an exchange of prisoners.  But no definite

conclusion being arrived at, we sailed to Hilton Head,

and there commenced a scene of suffering, far

surpassing anything hitherto known to us.  Indeed, we

quieted our anxious minds with the regaling thought

that we had reached the climax of our inhuman

sufferings, and that the day of relief from heart-

rending pain and disease, was about to dawn upon us.

     But we were doomed to witness and to realize that

of which we had had no previous comprehension. 

Life was to be a burden almost too intolerable to be

borne.  Death was to be desired and even hunted for,

but the grim monster was not to be found.  Hunger

with all its biting pangs and debasing evils, was to

seize upon us. 

     The stomach, that organ of full life and joyous

health, was to suffer for a tenant, and the craving

appetite was to go unsatiated in the midst of plenty,

and its owner to repine in the days of meat and bread,

only that the ambition of a barbarous, cowardly,

malicious and inhuman foe, might be gratified.

     The tongue was to be parched by heat, while

nature, so plenteous in water, and so abundant in

liquids, was not able to quench, or for a moment slake

the burning thirst.  She was denied this privilege only

that an insolent and haughty foe might wreak their

cowardly vengeance on the defenseless, who had, like

brave men, and men of honor and integrity, gone

forth to the field of strife, and staked their all in the

face o muskets, cannons and bayonets.

     The mind was left to think of home, and friends, of

fireside, and childhood’s bright days, and wonder that

humanity had gone forever; and that mercy had hid

her face in disgust.  It was left to dream of water to

quench the thirst, of food to satisfy the stomach, of

clothes to clothe the body, of fire to warm the

shivering limbs and naked body.

MORE ON THIS STORY IN THE NEXT ISSUE

CONDOLENCE INFO

Please let George Jaynes know when someone in your

family or a church member needs prayer due to an

illness or even a death.  This way the camp will be

able to send a sympathy card or donate to a favorite

charity or their church.



REMEMBERING THE JEFCOAT FAM ILY

This is just a reminder that Doug and Jeri said that if

anyone wanted to send something in remembrance of

Doug’s mother ( Helen ) who went to be with the

Lord a couple of weeks ago, they can send a donation

in her memory to their church, Trinity Baptist in

Laurel or maybe some Gideon bibles.  Of course it’s

left up to you.

CONFEDERATE SCRAPBOOK

Compiled by

Lizzie Cary Daniel

       WE CHALLENGE THE COMPARISON.

     General Hood can’t be of the full-blooded

chivalry.  He has refused to receive money raised for

him be subscription.  It is the first instance we have

ever seen recorded of a “Southern gentleman” too

proud or too self-reliant to accept filthy lucre, come

from what source it may.—Albany Evening Journal.  

     To which the Petersburg Index replies: “Then you

are extremely ignorant off contemporary

history—that’s all.  Hood has only done what Lee did

a dozen times, what Beauregard did, what Magruder

did, what Longstreet did, and what President Davis

did, and what no Federal general has done.  The

Albany Journal has made an unfortunate mistake in

calling attention to this matter, as it suggests a

comparison between the representative men and chief

officers of the two armies not discreditable to the

South.  When Robert E. Lee was receiving $401.00

per month in Confederate money, at a time when that

sum would not purchase a half-barrel of flour, the

writer of this paragraph moved, in the Legislature of

Virginia, to present him, in view of his actual

necessities, with $100,000.  He would not receive it. 

A member of the Legislature, in view of the General’s

known unwillingness to accept presents of any sort,

proposed to accomplish indirectly what it was

impossible to achieve directly.  General Lee was for

several months in the employment directly of the

State of Virginia, and received his pay for that service

in Confederate money.  It was proposed to pay him

for that service in gold, deducting the gold value of

the Confederate money he had received.  A resolution

to that effect was passed and communicated to him. 

He immediately replied that he had given a receipt in

full to the State of Virginia, did not consider himself

entitled to further compensation, and therefore

respectfully declined the sum tendered.

     “At that time General lee and his staff were

destitute of the commonest necessaries of life, and

frequently without animal food.  All will remember,

likewise, how vainly the people of Richmond

endeavored to force a present of a residence in that

city on General Lee, at a time when his family were

fugitives from their beautiful home.  The noble

response of Magruder to the people of Texas, who

contributed a handsome purse to procure a fine

plantation during the war, was the impulse and

utterance of the universal spirit of the Southern

soldiers: “No, gentlemen, when I espoused the cause

of the South I embraced poverty, and willingly

accepted it.”  Such, also, was the conduct of Mr.

