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Mayor Forrest Lake of Sanford

by DANIEL  O. G ILMARTIN

T HE Sanford Herald of January 25, 1939 declared in a matter-
of-fact obituary that “Forrest Lake, for many years mayor of

Sanford and former member of the Florida Legislature, died in the
Fernald-Laughton Memorial Hospital shortly before midnight last
night following an illness of little more than two weeks.” It was the
first time the newspaper had mentioned Forrest Lake since his re-
turn from prison five years earlier. Although most of the town’s cit-
izens had joined the newspaper in ostracizing the former mayor,
local businesses closed their doors for the funeral and some of the
communities’ most prominent citizens served as pall-bearers. But
the service was sparsely attended. Thus ended an unpleasant chap-
ter in the history of Sanford.1

After more than half a century, the memory of Forrest Lake
still causes discomfort and uneasiness among local residents who
are familiar with the story of the flamboyant mayor. Several of the
self-described friends of the mayor or his family feel that it is best
forgotten. Others simply recall him as a “crook” who got what he
deserved. There are still others, however, who regard Mayor Lake
as a great benefactor of the city. According to the latter, had it not
been for some very bad luck, Orlando would have become a satel-
lite of Sanford.

However they viewed the mayor, few observers were indifferent
about him. During his 1928 trial, the Sanford Herald described him
as a jaunty, confident hustler and reprobate who sneered at justice.
Well-dressed and affluent, with a fashionable handlebar mustache
and ever-present cheroot, he was the picture of an unrepentant
criminal as he sat next to his attorney whom he fully expected
would clear him of all charges.2 On the other hand, Sam Byrd,
a Sanford native who enjoyed some success on the New York stage,
characterized Mayor Lake quite differently. In his not-so-fictional

Daniel O. Gilmartin is instructor of history at Seminole Community College in
Sanford, Florida.

1. Sanford Herald, January 25, 1939.
2. Sanford Herald, March 15, 1928.
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novel, A Small Town South, Byrd showed “Mayor Rivers” as a broken,
friendless ex-convict ten years after his trial. Byrd had his main
character avert his eyes in shame when he observed Mayor Rivers
getting his breakfast from the garbage pail of a former constituent.3

For the Sanford Chamber of Commerce, the memory of For-
rest Lake presented no problem at all. In its official 1976 bicenten-
nial history of the city, Forrest Lake was simply the name of a large
hotel which failed in 1927. It made no mention of the man who was
elected mayor eleven times, who played a central role in the cre-
ation of Seminole County, and who built the hotel which bore his
name and is currently the headquarters of the New Tribes Mission.4

However he may be viewed in retrospect, Forrest Lake was un-
questionably the most conspicuous political and business leader in
Sanford and Seminole County in the first quarter of the 20th cen-
tury. A native of South Carolina, Lake came to Sanford in 1886
when he was 17 years old. Seven years later he was elected to the
first of his eleven terms as mayor of the “Celery City.“5

Having determined to make Sanford the leading community
of Central Florida, the ambitious mayor decided the town’s politi-
cal subservience to Orlando would have to be ended. Mayor Lake
and his allies then set to work to create a new Seminole County
from the northern portion of Orange County and make Sanford its
county seat. Toward this end Lake won a seat in the state legislature
in 1910 and was reelected in 1912.6

Having obtained the office with one purpose in mind, Lake
spent his first term in securing the chairmanship of the city and
town’s organization committee, the panel which would ultimately
recommend approval of the creation of Seminole County. He was
also careful to cultivate the friendship and support of Senator
Arthur E. Donegan, who represented the Orange-Osceola senate
district and who chaired the corresponding committee in the up
per house.7

During Lake’s freshman term, word spread through Orlando
that he was intent on splitting Orange County. The Orlando Sentinel
repeatedly editorialized on the subject. On several occasions, Senti-

3. Sam Byrd, Small Town South, (Boston: Houghton-Mifflin, 1942), 164.
4. Sanford Evening Herald, Sanford Centennial Issue, August 7, 1977.
5. Sanford Chronicle, “Celery City” Industrial Edition, 1908.
6. Orlando Sentinel, April 12, April 13, 1913.
7. Sanford Herald, April 15, 1913.
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Mayor Forrest Lake. Born in Newberry, SC, Mayor Lake came to Sanford at age 17 in
1886. First elected mayor at age 24, he served four terms in the 1890s. After an ab-
sence of several years during which he engaged in the manufacture of ice in Santi-
ago, Cuba, he returned to Sanford in 1907. During that same year he was once more
elected mayor of the city. Photograph courtesy of Sanford Historical Museum.
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nel reporters queried both Lake and Donegan about whether or
not they favored division of the county. Both men emphatically de-
clared their opposition to such a move.8 But, despite such assur-
ances, the two were preparing to rush just such a measure through
the 1913 legislative session.

When the legislature convened, Representative Lake was ac-
companied by a group of Sanford businessmen. Prominent among
them was Robert “Bob” Holly, editor and publisher of the Sanford
Herald, who had edited newspapers in Orlando for several years be-
fore moving to the port city on Lake Monroe. While Lake worked
in the lower house, Holly and his entourage conducted a quiet but
persistent campaign outside the legislative halls. Their goal was to
move the county division bill through the legislature as quickly and
quietly as possible. Not a word about the possibility of a new county
appeared in the Sanford Herald until Lake introduced the bill in
committee. Holly’s significant role was then demonstrated when he
wrote that “our committee . . . censored all wires and newspaper ar-
ticles and a quiet and orderly campaign has been conducted. This
will account for the lack of news [about county division] appearing
in the Herald.”9

Most members of the Orange County delegation were caught
by surprise. With the single exception of Senator Donegan, the en-
tire delegation opposed the division measure. The protests of these
legislators and hurried indignation meetings in Maitland, Apopka,
and other affected communities were sufficient to force a slight
change in the proposed boundary of the new county, but the mea-
sure sped through the legislative process in less than two weeks. A
few days later, Governor Park Trammel1 routinely signed the bill.10

During the outburst of opposition to county division, Nathan
Fogg, longtime proponent of Central Florida and resident of tiny
Altamonte Springs, expostulated, “no county division for us.” It was
an outrage, he wrote, “to please a few ambitious men, who desire to
hold lucrative positions in the new county . . . they will be sorry
when they are sober.” But when it was over, even though his com-
munity was included in the new county, he called on everyone to
“get to work and make the deed a success.“11

8. Orlando Sentinel, April 12, 13, 1913.
9. Sanford Herald, April 15, 1913.
10. Sanford Herald, April 29, 1913.
11. Sanford Herald, March 14, May 3, 1913.



MAYOR FORREST LAKE OF SANFORD 395
The Orlando Sentinel was not so forgiving. Stunned by news of

the division bill, its editor fumed:

So far as the Sentinel is concerned it has no patience with
the sugar plum method of dealing with such men as For-
rest Lake. He is a cheap politician to whom personal
honor means little. . . . Of course Mr. Lake tries to have
only vague recollections of anything having been said on
the subject of division before election. In this again he
shows his dishonesty and trickery. The question was put to
him by a score of men and he unreservedly told them he
would oppose county division at this time. Do the mem-
bers of the house of representatives like a liar? If they do,
here is a man who fulfills the requirements. . . . There are
no two ways about this. Every honest man knows that For-
rest Lake has double crossed his people. . . .12

While Lake was vilified as a traitor in Orlando and what re-
mained of Orange County, he was a hero in Sanford and the new
Seminole County. In a celebratory issue marking the birth of the
new county, the Sanford Herald showed state representative and
Sanford mayor Forrest Lake standing beside a manger labeled
“Florida,” taking a bundle labeled “Sem. Cty.” from a stork. That
same day, a triumphant parade in downtown Sanford ended with
the firing of an old Civil War cannon on the shore of Lake Monroe.
Although the mishap may have held some symbolism for the fu-
ture, spirits were not dampened when the old field piece ex-
ploded.13

Having achieved the goal for which he had gone to the legisla-
ture, Lake chose not to run for another term. But he did not leave
Tallahassee before requesting and receiving a charter for the Sem-
inole County Bank. Returning to Sanford, he continued as mayor
while also becoming president of the new bank, a position he held
for the next 14 years. A promoter by nature, he used his authority
as bank president to foster business in Sanford and Seminole
County. According to historian Peter Schaal, whose first job was as
a teller in Lake’s bank and who subsequently testified against his

12. Orlando Sentinel, April 12, 1913.
13. Sanford Herald, April 25, 1913.
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employer in court, Lake made funds easily available to numerous
realtors and other businessmen.

1 4

His easy credit policies were in keeping with those of others
throughout Florida at the time. As the state’s economy accelerated
toward the runaway boom of the mid-1920s, Lake and countless
others expected the state’s economy to expand exponentially.
Money loaned out for business ventures would not only be repaid,
but would create additional business for the bank and the commu-
nity. As probably the most important promoter in Seminole
County, Lake used both his governmental and banking positions to
make Sanford the hub of Central Florida.15

It might have worked. Long before the inflationary boom of
the 1920s, Sanford had begun building a solid economic base. Af-
ter the destructive freezes of 1894 and 1895, Seminole County
farmers had shifted their emphasis from citrus to a hardy strain of
celery. Until the late-1920s Sanford was the center of the largest
celery producing region in the world. It was known far and wide as
the “Celery City.” To build on that base and make Sanford more at-
tractive to businessmen and tourists, Lake and others embarked on
a vigorous public works program. A new city hall was erected along
with a police station. A seawall and bandshell were completed on
the shore of Lake Monroe. Many of the city streets were paved.16

It was only a short step from the public improvements aimed at
promoting growth to the provision of easy credit to potential devel-
opers and new businesses. As a banker, Lake assisted many real es-
tate ventures by providing easy loans, frequently with little or no
collateral. It was only another short step from loaning money to
other individuals to making loans to himself. Just as he was doing
for others, Lake permitted himself great financial flexibility at his
own bank. At the time of his subsequent trial, Forrest Lake was one
of the largest landowners in Seminole County. He had also ex-
tended his interests beyond the county to become heavily invested
in farm land at Moore Haven in the Lake Okeechobee area. Testi-
mony by bank officials at Lake’s subsequent trials showed quite

14. Peter Schaal, Sanford as I Knew It, 1912-1935 (Sanford, 1970), 28-30.
15. Interview with William Vincent, Sr., Sanford, Florida, October 25, 1982; Inter-

view with A. Edwin Shinholser, Sanford, Florida, November 23, 1982.
16. Sanford Chronicle, “Celery City” Industrial Edition, 1908.
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clearly that Sanford’s “first citizen” had freely used bank deposits
for his own personal financial ventures.17

Forrest Lake was not just a real estate speculator, nor was he a
passive land owner. Fully expecting a large population increase in
Central Florida, Lake used city money to pave streets in several sub-
divisions which he intended to build. That improvements pre-
ceded people and houses was to him simply a matter of timing.
That he was using public money for private gain would be over-
looked once people came.18

Not only would new residents settle in Sanford, there would
also be tourists. No other project epitomizes Lake’s vision of San-
ford’s future better than the Hotel Forrest Lake. Built on the
shores of Lake Monroe by the Forrest Lake Construction Com-
pany, the mammoth structure cost a half-million dollars in 1925. Its
158 guest rooms— each with a private bath— were in two wings,
joined by a 3,500 square foot ballroom. Each wing had a dining
room of 2,500 square feet.19

It was a magnificent edifice, but almost no one came. Like so
many optimistic developers in Florida in the mid-1920s Lake’s tim-
ing was bad. The 1926 season was a disaster. Like so many of his
counterparts throughout the state, Lake was certain that business
would improve. They were all wrong. Some of Lake’s opponents
were already expressing pessimism. There had been a number of
bank failures in Florida during the past months. It was apparent to
some of them that the boom of the 1920s was ending. Wary of
Lake’s expansive policies and his patriarchal administrative style, a
number of local businessmen were stimulated to action by the
mayor’s opponent, D. L. Thrasher.

Thrasher had already tried unsuccessfully to open the city’s fi-
nancial records. The reluctance of city officials to comply with his
request fueled suspicion and led to the formation of a Taxpayer’s
League. Through this organization, Thrasher and other local busi-
nessmen uncovered information which unraveled Lake’s regime.
Within just six short weeks, Lake had resigned as mayor and closed
the Seminole County Bank. Other forces dealt a devastating blow

17. State v. Lake, Case #155, 1928, Seminole County Courthouse, Sanford, FL;
Charles Bartlett Pinney, “The Effects of the Real Estate Boom on Florida’s State
Banks,” (M.A. thesis, University of Florida, 1933), 1.

18. State v. Lake, Case #155; Sanford Herald, July 30, 1927.
19. Sanford Evening Herald, Sanford Centennial Issue, August 7, 1977.
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to the embattled mayor. His wife of 32 years died of cancer just as
his financial and political worlds were collapsing.20

At the first meeting of the Taxpayer’s League, Thrasher re-
ported that city officials had refused to allow him to see the public
financial records. After two weeks of daily requests, he discovered
only that the files were kept, not in city hall, but in the Seminole
County Bank.21

It was ironic that Thrasher’s initial curiosity about city funds
had been stimulated by a positive article on Lake’s leadership
which appeared in the Sanford Herald. The front-page piece praised
Mayor Lake for traveling to New York and selling previously unsal-
able city bonds at a price of more than 95 percent of their face
value. Lake deserved accolades, the paper averred, because he per-
sonally guaranteed $274,000 worth of the obligations with his sig-
nature as a private citizen.22

Not everyone agreed with the Herald. Attorney George Her-
ring, one of the founder’s of the Taxpayer’s League, challenged
the newspaper’s version of the story. Herring declared that he had
information that the bonds had in fact been sold for less than 90
percent of their face value. Far from making the mayor the hero,
Herring suggested, the sale had actually cost the people of Sanford
thousands of dollars.23

Reliable information concerning the bond sale was not made
public until Lake was indicted that fall on a multitude of charges.
But at the Taxpayer’s League meeting in July, other charges were
made by private citizens against Lake and city commissioners S. O.
Chase, Sr. and E. F. Housebolder. Much of the time at the July
meeting was consumed by a discussion of the relationship between
city officials and the Hutton Construction Company. The company,
which had done virtually all of the paving of the city’s streets, was
owned by Lake’s son-in-law, Monroe B. “Money” Hutton. Thrasher
charged that a recent bid by Hutton for street paving was accepted
by the city commission even though his bid was $12,000 higher
than that of a competitor. Thrasher suggested that Lake and others
pressured the low bidder to withdraw his offer. He added that the

20. Sanford Herald, July 30, 1927.
21. Sanford Herald, July 30, 1927.
22. Sanford Herald, July 8, 1927.
23. Sanford Herald, July 30, 1927.
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low bidder had done so, but had gone on to complain that Hutton
received all of the city’s business.

There had been charges of irregularity regarding Hutton’s
dealings with the city three years earlier. At that time, rumors had
circulated in Sanford that Hutton, while discussing his Sanford
dealings with an Orlando businessman, had complained about the
cost of doing business. Admitting that it was true that he had a
good situation in Sanford in the street paving business, he said that
it was also true he had to pay a 20 percent “kickback” for the privi-
lege. The origin of the story was traced to Sanford justice of the
peace L. G. Stringfellow.24

At a special meeting of the city commission to investigate the
possibility of slander charges, Stringfellow informed the commis-
sioners that they had acted illegally in issuing a subpoena, bid them
a good evening, and left the room.25 Without Stringfellow’s pres-
ence, the commissioners who had been implicated each stated that
they were unaware of any “kickbacks.” Pursuant to their statement,
Mayor Forrest Lake, as chairman of the commission, declared that
there were no problems regarding the administration of the city
and the meeting was adjourned.26 There the matter rested until the
July 1927 meeting of the Taxpayer’s League.

Another agenda item at the 1927 meeting concerned the pav-
ing of streets in areas where no homes yet existed. The streets of
the Dreamworld development, one of Mayor Lake’s projects, were
paved by the Hutton Construction Company at public expense.
Thrasher and Herring both suggested that use of city money for
that purpose was illegal. Thrasher reminded those present that the
funds had been specifically earmarked for construction of a hospi-
tal and a public swimming pool. Neither had been built and he al-
leged that the money had been spent. Records subsequently
confirmed his allegations.27

The charges continued. Despite Mayor Lake’s denials, records
confirmed that Hutton used city water in his paving operations
without paying for it. Other revelations of abuse included $2,200
worth of gas and water which the Hotel Forrest Lake billed to the

24. Peter Schaal, Sanford As I Knew It, 46-47; Sanford Herald, July 30, 1927.
25. Schaal, Sanford As I Knew It, 46-47.
26. Ibid.
27. State v. Lake, Case #155; Interview with A. Edwin Shinholser; Sanford Herald, July

30, 1927.
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city. Additional items seemed. to confirm that Lake had commin-
gled his public and private activities to his distinct personal bene-
fit.28

Attorney George Herring summed up the allegations against
the mayor in three charges of violations of the city charter. They in-
cluded: misappropriation of $200,000, sale of bonds for less than
90 percent of their face value, and issuance of bonds in excess of 15
percent of assessed valuation. Within a week of the Taxpayer’s
League meeting, Mayor Lake resigned. Evidence produced at his
subsequent trial showed that he had not only misappropriated
funds of the city, but had also used the city’s tax notes in his dual
positions of bank president and mayor to secure loans amounting
to more than $353,000 for his personal use.29

The next move in the sordid process came from Lake’s son-in-
law “Money” Hutton. Shortly after the Seminole County Bank
closed, he demanded payment from the city for $220,000 in street
paving work. The Sanford Herald, formerly so supportive of Mayor
Lake, carried a strongly worded editorial on September 29, 1927,
suggesting a conspiracy between Hutton and the mayor. The Herald
went on to criticize commissioners S. O. Chase, Sr., and E. F.
Housebolder for tacitly consenting to Lake’s errant management
of the city and recommended that they refuse payment of the
claim. Such a course, the paper declared, would force Hutton to
seek payment through the court. The ensuing trial would bring to
light many pertinent facts, including details of the Lake-Hutton
conspiracy.30

While that matter simmered, the city was left in dire financial
circumstances. The Hutton claim was especially disagreeable for
the Sanford taxpayers. Shortly after Lake was indicted in October
1927, it was revealed that the city owed more than $l,000,000. That
indebtedness necessitated a property tax increase of nearly 150
percent.31 And, there was more. In addition to the tax increase,
there was a corresponding reduction in city services. The police
force was reduced from 17 members to 14, and all city salaries were
reduced by more than 16 percent.32

28. Sanford Herald, July 30, 1927.
29. State v. Lake, Case #155; Sanford Herald, April 13, 1928.
30. Sanford Herald, December 29, 1927.
31. Sanford Herald, October 1, 1927.
32. Sanford Herald, August 13, 1927.
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In early November, five members of the Taxpayer’s League fol-

lowed up on the Hutton matter and filed suit to prevent the city
commission from authorizing payment of his $220,000 claim. The
suit charged a conspiracy between Lake and Hutton to defraud the
city. The plaintiffs further charged the two with gross negligence.
Hutton was additionally charged with failing to exercise due dili-
gence in collecting the money before the Seminole County Bank
closed on August 6, 1927.

The case did not go far. Hutton was represented by Sanford at-
torney George DeCottes who chose to intimidate the plaintiffs
rather than pursue the case on its merits. He warned that he was an
expensive attorney, that a protracted legal fight was likely, and that
the Taxpayer’s League might lose and be left with huge expenses.
The strategy worked. Faced with the possibility of prohibitive costs
should they lose, the plaintiffs withdrew their suit. The Hutton
Construction Company was eventually paid.33

While both Hutton and DeCottes faired well in the financial
realm, ex-Mayor Lake was wholly occupied with defending himself
against an extensive array of charges. On September 19, both he
and A. R. “Ray” Key, vice-president of the failed Seminole County
Bank, were indicted by a grand jury on 19 charges which included
embezzlement, misapplication of funds, and making false entries.
Lake was additionally charged with making illegal loans to himself.
The two were scheduled to be tried together in the spring of 1928.34

Because of illness, Key was unavailable for the spring trial and
the state proceeded against Lake alone. The first of his five trials
ended with a conviction for misapplication of funds. He was ruled
not guilty in the second one. The reason for the latter verdict was
the testimony of W. W. Lewis, a black man who was employed as
cashier at the Sanford Elks Club. In a deposition he had said that
Lake had flamboyantly displayed and cashed a number of $50 bills
during a high stakes poker game at the club. The significance of
that denomination of money was its relation to $5,700 missing
from the bank and which Lake was alleged to have taken. Two
prominent medical doctors had testified that Lake had displayed
the bills at a poker party shortly after the bank closed. Once on the
stand, however, Lewis changed his story, testifying that he knew
nothing of the $50 bills. A flabbergasted state attorney Millard B.

33. Sanford Herald, November 26, December 5, 1927.
34. State v. Lake, Cases #147-161.
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Smith then asked Lewis had he not said in a deposition only the
day before that he changed numerous bills for Lake. The cashier
unhesitatingly replied, “No Sir, I did not.“35

The change of testimony probably resulted from social rela-
tions extant in Sanford in the 1920s. White supremacy was unchal-
lenged and the high-rolling mayor was well-connected to the
groups which kept it that way. The position of cashier at an exclu-
sive club for white community leaders was a very desirable one for
a black man at the time. The gambling which had raised the ques-
tion in the first place was itself illegal. Prohibition laws were also be-
ing ignored. Given the overall situation, the cashier’s change of
mind was at least understandable.36

In the long run, the acquittal in the second trial mattered little.
Having survived a serious illness, the former bank vice-president,
A. R. Key, had decided it was time to make amends for his past mis-
takes. The embattled former mayor must have been surprised and
dismayed when Key, not only pleaded guilty to all charges, but did
so in great detail in an interview which appeared in the Sanford Her-
ald. In the process, he unequivocally declared that Lake was equally
guilty. That was the end for the ex-mayor. Key appeared on the
stand as the state’s star witness in three successive trials.37

In May, 1928, Forrest Lake stood guilty of charges which could
have resulted in sentences of up to 45 years in prison. He was ulti-
mately sentenced on five charges for a total of 16 years— three
years for embezzlement, three and four each for two convictions
for misapplication of funds, and three more for making false en-
tries. An additional three years were meted out for the illegal loans
Lake had made to himself. One of the three year sentences was to
run concurrently with the others.38

Lake managed to elude prison for three years by numerous ap-
peals to the Florida Supreme Court. All of his challenges were pro-
cedural, addressing the method by which the grand jury was
chosen. None of the evidence on which he was originally convicted
was questioned in the appeals process. In the end, the high court
over-turned all except one of Lake’s convictions on the ground that
the grand jury had been incorrectly selected. The technical error

35. Sanford Herald, March 21, 1928.
36. Interview with William Vincent, Sr.
37. State v. Lake, Cases #147-161; Sanford Herald, September 27, 1927, April 11, 1928.
38. Sanford Herald, May 4, 1928.
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resulted when 270 potential jurors, who had not been called dur-
ing the previous term, were added to a new pool of 500 names,
making a total of 770 prospective jurors. The court ruled that this
was fatal to the convictions— that only by selecting from the list of
500 new names could the grand jury have been legally constituted.

After several delays, including a last-ditch plea of insanity, the
remaining three-year sentence was upheld and Forrest Lake was or-
dered to Raiford Prison. At 62 years of age, he began serving his
sentence on June 1, 1931.39 The Sanford community was already re-
moving him from its collective memory when the Hotel Forrest
Lake was renamed the Mayfair Inn. No public notice was made of
his return from Raiford in 1934. While Sanford struggled through
the depression years still dealing with the indebtedness the ex-
mayor had left behind, he lived in obscurity for five more years.
When he died, local businesses were closed for his funeral.40

Lake was unquestionably guilty of the crimes with which he was
charged. That he ultimately answered to only one charge was due
to legal technicalities. He had embezzled $353,000 from the depos-
itors of the Seminole County Bank. He had fraudulently issued
$1.3 million in city bonds and then personally borrowed large sums
using them for collateral. Perhaps worst of all, he used the illegally
obtained funds to shore up his investment in Lake Okeechobee
area land, where he anticipated a truck farming boom. The disas-
trous hurricanes which struck that area, and the corresponding
collapse of the runaway real estate boom in the mid-1920s ruined
his plans. Lake was left overextended and vulnerable like numer-
ous investors in Florida real estate at the time. Unlike many of
them, however, Lake had invested money which was not his own.
He not only ruined himself, but also left the city of Sanford deeply
in debt, a debt which was not fully liquidated until 1971.41

While Sanford, like hundreds of other municipalities, coun-
ties, and special taxing districts, struggled with the debts with which
its flamboyant mayor had left it, the Taxpayer’s League stepped in.
Lake’s career was ended. A successful businessman who had

39. State v. Lake, Cases #147-161; Sanford Herald, November 6, 1929, June 1, 1931,
May 31, 1934, November 19, 1935.

40. Sanford Herald, January, 25, 1939.
41. Pinney, “The Real Estate Boom on Florida’s Banks,” 11-13; Mel Scott, American

City Planning Since 1890, (Berkeley, 1969), 235. For more on the Florida banking
crisis in the aftermath of the collapse of the real estate boom, see Raymond B.
Vickers, Panic in Paradise: Florida Banking Crash of 1926, (Tuscaloosa, AL, 1994).
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amassed considerable wealth of his own, a public figure who en-
joyed enormous popularity while creating a new county and gov-
erning its county seat, Lake had mistaken his success for
invincibility. The weather, the collapse of the 1920s real estate
boom, and the local Taxpayer’s League proved him wrong.

While it is impossible to defend the ex-mayor’s actions, he was
different from some high rollers who fled the state rather than face
their accusers. He remained and defended himself in court. Using
shrewd legal maneuvers, he won some battles, but ultimately lost
one. In doing so, he paid a considerable price for his crimes. Enter-
ing Raiford Prison in 1931 was a serious matter for a 62-year-old
man. Today’s “country club” prisons for white-collar criminals were
still in the future. He spent three years at hard labor. Returning to
Sanford almost in poverty and ostracized by those who had once
held him in high esteem, must have been at least as difficult. Al-
though the former mayor was apparently not compelled to beg for
his sustenance as he was portrayed in Sam Byrd’s novel, he unques-
tionably lived out his last several years in ruin and obscurity. Al-
though Forrest Lake travelled far in his first 60 years, he descended
even farther in the last decade of his life. Having played a signifi-
cant role in the creation of Seminole County and its new county
seat, he is, and will probably remain, Sanford’s forgotten mayor.



Anthony Hutchins: A Pioneer of the Old Southwest

by  ETHAN A. GRANT

T HE story of British and Spanish Natchez, and the early ter-
ritorial days of Mississippi cannot be complete without refer-

ence to Anthony Hutchins. This temperamental and volatile char-
acter was involved in much of the history of the region from his
arrival in 1772 until his death in 1802. Barely five feet tall and slen-
der, Hutchins combined the reputed traits of bantam rooster and
bulldog. His voice was reedy and his temper was short. By bluff,
bluster, and native intelligence, he normally came out at the top of
every dispute, and he had many.1

Hutchins served in the British army during the French and In-
dian War, participating in the capture of Havana in 1762. At the
end of the war, he was pensioned out at half-pay, or as a “reduced”
captain. That service entitled him to a land grant, and he decided
to take it in British West Florida. In 1772, he placed his thousand-
acre allowance at Apple Hill, the location of the camp of the chief
of the Natchez Indians in the 1720s.2

His initial experience with area Indians was typical of condi-
tions at the time. The natives were not yet accustomed to the white
man’s notion of private property and continued to roam the land
as they had in the past. Often they would decide to visit a settler
family and stay for days, expecting a loaded table from those with
barely enough for themselves. In the early years, they often preyed

Ethan A. Grant is field enumerator manager, R. J. Polk and Company

1. Hutchins hailed from Monmouth County, New Jersey, but spent time in the
South Carolina backcountry before moving to Natchez. It is not known whether
he knew Amos Ogden, or any of those who joined the Samuel Swayze-led Jersey
settlers in 1773. As chief civil authority, he certainly became acquainted with
them at Natchez. For more on Hutchins, see Gordon Douglas Inglis, Anthony
Hutchins: Early Natchez Planter (Unpublished M.A. thesis, University of Southern
Mississippi, 1973) and John Q. Anderson, “The Narrative of John Hutchins,”
The Journal of Mississippi History 20 (January-October 1958). Both contain inac-
curacies but are valuable sources if used with care.

2. The Proclamation of 1763 forbade Western settlement. West Florida was an
exception to this rule, as the government wished to promote settlement in this
province which bordered on Spanish Louisiana. Grants to former soldiers, such
as Hutchins, were another matter and were never stopped.
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on the settlers in other ways. John Hutchins recounted in his mem-
oir the Indian practice of stealing horses from the settlers and ran-
soming them back.3

Appointed justice of the peace and chief of magistrates to the
new arrivals at Natchez in 1773, Anthony Hutchins became the
most important person in the area. He directed the locating of
families pending the application and granting of lands, and his
choice could be critical.4

West Florida Governor Peter Chester was authorized to grant
lands to immigrants from 1770 to October 6, 1773 when an order
arrived suspending the practice. The authority was not revived un-
til November 11, 1775. During the hiatus, Hutchins’ job was doubly
difficult. He was obliged to keep those who were already located in
1773 in place and optimistic that they would eventually get legal ti-
tle to their property when the land office reopened. He also had to
find land for families arriving later who came expecting land
grants. To his credit, there were few complaints from either group,
despite his testy personality.

Anthony Hutchins could be accused of negligence at times,
and inconsistency on other occasions. Widow Sarah Truly came to
Natchez in July 1772, with three brothers, six children, and six
slaves. She finally received 700 acres in 1776. According to Truly’s
testimony, she had gone through all the necessary steps in 1772, ex-
cept that Anthony Hutchins “neglected to procure a warrant” be-
fore the suspension of grants.”

3.

4.

5.

Anderson, “Narrative,” 1-6. The potential for conflict was largely removed by
the efforts of John Stuart, who managed to create an Indian territory east of the
Natchez settlement.
Great Britain, Public Record Office, Colonial Office 5 (American and West
Indies), Minutes in Council, February 15, 1773, CO 5/621. To some extent these
appointments reflected land ownership and place in the community. King and
Lyman were members of groups holding about 20,000 acres each. Richard and
John Ellis had nearly 5,000 each. Comparatively land-poor, Hutchins and
Ogden possessed only 1,000 each. Minutes in Council, September 1, 1773, May
16, 1774, CO 5/628.
CO 5/634:317; May Wilson McBee (compiler), The Natchez Court Records, 1767-
1805: Abstract of Early Records, (Baltimore, 1979), 601-602. The British granted
land to ordinary settlers on the basis of 100 acres for the head of household,
and 50 more for each additional member of the family. Included under that
umbrella were wives, children, apprenticed servants, and slaves. It was not
uncommon for the British, and then the Spanish, to award lands to women in
their own name.
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John Smith’s experience was similar. He left South Carolina in

1774, “to avoid the disturbances,” and arrived in Natchez in April
of that year. His family then consisted of a wife, six children, three
orphans, and a slave. Smith claimed that Anthony Hutchins made
a mistake and got him only 200 acres, far less than he deserved by
contemporary practice. Smith applied for the additional 450 acres
due him on September 1, 1777, but his appeal for those acres and
a further bounty was rejected by Chester.6

A subdued but permanent rivalry existed between the Ellis
brothers, particularly John, and Anthony Hutchins. John and Rich-
ard Ellis, began on a large scale and grew from there. John arrived
at Natchez in June 1773, and in November 1776 received a grant of
1,000 acres. Richard arrived in July 1773, and acquired 3,550 acres
on the basis of his family, which included himself, his wife, seven
children, and 71 slaves. Richard received further grants of 1,850
and 1,000 acres on June 16, 1779. The Ellis brothers controlled ap-
proximately 20,000 acres at the time of the Spanish conquest.7

Neither appears to have had public ambitions as did Hutchins.
They seemed content to exercise their considerable shared talent
for amassing wealth, but they crossed swords with Hutchins more
than once. The first time was in 1778, when John Ellis and Hutch-
ins both claimed a piece of land on the east bank of the Mississippi
which was suitable for a public landing for boats and was known
variously as Ellis or White Cliffs. As the dispute dragged on, area
residents turned to the west bank of the river and successfully peti-
tioned Louisiana Lieutenant Governor Estevan Miró for a landing
in Spanish territory.8

With Alexander Ross and William Hiorn, Anthony Hutchins
was among the few at Natchez who actively opposed James Willing’s
raid in 1778. The American rebel and his party of about 100 boated
to Natchez from Fort Pitt. His objective was to disrupt the British
Mississippi settlements, and specifically to discomfit known loyal-

6. To avoid the lengthy, expensive, and dangerous trip from Natchez to Pensacola,
a magistrate certified the size of a family and acreage permitted for grant pur-
poses, CO 5/634:527. The outbreak of hostilities in 1775 resulted in West Flor-
ida becoming a haven for fleeing loyalists. Governor Peter Chester was allowed
to grant a bounty of up to 1,000 acres based upon the scale of their losses. Min-
utes in Council, November 20, 1775, CO 5/592.

