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ABSTRACT 

Charleston: A City in Rebellion» 1861-1865 

Catherine Carl Wakelyn 

How does a wartime city react under stress? This thesis seeks to 

answer this question» using the city of Charleston» South Carolina, during 

the years of the Civil War, as a test case. Although Charleston was in 

no sense a "typical" Southern city, the ability of its citizens to 

progress from a naive to a sophisticated concept of resistance, as well 

as to relax antebellum class distinctions, exemplifies the changes wrought 

by the Civil War on a relatively static society. 

This history of Charleston is primarily a descriptive narrative, 

employing a topical method of discussion within a chronological frame¬ 

work. Its dual themes are those of action and reaction (with respect to 

both civil and military events), and of continuity and change within the 

social and institutional structure. The first chapter demonstrates the 

continuity of local sentiment from secession to civil war, while the 

remaining chapters illustrate the reinforcement of this original senti¬ 

ment in both the resistance and the rhetoric of the war years. At the 

same time, they show how local military incidents compelled the citizens 

to understand and accept more mature ideas of warfare and, in some cases, 

to moderate and modify their original war aims. Above all, the thesis as 

a whole details the commonality of suffering in a war-torn city. 

In the field of social development, special attention is given to 

civil-military relations, commercial and humanitarian efforts, and class 

consciousness with respect to minority groups. Despite the preservation 

of the basic insularity of the Charleston "mind" throughout the war years, 
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CHARLESTON: A CITÏ IN REBELLION 

1861-1865 



I. ETHNOGENESIS AT HIGH TIDE 

"Do not be rash, but do not let this old city forget her prestige» 
Charleston is worth all New England.N 

—William Gilmore Simms to William Porcher 
Miles, December 31, i860* 

It was April 12, 1861, in Charleston, South Carolina. Despite the 

excitement of the last few days, the townspeople were fast asleep in their 

beds. The waters which surrounded the peninsular city were calm, and the 

bright starlight illuminated the long, lowland islands which separated 

the Southern port from the Atlantic Ocean. Three miles or so from that 

tip end of the city known as the Battery lay Fort Sumter, quiet as death. 

The fort had been built to defend the city, but for over four months it 

had been occupied by a hostile Federal garrison commanded by Major Robert 

Anderson. A thick stillness hung ominously in the night air. From the 

fort "no light is seen, not a sign of life appears, ... but high above 

floats her proud banner, the Stars and Stripes, the flag which for 

seventy-five years has never quailed before an enemy or fallen in dis- 

grace." Everything was too quiet. This would not be a day like any 

other the Charlestonians had known. 

About 4:30 A. M., a shot from the Confederate mortar battery at 

Fort Johnson on James Island suddenly destroyed the apparent serenity as 

it exploded almost directly over Fort Sumter. This was the signal for 

the other Confederate island batteries to open fire. A second shot soon 

followed, this time speeding toward Fort Sumter from the Confederate 

2 



ironclad battery at Cumming's Point on the northern tip of Morris Island» 

less than three quarters of a mile to the south. In the city, people 

jumped out of their beds and rushed to their housetops to watch the 

spectacle. The Battery was soon crowded with onlookers, fearful for the 

safety of their families and friends. Although they heard and dreaded 

the cannon's deathlike sound, they were caught up in the carnival spirit 

of the hour, for this was a festive occasion. They cheered and sobbed, 

prayed and clapped. One minute they were running wildly through the 

narrow streets; the next, they were standing motionless, gazing with 

childlike wonder at the shells bursting against the early morning sky. 

The battle of Fort Sumter had begun. 

What was it that could have evoked this violent, passionate out¬ 

burst of emotions among the citizens of Charleston? The drama of this 

hour marked the culmination of dreams, sentiments, and animosities which 

had been fermenting for many years. Perhaps its cause was as old as 

colonial America, when Charleston had been the southernmost outpost of 

the English-speaking world on the North American continent. Geographical 

isolation had taught her the necessity of self-reliance. Her people had 

developed a profitable commercial trade with the mother country. On their 

own initiative they had cultivated civic interest in art, music, and the 

theatre. By the time of the American Revolution, when the city was in¬ 

vaded by the British, Charlestonians had learned the painful lesson of 

self-reliance in matters of public safety as well as culture. Throughout 

the years which followed, their independence made them arrogant. 

The first three decades of the Nineteenth century had marked the 

decline of Charleston as a major American port. Northern industry had 

begun to flourish at the expense of Southern agriculture. Charlestonians 
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had a vested interest in maintaining the success of a plantation economy. 

Many of them were themselves planters who inhabited the city only during 

the summer months» commuting frequently between their houses in town and 

their estates in the fertile but disease-ridden "low country" of South 

Carolina.^ Those who were not planters were either directly or indirectly 

involved in supplying the planters with goods and services» particularly 

capital, Since they knew that the plantation economy depended on low 

import duties» they increasingly attributed the city's commercial decline 

to rising tariffs. They felt that these tariffs had been forced upon 

them by Northern entrepreneurs. Desiring to correct the economic imbal¬ 

ance under which they were suffering and to restore their city and state 

to their former status» many Charlestonians of the thirties had espoused 

the doctrine of nullification. They had attempted to release themselves 

from the bonds of unjust tariffs by declaring that they were unconstitu¬ 

tional and therefore illegal and void. 

The doctrine of nullification had contained an Implied threat of 

secession. Theoretically, a state could not secede until after the 

federal government had amended the Constitution to legalize the unfavor- 

Jk 
able legislation. But throughout the 1840's and 1850's many South 

Carolinians had impulsively threatened secession whenever major federal 

legislation had antagonized them. Not only had they chafed at their 

economic subordination to the North, but they had increasingly resented 

abolitionist attacks on the institution of slavery. Although Charles¬ 

tonians faced problems common to urban slavery throughout the South,-* 

they jealously guarded their institution against all outside criticism. 

Besides considering themselves generous and benevolent masters, they 

realized that the preservation of slavery was essential to their economy 
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as well as to their gracious way of living. Past experiences, such as 

the Denmark Vesey plot in 1822, had taught them to fear insurrection. In 

1859, John Brown's raid at Harper's Ferry, Virginia, showed them the vio¬ 

lence which could follow abolitionism.^ The sentiment for moderation 

was progressively weakened. By I860 South Carolina's leaders had thorough¬ 

ly indoctrinated the people of the state in the principles of self-reliance, 

7 
state sovereignty, and the necessity for preserving Southern institutions. 

It had taken over a century for the city and the state to build this proud 

heritage; only force could compel them to abandon it. This is where the 

study of Charleston's specific contributions to secession and Civil War 

properly begins. 

Charleston in I860 was the center of banking and exchange, the 

factorage business, and the supply market for all of South Carolina. 

It was also headquarters in matters of church and school, society 
and politics. The town was old and respectable-looking, evidently 
built for personal convenience, not for show; and its people 
spent their money in substantial good living within doors, rather 
than in outward display.” 

This was the scene for the Democratic National Convention in April. For 

several months the Charleston Mercury, owned by Robert Barnwell Rhett, a 

leading Southern nationalist, had been urging South Carolina's nonpartici¬ 

pation in the convention. The South Carolina delegation did attend the 

convention but walked off the floor when a plank embodying the Douglas 

platform" of nonintervention with slavery in the territories was accepted. 

Unable to unite on a platform and a candidate, the Charleston convention 

adjourned to Baltimore. Some of the bolting Southern states also agreed 

to hold a rump convention in Richmond, which would take place at the same 

time as the Baltimore convention. When South Carolina's Democrats met in 

Columbia on May 30 to elect delegates to go to Richmond, the radicals were 



6 
o 

in complete control. The delegation they elected went to Richmond, boy¬ 

cotted the Baltimore convention, and nominated John C. Breckinridge of 

Kentucky for President of the United States. 

Summer, fall, and early winter of I860 lent added Impetus to the 

secession movement. Particularly did South Carolina politicians advocate 

secession in the event of a Republican victory. James I«. Orr was probably 

the best spokesman for his fellow conservatives. In August he justified 

the conservatives' advocacy of secession to the old Jacksonian Amos Ken¬ 

dall: 

Can it be prudent, safe, or manly in the South to submit to the 
domination of a party whose declared purpose is to destroy such 
an amount of property, and subvert our whole social and indus¬ 
trial policy? ... to allow a Black Republican President to be 
Inaugurated and put him in possession of . . • the whole machinery 
of the government, with its appendants and appurtenances? If the 
South should think upon this subject as I do, no Black Republican 
President shall ever execute any law within our borders unless at 
the point of the bayonet and over the dead bodies of her slain 
sons. 

Likewise, Richard Teadon, a newspaperman and former unionist in Charleston, 

had been converted to secession for similar reasons: 

He [Teadon] thinks the prospects of a Southern confederacy are 
hurrying on to certainty. He opposes the separate action of 
our state seceding alone, but thinks in case of Lincoln's 
election, that several of the other Southern states will be 
ready for disunion. * 

Fear of Lincoln's election made secessionists of many other Charleston 

unionists. In a letter written on October 20, George S. Bryan, who still 

considered himself a unionist, described the futility of his hopes for 

the nation's future: 

From all that reaches me, I am compelled to believe that Lincoln 
will be elected, and that this State will go out of the Union— 
if alone. It may be madness—but it is so, nevertheless. ... I 
am yet for the Union, as the greatest blessing to North and South 
—the source and condition of all prosperity. But the North must 
desist from her faithless and unconstitutional aim and endeavor to 
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rule the South in a manner peculiar to her, and vital in every 
respect. Our household cannot be governed by her household. 
Slavery is of our hearth and home, and the stranger cannot meddle 
with it without untold disaster. Our common government ceases to 
be common, when it becomes an enemy, or the mere partisan of a 
hostile sentiment or a different people—for in the matter of 
slavery, the North and South are as opposed as if situated on 
different sides of the Atlantic. ^ 

Richard Lathers, himself a former South Carolinian, corresponded 

with Charlestonian moderates Andrew G. Magrath and Henry Gourdin in the 

early winter of I860. These two men enlightened Lathers on many aspects 

of the secession movement and were brutally frank in their pronouncements. 

They failed to understand why the concept of South Carolina's secession 

should surprise their "friends" in any other state; "it is the natural 

and necessary consequence of controlling public opinion in the non-slave¬ 

holding States in relation to our rights and our property. The South 

could not resolve its differences with the North, because the North would 

never comprehend the morality of the Southern position. "You can never 

teach the people of the non-slaveholding States, that our system of 

slavery is consistent with all the truths of religion and enforces in its 

practical administration the highest obligations of morality. They believe 

the reverse of all this * . .."***’ Most important of all, Magrath and 

Gourdin insisted on the South's legal right to secede: 

You can ... see the denial of the right of Secession of a 
State, is a refusal to it of the privilege of securing to its 
citizens the protection of life, liberty and property, and 
consigns it and them to a servitude the most helpless and 
hapless; compared to which the condition of .the negro, in our 
midst, would be that of perfect beatitude.1^ 

The Charlestonian moderates gained an advantage by winning many of their 

elections for the state legislature in October. But their conservatism 

no longer represented a great threat to the secession movement, for even 

they had concluded that "the time for a showdown had come."*** 



8 

In September a group of Charleston secessionists formed the I860 

Association to guard against any Northern efforts to conciliate the 

South. Primarily it vas a political club designed to influence thought 

and action whenever possible. Its members corresponded with leading 

Southerners to exchange information and prepare for secession. They 

also printed and distributed secessionist literature, inquired into the 

state's defenses, and assisted the state legislature in building à mili- 

17 
tary organization. 

Upon Lincoln's election the position of Charlestonians—indeed of 

all South Carolinians—was made increasingly clear. They could not 

refuse to accept the challenge which the "Black Republican" victory had 

given them. To defend themselves—intellectually, politically, and 

morally—they had to unite and oppose the Northern foe. To hesitate would 

be to admit to the rest of the nation that Southern ideals were no longer 

worth preserving. 