Davis, who, shortly after his arrival in Richmond, was

presented by the generous citizens of our capital with

the mansion which he occupied during the war.  He

declined, respectfully but positively, to receive it on

any other terms than being permitted to pay rent for it

at the usual percentage of cost for which such

property is rented.  And Mr. Davis’s salary per annum

was not equal to General Grant’s per month.

     “It is not necessary to enlarge upon the contrast

between these acts and the course of General Grant,

etc.  If this contrast is not creditable to our Northern

brethren, let them remember that we did not provoke

it.”

                        

THE CIVIL WAR -Book of Facts

The War had many other names.  Here are some.

1.     THE WAR BETWEEN THE STATES

2.     THE WAR FOR SOUTHERN                             

        INDEPENDENCE

3.     THE WAR AGAINST NORTHERN                   

        AGGRESSION

4.     THE WAR FOR STATES RIGHTS

5.     THE WAR FOR THE UNION

6.     THE WAR FOR SEPARATION

7.     THE WAR FOR ABOLITION

8.     THE SECOND AMERICAN WAR FOR             

       INDEPENDENCE

9.    THE GREAT REBELLION

10.   MR. LINCOLN’S WAR

THERE ARE ABOUT 18 OTHER NAMES FOR

THE WAR PERIOD.

THE SEVEN SIGNS OF

SOUTHERNNESS

     Famous Southerners On Being Southern

“THE SOUTHERNER TALKS MUSIC”

MARK TWAIN

“LET’S SELL EVERYTHING

AND MOVE SOUTH ! HOW WE COULD

WRITE”

MARJORIE KINNAN RAWLINGS,

AUTHOR OF THE YEARLING



“ANYTIME YOU WANT ( A SOUTHERNER)

TO SHUT UP, JUST HANDCUFF’EM

JAM ES CARVILLE

ON “GESTURING”

“SEEMS TO ME IF A PERSON LOSES THE 

PAST, HE CAN’T FIND THE FUTURE

EITHER.”

   ROBERT R. MCCAMMON

IN BOY’S LIFE

                                                                                      

                                                                                      

                                                                                   

NEWEST MEMBER

Jerry D. Mason joins on the service of his great-great-

grandfather, John Mason.  He was a Sgt. in Toomer

Guards, 4  Alabama Reserves, who was released onth

oath.  He is buried in George County MS. in

Macedonia Cemetery.  We are indebted to Miss Jody

Merritt for giving Mr. Mason a SCV brochure about

two years ago.  So, on the application her name is

listed as recommending him.  She may be the first

woman in our organization’s history to be listed as

the one who recommended a new member.  So be it. 

We welcome Mr. Jerry to our ranks and for honoring

his ancestor.

   

 DiLORENZO IS RIGHT ABOUT LINCOLN

by Walter Williams

In 1831, long before the War between the States,

South Carolina Senator John C. Calhoun said,

“Stripped of all its covering, the naked question is,

whether ours is a federal or consolidated government;

a constitutional or absolute one; a government resting

solidly on the basis of the sovereignty of the States, or

on the unrestrained will of a majority; a form of

government, as in all other unlimited ones, in which

injustice, violence, and force must ultimately

prevail.”  The War between the States answered that

question and produced the foundation for the kind of

government we have today: consolidated and

absolute, based on the unrestrained will of the

majority, with force, threats, and intimidation being

the order of the day.

Today’s federal government is considerably at odds

with that envisioned by the framers of the

Constitution.  Thomas J. DiLorenzo gives an account

of how this came about in The Real Lincoln: A new

Look at Abraham Lincoln, His Agenda, and an

Unnecessary War.  

As DiLorenzo documents - contrary too conventional

wisdom, books about Lincoln, and the lessons taught

in schools and colleges - the War Between the States

was not fought to end slavery; Even if it were, a

natural question arises:  Why wa a costly war fought

to end it   African slavery existed in many parts of the

Western world, but it did not take warfare to end it. 

Dozens of countries, including the territorial

possessions of the British, French, Portuguese, and

Spanish, ended slavery peacefully during the late

eighteenth and nineteenth centuries.  Countires such

as Venzuela and Colombia experienced conflict

because slave emancipation was simply a ruse for

revolutionaries who were seeking state power and

were not motivated by emancipation per se.