7. CO 5/608:506, 507, Minutes in Council, May 16, 1774, May 2, 1776, 631,
634:525,534; D. Clayton James, Antebellum Natchez (Baton Rouge, 1968), 17, 20.

8. Hutchins finally won. On April 25, 1789, he was given 800 acres at White Cliffs.
McBee, The Natchez Court Records, 440.
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ists. Willing’s soldiers looted Apple Hill and carried off a number
of slaves. Hutchins was captured by the raider and carried to New
Orleans.

While there, Hutchins engaged in espionage. He offered re-
wards for any disaffected rebels who might deliver Willing and Ol-
iver Pollock, the prominent merchant and de facto consul for the
American rebels at New Orleans. Despite that disruptive behavior,
Governor Bernardo Gálvez intervened and pressured Willing to
grant Hutchins a parole.9

Much to the chagrin of Gálvez, Hutchins broke his word and
the conditions of the parole by securing a mount and riding off to-
ward Natchez.10 Hutchins would come to account in 1782 as a result
of this perfidy. Near Natchez, he rounded up about 30 loyalist sym-
pathizers, secured a batteau, and

Col. Hutchins fought the victorious battle with the same
shirt he had on when he left New Orleans, having never
taken time to shift [rest] & barely to refresh himself; nor
went near his own house which was but a small distance, so
intent was he in effecting the main object he had in view—
even a moment might have lost the opportunity forever.”

The “main object” was an ambush of Reuben Harrison and some of
Willing’s men. The battle took place several days after his return.
Losing the “moment forever” was a real possibility. The great bulk
of the populace insisted on honoring the parole they were given by
Willing.12

After the raid, Hutchins wrote long letters to Governor Chester
in Pensacola, and to the American secretary, Lord George Ger-
main, The letters explained what happened and were self-serving

9. J. Barton Starr, Tories, Dons, and Rebels: The American Revolution in British West Flor-
ida (Gainesville, 1976), 108-109.

10. Rivington’s Royal Gazette, New York City, January 1, 1779, quoting from a Jamai-
can newspaper account of November 21, 1778. This account was shared with
the author by Robin Fabel of Auburn University.

11. Ibid.
12. CO 5/607:409, Minutes in Council, November 11, 1776, 631, 634:434, 475-482,

523; Starr, Tories, Dons and Rebels, 111. That Harrison joined Willing was curious.
He was a loyalist who had fled Virginia and obtained 300 acres of bounty land in
recompense for losses there. Minutes in Council, February 11, 1778, CO 5/635.
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to an extreme. In his typically grandiose prose, he wrote Germain
that “their colors were soon torn down and now lay dejected at our
feet, and those of His Britannic Majesty most splendidly appear in
triumph.” For his patriotic effort and his own self-promotion,
Hutchins was advanced on the permanent army list from captain to
major, and breveted to lieutenant colonel in the West Florida Vol-
unteers militia regiment commanded by Alexander McGillivray.
Named commander at Natchez, he added military to civil suprem-
acy from April until September 1778, when Fort Panmure received
a garrison of regular troops. In addition to promotion and written
commendation, Hutchins was granted another 7,000 acres of
land.13

The year 1779 brought a series of rude shocks to the inhabit-
ants of Natchez. They found themselves at war with their Spanish
neighbors only shortly before Governor Bernardo Gálvez defeated
Colonel Alexander Dickson at Baton Rouge in September. To the
outrage of Hutchins, Ross, Hiorn, and others, Dickson was obliged
to surrender Natchez to the Spanish. Though the loyalist patriots
sought to continue the struggle, they could muster little support in
the community to defy the terms of surrender. True to his orders,
on October 5, 1779, Captain Anthony Foster lowered the British
colors at Natchez. He and his small garrison marched out of the
fort and surrendered their arms to the Spanish, ending British rule
in the Natchez district.

Those settlers wishing to leave were given eight months to sell
their property and move, but the great majority elected to remain
and take their chances with the Spanish. Until the conquest of Mo-
bile in 1780 and Pensacola in 1781, there remained a chance the
British flag would return by force of arms. Some did leave, and oth-
ers fled after the failed revolt of 1781. But most remained. In ex-
change for an oath of loyalty, they were promised religious
toleration and the security of their estates.

By April 1780, the commander at Natchez began to hear cases
from the inhabitants. Though many of the legal procedures were
different, and only one Spaniard sat as judge, jury, and prosecutor,

13. Hutchins to Germain, July 1, 1778, CO 5/594:457-61; Minutes in Council, Sep-
tember 1, 1772, May 16, 1774, CO 5/608, 634:148, 248, 590:251-253, 594:474-
482, 494, 495. Despite the promotion, he continued to receive a captain’s pen-
sion. Vain to a fault, he styled himself the rest of his life as Colonel Hutchins.
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decisions were largely the same as any which might have been
handed down in a court of English common law. With Francis Far-
rell, a British settler who was fluent in Spanish, on hand to translate
for the commandant, Carlos Grandpré, the residents brought their
quarrels for settlement.14

Prudently reluctant to overturn the system which was in place,
the Spanish initially relied heavily on the advice of two former jus-
tices of the peace, Anthony Hutchins and Isaac Johnson. With that
concession to British habit, and the use of arbitrators, appraisers,
and constables from the community, the ad hoc system developed at
Natchez remained in practice until 1798, though it never became
formalized in the regular Spanish colonial structure.15

In one of the earliest cases at Natchez, Hutchins sued Richard
Bacon for a saddle which Bacon had continued to hire out after he
had sold it to Hutchins. The latter wanted his property. Grandpré
ordered the saddle to be turned over immediately or Hutchins’
money returned.16

Between September 1779 and April 1781, while the Natchez
district was under Spanish rule, the capital at Pensacola was not.
Natchez residents watched events there closely, since either Pensa-
cola or Mobile might be used as a base for a reconquest of the Mis-
sissippi settlements. Some contemporary accounts suggested that
rumors of a relief expedition to Pensacola by sea sparked the idea
of revolt at Natchez.17

14. McBee, 289, 290. The earliest recorded date extant for a case was April 14, 1781.
It concerned a dispute between John Blommart and Adam Bingamin over a
debt owed the former. Natchez Court Records, Vol. 1 (1781), 48, microfilm at
University of West Florida Library.

15. For more on the regular Spanish practices, see J. H. Parry, Spanish Seaborne
Empire (New York, 1972), 174-192. Natchez was the most northern and eastern
outpost for the protection of the viceroyalty of New Spain. The crown could
never afford properly to garrison the region, so it turned to measures designed
to gain the obedience of the British community, and pursued a conciliatory
Indian policy. The chain of command which established these practices was José
Gálvez, Minister of the Indies and nephew of Bemardo; Estevan Miró, who
became governor of Louisiana when Bernardo was promoted to the captain
generalcy of Cuba; and Carlos Grandpré, permanent fort commander and fre-
quently acting governor of the Natchez district.

16. McBee, The Natchez Court Records, 235, 294.
17. John W. Caughey, “The Natchez Rebellion of 1781 and Its Aftermath,” The Loui-

siana Historical Quarterly 16 (January-October, 1935) 58.
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No reinforcements arrived and the siege of Pensacola by Loui-
siana Governor Bernardo Gálvez began April 9, 1781. The British
commander at Pensacola, General John Campbell, hoped that an
uprising at Natchez might give the British sufficient time to
strengthen their forces at Pensacola. If the British settlers at
Natchez could overthrow the Spanish there, they might also recap-
ture Baton Rouge and Manchac, and force Gálvez to divert some of
his forces from the siege of the capital of British West Florida.

To encourage the revolt and give the appearance that it was an
act of war rather than treasonous civil unrest, Campbell sent blank
commissions to brothers John and Philip Alston, and Jacob Win-
free, all prominent Natchez settlers. John Blommart, a prominent
trader, distiller, and planter, agreed to accept command of the in-
surgents. Hutchins resumed the post of chief magistrate during the
rebellion.18 But the Spaniards were not convinced. They reasoned
that those who had opted to stay in 1779 had sworn oaths of loyalty
to His Catholic Majesty. The rebellion was therefore treason
against their acknowledged sovereign.

When the short-lived 1781 revolt was suppressed, Hutchins
hurried to explain his participation. In a tenor reminiscent of his
letters to Chester and Germain in 1778, he wrote Estevan Miró,
who had succeeded Gálvez as governor, claiming that he had reluc-
tantly accepted the post as chief magistrate because of threats
against his family and estate if he refused.19 Miró was apparently
willing to accept the explanation. Parker Carridine, George Ra-
palje, John Smith, and possibly John Rowe and Joseph Holmes
were all arrested, sent to New Orleans, questioned about their roles
in the revolt, and eventually released. Others were questioned and
then deported. Hutchins was not even obliged to go to New Or-
leans for questioning.20

But Miró’s superiors were not so forgiving. While his breach of
parole in 1778 had been overlooked by Governor Gálvez who was

18. Starr, Tories, Dons, and Rebels, 217; Archive General de Indias, Papeles Proce-
dentes de Cuba, Hutchins to Miró, July 1, 1781, legajo 114, Seville, Spain;
Caughey, “Natchez Rebellion,” 58-59.

19. Hutchins to Miró, July 1, 1781, AGI, PC, leg. 114.
20. The rising began on April 22, 1781, but news of the fall of Pensacola caused the

revolt to collapse on June 23. Only three settlers and no Spaniards died as a
result of the affair. Caughey, “Natchez Rebellion,” 60-62; Journal of Morandière,
AGI, PC, legajo 2359.
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at that time anxious to placate the British settlers at Natchez, there
was less willingness to tolerate Hutchins’ participation in the 1781
uprising. As his fears of arrest mounted, Hutchins, accompanied by
the youthful John Ogg, fled the district sometime between Novem-
ber 21, 1781 and March 23, 1782. On the latter date, his wife suc-
cessfully petitioned to keep the family property from being seized
by the Spanish, but Hutchins himself was long gone. Making his
way through Georgia to England, the erstwhile chief magistrate re-
mained there for about two years.21 The promotion of Bernardo
Gálvez to Viceroy of New Spain upon his father Matías’ death in
1785 cleared the way for Hutchins to return. A second letter to
Miró apparently satisfied the governor, Hutchins kept all the land
he had been granted by the British and later received additional
grants from the Spanish. The historian J. F. H. Claiborne wrote that
Hutchins’ return to the district came about through the interces-
sion and influence of William Panton of the trading firm, Panton,
Leslie, and Company. Given the frequently strained relations be-
tween Governor Miró and that company, however, it is more likely
that Hutchins’ own eloquent prose and the support of his friends
in Natchez effected his return.22

During Francois Bouligny’s brief term as commander in 1785,
he wrote a lengthy letter to Governor Miró proposing a reorganiza-
tion of the district. In his opinion it was beset by crime, and he
complained that the people used every excuse to come to Natchez
to litigate and get drunk. Bouligny did not care greatly for
Natchez— nor did Natchez care for Bouligny. His plan called for
the appointment of captains. They would be militia commanders
and responsible for the conduct of the people in their areas. The
captains would try trivial matters at law and report periodically to
the district commander. For captaincies he listed the most promi-
nent inhabitants, including Richard Harrison, Christian Bingamin,

21. Miró became governor of Louisiana when Gálvez was given the captaincy gen-
eral of Cuba. It is highly possible that Grandpré warned Hutchins of his
impending arrest. The two had close relations before the revolt, and they
resumed in 1785. See Caughey, Natchez Rebellion, 59, McBee, Natchez Court
Records 12, James, Antebellum Natchez, 141.

22. Hutchins to Miró, July 10, 1785, AGI, PC, legajo 198; J. F. H. Claiborne, Missis-
sippi as a Province, Territory, and State (Baton Rouge, 1964), 132. See also William
S. Coker and Thomas D. Watson, Indian Traders of the Southeastern Borderlands:
Panton, Leslie & Company, 1783-1847 (Gainesville, 1986).
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Justus and Caleb King Anthony Hutchins, Parker Carridine, and
William Vousdan. The plan was never implemented.23

Allowing private Protestant worship and the toleration of an
occasional public sermon was a pragmatic violation of the Laws of
the Indies. An even more serious deviation was the recognition of
non-Catholic marriage ceremonies. But several court cases refer to
Protestant marriages. In the case of Rebecca McCabe’s request for
separation from her husband, Edward, the record shows that

Notwithstanding what is said in the foregoing memorial
concerning the unlawfulness of her marriage, it was cele-
brated in as lawful a manner as was then in practice in this
country, not by a common country constable as is said but
by Mr. Justus King who was then authorized by the govern-
ment for that purpose.24

In another case, sometime before his death in 1784, the Reverend
Samuel Swayze married Emmanuel Madden and Patience Cole-
man. After an examination of the available documents by Anthony
Hutchins and Isaac Johnson, the court recognized the legality of
the wedding in 1786.

Hutchins held no official post during the period of Spanish
rule, concentrating instead on improving his estate. He enjoyed
considerable success in this regard. The census of 1788 showed
him to be among the wealthiest citizens of the district. His family,
numbering 46, included 36 slaves. In 1787, he grew 30,000 pounds
of tobacco, an amount succeeded only by the 37,500 pounds pro-
duced by John Ellis. His 540 head of cattle and 200 hogs made him
the leader in that category.25 The census of 1792 reflected his con-
tinuing success. Although John Heartly was the largest landholder
with 10,000 acres, Hutchins was second with 8,512. Adam Bin-

23. Bouligny to Miró, August 22, 1785, in Kenneth Kinnaird, ed., Spain in the Missis-
sippi Valley, 1765-1794 (Washington, 1946), 3:136-142. Bouligny held the com-
munity in low esteem, and wrote that they “pass the entire day in the town of
Natchez where it is the custom, particularly of the common people, to deliver
themselves up to drink with great excess.” Another factor contributing to Boul-
igny’s removal was the tension between him and Miró. Bouligny felt he should
have been named governor of Louisiana rather than Miró in 1781.

24. McBee, Natchez Circuit Records, 344. Justus King was a New Jersey settler, a son-in-
law of Reverend Samuel Swayze, and likely continued as pastor of his congrega-
tion after Swayze’s death in 1784.

25. Census of 1788, AGI, PC, leg. 2360; Claiborne, 132.
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gamin had 8,000 acres. The estate of the recently deceased Richard
Ellis included 5,917 acres. Hutchins was the undisputed leader in
the livestock category with 100 horses, 1,000 head of cattle, and 500
hogs. The number in his household had also increased to a total of
69, all except 10 of whom were slaves. Only the estate of Richard El-
lis, with 97 members, was larger.26

Hutchins was a contentious individual whose long and vindic-
tive memory could sometimes be troublesome to his neighbors.
One such person was Nehemiah Carter, a settler from New Jersey,
who felt his wrath in 1795. In a remarkable statement to the Span-
ish authorities, Hutchins related a conversation dating to “1787 or
88.” Carter had indirectly bought 100 arpents of land, but not the
buildings adjacent to it. Hutchins

advised Carter to apply for a grant to secure said buildings
but said Carter replied that he would not, observing these
people, meaning the Spaniards, would not long be here
and he was glad the 100 arpents were bought in the name
of his wife, as he would never hold land under Spanish ti-
tle.27

Apparently the authorities thought lightly of the charges, noting
that seven or eight years had elapsed since the statement was made.
Furthermore, Carter’s involvement in the 1781 rebellion was lim-
ited and he had never since allowed his alleged dislike to stand in
the way of his enjoying prosperity in Spanish Natchez. No action
was taken in the matter.

The Natchez area was not officially acquired by the United
States until 1798, but the beginning of the transition began in 1797

26. Carroll Ainsworth McElligott, “1792 Census of Natchez,” The Genealogical and
Historical Magazine of the South, Vol. 1, no. 1, and Vol. 2, no. 2. The practice of
hiring slaves out was common at Natchez. The large number of slaves owned by
Ellis and others represented not only an investment which multiplied itself, but
also a source of continuing income.

27. McBee, Natchez Court Records, 207. Incidents such as this one were the most seri-
ous character flaws of Hutchins. Compounding this vindictiveness, he had a ten-
dency to curry favor and engage in self-promotion. Just one example of this is a
letter sent directly to Lord George Germain after his ambush “crushed” the
Willing raid on Natchez, CO 5/594:475-482. Hutchins made sure the letter was
entered in the Minutes in Council of April 23, 1778 in Pensacola as well. This
combination of faults caused hurt feelings and created enemies on occasion. It
is obvious that by 1795, the Spanish not only recognized his abilities and made
use of them, but clearly made allowance for his tendency to be spiteful.
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with the arrival of Andrew Ellicott. Accompanied by a group of sol-
diers he was there to draw the boundaries of the area to be ceded.
His situation was tenuous because not all area residents were rec-
onciled to the change, and many others feared turmoil during the
transition.

Ellicott was a Quaker from Pennsylvania and a competent sur-
veyor. He arrived at Natchez on February 24, 1797 and, styling him-
self as an ambassador rather than merely a tradesman hired to
draw a boundary, he asked for permission to meet with Governor
Manuel Gayoso to present his “credentials.” This well-meaning, if
stubborn and intolerant surveyor, took it upon himself to effect an
immediate transfer of sovereignty. His imperious and adamant
manner soon caused his relations with the governor to deteriorate,
and the public grew restless when Gayoso began to stall for time.28

Ellicott’s personality and opinions grated on the community.
In one case, he wrote his secretary that the people of the district
were

the most abandoned villains who have escaped from the
chains and prisons of Spain and been convicted of the
blackest crimes. Natchez, from the perverseness of some of
the people, and the ebriety [drunkenness] of the negroes
and Indians on Sundays, has become an abominal place.29

A further irritant to those hoping for a quiet transfer of flags was El-
licott’s unabashed support for those agitating for immediate ces-
sion rather than the six-month transition stipulated in the Treaty of
San Lorenzo.30

28. Andrew Ellicott was well known in the 1780s. He had a varied career as a mathe-
matics professor and surveyor. He entered government service in 1791 to survey
the new District of Columbia. When Toussant L’Enfant was fired as designer of
the new capitol city, Ellicott, replaced him. His personality soon caused his dis-
missal as well, but his qualities as a surveyor led to continued governmental
appointments, the last of which was the survey of the Mississippi and Louisiana
line, Dictionary of American Biography (New York, 1931), 6:89-90.

29. Andrew Ellicott, The Journal of Andrew Ellicott (Chicago, 1962), 208. His lens on
the area was obviously warped. Most of the populace were quite ordinary, and
drunken Indians and slaves were a testimony to the tolerance of the authorities.

30. Journal of Captain Isaac Guion, Mississippi Archives, Record Group 2, Territo-
rial Governor, files I, 2. The accord, also known as Pinckney’s Treaty, was signed
in 1795 but implementation of it dragged on until 1797.
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The self-styled diplomat, general, and governor had in his

company about 40 transients who came along in expectation of ad-
venture and opportunity at Natchez. On June 10, 1797 he gathered
these camp followers and some local residents for a tumultuous
meeting which threatened to become a riot.

In response to Ellicott’s excuses, many of the elite of the dis-
trict met at the tavern of William Belk that same evening. This im-
promptu assembly elected a Committee of Safety. Four of its six
members were British settlers Anthony Hutchins, Cato West, Ber-
nard Lintot, and William Ratliff. The other two were Gabriel
Benoist and Joseph Bernard, both of whom had moved to the dis-
trict before 1789.31

They submitted to Gayoso and the provincial governor, Baron
de Carondelet, a proposal simply to remain loyal subjects of Spain
until the transfer of sovereignty took place. The militia would be
used only in the slight chance of Indian attack or to suppress riots.
Until the change of flags, the laws of Spain would prevail. In a dis-
play of their loyalty, during the height of unrest in mid-June, militia
units mustered each night at the fort and relieved the Spanish gar-
rison so the soldiers could get some rest.32

The Spanish authorities agreed to the proposal, and with a
united front supporting the leadership of the district, the populace
calmed down and the short-lived Natchez Revolt of 1797 ended.
The hastily assembled Committee of Safety became formally consti-
tuted with elections held in September.

Stephen Minor, acting Spanish governor of Natchez, agreed to
the election, and a proposed procedure outlined in a letter from
Anthony Hutchins. The letter called for an election

to be held in the town of Natchez, and in the separate
beats of the district, to elect such Agent and such Commit-
tee, on Saturday, the second day of September next. And
that the polls be opened at 10 A.M., and not closed until

31. Claiborne, Mississippi, 170.
32. Ibid.; Jack D. I.. Holmes, Gayoso: The Life of a Spanish Governor of the Mississippi

Valley, 1789-1799 (Baton Rouge, 1965), 193. A militia composed of units of foot,
calvary, and artillery was established possibly as early as 1784, but certainly by
1793. That year and the next, units were sent to New Orleans in response to a
rebellion by French Jacobins seeking to establish a republic.
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sunset, under the direction of an Alcalde and one respon-
sible citizen of the respective beats.33

For a people unaccustomed to elections for nearly 20 years, the
preparations and conditions were thorough and detailed. Ballots
would be counted and certified by a commission composed of one
member representing each of the interested parties: the United
States, the inhabitants, and the Spanish authorities. Chosen for this
role were Andrew Ellicott, Adam Bingamin, and John Girault, any
two of whom could certify a ballot.

Spanish toleration of an election was irregular and untradi-
tional, but a great deal of pragmatic bending of their colonial prac-
tices had occurred since 1779. Even more striking were the
qualifications for voting. Any white male of eighteen years of age
known to be a resident, whether or not he owned property, could
vote. This liberal qualification would not be matched in the United
States for another generation.

The imperious Ellicott apparently misunderstood the election
procedure. In his journal he claimed that, to find members for the
supervisory commission, Hutchins

resolved to stop the first three persons who might be pass-
ing along the road, and constitute them judges of the re-
turns of the election. A short time after he had taken this
resolution, Mr. Justice King (an equivocal character,) and
his two sons Richard, (a Captain in the Spanish militia)
and Prosper, who were on their way to Natchez were
stopped by Hutchins. . .34

Given the character of those who “happened” to come along,
Hutchins was either very fortunate, or Ellicott was inaccurate in the
opinion that the choice of electoral judges was random. All three
were respected residents. Justus King was an alcalde as well as
“equivocal.“35

Despite the “active opposition” of Andrew Ellicott who refused
to examine any ballots, and the attempted intervention of Lieuten-
ant Purcy Smith Pope, commander of the American army detach-

33. Claiborne, Mississippi, 173.
34. Ibid., 142.
35. Ibid., 143.
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ment at Natchez, the election proceeded as planned, and “there
was very general turn-out in the various beats.” The committee
elected contained a fair balance of British settlers and more recent
immigrants. Of the former, Thomas M. Green, Daniel Burnet, Jus-
tus King, Landon Davis, and Abner Green were chosen. John Shaw,
Anthony Hoggatt, James Stuart, and Chester Ashley represented
the latter.36

Every effort of Ellicott to discredit the poll and those elected
failed. The committee became the de facto government of Natchez
when Captain Isaac Guion accepted the transfer of sovereignty on
March 29, 1798. Guion greatly simplified his task as pro tem gover-
nor and commander and adroitly avoided ruffling local feathers by
allowing the committee to function as the civil government until
the arrival of the first territorial governor.37

For that post, President John Adams named Winthrop Sargent.
Almost immediately after his arrival on August 6, 1798, signed me-
morials for his removal were circulated and sent to Washington.
The complaints were in response to the law code decreed by the
governor. One such memorial, signed by an honor roll of British
settlers, complained that

A want of confidence on the part of the Government is
clearly demonstrated in the rigorous and unconstitutional
measure of the criminal laws. . . . Let the laws be cut down
to a constitutional standard, or rather let the laws be
adopted agreeably to the ordinance of 1787, and let them
be administered with firmness, tempered with clemency
and humanity.38

Sargent had adopted the body of law he proposed when he was sec-
retary of the Ohio territory. That code had been annulled by Con-
gress as contrary to the spirit of the Constitution. But Sargent

36. Ibid., 173-174.
37. Ibid., 195.
38. Clarence E. Carter, ed., The Territorial Papers of the United States, The Territory of

Mississippi, 1798-1817, V, (Washington, 1937), 75. Sargent’s code decreed death
and forfeiture of property for anyone convicted of treason, a power reserved to
Congress alone. For a lesser crime, arson, the criminal was to be pilloried and
whipped, then confined in prison for three years, along with forfeiture of all
property to the territory. The settlers argued that this violated the ban on cruel
and unusual punishments, as well as that on excessive fines.
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agreed with Ellicott about the habits and morals of the community,
and thought the only effective way to control the unruly populace
was with an iron fist.

Enforcement of the Alien and Sedition Acts was the governor’s
self-appointed mission. At issue was the citizenship of the inhabit-
ants of the Mississippi territory. Were they Spaniards? If they were,
by law they could suffer expulsion if they displeased the govern-
ment.

Much uncertainty plagued the original British settler commu-
nity. Were they Americans by right of birth in colonies which be-
came states in the federal nation? What was the nationality of those
born in Britain or Germany? Had their oaths to the Spanish
changed that status? What of their children, born in Spanish
Natchez?

Again at the center of controversy, the venerable Anthony
Hutchins, then nearly eighty-two years of age, decided to run for a
seat in the first territorial legislature. He won election, but the gov-
ernor ruled the poll invalid, as Hutchins was declared not to be a
citizen of the United States. He had been, the authorities pointed
out, on a half-pay pension as a captain in the British army for over
30 years. This disqualified him for United States citizenship. He
was therefore not only ineligible for office, his words and actions
fell under the aegis of the Alien and Sedition Acts, and he might
face fines, imprisonment and possibly even deportation, if he con-
tinued to oppose the Sargent administration.

Hutchins produced an oath of loyalty to the United States
dated October 8, 1798. He wrote Judge Peter Bruin that he “bore a
commission under his Britannic Majesty and afterward became a
subject of His Catholic Majesty.” Now,

having been solicited by many of the most respectable in-
habitants to offer myself a Candidate for Territorial Assem-
bly, I did therefore [,] to satisfy the public if being useful to
the community [,] agree to relinquish all rights to said
pension.39

Ebenezer Dayton wrote an accompanying letter in which he ar-
gued that, because of the many and varied circumstances of arrival

39. Mississippi State Archives, Record Group 2, Territorial Governor, Volume 10,
#A40.
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in the territory, the only possible standard of citizenship must be
the oath of loyalty to the United States taken by the residents in
1798. Hutchins and Sutton Banks, another opponent of Sargent,
were both denied election even though they met the only two qual-
ifications for office: residence in their district, and ownership of
200 acres of land. Dayton charged the “whole issue was merely
party Spirit.“40 No response has survived. In this matter as well, the
Sargent government was arbitrary toward any who opposed it, and
it continued to deny Hutchins his seat.

Before the dismissal of Sargent by Thomas Jefferson in 1801,
Hutchins’ attention turned to another matter. His daughter Celest
married Abner Green, the son of Thomas Marsten Green. Hutch-
ins’ eldest son John married Elizabeth Green on May 14, 1799. She
was the daughter of the same Green, and the marriage marked an-
other joining of two prominent families, with brother and sister
married to sister and brother.

The alliance did not last long. On September 12 witnesses were
summoned to gather evidence in, the petition of Elizabeth Hutch-
ins for a divorce. Among those testifying were Parker Carridine and
Jacob Cable. On September 28, 1799 Elizabeth received a divorce
decree from the court.41

Anthony Hutchins began to suffer from ill health after 1800,
but he remained “an active opponent of the Sargent administra-
tion.” After a lengthy illness, he died in 1802. Benjamin Wailes, a
prominent politician in early Mississippi, later reflected that
Hutchins had “probably been the most influential man in [Adams]
county.“42

Anthony Hutchins and his contemporaries established a dis-
tinctive culture and style from British, Spanish, French, and Indian
elements. Joseph Davis, whose son, Jefferson, later led the South
into secession, moved to Natchez before 1820. The elder Davis’ bi-
ographer observed that he learned

40. Record Group 2, vol. 10, #17.
41. Ibid., vol. 40, #H13
42. Dunbar Rowland, History of Mississippi: The Heart of the South (Jackson, 1925), 53;

Charles S. Sydnor, A Gentleman of the Old Natchez Region: Benjamin Wailes (Baton
Rouge, 1938), 26. Due to the casual nature of contemporary record keeping,
the exact dates of his birth in New Jersey and death in Mississippi are problem-
atical.
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Natchez society was dominated by a group of Adams
County families who had accumulated considerable wealth
from business ventures, especially the sale of cotton pro-
duced on their fertile plantations manned by slave labor.
They were connected by a confusing network of intermar-
riage, business partnerships and political alliances.43

The confusion Joseph Davis spoke of doubtless became quite
clear once he became acquainted with these early nabobs. A visitor
to several of the “aristocracy’: recounted that they began their days
with mint juleps and substantial breakfasts. They spent their morn-
ings hunting, riding, or fishing. The more sedentary passed the
time lounging, reading, playing chess, or just conversing. At two
o’clock they sat down to a leisurely and elaborate banquet, then all
retired for siesta, a practice adopted in the days of Spanish rule. At
sunset it was time for the tea table, and they spent the evening in
light enjoyment, singing or playing cards. The visitor ended by say-
ing, “it is an indolent, yet charming life.“44

Life had been far from indolent for the British settler commu-
nity a generation earlier. They either braved a sea voyage or rafted
down the river. Others crossed through the Indian territory at a
time when that was far from safe. Even for the plutocrat Hutchins,
his first home in British West Florida was a rude shed.

They faced the uncertainties of two changes of flags, but ably
adapted to each. That their wealth was built on human misery is
undeniable. For good or evil, Anthony Hutchins and the British
settler community founded Mississippi.

43. Janet Sharp Herman, Joseph E. Davis: Pioneer Patriarch (Jackson, 1990), 34.
44. Ibid.



Florida’s Frontier Constitution:
The Statehood, Banking & Slavery Controversies

by STEPHANIE D. MOUSSALLI

F LORIDIANS wrote their first constitution in the winter of 1838-
1839 in the panhandle town of St. Joseph. It was implemented

in 1845 when Florida was admitted to the Union.1 Writing a consti-
tution that would pass congressional inspection was an essential
step in completing the process from territorial status to statehood
in accordance with the Northwest Ordinance of 1787.2 It had be-
come customary for constitutional conventions to rely on models
from older states. From 1776 to 1838, the older states had made 41
different constitutions, giving Florida’s founders an extensive and
lively constitutional tradition from which to draw.3 They used Ala-
bama’s 1819 Constitution as their principle guide, but also con-
sulted the fundamental laws of Kentucky, Tennessee, Pennsylvania,
Indiana, and several of the New England states.4

The source documents were only guides, however, not
straitjackets. The delegates drew from these sources the provisions
which suited their circumstances. In 1838, three circumstances
dominated Florida politics-statehood, banks, and slavery. The
factions created by the statehood question fought each other
throughout the convention and indirectly affected much of the fi-

Stephanie Moussalli teaches history and political science at Pensacola Junior
College. She would like to thank Jane Dysart and George Ellenberg of the Uni-
versity of West Florida for their assistance and encouragement.

1. Florida Constitution (1838), in Francis Newton Thorpe, The Federal and State
Constitutions, Colonial Charters, and Other Organic Laws of the States, Territories, and
Colonies Now or Heretofore Forming the United States of America, (Washington, DC).

