ALERT ! ALERT ! ALERT ! 
Our next camp meeting will be Thursday, 29th at Western Sizzlin on 16th Ave., beginning at 7 PM. Our speaker will be Pat Salassi, the better half of Andy, who is a member of our camp. She and Andy have been portraying life in the 19th and 18th centuries for at least the last 25 yrs., in battle re-enactments, living history encampments, and just about anywhere someone would let them educate the public about the war period or events before and after 1861-1865. Miss Pat taught history in the Jackson, MS. government school system for 25 yrs. She is now teaching at Rebul Academy in Learned, MS. 

where she teaches not only history but, Spanish and God only knows what else being in a small school situation. Her Confederate ancestry is almost astronomical, with about 100 documented direct family members that served in the Confederate army. She is the g-g-grandaughter of Thomas Jefferson Magee of Blountvillle, (Prentiss) MS., who served as a private in Co. B, 46th MS. Inf. Regiment. She is a member of the UDC, DAR, First Families of MS., an early founding member of the Order of the Confederate Rose Society, and a life time member of the Vicksburg - Warren County Historical Society. She and Andy are co-owners of the Wirt Adams MS. Cavalry Regiment, Living History Association where she performs various historical impressions portraying the life of a Southern lady during the 18th century, along with other impressions. Pat is also an excellent seamtress if you are ever in need of something new to add to your impression. We certainly look forward to hearing Pat’s presentation, even though she has to bring Andy with her. He can’t be left alone at home for very long. We understand he has some kind of condition that Pat can’t tell us about. Hmm.

UPCOMING EVENTS

FALL MUSTER AT BEAUVOIR

OCTOBER 15 - 16, 2011

Come join us for fall muster on the Mississippi Gulf Coast. Beauvoir is the last home of Confederate President Jefferson Davis & is owned by the MS Division, Sons of Confederate Veterans.

Fall Muster is sponsored by the Sam Davis Camp 596 Mississippi Division, Sons of Confederate Veterans Fallmuster.com / Email : fallmuster@bellsouth.net 

Beauvoir, Jefferson Davis Home and Presidential Library 2244 Beach Blvd. Biloxi, MS 39531

(228) 388-4400 / FAX (228) 388-7800

www.beauvoir.org
SOUTH MS STATE FAIR

BEGINNING OCT. 20TH

Even though this is not directly connected to us it might be interesting if you are just a bit interested in politics and the election process. The Jones County Republican Executive Committee, as they have done for many years will have a tent for the duration of the fair. They hand out brochures and information about the various candidates that will be running for office in Nov. There probably will be some petitions for folks to sign, like one to make Voter ID mandatory to be able to vote. Another one will be about Imminent Domain to keep a town, city, county or the state from taking land from people and let some big business build on it so the local government will take in more tax money. And the Personhood Amendment to change the language in our state constitution to protect the future born. It is a lot of fun and you don’t have any particular time schedule, you will see people you know and meet a bunch of folks you don’t know. You will be helping get some good things done by just asking to vote and sign the petitions. Remember guys we ain’t getting shot at and we are not out there picking confrontations. It’s not hard, but it is a lot of fun and you’re doing some good. Unlike our ancestors who had to finally use firearms, at least for the moment, this is our way of doing battle, with a pen or pencil, so maybe we can help in some small way keep us from having to do what they were forced to do. And it’s not that by signing our state constitution will hold off a war, but it will help you understand that if we don’t win by signing petitions and voting for the right people and the right things, we will end up fighting the enemy in the streets, and across our land. I know you may be prepared to fight with guns, but it is much easier with a pen. Lets try doing that a little longer and we will see what happens this next time. We can always make our decisions then if we need to do something else. SCOTTISH GAMES & CELTIC FESTIVAL

On the Mississippi Gulf Coast 

NOVEMBER 12TH & 13TH 2011

Harrison County Fairgrounds, Gulfport, MS.

tchambers@febdistributing.com
Members from our camp have participated in the color guard for twenty years. Sometimes we were the only ones in the color guard. In recent years the group has grown, but you never know and you cannot always depend upon other people to participate. That is the very reason we began our camp color guard in the first place. We simply found through experience that if it was going to get done, then we were the ones to do it.

That frame of mind still is what keeps us attending events like this to memorial services and parades. Lets be there again and show folks whom they can depend upon.

LANDRUM’S COUNTRY

Homestead & Village

"A Living History Museum"

"Christmas at the Village" -Step back in time and enjoy a walking Christmas tour of the past.

