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“Andrew Gordon Magrath and the Box They Buried the State In: The Correspondence of South Carolina’s Last Confederate Governor”

This session was based off the Letters Recevied and Sent in the papers of Governor Andrew Magrath.  S513004. Box 1. 55 Folders. 325 Pieces.  South Carolina Dept of Archives & History.  To see PDF files of all the items in this box as well as selected transcriptions, go to http://www.teachingushistory.org/magrath.html 

The eleven items featured below will be discussed in today’s morning session.

1. Francis S. Parker to AGM, December 24, 1864, from Georgetown. 

Parker is president of the Police Court in Georgetown, an institution set up in 1861 by the General Assembly “for this and the other seaboard districts with extensive powers and jurisdiction and to continue so long as the public enemy held possession of any portion of the Coast.” The court is four associate officers and a presiding officer.  Says two court officers are original members but now within the conscript age, and that “your predecessors in office have claimed the officers of this court as essential to the execution of the laws of the state.  “The slave population of this district is very numerous—whilst the white is extremely small. For the purpose of police, there are not left us along the [rivers?] men enough in any neighborhood to form a suitable patrol.  The government of the Police Court is the sole authority [?] to us to control the negroes and to keep order. The constant presence and proximity of the enemy exercise an unhappy influence over them and it has been the duty of the Police Court to resort to severe measures, in order to repress their demoralized spirit. In the first three years, eleven have accordingly been sentenced to suffer the extreme penalty of the law and have been executed, and others have been punished for offences committed against the peace and good order of the community. A condition of perfect quiet now exists here among us. It is due the governor of the state that this information be given. Another reason prompts us, which your Excellency will appreciate; the status of the Police Court ought to be sustained, with a view to its dignity and usefulness, or its existence abolished.”

2. William Henry Heyward to AGM, December [?], 1864, from Columbia.

Notes the Exemption Act “recently passed by the Legislature.” Says he and Mrs. Keith own between 200 and 300 slaves on the Wateree River, “at present under the charge of an overseer.” “These Negroes were all brought from the Combahee River, as we were compelled to abandon our lands there in consequence of the proximity of the enemy.  Your Excellency doubtless remembers the raid on Combahee. Ur Overseer’s exemption (Confederate) expires on the 15th of January, and he is preparing to join the Army, being about 35 years of age.” [As for himself, WHH says he has a surgeon’s certificate exempting him in consequence of a fractured leg; also that he supervises fifty hands on government works near Columbia—can’t manage the slaves.] . . . Your Excellency can well understand what difficulties must be met in the control and management of all these Negroes, driven as we are form our lands and forced to occupy comparatively unproductive soil to provide food, clothing, etc. in times like these. Under these circumstances we now have presented to us another embarrassment still more devious and which threatens the total disorganization of these operations. The recent advance of General Sherman has broken up entirely a small gang of Negroes which we had left at the Savannah River. We were unable to withdraw them in time and our Dwelling there and other buildings have been fired and destroyed by the enemy and as far as we can learn our Negroes are lost to us. On Combahee also, a plantation higher up the River, we had left another small force of Negroes and these too are now either to be lost or brought up here (some 40) . . . In short I have almost 450 Negroes to look after and the difficulty to which I specifically allude is this—viz., that the fact of the relatives of the Negroes up here have been captured by General Sherman and [it] threatens to disorganize the entire mass of them—especially every day as the enemy is approaching nearer and nearer. I will not enter further into this view of the case, as your Excellency will comprehend it much better than I can explain it. But in brief I may say that I find it impossible to manage 450 Negroes without assistance. And in times like these, the influence of an Overseer merely is small and in under some circumstances his presence is actually injurious. I, therefore, write in order to petition your Excellency to allow one of my sons to take the place of Policeman for the control of these people. I had four sons in the service. My eldest son, Irvine Keith Heyward, volunteered among the earliest, and has been steady at his post ever since. He is here on sick furlough for a few days only, his ailment (fever and ague) being incident to duty on the Allawaba [?] Swamp and the fatigue [?] during the recent movements and actions at the Oconee Bridge in Georgia. It occurs to me that, as his constitution is not strong enough for camp life, and his health impaired by the climate of our low country, that he would be a fit subject for the duties of Policeman as had in view by the recent act. It is eminently expedient at this particular moment that the Owner, if possible, should be with his Negroes. He alone can influence them in the right way and keep them together. If it be necessary to move them elsewhere, far out of the path of the enemy—numerous failures on the part of Overseers alone prove that they will follow none but the Master.  I cannot help thinking, therefore, that in every sense of the word my son would be the proper person. He has never avoided military duty. On the contrary sought it. But the situation of our slaves in this state at the moment is critical. And I regard their demoralization and eventual loss as inevitable as the Confederacy threatens to leave us without any one atall to control—a some one worse than useless. I trust therefore that your Excellency will recognize our case being Refugees from the coast as [?] and coming strictly within the intentions of the act.