2. See Peter S. Onuf, Statehood and Union: A History of the Northwest Ordinance
(Bloomington, 1987); and Onuf, “Territories and Statehood,” in Encyclopedia of
American Political History, ed. Jack P. Greene, vol. 3 (New York. 1984), 1283-1304.

3. Calculated from Albert L. Sturm, “The Development of American State Consti-
tutions,” Publius 12 (Winter 1982): 58, Table 1.

4. Alabama Constitution (1819), in Thorpe, Constitutions, Stephanie D. Moussalli,
“A Symphony of Government Design: Imitation in State Constitutions on the
Southern Frontier, 1812-1845” (M.A. thesis, University of West Florida, 1995),
16, 18.
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nal Constitution. At the same time, property disputes over banking
and slavery influenced most of the debates and, eventually, helped
shape the fundamental law.

Florida’s statehood factions were regionally based, for reasons
dating back to its colonial history. When the United States acquired
Florida, the population was located almost entirely in Pensacola
and St. Augustine. These towns were separated by 400 nearly im-
passable land miles, or more than 1,000 dangerous sea miles. The
residents did not desire closer contact. East Floridians were conse-
quently dismayed when Andrew Jackson, the territory’s first gover-
nor, was sent to Pensacola. They immediately began agitating for
relocation of the capital. Their complaints were temporarily abated
when it was agreed that the territorial council would convene alter-
nately in the two towns until a more central location could be se-
lected?

While East and West Florida were competing, a new section of
the territory was growing (see Table 1). Between the Apalachicola
and Suwannee rivers, Middle Florida had excellent soil for cotton
farming. By 1830, the region was becoming the heart of the terri-
tory. In that year, East and West Florida each had about 9,000 resi-
dents while Middle Florida had grown to nearly 16,000, an increase
from 3,000 in only five years. Such rapid growth led most Floridians
in the 1820s to expect quick and early admission to statehood, but
their hopes were dashed in the following decade. Although the
populations of West and Middle Florida increased steadily through
the 1830s growth in East Florida stopped abruptly.

That was because of the nation’s Indian removal policy. Bather
than relocate to the western lands set aside for them by the U.S.
government, the Seminole Indians chose to resist. The ensuing war
was fought mostly in East Florida, thus interrupting the modest
growth of that section. The 1830 East Florida population of 9,000
had increased by only 100 people by 1838. At that time, Middle
Florida had more than 22,000 residents and nearly 15,000 people
were living in West Florida. In 1836 and 1837, no East Florida
county was able to pay even the minimal territorial taxes.6 Because

5. U.S. Senate, President’s Message, 17th Cong., 1st sess., Annals of Congress
(December 5, 1821), 16; Dorothy Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, (Tallahassee,
1945), 29-30.

6. Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, 39.
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Table 1. Population growth in Florida by region, 1825-1838.
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West Middle East South

1825 5,780 2,370 5,077 317
1830 9,478 15,779 8,956 517
1838 14,562 22,532 9,102 1,027

Sources: 1825 and 1830— Charlton W. Tebeau, A History of Florida (Coral Gables,
1971), 134; 1838— “Census of the Territory of Florida, 1838,” in Dodd, Florida
Becomes a State, 131-132.

of this situation, East Florida favored division of the territory. The
compromise of the early 1820s which had led to the Legislative
Council’s second session being held in St. Augustine and the per-
manent capital being relocated to Tallahassee collapsed. Fearing
an increased tax burden which would certainly follow statehood,
East Floridians adamantly demanded continuing territorial status
even if that meant division of the territory.

East Floridians rightly feared that the panhandle counties
would force them into statehood by majority vote. The territorial
council voted in 1837 for a popular referendum on the question.7
When the balloting was completed, statehood had won 63 percent
of the vote, even though seven of every ten East Floridians had op-
posed it (see Table 2).

In addition to the Seminole War, another disaster struck in the
1830s. The nationwide Panic of 1837 and ensuing depression hit

Table 2. Votes for statehood by section, territory of Florida.

West Middle East South Total

May 1837
Total Votes
May 1839a

Total Votes

69% 81% 29% 52% 64%
1,056 1,418 869 145 3,461
39% 75% 27% 76% 51%
1,276 1,438 1,031 284 4,029

aThe 1839 vote was for ratifying the Constitution, but it was widely seen, both in
Congress and in Florida, as a vote on statehood.
Sources: May 1837— Calculated from vote tallies in “Proclamation of Governor Call
and Returns of the 1837 Election,” 27 July 1837; May 1839— Calculated from “State-
ment of the Votes For and Against the Constitution,” 10 February 1841; both in
Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, 109-112, 376-378.

7. “An Act to Take a Vote on Statehood,” February 12, 1837, in Dodd, Florida
Becomes A State, 107-108.
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Florida hard as a result of the territorial government’s policies on
banking early in the decade. That crisis further complicated the al-
ready intense regional factionalism. In the 1820s and early 1830s,
cotton and land prices had boomed in Florida, causing the Middle
Florida population explosion. Around 1830, the politically domi-
nant cotton planters of the Tallahassee region, also known as the
“Nucleus,” were enthusiastically seeking more capital than the ter-
ritory’s infant banks could provide in order to take maximum ad-
vantage of the rapidly expanding market in frontier cotton land.8
The Legislative Council, controlled by the Nucleus, accommo-
dated the planters in 1833 by agreeing to issue “faith bonds,”
backed by the credit of the territorial government, through a num-
ber of the banks.9 Happy planters borrowed indiscriminately, using
as collateral “land that was highly overvalued and slaves that often
did not exist.“10 Within a few years, the banks had sold almost four
million dollars worth of bonds.11

The Seminole War broke out in East Florida in late 1835, end-
ing any benefits to people in that area from the increased capital.
Jacksonian anti-banking fervor exploded in the East and also
gained ground in West Florida. When the Panic of 1837 struck the
nation and brought a 25 percent price deflation, the prices of cot-
ton, and then land, dropped, mortgage payments slowed, and

8. In a statistical analysis of Southern land sales from 1820 to 1860, Lebergott finds
the dominant explanatory variable in the first half of the period to be the price
of cotton, to which land sales varied in direct proportion. Stanley Lebergott,
“The Demand for Land: The United States, 1820-1860,“ Journal of Economic His-
tory 45 (June 1985): 201-206.

9. Dodd, Florida Becomes A State, 42-46; Herbert J. Doherty, The Whigs of Florida:
1845-1854, University of Florida Monographs, no. 1 (Gainesville, 1959), l-3.

10. Larry Schweikart, “Southern Banks and Economic Growth in the Antebellum
Period: A Reassessment,” Journal of Southern History 53 (February 1987): 24. At
the convention, one of those happy planters was delegate Samuel Parkhill, who
vigorously defended the Union Bank as the cause of Florida’s prosperity, and
assured his colleagues, as a director of the bank, that it was absolutely sound
and taxpayers would never have to cover any losses (James Owen Knauss, ed.,
“Extracts from the Times and the Floridian: ‘Reports of Convention,“’ append. in
Territorial Florida Journalism (DeLand, FL, 1926), 182-184. Hereinafter Knauss,
“Reports of Convention”). According to Schweikart, Parkhill was the second
largest stockholder in the Union Bank, and a very “inept businessman,” who
owed the bank most of what his land and slaves were worth upon his death in
1841. (Schweikart, Banking in the American South from the Age o f Jackson to Recon-
struction, [Baton Rouge, 1987], 197.)

11. Ibid., 170-171.
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many banks, including Florida’s, temporarily suspended specie
payments on their bonds.12 Although these economic problems
eased in most of the territory the following year, the economy in
war-torn East Florida remained depressed.13 Easterners were horri-
fied when the Legislative Council refused to stop the issue of faith
bonds. Together with the 1837 scare, this gave East and West Flor-
ida enough common ground in opposition to the Nucleus to send
an anti-bank majority to the constitutional convention in St. Joseph
in December of 1838.14

This majority elected an anti-bank East Floridian, Robert Ray-
mond Reid, as convention president— by a majority of one vote-
over the pro-bank Nucleus candidate, William Pope Duval. Presi-
dent Reid then appointed the leader of the anti-bank movement,
James D. Westcott, to the chair of the Committee on Banking.15 In
the ensuing “very ardent conflict,” the convention paid only per-
functory attention to issues unrelated to banking.16

The majority of Florida’s founders intended to kill, or at least
permanently cripple, the banking industry. To be sure, they had a
severely anti-bank model to work from in Alabama’s 1819 constitu-
tion. That document had decreed, among many other restrictions,
that only “[o] ne State bank may be established.” It further limited
the creation of branches to one per legislative session and that only
by a difficult two-thirds majority vote.17 Nevertheless, this model was
not extreme enough for the Florida convention. Southern banking
historian Larry Schweikart groups Florida together with Alabama
as part of the “Newer South,” which “lack[ ed] vigorous commercial
histories,” and where “development was based on concepts of state

12. Peter Temin, The Jacksonian Economy (New York, 1969), chap. 4 passim; Dodd,
Florida Becomes a State, 44.

13. Ibid., 38-39.
14. Ibid., 44-47; Doherty, Whigs of Florida, 45.
15. Florida Constitutional Convention, Journal of the Proceedings of a Convention of Del-

egates to Form a Constitution for the People of Florida (St. Joseph, 1839); reprinted in
Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, 132-303 (page references are to reprint); 136, 146.
For Reid’s long-time opposition to banking, see his diary entry of January 31,
1833 (Diary, 1833, 1835, copy, Jacksonville, FL: Historical Records Survey, Works
Progress Administration, 1939, pp. 1-2 in W.P.A. copy).

16. David Levy to U.S. Senate, cited in F. W. Hoskins, “The St. Joseph Convention:
The Making of Florida’s First Constitution,” Florida Historical Quarterly 16 (Octo-
ber 1937), 107.

17. Ala., art. 6, sub-art. “Establishment of Banks.“, sec. 1.
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planning and control.“18 Florida’s anti-bank “Loco-focos,” as the
Nucleus contemptuously dubbed them,19 went much farther than
any of their predecessors, though. Article 13, on “Banks and Other
Corporations,” was “the most radical banking regulation of the pe-
riod.“20

Article 13 forbade the legislature to incorporate anything with-
out a two-thirds majority vote and a three-month public notice, or
to pledge the state’s faith as a guarantee for bank debts. Banks had
to be formed by at least 20 people, a majority of whom had to live
in the state; their non-renewable charters were limited to 20 years.
Banks were forbidden to engage in any business or investments
which might be considered non-banking in nature. They could not
issue notes for less than five dollars (probably to prevent the com-
mon practice of bank notes circulating as currency), and any prof-
its in excess of ten percent had to be set aside as a safety fund.
Stockholders were personally liable for the bank’s debts, state in-
spectors were assigned to the banks, and no bank officer was eligi-
ble to be a legislator or governor until a year after he had left the
bank. For all practical purposes, officially-chartered banking in
Florida ended when these regulations went into effect.21

At the St. Joseph convention, the Nucleus delegates fought the
Loco-foco forces vigorously, and although they failed to modify Ar-
ticle 13, they did affect a number of other sections in the new Con-
stitution. As Nucleus leader William Pope Duval put it, banking
“was the great moving lever in this House - it was the main thing,
and it gave coloring to every vote that was given . . .“22 One of the
more important decisions affected by the banking issue was the
question of popular ratification of the Constitution. Florida’s
founders decided to send it out for popular ratification, a move
that was becoming more common by 1839.23 Twenty years earlier,
Alabama’s convention had not done so, and, indeed, through 1830

18. Schweikart, “Southern Banks,” 29-30; Schweikart, Banking in the American South,
5. See also Schweikart’s “Private Bankers in the Antebellum South,” Southern
Studies 25 (Summer 1986), 125-134; and his “Alabama’s Antebellum Banks: New
Interpretations, New Evidence,” Alabama Review 38 (July 1985), 202-221. He also
includes Arkansas, Mississippi, and Tennessee in the “Newer South.”

19. Doherty, Whigs of Florida, 7.
20. Schweikart, Banking in the American South, 171.
21. Fla., art. 6, sec. 3, and art. 13; Schweikart, Banking in the American South, 170-174,

“Southern Banks,” 28, and “Private Bankers,” 127.
22. Knauss, “Reports of Convention,” 188.
23. Fla., art. 17, sec. 5.
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only a handful of states had sent any constitution to the people for
approval.24

The Florida delegates did not let the people determine the
fate of the Constitution because of any concern for the theory of
popular sovereignty, or even in deference to a democratic frontier
trend. In fact, no plans were made for popular ratification until the
last week and a half of the convention. At that point, in early Janu-
ary, the banking controversy had become so acrimonious and in-
tractable that it threatened to dissolve the convention altogether
and stymie Florida’s chance for statehood.25

Despite the Loco-focos’ dominance of the proceedings, the
pro-bank delegates had enough strength to resist what even some
moderates regarded as outrageous excesses in the anti-bank pro-
posals. This gave the Nucleus the opportunity to insist that the final
document be submitted to the people for approval. In an age when
democratic reverence for the popular will was such that represen-
tatives constantly proclaimed their obedience to the vox populi,
Florida’s delegates could hardly have rejected such a pious pro-
posal. On January 5, 1839, they voted for popular ratification by a
vote of 52 to three. That action went far toward mollifying enough
delegates that negotiations on banking, and therefore on the Con-
stitution, could be resumed.26 In their need to arbitrate a particu-
larly harsh political dispute, Florida’s founders had turned to a
solution being used by a growing number of states in the Jackso-
nian period— let the voters decide.

Another part of Florida’s Constitution affected by the banking
controversy was the Declaration of Rights. Many constitutions writ-
ten in the early 19th century contained a provision essentially iden-
tical to this one from Alabama’s Declaration of Rights: “No ex post
facto law, nor any law impairing the obligation of contracts shall be
made.“27 In a sense, these constitutional restrictions on legislation
were superfluous; they are among the very few limits explicitly

24. Gregory G. Schmidt, “Republican Visions: Constitutional Thought and Consti-
tutional Revision in the Eastern United States, 1815-1830” (Ph.D. Diss., Univer-
sity of Illinois at Urbana Champaign, 1981), 107.

25. Dodd, Florida Becomes A State, 59-60.
26. Ibid.; Journal o f Convention, 251.
27. Ala.. art. 1, sec. 19. See also Constitutions of Kentucky (1799), art. 10, sec. 18;

Ohio (1802), art. 8, sec. 16; Louisiana (1812), art. 6, sec. 20; Indiana (1816), art:
1, sec. 18; Mississippi (1817), art. 1, sec. 19; Ill. (1818), art. 8, sec. 16; Maine
(1819), art. 1, sec. 11; Missouri (1820), art. 18, sec. 17; Arkansas (1836), art. 2,
sec. 18; and Texas (1845), art. 1, sec. 14. (In Thorpe, Constitutions.)
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placed on state action by the original federal Constitution.28 How-
ever, constitutional conventions in frontier territories commonly
imposed their own restraints on their new state governments, in
part because of the constant uncertainty of land ownership in the
territories, and the history of unpredictable political decisions
about that ownership.29

But Florida’s Constitution went farther on these two subjects
than did any contemporary constitution, frontier or otherwise. The
ex post facto ban and the contracts provision appeared in two differ-
ent sections rather than together in one section, and the former
contained rhetorical flourishes emphasizing its importance:

That retrospective laws, punishing acts committed before
the existence of such laws, and by them only declared pe-
nal or criminal, are oppressive, unjust, and incompatible
with liberty; wherefore, no ex post facto law shall ever be
made.30

As for impairing the obligation of contracts, the Florida Constitu-
tion forbade such laws not once, as was customary in other consti-
tutions, but three times, in three separate articIes.31

One might suspect the aspiring state’s founding fathers to have
been protesting too much, and one would be right. The Loco-focos
wanted to repudiate the territory’s faith bonds. The chairman of
the Committee on the Bill of Rights, Abram Bellamy, was a leader
of this faction, and his committee proposed a Declaration of Rights
containing only the ban on ex post facto laws quoted above.32 When
George Ward, a Middle Florida delegate and former bank director,
proposed that a ban on impairing the obligation of contracts be
added, it was immediately recognized as the Nucleus’s most power-
ful attack on the anti-bank movement.33

28. Constitution, art. I, sec. 10.
29. For example, the Yazoo land controversy and its resolution in Fletcher v. Peck

(1810) 6 Cranch, 87. In contrast, older states revising their constitutions at
about this time often did not include these provisions; e.g., Constitutions of
Connecticut (1818) and New York (1822). (In Thorpe, Constitutions.)

30. Fla., art. 1, sec. 18.
31. Fla., art. 1, sec. 19; art, 13, sec. 14; art. 17, sec. 1.
32. Journal of Convention, 152-153.
33. Knauss, “Reports of Convention,” 167.
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The anti-bank chairman of the Committee on Banking, James

Westcott, immediately moved to amend the suggested provision by
declaring “the supremacy of the law over all contracts and all cor-
porations,” and insisted that it was the power of the law, not the ob-
ligation of contracts, which “should in no case be circumscribed or
abridged.” In any event, he “would never consent to invest the Leg-
islature with authority to create odious privileges and monopolies,
and then dignify them with the name of contracts.“34

A leading moderate, Alfred Woodward of West Florida, himself
a member of the Bill of Rights Committee, asked how it was “possi-
ble to declare the entire supremacy of the law, and in the same
breath assert the right of riding over all law and all obligations.“35

Since the moderates’ vote could decide banking issues, their con-
cern for the inviolability of contracts became one of the conven-
tion’s most debated subjects. Westcott and other Loco-foco leaders
argued that Congress had the power to nullify the faith bonds be-
cause a territory and its citizens were subject to the authority of
Congress. Possessing no political rights, they were only “‘a planta-
tion of the states and the council the overseer.’“36

This assault on the theory of inalienable rights spurred the
horrified Woodward to make the longest speech recorded for the
Florida convention.37 “[The People themselves in their high sovereign ca-
pacity, cannot in forming a social compact infringe upon primary
rights, without subverting the very foundation of civil society itself,” he
declared. William Wyatt agreed, and pointed out that the doctrines
underlying the assault on the obligations of contract were “mon-
strous,” because “they assume all the grounds contended for by the
abolitionists of the North, in relation to the powers of congress
over Territories, and their right to abolish slavery in the Territory of
Florida.“38

This comparison of anti-bankery to anti-slavery caused an
enormous uproar, after which Wyatt conceded that he

did not mean to say . . . that those gentlemen were aboli-
tionists. . . . In using the word treason, I meant to say, that

34. Ibid., 167, 169.
35. Ibid., 169.
36. Ibid., 191, 194,205; emphasis in the original.
37. Ibid., 196-215.
38. Ibid., 200, 192, emphases in the original.
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if an avowed abolitionist was to entertain such doctrines in
this place, it would be denounced by every southerner as
treason, and I sir, would not answer for his life.39

The reporter recorded “much cheering” after this patriotic conces-
sion, but Wyatt had made a point that resonated throughout the
antebellum South; that “it is only a lack of the right” to abolish sla-
very that prevented Congress from doing so, and for Southerners
to accept the alienability of rights was to accept the end of slavery.
Alfred Woodward completed the argument by pointing out that it
also meant Southerners accepting the status of slaves vis-a-vis the
federal government, “with no power, no right, no privilege, but the
abject privilege of the slave— the mere permission of supplication,
with the necessity of submission.“40

The essence of American slavery was the complete absence of
rights, as Woodward was pointing out.41 A large majority of the del-
egates believed the new state’s Constitution must protect the rights
of non-slaves even in the odious case of banks. Such arguments
were powerful enough to put the protection of contracts into the
Florida Constitution three times, but they were not powerful
enough actually to protect the holders of the faith bonds. The con-
vention resolved, by a vote of 29 to 26, to petition Congress to rem-
edy “the evils” of the bonds “by altering, repealing, or amending
the charters that have been granted” to the banks of Florida.42 And
when the deflationary Panic of 1839 hit Florida a few months later,
popular hatred of banking rose to such a pitch that, in 1842, the
people by referendum repudiated four million dollars worth of
contractual obligations in the form of the controversial faith
bonds.43

The commercial cotton growers had lost the bank debate at
the St. Joseph convention. They did much better, though, with the
slavery-related sections of the Constitution. Perhaps partly as com-
pensation for the banking losses, some anti-bank delegates agreed
with the Nucleus that they should support slavery far more vigor-

39. Ibid., 192-193.
40. Ibid., 194; see also 204-205.
41. See the thorough discussion of this point and of the problems it created in a lib

eral republic in James Oakes’s Slavery and Freedom: An Interpretation of the Old
South (New York, 1990).

42. Journal of Convention, 232-233, 253.
43. Schweikart, Banking in the American South, 170-174.
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ously than had their Alabama predecessors, and in fact, more than
was customary in other Southern constitutions of the time. The
Florida Constitution thus included sweeping denials of legislative
authority that did not appear in the Alabama document.44 For in-
stance, Alabama’s legislature was allowed to pass emancipation laws
with the consent and compensation of the owners, but Florida’s
lawmakers had “no power to pass laws for the emancipation of
slaves.” Alabama’s legislature could define who could be enslaved
and then forbid the importation of people of any other “age or de-
scription;” Florida had to accept any person defined as a slave in
any other state. Alabama’s legislature had the power to prevent
commercial importation of slaves, and to require the humane
treatment of slaves on penalty of forced sale of the mistreated vic-
tim, but was forbidden to deny a slave the right to trial by jury. Flor-
ida omitted all these provisions, but did give its general assembly
the power to prevent freedmen from coming into the state. This
last provision caused considerable trouble during Congressional
hearings, as did the prohibition of legislative emancipation.45 Be-
cause of these changes, the slavery sections of Florida’s Constitu-
tion were only a third as long as the comparable sections in
Alabama.

The crowning victory for Florida’s slave owners came in the ap-
portionment of representation. The census enumeration was to in-
clude “all the inhabitants of the State, and to the whole number of
free white inhabitants shall be added three-fifths of the number of
slaves.”46 Representation in the lower chamber would be appor-
tioned entirely on this basis, while the Senate districts would be pe-
riodically re-drawn according to the three-fifths provision as nearly
as possible without dividing any county. Both chambers would have
a minimum of one member from each county (for the House) or
district (for the Senate).47

Although the three-fifths feature, or “federal ratio,” existed in
the U.S. Constitution, this augmentation of political power for the
slave-owning minority did not commonly exist within Southern
states. On the contrary, the non-slave-owning white majority typi-

44. Ala., art. 6, sub-art. “Slaves;” Fla., art. 16, sets. 1, 2, and 3.
45. Congressional Globe 28th Cong., 2d sess., 1845, 1 4 ,  2 8 3 - 2 8 5 ,pp. 377-383, 377-388.

See also remarks of John Quincy Adams in Leonard Richards, The Life and Times
of Congressman John Quincy Adams (New York, 1986), 102.

46. Fla., art. 9, sec. 1.
47. Ibid., sets. 1,2, 3, and 4.
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cally forced the planters to accept a majority-based apportionment
without regard to property in slaves. In Alabama, for instance, the
southern cotton-belt counties made a very strong bid for the three-
fifths rule, but lost to the larger contingent of delegates from the
faster-growing white counties of north Alabama.48 Besides Florida’s
provision, only Georgia’s 1798 Constitution and North Carolina’s
amendment of 1835 used the federal ratio prior to 1845. In both
cases, the three-fifths provision affected only the lower legislative
chamber, not both the House and the Senate as in Florida.49

Indeed, the three-fifths rule directly undercut the frontier rush
to abolish the influence of property on representation. Florida’s
Bill of Rights explicitly forbade requiring voters or office-holders to
own property,50 but the federal apportionment ratio undermined
this nearly universal suffrage for white men. Slave owners thus
gained extra political weight in both legislative chambers. It was a
plum that Alabama planters could only admire and envy from afar.

Why were Floridian slave owners able to win so much more po-
litical power and protection for their property than were Ala-
bama’s? In part, the slave owners of the late 1830s throughout the
South had more reason to exert every effort to protect their liveli-
hoods. The delegitimization of the political representation of
property was proceeding apace, and nowhere faster than on the
frontier. In fact, slavery itself was sometimes threatened by South-
ern state legislatures. Some Old South states, such as Virginia,

48. Malcolm Cook McMillan, Constitutional Development in Alabama, 1798-1901: A
Study in Politics, the Negro, and Sectionalism, James Sprunt Studies in History and
Political Science, ed. Fletcher M. Green, et al. (Chapel Hill, 1955), 36-37.

49. Constitutions of Georgia (1798), art. 1, sec. 7, and as amended in 1843, and
North Carolina (1776), art. 1, sec. 2 as amended in 1835; before 1835, the
North Carolina constitution did not use the 3/5 ratio. (In Thorpe, Constitu-
tions.)

50. Fla., art. 1, sec. 4. Legal scholar Robert Steinfeld notes that in the nation as a
whole, most antebellum constitutions included property or tax-paying require-
ments for the franchise, or at least excluded paupers from voting. Most of the
exceptions to this rule were in frontier states like Alabama and Florida. Robert
J. Steinfeld, “Property and Suffrage in the Early American Republic,” Stanford
Law Review 41 (January 1989), 353-354. Historian Chilton Williamson points out
that surveying and title-granting took so long on the frontier that property own-
ers were often technically ineligible to vote, leading to frequent demands for
the relaxation of franchise qualifications in frontier territories and states. Chil-
ton Williamson, American Suffrage: From Property to Democracy, 1760-1860 (Prince-
ton, 1960), 209-214.
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Maryland, and Delaware, had even come close to abolishing sla-
very.51 In Florida in 1832, acting governor Westcott, though a sup-
porter of slavery, had urged the Legislative Council to more
carefully regulate the importation of slaves and more severely pun-
ish masters who allowed slaves to use firearms.52

The polite fiction of white equality was breaking up as the non-
slave owners used their numbers to try to prevent the continued ex-
ternalization of the costs of slavery. In Florida in the 1830s these
costs had included the taxpayers’ assuming the risks of the plant-
ers’ faith bonds, and then paying for the bonds when they failed.
Impoverished East Floridians were also being forced to accept the
elevated expenses of a statehood sought primarily by the wealthy
Middle Florida planters. While Easterners had lost the statehood
fight, at the constitutional convention they decisively won the bank
fight. In fact, not content with eliminating the public risk in bank-
ing, they had successfully attacked what they saw as the source of
the problem, and almost destroyed banking altogether. They had
even petitioned Congress to expropriate current bond holders by
repealing existing bank charters.

The formerly omnipotent Middle Florida Nucleus could see
the writing on the wall. A future democratic majority might not be
content with simply regulating slavery. Although the planters had
the advantage of being in the fastest-growing and most populous
section of the territory, their area— Middle Florida— had been un-
der-represented in the apportionment of delegates to the constitu-
tional convention.53 They believed they needed both additional
political weight and a ban on legislative action to thwart eventual
expropriation.

The undemocratic elements of the Constitution’s apportion-
ment scheme elicited attacks from more than one direction after
the convention was over. In a letter to the Floridian in February, a
former delegate, presumably from Middle Florida, opposed ratifi-
cation of the new Constitution on the grounds that populous coun-
ties such as Leon in Middle Florida would still be under-

51. See William W. Freehling The Road to Disunion, Vol. I, Secessionists at Bay, 1776-
1854 (New York, 1990), especially Part 3, for a detailed discussion of the inter-
play of slave owners and non-slave owners in Southern politics, and of the near-
misses concerning slavery in upper South legislatures.

52. Florida, Territorial Legislative Council, “Message of Governor,” 10th sess., Jour-
nal of the Legislative Council (3 January 1832), 9.

53. Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, 39.
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represented. This was because “Dade [County], without freehold-
ers enough to form a Jury, and Musquito [County], without people
enough, men and women included, to create a riot, are each enti-
tled forever to one Representative.“54 The one-representative mini-
mum for each county in effect gave weight to geography, favoring
the relatively depopulated East and South. On the other hand, the
federal ratio gave political power to property, favoring Middle Flor-
ida, as an outraged writer for the St. Augustine News pointed out on
the eve of statehood:

If, therefore, East and West Florida should be forced into
State Government under this Constitution, they will go in
manacles, shackled, and disfranchised, to be the bonds-
men and slaves of Union Bank nabobs, or of the represen-
tation by this Constitution unjustly extended to their
slaves.55

There is some evidence of vote trading or at least compromis-
ing between the Nucleus and the Loco-focos at the convention. For
instance, the anti-bank East Florida president, Robert Raymond
Reid, appointed a Middle Florida planter, John M. Partridge, to
chair the “Committee on General Provisions, including the subject
of Domestic Slavery.” Two of the committee’s five members were
from East Florida, but the group nevertheless wrote the strongly
pro-slavery provisions which went into the final Constitution. Fur-
thermore, all but one of the committee members voted for the res-
olution to ask Congress to renege on the faith bonds.56 Thus, this
committee demonstrated that pro-slavery did not necessarily lead
to pro-bankery, and also that anti-bankery did not equal anti-sla-
very.

In the convention as a whole, the two factions may have been
making a similar public show of respect for each other’s rights,
when enough Nucleus members voted for the anti-bank Article 13
to help pass it, and enough East Floridian delegates voted for the
no-legislative-emancipation and federal ratio provisions to pass
them. According to these provisions, taxpayers’ money could not

54. Tallahassee Floridian, February 2, 1839, as quoted in Knauss, “Reports of Con-
vention,” 221.

55. St. Augustine News, February 8, 1845.
56. Journal of Convention, 147, 253; Dodd, Florida Becomes A State, 444.
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be legislated away to support planters, and planters’ slaves could
not be legislated away by a non-slave-owning majority. Of course,
both factions were comfortable with denying rights to political out-
siders-the anti-bank group to the bond-holders, many of whom
lived outside the Territory,57 and the planters to the slaves, as aboli-
tionists never tired of reminding them.

The popular vote on ratifying the new Constitution took place
in May of 1839, and it was very close (see Table 2). Now that a “yes”
vote might bring immediate statehood, only 51 percent of the elec-
torate favored it, in contrast to the 64 percent favorable vote two
years earlier. East Floridians continued to oppose statehood as
strongly as ever, while three out of four Middle Floridians still sup-
ported it. South Florida’s pro-state majority had jumped from 52 to
76 percent, but the total number of voters there was negligible.
The big change had occurred in West Florida, where only 39 per-
cent of the voters now wanted statehood. Still, however tiny the
pro-state majority, it prevailed, and convention president Reid pro-
nounced the Constitution ratified in October.58

The final decision on statehood rested with Congress, and as
far as that body was concerned, the ratification of Florida’s Consti-
tution and the vote for statehood had settled the question of the
territory’s position, no matter how passionate the opposition of the
anti-state minority. As for Congress’s own position, it was the slavery
question that would determine Florida’s fate. The need to balance
the free and slave interests in the Senate had dominated the admis-
sion of every state throughout Florida’s long territorial period. Cer-
tainly Florida would not be admitted without a free-state
companion, so the territory’s eager planters had to await the devel-
opment of Iowa. The free-state match did not suffice to win the
votes of some Northern congressmen who objected vehemently to
the Constitution’s anti-freedmen and anti-legislative emancipation
provisions. Finally, however, on March 3 of 1845, Florida and Iowa
were admitted to the Union together.59

The St. Joseph convention had written Florida’s first Constitu-
tion in just five and a half weeks. The delegates worked constantly,

57. Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, 43.
58. “Proclamation of President of the Constitutional Convention,” October 21,

1839, in Dodd, Florida Becomes a State, 340.
59. An Act for the Admission of Iowa and Florida into the Union, Statutes at Large, 5

(1845).
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even on Christmas Day, but it still took too long in their own opin-
ion. President Reid spent the first part of his farewell address ex-
plaining why the convention had lasted more than the “one or two
weeks” they had expected.60 The irascible Samuel Bellamy bluntly
expressed the general attitude toward time on the second day of
the convention:

Many of us, Sir, who are here are not politicians; we do not
look to politics as an object from whence to derive a sup-
port for our families; we take no delight in party strife, or
political turmoil. . . . One day of the sitting of the Conven-
tion has already passed, and nothing has been done. An-
other will pass away and we shall find ourselves where we
first began, and if we progress in this manner, we shall find
ourselves here in the month of March.61

President Reid excused the convention’s excessive length
partly on the grounds of a lack of books. “[F] or the models of con-
stitutional legislation; the opinions of the great law givers of the
world; the history of past and present times,” he said, “. . . we were
dependent almost entirely, upon memory.”62 Perhaps so, but Flor-
ida’s founding fathers nevertheless wrote a document which closely
followed the constitutional trends of their time. In particular, they
drastically reduced the legislature’s authority over banks and sla-
very. Clipping the legislature’s wings was a national trend in the
early 19th century, although the particular problems excluded
from legislative control varied across states. To the Revolutionary
War generation, popular sovereignty had meant absolute reliance
on the legislative branch as the direct voice of the people, their de-
fender against despotism. In the Jacksonian era, however, Florida’s
founders conformed to constitutional norms in removing impor-
tant issues from the assembly’s authority.63

60. Journal of Convention, 300.
61. Quoted in F. W. Hoskins, “The St. Joseph Convention: The Making of Florida’s

First Constitution,” Florida Historical Quarterly 16 (October 1937), 97-98.
62. Journal of Convention, 301.
63. Lawrence M. Friedman, “State Constitutions in Historical Perspective,” Annals

of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 496 (March 1988), 37;
Fletcher M. Green, Constitutional Development in the South Atlantic States, 1776-
1860: A Study in the Evolution of Democracy (Chapel Hill, 1930; reprint, New York
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They also conformed to national trends toward increasingly

popularized government in allowing the people to vote directly on
constitutional ratification. Furthermore, Florida joined the pro-
gressive radicalization of Southern politics on slavery by adopting
the three-fifths ratio for legislative apportionment. In short, the
delegates in St. Joseph used the government designs of their time
to broker potentially violent local disputes, and managed to pro-
duce a constitution that the majority of voters could agree on.