Andrew G. Magrath, then a judge in Charleston, was the first 

federal official in the state to resign his office. This he did dramat¬ 

ically, tearing off his robes before a large courtroom audience. Other 

federal judges soon followed him. South Carolina's congressmen one by 

one resigned their posts, then Senator James Chesnut, Jr., and finally 

Senator James Henry Hammond. Hammond, who had been one of the state's 

leading politicians for the past thirty years, genuinely felt that 

secession was a popular movement. He later said: 

I had no hand in 'precipitating' the present embroglio, because 
having for many years past mingled but little with my fellow 
citizens, I thought from what I saw at Washington that it was 
merely a bullying movement of the politicians and would end in 
bubbling So. Carolina or any State that took the iniciation [sic]. 
The moment I saw that it was a movement of the People of the 
South I went into it with all my soul. And now, our_ State being 
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out of the Union» backed by so many other States, my view is 
that she should never consent to go into it again* It may cost 
many sacrifices, perhaps much blood to achieve our independence 
fully, but that should be our fixed purpose. 

On November 13, 1860, the state legislature ratified a bill authorising 

a secession convention to meet the following month* By December 1, W. 

Allston Pringle could say in a public speech at the Charleston Hotel, 

"Although the constituted authority has not yet announced it, the people 

of the State of South Carolina have decided to take their destiny into 

their own hands. 

Between the day of Lincoln's election and the day set for the 

opening of the secession convention, Charlestonians had time to reflect 

upon the decision they were determined to make. They generally thought 

that secession was by now inevitable: 

It is too late to arrest the action of this State. South 
Carolina is unanimous in her intention to secede immediately 
on the meeting of the Convention ... We feel this aggressive 
spirit is so virulent against us, and the whole education, habits 
and modes of thought of the free states are so inimical to our 
Institutions, that if the present constitution was unable to 
restrain them no new guarantees would be effectual. I believe 
no offers of compromise will be listened to by the South, 
because they feel an insecurity as long as the connection is 
maintained with the North. 

William Gilmore Simms, a novelist and political essayist who lived near 

Charleston, described the enthusiasm for secession to his friend James 

Lawson of New Tork: 

Disabuse your mind of the notion that there is any party, or 
body of men, in South Carolina, not willing for secession. 
There are not a dozen men. ... Never was such enthusiasm 
seen, from seaboard to the mountains. Of course, we shall 
try and be decent and dignified. 

Simms was also concerned with the South's justification for 

secession. In early December he consolidated his reasons in a long letter 

to John Jacob Bockee. His logic was very similar to that which he had 
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used in writing his history of South Carolina. His main purpose was to 

contrast Southern patriotism with Northern "moral indignation" against 

slavery and secession. He claimed that this moral Indignation was merely 

a disguise for the profit motive of the North» and accused Northern 

conciliationists of attempting to preserve the Union so that they could 

continue to victimize the South: 

Tou only moved to save the Union—in other words» not to lose the 
keeping of that excellent milch cow, whose dugs have yielded» for 
sixty years» so large a proportion of the milk and butter which 
have fattened your hungry people. Tou claimed nothing for the 
South—asserted nothing; asked nothing; had no purpose beyond the 
preservation of the Confederacy as it was; the South being the 
victim still—the North the wolf . ^ 

Simms was not the only spokesman for secession. Charleston had an 

old and distinguished New England Society. It was one of many such 

social and service clubs in the South prior to the Civil War» but it was 

the only one to survive the war. During the war years not one member 

resigned» and the organization contributed generously to the Confederate 

cause. These former Northerners remained loyal to the South because they 

felt that the choice given them in 1860 was one of independence or abso¬ 

lute subservience: 

'There are but two alternatives: the one to remain in the Union, 
gradually yielding to the pressure that is upon Southern insti¬ 
tutions until these shall be so crippled, confined, and smothered 
as to perish by atrophy, leaving the body politic without vigor 
or life; or, asserting our rights, assume the dignity of indepen¬ 
dent states, and then organize a government upon a principle that 
will recognize harmony in all conditions of labor and under all 
arrangements of a wise, overruling Providence. ,23 

German aliens in Charleston were somewhat more skeptical of 

secession. In an editorial in the Charleston Deutsche Zeitung on Novem¬ 

ber 13, I860, Franz Melchers stated that Germans loved the Union, lest 

"the new world, which God had. vouchsafed men as the altar of their eternal 

rights, will no longer be a homeland for the oppressed." But Melchers 
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also felt that If Charleston's Germans had to choose between the two 

sections, they would remain loyal to the South which had been their hornet 

When ... the constitution, which holds this Union together, 

is boldly violated by one section of the land; when the North 

openly declares war on the South and its institutions, then the 
German strives for the rights of his country; then he is true 
to the section, which he voluntarily chose as his home; then he 

stands by those who assured him protection from tyrants, and 
who were friends, brothers, and neighbors to him. ^ 

As the day of the secession convention grew nearer, there were 

varying impressions of the mood that was in the air. Meta Morris 

Grimball, a Charlestonian who was living on the family plantation at the 

time, thought it ironic that her life continued so peacefullyt 

It seems strange that we should be in the midst of a revolution 

so quiet, and plentiful, and corn for table up here. Every¬ 
thing goes on as usual, the planting, the negroes, all just the 

same; a great Empire tumbling to pieces about us; and a great 

pressure in the money market in all parts of the country: we 

strange to say; were never so easy, and I hope thankful. * 

Edward Lalght Wells, a New Torker with Southern sympathies, was in 

Charleston in early December. He wrote his father that Charleston was 

the scene of great activity. "Every man able to bear a musket has 

joined a military company and is daily drilled. The merchants and their 

clerks, the lawyers, the mechanics and all classes of business men, 

after working all day for money to support their families, drill nearly 

half the night . . ,."26 

Charlestonians elected delegates to the secession convention on 

December 6. The Mercury had waged a long and bitter battle to elect only 

"radical" delegates, denouncing as "conservative" all of the old co-oper- 

ationists who had formerly opposed South Carolina's seceding without 

promises of secession from other Southern states. Still on its "pro¬ 

scribed" list on election day were Robert N. Gourdin and John Townsend, 

both members of the 1860 Association, But although the Mercury's leading 
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candidate, Robert Barnwell Rhett, ran seventh, Its campaign was largely 

successful. Fourteen of Charleston's twenty-two delegates were old-line 

extremists. ' They were middle-aged, native-born, and wealthy. Seven 

were planters and six lawyers, but these were not young men trying to 

make their reputations. Their average age was forty-seven; ten of them 

were fifty or over, neither did they demonstrate, as would delegates to 

some of the other secession conventions, that they considered secession 

a financial risk. The mean value of their real property was $119,000; 

28 
the mean value of their personal property was $159*000. 

The secession convention convened at the Baptist church in Columbia 

on December 17, I860. Growing fear of a smallpox epidemic in Columbia 

forced the members to adjourn to Charleston, but not until they had passed 

a resolution affirming their intention to secede. In Charleston they 

convened in St. Andrew's Hall on Broad Street. They sat in the gilt, 

velvet-covered chairs of the St. Cecelia Society, one of the city's oldest 

and most exclusive clubs. The president of the convention, David Flavel 

Jamison of Barnwell, stood below a Thomas Sully portrait of the young 

Queen Victoria in her coronation robes.^ There, at 1:15 P* M. on Decem¬ 

ber 20, they unanimously passed the Ordinance of Secession. From a win¬ 

dow in the hall someone gave a signal to the crowd waiting outside, and 

the shouting began. "It rose higher and higher until it was as the roar 

of the tempest. It spread from end to end of the city, for 'all were of 

one mind. ... Bonfires were lit that night in every street; processions 

were formed and went to the houses of different public men, and forced 

them to come out and make a speech. 

The Ordinance was signed that evening in Institute Hall. The 

following day the Charleston Courier reported the event, emphasizing the 
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deliberateness and lack of reluctance with which the document had been 

signed. It said, "The Act of Secession is passed, calmly and deliberate¬ 

ly, and by the unanimous vote of a Convention solemnly elected by the free 

31 
choice of the people. Let the record speak for itself.*-' The next day, 

however, A. P. Aldrich noticed a change in the mood of the city. He 

wrôte James Henry Hammonds 

You can have no idea of the great enthusiasm which exists here. 
When the Ordinance was passed ... men shouted, women waved 
their handkerchiefs, the shops were shut up, and almost every 
body got drunk. I used to think a revolution was a great thing, 
but this seems to be a small matter, people are going about their 
business today just as if nothing had happened. We do not realize 
it yet, but I much fear the hard times are coming, and before the ,,- 
game is played out [there will be] much of distress and suffering. 

Later the Courier denied allegations from the New York Times and 

the Boston Advertiser that "there are many respectable, wealthy, and once 

Influential persons [in Charleston] who, ... are thoroughly opposed to 

the whole secession movement, but are overborne and silenced by the mass."33 

At the end of the war, Hiss Claudine Rhett of Charleston was inclined to 

agree with the Courier: 

It has become the fashion now to say that none of us wished to 
secede, and that the State was made to withdraw from the Union 
by one or two politicians, without the knowledge or consent of 
the people. This statement is most assuredly an incorrect one, 
for not a member of the large convention refused his signature 
to the Ordinance, and no voice was raised that night, save in 
acclamation. No one living in Charleston, then, can say that 

Mary Boykin Chesnut, wife of the former United States Senator, not only 

affirmed the zeal of the South Carolina radicals at the time of secession, 

but she offered an insight into why they could draw peace-loving moderates 

such as herself into their camp: 

South Carolina had been rampant for years. She was the torment 
of herself and everybody else. Nobody could live in this state 
unless he were a fire-eater. Come what would, I wanted them to 
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fight and stop talking. South Carolinians had exasperated and 
heated themselves into a fever that only blood-letting could _ ^ 
ever core. It was the inevitable remedy. So I was a seceder.^* 

Charleston had a merry Christmas that year. Despite the anxiety 

of some that secession might have a sobering effect on the citizenry, 

"there was the usual frolic and enjoyment, and the fact that they were 

no longer people of the United States, did not diminish a whit the zest 

with which people relished their turkeys and demolished their plum pud¬ 

dings and mince pies." Christmas Day brought rain, and that night muddy 

youngsters cavorted in the streets, exploding firecrackers on the damp 

sidewalks.^ 

A state could secede alone, but it would take two sides to make a 

fight. Although many Charlestonians felt that secession would be a peace¬ 

ful and amicable solution to their state's differences with the United 

States, secession itself had left numerous facets of their relationship 

with the federal government unsolved. One of the most important issues 

still to be resolved was the status of the various forts in Charleston 

harbor Besides Fort Sumter there were three other federal forts of 

varying strength: Fort Moultrie on Sullivan's Island, east of the city; 

Fort Johnson on the eastern end of James Island, about a mile west of 

Fort Sumter; and Castle Pinckney on a small island about a mile cast of 

the city. Since South Carolina had seceded from the Union, whose prop¬ 

erty were they—the state's or the federal government's? Francis W. 

Pickens, the new governor of South Carolina, naturally felt that these 

forts were state property, since they lay within its territorial waters. 

Ever since his inauguration on December 14, he had been negotiating with 

President James Buchanan to obtain possession of them. On December 17, 

he had sent a confidential agent to Washington to ask the President for 
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permission to garrison Fort Stimter with a small body of South Carolina 

troops* Buchanan had refused Pickens' request but had assured the 

governor that Sumter would not be occupied by United States troops. 

Meanwhile» the federal garrison at Fort Moultrie was growing 

Increasingly apprehensive of its position. Fort Moultrie was a weak 

water battery; its walls were only twelve feet high and full of cracks. 

Constant sea breezes had created immense heaps of sand against the shore 

39 
front. They dominated the parapet and made the fort untenable. As 

early as November» Major Robert Anderson» commander of the garrison, had 

feared attack by the townspeople. Charlestonians were well aware of the 

weaknesses of the harbor forts, and they had asserted both privately and 

publicly their determination to seize them.**® On December 11, Anderson 

had received instructions as to his future course of action: 

You are carefully to avoid every act which would needlessly 
tend to provoke aggression; and for that reason you are not, 
without evident and imminent necessity, to take up any position 
which could be construed into the assumption of a hostile atti¬ 
tude. But you are to hold possession of the forts in this 
harbor, and if attacked you are to defend yourself to the last 
extremity. 