Saturday, November 26, 2011

9:00 am - 8:00 pm

"Candlelight Tour" - 5:00 pm - 8:00 pm

Confederate Soldiers Encampment - Entertainment - Gem Mining - Shooting Gallery - Restored Cabins -Exhibits - Food - General Store - Forestry Exhibit - Demonstrations.

We have been fortunate for the last 3 - 4 years to have been able to have a small reenactment behind the homestead. People have come to expect this and if weather permits we will do it again. Of course we will have our encampment and yes !! Our famous or maybe it should be called our infamous possum stew ,will once again be fixed by our own camp commander ( who carries his very own cannon with him ) Mr. CoCo Roberts. Of course with CoCo the meat will always be fresh. That’s right, straight off the asphalt and into the pot. Yum, Yum, the folks are just gonna love it !!

LAUREL - SERTOMA CHRISTMAS PARADE

Saturday December 3rd at 10:00 AM

We have been marching in this parade for several years and it’s over a mile, but it sure seems to get longer every year. However, it is a great way to get publicity. Lets look forward to this time together afterward also as we have our annual after parade dinner. We may want to think about participating in the Petal parade later in the afternoon. Several of our members marched in it last year and the people really liked us stopping and shooting. The route is no longer than New Augusta, so we should be able to walk this distance with no sweat. The more we are able to be out where we are noticed it’s good for us as a camp and the SCV also.

New Augusta Christmas Parade

Saturday after Laurel beginning at 10 AM

Our camp, along with members of New Augusta and a couple of other camps have marching in this parade for the past four or five years. It is not a long parade. When we have finished the parade route, we walk back to the courthouse where the veterans monument is located and fire a three round salute to all veterans and close with a prayer. Some of the New Augusta members have participated with us in our parade.





CONFEDERATE CATECHISM

The War for Southern Self-Government

By Lyon Gardiner Tyler





41. What is Lincoln’s present reputation founded upon ? 


It is founded upon his assassination, the need of the North for a hero, his faculty of juggling with words, and the luminous propaganda put out in his favor. Washington, Jefferson, Henry, Madison, Calhoun, and Webster attracted the admiration and recognition of the people from their earliest manhood, but in the opinion of his contemporaries Lincoln never rose above the ordinary politician, and throughout his administration he was subject to bitter and remorseless criticism. Nothing was more bitterly denounced in the North than Lincoln’s suspension of the writ of habeas corpus in the North than Lincoln’s suspension of the writ of habeas corups in States of the North where the courts were in full operation, and the arrest under his authority of thousands of people who were confined for months in gloomy dungeons, without charge, without trial, and without being allowed counsel. Because of this, Wendell Phillips pronounced Lincoln "a more unlimited despot than the world knows this side of China." The claim that Lincoln was a democrat, that he restored the Union, that he was a friend of the South, is the purest fiction imaginable. The deification of Lincoln commenced with his assassination, and has assumed all the forms of hero worship, without any regard for truth or even probability. The most audacious of these claims is that Lincoln was a friend of the South. 
42. Was nullification a Southern doctrine ?
No. The South as a whole never held to this doctrine. Only two Southern States, Georgia and South Carolina, ever did, they resorted to it to make void unconstitutional acts, as an alternative to secession.
It was not only threatened by Northern States, but practiced by them in the War of 1812, and through the personal liberty laws and the other measures in the decade from 1850 to 1860.
The notion of a league implies no such idea of a State suspending a law of the Confederacy, and remaining a member thereof.
But what makes the case of the North exceedingly ugly is that they were willing enough in 1833 to destroy the lives of South Carolinians, and resorted to the nullification policy in 1850-1860, in clear defiance of constitutional provisions, for a mere idea and without any sense of personal injury. The men of New England were wholly averse to fighting foreign soldiers like Englishmen in 1812 1814, and Mexicans in 1846, but were among the first in the field to punish their brethren, the Southerners, in 1861.
43. What was the true nature of the Union in 1861? 
I.

In May, 1777, the Legislature of Virginia passed an act requiring all free-born male citizens, above the age of 16 years, to "swear allegiance to the Commonwealth of Virginia as a free and independent State," and the other States, or most of them certainly, passed similar laws. No one was required by any authority to swear allegiance to the United States, or its government. In 1781, the Articles of Confederation, adopted that year, called the Union "a firm league of friendship," and provided that each State "retained its sovereignty, freedom and independence." In the treaty of peace (1783), Great Britain recognized the United States, mentioning the thirteen States by name, as "free, sovereign and independent States." Nevertheless, Lincoln, with characteristic sophistry, tried to fool people into thinking that the States had never been sovereign.
But against his views may be placed the facts, and the opinion of another man of national ideas, far his superior in every way – John Marshall – who in a noted case (Gibbons versus Ogden), declared the Union previous to 1787 a league.
II.