Abraham Lincoln’s direct statements indicated his

support for slavery; He defended slave owners’ right

to own their property, saying that “when they remind

us of their constitutional rights [to own slaves], I

acknowledge them, not grudgingly but fully and

fairly; and I would give them any legislation for the

claiming of their fugitives” (in indicating support for

the Fugitive Slave Act of 1850).

Abraham Lincoln’s Emancipation Proclamation was

little more than a political gimmick, and he admitted

so in a letter Treasury Secretary Salmon P. Chase:

“The Secretary of State William Seward said, “We

show our sympathy with slavery by emancipating

slaves where we cannot reach them and holding them

in bondage where we can set them free.”  Seward was

acknowledging the fact that the Emancipation

Proclamation applied only to slaves in states in

rebellion against the United States and not to slaves

in states not rebellion.

The true costs of the War Between the States were

not the 620,000 battlefield-related deaths, out of a

national population of 30 million (were we to control

for population growth, that would be equivalent to

roughly 5 million battlefield deaths today).  The true

costs were a change in the character of our

government into one feared by the likes of Jefferson,

Madison, Monroe, Jackson, and Calhoun - one where

states lost most of their sovereignty to the central

government.  Thomas Jefferson saw as the most

important safeguard of the liberties of the people “the

support of the state most important safeguard of the

liberties of the people “the support of the state

governments in all their rights, as the most competent

administrations for our domestic concerns and the

surest bulwarks against anti-republican tendencies.”

If the federal government makes encroachments on

the constitutional rights of the people and the states,

what are their options ?  In a word, their right to

secede.  Most of today’s Americans believe, as did



Abraham Lincoln, that states do not have a right to

secession, but that is false.  DiLorenzo marshals

numerous proofs that from the very founding of our

nation the right secession wa seen as a natural right of

the people and a last check on abuse by the central by

the central government.  For example, at Virginia’s

ratification convention, the delegates affirmed “that

the  powers granted under the Constitution being

derived from the People of the United States may be

under the Constitution being derived from the People

of the United States may be under the Constitution

being derived from the People of the United States

may be resumed by them whensoever the same shall

be perverted to injury or oppression.”  In Thomas

Jefferson’s First Inaugural Address (1801), he

declared, “If there be any among us who would wish

to dissolve this Union or to change its republican

form, let them stand undisturbed as monuments of the

safety with which error of opinion may be tolerated

where reason is left free to combat it.”  Jefferson was

defending the rights of free speech and of secession.. 

Alexis de Tocqueville observed in Democracy in

America, “The Union was formed by the voluntary

agreement of the States; in uniting together they have

not forfeited their nationality, nor have they been

reduced to the condition of one and the same people. 

If one of the states chooses to withdraw from the

compact, it would be difficult to disapprove its right

of doing so, and the Federal Government would have

no means of maintaining its claims directly either by

force or right.”  The right to secession was popularly

held as well.  DiLorenzo lists newspaper after

newspaper editorial arguing the right of secession. 

Most significantly, these were Northern newspapers. 

Lin fact, the first secession movement started in the

North, long before shots were fired at Fort Sumter. 

The New England states debated the idea of secession

during the Hartford Convention of 1814-1815.

Lincoln’s intentions, as well as those of many

Northern politicians, were summarized by Stephen

Douglas during the senatorial debates.  Douglas

accused Lincoln of wanting to “impose on the nation

a uniformity of local laws and institutions and a moral

homogeneity dictated by the central government” that

would “place at defiance the intentions of the

republic’s founders.”  Douglas was right, and

Lincoln’s vision for our nation has now been

accomplished beyond anything he could have

possibly dreamed.

The War Between the States settled by force whether

states could secede.  Once it was established that

states cannot secede, the federal government, abetted

by a Supreme Court unwilling to hold it to its

constitutional restraints, was able to run amok over

states’ rights, so much so that the protections of the

Ninth and Tenth Amendments mean little or nothing

today.  Not only did the war lay the foundation for

eventual nullification or weakening of basic

constitutional protections against central government

abuses, but it also laid to rest the great principle

enunciated in the Declaration of Independence that

“Governments are instituted among Men, deriving

their just powers from the consent of the governed”

The Real Lincoln contains irrefutable evidence that a

more appropriate title for Abraham Lincoln is not the

Great Emancipator, but the Great Centralizer.

WALTER E. WILLIAMS IS THE JOHN M.