When statehood came in 1845, former delegate Benjamin
Wright summed up the efforts and compromises that had gone
into the new state’s first Constitution: “Constitution making now is
no very difficult task, and ours is as good as any other.“” Floridians,
both the reluctant and the eager, were thoroughly absorbed into
the Union under that Constitution, and eventually accepted its le-
gitimacy. What more could reasonably be asked of the Northwest
Ordinance’s federal state-making process, or of Florida’s founding
fathers?

64. Reprinted in “Contemporaneous Reactions to Statehood,” Florida Historical
Quarterly 23 (April 1945), 203. I have been unable to locate the original piece
for verification.



Long Time Coming: Miami’s Liberty City Riot of
1968

by ERIC TSCHESCHLOK

I N 1898, Josiah Strong predicted that “the problem of the twen-
tieth century will be the city.” Five years later, W. E. B. Du Bois

declared that “the problem of the twentieth century is the problem
of the color line.“1 The turbulent 1960s proved both men pro-
phetic: from Newark to Los Angeles, the nation’s black communi-
ties erupted in violence and destruction. For much of the decade,
Dade County, Florida escaped this pattern of violence. But in Au-
gust 1968, as the Republican national convention took place in Mi-
ami Beach, the Miami ghetto community of Liberty City erupted
into several days of rioting.2

The conditions that gave rise to the disorder— discrimination,
proscription, and segregation— had been commonplace in Miami
since its incorporation in 1896. Jim Crow ordinances segregated
public facilities and consigned blacks to a congested “Colored
Town.” Known later as the Central Negro District and today as
Overtown, that section was characterized by crowded slum hous-
ing. Police brutality was commonplace until the 1940s, and the Ku
Klux Klan remained an active enforcer of the color line until the
1950s.3

Eric Tscheschlok is a doctoral candidate at Auburn University
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By 1940, some African Americans had moved into housing

sites beyond the confines of Colored Town. A few hundred lived in
Brownsville, just outside the city limits, a few miles west and north
of downtown Miami. Others settled in and around Liberty Square,
a public housing project built for blacks in 1937 five miles north-
west of the central city. In the 1930s and 1940s, city planners and
private developers pursued a variety of plans to make these distant
communities the primary locus of minority housing for Miami, but
they rarely progressed beyond the drawing board. As a result, Mi-
ami’s northwest black sections grew somewhat haphazardly into
the 1950s. In its early stages, in fact, Liberty Square was a small,
semi-suburban community where many African American families
owned their own homes.4

This changed with the advent of the interstate highway system
in the late 1950s and early 1960s. In communities throughout Flor-
ida, politicians, urban planners, and entrepreneurs all welcomed
the interstate road system as an economic boon. They also envi-
sioned highway construction as a convenient slum-razing method.
Consequently, the Florida SRD routed the downtown-Miami leg of
Interstate-95 through the Central Negro District. As freeway build-
ing intensified in the early 1960s, many ramshackle neighborhoods
were eliminated from the city’s core. This created a severe crisis for
the downtown black community. As the I-95 right-of-way tore
through Overtown, thousands of black housing units and the en-
tire black business district were destroyed. By the end of the de-
cade, expressway construction and related urban renewal activities
had displaced about half of Overtown’s 36,000 inhabitants.5

Unfortunately, state and municipal authorities made little pro-
vision for the resettlement of Overtown’s uprooted occupants. Ul-

4. Raymond A. Mohl, “Trouble in Paradise: Race and Housing in Miami during
the New Deal Era,” Prologue: Journal of the National Archives 19 (Spring 1987), 7-
21; Raymond A. Mohl, “Making the Second Ghetto in Metropolitan Miami,
1940-1960,” Journal of Urban History 21 (March 1995), 395-427; Paul S. George
and Thomas K. Peterson, “Liberty Square, 1933-1937: The Origins and Evolu-
tion of a Public Housing Project,” Tequesta: The Journal of the Historical Association
of Southern Florida 49 (1988), 53-68; James E. Scott, “Miami’s Liberty Square
Project,” The Crisis  49 (March 1942), 87-88; Miami Herald, August 9, 1968.

5. Raymond A. Mohl, “Race and Space in the Modern City: Interstate-95 and the
Black Community in Miami,” in Arnold R. Hirsch and Raymond A. Mohl, eds.,
Urban Policy in Twentieth-Century America (New Brunswick, NJ, 1993), 100-158;
Miami News, September 10, 1971.
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timately, most central-city refugees relocated to the newer
northwest black sections. The Liberty Square settlement was trans-
formed into a burgeoning black ghetto known as Liberty City.6

Amid the ingress of Overtown’s displanted populace, Liberty
City’s boundaries were extended into adjoining white communi-
ties. The resulting “white flight” allowed Liberty City to expand be-
yond Miami’s city limits into unincorporated Dade County. There,
it merged with the Brownsville Negro district to form a nearly con-
tiguous belt of black residences in Miami’s northwest quadrant. By
1965, Liberty City had become the nucleus of a 15-square-mile
black corridor stretching from Brownsville to Opa-locka on the dis-
tant northwest fringes of the metropolitan area. And, as late as
1968, this sector continued to spread at the rate of a block and a
half per week.7

Under these circumstances, Liberty City’s suburban character
quickly succumbed to urban decay. Soon the area’s open spaces
and single-family dwellings gave way to multilevel apartment com-
plexes with high densities and few comforts. As one black Miamian
observed, the sustained inrush of Overtown’s displaced residents
contributed to the overcrowding and slum conditions in Liberty
City, effacing what was once an “area of upward mobility.” Another
South Floridian bemoaned the transformation of the northwest
area from “one of the newest and nicest sections of Miami” into a
tumble-down quarter that was “dieing [sic] block by block.” Re-
flecting on the fate of Liberty City in 1969, the Miami Study Team
of the National Commission on the Causes and Prevention of Vio-
lence noted simply that sweeping changes in the 1950s and 1960s
“destroyed the original [Liberty Square] concept of a more civi-
lized and liveable low-cost housing area.“8

6. Mohl, “Race and Space,” 100-158; Mohl, “Making the Second Ghetto,” 401-402,
415-416.

7. Harold M. Rose, “Metropolitan Miami’s Changing Negro Population, 1950-
1960,” Economic Geography 40 (July 1964), 225-226; Mohl, “Race and Space,” 129-
134; Mohl, “Making the Second Ghetto,” 395-427; Miami Herald, August 9, 1968.

8. Henry Hampton and Steve Fayer, Voices of Freedom: An Oral History of the Civil
Rights Movement from the 1950s through the 1980s (New York, 1990), 650-651; G. F.
Sirman to Farris Bryant, July 9, 1963, Farris Bryant Papers, Record Group 102,
Series 756, Box 101, Florida State Archives, Tallahassee; National Commission
on the Causes and Prevention of Violence, Miami Report: The Report of the Miami
Study Team on Civil Disturbances in Miami, Florida during the Week of August 5, 1968
(Washington, DC, 1969), 1 (hereinafter Miami Report).



MIAMI’S LIBERTY CITY RIOT OF 1968 443
With a population of 45,000 by 1968, Liberty City easily quali-

fied as Miami’s largest and most congested section.9 More than a
decade of social disruption had produced an unstable and poten-
tially explosive climate there. Such volatility required only a spark
to ignite a major conflagration. The Republican national conven-
tion of 1968 provided the setting, and a tragic turn of events caused
the fatal spark.

Racial tensions were mounting even before the GOP conven-
tion commenced on August 5. In July, independent presidential as-
pirant George Wallace visited Miami to promote his segregationist
and racist campaign. To the dismay of African American residents,
the Alabama governor attracted throngs of enthusiastic white sup-
porters.10 Miami’s black citizenry was also offended by the dearth of
black representation at the Republican convention. Several local
civil rights groups met the day before the convention to plan a rally
protesting the “lily-white” policies of the Grand Old Party. Sched-
uled for Wednesday, August 7, this gathering also afforded the
black community the opportunity to express African American de-
mands and grievances at a time when Miami was the focus of na-
tionwide attention.11

For the next three days, protest organizers circulated handbills
publicizing the August 7 rally, to be held at the Vote Power head-
quarters on Northwest 62nd Street, Liberty City’s main thorough-
fare. The flyers advertised an impressive array of scheduled
speakers, including basketball superstar Wilt Chamberlain and
Ralph D. Abernathy of the Southern Christian Leadership Confer-
ence (SCLC). As community leaders had hoped, an audience of
about 200 people gathered at the Vote Power building on Wednes-
day afternoon to hear Abernathy and Wilt “the Stilt” speak. When
these celebrities failed to arrive, the crowd grew restless and un-
ruly.12

9.  Miami Report, 1.
10. Miami Times, August 2, 1968.
11. Miami Report, 6-7; Miami Herald, August 11, 1968.
12. Miami Report, 1-9: John Boone and William Farmar, “Violence in Miami: One

More Warning,” New South 23 (Fall 1968), 28. Ralph Abernathy and Wilt Cham-
berlain were not scheduled to speak until the close of the rally. However, as this
fact was not mentioned in any handbills or flyers, many blacks arrived at the
meeting early, expecting to see these celebrities already there.
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A tense situation occurred about 1:00 p.m. when white report-
ers attempted to attend the “Blacks Only” meeting. Most of the
newsmen left upon request, but one refused to do so and was forc-
ibly ejected. This incident elicited little response from the crowd,
but it attracted the attention of the police, who were already pre-
pared for trouble during the Republican convention. Responding
to reports that the “white media were rejected, violently, from the
meeting,” Miami police dispatched a heavily-armed detail to the
scene.13

The large police presence only exacerbated tensions. After ex-
changing insults with the officers, disgruntled youths began hurl-
ing stones at passing motorists. Despite intermittent “crowd
control problems,” though, police maintained relative order until
early evening. Then, a disturbance erupted when a white man in a
car with a “Wallace for President” bumper sticker attempted to
drive through the area. As he passed the Vote Power building,
rocks and bottles rained down upon his car, causing him to crash
into another automobile. Amid cries of “Get Whitey,” the driver
abandoned his vehicle and fled on foot. Within minutes, a group of
young blacks overturned the car and set it ablaze.14

For the next several hours, some 300 rioters ransacked and
looted the shops along 62nd Street, targeting white-owned busi-
nesses. Looting and arson continued sporadically through the
night, interrupted at times by bursts of police tear gas. By 10:00
p.m., local officials, with Ralph Abernathy and Florida Governor
Claude Kirk, had arrived in Liberty City hoping to end the vio-
lence. After a brief meeting with neighborhood spokesmen, Kirk
and the other officials agreed to return the next morning to con-
tinue discussions.15

Liberty City remained tense, but peaceful, as 300 spectators
congregated outside the Community Council offices on Thursday

13. Capt. Leo R. Joffre, “Operational Report of Civil Disturbances,” August 13,
1968, Dade County/Miami Riot Files, Robert Graham Papers, Record Group
104, Series 889, Box 3, Florida State Archives, Tallahassee (hereinafter Miami
Riot Files, Graham Papers); Miami Report, 9.

14. Miami News, August 8, 1968; Joffre, “Operational Report,” Miami Riot Files, Gra-
ham Papers, Box 3; Miami Report, 10-11; Boone and Farmar, “Violence in
Miami,” 29.

15. Joffre, “Operational Report,” Miami Riot Files, Graham Papers, Box 3; Miami
Report, 13-14; Boone and Farmar, “Violence in Miami,” 29-30.



MIAMI’S LIBERTY CITY RIOT OF 1968

morning to await the arrival of the white officials. They never came.
Instead, Kirk and the municipal authorities sent emissaries. The
Council members refused to receive these substitute messengers.
As news of the canceled conference reached the streets, pandemo-
nium ensued. Injuries and property damage increased sharply. A
few black leaders appealed for calm and order, but their cries were
drowned by scores of voices chanting “we can’t wait.“16

As the mob grew to about 1,000 people by mid-afternoon, Mi-
ami police asked the Florida Highway Patrol for assistance.
Equipped with a special riot van, 75 state troopers responded
quickly. A modified version of an insect-control machine, the riot
truck sprayed the area with a tear gas fog which briefly cleared the
streets. As the crowd reassembled, Miami police fired a volley into
an alley from which they thought a sniper was shooting. When the
gunfire ceased, two residents were dead, and a teen-aged boy had
been severely wounded. The police found no weapons in the vicin-
ity. Later that night, Miami lawmen shot and killed a third un-
armed “sniper.“17

Shortly after the first shooting, Governor Kirk mobilized a reg-
iment of National Guardsmen and placed it at the disposal of Dade
County Sheriff E. Wilson Purdy, who had just taken charge of riot
control. Purdy assembled 800 militiamen and 200 sheriffs deputies
into two wings. Each was positioned at opposite ends of the distur-
bance zone, from which points they marched toward each other
along 62nd Street, dispersing the crowd as they proceeded. Within
about two hours, the two forces met in downtown Liberty City.
Quiet prevailed for the remainder of the evening. Miami’s first ra-
cial disorder had run its course.18

Three Miamians had lost their lives and dozens more were se-
riously hurt. On Thursday night alone, the emergency room at
Jackson Memorial Hospital treated 32 persons for injuries, includ-
ing six for gun-shot wounds. Police had made nearly 200 arrests,

16. Miami Herald, August 9, 1968; Miami Report, 15.
17. Boone and Farmar, “Violence in Miami,” 30; Lt. J. H. Knight, “Critique on Riot,”

August 21, 1968, Miami Riot Files, Graham Papers, Box 3; Miami Herald, August
9, 1968; Miami Times, August 16, 1968.

18. Miami Herald, August 9, 1968; Miami Report, 17-21; Boone and Farmar, “Violence
in Miami,” 31; Paul S. Salter and Robert C. Mings, “A Geographic Aspect of the
1968 Miami Racial Disturbance,” Professional Geographer 21 (March 1969), 84.



446 FLORIDA HISTORICAL QUARTERLY

and Liberty City remained under martial law for the next four
days.19

Miami’s political leaders, as well as white citizens generally, had
difficulty coming to grips with the uprising in Liberty City. As the
Wall Street Journal reported in 1965, Miami was taking “pride” in the
fact that “there has never been a major race clash here.” Because of
this record, most white Miamians pictured the black community as
complacent and content. Even after the riot, civic authorities in-
sisted that local blacks did not “really want to get in the street and
cause trouble.” Hence, many public officials ascribed the breach of
peace to “outside agitators.” Likewise, a county grand jury investi-
gation described Miami’s pre-riot race relations as “relatively
good,” detecting “no prior warning of trouble.” But as local news-
caster Ralph Renick observed, such rationalizations shed little light
on the true problem. Rather, they revealed an official unwilling-
ness to “probe” and “correct” the “causative factors leading to the
riot.“20

Unlike Miami officialdom, Miami’s black community was not
surprised by what happened. “All the reasons and conditions that
cause the violence are there,” affirmed one black leader. And, as
most blacks understood, the preconditions for unrest took root far
earlier than the summer of 1968. The uproar “just didn’t start last
night,” observed one Liberty City youngster; “it started 50 years
ago.” Other citizens expressed amazement that civil strife had not
occurred sooner. As the city’s black newsweekly, the Miami Times,
explained: “The riot last week came as no surprise to us. It should
not have surprised any of you either, if you had only looked around
you and seen the results of social injustice and inequality, surely
you would have seen the disturbance coming too.“21

The Times editorial spoke eloquently to the fundamental
causes of the Liberty City uprising. As in other inner-city communi-
ties, Miami’s ghetto revolt was a manifestation of black rage against

19. Miami Times, August 16, 1968; Miami Herald, August 9, 1968.
20. Neil Maxwell, “New Influx of Cubans Faces Cool Reception from Many Miami-

ans,” Wall Street Journal, October 12, 1965; Miami Herald, August 9, 1968; Miami
Times, August 16, 1968; “Report of the Spring Term 1968 Dade County Grand

Jury,” November 12, 1968, Miami Riot Files, Graham Papers, Box 3; Ralph
Renick, “Griping When There Should Be Thinking,” WTVJ Channel 4 news edi-
torial, February 12, 1969, Miami Riot Files, Graham Papers, Box 3.

21. Miami Herald, August 9, 10, 1968; Miami Times, August 16, 23, 1968.
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the institutionalized forms of white racism. As the National Advi-
sory Commission on Civil Disorders concluded in the 1968 Kerner
Report, these white-over-black controls, embodied in the institu-
tion of the ghetto, inhibited black access to the “American Dream,”
creating a volatile atmosphere of anger and alienation in core-city
communities across the country.22

Small wonder, then, many African Americans considered the
ghetto a tool of racial oppression, condoned and perpetuated by
an exploitative white power structure. “Exploiters come into the
ghetto from outside,” wrote two Black Power advocates in 1967,
“bleed it dry, and leave it economically dependent upon the larger
society.” Speaking to a black audience a few years earlier, Malcolm
X delivered a similar message: “The white man controls his own
school, his own bank, his own economy, his own politics, his own
everything, his own community— but he also controls yours.“23 In
large measure, therefore, the 1960s ghetto revolts represented at-
tempts by African Americans to end white exploitation of their re-
sources by demanding “black power” in black communities. Black
residents sought greater control over the institutions that affected
their lives.24

Liberty City blacks shared the desire for community control.
The top demand printed in flyers promoting the August 7 Vote
Power rally was: “Black Control of Black Ghetto-Politically, Eco-
nomically, Educationally.” Likewise, after more turmoil in 1970, ac-
tivist Al Featherstone insisted, “black people must have more say-so
as to what goes on in the black community.” Thus as both the Mi-

22. National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders, Report of the National Advisory
Commission on Civil Disorders (New York, 1968), 203-205 (hereinafter Kerner
Report).

23. Stokely Carmichael and Charles V. Hamilton, Black Power: The Politics of Libera-
tion (New York, 1967), 16-32, 146-177, quotation on 17; George Breitman, ed.,
Malcolm X Speaks (New York, 1965), 42. See also Kenneth B. Clark, Dark Ghetto:
Dilemmas of Social Power (New York, 1965); William K. Tabb, The Political Economy
of the Black Ghetto (New York, 1970).

24. Feagin and Hahn, Ghetto Revolts, 299-317; Fogelson, Violence as Protest, 101, 136,
141, 146, 171-181, 185; Bloom, Class, Race, and the Civil Rights Movement, 186-213;
David O. Sears and Paul B. McConahay, The Politics of Violence: The New Urban
Blacks and the Watts Riot (Boston, 1973); Marilyn Gittel, “Community Control of
Education,” in Connery, ed., Urban Riots, 60-71; Stephen M. David, “Leadership
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ami Times and the Miami Herald surmised, the Liberty City riot was
largely a call for “the white man to get out of the ghetto.“25

This demand was most vehement in the economic sphere.
Since few blacks owned property, most rented living space from
white landlords. Thus, according to Liberty City Community Coun-
cil founder Bernard Dyer, 92 percent of all rent receipts collected
in Liberty City went to absentee white property holders, some of
whom lived as far away as New York and Philadelphia. Millions of
dollars in rent, therefore, left Miami’s black neighborhoods annu-
ally. One aim of the community control movement therefore was
the retention of these monies in the local economy.26

Not only were rents paid to absentee landlords, but they were
also excessive. Miami blacks, observed the Dade County Commu-
nity Relations Board in 1867, paid “more for rent than any other
group in the city.” Bernard Dyer spoke for many ghetto residents
when he lambasted white slumlords as “profiteers” who “operate
housing at a rip-off rate that staggers the imagination.” Neal Adams
of the Brownsville Improvement Association seconded this criti-
cism, asserting that “often tenants find themselves in the clutches
of unscrupulous and money-hungry landlords who give little in the
way of accommodations and facilities, but exact much in the way of
rent.“27 Additionally, white landlords routinely neglected to make
repairs to their properties, evicted tenants without formal notice,
and discontinued water and power services to apartments whose

25. Miami Report, Appendix IV; Al Featherstone, testimony before Florida Commis-
sion on Human Relations, public hearing in re “Miami Crisis” of June 13-19,
1970, Miami, Florida, July 1, 1970, p. 3, Files of the Florida Commission on
Human Relations, Record Group 891, Series 382, Box 1, Florida State Archives,
Tallahassee (hereinafter FCHR Files); Miami Times, August 16, 1968; Miami Her-
ald, August 11, 1968.

26. “Statement of Bernard J. Dyer,” Oversight of Federal Housing and Community Devel-
opment Plans in the State of Florida, Hearing before the Subcommittee on Housing
of the Committee on Banking and Currency, House of Representatives, 92nd
Congress, First Session, Miami, FL, October 8, 1971 (Washington, DC, 1971),
218-219 (hereinafter Hearing on Housing Oversights).

27. Dade County Community Relations Board, minutes, March 2, 1967, Elizabeth
L. Virrick Papers, Box 2, Historical Association of Southern Florida, Miami
(hereinafter Virrick Papers); “Statement of Bernard J. Dyer,” Hearing on Hous-
ing Oversights, 217; “Statement of Neal Adams,” Hearing on Housing Over-
sights, 212-213.
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tenants owed back rent. Through their exploitative practices, Mi-
ami slumlords helped cast the mold for the 1968 uprising.28

The paucity of black-owned enterprises further evidenced the
lack of community control in black Miami. Al Featherstone noted
in 1970 that whites owned 97 percent of the businesses in Miami’s
black community.29 These entrepreneurs also carried their profits
back to suburbia. Not surprisingly, complaints about white com-
mercial dominance in Liberty City ranked high among those aired
during the 1968 disorder. “You got 30 liquor stores in this Negro
section,” one youth said, “and not a single black man owns one.”
“Tell Whitey to stop taking money out of the neighborhood,” ad-
monished another youngster, while a third resident affirmed sim-
ply, “the white man runs it all.” One African American who took no
part in the riot demanded: “Give us power in the black community.
We’re not going to stone something we own.“30

In addition, white vendors frequently charged black patrons
exorbitant prices for low-grade merchandise; and resentment to
such gouging ran deep. In 1970, for instance, a “rotten meat” riot
erupted in Brownsville following black protests against white gro-
cers who sold rancid foodstuffs at inflated prices. Merchant mal-
practice had also figured prominently in the 1968 outburst. As a
Miami Times columnist opined in the wake of the earlier disorder,
white retailers made revolt all but inevitable when they “charged 23
cents for a 15 cent item. . . charged unrealistic rates. . . demanded
quality prices for inferior products.” It was no coincidence that
white-owned businesses bore the brunt of the damage caused by
the Liberty City riot.31

Aside from consumer exploitation and the lack of economic
self-sufficiency, the two most critical problems facing Miami’s black
communities concerned housing and employment.32 With respect
to the former, most Miami blacks endured wretched living arrange-

28. Philip Meyer et al., Miami Negroes: A Study in Depth (Miami, 1968), 18, 22-23, 52;
Al Featherstone, testimony in re “Miami Crisis,” p. 3, FCHR Files, Box 1; Citi-
zens’ Advisory Committee of the City of Miami, minutes, September 13, Otto-
ber 11, 1966, Virrick Papers, Box 2.

29. Al Featherstone, testimony re “Miami Crisis,” p. 4, FCHR Files, Box 1.
30. Miami Herald August 9, 1968.
31. Miami Times, August 16, 1968; Meyer, Miami Negroes, 22, 53; Bruce Porter and
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1984), 17-18.

32. Dade County Community Relations Board, minutes, March 2, 1967, Virrick
Papers, Box 2; Miami Times, August 16, 23, 1968.
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ments. Around mid-century, for example, both city and county
planning authorities found that half the local African American
population resided in below-standard accommodations. In 1951,
two University of Miami economists concluded that, despite some
postwar housing gains, one quarter of the city’s black populace re-
mained “as ill-housed as it was ten and twenty years ago.” Moreover,
these researchers envisaged a further decline in the housing situa-
tion.33

Indeed, during the next two decades, poor living standards
continued in Miami’s disadvantaged urban households. In the mid-
1950s national and local Urban League reports and a Miami Herald
series on slums all confirmed the pervasive and worsening nature
of slum housing conditions in black Miami.” Another Urban
League study in 1962 showed the housing of metropolitan blacks
to be twice as overcrowded and ten times more dilapidated than
that of whites. Not surprisingly, respondents to a 1968 Miami Herald
survey of black attitudes and grievances consistently cited inferior
and crowded living quarters as their primary social concern. Con-
ditions were particularly horrendous in the city’s Central Negro
District, where many residents still lived in cold-water flats or in dis-
integrating shotgun shacks, which the Miami Times labeled “unfit
for human habitation.“35

Most Dade County blacks, however, lived in high rise concrete
block apartment houses. In the Liberty City-Brownsville-Opa-locka
corridor these buildings sprang up swiftly in the 1950s and 1960s in
order to accommodate the thousands of central city urbanites up
rooted by slum clearance and expressway building. While the
apartment house construction served a crucial need, the new do-
miciles scarcely upgraded the social environment in Miami’s north-
west black sections.

33. Miami Planning Board, Dwelling Conditions in the Two Principal Blighted Areas:
Miami, Florida (Miami, 1949), 67; Dade County Planning Board, Survey of Negro
Areas (Miami, 1951), 75; Reinhold P. Wolff and David K. Gillogly, Negro Housing
in the Miami Area: Effects of the Postwar Building Boom (Coral Gables, 1951), 3-15,
quotation on 14.

34. Warren M. Banner, An Appraisal of Progress, 1943-1953 (New York, 1953), 20-34;
H. Daniel Lang, Food, Clothing, and Shelter: An Analysis of the Housing Market of the
Negro Group in Dade County (Miami, 1954); Lawrence Thompson, series on slums
in the Miami area, Miami Herald, December 11-18,1955.
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Erected hastily for profit, Liberty City apartment projects re-

vealed defective construction and fell rapidly into disrepair. Not
only were the apartments overcrowded, but the subdivisions usu-
ally had no amenities such as playgrounds, open space, or recre-
ational facilities. Black neighborhoods also suffered from want of
municipal services. Infrequent garbage collection, for example, al-
lowed refuse to accumulate, adding to the unsightliness of the
blight-ravaged tenements. As late as 1967, residents in sections of
Liberty City and Brownsville were still trying to obtain adequate
street lighting and city water. As local civic activist and fair-housing
crusader Elizabeth L. Virrick noted in 1960, apartment building in
black Miami sometimes “intensified rather than relieved slum con-
ditions.“36

In addition to their physical shortcomings, Miami’s black hous-
ing developments were also severely overcrowded. In 1954, the
Greater Miami Urban League discovered that population densities
in black areas of Dade County averaged 150 persons per residential
acre as compared with the overall metropolitan ratio of 12 persons
per acre. At the end of the decade, a county-wide human rights au-
dit sponsored by more than a dozen Greater Miami civic groups re-
ported no change in these statistics.37 Further, studies by the
Welfare Planning Council of Dade County bolstered voluminous
individual complaints that congested residential conditions proba-
bly worsened in the 1960s. Crowding in some black households was
so acute that families slept in shifts, with the “day sleepers” on the
streets at night and the “night sleepers” outside during the day.38

The clustering of metropolitan blacks into slum neighbor-
hoods had deleterious social repercussions. As a local housing re-
former avowed in 1961, “lives filled with lust, filth and crime”

36. Elizabeth L. Virrick, “New Housing for Negroes in Dade County, Florida,” in
Nathan Glazer and Davis McEntire, eds., Studies in Housing & Minority Groups
(Berkeley, 1960), 137-143, quotation on 143; Wolff and Gillogly, Negro Housing
in the Miami Area, 8, 11, 13-15; Morrison, The Negro in Greater Miami, 6-12; Miami
Herald, August 9, 1968; Economic Opportunity Program, Inc. of Dade County,
“CAP Narrative Progress Report,” 1967, Virrick Papers, Box 3.

37. Lang, Food, Clothing, and Shelter, 35; American Civil Liberties Union of Greater
Miami et al., “Tenth Anniversary Universal Declaration of Human Rights,”
December 10, 1958, pamphlet, Records of the Governor’s Advisory Commission
on Race Relations, Record Group 100, Series 226, Box 8, Florida State Archives,
Tallahassee.

38. Richard S. Sterne Social Problem Levels in the City of Miami, (Miami, 1965), 57-61,
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represented the inevitable “lot of those in the crowded hell-war-
rens of our un-privileged areas.” A 1965 study by the Welfare Plan-
ning Council of Dade County revealed strong correlations between
overcrowded rental housing in Miami and such social problems as
crime, juvenile delinquency, premature school termination, wel-
fare dependency, and an array of health-related adversities.39

Health levels in Miami’s slum districts fell far below those in
white communities. As the Dade County Department of Public
Health reported in 1966, non-white Dade Countians suffered from
higher incidence of disease than local whites, while black infant
mortality and neonatal death rates were double the norm. Poor
sanitation pervaded the city’s teeming ghetto precincts. Sanitary
conditions in one black housing project had degenerated in 1968
so that the county’s urban planning office initiated a “rats and
roaches” program to combat rampant pest infestation. One Liberty
City rioter was led to complain to a local newsman that “we’re livin’
in rat holes.” In view of the squalid, crowded, and debilitating con-
ditions of black housing in Miami, it is not surprising that one U.S.
riot commission identified “grievances related to housing” as a
prime source of African American discontent.40

The employment prospects for Miami blacks were just as bleak.
As documented by the Greater Miami Urban League in 1962,
color-based job discrimination and insufficient education rele-
gated most black Miamians to the lowest-skilled and lowest-paying
occupations. A separate 1962 study by the Florida Council on Hu-
man Relations corroborated this analysis. According to this report,
three out of four Miami blacks worked in unskilled capacities, serv-
ing mainly as “garbage collectors, cooks, kitchen helpers, porters,
maids, bellboys, elevator operators, household domestics, dry
cleaning pressers, and helpers in the construction trades.” A 1966
federal survey found that only 2.2 percent of the work force in Mi-
ami’s top 15 industries represented African Americans in manage-

39. Burton T. Wilson to William Baggs, January 22, 1961, Virrick Papers, Box 2,;
Stern, Social Problem Levels, 57-61.

40. Dade County Department of Public Health, Annual Health Report for the Calendar
Year 1966 (Miami, n.d.), 41, 49; Dade County Housing and Urban Development
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rial or white-collar positions. Black craftsmen accounted for only
an additional 4.7 percent.41

Lack of job skills among Miami blacks contributed immensely
to this skewed employment structure, but so did overt discrimina-
tion. In 1963, for instance, the Florida Advisory Committee to the
U.S. Commission on Civil Rights documented myriad examples of
race-biased hiring and advancement practices in Miami’s public-
and private-sector firms. As late as 1969, some companies still re-
fused to hire or promote African Americans when job descriptions
required employees to meet the public.42

Miami’s black working class found little solace in organized la-
bor. Pursuant to Florida’s open-shop rule, trade unions were not
obliged to admit all applicants. Consequently, most Dade County
locals barred blacks from membership, or maintained segregated
“colored” auxiliaries. Members of these Jim Crow locals seldom en-
joyed regular union benefits, and they had little access to appren-
ticeship programs that prepared white tradesmen for career
advancement. In 1962 and 1963, none of the 1,500 people engaged
in apprenticeship training in Dade County was black, and by 1968
the number of black apprentices was only four.43 Further, white
union bosses enforced “gentlemen’s agreements” restricting black
union members to job sites in black areas. Union officials also of-
ten “furloughed” black artisans, allowing whites to work in black
districts whenever business in white areas tapered off. Under this
arrangement, noted a local NAACP official in 1955, skilled black
mechanics actually “work[ed] as day laborers.”44

41. Morrison, The Negro in Greater Miami, 15-22; Florida Council on Human Rela-
tions, “Negro Employment in Miami,” New South 17 (May 1962), 6, 10; Meyer,
Miami Negroes, 50.