John Marshall never resorted to rhetoric or dishonest sophistical argument like Lincoln, but his intense party spirit led him often unto untenable positions. As a member of the Federalist party, he espoused the British doctrine, "once a citizen, always a citizen," denied the Jeffersonian slogan "free ships make free goods," wanted, like the other Federalists, to make the common law a part of the law of the United States, and stood for aristocracy, instead of democracy, as the correct principle of government. All Marshall’s views on these subjects stand repudiated by even the present intensely consolidated government of the United States.
So when in the same case (Gibbons vs. Ogden) he reasoned that under the new constitution the Union lost the character of a league, he simply spoke as father to the thought, and appeared to forget that, if the Union was a league of sovereign States anterior to 1787, as he said it was, the States could not lose that character without some express provision in the new constitution to that effect. It is a fundamental provision of public law that in construing grants from sovereign States, nothing can pass by mere implication or inference (Brown’s Legal Maxims, p. 260); Vattel, 2nd Book, chapter SVII, sect. 305-308). And this is especially true when the grant concerns so serious a matter as the sovereignty of the State.
Now no one can show any express revocation of sovereignty in the constitution, and Marshall’s argument proceeds by way off implication or inference from power in the constitution which may be explained wholly otherwise. To reason that from a mere change in the operation of the government or distribution of the powers, the sovereignty can be destroyed, is absurd.
There is no real antagonism between a Federal government off despotic power and a Union of sovereign States, and the difference between the articles of Confederation and the Constitution of 1787 lies not in the nature of the Union but in the grants of power. To render this perfectly plain, suppose there was a clause added to the present constitution, "And this Union is a league from which each State may peaceably withdraw," how would this provision interfere with the operation of the Federal government, as long as the States chose to remain together ?
The Confederate Constitution was a mere copy of the Federal Constitution, Created "a government proper," but no one has denied that its object was to establish a league of sovereign States.
III.

Not only was there no express provision in the constitution or the amendments by which the States surrendered their sovereignty. The seventh article declares that the parties to this constitution are "the States so ratifying the same," and the tenth amendment repels all implications hostile to sovereignty by declaring that "the powers not delegated to the United States by the constitution, nor prohibited to the States are reserved to the States or the people respectively." No one was ever required by the Constitution to swear allegiance to the Federal government or the United States.
44. How was secession connected with sovereignty?
As members of a league, each State, in the exercise of its sovereignty, by which its will is meant, had a right, under the law of nations, to withdraw from the Union at any time, for reasons to be judged of by itself. But this did not relieve it from its share of the public debt or other obligations incurred as a member of the league, and these were the proper subjects of negotiation. The denial of the right of secession was a denial of sovereignty, and secession was an obvious power reserved to the States under the tenth amendment. Indeed, three States – Virginia, Rhode Island, and New York - in their ratification of the constitution expressly reserved the right of secession, and this reservation, according to the rules of law, enured to the benefit of the other States as well.
William Rawle, who stood at the head of the bar of Philadelphia, published in 1825 a book on the Constitution, in which he showed very conclusively the constitutionality of secession, and this book was used as a textbook to teach the young officers at West Point. (Tyler’s Quarterly, XII, p. 87.)
THIS SERIES WILL CONTINUE IN THE NEXT NEWSLETTER

DAVIS COUNTY MAP








If you have any of our Davis County Maps that we have been selling, please bring them to the next meeting. We need to make an accurate count, or as close as we can, as to how many we have left before we get into the time of the year where they could possibly be sold. If we have enough, then there will be no need to have more printed. But we need to know now !! This will give Cotton time to contact the gentleman who so graciously printed an extra one hundred for us last time at no charge. Please look around your house and make sure one way or the other. 