3. Joseph A. Cunningham to AGM, January 3, 1865, from Florence Prison Camp. Another exemption request. Cunningham is serving in the reserves, the 5th Battalion of South Carolina Reserves, but has a plantation of “several slaves” in Lancaster District. Says he is a widower, has six small children and an infirm, 75-year-old mother to look after. Says he went into the service in September and had employed a man as “protector” at home who had always been exempted from military service as unfit fur duty by the medical board: “He is a splendid manager of slaves. My plantation is surrounded by several large plantations of slaves upon which are very few white persons. I could have ‘greased out’ myself. But that I declined to do from the fact that our struggling and bleeding country needed every effective man that could be brought to the field.” Then asks for the exemption of this man, A.G. Kebler, if it “will not be incompatible with the cause we espouse” as the exemption will “not only be of value to me individually but to the surrounding neighborhood at large.” 
4. Alfred Huger to AGM, January 4, 1865, from Columbia. 
This is an appeal on behalf of Colonel John S. Ashe and his caretaker, one Mr. Haille, who needs an exemption. Ashe is now “aged and infirm” but “in the day of his strength served the state faithfully and who now, at the end of his life, asks for her protection.” [Wow: protection being turned inside-out here.] Ashe is “perfectly blind as helpless as an infant, driven from his home by the enemy, and has found a resting place in the town of Camden. He is there indebted to Mr. Haille for such care and sympathy as humanity dictates, and as the ordinary feelings of the human heart are ready to accord. Mr. Haille is . . . to him as a mother to a child. Colonel Ashe’s overseer is already in the ranks. He has no family and this neighbor is his last support. I believe he [Haille] is liable to be called into service . . . [This letter signed by Huger and seven others.]

5. John a Stuart to AGM, January 4, 1865, from Ninety Six. Stuart is the doctor for one John A. Clemm [?], who has had, for the last four years, a “disease of the spine and an affliction of the kidney.” He is confined to his room for several days at a time, “so great is his suffering.” He cannot stand for any length of time or [walk] great distances. “I have no hesitation in saying I regard him unfair for the duties of a soldier and feel confident he would render better service to his country at his home as he is very efficient as a police in the neighborhood.” 
6. G.W. Woodbury, A.M. White, and T.J. Dozier to AGM, `January 7, 1865, from Button’s Neck, Marion County. Petition for the exemption of one J.A. Stevenson from service in the first class State Reserve Troops. Stevenson is 48, suffers from congestive chills and has for the last three years, “gravel in the kidneys,” had one or more attacks of typhoid fever. He is also a “bonded agriculturalist of the Confederate government, a successful planter, and at present is the only one in the neighborhood who has the means of alleviating the wants of the many poor around him.” Further, “he is the only male person over the age of five years residing on his premises and his abstraction from home would lay his provisions liable to waste and depredation form the may deserters who infest our neighborhood—and thereby rendering the suffering of the poor much more intense than they otherwise would be.”

7. W.D. Beverly to AGM, January 11, 1865, from Union District. Beverly in the 35th SCM, applies for exemption. Beverly is pastor of three Baptist churches in the Union district, and has been a minister for 13 years. Leaving his churches will leave them “entirely destitute of the services of  a minister of religion.” Also says he has an invalid wife and five small children at home [only one boy, who is an infant] dependent upon him for support. Further he suffers from rheumatism and the effects of typhoid and cannot endure a military campaign. “Being persuaded that from the reasons above set forth he can effect more good in his present vocation than in any other position to which he may be assigned, he asks an exemption as aforesaid and will every pray and so forth . . .”  
8. AGM to William Hardee, January 11, 1865 from Columbia. [Covering notation: “In reply to his of [?] instant and as to the surrender of Charleston.”] I have received your letter, it tells me what I feared, yet could not bring myself directly to anticipate. It mean I fear suppose the evacuation of Charleston, the abandonment of its population; its loss forever to the state. 

I say it, lost, forever, because it cannot be retaken. If the vitality of the Confederation could survive its surrender, the situation of Charleston is such that it can never again be ours. Once lost to the state, it is lost forever.

I might regret this as a loss to the Confederation; but when such a loss is to be suffered by this State, I must do more than regret it if I can and as far as I can if I must interfere. If it were necessary to part with a portion of its territorial possession because of the fortunes of war, that would be under the best circumstances, [a] matter of deep regret, so far as the inhabitants were concerned who were [thus carried?] to a tyranny they had [?], it would be cause of the deepest pain. 