He was also authorized to occupy any other fort in the harbor if the 

South Carolinians should attempt to seize them or if he should "have 

tangible evidence of a design to proceed to a hostile act." His task 

was an Impossible one. He had to defend himself "to the last extremity," 

but any defensive move he took would be regarded as an act of aggression 

by the South Carolinians. 

By December 2k Anderson had concluded that the garrison must be 

moved from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sumter. On December 21, South Carolina 

had sent its commissioners to Washington to negotiate for the delivery 

of public property within the state. If their mission should succeed, 
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he and his men would be defenseless against attack. But until these 

negotiations had been concluded, they could feel relatively safe.^ To 

maintain a strong defense against South Carolina's determination to 

possess the forts, Anderson,had to act quickly. On the evening of Decem¬ 

ber 26, much to the surprise of the garrison, he ordered that Fort Moul¬ 

trie be evacuated and her guns spiked. Avoiding the South Carolina guard 

boats which patrolled the harbor, the garrison rowed to Fort Sumter under 

the cover of night. 

Charlestonians reacted angrily to Anderson's move. The Courier, 

which had always been respected for its moderation and responsible Jour¬ 

nalism, considered his act a flagrant betrayal of the state's good faitht 

"He has virtually and grossly violated a solemn pledge given by his Chief 

and accepted by South Carolina that his honor, and position, and duty 

would be respected until a proper and open declaration of war."^ On 

December 27, Governor Pickens sent an envoy to Fort Sumter to demand 

Anderson's return to Fort Moultrie. Anderson replied, "'In this contro¬ 

versy between the North and the South, my sympathies are entirely with 

the South.'" But, he added, his first duty was to the government he 

served. "'Make my compliments to the Governor, and say to him that I 

decline to accede to his request; I cannot and will not go back. '"^ 

Pickens was furious. On the 27th he ordered a detachment of the 

state militia to garrison Castle Pinckney, which was at the time occupied 

by a federal work party. That same day South Carolina troops seized the 

Customs House. On the 29th he ordered Major P. F. Stevens, commandant 

of the South Carolina Military Academy, to Morris Island. With Stevens 

went forty cadets and a number of Negro laborers to construct a battery 

for two 24-pound guns. The following day Pickens ordered the occupation 
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of Fort Johnson and the United States Arsenal in Charleston. He also 

severed all communications between Fort Sumter and the city. Since South 

Carolina troops had occupied Fort Moultrie soon after Anderson's depar¬ 

ture» thé Federal garrison at Fort Sumter was by December 30 isolated 

45 
in Charleston harbor» with enough provisions to last only four months. 

Although Buchanan believed that Anderson had violated his instruc¬ 

tions by moving to Fort Sumter» he would not order his removal» for this 

could only be done» “with any degree of safety to the command» by the 

concurrence of the South Carolina authorities."^6 Pickens' conduct of 

the past few days had convinced him that evacuating the fort would be 

neither wise nor safe. Furthermore» Buchanan was so infuriated by the 

bellicose tone of the South Carolina commissioners' note of January 1» 

47 
1861, that he refused to receive it. Since he would not be bullied into 

abandoning Fort Sumter, he decided to strengthen it by sending Anderson a 

relief expedition. 

The merchant steamer Star of the West left New York harbor on 

January 5# 1861. Its cargo included three months subsistence supplies, 
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four officers, and two hundred men. By the 7th the Charlestonians knew 

her destination. The South Carolina government had expected reinforce¬ 

ments would be sent to Fort Sumter, and Pickens had warned the commandant 

at Fort Moultrie that "... there must be all proper exertions made to 

prevent the reinforcements—let the consequences be what they may. "^9 On 

the morning of January 9* the battery commanded by Major Stevens at Morris 

Island was to keep this promise. It fired on the vessel, inflicting lit¬ 

tle damage but forcing her to return to New York without accomplishing her 

mission. 

Anderson immediately notified Pickens that he had refrained from 
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firing back only because he assumed “this hostile act was committed with- 
4 

out your sanction or authority. " But he added that unless the governor 

50 
disclaimed the act» he would have to consider it an act of war. Pickens 

replied that "it was understood by him [the President of the United States] 

that sending any reinforcements of the troops of the United States in the 

harbor of Charleston, would be regarded by the constituted authorities of 

the State of South Carolina as an act of hostility; . . Therefore» 

he claimed, the state had been justified in firing on the Star of the West, 

because the attempt to send reinforcements was a hostile act. South Caro¬ 

lina had only been defending herself. One "hostile act" deserved another. 

Meanwhile, on January 11, Pickens sent a delegation to Fort Sumter 

to try to "buy" the fort. Actually, the delegation demanded the fort's 

surrender, promising Anderson that the state of South Carolina would reim¬ 

burse the United States for its property value. Anderson sensibly replied 

that he had no authority to accept these terms, but he offered to refer 

the proposal to his government. Pickens, who realized that the harbor 

fortifications were not yet strong enough to force Anderson to surrender, 

agreed to this offer. He hoped that some agreement favorable to South 

Carolina's interest could be reached in Washington. If not, these nego¬ 

tiations would still give the state time to strengthen its own military 
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position. 

Isaac W. Hayne, Attorney General of South Carolina, went to Washing¬ 

ton as Pickens' representative. He was accompanied by Lieutenant Norman 

J. Hall, the envoy from Fort Sumter. The negotiations, which lasted 

through the first week in February, were a failure for South Carolina. 

The federal government steadfastly refused to recognize the state's claim 

on the fort by right of "eminent domain." Furthermore, the Secretary of 



19 

War denied that the President had the constitutional right to cede or 

surrender the fort* Buchanan "could 'no more sell and transfer* the 

fort to the State of South Carolina, than he could sell the Capitol of 

the United States to Maryland."^ The Secretary also refused to assure 

Hayne that no further attempt would be made to reinforce Fort Sumter. 

Should Anderson's safety require reinforcement in the future, reinforce¬ 

ment would be sent, because the President was "bound to protect the 

public property, so far as this may be practicable * * Thus the 

negotiations resulted in an impasse. The federal government still con¬ 

sidered Fort Sumter United States property, while South Carolina insisted 

that the fort was hers by right of eminent domain* During the period of 

these negotiations, however, the state did conclude a new arrangement 

by which the Federal garrison would receive fresh meat and vegetables from 

the city* The reports of kindnesses shown the garrison were undoubtedly 

exaggerated, but the men were allowed to enter the city and even to at¬ 

tend social functions there* One historian has called it "one of the 

politest sieges in the history of warfare."^5 

From December to April the citizens of Charleston seemed determined 

to preserve the hostile feeling toward the federal government.^ 

The city of Charleston was ablaze with excitement, flags waved 
from the house tops, the heavy tread of the embryo soldiers could 
be heard in the streets, the corridors of hotels, and in all the 
public places* The beautiful park on the water front, called the 
'Battery, ' was thronged with people of every age and sex, strain¬ 
ing their eyes or looking through glasses out at Sumter ... 
Small boats and steamers dotted the waters of the bay. Ordnance 
and ammunition were being hurried to the islands* * * * While 
there was no spirit of bravado, or of courting of war, there was 
no disposition to shirk it.*' 

Military companies were formed and drilled daily on the public squares. 

On the islands, planter and slave labored side by side to build the for¬ 

tifications. They seemed neither to tire nor to lose their good humor and 
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gaiety. Citizens subscribed money and labor generously "for every pur¬ 

pose for which it might be needed ."^Communications of the time emphasized 

the enthusiasm of the Charlestonians and their abandonment of frivolity 

for military duty: 

The quiet patience with which her best young men perfora the most 
onerous of the soldiers' duties—work in trenches and fatigue duty 
of all sorts; the steady perseverance of our women* young and old* 
in makipg up knapsacks* haversacks* and cartridges; the tone per¬ 
vading our whole community* evinced by giving up Jockey Club and St. 
Cecelia and private balls .in our gay seasons* the generous indul¬ 
gence of employers who do the clerk's work in his absence* and 
continue his salary all the while; the devotion of parents, sending 
their all to the field; all these things, my friend, denote a 
spirit which never, never can be subdued.59 

By April* 1861* Charleston hardly resembled its former self. People who 

had visited there in December or before viewed the change with mixed emo¬ 

tions. As one visitor said* "On my return to Charleston* 1 found a com¬ 

plete change in the aspect of the place* the whole town and its neighbor¬ 

hood having the appearance of a vast oamp."^ 

Time confirmed and even strengthened their enthusiasm for secession 

and slavery. James Louis Petigru* himself a unionist* wrote his grandson 

in March: 

A revolution,has been Inaugurated here* and with the most sur¬ 
prising unanimity men and women* boys and girls glorify the change* 
and are as proud of their apostasy as if they were sure of the ver¬ 
dict of history. They have adopted as an article of faith the 
propagation of slavery and are as firm in their new profession or 
calling as the Mormons or early Mahometans. 

James Henry Hammond, who had resigned his Senate seat and joined the 

secession movement reluctantly* was by March insisting that slavery was 

not a sin. He asked the North to leave the South alone. "Me shall do 

no war on yoh. Let us work our salvation in our own way. We agree that 

you shall do the same."^ Stephen A. Hurlbut* a former Charlestonian who 

was sent by President Lincoln to evaluate unionist sentiment in March, 
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returned to Washington with only discouraging reports. He was convinced 

that "Separate Nationality is a fixed fact" and that the unionists of 

1832 were now "ready to take arms if necessary for the Southern Confed¬ 

eracy."^ Even the moderate Charleston Courier, reporting Lincoln's 

inauguration, interpreted the accession of Lincoln as a declaration of 

war: 

We have too much faith in our race and history, and in the lessons 
of our fathers, and of the founders of Anglo-American liberties, to 
believe that this inauguration can be accepted the sense of the 
American people, North or South. If it means anything deviating 
from the lamentably anomalous and pitiable condition which marked 
the expiring weeks of the preceding Administration, it means war 
to the extent of Mr. Lincoln's powers or influence. It is our . 
wisest and best policy to accept it as a declaration of war, and 
to await only for our own opportunities of meeting that issue which, 
before Heaven and Earth, we can proclaim was not of our seeking.64 

Charlestonians continued to prepare for the war which they by now 

regarded as inevitable. General Pierre Gustave Toutant Beauregard arrived 

in the city on March 1 to command the Confederate forces. By April he 

had grown increasingly suspicious of the federal government's intentions 

toward Fort Sumter. Believing that no good would come of Washington's 

equivocation as to the fort's relief, he Immediately went to work to 

improve the city's defenses. His plan of attack was roughly a circle of 

fire, with Fort Sumter at the center. He placed mortars near enough to 

do the greatest possible damage to the fort but far enough away to be 

almost beyond the range of its fire. 5 By April 12 the Confederates had 

not only the batteries at Fort Johnson and Fort Moultrie, but additional 

batteries at Sullivan's Island and Cumming's Point. Mortar batteries 

were located to the east of Fort Moultrie, and a masked battery on the 

western end of Sullivan's Island could enfilade the channel front of Fort 

Sumter. Off the western end of Sullivan's Island lay a floating battery 
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of long-range guns. At Cumming's Point were placed long-range guns, and 

near them an Ironclad land battery designed by C. H. Stevens of Charles¬ 

ton. A line of ten detached batteries of two guns each guarded the 

channel front of Morris Island.^ By using detached batteries which could 

mutually support each other in case of attack rather than a single large 

battery, Beauregard lessened the chance of a fleet's concentrating its 

fire and Immediately disabling the fortifications 

Fort Sumter's future was still uncertain. On March 8, Alfred Roman, 

John Forsyth, and Martin J. Crawford had arrived in Washington. They had 

been sent as commissioners of the Confederate government at Montgomery to 

demand assurances that Fort Sumter would not be reinforced. They had 

said that if they did not receive such assurance, Sumter would be attacked.00 

On March 14, Forsyth had written to Pickens that he confidently believed 

the fort would be evacuated The following day Lincoln had consulted 

his Cabinet on Fort Sumter; all but two Cabinet members had favored evacu¬ 

ation. But when he had raised the issue again on March 29, all but two 

Cabinet members had favored reinforcement. Moreover, in mid-March, Secre¬ 

tary of State William H. Seward had pledged that Fort Sumter would be 

evacuated within five days. This pledge had been given without the Presi- 
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dent's authorization. Charlestonians did not know what to believe. By 

April 1 the commissioners were writing to Confederate Secretary of State 

Robert Toombs that "the war wing presses on the President; he vibrates to 

71 
that side." But on April 2 it was rumored that a private dispatch had 

been received in the city from one of the commissioners. It supposedly 

stated that no further supplies or reinforcements were to be sent to 

Anderson. Some citizens must have been incensed at the thought of the 

government's deserting Anderson altogether, for the Courier remarked, "If 
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this is the course the Government at Washington Intend to pursue towards 

Major Anderson It Is not only full of vacillation but of meanness and 

duplicity."72 

On April 3 the schooner R. H. Shannon of Boston entered Charleston 

harbor during a fog. She was bound for Savannah with an ice cargo. The 

ship's captain never bothered to read the papers and therefore did not 

expect anything unusual to occur. When one of the batteries on Morris 

Island fired some blank cartridges as a warning, he ran up the United 

States flag. This the Confederates considered a deliberate affront, and 

they began firing the heavy cannon. The mistake was finally corrected, 
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but only after the schooner had been hit at least once. This indident 

was different from the firing on the Star of the West, when the ship had 

demonstrated intention to commit a hostile act. But the belligerency of 

the troops on Morris Island brought no remorse in Charleston. Lewis T. 