　
　






GRAVE MARKING INFO STILL NEEDED
THERE STILL REMAINS INFO ON OUR CONFEDERATE DEAD IN JONES COUNTY THAT HAS NOT BEEN TURNED IN SO WE CAN DETERMINE A MORE ACCURATE NUMBER AND ALL THE INFO ON THE SOLDIERS. A BOOKLET CANNOT BE PUT TOGETHER WITH ALL THE AREAS THAT WE SHOULD BE COVERING DURING APRIL IF WE DO NOT HAVE DIRECTIONS TO THE GRAVE SITES . UNDERSTAND THAT THERE ARE GRAVES OF OUR SOLDIERS THAT ARE NOT BEING MARKED, SIMPLY BECAUSE INFORMATION HAS NOT BEEN PASSED TO SOMEONE IN OUR CAMP THAT COULD BE TENDING TO THIS VERY VITAL PROJECT. IT IS AN INSULT FOR THESE MEN NOT TO HAVE THEIR FINAL RESTING PLACE ON THIS EARTH PROPERLY MARKED WITH A BATTLE FLAG. SO, GENTLEMEN, GET ON THE BALL IF YOU ARE IN POSSESSION OF INFO OR YOU KNOW WHERE THERE ARE GRAVES THAT ARE NOT BEING MARKED.












FACTS THE HISTORIANS LEAVE OUT 


A Confederate Primer
By John S. Tilley

WAS GEORGE WASHINGTON

A TRAITOR ?

---------------------------

CHARLES FRANCIS ADAMS was a member of the Adams family of Massachusetts. He wrote that, when the Constitution was adopted, it was fully understood that each State had the right to leave the Union.
Northern abuse of Robert E. Lee caused Adams to flame with indignation. "If Lee was a traitor," he said, "so also was George Washington."
What, indeed, was the American Revolution but a secession of the thirteen States from Great Britain?
Lay side by side the movements of 1776 and 1860. On the one hand the heavy burden of the Stamp Act tax, on the other the harsh unfairness of a sectional tariff. In 1776 the arrogance of the English, in 1860 the bitter abuse by abolitionists. In Washington’s day English assumption that talk of American independence was treason, in Lee’s time the attitude of a hostile North that mention of separation from the Union was sedition. L In the Revolutionary era the threat of the British to use their army and navy to prevent the colonies from breaking away from the Empire, in the Southern secession period the intention of the North to resort to force to hold the South in the Union.
Which, then, was glorious revolution and which infamous rebellion ? What if the British had come to the aid of the South, as for a time they considered doing, and the South had emerged as an independent nation of States of which one alone was larger in area than England, France, Italy, or Germany ?
In what respect of principle would the historian have found a difference between the War of Independence of 1776 and the War of Independence of 1861 ?
TO THE MEMORY OF JOHN M. TILLEY – OFFICER IN CONFEDERATE ARMY - KILLED IN ACTION.








The Politically Incorrect Guide to 

THE SOUTH

( and Why It Will Rise Again )

Chapter 12









THE SECRET HISTORY 

OF THE WAR

Lincoln planned to colonize freed slaves

Confederate President Jefferson Davis had a black foster son, and enjoyed taking care of and being around "his people." Lincoln intended to ship them back to Africa. 
As early as 1854 in a speech eulogizing Kentuckian Henry Clay, Lincoln called for returning blacks to Africa because "we cannot make them our equals." In the 1858 Lincoln-Douglas debates, candidate Lincoln made the same suggestion that blacks be shipped to Liberia, the country founded in 1822 as a home for freed slaves from America.
In August 1862 Lincoln summoned a group of black ,ministers to his office—but pointedly did not invite famed black abolitionist Frederick Douglass. The president shocked the ministers when he casually told them, "It is better for us both to be separated." He asked the leaders if they could gather some volunteers to move to Central America to prove to other blacks that the idea would work. It would be "for the good of mankind," Lincoln said, if blacks left the United States. In his 1863 State of the Union
address to Congress, Lincoln proposed appropriations for "colonizing free colored persons, with their own consent, at any place or places without the United States."
Lincoln funded experimental colonies in Haiti and what is now Panama and Belize, all of which failed miserably, with a death rate of more than 50 percent among the several hundred slaves who had been persuaded to leave their homes to try too blaze the trail for others. The establishment of the colonies had been suggested to Lincoln by swindlers who were more interested in collecting federal subsidies than they were in supplying food and equipment too resettling former slaves. Curiously, Harper’s Weekly newspaper recognized the swindle even if Lincoln did not. Lincoln had been telling black leaders that they could support themselves by mining coal in Panama. Harper’s Weekly claimed the quality of the coal found in the region was too poor to be used in Navy ships. The newspaper also called the local natives of Panama "greasers" who would not appreciate newcomers to their land..
Lincoln never repudiated his stand on colonization, and because of his assassination (on April 14, 1865), we can never know what his postwar policy on freed slaves would have been.
But we do know that Jefferson Davis remained a popular figure in the black community, and that everywhere he went after the war, Davis was swamped by men claiming to be his former slaves who wanted to shake his hand. Bet your children aren’t learning that in their history schoolbooks.