42. Florida Advisory Committee to the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, Report on
Florida (Washington, DC, 1963), 26, 34-35, 39-40; Dale B. Truett, “Negro
Employment in Dade County” Business & Economic Dimensions 5 (December
1969), 9.

43. Florida Council on Human Relations, “Negro Employment in Miami,” 6-8; Flor-
ida Advisory Committee to the U.S. Commission on  Civil Rights, Report on Flor-
ida, 23-26; Meyer, Miami Negroes, 50; Howard W. Dixon to Herbert Hill. April 19.
1954, NAACP Papers, microfilm edition, Part 13, Series A, reel 3; Hill to Dixon:
May 28, 1954, NAACP Papers, Part 13, Series A, reel 3.

44. Dixon to Hill, May 25, 1954, April 22, May 2, 1955, NAACP Papers, Part 13,
Series A, reel 3; Hill to Boris Shishkin, June 7, 1954, NAACP Papers, Part 13,
Series A, reel 11; Hill to Henry Lee Moon, May 12, 1954, memorandum,
NAACP Papers, Part 13, Series A, reel 20; Florida Advisory Committee to the
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As in other central-city communities, chronic unemployment
plagued Miami’s underprivileged black sections. According to one
study of the city’s urban afflictions, 37 percent of ghetto-area heads
of households were jobless as of 1967. And African American un-
employment rates consistently eclipsed white unemployment fig-
ures throughout the decade. At the time of the 1968 riot, a local
poverty relief agency placed the level of unemployment in Liberty
City-Brownsville at 8.0 percent-more than double the county aver-
age of 3.2 percent. Local NAACP director Donald Wheeler Jones
spoke to the human dimension of these statistics when he attested:
“The only way a lot of Negroes are keeping a roof over their heads
now is catching breaks— waiting on street comers for somebody to
give them a day’s work.”45

Pervasive unemployment reinforced the sense of economic im-
potence that pervaded Miami’s poverty-stricken black communi-
ties. As of 1970, for example, 34 percent of all Overtown families
and 30 percent of all Liberty City-Brownsville families lived below
poverty level, while another 28 percent of black Miamians hovered
just above the poverty line. In the face of such privation, black em-
ployment difficulties bred considerable disquietude. In fact, both
the Miami Times and the Miami Study Team of the National Com-
mission on the Causes and Prevention of Violence cited as a pri-
mary cause of the Liberty City riot the failure of the local business
community during the summers of 1967 and 1968 to provide a suf-
ficient number of jobs for black youths, despite widely-publicized
promises to do so.46

Of course, with respect to poor housing and economic hard-
ship, black Miami differed little from other inner-city boroughs
throughout the nation. But blacks in Miami encountered addi-
tional ethnic problems. Following Fidel Castro’s takeover of Cuba
in 1959, tens of thousands of refugees immigrated to the Miami
area. By 1970, about 300,000 Cubans had settled in metropolitan
Dade County. This alien ingress had grave implications for Miami’s

45. “Florida’s New Cities: What Kind of Urban Planning Are We Getting?” Florida
Trend 10 (November 1967), 25; Truett, “Negro Employment in Dade County,” 3;
Maxwell, “New Influx of Cubans,” Wall Street Journal, October 12, 1965.

46. U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, Confronting Racial Isolation in Miami (Washing-
ton, DC, 1982), 21; Meyer, Miami Negroes, 67, 23; Miami Times, August 16, 1968;
Miami Report, viii, 3.
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African American community, as hordes of Latin newcomers began
competing for jobs, housing, and municipal services. As many
blacks feared, Cuban immigrants quickly began infiltrating the
area’s low-wage, service economy, displacing large numbers of
black workers in Miami’s restaurant, hotel, and building industries.
By the mid-1960s the labor force in these and other menial
fields— such as local fish canneries, garment trades, and laundry
and dry cleaning companies— had all experienced an impressive
black-to-Cuban turnover.47

As economic competition between blacks and Hispanics grew,
so too did African American hostility toward the “Cuban invasion”
of South Florida. As early as 1961, the Greater Miami Urban
League complained that blacks were “systematically being pushed
out of [jobs] to make room for Cubans.” Two years later, Ebony
magazine enumerated an array of problems that the Hispanic im-
migrants brought to black Miami “in the wake of their invasion.” In
1965, Miami’s NAACP branch expressed “great concern” to Gover-
nor Haydon Burns about the burdens ensuing from Cuban-engen-
dered “economic oppression.” In their study of the Liberty City riot
federal investigators identified economic competition between
blacks and Cubans as a primary cause of the disturbance.48

Governmental favoritism toward Cuba’s anticommunist exiles
also strained racial tensions in Miami. The federal Cuban Refugee
Program (CRP), for example, provided the expatriates with food
and clothing, housing assistance, medical care, educational pro-
grams, and employment services. Local blacks, meantime, had lit-
tle access to any of these benefits.49 Unemployed Cubans also

47. Cal Brumley, “Cuban Exodus,” Wall Street Journal; November 28, 1960; Neil Max-
well, “Unwelcome Guests,” Wall Street Journal, May 6, 1963; Maxwell, “New Influx
of Cubans,” Wall Street Journal, October 12, 1965; New York Times, August 10,
October 21, 1961; Allan Morrison, “Miami’s Cuban Refugee Crisis,” Ebony 18
(July 1963), 96-100; T.A.P. Staff to Haydon Burns, “Problems Relative to Cuban
Refugees in Dade County,” October 29, 1965, memorandum, Haydon Burns
Papers, Record Group 102, Series 131, Box 23, Florida State Archives, Tallahas-
see (hereinafter Burns Papers). See also Raymond A. Mohl, “On the Edge:
Blacks and Hispanics in Metropolitan Miami since 1959,” Florida Historical Quar-
terly 69 (July 1990), 37-56.

48. H. Daniel Lang, “Testimony for the Senate Sub-Committee on Cuban Refu-
gees,” December 1, 1961, National Urban League Papers, Part 2, Series 2, Box
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49. Mohl, “On the Edge,” 45-50.
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qualified for CRP relief payments that exceeded the maximum
county welfare aid for which native Miamians were eligible.50 With
assistance from the Small Business Administration (SBA), many
Cubans established their own businesses, helping to make the Cu-
ban community a self-sustaining and prosperous emigré enclave.
The black community, by contrast, received almost no SBA funds.
In 1968, the SBA loaned only about $80,000 to blacks in Dade
County, while awarding almost $1 million more in loans to Hispan-
ics.51 Such seemingly preferential treatment of Miami’s Cuban ref-
ugees contributed to the rage and resentment of local blacks.52

The many grievances and frustrations of Miami’s black com-
munity notwithstanding, the riot in Liberty City still might not have
occurred had police-community relations not been so poor. “Al-
most invariably,” wrote the National Advisory Commission on Civil
Disorders in 1968, “the incident that incites disorder arises from
police action.“53 Such was the case in Miami; violence ensued when
police overreacted to the August 7 Vote Power rally. The city’s first
racial disorder thus resulted from the policies and practices of the
Miami Police Department.

An event during the summer of 1967 epitomized the negative
tenor of police-community relations in 1960s’ Miami. As rumors of
impending civil strife abounded in July of that year, several local at-
torneys offered to aid police in processing the inordinate number
of prisoners that a major disorder would likely produce. To their
surprise, the assistant police chief told them that riot participants
possessed no rights, that most rioters would be dead or hospital-
ized anyway, and that, therefore, the lawyers’ services were not
needed. Upon reporting the chiefs remarks to the city attorney’s
office, the counselors were simply told, “let the chips fall where
they may.” Not surprisingly, the attorneys “left the office with the

50. New York Times, October 21, 1961; Morrison, “Miami’s Cuban Refugee Crisis,”
100; Maxwell, “New Influx of Cubans,” Wall Street Journal, October 12, 1965;
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impression that if a riot were to begin, the police might very well be
the initiating factor.“54

The lack of police regard for community relations issues
stemmed largely from the rigid law-and-order beliefs of Chief
Walter Headley. Miami’s police commandant since the 1940s,
Headley saw no linkage between law enforcement and community
relations. Moreover, the veteran chief espoused the type of minor-
ity relations policies common in Deep South cities at that time and
he made little attempt to establish a friendly dialogue with Miami’s
African American community. On the contrary, he aggravated ra-
cial tensions when, in December 1967, he “declared war” on law-
breakers in Miami’s negro districts. “Community relations and all
that sort of thing has failed,” blustered the chief. He vowed to “use
shotguns and dogs” to cut crime in the city’s slums. As to the pre-
vention of civil uprisings, Headley offered a simple formula: “when
the looting starts, the shooting starts.“55

Chief Headley did not deny the racial overtones of his policy.
He admitted that the primary target of his campaign was Negro
males, “young hoodlums,” between the ages of 15 and 20. To keep
this group orderly, Headley charged his officers to enforce the
city’s “stop and frisk” ordinance, which empowered police officers
to invoke search and seizure authority at wi11.56

Generally, Miami’s black citizenry interpreted Headley’s show-
of-force policy as a racist declaration of an “open season” on ghetto
residents. As the Dade County Community Relations Board noted,
many citizens feared Headley’s statements meant “a war on people
rather than a war on crime.” And, police actions often confirmed
these fears. There were almost daily confrontations between blacks
and police as officers broke up curbside gatherings, frisking and
questioning neighborhood youths, whom they commonly ad-
dressed as “boy” or “nigger.” Shotgun-and-dog patrols routinely en-
tered black places of recreation, demanding identification and
searching patrons for weapons without cause. Occasionally, Mi-

54. Bruce Rogow and Joseph Segor to Robert King High, July 28, 1967, Miami Riot
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ami’s “finest” crossed the bounds of excessive force, as when two
lawmen stripped a black teenager to his underwear and dangled
him by his ankles from a highway overpass. Such things seemed not
to bother Chief Headley. “We don’t mind being accused of police
brutality,” he told the news media, “my police officers . . . are used
to it.“57

Police-community relations deteriorated steadily during Head-
ley’s get-tough administration. In the months prior to the Liberty
City affair, citizen complaints about police harassment, civil rights
violations, and verbal abuse became commonplace. And these
same complaints found ample restatement among participants in
the 1968 uprising. “You don’t see no white man getting stopped
and frisked,” shouted one ghetto resident. Dozens of other blacks,
meantime, sounded off about “Police stoppin’ you [on] every cor-
ner,” about “them crackers searching you,” and about “terribly
cruel” police behavior.58

As the Miami Study Team of the National Commission on the
Causes and Prevention of Violence noted, Chief Headley’s attempt
at “keeping an underprivileged and restless minority cowed and or-
derly by a constant visual display of force” backfired. The chief’s
hard-line program ultimately helped breed the very unrest it was
supposed to deter. Through his discriminatory application of the
law, Headley only added to the alienation and embitterment of Mi-
ami’s African American community. Blacks felt powerless and
trapped, “boxed in” by “the Man.” As a result, many blacks saw
nothing to lose by striking out. One youth spoke to the desperation
of thousands when he declared, “they got guns, the police, but tell
‘em we been dead a long time.“59

Apart from such testimonials, there is additional evidence that
Chief Headley’s inattention to community relations contributed to
the onset violence in Liberty City. Though most of the district lay
within the City of Miami, parts of Liberty City extended into unin-
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corporated Dade County. These wards fell within the purview of
the Dade County Department of Public Safety, headed by Sheriff E.
Wilson Purdy. Unlike Headley’s department, Purdy’s office did im-
plement a community relations program, the results of which
showed the chief to have been wrong in positing the failure of com-
munity relations efforts.

Upon taking office in 1967, Sheriff Purdy worked to establish a
rapport between his department and the black community within
his jurisdiction. To this end, his office created a Community Ser-
vice Section composed of 11 full-time human relations officers.
These men met regularly with community spokesmen, visited
neighborhood bars and poolrooms, and generally helped people
cope with everyday problems.60

The benefits of this community relations program were many.
For one thing, it allowed the Dade County Sheriff’s Office to open
effective channels of communication with the African American
community— something the City of Miami Police never achieved.
Consequently, Purdy’s department earned some degree of trust in
black areas. As the Miami Times wrote in August 1968, “our hats are
off to ‘top cop’ Purdy and his staff of trained personnel.” Purdy’s
community concern helped reduce criminal activity. While the
crime rate in Dade County rose by 20 percent in 1967, equaling the
national average, the increase was a mere 4.1 percent in the Liberty
City-Brownsville area patrolled by the Sheriff’s Office.61

Another indicator of the success of Purdy’s policy was the geo-
graphic delimitation of the 1968 riot itself. During the two days of
violence, the disturbance remained confined to the City of Miami,
while the county segment of Liberty City remained peaceful. This is
not to say that black residents in Purdy’s precincts were content
with their quality of life. But these spatial characteristics do lend
credence to the Miami Times’s assertion that “last week’s riot vividly
pointed out the community relations policy of Chief Walter Head-
ley has failed miserably.“62

Given the long-standing injustices endured by Miami’s African
American community, as well as the volatile climate of black urban
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America, the 1968 riot in Liberty City should have surprised few; it
was a long time in coming. But, most white Miamians had ignored
the problems afflicting the city’s black communities and had over-
looked all signs of trouble. As a result, many of them simply attrib-
uted the chaos to the work of outside provocateurs. Despite such
rationalizations, the Liberty City riot was home grown. The seeds of
discontent had been planted much earlier than most white Dade
Countians wished to admit.

Like people in general, Miami’s black citizens sought to con-
duct their lives with dignity and self-respect. As one revolter put it,
“the Negro wants to be treated like a human being.“63 Few black Mi-
amians in the 1960s felt they were so treated. Race-biased practices
in the job market excluded most blacks from decent occupational
opportunities. Poverty and housing discrimination compelled
blacks to crowd into blight- and disease-racked slums, where fami-
lies splintered and crime rates soared. City policemen offered little
service or protection in these felon-ridden neighborhoods. Justice
seemed anything but colorblind. Such circumstances made Mi-
ami’s African American community ripe for rebellion by 1968.

The Liberty City riot was a proactive protest measure. It repre-
sented an African American attempt to improve the quality of life
in black Miami by forcing a seemingly indifferent white society to
recognize black demands for community control and empower-
ment. It is tragic that such efforts were largely unsuccessful. Re-
peated rioting in Liberty City and Overtown during the 1970s and
1980s demonstrated the lack of improved life chances for most
black Miamians.64 As late as 1982, the U.S. Commission on Civil
Rights could still report that, despite the gains of the civil rights
era, “blacks have been excluded from the economic mainstream in
Miami.” The black community still seems lodged at the bottom of
the metropolitan economy, racked by poverty, high unemploy-
ment, segregated housing and poor schooling.65 Many of the hu-
man relations problems that spawned revolt in 1968 still pervade
the African American community.
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NOTES AND DOCUMENTS

A Letter from West Florida in 1768

by ROBIN F. A. FABEL

I T has been generally accepted by historians writing on the sub-
ject that “there is little evidence that the inhabitants of West

Florida were particularly aware of events such as the Sugar Act, Co-
lonial Currency Acts, Townshend Acts. . .” and that “the inhabitants
actually were little aware of the disturbances occurring in the
northern colonies. . . .“1 The author of the following letter would
not have agreed. His letter demonstrates that he was no Tory, had
read Dickinson’s Letter of a Pennsylvania Farmer, and was well aware
of the “disturbances occurring in the northern colonies.”

The writer’s prime grievance was local. London’s decision to
abandon frontier forts in the interests of economy hurt West Flor-
ida more than most provinces. West Florida needed settlers if it
were to prosper. Many settlers feared Indians and would stay away
from areas, however rich their soil, when military protection disap-
peared. Riverine commerce too, very important to West Florida,
would suffer from evacuation of the garrisons of the forts at
Natchez, Baton Rouge and Manchac, all on the Mississippi. Sol-
diers were customers as well as protectors and West Florida’s fragile
economy could ill stand the withdrawal northward of several hun-
dred troops.

The anonymous author deplored the use of these same troops
elsewhere to enforce obedience to parliamentary acts. He surely
had in mind the act of 1767 imposing duties on tea, glass, red and
white lead, painter’s colors and paper known as the Townshend du-
ties. Using soldiers to collect duties to which colonists had not as-
sented, the author thought impractical and unjust.

He could not see why British subjects in America should not
have the same rights as subjects in Britain from what the author saw

Robin F. A. Fabel is a professor of history at Auburn University.
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as a “happy” constitution. The author’s stance is similar to that of
John Dickinson, author of Letters of a Pennsylvania Farmer, in that he
advocates conciliation, not force. Like most Americans in 1768,
this author looked for concessions, not independence, from Brit-
ain.

Implicit in this letter is dissatisfaction with Montfort Browne
who acted as governor pending arrival of John Elliot. Browne was
notorious for absenteeism, rapacity, and resisting the constitu-
tional demands of West Florida’s vigorous legislators, one of whom
may have been the author of this letter. We do not know the names
of the author, or of the recipient of the letter.

What we do know, as this letter proves, is that although their
province itself had no newspaper, West Floridians were getting
news of the prerevolutionary debate from elsewhere, and at least
one was convinced that the British were in the wrong.

From the Georgia Gazette, December 28, 1768
Philadelphia, Nov 3
Extract of a letter from Pensacola of September 27.

“I have no agreeable news to tell you of this place— it has
lately declined very much, and a good deal from want of
men of influence at home. By some extraordinary orders
lately received from Gen. Gage, the out forts are all to be
abandoned, and the two regiments (three companies only
to be expected) to embark for East Florida. There seems
such an absurdity in withdrawing troops from a frontier
province, surrounded by numerous nations of Indians, to
place them in an interior country, that we are at a loss to
reconcile, by any motives whatsoever, such a very singular
measure. It is suggested that you Sons of Liberty are the
cause of the troops being drawn (from different parts) to
the northward, in order to enforce your obedience to the
late acts of parliament. It may be so and even was such a
step to prove equal to the purpose (which appears impos-
sible) what in the end can be gained by it, but the submis-
sion of a people, governed by laws, to which they never
gave their concurrence, laws which they deem incompati-
ble with our happy constitution, and which they will no
longer obey, than they are compelled thereto by a superior
force? It is greatly to be wished some medium could be
found out to end these contests with honor to both parties,
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which seems an impossibility.
It is a strange consideration, that crossing the Atlantic
should make such a difference in the privileges of a free
people and that the government of the colonies and that
of England should be so opposite under the same constitu-
tion, to make slaves of the one and freemen of the other. I
would recommend it to you all, as the only expedient that
can be fallen upon to save the honor of both, that you em-
bark for England and acquaint the King and Parliament,
that as you find the sons of Great Britain cannot live in
America and enjoy their birthright, that you thought fit to
return to your Mother Country, where it cannot be with-
held from you; and that you have left the army in America
to take off the goods and merchandize of the Mother
Country, and that you are come to assist them in their
manufactures. If I have digressed you must lay it to account
of the Pennsylvania Farmer, that very excellent perfor-
mance of your Patriot Mr. D[ickinso]n.
To return to this province. We have had a meeting of the
General Assembly, and addressed his Majesty, with a me-
morial to the Secretary of State for America, representing
the present state of the province, and implored the sup-
port and protection of our Mother Country. Nothing
keeps us almost from a state of despair, but the daily expec-
tation of our new Governor’s arrival, which we hope will
once more give life and spirit to the province.”
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Miami Beach: A History. By Howard Kleinberg. (Miami: Centennial
Press, 1994. vi, 236 pp. Preface, photographs, notes, bibliogra-
phy, index, acknowledgments. $39.95.)

For much of the twentieth century, Miami Beach has received
wide recognition as one of America’s premier resorts. The story of
“the Beach,” however, is much more than that. Owing to an un-
canny ability to reinvent itself periodically, Miami Beach has
crowded into its relatively brief existence a rich, variegated history.

Consider these shifts in direction and fortune. A desolate,
swampy peninsula sandwiched between Biscayne Bay and the At-
lantic Ocean (and situated five miles east of Miami, which only
emerged as a city in 1896), Miami Beach was magically trans-
formed, in the early decades of this century, through the efforts
and resources of Carl Fisher and other developers, into an upscale
resort and residential community. Initially restrictive toward Jews,
the island (Miami Beach became an island in 1925, when engi-
neers cut a channel from the bay to the ocean through a parcel of
land known as Baker’s Haulover) would host, by the 1930s and
thereafter, one of America’s largest and most dynamic Jewish com-
munities. In the immediate aftermath of Pearl Harbor, crestfallen
Miami Beach hoteliers worried over future prospects for business.
But that was before the United States Army intervened, taking over
300 hotels, apartments, and private homes to accommodate the
growing legions of men and women in uniform. In the process, the
army transformed the city into one of the nation’s largest military
training centers in World War II.

When Miami Beach began to fade as a major tourist resort in
the 1960s many of its older hotels and apartments became home
to hardpressed retirees from the northeast United States. Still later,
came refugees from Cuba and other strife-torn lands in this hemi-
sphere. Much of that same aging housing stock has undergone a
metamorphosis and today comprises the sparkling Art Deco dis-
trict, a neighborhood resonating with more energy, activity, and
“glitterati” than virtually any other area of the United States. An-
other portion of the once-depressed neighborhood is presently un-
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der intense redevelopment owing to Miami Beach’s resurgent
popularity and its desirability as a residential address.

Until now, few studies of a serious nature have been devoted to
this protean community. Howard Kleinberg, a popular columnist
with the Miami Herald and the Cox newspaper chain— and earlier,
the longtime editor of the now defunct Miami News—  has filled this
vacuum with a masterly account of the island’s history, one that
convincingly captures, in highly-readable prose, the flavor of this
community in each of its many incarnations.

Kleinberg has relied heavily on manuscript sources, including
the papers of Carl Fisher, the flamboyant millionaire developer, to
tell the story of the development of Miami Beach. Kleinberg’s study
is especially impressive in its treatment of the early history of the
community because it presents many new morsels of compelling
information. The author’s examination of the island’s political
arena, found in a later portion of the study, is superb in its explana-
tion of the unique, confrontational nature of politics there. In be-
tween are chapters on the great real estate boom of the 1920s the
depression era and the resurgence of tourism and prosperity on
the eve of World War II, the war years, the heady era following the
conflict when Miami Beach became the nation’s tourist capital,
and the city’s decline and resurgence in recent decades.

Kleinberg explains many of the misconceptions associated
with the history of the Beach. For instance, that community, con-
trary to conventional wisdom, has, since its beginnings, possessed a
small black residential community. Moreover, African Americans
were not the only group forced to carry identification cards, or
“passports,” but they were typically the only ones forced to present
them upon demand to the police after dark. Kleinberg debunks
the myth that restrictive clauses in land deeds forbade their sale to
Jews. Instead, the restrictions limited property ownership to Cauca-
sians, which, of course, included Jews. In practice, however, many
property owners, in the community’s early years, refused to rent or
sell to Jews.

Miami Beach: A History contains a superb array of photographs
effectively keyed to the text, interesting sidebars, and a narrative
that is heavily documented. Howard Kleinberg’s Miami Beach: A
History represents a work long overdue, but one worth the wait.

Miami-Dade Community College PAUL S. GEORGE
Wolfson Campus
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William Bartram on the Southeastern Indians. Edited and annotated by
Gregory A. Waselkov and Kathryn E. Holland Braund. (Lincoln:
University of Nebraska Press, 1995. Preface, introduction, ac-
knowledgments, photographs, illustrations, maps, notes, bibli-
ography, index. $46.50.)

The editors and annotators of this volume set for themselves
the tasks of bringing together all of William Bartram’s published
and unpublished material relating to Native Americans. Once the
work commenced, they realized the published accounts differed
significantly enough to warrant emendation. To clarify any confu-
sion which may intrude upon Bartram’s words, they included all his
writings on Native Americans by giving it in its entirety or quoting
it at length. This provides the reader the opportunity to evaluate
Bartram’s work on its own merits; moreover, the editors introduc-
tory remarks for each chapter and their notes offer explanatory,
corroborative or dissenting remarks.

The purpose of the editors is “to produce a volume of William
Bartram’s writings that conveys the scope of his contributions to
southeastern Indian anthropology, archaeology, and ethnohis-
tory.” In this they succeeded admirably; but they did more. They
have provided readers with Bartram’s writings, which, unlike those
of James Adair, reflect the views of a disinterested person. Al-
though some of Bartram’s contemporaries complained of his favor-
able bias towards Native Americans and more recent writers
thought he demonstrated loyalist sympathies, the editors success-
fully lay those charges to rest in the last chapter by showing how his
Quaker, democratic, and scientific notions influenced his philo-
sophical views. It is here, as well, they spell out his contributions to
anthropology and archaeology.

The editors develop the milieu for Bartram’s writings through
a biographical sketch which serves as the introductory chapter. The
second chapter which deals with his Travels is a real treat. All of Bar-
tram’s comments on Native Americans in that work appear to-
gether with the original page numbers in brackets. While this
device is destructive of the holistic view of Travels, it emphasizes his
views on the native peoples of Florida and the Southeast. Of partic-
ular interest are his comments about his journey up the St. Johns
River to Blue Springs and west to the Suwanee River. The chapters
on “Observations” and “Some Hints” supply more pointed observa-
tions on Native Americans while furnishing some of Bartram’s rea-
sons for holding the views he had.
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The maps found on the front and back endpapers are dupli-

cates, but they provide the reader with the general routes Bartram
followed on his travels. Why that map is reproduced again in parts
on pages 28, 29 with minor omissions, and 30 is unclear. No effort
is made to place a date for the travels on the map because as the ed-
itors write, “Whatever else may be said of Bartram’s work, it is cer-
tainly not a precisely dated travel diary. Indeed, scarcely a date can
be trusted in the entire volume.” They give credit to Francis Harper
for reconstructing the correct sequence of events. The illustrations
are drawings by Bartram or copies of his drawings which show Na-
tive American public and private buildings, public squares, and
Chuncky Yards. Perhaps the more interesting ones are those show-
ing the plan of Mount Royal.

Those interested in Southeastern Indians owe a debt of grati-
tude to Waselkov and Braund not only for focusing their readers’
attention on Bartram’s writings on native peoples but also for their
felicitous handling of text and notes which enlighten as well as
bring outside information to bear on a given subject. Those of
John Howard Payne and Captain James Cook readily come to
mind. This is just one example of how the editors attempt to show
the broader picture of Bartram and his contributions to the study
of Native Americans. They list all the pertinent authors in their bib-
liography and note especially the contributions of Francis Harper
and the Berkeleys. And it is gratifying to learn that Bartram’s alliga-
tor story is no longer considered a product of his imagination but
a verifiable description of a real encounter between two bull gators.
The same can be said of his description of early hardwood-domi-
nated forest in the Georgia Piedmont. This is a volume that is both
informative and enjoyable.

University of Central Florida, Emeritus PAUL WEHR

Had I the Wings: The Friendship of Bachman and Audubon. By Jay Shul-
er. (Athens: University of Georgia Press, 1995. xii, 233 pp. Pref-
ace, acknowledgments, abbreviations, illustrations, biblio-
graphy, index. $29.95 cloth.)

It was a fortuitous encounter when John James Audubon, al-
ready renowned on both sides of the Atlantic for his dramatic
paintings of North American birds, met John Bachman in Charles-
ton on October 17, 1831. Bachman, a Lutheran pastor and avid
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naturalist, was elated to make the acquaintance of the famous na-
ture artist. Greeting the handsome woodsman with an enthusiasm
which “electrified” Audubon, Bachman initiated a friendship that
proved momentous for both. Henceforth, their professional and
social lives were intertwined, and Audubon’s ultimate legacy was
enhanced by a chance meeting on the muggy autumn morning.

This is the starting point for Jay Shuler’s engaging and well-
crafted book exploring the relationship of two important 19th-cen-
tury American naturalists. While the life and work of Audubon is
well known, Bachman’s role in that story and his own substantial
contributions to American science are not. Jay Shuler, formerly of
the National Park Service, provides the first detailed account of this
intriguing association and rescues from obscurity an individual
who clearly merits historical attention. It was Bachman, after all,
for whom Audubon named three species of birds, including one of
the rarest in the world, Bachman’s Warbler. The master-work, Birds
of America, with its 435 double elephant folio plates depicting 489
species, was completed with Bachman’s assistance. Audubon’s mas-
sive five-volume, 3,000-page Ornithological Biography was enriched
by Bachman’s scientific observations and literary skills. And the last
great project, The Viviparous Quadrupeds of North America, would
never have been realized without Bachman’s indispensable service.

As important as Bachman’s professional contributions were to
the Audubon legacy, however, Shuler shows that was only half the
story— and here is where Had I the Wings really breaks new ground.
Relying upon their “voluminous and revealing correspondence”
and a wealth of manuscript sources, Shuler demonstrates the im-
portance of Bachman and Audubon’s social relationship. Over the
course of a decade, during which Audubon shuttled across the At-
lantic to oversee publication of Birds of America or to procure new
specimens, Bachman’s Charleston residence served as his home in
America. Audubon was always welcomed-his visits were exciting
diversions-and the house on Pinckney Street was transformed
into a working studio with rooms prepared for skinning, storing
and painting birds. They were kindred spirits who relished their
moments together. “Out shooting every day— ,” Audubon rhapso-
dized to his wife Lucy from the Bachman home in 1831. “Skinning,
Drawing, Talking Ornithology the whole evening, noon and morn-
ing. . .”

A minor quibble: Shuler’s treatment of Audubon in Florida is
too brief. The untamed peninsula of the 1830s provided Audubon
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with some of the most spectacular species in Birds of America and
was one of the most demanding areas he ever encountered. While
Shuler alludes to Audubon’s “grand, if wildly impractical and terri-
bly dangerous plan to walk the beaches all the way from St. Augus-
tine to the Keys,” the details are sketchy. The Florida expedition
yielded a treasure of flora and fauna— over five cartloads of shells,
corals, seeds, plants, amphibians, mammals and, Audubon wrote,
some “five hundred and fifty birds, principally of the larger spe-
cies.” He made good use of the naturalistic booty and the Florida
trek witnesses a perfection of the Audubon-Lehman collaboration,
Audubon’s craft was never better. Shuler writes, “The paintings of
Florida birds and plants were stunning.”

Had I the Wings is enhanced by its historical backdrop, from the
French Revolution to the American Civil War, through which
Shuler weaves a lively and vivid narrative. The book is a welcome
addition to the Audubon legacy. As for Bachman’s role in that leg-
acy and his contribution to American science, the book is an indis-
pensable source. While handsomely put together, one might wish
for more illustrations— only five of Audubon’s paintings appear.
Had I the Wings is an absorbing and enjoyable read.

Naples, Florida STEVEN VALDESPINO

Stepping Out of the Shadows: Alabama Women, 1819-1990. Edited by
Mary Martha Thomas. (Tuscaloosa, AL: University of Alabama
Press, 1995. 237 pp. Introduction, photographs, tables, notes,
contributors, index. $19.95.)

This collection of essays first heard as papers at the 1990 Ala-
bama Women’s History Forum presents a fascinating study of Ala-
bama women from the antebellum era to the modern period.
Editor Mary Martha Thomas has compiled a diverse anthology that
surveys the traditionally unexamined lives and accomplishments of
both black and white women in Alabama.