Wigfall of Texas was serenaded in front of the Mills House that same 

night. When asked to make a speech, he said: 

It is seldom that liberty is achieved except by great sacrifices, 
and we have to-day but begun the great work of establishing ulti¬ 
mately our freedom and independence. We have a new flag; that 
flag has not yet been baptized in blood. I hear some one say, 
God forbid. I tell you, fellow-citizens, the Tree of Liberty 
has grown amidst storms and tempests. 

On April 6, Charlestonians learned that the United States steam 

sloop Pawnee had left Norfolk heading south with 250 men. By this time 
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there was little doubt that Fort Sumter would be reinforced. The fol¬ 

lowing day Beauregard cut off Anderson's supplies. But since Anderson's 

communications with the city had been severed before, this step alone 

was not generally considered a prelude to hostilities.7^ Beauregard's 

order was dd signed not only to prevent provisions from reaching the fort, 
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but to deny the garrison a supply of oil, which could be used both to 

lubricate the «heels and chassis of the guns and to signal the fleet.^ 

On April 8 the South Carolina Convention passed an ordinance 

transferring all arsenals, navy yards, and forts (including Fort Sumter) 

to the Confederate government.^*® At the same time Captain Theodore Talbot 

and Mr. R. L. Chew, confidential agents of the United States War and State 

Departments, arrived in Charleston with a message for Anderson. They 

were not permitted to deliver it but left a copy with Governor Pickens. 

It stated that "an attempt will be made to supply Fort Sumpter Cslcl with 

provisions only, and that if such an attempt be not resisted, no effort 

to throw in men, arms, or ammunition will be made, with out further 

notice, or in case of an attack upon the Fort." When Confederate Secre¬ 

tary of War Leroy P. Walker received this message, he wired to Beauregard, 

"Under no circumstances are you to allow provisions to be sent • • ,."?9 

By the evening of the 11th a Federal fleet was anchored off 

Charleston Bar. It included the steamer transport Baltic, which carried 

the provisions, and the war steamers Pawnee, Pocohontas, and Harriet Lane, 

which had been sent to protect it. That night the city was alive with 

excitement. Drums beat and bells rang. In every bar and on every street 

corner men assembled to hear warlike speeches, "whilst cannon rattled 

along the pavanent, and bodies of horse and foot marched past in rapid 
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succession. Every man was determined to do something • • ••" These 

speeches marked the full fruition of secession sentiment in Charleston, 

demonstrating how the events of the past few months had transformed 

anger and self-pity into smug self-righteousness and hate: 

The sword must cut asunder the last tie that bound us to a 
people, whom, in spite of wrongs and injustice wantonly inflicted 
through a long series of years, we had not yet utterly hated and 
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despised. The last expiring spark of affection mast be quenched 
in blood.. Some of the most splendid pages in our glorious history 
must be blurred. A blow must be struck that would make the ears 
of every Republican fanatic tingle» and whose dreadful effects 
will be felt by generations yet to come. We must transmit a 
heritage of rankling and undying hate to our children.01 

During the day Beauregard had demanded the evacuation of the fort. 
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He had been ordered not to bombard Fort Sumter needlessly. Anderson 

had replied that hé would evacuate peaceably on the 15th, "should I 

not receive prior to that time controlling instructions from my Govern» 

ment or additional supplies." Beauregard would not accept this proposal, 

and at 3:20 A. M. on the morning of the 12th he notified Anderson that 

the Confederate batteries would open fire in one hour.®^ 

Fort Sumter did not return the Confederate fire until 7: 00 A. M. 

Anderson's first thoughts were to conserve his ammunition and to insure 

the safety of his own men. For these reasons he manned only the casemate 

batteries. Had he used the more powerful shell guns, he could have done 

the Confederates far greater demage, perhaps even setting fire to the 

8k 
headquarters and barracks at Fort Moultrie. Nevertheless, onlookers in 

Charleston cheered his every shot. Although they had resented the garri¬ 

son's presence in the harbor, they now admired his courage. One young 

soldier wrote his mother: 

I can not but admire Maj. Anderson. Tho' our enemy, tho' 
a Southerner, he has fired his guns on Southerners, tho' he has 
(perhaps, for it is not certain) pretended a friend, when, at 
heart, he was an enemy; for all this he is yet entitled to the 
esteem and worthy of the encomiums of all. A brave enemy always 
before a cowardly friend. * 

At 7:00 P. M. Fort Sumter's guns stopped for the night, but for 

the next ten hours the Confederate fire persisted. Amid the thunderstorm 

of that night "the relentless shells rose from the batteries like stars, 

careered in light prismatic shades over Fort Sumter, and then dropped 
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their fearful burdens within the walls, or sent up a shower of spray 

outside." 9 On Morris Island, Confederate soldiers, drenched to the 

skin, cursed the cowardice of the Federal fleet. They retired from the 

guns, to the "rat holes" and fell into a nervous sleep. The sentinels 

stalked their posts: 

Occasionally the lightning flashes over the sea, their eyes are 
turned towards the menacing ships of war, but no boats appear, 
they still look calmly and basely upon the progress of the 
bombardment. Will they gaze inactively forever?”? 

By morning the rain had stopped, and day dawned bright and dear. 

Fort Sumter resumed firing around 5*00 A. M. But between eight and nine 

o'clock that morning the officers' quarters in the fort caught fire. 

The fire was extinguished once or twice, but finally it broke out in 

several places simultaneously, and the garrison had to let it burn. It 

was a messy, angry fire. The cisterns, large tanks just under the roof, 

had been riddled with shot. As a result, the quarters were deluged with 

water, and the fire produced a large quantity of smoke which almost 

suffocated the garrison. The magazine of the fort was in. danger of 
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exploding. Caroline Howard Gilman, a Charlestonian with Union sympa. 

thies, described the reaction of spectators on the Battery: 

... about eight our hearts stood still, for a shout came from 
the spectators—Fort Sumter was in flames. Still the flag waved, 
as if only a summer breeze disturbed its folds. We forgot our 
people, we forgot everything, for a few moments, but the gallant 
band within the burning crater.®9 

Beauregard, seeing that the fort was on fire, sent Lieutenant 

Colonel A. R. Chisholm with a note to Brigadier General James, Simons, 

commanding Confederate forces on Morris Island, to offer assistance in 

extinguishing the fire. Chisholm delivered his dispatch and volunteered 

to go to Fort Sumter. Colonel Lewis T. Wigfall offered to accompany him. 



While Chisholm was readying a boat for the trip, Wigfall noticed that the 

fort's flag was no longer flying* He jumped into a small skiff and began 

rowing towards the fort. When the flag, which had been shot away, reap¬ 

peared, Wigfall was ordered to return, but he was already beyond hearing 

distance. Wigfall reached the fort and, assuming authority which Beau¬ 

regard had not given him, asked Anderson to surrender. Soon afterwards a 

second delegation arrived with an offer directly from Beauregard similar 

to the one General Simons had been authorized to make. Anderson was about 

to renew the action when Major David Jones arrived from Charleston with 

an offer of terms fcr surrender. At 2:20 P. M. Anderson accepted these 

terms. The battle of Fort Sumter had -ended. 

The following afternoon at four o'clock Anderson saluted his flag, 

and Fort Sumter officially became a Confederate fort. As one newspaper 

reporter observed, “The authorities, compelled to yield the fortress, 

had at least the satisfaction of leaving it in a condition calculated to 

inspire the least possible pleasure to its captors." The shattered flag¬ 

staff lay on the ground. Fragments of shells and rubble from the buildings 

lettered the parade-ground, and the Internal walls of the fort, blackened 
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by fire and perforated by shot and shell, seemed ready to collapse.7 

When the Federal garrison departed to meet the fleet at anchor off 

Charleston Bar, Beauregard was not present to greet them. He had too 

much respect for Anderson and his men to meet them in their moment of 

defeat. 

Not since secession had the city witnessed such celebration. 

William Howard Russell, a correspondent for the London Times, was in 

Charleston soon after the surrender of Fort Sumter. He likened the 

appearance and mood of the city to descriptions of Paris during the 
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French Revolution: 

Crouds of anted men singing and promenading the streets. The 
battle-blood running through their veins • • • restaurants full, 
reveling in bar-rooms, club-rooms crowded, orgies and carousings 
in tavern or private house, in tap-room, from cabaret—down narrow 
alleys, in the broad highway. 

The streets were crowded with lanky lads, clanking spurs, 
and sabres, with awkward squads marching to and fro, with drtmmers 
beating calls, and ruffles, and points of war; around them groups 
of grinning negroes delighted with the glare and glitter, a holi¬ 
day, a new idea for them—Secession flags waving out of all the 
windows—little Irish boys shouting out, 'Battle of Fort Sumter! 
New edishun!'°2 

On the 14th, the day of the surrender, a Te deum was sung in St. Finbar's 

Cathedral, and no one present could be quit* sure whether praise was 

being given to God or to the slightly built Creole general in the . 

audience. It was a great time for hero-worship and even self-praise. 

Governor Pickens, who was serenaded under his hotel window, felt that 

the victory had confirmed the justice of South Carolina's mission. In 

its act of defiance the state had vindicated the American people as a 

whole: 

We have now taught a great lesson to this Confederacy. It is 
now dear that for all purposes of justice of equality and of 
common liberty, our American institutions are as strong as any. that 
have ever been offered for the government of man. But when they 
are perverted to the purposes of injustice and fanaticism, of 
Insult and wrong, that those same institutions are powerless; and 
that when they lose that power which comes from right, that as 
far as the American people are concerned they are impotent and 
imbecile, because the heart, the great heart.of the American 
people in reality, beats for what is right."-' 

A ^ 
The greatest celebration of all was the fete champêtre given, 

by William Bull at his plantation Ashley Hall. Hundreds of guests, most 

of them in uniform, danced to the band and mingled with the "celebrities" 

of Fort Sumter. Even the ladies* costumes resembled military attire. 