COMPARING THE PREAMBLES 

THE CONSTITUTION

OF THE UNITED STATES

WE THE PEOPLE of the United States, in Order to form a more perfect Union, establish Justice, insure domestic Tranquility, provide for the common defence, promote the general Welfare, and secure the Blessings of Liberty to ourselves and our Posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of America.

=======================

　

　

THE CONSTITUTION OF THE

CONFEDERATE STATES OF AMERICA

WE THE PEOPLE OF THE CONFEDERATE STATES, each State acting in its sovereign and independent character, in order to form a permanent federal government, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, and secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity----invoking the favor and guidance of Almighty God—do ordain and establish this Constitution for the Confederate States of America.
Besides the actual wording of each, there is one big, huge, difference between the two. Do you see it ? If not, then read them again if needed.









RED REPUBLICANS 
Marxism in the Civil War

AND

LINCOLN’S MARXISTS

By Walter D. Kennedy and

Al Benson, Jr.

Chapter 14

Socialist Goals in the United

States ( 1860 until Present )

It goes without saying that the Forty–Eighters and other socialist and communist revolutionaries had certain goals in mind in the various countries in Europe during the 1848 revolts. Although many current historians inform us that these people were really fighting wars of liberation and trying to free their countrymen from monarchical bondage, we need too take a little closer look at exactly what they hoped to accomplish with their revolutions.
Let us look to the German example. In 1848 Germany was composed of a decentralized collection of autonomous states. The main thrust of the revolt in Germany was the centralizing of power so that there would be one government that controlled all the various states. So the goal of the revolution in Germany was centralization–a strong central government. In their supposed quest for "freedom," what Karl Marx and his disciples, as well as other socialists, were attempting to do was to create a large, omnipotent central government (with them and their communist friends in control of it, naturally) with which they could then overthrow local control. The destruction of the governments of the individual German states was sought, and they were to be submerged into an all-powerful centralized socialist system.
Walter Schmidt, an observer of conditions in Germany during those tumultuous times noted that the revolutionary intent was to rebuild society into a new model of the state. While enlisting the aid of many middle-class liberals who desired an open and free society, the radical revolutionaries had their own agenda. (Here we are using the term"liberal" in its classical sense of a defender of liberty and not the latter-day sense of one who promotes big government solutions to social and political problems.) In the pursuit of that agenda, radical socialists were more than willing to incorporate the phraseology of liberals, but they never intended to establish a free and open, that is, a liberal society. In order to have the power to implement the various social reforms desired by the radical socialists, first they needed a strong central government capable of enforcing said changes. For this goal to be accomplished, the many free and sovereign local German state governments had to be reduced and consolidated into one "indivisible" state, using the term Marx and Engels found most pleasing. By using the "democratic" method of government they hoped to united industrial workers in urban areas with farm workers in the rural areas. In other words, by the use of governmental tax resources, that is, dispensing governmental money and patronage, they hoped to be able to buy enough votes to gain control of the newly established all-powerful, indivisible, central government. Having gained control of such a government, they could then institute their radical socialist reforms, or as Schmidt noted, "the civil democratic revolution that should lead to a radical socialist transformation."
The cry was, "All Germany is declared to be a united, indivisible republic." "United" and "indivisible," those words should sound rather familiar to the reader by this time. As Schmidt pointed out, everything from the establishment of national banks, to the confiscation without compensation of land from land-owners, to the takeover off private industries such as mining and transportation was advocated as a means by which "the revolution could be advanced further into a socialist direction."
In a study published in 1964, Zygmund Dobbs pointed out that radical socialists fleeing Germany after the failure of the 1848 revolt reinforced the Marxist variety of socialism in the United States. these radical socialists brought more than just raw Marxism with them. They also brought the philosophies of Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel and Johann Gottlieb Fichte, which laid the foundation for future Marxism. Uniting with Fouriest socialist Charles A. Dana, future assistant secretary of war in the Lincoln administration (it should be remembered that Dana was a friend of Marx and Engels), and socialist newspaper publisher Horace Greeley, these Marxists helped to reinforce the "radical" wing of the radical abolitionist movement. A leader of the radical abolitionist ‘ "radical" wing was Thaddeus Stevens, a powerful Republican congressman. His hatred of the South and the pursuit of militantly revolutionary policies was the keystone in creating the arch of racial bigotry in the South and America. The mantra of the "radical" wing of the abolitionist movement was, "Down with all slavery, both chattel and wages." Let us now once again reflect on the words of the father of modern day communism, Karl Marx: "Labor cannot emancipate itself in the white skin where in the black it is branded." For the radical socialist, the abolitionist movement was never an end in itself but rather a means of promoting the eventuality of the "Proletariat Revolution" in the United States. Unfortunately for liberty in America, today’s "p.c." history books generally don’t bother to inform Americans of this socialist influence in the abolitionist movement, the Republican Party, or Abraham Lincoln’s administration. One is left perplexed, wondering just why this information is seldom mentioned.