But where the loss of such a portion of its territory and of its resources is inconceivable, the state has a right to ask what stern necessity compels it? What imposes on it this great sacrifice? 

It is no question of strategy. No principle of war, short of stern necessity, is addressed to a State, when it parts with valuable territory, which loss it can never recover. That stern necessity is not here.   

If Charleston cannot be defended, what can be defended? To day there are no forces to defend it is to assert that there are no men in the field; or that other places are more important. 

There are men in the field; men sufficient to defend and save it and with it to defend and save the Confederation. 

If then there are men, and they can act to defend Charleston, it must be because there are other places now of more consequence to the Confederation.  

If there are such laces let them be named. I know tem not, I know not any place the defense of which is more important to the whole Confederation than Charleston.

I tell you with the fall of Charleston, the cause of the Confederation, now tottering, falls. That surrender made, you cannot avert the consequences. It follows with inevitable certainty. 

You know the paralyzed condition of the country. You now the feeling with which the defense of Charleston had been regarded. You now that it will be received in and out of the Confederation as the proof that the place which has been defended with the obstinately held, and which it will be believed would never be abandoned if it could have been kept; now in its fall must and does foreshadow the fate of the Confederation. 

I tell you that belief will be realized. I tell you now that the retreat from Charleston will be the dead march of the Confederation. Your army will be a funereal procession. 

If this determination to give up the city is yours (which I hope not and believe not), I beseech you to consider its consequences. F it comes form another and you are forced to obey, tell me who it is that thus [disperses?] the people and the property; the right {?] of the state. In the name of the State and its executive I protest against this surrender of the city.  I protest against the power, and by whosoever exercised, wherever it may be, which thus sacrifices the State and the cause which the State supports. 

If the loss of its seaboard cities was not in fact the loss of the cause, I would suffer in sorrow and in silence. But it is the loss of all for which we have contended. The question to the State is one of life. Of this there is no doubt. To the Confederation it is no less so. 

If you will give back to the State even a portion of those who from afar are forced [to] contemplate the invasion of the State, that State can be saved. Shall the State be sacrificed when the men who could save her and who have been sent to the common cause, are kept idly contemplating, but [illegible]. Remember this state has held back not a single man. It has given all without question. Shall none of them it has given others, be now be given back to it for its own defense? 

I cannot believe it. I will not give credit to the apprehension. But if it is so, then in the name of the State and the Confederation and of the cause itself, I protest against the abandonment of the city of Charleston, and an act which may be prevented and should be prevented, by the succor which can be given to it, and which not prevented, but persisted in, commences the last act of that Tragedy in which the lives, fortunes, and liberties of this people will have been sacrificed. 

Depend upon it, the order which evacuated the city of Charleston destroys the last hope of our success. Whoever he may be, upon him will devolve now and in all time the responsibility for a measure more disastrous than has yet befallen us. 

9. Thomas J. Hester to AGM, January 9, 1865, from Abbeville. Certifies that one Major George Graves is too afflicted by chronic rheumatism to serve and is a “confirmed invalid”—he cannot “withstand the least exposure to bad weather and therefore will be wholly useless to the duty of a camp life.” He has also had these attacks every year of his life. 

10. James M. Caldwell to AGM, January 12, 1865, from Sumter. Applies to be police for Statesburg. Says 2500 slaves in the immediate vicinity of is plantation. Two other men, whom he names, are at least 65 years old. “I am the next oldest white man, being in my fifty seventh year.” He has two sons, both in the service in Charleston. His is looking out for the “planting interest of his son James, who has 35 slaves and “there are no white persons on his place.” Caldwell has 115 slaves. “My daughter Susan (nineteen years old) has had rheumatism for four years and is still a great sufferer, is as helpless as an infant, her limbs being contracted.” Says it “us a matter of regret to me to be under the necessity of making this application, but in addition to what I have just stated, I have considerable trouble in my chest and left side, and it is of eight years standing. Besides, I am clumsy and unfit for service.”

11. George Graves to AGM, January 13, 1865, from Abbeville. [This is the same George Graves noted above.] Graves is 59, has 80 slaves, and one son (age 19) in the confederate service. Graves has no overseer and looks after the place himself (his next eldest son is 12) and has not had an overseer for the last year. Says other plantations, sand some 2000 slaves, in the immediate vicinity. “The depredations on stock, and other property, is consequently frequent and serious, and the subordination of slave not well enforced.” Goes on to describe his health problems, noted above, but adds a “serious disease of the heart.” He says he “makes this application above from his sense of his physical inability, and from no desire to avoid the duty of defending his country, which he recognizes as encumbered on all citizens.” This petition affirmed by Dr. L. Branch, who testifies not only to Graves condition but also to his high intelligence and public spirit. 
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