They wore "jockey's caps" and Ttenfew hats," some of them made of black 

velvet with white plumes and others made of white velvet with black plumes. 
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With symbols of war everywhere they looked, the guests temporarily for¬ 

got to consider the battles yet to be won.9^ As William Howard Russell 

observed, "Secession is the fashion here. Toung ladies sing for it; old 

ladies pray for it; young men are dying to fight for it; old men are 

ready to demonstrate it. *9.5 

Before he left Charleston, Russell attended a much different 

dinner party at the home of James Louis Petigru. Petlgru himself was 

still an outspoken unionist, but his guests were some of the state's 

most prominent secessionists; William Porcher Miles, former governor John 

L. Manning, Governor and Mrs. Pickens, and General Beauregard. Russell 

was surprised that a man like Petigru could survive in an environment so 

antagonistic to his own beliefs, and he asked Petigru why he remained a 

Charlestonian. Petigru replied, N,When a similar remark was made to my 

friend Plutarch he said; "I live in a small town and I choose to live 

there lest it should become still smaller"9^ 

But despite the air of confidence which pervaded the city, the 

disinterested spectator could see much that would make him doubt the 

future of the cause. Russell particularly noticed the disorganization of 

the army in Charleston. Maty of the companies comprised only fifty to 

sixty men. These Included many "dandies” and "swells" whose main reason 

for serving was to Impress their friends and neighbors. They disdained 

military discipline, often refusing to obey all .orders. Observing'the 

filth of the camps at Morris Island, Russell warned a medical officer of 

the dangers of disease. He was told, "'I know it all. But we can do 

nothing. Remember they're all volunteers and do just as they please.'" 

In nearby tents were soldiers feasting on French pates and cases of claret 
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and champagne. Meanwhile, in the city which proclaimed its slaves 
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"'the happiest and most contented race in the world,,H Russell watched 

the mounted patrols scan the city streets at night for stray slaves. Any 

slaves found on the streets after nine o'clock at night were confined to 
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the city watch-house unless they had special permits or passes. Bow 

could Charlestonians unite against a common enemy when they could not 

trust one another? 

Perhaps Charleston was the best place to observe the character of 

the secession movement, for this had for years been its geographical 

center. Charleston had been the forum for the debates of the 30's and 

40's. In December, I860, it had been the scene of the secession conven¬ 

tion, and the shots fired on April 12, 1861, had marked the opening of 

a war. The progression from debate to legislative action to combat was 

an interesting one. Did it denote the maturity or deterioration of 

Southern nationalism? And, although Charlestonians had participated in 

a battle, did they really know the meaning of war? The battle of Fort 

Sumter had been a bloodless one. Would these same soldiers and citizens 

express equal confidence when their lives were in constant danger? The 

war would test their self-proclaimed strength as it had never been 

tested before. 
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• • • assuming that Lincoln wanted to avert war, . . . it will 
then appear that his policy offered maximum possibilities of 
avoiding conflict: a Confederate attack to prevent food from 
going to Sumter would constitute an offensive act; therefore 
Lincoln, wishing to save Sumter without a fight, sought to hold 
it by a policy so purely defensive that the South would hesi¬ 
tate to make an issue of it» The fact that Lincoln's policy 
resulted in war does not necessarily mean that it was a war 
policy, (pp. 373-374.) 

On the whole, I find myself in agreement with Potter. However, 
I would insist even more strongly than he did that in pursuing this 
"defensive" policy Lincoln misunderstood Southern sentiment. He not 
only overestimated the strength of Southern unionism, but he under¬ 
estimated the bellicosity of South Carolina's forts diplomacy. From 
the time he became governor, Francis W. Pickens consistently and con¬ 
tinually maneuvered, to gain possession of all of the forts in Charles¬ 
ton harbor. Within three days after Major Anderson had moved his 
garrison from Fort Moultrie to Fort Sumter, South Carolina troops had 
taken possession of all other fortifications in the area. Thus by the 
time the South Carolina commissioners demanded that Buchanan order 
Anderson to evacuate Fort Sumter, there was no other place in the harbor 
to which they could go. Consequently, Buchanan would not order Anderson 
to evacuate, since this would be tantamount to surrendering all of the 
Federal property in Charleston harbor, something he had never intended 
to do. 

As soon as Buchanan made his feelings known, the South Carolina 
government began to take steps to regain possession of the fort—peace¬ 
ably if possible, but by force if necessary. The people of South Caro¬ 
lina believed that this course of action was entirely honorable, for they 
assumed that the fort was rightfully and legally theirs. Given this 
position, plus their complete mistrust of the United States government, 
it is difficult to see how any federal policy other than voluntary 
evacuation could have prevented war. In their opinion, any act to "save" 
Sumter constituted an act of belligerency. Therefore in "wishing to save 
Sumter without a fight," Lincoln was hoping for the impossible. Although 
the Confederate government wished to avoid war, it regarded any attempt 
to provision the fort as a hostile move.. Besides, how could anyone be 
certain that the "provisions" would not include troops? 

Whether the Confederates would have fired on Fort Sumter had there 
been no attempt to provision the fort is a matter of sheer speculation. 
As it was, Anderson's men were so short of supplies that they would have 
been compelled to evacuate on April 15 had they not obtained relief. 
Undoubtedly it was the imminence of this relief (the presence of the ships 
off Charleston Bar) which provoked the Confederates to open fire oh the 
morning of the 12th. It is my personal opinion that, given the excite¬ 
ment in Charleston at the time, the Confederates well might have initiated 
hostilities even without a visible cause for provocation. They were a 
high-spirited, independent, unruly lot who probably would have disobeyed 
orders if the mood had struck them. The remainder of this chapter des¬ 
cribes the excitement, and the "war fever" which enveloped Charleston, and 
attempts to treat the events of April, 1861, as the culmination and logical 
consequence of the secession movement. 
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H. PRELODES TO DISASTER 

MNo nation was ever conquered but by itself* As long as 
the public spirit remains untouched, the public cause is in no 
danger." . 

—Edmund Burke1 

Spring became summer, but the city continued to celebrate its 

first great victory* More than ever Charlestonians seemed assured of the 

righteousness of their cause* On June 13, 1861, Dr* Thomas Smyth preached 

a sermon on the battle of Fort Sumter at the First Presbyterian Church* 

Emphasizing that the South had been "coerced into a war," he proceeded 

to prove that the surrender of the fort had been an act of divine provi- 

2 
dence* Although it was wrong for Christians to hate one another, the 

North was responsible for the present conflict* 

The attack on Sumter was, • • • the last link in a chain of 
events, beginning with the unauthorized and timid treachery of 
Major Anderson, which was Itself a declaration of warlike aggres¬ 
sion, and continued in all the acts of tortuous duplicity and 
threatening Of an insolent Government, during which provocation 
was followed by patience, until South Carolina was abused as a- 
cowardly braggart, and nothing was left but her submission to 
the forging around her limbs of the chains of a despotic tyranny, 
or an appeal to arms*3 

Secular literature confirmed Smyth's denunciation of the North* 

The Courier stated that the wickedness of the North's quarrel with the 

South had corrupted Northern institutions and had inspired the Northern 

people to commit shocking crimes* "They have trampled upon law, outraged 

virtue, laughed at decency, laid honor in the dust, dethroned truth and 

given its crown and sceptre to falsehood, desecrated the temples of the 

39 
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Lord, and made religion a reproach and a hissing* The precise nature 

of these crimes was never defined, but nevertheless, the rhetoric. took 

its hold on the Charlestonian mentality. Like Smyth, other .citizens 

also interpreted the war as a struggle of despotism against liberty, and 

they held the North responsible for its outrages. Few questioned the 

logic or justice of this system of thought. Even Alfred Huger, who had 

loved the Union and served it well, told James L. Petlgrut 

I was, as you well know, born under the rule of impulse and 
of instinct, and so, following my own nature, we have differed 
about the 'necessity' of this unhappy revolution, and it is 
impossible for me to retrace those steps which developments of 
each succeeding day seem to justify. I would gladly have died to 
save the Union, but God has decreed that we were not worthy of 
a great [end] and I must say, I hold the North to be responsible, 
as the instrument of its dissolution. 5 

Charlestonians preserved their festive spirit for as long as they 

could. They showered praise and adulation on Beauregard until they began 

to believe he was a native of the city. Women filled his headquarters with 

fresh-cut flowers and dedicated poems to him, while men drank toasts in 

his honor and cheered him until he began to blush. Beauregard recipro¬ 

cated the affection. He wrote Secretary of War Walker, "I am • • • very 

well pleased with this place and its people, who are so much like ours 

in Louisiana that I see but little difference in them."^ But on May 28, 

1861, he was ordered to Richmond. In his farewell address to his men, 

7 
Beauregard said he considered Charleston his second home.' 

During the summer, women made sashes and regimental flags, present¬ 

ing them to departing troops with much ceremonial pomp. As soldiers began 

to leave for Virginia, musical bands would accompany them to the railroad 

station, and families and friends would crowd around to say their fare¬ 

wells. Rare indeed was the regimental captain who escaped making a speech. 
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On summer afternoons ladies gave teas and small musical recitals. Often 

there were sailing parties and excursions to Fort Sumter which lasted 

long into the night. In the evenings there were dances, public lectures, 

and theatricals to attend. Gentlemen of the city could still enjoy their 

cigars and madeira at the Charleston Club. Although war was the central 

topic of all conversation, few suffered from its hardships or doubted 

8 
its speedy conclusion. 

The city received the bodies of its first war heroes in July when 

General Barnard E. Bee, General Francis S. Bartow, and lieutenant Colonel 

B. J. Johnson, killed in the battle of Bull Run, arrived. The citizens 

of Charleston, however, were even able to transform a day of mourning 

into a celebration. The day the bodies arrived, all stores were closed, 

and crowds gathered at the railroad depot to catch a glimpse of the 

remains. When the train entered the station, church bells from all over 

the city began to toll. They continued to sound intermittently through¬ 

out the day. After an elaborate parade through the center of town, the 

bodies lay in state at City Hall, near Calhoun's statue; between four and 

five thousand people came to see them. At last the Charleston Brass Band 

accompanied Bartow's remains back to the station, and played the death 

march from Beethoven while the body was put on a car bound for Savannah. 

Other processions carried the bodies of Bee and Johnson to a local church 

o 
for the funeral sendee and burial. 

But the United States would not let the city remain peaceful and 

unharmed. Federal authorities considered Charleston the "nursery of 

disunion," just as they thought of Boston as the "cradle of .liberty." 

Although Richmond was their main military objective, it was Charleston 

that aroused their hatred and inspired their desire for revenge.*0 In 
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May they were determined to close the city's port to all commerce* The 

blockading fleet, twenty-five vessels in all, arrived off the bar on 

May 11* One of the blockaders was the Niagara* reportedly the fastest 

ship in the U. S. Navy. She was equipped with twelve guns and carried a 

crew of 600 men.** By early fall the blockade had begun to take its 

toll on the civilian population* Because of the shortages of manufac¬ 

tured goods and some types of food, prices rose on the Charleston domes¬ 

tic market* Entertaining became costlier, and women had to forego their 

afternoon socials and don homespun garments in place of their fine impor- 

12 
ted dresses. By winter many citizens had become annoyed with the in¬ 

conveniences of the war* The poet Henry Timrod wrotes 

No new books, no appetizing critiques, no literary corres¬ 
pondence, no intellectual correspondence, no intellectual intel¬ 
ligence of any kind I Ahl it is a weary timet To volunteer 
is now the only resource against ennui. The Camp is Life.1-' 

In November Charlestonians were shocked out of their complacency 

when they learned that the Union fleet had bombarded and captured Port 

Royal harbor, about sixty miles southwest of Charleston on the Carolina 

coast* Port Royal's surrender not only meant the loss of some of the 

richest cotton land in the state, but it also gave the Union army a base 

of operations for attacking Charleston by either land or sea* The 

entire city panicked* Men who owned property in the Port Royal area 

hurried from town to salvage what they could* Schools were closed, and 

terrified women and children locked themselves in their houses, imagining 

that the Union army stood poised to invade Charleston* On November 26, 

Mayor Charles Macbeth was forced to end the wholesale exodus from the 

city, and he ordered that no one could leave Charleston without his writ¬ 

ten consent.15 



The unionist Petigru urged his neighbors to think carefully before 

destroying their property and abandoning the city* 

There are plenty of zealots vho profess to make Charleston another 
Moscow. We have to trust first to the valor of our men and their 
ability to defeat the enemy if they advance upon Charleston» and 
second» to the sobering influence and reflection to^prevent so 
suicidal a measure as the destruction of the town.1” 

Much cotton and rice was burned anyway. Confederate officers at all 

exposed points on the coast were ordered to burn any property that was 

in danger of being seized by the enemy. On the night of November 29» 