As previously noted, the socialist views of the Forty-Eighters did not change with the failure of their European revolutions. Seemingly never desiring to question their adherence to socialist ideology, their only thoughts seem to have been (1) to escape those governments they sought to overthrow, and (2) if their brand of revolutionary socialism did not work in Europe, to carry socialism with them to whatever countries they would next call home. It is indeed unfortunate that so many of them wound up in the United States. Many will disagree with that statement and point out what great educational and literary contributions these people made to American society. Unfortunately, what few realize is that many of their contributions resulted in a loss of American liberty due to their collectivist mind-set.
The Forty-Eighters came to America with the goal of implementing the socialism that had failed at that time in Europe. When the War Between the States started, they almost universally joined the Union armies, and those who did not go and fight rallied behind the Union cause in many other ways, some of them literary and some of them political. In their minds they were fighting again for those same socialist principles in 1861 that they had fought for in Europe in 1848-49. Their rallying slogan of "Union, freedom, and democracy" became their watchword. Remember, also, that these terms did not mean the same things to them that they mean to the average American, either back then or today.
Also, previously noted were Carl Schurz’s thoughts about the "non-ideological" nature of American politics, a situation that Schurz ardently hoped to change. Professor Clyde Wilson observed: "The Germans brought into the American conflict and into Republican rhetoric a diagnosis of class conflict (crusade to overthrow the ‘slave drivers’) and a revolutionary elan." In other words, these men introduced the concept of class struggle not only into the war but also into the political life of America, and particularly into the Republican Party at that time. Dr. Wilson pointed out: "Historians have long noted the influence of German refugees from the revolutions of 1848 in the founding of the Republican Party and in Lincoln’s election, but usually without allowing its true weight."
Dr. Wilson also noted that as a result of the terror and tyranny of the French Revolution, most thoughtful 
Americans of the nineteenth century viewed the concept of "all men are created equal" with somewhat of a jaundiced eye. According to the Declaration of Independence, man’s rights are a gift from his creator; that is, from God. This stands in direct opposition to the legacy of the French Revolution that advanced the notion that the rights of man were bestowed on him by an omnipotent government. According to Dr. Wilson, the French Revolution had the effect of creating an even more deadly and malignant form of socialism, which led to the 1848 European socialist revolts. As a result of the failure of those revolutions, "the Puritans and Forty-Eighters, along with ruthless economic exploiters, diverted politics out of its accustomed paths in the Midwest and helped elect Abraham Lincoln to the presidency by a 40 percent vote."
However mistaken the Forty-Eighter radicals may have been about the American society, once here they sought to ameliorate that situation in any way they could–educationally, journalistically, politically, and ultimately militarily. They were going to make sure their version of the "Rights of Man" was instituted in the United States. One way to help accomplish their revolutionary objective was war. For the radical socialists the war presented a grand possibility to put into practice their concept of class struggle—North against South, black against white etc.
John Dwyer, another observer of the influence of the radical European socialists, correctly stated: "What became the single overarching Revolution of 1848 failed in all eighteen places where it broke out. But the ideas it spawned would survive to define the century that followed. Around the globe, the 20th century became the century when the ideas of the revolutions of 1848 triumphed." 
Dwyer informed his readers that the conflict generically known as the "Civil War" was more a struggle between the principles and worldview of the founders of the American Republic and the principles and worldview of European radical thinkers. Without an awareness of this dichotomy of principles and worldviews, it is impossible to fully understand or appreciate the consequences of Appomattox. As Dwyer noted, "Just as European theology, fashions, and culture influenced 19th century America, particularly in the North, so did European political theory. The tents of thousands of Europeans who participated in the 1848 revolutions and then immigrated to America (again, especially to the North) accelerated this influence....The revolutionaries of 1848 faced an America with three different cultures, economies and religious bases. They determined to remove these differences by a series of political maneuvers." They determined to remove these differences by a series of political maneuvers." 