In “Stewards of Their Culture: Southern Women Novelists as
Social Critics,” Elizabeth Fox-Genovese continues to trace her ear-
lier theme from Within the Plantation Household (1988) of southern
women defending slavery as a superior, albeit flawed, social system
compared to the perceived evils of northern capitalism. Fox-Gen-
ovese presents brief but succinct plot synopses of several sentimen-
tal novels of the antebellum period to prove the regionalism not
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feminism nor sisterhood was the driving concern of these white
women writers. Her chapter is an interesting study of a group of
women who acted all too human in defending their traditional way
of life. They were indeed “stewards of their culture.”

In “The Plantation Mistress: A Perspective on Antebellum Ala-
bama,” Ann Williams Boucher utilizes the theories of Fox-Gen-
ovese, Catherine Clinton, Suzanne Lebsock, Jane and William
Pease as compass-points in studying wealthy antebellum women in
Alabama. Boucher concludes that the plantation mistress exam-
ined embody, to some point, a combination of the conclusions of
all the aforementioned authors. Rejecting their resolute convic-
tions, however, Boucher finds a dichotomous mix of freedom, sla-
very, independence, dependence, tension, and stability in the lives
of Alabama plantation mistresses.

Researching letters and organizational reports in “White and
Black Female Missionaries to Former Slaves during Reconstruc-
tion,” Harriet E. Amos Doss explores the work of these women who
heeded “God’s call” to missionary service in the South. This type of
work presented an extraordinary opportunity for women to earn
money, a sense of self-worth, and a certain degree of autonomy. Al-
though the majority of the missionaries were white women, Doss
found numerous accounts of black women overcoming racism and
outright violence to serve as missionaries to former slaves in Ala-
bama.

“White and Black Alabama Women during the Progressive Era,
1890-1920” by Mary Martha Thomas and “Stepping Out of the
Shadows into Politics: Women in the Alabama Legislature, 1922-
1990” by Joanne Varner Hawks, both survey broad time periods in
which Alabama women “began to erase the line between the public
and private world.” (75) The pioneering work of temperance work-
ers, suffragists, women’s club members, and legislators is exam-
ined. Linked by gender but not by ideology nor common cause,
the female progressive legislators represent a staunch group of pro-
active participants in public policy matters. Chapter 9 also includes
a helpful table listing the 20 women who served in Alabama legisla-
ture from 1922-1990.

This book also contains five chapters detailing the lives of indi-
vidual women in Alabama history: “Amelia Gayle Gorgas: A Victo-
rian Mother” by Sarah Woolfolk Wiggins; “Adella Hunt Logan and
the Tuskegee Woman’s Club: Building a Foundation for Suffrage”
by Adele Logan Alexander; “From Parsonage to Hospital: Louise
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Branscomb Becomes a Debtor” by Norma Taylor Mitchell; “Loula
Dunn: Alabama Pioneer in Public Welfare Administration” Martha
H. Swain; and “Alive to the Cause of Justice: Juliette Hampton Mor-
gan and the Montgomery Bus Boycott” Sheryl Spradling Summe.
Each of these biographical chapters, like the anthology as a whole,
makes an important contribution to southern history and gender
studies. Editor Thomas has successfully organized these unique ac-
counts into a well-balanced, informative, and engaging collection.
Anyone interested in southern, Alabama, or women’s history
would benefit from the scholarship in Stepping Out of the Shadows.

Jacksonville University SARAH P. VICKERS

The Struggle for the Georgia Coast: An Eighteenth Century Spanish Retro-
spective On Guale and Mocama. By John E. Worth, with an intro-
duction by David Hurst Thomas. (Athens: University of Georgia
Press, 1995. 222 pp. Preface, introduction, acknowledgments,
maps, illustrations, tables, references, index, $23.95.)

The removal of the Cherokee, Creek and Seminole Indians
from the present states of Georgia and Florida has received consid-
erable attention form historians and the general public. Less
awareness exists of other tribes who experienced similar disruption
or displacement as a result of European intrusions. One such in-
stance is the forced displacement of the Guale and Mocama Indi-
ans, who occupied the Sea Islands and coastal areas of Georgia and
northeast Florida. With his translation and publication of this col-
lection of relevant Spanish documents, John E. Worth has brought
increased attention to this migration and performed a significant
service for scholars of the early Southeast and of Native Americans.

The documents included were assembled in 1739 at the behest
of Florida’s governor Don Manuel de Montiano and sent to Spain
to support the King’s claim to the lands within the newly estab-
lished English colony of Georgia. There they lay basically unknown
to scholars until Worth’s rediscovery of the collection in 1991. The
documents contain significant information about the Guale and
Mocama Indians and their migration southward. Worth comple-
ments this with a well-written and informative introduction, which
focuses mainly on establishing the locations of the towns and trac-
ing their numerous consolidations and migration in the face of
English and enemy Indian attacks. He supports this with very help
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ful maps documenting the location and movement of towns over
time.

While the location and movements of the Guale and Mocama
towns receive the most attention, the introduction and documents
contain some ethnographic information about the Indians and the
difficult situation they faced. Disease outbreaks repeatedly hurt the
Indians, Spanish reluctance or inability to supply firearms and bul-
lets left them outgunned by opponents, and repartimiento labor
drafts pulled needed manpower away from towns. Perhaps his most
intriguing finding is evidence that, even with the consolidation of
several villages into one, the leadership structures of the previous
settlements continued to exist to a degree in their new homes,
largely in the form of hereditary titles.

Information is also present about the Yamasee Indians, who
were at one time allied with and living among the Guales and
Mocamas, before they turned against the Spanish and became a
major force in the English slave raids. Worth attributes the change
of allegiance primarily to Yamasee vulnerability to pirates and
other raiders. However, given the focus on the importance of the
labor drafts and the heavy Yamasee contribution to those requisi-
tions, one might wonder if perhaps the heavy labor load played a
major role in the Yamasee change of allegiance. There is evidence
in some of his documents of native dissatisfaction with onerous la-
bor requirements.

Information can also be found on the functioning of the Span-
ish outpost in Florida, including testimony on the military-clerical
rivalry, the supply of the colony, and the judicial process in Florida.
One interesting group of documents deals with the trial of Captain
Don Juan Saturnino de Abaurrea, an officer accused of abandon-
ing his post during an English attack in 1684 and allowing prison-
ers to be retaken by the enemy. This case brings to light a
previously unknown attack on Guale before the final evacuation.
Evidence is also presented on the Spanish retaliation raid into
Carolina in 1686 in the form of testimony recorded from three
English captives.

This work is the fourth valuable monograph to emerge from
the study of Mission Santa Catalina de Guale. Dr. Worth, the Uni-
versity of Georgia, and the Santa Catalina project scholars are to be
commended for this important contribution. They have cast in-
creased light on an underemphasized episode of intercultural con-
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tact and have reminded us of early Native American inhabitants of
Georgia and Florida who do not deserve to be forgotten.

Durham, North Carolina RICHARD DURSCHLAG

After Appomattox: How the South Won the War. By Stetson Kennedy.
(Gainesville: University Press of Florida, 1995. Acknowledg-
ments, advisory, photographs, illustrations, notes, bibliography,
index. $49.95.)

The premise of this work, now reissued by the University Press
of Florida, can be surmised from the title: that the states of the
Confederacy, though vanquished in battle, managed to win the
peace in the aftermath of the war. They did so by asserting their po-
litical will in highly undemocratic ways, so the author asserts, with
the tacit consent of the Yankee North. In the process, the southern-
ers who took control of the region instituted a system of political
rule that was only superficially democratic, and relied on a host of
extra-democratic practices— including political terror— to impose
white rule on the post-Reconstruction South.

It is not a new story. Nor was it when the book was first issued.
It was James Ford Rhodes who first remarked that the punishment
inflicted upon the South by the victorious North was the mildest
ever visited upon a defeated society by its opponent. It is left to Stet-
son Kennedy, however, to simplify the story into a shallow morality
tale replete with repetitive hyperbole about the savage South.

That the South’s savagery in establishing white rule was often
grotesque cannot be argued— at least not successfully. And the evi-
dence provided in this book’s pages, extrapolated from testimoni-
als given by freedmen before the Joint Congressional Committee
in 1872, leaves no doubt regarding the brutalities committed by
some white redeemers. But Kennedy’s claim that a more effective
policy for ending the Confederacy’s rebellion, for completing the
task of reconstructing the Union along more democratic lines, was
an achievable objective is simply unsustainable. Sadly, writers of his-
tory can never know what could have happened had another road
been taken. The road not taken is always a province best left to po-
ets.

Nor is Kennedy any more convincing in his contention that the
central constitutional events of the Civil War era— the 13th, 14th
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and 15th amendments to the United States Constitution— were
rendered nullities in the years after the war. It is certainly the case
that the Supreme Court in the late 19th century gave readings to
these amendments, most notably the 14th, that the amendment’s
framers did not foresee— as have subsequent courts. Indeed, it is
axiomatic, as Joseph Schumpeter pointed out 70 years ago, that
policymakers can never anticipate the full consequences of their
actions.

Nonetheless, for readers who have little understanding of the
era in the history of the United States that Kennedy examines, the
eyewitness accounts that he includes in his book are both compel-
ling and riveting. They are eloquent testimony not only to the trag-
edies and brutalities of the post-reconstruction South, but to the
long series of stresses that beset the American republic in the mid-
19th century. “Nor is it over yet,” as has been observed in the stan-
dard work on the subject for the state of Florida, is a phrase that ap-
plies as well to the present historical moment as it did to the 19th
century— albeit with a different meaning as we approach the 20th
century decennial.

Contrary to author Kennedy’s claim, no one was a victor in the
war between the states. In tragedy, there is no celebratory moment,
only struggle and acceptance. After Appomatox, the residue of civil
strife exposed both the best and the worst of human conduct, in a
manner which, sadly, was to be a harbinger of the century to come.
But however haltingly, the United States had purged itself of the in-
stitution of chattel slavery, at a dear price. It was a monumental
achievement, even if it is hidden in the interstices of Stetson
Kennedy’s book.

University of Florida AUGUSTUS BURNS

Sloss Furnaces and the Rise of the Birmingham District: An Industrial Epic.
By W. David Lewis. (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press,
1994. xxiv, 645. Preface, acknowledgments, photographs, maps,
illustrations, abbreviations, notes, bibliography, index, about au-
thor. $39.95.)

The subtitle of Lewis’s book An Industrial Epic is an apt descrip-
tion of the work which is of epic length. Lewis takes the story of Al-
abama iron making from its Civil War days when Alabama iron was
used on the Confederate ironclad Merrimac through the New



BOOK REVIEWS 475
South when Birmingham emerged as the iron-making region of
the South until the city’s civil rights issues of the 1960s. Lewis is a
good historian of technology and he explains well the problems of
converting Alabama iron ore, with its high concentrations of phos-
phorus and silica, into steel using the Bessemer process which was
in vogue in the late 19th century. Birmingham’s promoters did rec-
ognize, however, that low-paid black workers were in abundance af-
ter the depression of 1873 which would help offset the area’s
scarcity of capital. So cheap labor, close proximity of iron ore and
coal, and the entrepreneurial drive of Col. James Withers Sloss and
other Birmingham promoters helped to transform Birmingham
into the iron-making capital of the South. Birmingham’s specialty
would not be steel but cast iron which would be used in houses and
cities throughout the United States in the form of cooking utensils,
stoves, sewer pipes, and myriad other applications. The Sloss works,
founded in 1881 and later to become Sloss-Sheffield, came along
in a period of major urban development and population growth,
and its products found a ready market. By the latter part of the
19th century technological advancements made it possible for Bir-
mingham to produce steel as well as cast iron and the potential of
the region looked promising.

Lewis attributes many of Birmingham’s economic problems of
the 20th century to collusion among officials of U.S. Steel Corpora-
tion and other large steel producers which limited production and
relegated Birmingham to second-class status. The favored tech-
nique was the policy of “Pittsburgh Plus” by which the manufac-
tures set Pittsburgh as the reference point for steel ingots
throughout the entire nation and added uniform freight charges
and shipments from other areas. This policy made the price of steel
at Pittsburgh lower than anywhere else. Lewis maintains that the
Sloss-Sheffield operation would have gone bankrupt during the de-
pression save for its profitable coke production. Sloss-Sheffield was
acquired by United States Pipe and Foundry Company (USP&F) in
1942 which in turn was acquired by Jim Walter Corporation in
1969. Jim Walter wanted USP&F’s coal deposits. By 1980 the fur-
naces were cold. Lewis has done the historical profession a good
service by chronicling the somewhat neglected phase of the
South’s iron and steel industry. This work will be of interest to his-
torians of technology, business, and cities.

Florida State University EDWARD F. KEUCHEL
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Louisa S. McCord: Political and Social Essays. Edited by Richard C.
Lounsbury. (Charlottesville, VA: University Press of Virginia,
1995. xiii, 510 pp. Preface, illustrations, abbreviations, notes,
bibliography, index, index. $45.00, cloth.)

“God, who has made every creature to its place, has perhaps,
not given to woman the most enviable position in his creation, but
a most clearly defined position he has given her,” wrote the premier
female conservative Southern intellectual, Louisa Susanna Mc-
Cord, in her 1852 essay, “Enfranchisement of Women.” (108) Mc-
Cord’s privileged position in Southern society was among the elite,
planter class of South Carolina. As a plantation mistress, she bene-
fited from slave labor and ardently defended it in essays on political
economy in such publications as Debow’s Review and Southern Quar-
terly Review. She also argued conservatively about women in society.
She opposed the suffrage movement and staunchly defended the
women’s place in their separate and, in her estimation, superior
sphere. McCord’s political and social writings, collected by Richard
C. Lounsbury in this first of two volumes, provides scholars with a
previously forgotten intellectual’s works. Reading them is enlight-
ening and disturbing for she was sarcastic, biting and relentless in
her criticism of women’s rights activists and abolitionists. Her
words must be heard to completely understand the southern intel-
lectual experience, heretofore told only through male eyes.

By God and nature, declared McCord, blacks or “Cuffee,” as
she disparagingly refers to them in a number of her articles, are an
inferior race. The slaves supposedly recognized their subordinate
place. She writes that “our negro, for instance, feels by instinct that
his condition is suited to his powers; and would, but for mischie-
vous interference, never seek, never wish to change it.” (170) And
neither would the whites of South Carolina. “We are not ashamed,”
she claims in her 1851 “Diversity of the Races; Its Bearing Upon Ne-
gro Slavery,” speaking for all slaveholders, “of our ‘peculiar institu-
tion,’ nor do we need any sugared epithets to cloak an iniquity of
which we are entirely unconscious.” (159) When women of Britain
led by Duchess of Sutherland issued “The Affectionate and Chris-
tian Address of Many Thousands of the Women of England to
Their Sisters, the Women of the United States of America,” calling
for abolition, McCord responded in a letter printed August 10,
1853 in the Charleston Mercury She questions the British reformers
for singling out American slavery and suggests their ministrations
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might be directed toward China and the opium trade. She chal-
lenges the Duchess to act upon her convictions and use her wealth
to purchase McCord’s 160 slaves. Although such a sale would be a
sacrifice for McCord since land without labor would be useless, she
includes her address hopeful of a response. No one purchased Mc-
Cord’s human property, and she continued to defend the system
until it ended. Following the war, she never dealt well with emanci-
pation, and considered emigrating to South America. Her daugh-
ter, Louisa, later wrote that the death of Langdon Cheves, beloved
son, in the Civil War and the demise of the Confederacy, broke
Louisa McCord’s heart and later killed her.

On the potent issue of women’s suffrage, McCord chastised ad-
vocates of change. She believed women’s work was the highest la-
bor, the most loving calling ordained by God. Challengers were
“Moral monsters . . . things which Nature disclaims.” (110) Suffrag-
ists were “petticoated despisers of their sex— these would-be men—
these things that puzzles us to name.” (110) And many of them
were Yankees, too. McCord sensed that women’s equality would se-
riously weaken if not destroy the Southern patriarchal structure. As
a member of that group, she had to support all of its aspects even
those that subordinated her own sex. In her view, women had
plenty of opportunity within the sphere to do good, to create a per-
fect society and “raise the man, by helping, not rivalling, him.”
(119) Many women agreed with her. A very similar argument per-
sists today. Listening to Louisa McCord’s ideas may not be easy, but
it is essential for scholars of women’s, intellectual, and Southern
history.

Jacksonville State University SUZANNE MARSHALL

Becoming Southern: The Evolution of a Way of Life, Warren County and
Vicksburg, Mississippi, 1770-1860. By Christopher Morris. (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1995. ix, 258 pp. Preface, intro-
duction, figures, tables, illustrations, photographs, epilogue, ab-
breviations, appendices, notes, index. $35.00.)

In a discipline inundated by community studies, Becoming
Southern stands apart. Few historians have focused on the evolution
of a southern locale; even fewer have approached their subject with
such intellectual rigor. Acknowledging in his preface that “the real
South has proven hard to pin down,” Christopher Morris examines
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the maturation of Warren County and Vicksburg, Mississippi, be-
tween the American Revolution and Civil War. As a framework for
his discussion, the author applies a cultural materialist model.
“The bridge spanning Southern life and mind,” he explains, “is
better approached from the life side. The nature of historical evi-
dence allows us to be more certain of what people did than of what
they thought” (xvi).

Morris’s hesitance to explore the mind directly leads him to
emphasize the impact of material (largely economic) conditions
on human behavior. Much of what Warren County residents did,
the reader soon learns, resembled actions exhibited by people at
one time or another throughout the United States. Becoming
southern, in other words, did not necessarily mean becoming dis-
tinct. During the first years of white settlement, for example, geo-
graphic and political isolation from distant markets— and not
some traditional value system— caused farmers to rely on local, co-
operative exchange. The transformation of community- and sub
sistence-oriented economy to a more individualistic and
commercial world occurred not because people began to view the
market any differently, but because new outlets for their goods be-
came available and because soil and wildlife depletion made cash
crop agriculture essential to settlers’ survival.

Material condition determined what men grew and where they
sold their produce. So too these considerations defined relations
within a household. On early pioneer and non-slaveholding farms,
the household head possessed exclusive control of the land but not
the labor, which he shared with other adult members of the family.
Economic interdependence united the sexes in the common cause
of survival and eased restrictions on a woman’s rights and free-
doms. But as the supply of potential workers grew and land became
more difficult to obtain, the balance of power shifted in favor of
the landowner. He became independent while his wife and chil-
dren became increasingly dependent. In cases where slaves served
the master’s labor needs, a wife’s importance in the home or fields
decreased precipitously, and with it the power to control her own
life.

In the book’s most provocative chapter, the author describes
Warren County’s stand during the secession crisis. A clear majority
of local voters supported John Bell and his Constitutional Union
party in the 1860 presidential election. The reasons were largely
economic. Between 1776 and 1861 the county had been moving
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“from the periphery toward the center of the United States— thus
the community’s strong desire to see the Union hold together.”
(170) Secession, planters feared, could only isolate the county
from the markets it required to survive. A minority of Vicksburg
voters spoke of secession, but only because they did not share the
planters’ confidence in a bright and prosperous future.

Few readers will question the role of material conditions in
shaping peoples’ lives, and Morris has done an excellent job of de-
tailing the ways in which men and women adapted to and altered
their environment in antebellum Warren County. Disagreements
may rise, however, over the relative importance the author gives to
economic forces. Granted he has made explicit his ideological pre-
dilections and research interests, but are readers to believe that re-
ligion and its related moral and ethical values had an insignificant
influence on life in Warren County? Did the region’s first settlers
arrive in Mississippi without any of the cultural baggage brought by
migrants to other parts of America? Had Vicksburg’s churches and
ethnic institutions no part to play in shaping family relations, duty
to one’s neighbors, or the community’s social structure? One can-
not help but feel that a critical part of Warren County’s story still is
missing. Whether its inclusion would have changed Morris’s con-
clusions about the nature of the South remains an open question.

University of Florida MARK I. GREENBERG

Politics and Welfare in Birmingham, 1900-1975. By Edward Shannon
LaMonte. (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1995. pp.
vii, 298. Illustrations, acknowledgments, notes, bibliography, in-
dex.)

Edward Shannon LaMonte’s study of the evolution of public
welfare policy in Birmingham, Alabama during the 20th century
addresses issues of power and authority in the city that remain rel-
evant today. He takes the reader through several phases of develop-
ment which were inextricably linked to changes in city government
wrought by almost revolutionary change in the political commu-
nity as the age of Jim Crow passed. Always the problem of race was
central to the story LaMonte tells.

LaMonte lays the foundation for his argument with a chapter
in which he describes Birmingham government. The chapter is the
least original of the book, drawing largely on the work of Carl Har-
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ris. Unfortunately, LaMonte uncritically accepts Harris’s conten-
tion that one can establish how representative government is by
identifying the occupations of the elected officials. Thus he con-
cludes that city government served the interests of businessmen.
The fact that these officials had to face voters at election time and
might not be free to indulge themselves is not even considered in
the book. Hence, LaMonte reaches the predictable conclusion that
early welfare policy was limited to private efforts because business-
men were opposed to expansive government. He fails to consider
the impact of neo-populist movements in the city that manifested
little concern for the plight of the poor, particularly the poor
among the black population. Indeed, the average white male voter
was more likely to associate welfare with handouts to blacks than
were more “elite” voters.

Though the problem of reaching conclusions about constitu-
encies by examining leaders persists, the study of welfare policy it-
self is important. LaMonte explains in clear language the key
events in the city’s movement away from reliance on private relief
to grudging acceptance of the idea that government has some re-
sponsibility for citizens in need. Demand for relief, he reveals, grew
substantially in the years prior to the Great Depression and then
exploded after the collapse of 1929. Private agencies simply could
not handle the burden of relief in the 1930s, so the state and fed-
eral governments had to step in. The indifference of Birmingham
officials toward the plight of the unemployed and under-em-
ployed, particularly blacks, limited the impact of New Deal pro-
grams in the short term.

Local government funding of public welfare programs contin-
ued to lag behind that of comparable cities after World War II. Bir-
mingham therefore became more dependent upon federal aid
than were other urban areas. LaMonte argues that this policy of ne-
glect at the local level reflected a consistent refusal to implement
policies perceived to be primarily for blacks. A biracial citizens’
committee was formed to address this and other problems, but be-
cause of the worsening racial climate of the 1950s it accomplished
little.

The success of the civil rights movement and the advent of the
Great Society brought unprecedented change to Birmingham gov-
ernment and social welfare policy. African Americans and moder-
ate whites assumed leadership in the community and took
advantage of the programs the federal government offered. Fed-
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eral funding of social programs grew along with local funding as
older notions about private responsibility for the needy faded.

LaMonte provides a through analysis of his subject. His argu-
ment that local welfare policy reflected the state of race relations in
the city is well documented and well taken. He leaves little doubt
that Alabama has been and remains very dependent on federal
funds and continues to seek federal money. Yet, Alabamians tend
to be among the most vocal of the anti-government crowd. Though
he does not explore this irony, his work should be required reading
for politicians and others who scream for state and local indepen-
dence but continue to go to Washington for hand outs.

University of South Alabama HENRY M. MCKIVEN, JR.

Forth to the Mighty Conflict: Alabama and World War II. By Allen
Cronenberg. (Tuscaloosa: University of Alabama Press, 1995. xii,
220 pp. Preface, photographs, map, notes, bibliography, index.
$29.95.)

Allen Cronenberg’s purpose in writing this volume was to pro-
vide a narrative account of the impact of World War II on the state
of Alabama, and, the contributions its citizens made in producing
an allied victory. The Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor and the sub
sequent declaration of war on the United States by the Axis powers
produced quick and fundamental changes in the social and eco-
nomic fabric of Alabama. As in other states, the people had to deal
with such unfamiliar things as the fear of enemy saboteurs, the es-
tablishment of civilian defense boards, scrap and bond drives, and
rationing of scarce commodities. The author believes Alabamians
dealt with these inconveniences with forbearance.

Large tracts of cheap land, cheap labor, and mild winters were
conducive to establishing military bases in southern states. Ala-
bama became one of the major states for training aviators for the
Army Air Corps. Among other sites, this training took place at Max-
well and Gunter fields at Montgomery, and the Tuskegee Army Air
Field, where the famous black Ninety-ninth Pursuit Squadron was
trained. Fort McClellan and Camp Rucker were large infantry
training centers. To expand training in production for chemical
warfare, the Huntsville Arsenal and Camp Sibert near Gadsden
were established.
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War plants sprang up in towns and cities in Alabama that pro-
duced everything from aluminum and steel to warships and rail-
road freight cars. The population increased rapidly in the towns
and cities where war material was manufactured. For example, Mo-
bile’s population doubled during the war, and Huntsville’s popula-
tion increased from 3,500 to 17,000 between 1940-1944. This influx
of workers, many of whom were poor whites and blacks from the
countryside, created several problems in housing education, pub-
lic health, and moral standards. In Mobile “hot beds” were rented
by the hour, and classes were taught in two shifts at the new Murphy
High School. Nearly 13 percent of Alabama’s doctors joined the
military, leaving rural Alabamians with little access to medical care.
With the increase in the number of camp followers, some as young
as 13 or 14, the spread of venereal diseases became both a health
and a moral problem.

Opportunities for women mushroomed in Alabama during the
war. By 1943 approximately a quarter of industry’s labor force was
female. Nearly 10 percent of shipyard workers were female, and at
times their number reached as high as 40 percent to 60 percent in
Huntsville and Redstone arsenals. The war also increased employ-
ment opportunities for blacks in manufacturing jobs, especially af-
ter President Roosevelt created the Fair Employment Practice
Commission, which insisted that blacks and women be fairly
treated in defense related industries. Over 20 percent of employees
at the Huntsville arsenal were black. Despite this progress in equal
employment opportunities, racial tensions remained high. Ala-
bama shipyards and Brookley Field in Mobile were the largest em-
ployers of women in Alabama. Brookley Field was also a pioneer in
the employment of workers with disabilities.

In the first seven chapters, Cronenberg has effectively chroni-
cled the vast changes Alabama experienced during World War II.
In 1941, Alabama lagged behind some other parts of the nation in
developments in education, industrialization, and urbanization.
Thus the transformation to wartime conditions was seemingly
more traumatic for the people to cope with. But Cronenberg
claims, and rightfully so, that Alabamians met the challenge head
on with a resolve that was admirable by any measurement.

The remaining chapters give brief descriptions of the progress
of the war in various theaters, and how soldiers and sailors from Al-
abama contributed to the final victory. They do not, however, sig-
nificantly add to the development of the title. Despite this minor
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criticism, Cronenberg has added vastly to our knowledge of Ala-
bama’s role in World War II.

University of West Florida, Emeritus GEORGE F. PEARCE

The Fredricksburg Campaign: Decision on the Rappahannock. Edited by
Gary W. Gallagher. (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 1995, xii, 243 pp. Introduction, photographs, maps, illus-
trations, bibliographic essay, contributors, index. $24.95.)

The Fredricksburg Campaign is a collection of seven essays by dif-
ferent scholars with the central theme of the Battle of Fredricks-
burg, December 13, 1862. The contributor’s purposes are

. . . to persuade readers to reconsider some comfortable as-
sumptions about the campaign, to think about aspects of
the battle and its aftermath that have received little if any
previous attention, and to place the military action in a
larger social and political context. (viii)

Aims like these are certainly laudable in any work of history and are
generally fulfilled in this volume.

The first two essays, by William Marvel and Alan Nolan, are the
weakest of the work, largely because both men are trying to con-
dense recent books in essays. Marvel’s contribution reiterates the
argument of his 1991 biography of Ambrose E. Burnside. He tries
to convince the reader that Burnside was not stupid and that the
Battle of Fredricksburg really was made disastrous by subordinates,
such as William B. Franklin, commanding the Left Grand Division
of the Army of the Potomac, and Joseph Hooker, the commander
of the Center Grand Division. The essay is unconvincing and just
plain dull. One should read the author’s book.

The second essay suffers from the same problem as the first.
Alan Nolan tries to summarize his 1991 book on Lee. He argues
that Fredricksburg was Lee’s best-fought battle of the years 1862-
1863. (44) While more tightly argued than Marvel’s contribution,
the reader would once again be better off reading the author’s
book.

After getting off to a bad start in its first two chapters, The Fre-
dricksburg Campaign then improves rapidly with George C. Rable’s
excellent study of the carnage resulting from the battle. This chap-
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ter is followed by Carol Reardon’s superb examination of the short-
term enlistees from Pennsylvania, who showed indomitable cour-
age in attacking the base of Marye’s Heights, even though their ca-
sualties were horrendous.

Gary Gallagher’s essay next examines the effects of the battle
on Southern opinion, and though well done, really demonstrates
little that is new. However, William Blair’s chapter on the civilians at
Fredricksburg is ground breaking in its portrayal of the plight of
the citizens of that unfortunate town— a topic generally ignored by
previous historians.

Finally, A. Wilson Greene traces the aftermath of the battle,
again placing Burnside in a more favorable light than usual. This
essay gives an excellent account of the horrors that can result when
a general is determined to fight no matter what the conditions.

As with many collections, the quality of the book is uneven.
Some of the essays should have been journal articles, where they
would have reached a wider audience (especially those by Rable,
Reardon and Blair). Others were unhelpful (such as Marvel and
Nolan). The third group were useful (Gallagher and Greene).

The fundamental difficulty with this book is its lack of utility
for any one but the Civil War scholar. Without prior knowledge of
the Battle of Fredricksburg and the controversies surrounding it, a
reader would be lost. This fact is unfortunate, because several of
these essays really should receive more attention. They stand firmly
in the tradition of the “new military history” with its emphasis on
the fighting man, the carnage, the civilians, public opinion, strate-
gic decision-making, and so forth.

Unfortunately, this book will generally, and rightfully, end up
only in academic libraries, where its good contributions may well
lay unnoticed. This is not a book that the layman will find useful.

University of South Alabama W. ROBERT HOUSTON

When the Yankees Came: Conflict and Chaos in the Occupied South, 1861-
1865. By Stephen V. Ash. (Chapel Hill: University of North Caro-
lina Press, 1995. xi, 309 pp. Preface, photographs, illustrations,
notes, bibliography, index. $29.95 hardcover.)

Stephen Ash analyzed the impact of federal occupation on
southern cities during the Civil War. This experience of invasion,
occupation and defeat was, according to Ash, essential to the shap-
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ing of the southern post-war mentality. During the initial occupa-
tion the northern policy was mild, a rosewater period. But
continued southern resistance hardened the actions of the occupi-
ers until they retaliated by becoming more repressive. This only in-
creased the hatred of the civilians, widening the gap between the
two groups.

However, Ash’s conceptualization is far more complicated than
his initial premise. He divided the occupied land into zones based
on their proximity to Union occupation troops. This created three
occupied Souths of the garrisoned towns, the no-man’s-land be-
tween the towns, and the Confederate frontier. Early in his narra-
tive he presented a schematic representation of his area of
concern. Black dots showed the garrisoned towns. Between the
towns was the no-man’sland. The next region was the Confederate
frontier, an area between the limit of regular federal penetration
and the limit of occasional federal penetration. Beyond the fron-
tier was the Confederate interior.

At the end of his narrative Ash placed five maps of the Confed-
eracy locating the Union field and garrison forces on December
1861, July 1862, September 1864, and March 1865. It is unfortu-
nate for the reader that the maps were not placed with schematic
representations for a complete graphic overview of Ash’s subject.
Taken together the schematic and the maps are quite striking, and
show the spread of occupied land as the war progressed.

Then for each region he related not only the clash between the
Confederates and the Yankees, but the internal struggle among
southerners competing among themselves politically (unionists vs.
rebels), by class (aristocrats vs. commoners), and racially (slaveo-
wners vs. slaves). Ash built a complex conceptualization of life in
the occupied South.

His narrative modus operandi was consistent throughout. First
he made a generalization. Then he offered a string of quotations
from individuals drawn from many diaries, journals, and letters to
support his generalization. This procedure allowed him to focus
on the generalization and not become bogged down on any spe-
cific regional history, for his quotations were drawn from many oc-
cupied areas. Generally, after making and supporting his
generalization, he would modify his statement and again offer quo-
tations to prove the modification. For example, first, he described
the intense hatred of the occupied people for the Union troops,
and then developed the fraternization that grew as the two peoples
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got to know each other. Then he swung the pendulum in the other
direction back to his original generalization. The only struggle he
related that remained consistent was that of the slave’s continuous
desire for freedom.