Charlestonians saw a fiery glow in jthe skies to the southwest and cheered 

the burning of the cotton. Much of this property had been theirs» and 

its destruction entailed great personal sacrifice for them. The Courier 

commended their patriotism* 

Our people are in earnest—men, women» and children—and their 
sacrifices will ascend as a sacred holocaust to God» crying aloud 
for vengeance against the fiends in human shape» vho are dis¬ 
gracing humanity» trampling down civilization» and would blot out 
Christianity.* » 

No sooner had the city recovered from the shock of losing Port 

Royal than It suffered one of the worst fires in its history. The fire 

originated about 8*30 P. M. on December 11» in a sash and blind factory 

near the foot of Hasell Street. The wind was blowing from the north- 

northeast at nearly hurricane force» and the flames soon spread to the 

adjacent buildings. A nearby foundry» containing a large amount of shot 

and shell» exploded, and before long the city was enveloped in a wall of 

fire from the Ashley to the Cooper River. It destroyed practically 

everything in its path from the foot of Hasell Street to the end of Tradd 

an area of 5^0 acres. The damage was estimated to be between five and 

seven million dollars. Five hundred seventy-five homes were ruined, as 

well as many of the city's public buildings. The Charleston Theater, 
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Institute Hall, the Circular Church, and Saint Finbar's Cathedral were 

all levelled to the ground, and the collection of paintings in the Art 

18 
Gallery was totally lost* 

In general, Charlestonians displayed a great deal of courage in 

this time of distress* Of course, some draymen considered the emergency 

* an excuse to charge five dollare a load to transport fire victims and 

their possessions uptwon. In the days following the fire, city officials 

19 
also received complaints of looting and pilfering in the burned district* - 

But on December 12, Mayor Macbeth appointed a committee to assist in the 

relief of fire victims* He asked citizens who had escaped the fire to 

share their food and clothing with those who were less fortunate, and the 

response was overwhelming. Within a few days the city was feeding and 

clothing a large number of the sufferers, to say nothing of the many 

20 
people who were cared for by relatives or neighbors. The state legis¬ 

lature passed a Fire Loan Act to raise one million dollare for rebuilding 

21 1 

the burned district* But during the war the buildings remained unre¬ 

paired, and the area became a barren, charred wasteland in the heart of 

the city* 

Citizens reacted stoically to the damage the fire had caused* At 

first, they thought it had been an act of arson, an insidious plot by 

the enemy to destroy the center of the secession movement* But after 

they learned that the fire had indeed been an accident, they came to view 

it as a test of their faith* William B* W. Howe, assistant rector of St* 

Philip's Episcopal Church, compared the incident to the trials of Jobs 

And so with us at present—we are being tried* not punished* 
God would prove what our faith is made of s whether it is a mere 
holiday-faith, which lasts only when the sun shines, and when all 
things are prosperous, or whether it is of that robust nature, 
which will endure a great fight of afflictions—which is the £2 
substance of things hoped for, and the evidence of things not seen* 



As Petigru, who lost his home in the fire, remarked to his daughter, MIt 

is far easier to bear what comes from the hand of god Csiel than that 

which proceeds from the folly or wickedness of man."^ The fire taught 

Charlestonians how to withstand suffering in their own midst. It demon» 

strated that they could forsake frivolity for service at a time of local 

crisis, and it made them value their lives more than their possessions. 

In this respect, the fire was a blessing to the city, for it prepared 

people for the military disasters which lay ahead. 

Since the loss of Port Royal, the military situation in South 

Carolina had stabilized somewhat. General Robert E*. Lee, who had assumed 

command of the Department of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida on 

November 7, attempted to improve the defenses of the area. At the time 

he assumed command, there were only 6,800 Confederate land forces between 

Charleston and Savannah, and these troops were scattered and badly equipped 

Lee had no heavy guns to defend either the convoluted South Carolina coast 

or the Charleston and Savannah Railroad, which provided an invaluable 

line of communication and supply between these two cities. At once he 

prepared Fort Pulaski, Charleston, and Savannah for serious bombardment, 

calling upon the planters of Charleston and Savannah to lend their slave 

labor to build* and improve the fortifications. He obstructed the inland 

waterways to prevent invasions by Federal ships, and he concentrated Con» 

federate forces along the railroad at the most likely points of attack. 

By early 1862, convinced that the Union army was contemplating an of fen» 

sive in or near Savannah, he concentrated his troops and guns around that 

OL. 
city. 

Events of late 1861 and early 1862 further convinced Lee that the 

enemy did not intend to attack Charleston for the time being, but only 
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wanted to bottle It up. On December 20, the enemy sank between thirteen 

and seventeen old whaling vessels and battleships In the Main Ship Chan- 
« 

nel. The ships, which were called the "stone fleet," were sunk at 

intervals of 100 feet extending across the Main Channel four miles south¬ 

east of Fort Sumter and three miles east-southeast of the Morris Island 

lighthouse. On January 20, 1862, a second stone fleet, this time con¬ 

sisting of fourteen barks and brigs, was sunk to block the entrance to 

Maffit's Channel. Although the sinking of these vessels assured Lee of 

Charleston's, temper ary safety, it greatly angered him: 

This achievement, so unworthy any nation, is the abortive expression 
of a people which it wishes to perpetuate by rendering a day hateful 
in their calendar. It is also indicative of their despair of ever 
capturing a city they design to ruin, for they can never expect to 
possess what they labor so hard to reduce to a condition not to be 
enjoyed.2^ 

Fortunately, the stone fleet was not as great a success as the Confederates 

had feared it would be. The Charleston tides were extremely forceful, and 

the currents soon swept away the sand and silt under the hulls, burying 

the ships deeper in the water. Instead of blocking the harbor, the North 

26 
actually helped to dredge it. 

Charlestonians began the year 1862 confident of their city's safety. 

James Henry Hammond was told, "The City I believe is considered safe. 

Little doubt is entertained of a repulse on land should the Yankees leave 

their boats."^ In February, an officer on General Lee's staff reported 

to a friend that the new troops in Charleston were "wild as hawks but 

shoot well. Six regiments are pretty well up to the work but the rest 

23 
are not worth a damn except for fighting and drinking whiskey." Address¬ 

ing the graduating class of the College of Charleston in March, Nathaniel 

Russell Middleton urged the young men of the city not to lose courage: 
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It is a sad but by no means disheartening future. It is true 
that the circumstances and accidents of life have been disordered 
and deranged. Our comforts have been invaded and our business 
withdrawn, but we are still here. Alt that is worth living for is 
still within our power; all that constitutes us men is still un¬ 
exhausted within us; the fire of an indomitable energy still 
smoulders beneath the debris of a crumbling prosperity, and, when 
the work of purification shall have been accomplished, our children 
will walk abroad under a new heaven upon a new earth, whereon they 
may sow seeds of righteousness, and gather the.harvest of a well 
earned security.^9 

Nevertheless, many citizens began to worry about the future. .In 

February Henry Tlmrod wrote his sister, "I an afraid that the city is 

only safe through the sufferance of the enemy. It is in their power at 

any time to advance and seize some point on the Savannah Railroad, and 

thence move successfully on Charleston. As the military success of 

* * 
the Confederate army waned, people lost faith in the government. After 

the Confederate defeats at Fort Donelson and Fort Henry, William B.. 

Heriot told William Porcher Miles, "It is useless to disguise the fact 

that the confidence of the People in the ability of the present Admin¬ 

istration to carry us through this crisis, has been greatly shaken.*3* 

By April even the Negroes had begun to talk of hard times and James 

Louis Petigru confided to his daughter that he wished he had emigrated 

long agot 

The courts are not actually shut up, but no suits for the recovery 
of debts are allowed, nor can any civil ease be tried without the 
consent of both parties. Scarcity has commenced. Corn is a dollar 
and a half to two dollars a bushel, and butter and meat at exor¬ 
bitant prices. . . . 1 fear that my 5000 will not support us 
through the year.^3 

There was also much dissatisfaction with the military in Charles¬ 

ton. Major General John C. Pemberton had assumed command of the depart¬ 

ment in March, 1862, and he was not popular among the Charlestonians. 

Besides finding him irritable and rude, they felt that he was preparing 

to surrender the city without a fight. He was so convinced that the 
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city would be helpless against an attack by Federal ironclads that he 

abandoned many of the coastal defenses which had been built by Beauregard 

and strengthened under the direction of Robert E. Lee. When in early 
f 

May, Pemberton evacuated Cole's Island and Battery Island at the mouth 

of the Stono River, William J. Grayson complained! "This is another exam¬ 

ple of weakness and vacillation in our military rulers; one erects a for¬ 

tification at enormous expense and another destroys it. Our wagon has a 

team hitched to each end and they draw in opposite directions—what will 

become of the wagon? 

The state government felt that Charleston was not contributing its 

share of manpower to the war effort. In February, the South Carolina 

Executive Council ordered all white males between the ages of sixteen and 

eighteen and forty-five and sixty to enroll in the Regiment of Reserves 

of the city of Charleston. Even if they were exempt from ordinary mili- 

35 
tary duty, these men had to become honorary members of the reserve. 

This was a far cry from the early days of the war, when every Charleston¬ 

ian who was able to walk had clamored to carry a musket and attend after¬ 

noon drills. In March the state had to resort to a general conscription 

law. The passage of this law stimulated volunteering everywhere in the 

state but Charleston, where the state Adjutant and Inspector General 

encountered every species of harassment and delay.*The ladies of 

the city, who had formerly been quite effective in goading their menfolk 

into military service, were ashamed and angry that men now preferred to 

stay at home. One woman wrote: 

With dismay and grief, I learn, that in Charleston, it has been 
found necessary to draft. Can it be that South Carolina has so 
far forgotten herself, that Charleston, the leader of this great 
struggle for freedom; can it be that she now wavers, that she 
refuses to sustain her great and glorious cause? Must it be 
said ... that Carolina is brave in words, but worse than 
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cowardly in action? Not Not Let our own gallant State be 
herself again. Let us show the world that what we undertake 
we will, with the help of the Omnipotent, accomplish.™ 

Discouraged with the military prospects and fearing an impending 

attack on the city, many people began to leave the city in April and May. 

In January the state had adopted an ordinance to "provide for the removal 

of Negroes and other property from portions of the state which may be 

invaded by the enemy." A special committee had been organized in Charles¬ 

ton to carry out such removals and to procure housing'and food in the 

interior of the state for "those persons in the city of Charleston who 

by reason of age, sex, or infirmity, are incapable of taking part in its 

defence*"3® But while this committee's proposals were still in the plan- 

ning stage, the exodus began. Banks removed their specie, and lawyers 

and city officials sent their papers to Columbia for safekeeping. Citizens 

closed their houses in the city, leaving only one or two house servants 

to care for their possessions while they were away. They flocked to the 

railroad stations and headed for the up-country. Often they experienced 

hardships as refugees, for residents of the up-country refused to rent to 

them and charged exorbitantly high prices for food and clothing. Meta 

Morris Grimball was discouraged by the prospect of a dismal summers 

The Town is nearly deserted by the Inhabitants, there are 
some soldiers in it and the poor creatures will soon suffer from 
the effects of the climate, people look forward to a terrible 
summer. I feel perfectly dispondent [sic! at times but there 
is no use in that we must bear it as well as we can.39 

The events of May, 1862, lowered the city's morale even more, On 

May 5» at the Insistence of General Pemberton, Governor Pickens declared 

40 
martial law in Charleston. Pemberton's reasons for wanting to put 

the city under the direct control of the Confederate military authorities 

were never clearly established. It is possible that he did fear an 
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attack. Bat primarily he used martial law to increase his own power at 

the expense of the civil authorities, as well as to strengthen the city's 

security system. Market carts were not allowed to travel outside the city 

limits, and market boats had to stop for inspection at the city wharves. 

Anyone wishing to leave the oity had to have a passport. Although Pem¬ 

berton advised all women and children to leave at once, his regulations 

made their departure extremely difficult. The passport office was open 

for only two hours each day, and people grew impatient after waiting in 

line for days. By May 16 the regulations were becoming unenforceable as 

well as absurd, and citizens began to leave town without passports. 