SOUTHERN WAR CRY 

===========

Rally round thy Country’s Flag

Rally Boys Haste do not lag

Come from every vale & crag

Sons of Liberty

Northern vandals tread our soil

Forth they come for blood and spoil

To the homes we’ve gained with toil

Shouting Slavery

Traitor Lincoln’s bloody band

Now Invades the freed men’s land

Armed with sword and fire brand

‘Gainst the brave and free

Arm ye then both pray and fight

March ye forth both day and night

Stop not till the foe’s in sight

Sons of Chivalry

In your veins the blood still flows

Of brave me who once arose

Burst the shackles of their foes

Honest men and free

Rise then in your powers and might

Seek the spoiler, brave the fight

Strike for God, for truth, for right 

Strike for liberty





THE SEVEN SIGNS OF





SOUTHERNNESS 
Famous Southerners

On Being Southern

"I USED TO HAVE A BLACK NURSEMAID...

YAH-YAH, WHO TAUGHT ME TO SWING.

SHE USED TO CROON TO ME IN A

FUNNY WAY. ‘NOODLING,’ SHE CALLED

IT. SHE EVEN TOOK ME TO CHURCH

TO HEAR SPIRITUALS."

-------------------

DINAH SHORE,

BORN TO JEWISH PARENTS

IN WINCHESTER, TENNESSEE

======================

"I DIDN’T SET OUT TO BE A CRUSADER

FOR RACIAL HARMONY OR CHANGE

ANYBODY’S HEART OR MIND, BUT I

LEARNED EARLY THAT YOU CAN

ACCOMPLISH MORE WITH TOLERANCE

THAN WITH INDIGNATION."

--------------------

CHARLIE PRIDE

========================









DO YOU 
KNOW ?

THE

CIVIL WAR

++++++++++

compiled by 

Guy Robinson

The fire that devastated Atlanta began at a:

a. Sawmill b. Paper warehouse

c. Gas works d. Church

How long was Sherman’s March to the Sea, the scorched-earth drive that followed the taking of Atlanta ?

a. 99 miles b. 150 miles c. 300 miles d. 666 miles

In November 1864, a late-in-the-war Confederate plan called for agents to burn which northern city ? ( the plan fizzled.)

a. Boston b. Chicago c. New York d. Hartford

Which Confederate general wore a scarlet-lined cape and an ostrich plume in his hat ?

THE ANSWERS WILL BE AT THE END OF THIS NEWSLETTER





　

CIVIL WAR





CURIOSITIES 
STRANGE STORIES, ODDITIES, EVENTS, 

AND COINCIDENCES

BY

WEBB GARRISON

PART TWO

SUPPORTING MEMBERS OF THE CAST

Many Wives Did More Than Knit Socks

Mrs. John C. Breckinridge, who was at the headquarters of her husband much of the time, owned "a handsome silk dress." She vividly remembered having worn it at a state dinner in Washington when her mate was vice-president of the United States. That dress, she decided after many months at the front, would make a spectacular flag.
Formally presented to the Twentieth Tennessee Regiment, the flag of a Confederate general’s wife was first exposed to gunfire at Hoover’s Gap, Tennessee, in June 1863. Color bearer Ben Yeargin died that day and both Wallace Evans and Johnny Fly were wounded by gunfire directed at the emblem they carried. Three more color bearers were wounded at Chickamagua. 
Finally, at Jonesboro, Georgia, every member of the color guard responsible for "the Mrs. Breckinridge flag" was killed or wounded. Wounded men not taken prisoner soon saw their general’s wife headed toward them, her arms filled with lint and bandages.
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By Donald W. Livingston

Introduction by Michael Givens

INTRODUCTION

DURANTE VITA ( FOR LIFE )