Ash provided the reader with a fascinating intellectual exercise
as he brought him along the path so carefully laid out. In the end,
one sees the southern postwar mentality as Ash intended. Only af-
ter finishing do you realize that he never discussed the experiences
of those who never lived under occupation. Surely those people,
with different experiences, also contributed to this mentality? This
raises the question of how influential was the mindset of those liv-
ing under occupation with respect to the southern postwar mental-
ity?

Jacksonville University, Emeritus GEORGE E. BUKER

April ‘65 Confederate Covert Action in the American Civil War. By Will-
iam A. Tidwell. (Kent, OH: Kent State University, 1995. xvi, 264
pp. Preface, introduction, photographs, maps, appendices,
notes, bibliography, index. $30.00.)

In 1988, William A. Tidwell, a retired brigadier general and
former Central Intelligence Agency officer, co-authored Come Retri-
bution: the Confederate Secret Service and the Assassination of Lincoln.
That book documented the Confederate government’s complicity
in attempts to kidnap Lincoln and blow up the White House, and
indirectly, in John Wilkes Booth’s subsequent assassination of the
president. Tidwell has expanded upon this earlier study in his new
work, April ‘65, which further details the covert operations of the
Confederate secret service.

The most enlightening information uncovered by Tidwell
comes from records in the Library of Congress and the Chicago
Historical Society relating to the disbursement by the Confederacy
of gold and paper currency for secret service activities. These mon-
ies, the withdrawal of which was personally approved by Confeder-
ate President Jefferson Davis, amounted to approximately two
million gold dollars. Included were funds labeled as “Necessities
and Exigencies” for “‘normal’ secret service work” and as “Secret
Service,” which Tidwell argues was used for attacks directed against
the Union government. (27)
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The author outlines the various elements within the rebel se-

cret service and details the covert operations they undertook. In-
cluded were the State Department Secret Service, War Department
Secret Service, War Department Signal Bureau, Greenhow Group,
Cavalry Scouts, and Operations in Canada. The Greenhow Group
was a Washington D.C. espionage organization, named for Rose
O’Neal Greenhow, a prominent member of Washington society
who provided valuable information on Union military movements
prior to the First Battle of Bull Run. Despite Greenhow’s arrest
later in 1861, her organization gathered intelligence for the Con-
federate government throughout the war.

Tidwell devotes a chapter to the actions of Bernard Sage, a
Louisiana planter and wartime “destructionist” who advocated the
conduct of “irregular warfare at sea.” (92) He also documents Con-
federate secret service activities in Canada, which began with ef-
forts to enhance northern anti-war sentiment, advanced to
sabotage and raids, and ended in a plot to kidnap Lincoln. Most
significant were the actions of George Sanders, who met with
Booth in Canada in 1864, and who after the war, through a cam-
paign of disinformation, was “largely responsible for convincing
the world that the Confederacy had nothing to do with the assassi-
nation of Lincoln”. (120) Tidwell concludes by examining Confed-
erate secret service plans during the war’s final months, including
the proposed capture of Lincoln as well as the attempt to infiltrate
explosives expert Thomas Harney into Washington to destroy the
White House. Confederate cavalry leader John Mosby provided
support for these covert operations.

After reading Tidwell’s work, it is difficult to take issue with the
author’s conclusion: “While our knowledge of many of the details
of the Confederate secret service organization is not complete,
there can no longer be any doubt that the Confederates engaged
in such activity— and that Jefferson Davis kept a measure of per-
sonal control over the operations.” (195) April ‘65 and his earlier
Come Retribution represent the front rank of Lincoln assassination
scholarship. While much of Tidwell’s evidence is admittedly cir-
cumstantial, his conclusion that the Confederate government was
heavily involved in covert actions, including those directed against
Lincoln, appears convincing. His writings have certainly discred-
ited earlier theories that Secretary of State Edwin Stanton partici-
pated in the conspiracy, and have done much add to our
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knowledge of the assassination and its aftermath. The results are
not comforting to southern partisans.

Florida State Archives DAVID J. COLES

The Journals of Josiah Gorgas, 1857-1878. Edited by Sarah Woolfolk
Wiggins. Foreward by Frank E. Vandiver. (Tuscaloosa: University
of Alabama Press, 1995. xxxix, 305 pp. Introduction, acknowl-
edgments, illustrations, photographs, maps, biographical direc-
tory, bibliography, index. $39.95.)

Josiah Gorgas (1818-1883) remains a familiar figure to stu-
dents of the Civil War due to his outstanding work as head of the
Confederate army’s ordinance bureau. Gorgas’ role in the rebel
war effort has been documented by Frank E. Vandiver in a 1947 ed-
ited version of his civil war journals and later in a full biography.
However it is thanks to Sarah W. Wiggins, professor emeritus at the
University of Alabama that now a complete edition of Gorgas’ dia-
ries from 1857 to 1878 are available to scholars and the reading
public.

Gorgas began keeping his journal some 16 years after graduat-
ing from West Point and his antebellum entries are interesting on
several levels. From its pages emerges an intelligent and dedicated
military officer moving from post to post and not above playing
politics with superiors to get preferred assignments. Despite his
northern birth Gorgas married an Alabama woman and adopted
the South as his home. Politically opposed to the Republicans, Gor-
gas faced no painful dilemma in 1861 about which side to take in
the brewing sectional conflict. Donning Confederate gray he soon
assumed the duties of officer in charge of securing arms and am-
munition for the new nation.

When Gorgas commenced his journal he dedicated it “to my
children and [it] is devoted to their gratification and instruction.”
(3) Through his words he offers a fascinating look at 19th century
American family life from the father’s perspective, something
rarely documented. The importance of Gorgas’ extended southern
family is also evident and shows how important such ties were to
the functioning of southern society.

The bulk of the Journals cover the 1861-1865 period and pro-
vide an eye-witness account of the war as seen from Richmond. His
military position required that he have full information on battles
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and Confederate troop movements and dutifully recorded such on
a regular basis. Little escaped his eye or pen. He left candid and at
times acid portraits of the civilian and military leadership of the
Confederacy. To him “Jefferson Davis is unfortunately no military
genius.” (430); Florida’s Stephen R. Mallory “lacks earnestness and
devotion to his duty.” (139) Later he even thought Robert E. Lee
“fights without much heart in the cause.” (154) Interestingly Gor-
gas felt free to critique the performance of senior generals despite
the fact that he himself never held a field command during the en-
tire war. The third section of the Journals is perhaps the most touch-
ing and personal. Gorgas entered Reconstruction with career
gone, finances going, and his beloved family to support. He opted
to try operating an iron foundry in his adopted state of Alabama.
Unfortunately the depressed post-war southern economy made a
poor climate for new business ventures and in the end the works
failed. Some of the most poignant entries Gorgas made concern
his depression over economic setbacks and fears of leaving his wife
and children destitute. Even in the midst of such troubles Gorgas
did remain a keen observer of the social revolution, taking posi-
tions with the University of the South and the University of Ala-
bama. In such academic settings the old soldier would finally find
economic security and comfort until his death in 1883.

The editing of Josiah’s Gorgas’ journals is full and done with a
deft hand which lets the man speak for himself. A major contribu-
tion is the replacement of many missing passages defaced over the
years, thus giving us the first intact version of these diaries.

The Journals of Josiah Gorgas is significant for the study of the
19th century South and the Civil War. It gives us a window on the
life of a unique individual and his family in both peace and war.
Scholars of these periods can ill-afford not to became familiar with
them.

Florida Atlantic University ROBERT A. TAYLOR

A Jewish Colonel in the Civil War: Marcus M. Spiegel of the Ohio Volun-
teers. Edited by Jean Powers and Frank L. Byrne. (Lincoln: Uni-
versity of Nebraska Press, 1995. xii, 353 pp. Preface,
acknowledgments, photographs, maps, abbreviations, biblio-
graphic essay, index. $12.95.)

Collections of Civil War letters and diaries have become com-
monplace, telling the stories of hundreds of soldiers on nearly ev-
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ery front. But the letters of Marcus M. Spiegel are different from
most and that is what makes them special. Spiegel writes little of
the war, filling his letters instead with the day-to-day concerns of his
missing wife and children, worries about money, the day-to-day
drudgery of camp life, and the hopes for the future.

And although Spiegel was an obscure, largely unsuccessful
merchant in small-town Ohio before the war, it is clear that had he
have survived the war, he was destined to become one of the lead-
ing merchants in the country.

More than a century after his death, his great-great-grand-
daughter assembled the letters he wrote to his family and some of
his military orders into a book. The book was published in the
1980s and is now available for the first time in paperback.

Spiegel’s journey from German immigrant to marginal mer-
chant to second lieutenant to colonel showed the opportunities of-
fered immigrants. But his life appeared to be on a course for even
further greatness before he was killed in an obscure skirmish in
1864. Marcus Spiegel and his brother, Joseph, were aboard the
Union steamer City Belle when they were attacked by Confederates.
Marcus was mortally wounded and his brother slightly wounded. At
the time, they were making post-war plans to start a drygoods busi-
ness in Chicago. Joseph carried on alone, creating the Spiegel Cat-
alog Company. Another relative founded the men’s clothing
manufacturer, Hart, Schaffner, and Marx.

But Marcus Spiegel was the forgotten member of his family.
His attempts to establish a retail business before the war were at
best mixed and it appears he joined the Union army as much for a
paycheck as patriotic fervor.

The Spiegel diaries are about a man who desperately missed
his family, who had critical views of the Union leadership, held an
evolving view of slavery, and who was always planning his next pro-
motion. Spiegel is best at describing camp life in all of its dreari-
ness, the routines of short, violent battles amid long periods of
waiting, marching, and drilling.

He bemoans the lack of correspondence with his wife back in
Ohio, writing in a typical letter, “. . . our Regiment received 1100
letters and but one from you to me and that was written on half
sheet, and half of that only from you. Although it was short and
sweet, yet I am selfish; I want longer ones . . .” And he constantly
writes about money, promising to send more and worrying about
his family’s financial situation.
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One of the most interesting parts of the book concerns his de-

scription of his brother Joseph’s activities. Joseph Spiegel was se-
lected as the regimental sutler, a kind of roving commissary who
accompanied the soldiers in the field and sold them goods. It is
clear that Marcus played a major role in brother Joseph’s getting
the position. At times, officers in the unit helped Joseph sell his
wares.

And although Abraham Lincoln may have lost faith in General
George McClellan, Spiegel never wavered, writing that, “nobody
but McClellan can lead that Army and every other General will get
whipped.”

Marcus Spiegel was indifferent to the plight of the slaves at the
beginning of the war, but his letters show that as he saw their treat-
ment firsthand, his views changed and he gradually came to sup-
port emancipation. The book’s title contains the phrase “A Jewish
Colonel,” and although anti-Semitism was a fact of life in 19th cen-
tury America, the book has little to do with that or with religion.

The book benefits by an excellent editing, an index, and de-
tailed notes. It is fortunate that the University of Nebraska Press has
reissued this volume.

Orlando Sentinel JAMES C. CLARK

Lee’s Adjutant: The Wartime Letters of Colonel Walter Herron Taylor,
1862-1865. Edited by R. Lockwood Tower. (Columbia: Universi-
ty of South Carolina Press, 1995. 343 pp. Preface, illustrations,
maps, photographs, notes, bibliography, index. $29.95.)

Walter Herron Taylor served as Robert E. Lee’s aide-de-camp
and then as his assistant adjutant general for the duration of the
Civil War. A man in his early twenties, Taylor possessed youthful en-
ergy, intelligence, dedication, and a facile pen. He performed his
duties to Lee’s satisfaction, and came to be regarded by the general
as virtually a member of the family. Taylor was, as well, a young man
deeply in love with his childhood sweetheart and future wife, Eliza-
beth Selden “Bettie” Saunders to whom he wrote over 100 often
lengthy wartime letters which have survived and are presented here
with superb editing and commentary by R. Lockwood Tower.

Biographers of Robert E. Lee from Douglas Southall Freeman
to, most recently, Emory Thomas, have used various Taylor materi-
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als. Indeed, Freeman characterized the Taylor letters as “the most
important source of collateral manuscript” information bearing on
Lee’s military career. Not before 1964, however, was the entire col-
lection available for study, and then only at the Norfolk Public Li-
brary in Norfolk, Virginia. The present volume will be welcomed by
all with interest in Civil War, Lee, and the Army of northern Vir-
ginia.

The letters reflect much about their youthful author and offer
insight into various wartime circumstances. Readers will certainly
be drawn to Taylor’s often changing view of Lee, and a mixed pic-
ture emerges. Lee demanded much of Taylor and apparently gave
sparse praise. “I assure you at times I can hardly stand up under the
pressure of work,” he complained to Bettie Saunders. “I never
worked so hard to please anyone, and with so little effect as with
General Lee. He is so unappreciative.” Taylor suggested that this
opinion was shared by other staff members. “The truth is Genl. Lee
doesn’t make our time pleasant here & when promotion is offered his
staff elsewhere, it is not to be wondered at if they accept the offer.”
Taylor dismissed his own chances of promotion, and blamed Lee
“who will not push us up tho everybody else does,” Similar criti-
cisms of the man Taylor served are scattered through his letters.
Praise was often balanced with negative judgements. “My chief is
first rate in his sphere— that of a commanding general. He has . . .
a head capable of planning a campaign and the ability to arrange
for a battle, but he is not quick enough. . . . He is too undecided,
takes too long to form his conclusions.”

At times Taylor’s letters to Bettie Saunders reflected admira-
tion for Lee, but again on occasions they expressed condescension
or disrespect. Using quotation marks to suggest at least irony, if not
sarcasm, he called Lee “the Tycoon,” “the greatest man of the day,”
and the “Greatest and best (?) man living.” Taylor’s remarks and
judgments elsewhere often lacked maturity. The loss of Vicksburg
he found inconsequential: “Our people make a sad mistake when
they attempt to hold such isolated points . . .” He characterized
Pickett’s charge as “the handsomest of the war,” and opined that
the Yankees falsely claimed a victory at Gettysburg “only . . . after
they discovered our departure” from the field. Many of his insights
concerning camp life, military politics, and domestic conditions in
the South, however, are insightful, informative, and judicious.

A charming theme in the letters is Taylor’s developing love
with Bettie Saunders. One senses a microcosmic view of love and
courtship in the culture of the Old South. With Lee’s permission,
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Taylor wed his true love in a midnight ceremony in Richmond
barely hours before that city fell to Grant’s troops. Following the
wedding, Taylor immediately returned to his military duties.

Virtually every reference to people or events in Taylor’s letters
receives thorough explanation in editor Tower’s comprehensive
notes. His scholarship and breadth of knowledge are evident
throughout the volume.

Gordon College HUTCH JOHNSON

Puerto Real: The Archaeology of a Sixteenth-century Spanish Town in His-
paniola. Edited by Kathleen Deagan. (Gainesville: University
Press of Florida, 1995. xxxvi, 533 pp. Acknowledgments, intro-
duction, figures, tables, photographs, appendices, glossary, ref-
erences, index. $75.00.)

This volume presents the synthesized results of a seven-year,
cross disciplinary study of 16th century Spanish colonial settlement
of Puerto Real on the island of Hispaniola. Puerto Real was one of
the first Spanish settlements in the New World, and it can tell us
much about the processes of European conquest and colonization.
In her introduction, Kathleen Deagan states that the goal of the
volume is to present an archaeologically grounded social history
and historical ethnography of the town and people of Puerto Real.
This is a very ambitious goal; the degree to which the book suc-
ceeds is a testimony to the efforts of all the contributors.

The volume is divided into five parts containing 13 chapters.
The first part provides the background for the investigations at Pu-
erto Real. The first chapter is William Hodge’s fascinating account
of his discovery of the site. Next, Kathleen Deagan and Elizabeth
Reitz provide baseline information on the natural and cultural set-
tings of the town and Hodges and Eugene Lyon present a summary
of the historic documentary record. The second part focuses on
the spatial layout and organization of the community. First, Mau-
rice Williams describes the overall town patterning revealed by sur-
veys of the site. In the next two chapters, Raymond Willis and
Rochelle Marrinan examine the central, public sector. The third
part addresses domestic and commercial aspects. In it, Bonnie
McEwan, examines the daily life of the residents of two Spanish
households, and Deagan and Reitz look at a commercial/residen-
tial site. The fourth part contains more general syntheses of the ar-
chaeological data. Reitz and McEwan examine diets and the use of
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animals, and Greg Smith looks at evidence relating to Indian and
African slave populations at Puerto Real. In the final part, Hodges
and Jennifer Hamilton present information on the settlement of
Bayahá, occupied by the residents of Puerto Real after the forced
abandonment of the town in 1578. In the concluding chapter,
Kathleen Deagan looks at the overall results of the project and pre-
sents summaries of community life and the impact of the Puerto
Real research for the study of early European adaptations to life in
the New World.

The archaeological investigations at Puerto Real were quite
ambitious. The goals of the project were lofty, and the scale of the
field investigations was large. The project generated vast quantities
of data on the 16th-century occupation of Puerto Real. However,
while there are primary data presented here, Puerto Real's strength
is as a synthesis of what we have learned about this settlement and
about 16th-century Spanish presence in the Caribbean.

While I do not feel that they succeeded completely in con-
structing a historical ethnography of 16th-century Puerto Real, I
can say that this was a very successful study, worthy of praise and
emulation. While there is much we still do not know about Puerto
Real and its inhabitants, we have learned a lot.

For researchers (both historians and archaeologists) inter-
ested in the Spanish exploration and colonization of the Carib-
bean, Puerto Real should be required reading. For those interested
in the Spanish colonization around the Caribbean (including Flor-
ida), it is also worth the investment. Unfortunately, the cost lessens
its appeal as a casual read for others who might find it interesting
or useful. The cost also makes it difficult to use in the classroom.

Despite my concern about the cost of the volume (which I un-
derstand stems directly from its size), I think that Puerto Real is a fas-
cinating and important archaeological study. Readers will not be
disappointed.

University of North Carolina, Chapel Hill JOHN F. SCARRY

Latin American Underdevelopment: A History of Perspectives in the United
States, 1870-1965. By James William Park. (Baton Rouge: Louisi-
ana State University Press, 1995. 274 pp. Acknowledgments, il-
lustrations, bibliography, index. $37.50 hardcover.)

James W. Park has written a well-researched and solid survey of
Latin America’s underdevelopment as perceived by its northern
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neighbor. It is a revealing study of the struggle of United States pol-
icy-makers and political experts to explain the evident limits of eco-
nomic growth “below the border.” Appropriately, Park’s work looks
at Latin America during the great century of commercial and in-
dustrial development in the United States. The obvious contrast of
economic development between the two cultures became the basis
for the continuing attempt in the United States to understand the
reasons for such differences as well as to find ways to obviate them.

An intriguing element in the book is the inevitable exposure of
Latin American attitudes and expectations in the United States. It
is interesting to learn how changing values and international roles
in this country have affected American attitudes and foreign aid to
Latin America. It is similarly interesting to see how Latin America
has adapted to such changes in the United States.

Parks draws an unflattering “paternal” picture of the United
States, in the past hundred years, as it blundered about trying to re-
late to Latin America. In this dysfunctional inter-colonial family,
the United States inconsistently and poorly parented its unruly
Latin American children. As a result, cruel dictatorships and subsi-
dized extant elites have thrived for decades with United States sup-
port. Although American aid has helped in the economic
industrial development of Latin America, all too often only a small
minority has benefitted from such assistance.

As an example of the effects of American assistance in Latin
America, Park has provided a careful analysis of the Alliance for
Progress. Despite optimism, the Alliance ultimately exemplified
the difficulties of trying to design and export an American-made
model of progress to Latin America. The results of the sixties assis-
tance program still affect today’s continuing debate on the role of
the United States in Latin America.

A long standing problem in the United States’ perception of
Latin America is a continuing tendency to disparage the peoples
and cultures of the countries in Middle and South America. Park
thinks it is a deeply ingrained characteristic of our perspective, un-
likely to change in the future. Our beliefs about Latin America, he
argues convincingly, emerged from “cherished beliefs stubbornly
held, generation after generation.”

Park has used a wide variety of primary and secondary sources
to support his detailed study. Since “perception” is the subject of
his look at Latin American underdevelopment, his primary sources
include articles, editorials and book reviews from popular as well as
academic journals and magazines. He employs Business Week and
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Colliers along with The American and the Journal of Inter-American
Studies. His bibliography also indicates research in Congressional
records, Presidential papers, and Department of State materials. It
suggests an exhaustive effort to find those sources that reveal the
American view of Latin American underdevelopment.

Museum of Charlotte County ROBERT L. GOLD

Turning Right in the Sixties: The Conservative Capture of the GOP. By
Mary C. Brennan. (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 1995. 210 pp. Introduction, notes, bibliography, index.
$29.95 hardcover.)

Now that the conservatives have “captured” not merely the
GOP but the Congress and much of the country, it may be time to
figure out where they came from. Mary C. Brennan points to the
most revered and reviled of decades, the 1960s.

To many readers this will come as something of a surprise,
since they associate the sixties with freedom riders, peace march-
ers, and others not likely to vote for Ronald Reagan. Brennan
shows, however, that not all the excitement was on the left. Conser-
vative intellectuals, grassroots groups, and politicians were agitat-
ing and organizing effectively throughout the period. Particularly
noteworthy was the energizing played by such groups as Young
Americans for Freedom and the Intercollegiate Society of Individ-
ualists. The left had no monopoly on idealistic, enthusiastic, and
sometimes extremist youth, nor was every young rebel a potential
recruit for Students for a Democratic Society.

Brennan plots the course of conservatism as a fairly steady rise.
The 1950s are the years in the wilderness: conservatives are ignored
and shunted aside by the liberal Eastern establishment of the Re-
publican Party but lay the foundation for their future success by
creating such institutions as the National Review and the John Birch
Society. They fail to seize the GOP’s presidential nomination in
1960 but obtain it for Barry Goldwater in 1964. Although Goldwa-
ter loses badly, conservatives learn from defeat, broaden their base,
organize and campaign more effectively, take over the party, and
win the presidency in 1968. Although Nixon is not consistently con-
servative, the movement has matured so completely that it is “only
a matter of time” until a true conservative becomes president. This
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is a neat success story, from rags to riches, from last to first. But was
it really that simple?

It seems to me that the course of Republican conservatism dur-
ing these years was less like an escalator and more like a roller
coaster. Contrary to what Brennan says, the 1950s were no golden
age for liberal Republicans: they had to share the party with conser-
vatives and tolerate being led by President Dwight Eisenhower, who
might justly be labeled a moderate or conservative but not a liberal.
The presidential nomination of Richard Nixon in 1960 marked a
continuation of the power-sharing by the two wings of the party.
Goldwater’s nomination in 1964 signaled a sharp rise in the for-
tunes of the Republican conservative, but his failure in the election
signaled an equally sharp fall. The nomination and election of
Nixon in 1968 indicated that the roller coaster had gotten back to
where it started, with a president who was liberal in some ways, con-
servative in more, but never too far from the center. Brennan her-
self acknowledges that the moderates might have “regained”
control of the 1970s had it not been for the disruption caused by
the Watergate scandals. The true triumph of the conservative—
roller coaster turning into rocket ship— would not come until the
1980s with Reagan or the 1990s with Newt Gingrich. I am not con-
vinced that the 1960s were responsible for that.

Still, Brennan performs a valuable service by retrieving from
historical oblivion the activities of conservatives in a decade com-
monly thought to be merely liberal or radical. What she shows is
not the victory of conservatism but the existence of conservatism—
a vigorous and spirited existence. It was not only liberals who had
ridiculed Eisenhower’s golfing but also the editors of the right-
wing journal Human Events, who had proclaimed that the country
needed more strenuous leadership. What seems most remarkable
about the sixties, then, is neither liberalism nor conservatism but
activism, an activism that flared at both ends of the political spec-
trum. It was a decade of SDS and YAP, Berkeley and Ole Miss, John
Kennedy and Barry Goldwater, the anti-war movement and the
Vietnam war. It was not so much a heyday of liberalism as a heyday
of heydays, a time when left and right were both on the move.

Brennan studies the history of the Republican party, with an
emphasis on struggles for the presidency. She does a fine job of an-
alyzing the top leaders, the issues, the strategies, the elections.
What is missing from all this— or, at least, what I miss— are the com-
mon people. “Conservatives’ most important achievement during
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the 1960s,” the book says, “was the organization of a grassroots con-
stituency.” Yet there is no close examination of those grassroots.
Who were these people? Why did they join the movement? What
did they do? What did they feel? Examples, anecdotes, of specific
individuals could give the reader a vivid sense of what “turning
right in the Sixties” really meant for the person, the party, and the
country. But perhaps that is a different book. For now, let us be
grateful for this interesting and useful one.

University of Massachusetts Dartmouth JAMES A. HIJIYA
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Edited by James J. Horgan and Lewis N. Wynne, Florida Decades:
A Sesquicentennial History, 1845-1995 has just been published by the
St. Leo College Press. Organized by decades, its 15 chapters each
focus on a specific theme, event, or individual in an effort to cap-
ture the character and spirit of the time. In the first chapter, Will-
iam M. Goza sets a high standard as he relates the process by which
the territory of Florida evolved from Andrew Jackson’s early acts as
provisional governor, through the location of the capitol at Talla-
hassee, the St. Joseph’s constitutional convention, and the final res-
olution of the disagreements at both territorial and national levels
before ultimate admission in 1845.

James J. Horgan addresses the Third Seminole War as repre-
sentative of the 1850s while Mary Ann Cleveland relates the role of
women during the traumatic 1860s. Settlers of the Indian River re-
gion are the topic of Carolynn A. Washbon in her chapter on the
1870s. The Chatauqua movement swept through Florida in the
1880s. Patti Bartlett features women on the Florida frontier in the
1890s. Irvin D. Solomon’s topic for the first decade of the 20th cen-
tury is “Immigrant Cigar-Makers.” Lewis N. Wynne’s chapter ad-
dresses the rise, decline, and survival of Cedar Key as Florida’s
growing population spread southward in the peninsula in the early
20th century.

For her chapter on the 1920s Maxine D. Jones selected “The
Rosewood Incident” as representative of that uproarious decade.
Gordon Patterson’s chapter is about “Depression Florida” while Jo-
seph A. Cernik follows with “John “Buck” O’Neil and Black Base-
ball in Florida” as representative of the 1940s. The chapters on the
four decades since 1950 are James A. Schnur, “LeRoy Collins and
Charley Johns;” Gene H. David, “NASA and the Space Race;” Jef-
fery A. Drobney, “The Impact of Walt Disney’s World;” and Jennifer
Marx, “Smuggling on the Florida Coast.”

The chapters are introduced by James J. Horgan and Lewis N.
Wynne furnishes an epilogue. Florida Decades is available from St.
Leo College Press, P.O. Box 2304, St. Leo, FL 33574. The price is
$19.95 plus $2.00 for handling.
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The Pineapple Press has just released Historic Homes of Florida
by Laura Stewart and Susanne Hupp. It is a detailed tour of more
than 70 of the state’s residences dating from the days of Spanish oc-
cupation through the 1940s. All are open to the public, either as
house museums or as restaurants or bed-and-breakfast establish-
ments. The authors have provided information about hours of op-
eration and contact persons. To make it useful for readers
planning trips of varying lengths, the book is organized by region.
In addition to details about architecture and furnishings, the au-
thors have included stories about the human side of various
houses. Readers may find it interesting that hobos camped out on
the Italian floors of the elegant Banyan house in Venice after the
land boom collapsed in the 1920s. “The House That Rhymes” got
its nickname from the poems former owner Louella Knott wrote of
its furnishings. Her verses are tied with ribbons to the objects they
address.

In addition to the elegant dwellings Stewart and Hupp have
also included the houses of cigar-workers in Ybor City and Gilbert’s
Bar House of Refuge near Stuart where shipwrecked sailors found
refuge. Homes of famous individuals such as Marjorie Kinnan Raw-
ling’s house at Cross Creek, Thomas Edison’s place at Fort Myers,
and Harry S. Truman’s “Little White House” in Key West are also in-
cluded. The book is available in bookstores or may be ordered
from Pineapple Press, Inc., at l-800-PINEAPL. The price is $14.95.

Compiled by Morton D. Winsburg of the department of geog-
raphy at Florida State University, Florida’s History Through Its Places:
Properties in the National Register of Historical Places was published by
the Florida Department of State. With a brief historical introduc-
tion, the book describes the properties and sites which had been
nominated for the National Register of Historic Places as of No-
vember 15, 1994. Some of them have been on the register for more
than 20 years. Properties are first grouped alphabetically by place
within the counties. Information includes the address and year the
major structure or structures on the property were built, or in the
case of sites and districts, their periods of importance. For archae-
ological sites the dates are often rough approximations. For build-
ings, descriptions include architectural styles and, if known, the
architects. Where appropriate a statement of the historical and/or
architectural significance is included. Most of the buildings and
sites are accompanied by photographs or illustrations. Florida His-
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tory Through Its Places is available from the Institute of Science and
Public Affairs, 361 Bellamy Building, Florida State University, Talla-
hassee, Florida 32306-4016. The price is $10.00.

“Frankly My Dear . . . ” Gone With the Wind Memorabilia has just
been published by the Mercer University Press. Compiled by Herb
Bridges, whose collection of Gone with the Wind items is believed to
be the largest in the world, the handsome book includes more than
650 photographs of items from Bridges’ collection. These range
from first edition film scripts, and include theater tickets, jigsaw
puzzles, recordings, and souvenir rulers. In both book and film
forms, Gone with the Wind generated an enormous number of mate-
rial objects which were used in production and promotion. The
items photographed for this book are representative of that mate-
rial. While Herb Bridges has not acquired everything associated
with the famous story, it has not been for lack of trying.

Those who share Bridges’ interest in Gone with the Wind memo-
rabilia will find this book fascinating. It is available from bookstores
and from the Mercer University Press, 6316 Peake Road, Macon,
Georgia, 31210-3960. The price is $34.95.

Crystal River: A Ceremonial Mound on the Florida Gulf Coast by
Brent R. Weisman, is the latest publication in the Florida Bureau of
Archaeological Research’s Florida Archaeology series. The Crystal
River mound complex is probably the most famous site in Florida.
The earliest components of the site date to about 1000 B.C. while
some later ceremonial mounds and the village midden areas re-
flect continuing occupation until just a few years before the arrival
of Europeans. The site is still not thoroughly excavated, but limited
work has been carried out the last 90 years. Weisman’s report sum-
marizes the results of this work and discusses what is known about
the complex. He also addresses some of the intriguing but not so
well-substantiated aspects of the Crystal River site. All those inter-
ested in North American prehistory will find this book useful. For
further information contact the Florida Bureau of Archaeological
Research, Division of Historical Resources, R. A. Gray Building,
500 S. Bronough St., Tallahassee, FL 32300-0250.



HISTORY NEWS

On December 13, 1995, the University Press of Florida held an
open house to mark its 50th anniversary. Founded in 1945, the
press began with one part-time employee and spent nearly a year
publishing its first book, Florida Under Five Flags by Rembert W.
Patrick. The press was then and is still committed to the publica-
tion of books about the region. But, its staff has grown to 22 and its
list includes 75 titles which have generated net sales of nearly two
million dollars. UPF now has a national and even international
reach, with sales representation throughout the U.S., Western Eu-
rope, the Middle East, and the Asia Pacific region. Its authors are
affiliated with major universities around the U.S., Great Britain,
the Middle East, Latin America, Russia, Asia, and Africa. Exem-
plary of its titles are these from the spring issue: The New History of
Florida, edited by Michael Gannon; The Culture and Technology of Af-
rican Iron Production, edited by Peter Schmidt, Music of the Warao of
Venezuela, by Dale Olsen, and The Mediterranean Debt Crescent, by
Clement M. Henry. As for best sellers, Florida Landscape Plants holds
the records at 55,000 copies. A creature of both the academy and
the marketplace, the press enters its sixth decade developing a new
technological identity. It sees the electronic information phenom-
enon as an opportunity for those with expertise as gatekeepers and
disseminators of knowledge. The press has recently acquired a new
director, Ken Scott, who is committed to a presswide conversion to
electronic publishing along with tight new budgeting and long-
range planning procedures.