The complaints against martial law increased. One man commented, 

"The city was threatened with an attack from Lincoln's soldiery. The 

domestic tyranny would serve as a preparation for the soldier's oppres¬ 

sion. By June people were vociferously questioning Pemberton's right 

to suspend civil law. James B. Campbell listed his objections ' to Adjutant 

and Inspector General Samuel Cooper. He stated that martial law was "ap¬ 

propriate to the government of a conquered or a hostile or a disloyal 

territory and people." It was also justified to prepare a city for press¬ 

ing military operation, but Campbell felt that in this case martial law 

should not extend beyong the exigencies of the immediate military neces¬ 

sity. Campbell thought that Pemberton had carried martial law too far 

in Charleston and declared that it cast doubts on the city's loyalty. 

But his complaint, as well as those of other citizens, went unheeded by 

the Confederate authorities. Martial law was not removed until August 

19» 1862, and even then, persons leaving the city had to have a passport 

issued by the mayor's office.**3 

Charlestonians were again angered and frightened on May 13» 1862, 
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when the steamer Planter escaped from Charleston harbor with fire guns 

and an all-Negro crew aboard. The Planter was a high-pressure cotton 

steamer of light draught which had been used to transport ordnance and to 

guard the harbor. On the evening of her escape» the captain and other 

officers had gone to their homes, leaving the crew unguarded. Between 

3:00 and 3:30 A. M. the crew, led by a Charleston slave named Robert 

Smalls, directed the boat past the forts and out to sea. Since the crew 

knew and gave the proper signals to the forts as they passed, no one 

ML 

questioned the boat's disappearance until morning. But when officials 

discovered the piracy, the entire security system of the harbor was scan¬ 

dalized. Some townspeople blamed the Officer of the Day at Fort Sumter 

for permitting the vessel to escape. But soldiers in the fort insisted 

that this officer had merely performed his duty by recognizing the sig¬ 

nals. Instead, they criticized the captain: 

The Captain of the boat is the only person, on whom any blame 
should rest. He disobeyed orders in being off his boat at 
night, and the offence was more aggravated by his leaving it 
wholly in charge of negroes. ^ 

The Planter's captain, C. J. Relyea, and the mate, S. S. Hancock, were 

found guilty at a court martial, but Pemberton remitted their sentences 

46 
and released them on July 30, 1862. Needless to say, Pemberton's 

lenienoy in this case did not add to his prestige in the eyes of the 

community. 

Curiously enough» it was a Federal attack which finally rescued the 

city's morale from an all-time low. The Federal forces at Port Royal 

had concluded that the best way to take Charleston was to occupy James 

Island, a long, broad land mass south of the city. They first planned to 

cut and destroy the Charleston and Savannah Railroad southwest of the city 

to prevent reinforcements from reaching Charleston. Then they Intended to 
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land a force of 10,000 men on James Island and rapidly engage and defeat 

the Confederate forces there. Once they had secured James Island, they 

could use It as a, base for shelling the city. The Island suited their 

purpose well. While it was near the city, parts of it were well beyond 

the range of Fort Sumter's guns.**’? 

The attempt to cut the Charleston and Savannah Railroad proved to 

be a miserable failure, but the expedition to James Island proceeded as 

planned. A delay in the movement of the troops enabled Pemberton to throw 

up reinforcements on the island, and by the time the Union army landed 

on June 9th, the Confederates were well prepared to meet them. After a 

couple of brisk skirmishes, Major General David Hunter, commanding the 

Department of the South, was convinced that there was not enough dry land 

out of the range of Confederate fire. He ordered the troop commanders to 

hold their position but to abandon plans for advancing on Charleston at 

48 
this time. 

Nevertheless, Brigadier General Henry W. Benham, commanding the 

Northern District of the Department of the South, was convinced that the 

troops must capture the Confederate batteries at Secessionville to secure 

their hold on James Island. "Secessionville" was located on a narrow 

neck of land on the eastern end of the island. Beauregard later reported 

that it was the strongest point on the «hole line of the James Island 

defenses, and that the Union army would have had better luck had it chosen 

another point of attack.^ But here the attack occurred at dawn on June 

16, 1862. In ordering the attack, Benham. disobeyed the orders of General 

Hunter and disregarded the warnings of his division commanders.^ The 

result was disastrous. A Confederate force of less than 500 men held 

Secessionville against Union forces numbering 9fk72, The attackers stum- 



53 

bled and foundered in the marshy land which surrounded the Confederate 

batteries» suffering 683 casualties to the Confederates* 204. Although 

the Confederate losses were proportionately larger, they had won a great 

moral victory. Their tiny force had defended Secessionvllle against over¬ 

whelming odds and had virtually "saved" Charleston from a premature occu¬ 

pation. In early July the Union army left. James Island» never again to 

return. 

Whether this same plan of attack would have been successful with 

better planning is a matter for conjecture. Certainly Beauregard, who 

again became commander of the Department of South Carolina, Georgia, and 

Florida in September, 1862, feared a Union attack on Charleston by way of 

James Island throughout the remainder of the war. He later reported that 

the Union occupation of Morris Island in July, 1863» had been no surprise, 

and he stated that this operation had succeeded because he could not main¬ 

tain a sufficient force on Morris Island and at the same time defend James 

Island from a menacing movement. He chose to defend James Island in¬ 

stead of Morris Island, because he considered it the easier approach to 

the city. Another student of military history, however, has said that a 

force of 10,000 men could have captured James Island only by complete 

surprise. With any warning at all, the city forces would have concentrated 

to oppose it.-^ 

After the discouragement of the spring and early stunner months, it 

was good to see the city relax again. A British visitor to Charleston 

noticed that the soldiers "looked as if an immense weight had been removed 

from their minds." After the enemy had left James Island, and the city's 

safety had been secured, many of the troops around Charleston were trans¬ 

ferred to Virginia, 
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Charleston looked as If It were taking a holiday, and feasting 
on melons, figs, and peaches. Three times a-day, was abondance 
of fruit on the table at the hotel, and the very last thing that 
I did before leaving the depot, was to boy as much trait as could 
be stowed away, in order to carry some to Richmond.” 

In late June and early July, citizens expressed much anxiety over the 

outcome of the battle around Richmond. They were deeply moved and thank¬ 

ful when a cannonade at dawn on July 1 signalled that Richmond was safe. 

Many ascribed the victory to Providence. One man commented that "every¬ 

body wears a radiant face in the Streets. Certainly, they say, England 

and France will now intervene."^ 

The soldier stationed near Charleston had a very dull summer after 

the fight at Secessionville. He saw many of his messmates leave for Vir¬ 

ginia. Although he probably was glad to be away from the heavy action for 

awhile, he wearied of the boredom of camp life. Summer on the islands 

brought disease, especially typhoid fever, and anyone who was not accus¬ 

tomed to the rigors of the climate could suffer terribly from it. For 

this reason the army tried to garrison the island fortifications as much 

as possible with men who had lived in the area. The troops would ordi¬ 

narily have enjoyed being near their homes, but many of their families 

had left for the up-country and the city offered little excitement. Since 

martial law had been instituted in Charleston, the bars and grog shops 

had closed down, and military authorities had even prohibited the sale 

of liquor. Back at the forts the soldier could watch ships trying to run 

the blockade at night, but even this event became commonplace. Some 

soldiers' thoughts turned to religion (there was a great wave of revival¬ 

ism in the camps that summer and fall), while others complained to the 

folks back home about the food. One soldier stationed on Sullivan's 

Island wrotet 
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you said some thing about graps I would like very much to have 
a good bate of them or of any thing else to eate for what we get 
to eat is not fit for a negro to put in his stomach much less a 
white man [sic]55 

Two incidents in the late summer and early fall of 1862 did arouse 

some excitement in the city. The first was the growing opposition to the 

South Carolina Executive Council. The Executive Council had been estab¬ 

lished in late 1861 as an advisory body to Governor Pickens, but gradually, 

because of the convention's lack of confidence in Pickens, it had actually 

supplanted the governor as the executive authority of the state. The 

Council * s powers were almost unlimited. It could review all legislation, 

receive petitions from individual citizens (it had the power to approve 

or reject any petition for exemption from military service), and requi¬ 

sition labor and supplies for the defenses of the state. As the year 

wore on, people began to blame the Council for all the hardships they were 

enduring. In Charleston the Courier denounced the Council, possibly to 

divert attention from the Mercury's attacks on the Richmond government.^ 

The Courier claimed that the Council had usurped the legislative as well 

as the executive powers of the state government. It was an unconstitu¬ 

tional body, "because the Convention which created or instituted it, was . 

without authority to deputize or sub-delegate its high powers to an 

oligarchy."^ In October, Charleston held an election for the state 

legislature, and nineteen of the twenty men who won had run on an anti- 

Executive Council ticket.**® The legislature abolished the Executive 

Council on December 19» 1862, amid loud cheers of victory from the 

Charleston delegation.**^ 

The second incident was the duel between Colonel W. Ransom Calhoun, 

a distant relative of the late John C. Calhoun, and Major Alfred Rhett, 

on September 5* Rhett, who had succeeded Calhoun as commandant of Fort 
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Sumter, had long resented Calhoun and had insulted on numerous 

occasions. In August he finally insulted him publicly at the Charleston 

Club, and Calhoun had "demanded satisfaction." Friends tried to mediate 

the quarrel, but both parties remained adamant. Wien the duel was held, 

Calhoun fired his first shot into the air, and Bhett fired directly at 

Calhoun, killing him instantly. Citizens were enraged. A clergyman said 

"it would be for the good of the State, if the whole Rhett family could 

be exterminated! Many people felt that duelling was a dangerous prac¬ 

tice, particularly in wartime, and they hoped that a military Court of 

Inquiry would punish Rhett and end the antiquated custom for good. But 

at the Court of Inquiry, Brigadier General R. S. Ripley and others testi¬ 

fied that the article of war prohibiting duels had always been disregarded 

in both the United States and Confederate Armies. They felt that an 

officer who would refuse to fight would "lose caste.Thus Rhett was 

exonerated from all blame. People complained that justice had miscarried. 

The Courier, however, admonished, the public that if it accepted the code 

duello, it must be willing to see someone die from it: 

If the code is wrong, as must be admitted by all who recognize the 
code propounded by Hoses and illustrated and reaffirmed by Jesus of 
Nazareth, let the laws of the land against it be consistently and 
impartially enforced, and the laws of God against it be consistently 
and impartially proclaimed ... If the code under any circumstances 
is right and proper, it is then right and proper than some one should 
fall under it. No middle ground can be taken • • •• 

Charlestonians were temporarily cheered by the return of General 

Beauregard to the elty in early {September. He inspected the island for- 

63 
tiflcations and took immediate steps to strengthen them. Although he 

was convinced that the city could survive a sea attack, he was discouraged 

both by the lack of available manpower and the ineffectiveness of obstruc¬ 

tions in the harbor. As of September 15» there were only 19*736 troops 
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in his whole department, and only 12,547 of these were in South Carolina. 