Slave.
According to word-origins.com, the date-of-origin for the word slave is sometime in the 13th century. "The word slave commemorates the fate of the Slavic people in the past, reduced by conquest to a state of slavery. For ultimately slave and Slav are one and the same. The earliest record we have of the ethnic name is as Slavic Sloveninu, a word of unknown origin borrowed by Byzantine Greek as Skllabos and passed on to medieval Latin as Sclavus. It was this that was turned into a generic term sclavus ‘slave’ which passed into English via Old French esclave." According to the 11th edition of the Encyclopedia Britannica, "It may be here mentioned that slave was originally a national name; it meant a man of Slavonic race captured and made a bondman to the Germans." 
One would never come to this etymologic conclusion from the cursory study of American history as normally received by much of our fellow citizens. Just the mention of the word slave and most Americans conjure a vision of helpless Africans held in cruel and abject bondage in the Antebellum South. They console themselves with the notion Southerners invented the practice and the valiant and selfless saviors from the North freed the unwitting Africans from their chains and set America onto the path to glory.
It is bad enough Americans in general believe this version of nursery-rhyme history, but it is disheartening and pitiful Southerners in particular would fall for such a ruse.
Mr. Lincoln’s views concerning blacks were that they should never be integrated into American society as social and political equals. He certainly did not wage and maintain his internecine war, resulting in the loss of more than 620,000 souls, simply to change a labor system and free a group of people which he obviously held in low regard. Instead, Lincoln spent American lives and treasure in search of an idea, an idea whose goal was a powerful central government supported by a system of taxes and tariffs to sustain the building of an empire. Our unread friends have been duped.
We are presently in the beginning years of the sesquicentennial of the War for Southern Independence and the Sons of Confederate Veterans are on a mission to see the truth concerning the actions and causes of that war are presented correctly. During this time the Confederate Veteran, the official magazine of the SCV is dedicating its pages to this effort. Each issue contains a thought-provoking essay by a noted Southern scholar. At the conclusion of the sesquicentennial all the essays will be compiled into a book and presented as the definitive defense of the Southern Cause. 
Certain essays will also be presented in booklet form. This is the first of the booklet series and the question of "Was the War fought over Slavery" is the first topic. The idea of invading a section of one’s country to destroy the central idea of "the consent of the governed" as expressed in the Declaration of Independence, was not to be a popular reason for invasion and subjugation, therefore, another reason had to be invented. "Slavery" fit the bill and struck the emotional chord to 1quell the masses for decades to come.
Had Lincoln declared on April 15, 1861, that he was calling for 75,000 troops to invade the South to free slaves, nearly every American would have resisted, as slavery was both constitutional and legal. Many, if not most Americans in 1861, wished to rid the country of the blight off slavery, but not at the cost of 620,000 lives.
Today, we have a great distance between us and American slavery. So many Americans have merely accepted the idea the wicked Confederates were fighting to keep people enslaved and the virtuous Northerners were fighting for freedom. It’s just not that simple. Dr. Donald Livingston brings us a clearer and more balanced picture in his essay, wherein he shows that not only was the War not fought over slavery, but also the North never offered any moral or practical solution to enduing the institution of slavery. Furthermore, the North has never accepted its responsibility for American slavery neither has Great Britain, the father of American slavery, or Europe, the mother. Instead, the blame is shifted squarely to the South.
The fact is race relations in the North were abysmal before and after the War. For instance, a black person in the Puritan Commonwealth of Antebellum Massachusetts, "felt the brunt of discriminatory laws," wrote Robert C. Twombly and Robert H. Moore in Black Puritan: The Negro in Seventeenth-Century Massachusetts. A stringent 1705 Massachusetts measure known as, "An Act for the Better Preventing of a Spurious and Mixt Issue," [sic] placed strict restrictions on relations between the races, placed a large duty on Negroes imported into the colony and laid heavy penalties on violators. The Puritans passed this measure for the purpose of ridding their colony of Negroes or to at least prevent any more from entering. Many towns supplemented this law with local ordinances designed to further limit Negroes, all this at the time the African slave trade was being transacted and financed by new England shipping interests.
The slave code of colonial New York was particularly harsh. No New York slave could buy, sell, inherit or own property, nor could he testify in court case concerning whites. He was for bidden to have a church marriage or burial, to strike a white, or to congregate in groups of four or more. He could not be publicly entertained and any Negro found loose more than forty miles above Albany was to be hanged.
Perhaps this severe environment for the new York slave is what led to The New York Slave Revolt of 1741. After the colonists supposedly uncovered a conspiracy among the Negroes to set fire to the town and murder all the inhabitants, a series of mass arrests, accusations, trials and punishments followed. One-hundred-and-fifty New York slaves were imprisoned: eighteen were hanged, thirteen burned and seventy were sent to an unknown fate in the West Indies. Union soldier and black historian George W. Williams described it as, "one of the most tragic events in all the history of New York or of the civilized world," while to the twentieth-century black author Roi Ottley it was, "the biggest lynching in the history of America." Why is this never mentioned in the story of race relations and the story of slavery in America ? Could it be because incidents like these would shoot holes into the saintly Northern propaganda ? If these few events are so important in American history then why are they not taught in our schools ? Could it be because these facts will lead a normal person to ask more questions ?
Our modern nation has been molded from the ashes of that bloody struggle. If it is untrue, that the War was fought over slavery, then have we not all been misled ? And if we have been misled on such an important issue as this, then what else in untrue ?
Michael Givens
Commander-in-Chief
Sons of Confederate Veterans
Beaufort, South Carolina
June 2011
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