The Pensacola Historical Society has collected Pensacola mate-
rial on a regular basis since 1960 and has operated the Pensacola
Historical Museum in Old Christ Church since that year. In 1967,
the Society began Lelia Abercombie Historical Library and in 1992
moved it into the Pensacola Historical Society Resource Center, a
new facility at 117 E. Government Street. The Society’s collections
include items on the history of Pensacola and northwest Florida,
local genealogy, and area business. The collections have been given
largely by Pensacolians who want to see them preserved for educa-
tion and enjoyment of future generations. The Society welcomes
donations of material such as photographs, postcards, books about
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Pensacola, maps, programs, manuscripts, vital records, and busi-
ness papers.

On January 16, 1996, the St. Augustine Historical Society held
its annua1 meeting at Cathedral Parish Center. The speaker was
William J. Dreggors, Jr., Chairman of the Volusia County Historical
Preservation Board who spoke on steamboats on the St. Johns
River. A 4th generation West Volusia County resident, co-author of
two books on West Volusia County, and chairman of the Stone
Street Committee to restore the old DeLand Hospital; he is also cu-
rator of the Henry A. DeLand House and the new established De-
Land Naval Air Station Museum. He was joined on the program by
Patricia C. Griffin who spoke about her new book, Fifty Years of
Southeastern Archaeology: Selected Works of John W. Griffin which is be-
ing published by the University Press of Florida.

Recently arrived from his duties at the Tower of London where
he worked on a joint exhibition project between the Tower of Lon-
don and the Kremlin museum, Angus Konstam has just accepted
appointment as chief curator of the Mel Fisher Maritime Heritage
Society Museum in Key West. Having served as consulting maritime
archaeologist for excavations in Scotland, Wales, and England, and
published several books on the subject, Konstam assisted the soci-
ety’s archaeologists in identifying and authenticating weapons
found on the shipwreck of the English merchant slave vessel Henri-
etta Marie. The only slave shipwreck ever to be identified, exca-
vated, and studied, the Henrietta Marie forms the basis for the
society’s landmark exhibition on the slave trade— now embarking
on a four-year national tour.

Randall M. McDonald of the Roux Library at Florida Southern
College has just published the 4th revised edition of Frank Lloyd
Wright: A Bibliography of Materials in the Roux Library, Florida Southern
College. Copies are available without charge from Randall M. Mc-
Donald, Roux Library, Florida Southern College, 111 Lake Holl-
ingsworth Dr., Lakeland, Florida, 33801.

Professor Harvey H. Jackson of Jacksonville State University
has embarked on a comprehensive study of the Florida-Alabama-
Mississippi Gulf Coast for which he has selected the working title
“The Rise and Decline of the Redneck Riviera.” He is currently
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searching for materials of all kinds for the project. Anyone possess-
ing material or personal knowledge about the subject is encour-
aged to contact Professor Jackson at Jacksonville State University,
Jacksonville, AL, 32665-0082.

Call for Papers

The Southeastern American Studies Association will hold its
Biannual Meeting featuring “American Communities: Past and
Present” from February 27 through March 2, 1997, at Seaside, Flor-
ida. Seaside is an innovative architectural community on the gulf
coast of the Florida panhandle. Widely noted for its embodiment
of neo-traditional town planning, Seaside offers a unique meeting
site for the discussion of community. Those interested in submit-
ting papers and panels are encouraged to do so. They will be ac-
cepted until September 15, 1996, by Professor Lynne Adrian,
Department of American Studies, University of Alabama, P.O. Box
870214, Tuscaloosa, AL 35487. Telephone: 205-348-5940 or 205-
348-9762.
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Danese, Tracy E., “Disfranchisement, Women’s Suffrage and the

Failure of Florida’s Grandfather Clause,” 117.
“Daniel Newnan: A Neglected Figure in Florida History,” by Ma-

hon, 148.
Daughters of Canaan: A Saga of Southern Women, by Wolfe, reviewed,

230.
Davidson, Chandler and Bernard Grofman, eds., Quiet Revolution in

the South: The Impact of the Voting Rights Act, 1965-1990, noted,
106.

Davis, Jack E., review by, 96.
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Dawsey, Cyrus B. and James M., eds., The Confederados: Old South Im-

migrants in Brazil, reviewed, 206.
Dawsey, James M. and Cyrus B., eds., The Confedeados: Old South Im-

migrants in Brazil, reviewed, 206.
Deagan, Kathleen and Darcie MacMahon, Fort Mose: Colonial Amer-

ica's Black Fortress of Freedom, noted, 237.
Deagan, Kathleen, ed., Puerto Real: The Archaeology of a Sixteenth-cen-

tury Spanish Town in Hispaniola, reviewed, 493.
deBry, John, “The Order of the Holy Spirit: An Important Decora-

tion From a 1715 Plate Fleet Wreck,” 50.
A Decade of Debate and Division: Georgia Baptists and the Formation of

the Southern Baptist Convention, by Gardner, noted, 240.
“Defending America by Aiding the Allies: The British Student Pi-

lots at Arcadia and Clewiston, 1941-1945,” by Greenhaw, 154.
“Demise of the Pojoy and Bomto,” by Hann, 184.
Dew, Charles E., Bond of Iron: Master and Slave at Buffalo Forge, re-

viewed, 89.
Dillon, Patricia G., reviews by, 228, 361.
“Disfranchisement, Women’s Suffrage and the Failure of Florida’s

Grandfather Clause,” by Danese, 117.
Dittmer, John, Local People: The Struggle for Civil Rights in Mississippi,

reviewed, 96.
Doremus, Sharon M., Shorebirds and Seagrapes: The Island Inn, Sani-

bel, 1895-1995, noted, 103.
Duncan, Russell, Entrepreneur for Equality: Governor Rufus Bullock,

Commerce, and Race in Post-Civil War Georgia, reviewed, 87.
Durshlag, Richard, review by, 471.

The Economy and Material Culture of Slaves: Goods and Chattels on the
Sugar Plantations of Jamaica and Louisiana, by McDonald, re-
viewed, 367.

Egerton, John, Speak Now Against the Day: The Generation Before the
Civil Rights Movement in the South, noted, 384.

Electing Jimmy Carter: The Campaign of 1976, by Anderson, noted,
105.

Entrepreneur for Equality: Governor Rufus Bullock, Commerce, and Race
in Post-Civil War Georgia, by Duncan, reviewed, 87.

Essays on Cuban History: Historiography and Research, by Pérez, re-
viewed, 207.
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Fabel, Robin F. A., A Letter from West Florida in 1768, 461.
Farber, David, ed., The Sixties: From Memory to History, reviewed, 98.
Ferguson, T. Reed, The John Couper Family at Cannon’s Point, re-

viewed, 218.
Fernández, José B., review by, 206.
Fink, Gary M. and Merl E. Reed, eds., Race, Class, and Community in

Southern Labor History, reviewed, 370.
Flexner, Doris Louise, The Optimist’s Guide to History, noted, 239.
Florida Decades: A Sesquicentennial History, 1845-1995, edited by Hor-

gan and Wynne, noted, 499.
Florida FunFacts: 1,001 Fun Questions and Answers About Florida,

by Kleinberg, noted, 104.
Florida Handbook, 1995-1996, compiled by Morris, reviewed, 238.
Florida Historical Society, Director’s Meeting, 113, Annual Meet-

ing, 108, 245.
Florida History in Periodicals, compiled by Schnur, 64.
Florida History Research in Progress, 340.
Florida Indians and the Invasion from Europe, by Milanich, reviewed,

354.
Florida Living presented Golden Quill Award by the Florida Histor-

ical Society, 109.
Florida's First People: 12,000 Years of Human History, by Brown, re-

viewed, 72.
“Florida’s Frontier Constitution: The Statehood, Banking & Slavery

Controversies,” by Moussalli, 423.
Florida's History Through Its Places: Properties in the National Register of

Historical Places, compiled by Winsburg, noted, 500.
Florida Trust for Historic Preservation presented Organizational

Achievement Award to Henry B. Plant Museum, 241.
Flynt, Wayne, review by, 226.
Foraging and Farming in the Eastern Woodlands, edited by Scarry, re-

viewed, 365.
Forth to the Mighty Conflict: Alabama and World War II, by Cronen-

berg, reviewed, 481.
Fort Meade, 1859-1900, by Brown, reviewed, 358.
Fort Mose: Colonial America's Black Fortress of Freedom, by Deagan and

MacMahon, noted, 237.
Foster, John T., Jr. and Sarah Whitmer, review by, 75.
Foster, Sarah Whitmer and John T., Jr., review by, 75.
“Frankly My Dear. . . ” Gone with the Wind Memorabilia, compiled by

Bridges, noted, 501.
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Gallagher, reviewed, 483.

Gallagher, Gary W. ed., The Third Day at Gettysburg & Beyond, re-
viewed, 214.

Gallagher, Gary W., The Fredricksburg Campaign: Decision on the Rap-
pahannock, reviewed, 483.

Gardner, Robert G., A Decade of Debate and Division: Georgia Baptists
and the Formation of the Southern Baptist Convention, noted, 240.

Gate of Hell: Campaign for Charleston Harbor, 1863, by Wise, reviewed,
82.

Gaze, Susan presented Golden Quill Award by the Florida Histori-
cal Society, 109.

General Grant by Matthew Arnold, with a Rejoinder by Mark Twain,
noted, 239.

George, Paul S., review by, 464.
Georgetown: The History of a Black Neighborhood, by Bentley, noted,

236.
Georgia in Black and White: Explorations in the Race Relations of a South-

ern State, 1865-1950, edited by Inscoe, reviewed, 100.
Gilmartin, Daniel O., “Mayor Forrest Lake of Sanford,” 391.
Golden Quill Awards, presented by the Florida Historical Society to

Myra Monroe, Susan Gaze, Tampa Tribune and Florida Living,
109.

Gold, Robert L., review by, 494.
Governor Henry Ellis and the Transformation of British North America, by

Cashin, reviewed, 92.
Goza, William M., review by, 201.
Grant, Ethan A., “Anthony Hutchins: A Pioneer of the Old South-

west,” 405.
Greenberg, Mark I., review by, 477.
Green, George Norris, review by, 222.
Greenhaw, Thomas D., “Defending America by Aiding the Allies:

The British Student Pilots at Arcadia and Clewiston, 1941-1945,”
154.

Grofman, Bernard and Chandler Davidson, eds., Quiet Revolution in
the South: The Impact of the Voting Rights Act, 1965-1990, noted,
106.

Gullah Statesman: Robert Smalls from Slavery to Congress, 1839-1915, by
Miller, reviewed, 217.
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Guthrie, John J. Jr., “Rekindling The Spirits: From National Prohi-
bition to Local Option in Florida, 1928-1935,” 23.

Guthrie, John J. Jr., review by, 224.

Had I the Wings: The Friendship of Bachman and Audubon, by Shuler,
reviewed, 467.

Halderman, Keith, “Blanche Armwood of Tampa and the Strategy
of Interracial Cooperation,” 287.

Hann, John H., “Demise of the Pojoy and Bomto,” 184.
Harriet Beecher Stowe: A Life, by Hedrick, reviewed, 75.
Hartman, David with David J. Coles, comp., Biographical Rosters of

Florida’s Confederate and Union Soldiers, 1861-1865, noted, 238.
Hawes, Leland, review by 73.
Hedrick, Joan D., Harriet Beecher Stowe: A Life, reviewed, 75.
Henry B. Plant Museum presented Organizational Achievement

Award by the Florida Trust for Historic Preservation, 241.
Hewitt, Nancy A. and Suzanne Lebsock, eds., Visible Women: New Es-

says on American Activism, reviewed, 85.
Hidden Histories of Women in the New South, edited by Bernhard et.

al., reviewed, 228.
Hijiya, James A., reviews by, 98, 496.
Historic Homes of Florida, by Stewart and Hupp, noted, 500.
Hitchcock, Henry, Marching with Sherman, reviewed, 374.
Hobson, Fred, Serpent in Eden: H. L. Mencken and the South, re-

viewed, 238.
Hoffman, Paul E. and Charles E. Pearson, The Last Voyage of El

Nuevo Constante: The Wreck and Recovery of an Eighteenth-Century
Spanish Ship off the Louisiana Coast, reviewed, 372.

Horgan, James J. and Lewis N. Wynne, eds., Florida’s Decades: A Ses-
quicentennial History, 1845-1995, noted, 499.

Horgan, James J., review by, 220.
The Houses of St. Augustine, by Nolan, noted, 383.
Houston, W. Robert, review by, 483.
Hunter, Andrea A., review by, 365.
Hupp, Susanne and Laura Stewart, Historic Homes of Florida, noted,

500.
Hupuewa: A Legacy of the Hooper Family of Nassauville, Florida, by Jef-

ferson, noted, 236.
“Hurston Goes to War: The Army Signal Corps in Saint Augustine,”

by Patterson, 166.
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Iacono, Anthony, review by, 204.
Inscoe, John C., ed., Georgia in Black and White: Exploration in the

Race Relations of a Southern State, 1865-1950, reviewed, 100.
Iron and Steel: Class, Race, and Community in Birmingham, Alabama

1875-1920, by McKiven, reviewed, 220.
Isaac Harby of Charleston, 1788-1828: Jewish Reformer and Intellectual,

by Zola, reviewed, 94.

Jefferson, William James, Hupuewa: A Legacy of the Hooper Family of
Nassauville, Florida, noted, 236.

A Jewish Colonel in the Civil War: Marcus M. Spiegel of the Ohio Volun-
teers, edited by Powers and Byrne, reviewed, 489.

John A. Quitman: Old South Crusader, by May (paper reprint), noted,
106.

The John Couper Family at Cannon’s Point, by Ferguson, reviewed,
218.

Johnson, Hutch, reviews by, 218, 491.
Jones, Howard, review by 82.
The Journals of Josiah Gorgas, 1857-1878, edited by Wiggins, re-

viewed, 488.
Jump at the Sun: Zora Neale Hurston’s Cosmic Comedy, by Lowe, re-

viewed, 363.

Kallina, Edmund F., Jr., review by, 380.
Keith, Jeanette, Country People in the New South, reviewed, 377.
Kennedy, Stetson, After Appomattox: How the South Won the War, re-

viewed, 473.
Keuchel, Edward, review by, 474.
Kleinberg, Eliot, Florida FunFacts: 1,001 Fun Questions and Answers

About Florida, noted, 104.
Kleinberg, Howard, Miami Beach: A History, reviewed, 464.
Kupperman, Karen Ordahl, ed., America in European Consciousness,

1493-1750, reviewed, 233.

LaMonte, Edward Shannon, Politics and Welfare in Birmingham,
1900-1975, reviewed, 479.

Landers, Jane L. and David R. Colburn, eds., The African American
Heritage of Florida, reviewed, 360.
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Larson, Edward J., Sex, Race, and Science: Eugenics in the Deep South,
reviewed, 226.

Larson, Ron, Swamp Song: A Natural History of Florida’s Swamps, re-
viewed, 361.

The Last Voyage of El Nuevo Constante: The Wreck and Recovery of an
Eighteenth-Century Spanish Ship off the Louisiana Coast, by Pearson
and Hoffman, reviewed, 372.

Latin American Underdevelopment: A History of Perspectives in the United
States, 1870-1965, by Park, reviewed, 494.

Laumer, Frank, Dade’s Last Command, reviewed, 201.
Lebsock, Suzanne, and Hewitt, Nancy A., eds., Visible Women: New

Essays on American Activism, reviewed, 85.
Leckie, Shirley A., review by, 230.
Lee’s Adjutant: The Wartime Letters of Colonel Walter Herron Taylor,

1862-1865, edited by Tower, reviewed, 491.
Leonard, Thomas M., review by, 207.
Leroy Collins Prize, presented by the Florida Historical Society to

Anna Varela-Lago, 109.
A Letter from West Florida in 1768, contributed by Fabel, 461.
Letters from Pensacola About Confederate Nitre Bureau Opera-

tions in Florida, transcribed by Muir, 47.
Lewis, W. David, Sloss Furnaces and the Rise of the Birmingham District:

An Industrial Epic, reviewed, 474.
Linehan, Mary Collar and Marjorie Watts Nelson, Pioneer Days on the

Shore of Lake Worth, 1873-1893, noted, 235.
Local People: The Struggle for Civil Rights in Mississippi, by Dittmer, re-

viewed, 96.
“Long Time Coming: Miami’s Liberty City Riot of 1968,” by

Tscheschlok, 440.
Lost Cities of the Ancient Southwest, by O’Connor, reviewed, 237.
Louisa McCord: Political and Social Essays, edited by Lounsbury, re-

viewed, 476.
Lounsbury, Richard C., Louisa McCord: Political and Social Essays, re-

viewed, 476.
Lowe, John, Jump at the Sun: Zora Neale Hurston's Cosmic Comedy, re-

viewed, 363.
Loyalists and Community in North America, edited by Calhoon, Bar-

nes, and Rawlyk, reviewed, 91.
Lyon, Eugene, Pedro Menéndez DeAvilés reviewed, 356.

Macaulay, Neill, review by, 77.
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Maclean, Nancy, Behind the Mask of Chivalry: The Making of the Second

Ku Klux Klan, reviewed, 84.
MacMahon, Darcie and Kathleen Deagan, Fort Mose: Colonial Amer-

ica’s Black Fortress of Freedom, noted, 237.
Mahon, John K., “Daniel Newnan: A Neglected Figure in Florida

History,” 148.
Mahon, John K., reviews by, 209, 354.
Marching with Sherman, by Hitchcock, reviewed, 374.
Marjorie Kinnan Rawlings and the Florida Crackers, by Sammons and

McGuire, noted, 383.
Marshall, Suzanne, reviews by, 231, 476.
Marx, Robert F., review by, 372.
Massey, Mary Elizabeth, Women in the Civil War, noted, 106.
Matthews, Janet Snyder, review by, 358.
“Mayor Forrest Lake of Sanford,” by Gilmartin, 391.
May, Robert E., John A. Quitman: Old South Crusader, (paper re-

print), noted, 106.
McDonald, Roderick A., The Economy and Material Culture of Slaves:

Goods and Chattels on the Sugar Plantations of Jamaica and Louisi-
ana, reviewed, 367.

McDonough, James Lee, War in Kentucky: From Shiloh to Perryville, re-
viewed, 212.

McDonough, James Lee, review by, 214.
McGuire, Nina and Sandra Wallus Sammons, Marjorie Kinnan Raw-

lings and the Florida Crackers, 383.
McKinney, Gordon B., review by, 377.
McKiven, Henry M., Jr., Iron and Steel: Class, Race, and Community in

Birmingham, Alabama, 1875-1920, reviewed, 220.
McKiven, Henry M., Jr., review by, 479.
McLoughlin, William G., The Cherokees and Christianity, 1794-1870:

Essays on Acculturation and Cultural Persistence, reviewed, 209.
Medical Histories of Confederate Generals, by Welsh, reviewed, 216.
Miami Beach: A History, by Kleinberg, reviewed, 464.
Milanich, Jerald T., Florida Indians and the Invasion from Europe, re-

viewed, 354.
Milanich, Jerald T. and Nora B., “Revisiting the Freducci Map: A

Description of Juan Ponce deLeon’s 1513 Florida Voyage?,” 319.
Milanich, Jerald T. presented Rembert W. Patrick Memorial Book

Award by the Florida Historical Society, 108.
Milanich, Nora B. and Jerald T., “Revisiting the Freducci Map: A

Description of Juan Ponce deLeon’s 1513 FloridaVoyage?,” 319.
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Miller, Edward A., Jr., Gullah Statesman: Robert Smalls from Slavery to
Congress, 1839-1915, reviewed, 2 17.

Mohl, Raymond A., “Asian Immigration to Florida,” 261.
Monroe, Myra presented Golden Quill Award by the Florida His-

torical Society, 109.
Morgan, Elizabeth Shelfer presented Charlton W. Tebeau Book

Award by the Florida Historical Society, 109.
Morgan, Elizabeth Shelfer, Uncertain Seasons, noted, 236.
Mormino, Gary R. presented Arthur W. Thompson Memorial Prize

by the Florida Historical Society, 108.
Morris, Allen, comp., 1995-1996 Florida Handbook, noted, 238.
Morris, Christopher, Becoming Southern: The Evolution of a Way of

Life, Warren County and Vicksburg Mississippi, 1770-1860, re-
viewed, 477.

Morris, Christopher, review by, 367.
Moussalli, Stephanie, D., “Florida’s Frontier Constitution: The

Statehood, Banking & Slavery Controversies,” 423.
Muir, Thomas Jr., transcription by, 47.

Namorato, Michael V., review by, 78.
Nathans, Elizabeth Studley, review by, 87.
Nelson, Majorie Watts and Mary Collar Linehan, PioneerDays on the

Shore of Lake Worth, 1873-1893, noted, 235.
New South - New Law. The Legal Foundations of Credit and Labor Rela-

tions in the Postbellum Agricultural South, by Woodman, reviewed,
375.

New Words, Old Songs: Understanding the Lives of Ancient People in
Southwest Florida Through Archaeology, by Blanchard, noted, 104.

Newman, Louise M., review by, 85.
Newton, Merlin Owen, Armed with the Constitution: Jehovah’s Wit-

nesses in Alabama and the U.S. Supreme Court, 1939-1946, reviewed,
224.

Nolan, David, The Houses of St. Augustine, noted, 383.

O’Connor, Mallory McCane, Lost Cities of the Ancient Southwest,
noted, 237.

The Optimists's Guide to History, by Doris Louise Flexner, noted, 239.
“The Order of the Holy Spirit: An Important Decoration from a

1715 Plate Fleet Wreck,” by John deBry, 50.



INDEX 517
Pacheco, Ferdie, Ybor City Chronicles: A Memoir, reviewed, 73.
Parker, Susan R., review by, 356.
Park, James William, Latin American Underdevelopment: A History of

Perspectives in the United States, 1870-1965, reviewed, 494.
Paterson, Thomas G., Contesting Castro: The United States and the Tri-

umph of the Cuban Revolution, reviewed, 77.
Patterson, Gordon, “Hurston Goes to War: The Army Signal Corps

in Saint Augustine,” 166.
Pearce, George F., review by, 483.
Pearson, Charles E. and Paul E. Hoffman, The Last Voyage of El

Nuevo Constante: The Wreck and Recovery of an Eighteenth-Century
Spanish Ship off the Louisiana Coast, reviewed, 372.

Pedro Menéndez DeAvilés by Lyon, reviewed, 356.
Pérez, Louis A., Jr., Essays on Cuban History: Historiography and Re-

search, reviewed, 207.
Pioneer Days on the Shore of Lake Worth, 1873-1893, by Linehan and

Nelson, noted, 235.
Politics and Welfare in Birmingham, 1900-1975, by LaMonte, re-

viewed, 479.
Polmar, Norman and Thomas B. Allen, Code-Name DOWNEALL: The

Secret Plan to Invade Japan - and Why Truman Dropped the Bomb, re-
viewed, 380.

A Pennsylvanian in Blue: Thomas Beck Walton’s Civil War, edited by
Taylor, noted, 107.

A Portrait of St, Lucie County, Florida, by Rights, noted, 235.
Powers, Jean and Frank L. Byrne, eds., A Jewish Colonel in the Civil

War: Marcus M. Spiegel of the Ohio Volunteers, reviewed, 489.
Puerto Real: The Archaeology of a Sixteenth-Century Spanish Town in His-

paniola, edited by Deagan, reviewed, 493.

Quiet Revolution in the South: The Impact of the Voting Rights Act, 1965-
1990, edited by Davidson and Grofman, noted, 106.

Rable, George C., The Confederate Republic: A Revolution Against Poli-
tics, reviewed, 210.

Race, Class, and Community in Southern Labor History, edited by Fink
and Reed, reviewed, 370.

Rasmussen, Geraldine D., Toronita, noted, 238.
Rawlyk, George A., Timothy M. Barnes, and Robert M. Calhoon,

eds., Loyalists and Community in North America, reviewed, 91.
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Rea, Robert R., reviews by, 91, 92.
Rebel Storehouse: Florida in the Confederate Economy, by Taylor, re-

viewed, 204.
Reed, Merl E. and Gary M. Fink, eds., Race, Class, and Community in

Southern Labor History, reviewed, 370.
“Rekindling The Spirits: From National Prohibition to Local Op-

tion in Florida, 1928-1935,” by Guthrie, 23.
Rembert W. Patrick Memorial Book Award, presented by the Flor-

ida Historical Society to Jerald T. Milanich, 108.
Remembering the Maine, by Samuels and Samuels, reviewed, 379.
“Revisiting the Freducci Map: A Description of Juan Ponce de-

Leon’s 1513 Florida Voyage?,” by Milanich and Milanich, 319.
Richardson, Joe M., review by, 217.
Riehle, Rebecca Emily presented Carolyn Mays Brevard Prize by

the Florida Historical Society, 109.
Rights, Lucille Riely, A Portrait of St. Lucie County, Florida, noted,

235.
The Rise of David Duke, by Bridges, reviewed, 105.
Robertson, James I., Jr., review by, 212.
Rogers, William Warren, Alabama: The History of a Deep South State,

reviewed, 80.
Rogers, William Warren, review by, 203.

Sammons, Sandra Wallus, and Nina McQuire, Marjorie Kinnan Raw-
lings and the Florida Crackers, noted, 383.

Samuels, Harold and Peggy, Remembering the Maine, reviewed, 379.
Samuels, Peggy and Harold, Remembering the Maine, reviewed, 379.
Saville, Julie, The Work of Reconstruction: From Slave to Wage Labor in

South Carolina, 1860-1970, reviewed, 368.
Sawgrass Child, by Cirino, noted, 105.
Scarry, C. Margaret, ed., Foraging and Farming in the Eastern Wood-

lands, reviewed, 365.
Scarry, John F., review by, 493.
Schnur, James A., comp., Florida History in Periodicals, 64.
Scott, Anne Firor, Unheard Voices: The First Historians of Southern

Women, noted, 106.
Seidel, Kathryn Lee, review by, 363.
“Seminole/Miccosukee Art,” by Blackard, 334.
Serpent in Eden: H. L. Mencken and the South, by Hobson, noted, 238.
Sex, Race, and Science: Eugenics in the Deep South, by Larson, reviewed,

226.
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Shaw, Maurice F., Stonewall Jackson’s Surgeon, Hunter Holmes McGuire:

A Biography, noted, 384.
Shorebirds and Seagrapes: The Island Inn, Sanibel, 1895-1995, by Dore-

mus, noted, 103.
Shuler, Jay, Had I the Wings: The Friendship of Bachman and Audubon,

reviewed, 467.
Situado and Sabana: Spain’s Support System for the Presidio and Mission

Provinces of Florida, by Bushnell, reviewed, 353.
The Sixties: From Memory to History, edited by Farber, reviewed, 98.
Sloss Furnaces and the Rise of the Birmingham District: An Industrial

Epic, by Lewis, reviewed, 474.
Smith, Marion O., “Confederate Nitre Bureau Operations in Flor-

ida,” 40.
Solomon, Irvin D., review by, 360.
The South and the New Deal, by Biles, reviewed, 78.
The South Through Time: A History of an American Region, by Boles, re-

viewed, 231.
Speak Now Against the Day: The Generation Before the Civil Rights Move-

ment in the South, by Egerton, noted, 384.
Stepping Out of the Shadows: Alabama Women, 1919-1990, edited by

Thomas, reviewed, 469.
Stewart, Laura and Susanne Hupp, Historic Homes of Florida, noted,

500.
Stonewall Jackson’s Surgeon, Hunter Holmes McGuire: A Biography, by

Shaw, noted, 384.
Straight, William M., M. D., review by, 216.
The Struggle for the Georgia Coast: An Eighteenth Century Spanish Retro-

spective on Guale and Mocama, by Worth, reviewed, 471.
Swamp Song: A Natural History of Florida’s Swamps, by Larson, re-

viewed, 361.

Tampa Tribune presented Golden Quill Award by the Florida Histor-
ical Society, 109.

Taylor, Robert A., ed., A Pennsylvanian in Blue: Thomas Beck Walton’s
Civil War, noted, 107.

Taylor, Robert A., Rebel Storehouse: Florida in the Confederate Economy,
reviewed, 204.

Taylor, Robert A., review by, 488.
Tegeder, Michael David, review by, 370.
The Third Day at Gettysburg & Beyond, edited by Gallagher, reviewed,

214.
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Thomas, Mary Martha, ed., Stepping Out of the Shadows: Alabama
Women, 1919-1990, reviewed, 469.

Tidwell, William A., April ‘65: Confederate Action in the American Civil
War, reviewed, 486.

Toronita, by Rasmussen, noted, 238.
Tower, R. Lockwood, ed., Lee’s Adjutant: The Wartime Letters of Colonel

Walter Herron Taylor, 1862-1865, reviewed, 491.
The Treasurer’s House, by Waterbury, noted, 103.
Trelease, Allen W., White Terror, noted, 240.
Tscheschlok, Eric, “Long Time Coming: Miami’s Liberty City Riot

of 1968,” 440.
Turning Right in the Sixties: The Conservative Capture of the GOP, by

Brennan, reviewed, 496.
Tuttle, Craig A., An Ounce of Preservation: A Guide to the Care of Papers

and Photographs, noted, 105.

Uncertain Seasons, by Morgan, noted, 236.
Unheard Voices: The First Historians of Southern Women, by Scott,

noted, 106.

Valdespino, Steven, review by, 467.
VanItallie, Theodore B., “Yellow Fever, the Doctors, and Their Vic-

tims in the 19th Century South,” 329.
Varela-Lago, Anna presented Leroy Collins Prize by the Florida

Historical Society, 109.
Vickers, Sarah P., review by, 469.
Visible Women: New Essays on American Activism, edited by Hewitt and

Lebsock, reviewed, 85.

War in Kentucky: From Shiloh to Perryville, by McDonough, reviewed,
212.

Ward, Robert David, review by, 379.
Waselkov, Gregory A., and Kathryn E. Holland Braund, eds., Will-

iam Bartram and the Southeastern Indians, reviewed, 466.
Waterbury, Jean Parker, The Treasurer’s House, noted, 103.
Wehr, Paul, review by, 467.
Weisman, Brent R., Crystal River: A Ceremonial Mound on the Florida

Gulf Coast, noted, 501.
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Welsh, Jack D., M. D., Medical Histories of Confederate Generals, re-

viewed, 216.
When the Yankees Came: Conflict and Chaos in the Occupied South, 1861-

1865, by Ash, reviewed, 484.
White Terror, by Trelease, noted, 240.
Wiggins, Sarah Woolfolk, ed., The Journals of Josiah Gorgas, 1857-

1878, reviewed, 488.
William Bartram and the Southeastern Indians, edited and annotated

by Waselkov and Braund, reviewed, 466.
Willoughby, Lynn, review by, 80.
Winsburg, Morton D., comp., Florida’s History Through Its Places:

Properties in the National Register of Historical Places, noted, 500.
Wise, Stephen R., Gate of Hell: Campaign for Charleston Harbor, 1863,

reviewed, 82.
Wolfe, Margaret Ripley, Daughters of Canaan: A Saga of Southern

Women, reviewed, 230.
Women in the Civil War, by Massey, noted, 106.
Woodman, Harold D., New South - New Law. The Legal Foundations of

Credit and Labor Relations in the Postbellum Agricultural South, re-
viewed, 375.

Woods, Michael, review by, 375.
The Work of Reconstruction: From Slave to Wage Labor in South Carolina,

1860-1870, by Saville, reviewed, 368.
Worth, John E., The Struggle for the Georgia Coast: An Eighteenth Cen-

tury Spanish Retrospective on Guale and Mocama, reviewed, 471.
Wynne, Lewis N. and James J. Horgan, eds., Florida Decades: A Ses-

quicentennial History, 1845-1995, noted, 499.
Wynne, Lewis N., review by, 100.

Ybor City Chronicles: A Memoir, by Pacheco, reviewed, 73.
“Yellow Fever, the Doctors, and Their Victims in the 19th Century

South,” by VanItallie, 329.

Zola, Gary Phillip, Isaac Harby of Charleston, 1788-1828: Jewish Re-
former and Intellectual, reviewed, 94.

Zieger, Robert H., The CIO, 1935-1955, reviewed, 222.
Zonderman, David A., review by, 368.
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