OLIN DISTINGUISHED PROFESSOR OF

ECONOMICS AT GEORGE MASON

UNIVERSITY, AND A NATIONALLY

SYNDICATED COLUMNIST.  HE ALSO HAS A

COLUMN IN THE MAGAZINE THE

SOUTHERN PARTISAN CALLED THE

MINORITY VIEW.

ADDENDUM - MEMORIAL SERVICE

MAY 14  AT MT. ZION BAPTIST CHURCHTH

CEMETERY IN SMITH CO., HONORING

THOMAS M. STRINGER, CO. B, 1  MS.ST

CAVALRY RESERVES.

WILLIS EMMANUEL STRINGER, CO. A 8TH

MS. INF.

SIMON STRINGER, CO. A 7  MS. BATTN.TH

DIRECTIONS - AFTER ENTERING

TAYLORSVILLE TURN NORTH ON HWY. 37

AND GO ABOUT 5 MILES OR UNTIL YOU

SEE A SIGN THAT READS MT. ZION

BAPTIST CHURCH.  THE CEMETERY IS

ACROSS FROM  THE CHURCH.  FOR M ORE

INFO CALL CUSSIN NOT COUSIN, JOE

COSPER AT 601-649-7060    

APRIL - GRAVE MARK ING  TIME

By the time of the March meeting, for all of you

who mark graves, please let George Jaynes know

how many flags you need BEFORE the meeting. 

George still needs to know the info on your

soldier’s headstone and name and location of

cemetery. He needs this so a book can be

assembled so we know where and how many

graves are being marked by our camp.  One day

you may not be here to mark your grave (s) and

we need to know who and where you plant a flag. 

This is important and it needs to be done this year. 

SO DO NOT FORGET !!!

 



COM MEMORATING THE WAR FOR 

SOUTHERN INDEPENDENCE

As close to April 12  as possible, the large sign onth

16  Ave. next to Pizza Hut and across from Kim’sth

Toyota, will have a message of our choosing

concerning the WBTS.  Mr. & Mrs. Carter have

assured us that they will do this with the

understanding that it is the ending of tax season

and that a tax company may have that space until

the 15 .  They are the couple that either own andth

or managed the sign.  They have been very

cooperated in the past and this time should be no

different.  A message has not been formulated as

of this writing.  At the March meeting during the

business and announcement time, if you have an

idea for one please let it be known then.  We are

allowed 4 lines with 36 letters per line.  Be

thinking about this, as we want to capture the

public’s attention, concerning this event.

SOUTHERN HERITAGE CONFERENCE

Friday August 5  & Saturday 6th th

`

Bethlehem  Baptist Church

Friday doors open 6 PM - Program begins 7 PM

Saturday - doors open 8 AM  - Program begins at

9 AM .

Meals - Dinner $10 ea. - Supper $15 ea.

Children under 12 yrs. old, no charge.

Attendance - Individual -$15 in advance, $20 at

the door.

Family - $25 in advance, $30 at the door.  This can

be immediate or extended family.

Speakers - Bro. Cecil Fayard from Grenada MS.

having been born on the MS. Gulf Coast.  He can

tell some good Cajun stories.

Bro. John Killian from the Birmingham area and

pastor of M ayfield Baptist Church.  His 1860's

oratories are famous.

Dr. Thomas J. DiLorenzo - professor of

Economics at Loyola Univ. in Maryland.  He has

written several books, is a lecturer throughout the

country and another firm believer in the South

and her attempt to continue the old Union under

the Constitution.  His latest books are, “The Real

Lincoln”, “Lincoln Unmasked”, and “Hamilton’s

Curse”.

Brother Jerry Marcellino, pastor of Audubon

Church in Laurel is at this time tenative.

VENDORS AT THIS TIME:

Vendors - Miss Connie Mori representing the

Confederate Shoppe from Birmingham.

Al & Gina Benson from Sterlington, LA.

SATURDAY NIGHT ENTERTAINMENT

We are attempting to expand the entertainment

for the evening, so this is tentative.

Stubborn Love, Houston Road Boys, Bonnie

McCoy, Zoe Brumfeld, Howard Patrick ( reading

a recitation entitled, “I Am Your Flag” ), and Bro.

John Killian ( giving one of his famous oratories). 

If you know of someone who may be able to

contribute to the evening’s entertainment, please

let George or Carl know.

Of course what we need each year are our

members selling ads for the Conference Program. 

If you cannot sell one then buy some ancestor ads.

Believe it or not, it takes coins to run this event. 

The more coins gathered, the better the situation

will be.
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