Pemberton had estimated that he needed a minimum of 43,650 troops to 

defend South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, and this number became the 

basis for Beauregard's calculations.^ But his pleas for additional 

troops fell on deaf ears at Richmond. Not only did the Secretary of War 

refuse to send him additional men but he attempted to divert troops from 

South Carolina to other areas. Beauregard feared a sea attack on the 

city, and he ordered obstructions to be laid in Charleston harbor. These 

obstructions, consisting mainly of a network of anchored logs, chains, 

and ropes, proved useless. Floating booms which.had. been placed in the 

water soon broke under the force of the tides, and the rope barriers began 

to rot.^ 

When a naval attack was anticipated in October, a rumor spread in 

the city that Beauregard had ordered the commissary to collect 2,000 cords 

of wood and 2,000 barrels of turpentine to set fire to the buildings in 

case there was no other way to prevent occupation. One young woman 

remarked that it would be a pity to burn Charleston, "yet for my own part, 

it is better^ I feel, that they [the buildings] should burn, clean and 
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pure, than stand to be polluted by the invaders." James Henry Hammond 

lamented, "Charleston is evidently doomed. I now give her up. God has 

67 
demented her and all who have tried to help her." ' Petigru Was saddened 

by the course of events, even though they proved that he had been right 

in warning against secession and war j "Those who said I had changed my 

views of secession are wonderfully mistaken. Every day convinces me more 

and more of the soundness of the opinions which I expressed at the time 

and have ever since avowed."^® 

But despite the low spirits of some, the winter of 1862-63 was a 
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lively season. A British visitor to the city reported that "the people 

of Charleston seemed cheerful and confident; no spark of fear or notion 

of submission or reunion evidently entered their minds.Mrs. William 

Mason Smith told her daughter, "Beauregard says Charleston is quite safe 

and all may stay there who can stand the expense and the dullness."70 

Willie Garland, an employee of the Northeastern Railroad, confirmed the 

opinion that the city was safe and quiet. He wrote: 

Mrs. Toomes has been frighting Anna about the yankees coming 
into the city and the negros rising and all such stuff as 
that, there is no excitement in the city (except among such 
old women as Mrs. Toomes) .7^ 

For Charleston's social set, however, the winter was anything but 

dull. Beauregard and his staff were old favorites in the city, and many 

parties were given in their honor. Several of Beauregard's aides gave a 

handsome ball costing nearly $2,000 in January of 1863, and during the 

Christmas season General Ripley entertained friends with a grand dinnèr 

at the Charleston Hotel. Rumors spread to other parts of the state that 

much carousing was going on in the city, but often the fare was no more 

than a light supper and weak champagne.7^ for young ladies the greatest 

treat was to receive an invitation to a party at Fort Sumter. They 

traveled to the fort by boat and danced on the parade ground, charmed by 

the gallantry of the young men in uniform. Esther Alden wrote that "the 

strange charm of the situation wove a spell around me. ... sentinels 

pacing the ramparts, and within the casement pretty women and handsome 

well-bred men dancing as though unconscious that we were actually under 

the guns of the blockading fleet ."^ Some proper young ladies complained 

with righteous indignation that all these young men were not so gallant, 

especially the foreign officers who frequently attended parties in the 

city: 
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Alice danced with a french officer opposite Dolly with the eng- 
lishman, and when the two officers had to advance towards one 
another in the Lancers they made the most frightful faces at one 
anothert The englishman squeezed all their hands» which they 
discovered on comparing notes. A Navy officer from Kentucky» 
who danced with Alice» always put his arm round her waist when 
he had to turn her in the Lancers» in the most affectionate man¬ 
ner» to Alice's great horror17^ 

Late in January the round of parties suddenly ended» and the city 

returned to the more serious business of the war. Beauregard had for 

some time been wanting to test his ironclads» the Chlcora and the Pal¬ 

metto State, against the monitors in the Federal blockading fleet.^ On 

the foggy night of January 30 he received his chance. About 4:00 A. M.» 

the Chlcora and the Palmetto State crossed the bar. The Palmetto State 

rammed the U. S. S. Merc edit a, damaging her badly. Sinking rapidly» the 

Mercedita surrendered without ever firing a gun. The Chlcora disabled 

the Keystone State enough to make her strike her flags (a technical sur¬ 

render)» but the Keystone State managed to escape to Port Royal in tow 

of another Federal ship. The Chlcora then headed for the Housatonlc. 

After firing on the ram» the Housatonlc took shelter behind the shoals of 

Swash Channel. The Confederate vessels exchanged fire with several other 

ships in the fleet at dawn» and then anchored off the bar» where they 

remained until four o'clock in the afternoon.Since they had ventured 

five miles beyond the customary anchorage of the Federal blockading 

squadron» Beauregard proclaimed that the blockade had been broken» and 

the feat was acknowledged by the British and Spanish consuls in Charleston 

on the same day.^ Naturally» the Union navy protested Beauregard's 

claim and refused to accept the action of the Confederate rams as a legit- 
78 lmate raising of the blockade.' Nevertheless» the effect of the proc¬ 

lamation on the city's morale was tremendous. The incident proved that 

Federal monitors were not Invincible and inspired Captain Percival Dray- 
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ton of the U. S. S, Passaic to say that Charleston was "almost the 

strongest place by sea in the world, "79 

On the same night that the Chicora and the Palmetto State harassed 

the blockading squadron, the Federal gunboat Isaac Smith was captured by 

Confederate land batteries on John's and James Islands, This was the 

ÛA 

first time a fortress had captured a war vessel during the Civil War, 

The Isaac Smith, a 453-ton iron-screw steamer, had caused much damage to 

the Confederate land batteries on James Island in 1662, and its seizure 

not only gave the Confederates a new ship but delighted the soldiers who 

feasted on its cargo,, Iredell Jones, who visited the ship after its 

capture, wrote his mothers 

I believe I alluded in my last to the delightful time I spent on the 
Isaac Smith, I feasted for a few days on all the nice things that 
Tankeedom could afford in the shape of Turkish coffee, Tea (black 
and green), nice white sugar, solidified molk, splendid old hams, 
fresh beef in cans, green peas and tomatos in cans, sardines, corned 
shad, mackerel, Goshen butter, almonds, raisins, English walnuts, 
preserves, splendid sugar-House molasses, and, last but by no means 
least claret sherry, Madeira, whiskey, Brandy, and all those kind 
of things,01 

Early in February, Beauregard concluded that a combined land and 

naval attack on Charleston was Imminent, and he encouraged all noncom- 

82 
batants to leave the city. Tet public spirits remained high* On 

Morris Island, Confederate soldiers ceased to fear a Federal attack. They 

started planting vegetables and raising chickens, and some even sent for 

their wives and children,^ In the city many people refused to miss the 

excitement that was soon to come. They felt that Charleston was about 

to experience a great battle and that the Confederacy's fight for personal 

freedom was about to begin in earnest, A local minister urged that citi¬ 

zens not forget their personal responsibilities: 

If our struggle is only for a selfish independence, • • • then 
we are inevitably destined to further disruption, if not civil 
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war. Bat If wa are true to ourselves, if ve are not blind to the 
indications of Providence, we have the glorious but awfully res¬ 
ponsible mission of exhibiting to the world that supremest effort 
of humanity—the foundation of a political organization, in which 
the freedom of every member is the result of law, is preserved by 
justice, is harmonized by the true relations of labor and capital, 
and is sanctified by the divine spirit of Christianity.®4*’ 

By April 6 a soldier who was in the city for a short trip could observe: 

such excitement has never been in this place Women and children 
cryin dog barking drays and corages going to and from We are a 
going to fight and that in a very short time .the fleet is off the 
bar let them come we are redy for them Eslc]®* 

April 7» 1863, vas a balmy spring day, the prettiest time of year 

in Charleston. As on April 12, 1861, people again rushed to their win¬ 

dows, piazzas, and rooftops and crowded the Battery to watch the battle 
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which was about to begin. The commanders of the nine Federal ironclads 

which were to participate in the attack were ordered to concentrate their 

fire on Fort Sumter. They were to pass the Confederate batteries on Mor¬ 

ris Island (Wagner and Gregg) without returning their fire, take positions 

north and west of Sumter, and open fire at a distance of about 800 yards 
On 

from the fort. The engagement, which began about two o'clock in the 

afternoon, lasted about two hours and twenty minutes, but each ironclad 

had to withstand the fire of the seventy-six Confederate guns in the har- 
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bor for about forty-five minutes. The results proved disastrous to the 

Federal fleet. 

The Weehawken, which led the procession of ironclads, advanced very 

slowly. She fired twenty-six shots and was struck fifty-three times. Her 

deck was pierced and her turret so shaken that it revolved only with great 

difficulty. The second ironclad, the Passaic, fired thirteen shots and 

was hit thirty-five times. Her turret was jammed and her iron plating 

shattered. The commanders of the first two vessels saw rope obstructions 

ahead of them in the harbor and turned back to sea to avoid them. The 
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Patapsco. which was following close behind them» tried to torn around 

also» but was delayed long enough to be hit forty-seven times by the guns 

at Fort Sumter and Sullivan's Island before she retired out of range* 

When the leading monitors turned back» the vessels which followed 

them were thrown into a state of confusion. The New Ironsides collided 

with two monitors in the line and twice had to drop anchor to correct 

89 
steering difficulties» thus causing much delay and confusion in the line* 

She could not fire on Fort Sumter without firing into the path of the 

monitors* Detained about a mile from Fort Sumter» the flagship received 

its heavy fire» which, she was powerless to return* The New Ironsides 

escaped with fewer injuries than the monitors becaude she was farther 

away» but she barely escaped disaster when she came directly over a tor¬ 

pedo which failed to explode* The Keokuk* the last monitor in the line» 

passed the New Ironsides, coming closer to Fort Sumter than any of the 

other vessels* But she was only able to fire three shots. During thirty 

minutes of concentrated fire from the guns of Forts Sumter and Moultrie 

and the batteries bn Morris Island» the Keokuk was struck ninety times. 

The commander of the ship finally managed to withdraw from the action 
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about 4t40 P. M., and the Keokuk sank the following morning* 

In all» the Confederates had fired 2»229 shots and consumed 21»093 

pounds of powder. The two sides combined had fired an average of seven¬ 

teen shots» varying in weight from thirty to 400 pounds» and had consumed 

185 pounds of powder per minute for 140 consecutive minutes. Without a 

doubt» it was the heaviest concentrated bombardment the world had ever 

known* Tet the casualties were few. The Confederates lost one killed 

and five wounded» while the Union forces lost one killed and twenty 
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wounded*7 



The engagement demonstrated, above all, the fallacy of the belief 

that ships could reduce forts. Although the Ironclads did damage Fort 

Sumter somewhat, the effect was not serious, particularly when compared 

to the damage the forts had Inflicted on the ironclads. While an equal 

number of shots on both sides reached their mark, thè Confederate fire 

was far more accurate. They had devised a series of buoys In the harbor 

to use as distance gauges, and a special contrivance in Fort Sumter 

enabled five men to steady the heaviest guns and train them on the iron¬ 

clads.^ 

The fleet's inability to injure the harbor forts cost Samuel F. 

Du Pont, commander of the South Atlantic Blockading Squadron, his com» 

mand. Du Pont had considered a purely naval attack on Charleston unfeas¬ 

ible long before April 7. He had wanted a naval attack co-ordinated with 

an attack of 25,000 land troops on James Island, but these men could not 

be spared. It had been Gustavus Fox, Assistant Secretary of the Navy, 

who had Insisted that "such vessels could steam into Charleston harbor and 

come out unharmed," and the Washington government had supported him,^ 

The failure of the naval attack profoundly disillusioned Northern hopes 

for a crushing spring campaign. The New York Times reported that the 

failure of the naval attack had proved that Charleston was impregnable, 

and the Herald agreed wholeheartedly.^ 

The reaction in Charleston was understandably quite different. 

Most of the young soldiers in the nearby area described the abortive 

attack as "great fun." One young entrepreneur facetiously wrote his 

sister about the city's supposed "doom": 

The Yanks have come at last. The ball opened yesterday 
afternoon and the result has treated great satisfaction. ... 
judging from the crowd of Females looking at the fight yester¬ 
day there are a great many to go yet. Strangers are flocking 
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in from the country, some to fight and some to look on (the 
biggest crowd no doubt). Business is out of the question 
and the R Roads have more goods to carry out than they can 
take. I have not made my will yet but mv arrangements in 
ease the City falls are pretty complete.^* 

Citizens who had been out of town for some time were delighted that so 

many people remained in the city and that they looked contented and 

prosperous. Cornelius Burckmyer, who had just returned from Europe, was 

surprised, "at the decent and comfortable appearance of the people, whether 

soldiers or civilians,"^ and young Lizzie Smith reported that Charleston's 

gaiety made Columbia seem "perfectly unbearable" by comparison.^ The 

Britisher Arthur J. L. Fremantle, who visited the city in June, noticed 

that while the people seemed comfortable, they suffered from great incon¬ 

veniences. The city's lighting and paving had gone bad, and most of the 

shops were closed. The wharves were deserted, and the cost of living 

was extremely high. He was also informed that most of the ladles of the 

98 
city had moved away soon after the attack of April 7. Exiles from the 

city were also scandalized to hear of the "degeneracy" of Charleston 

society. Toung ladies were entertaining men in a most frightful manner: 

... the officers said they have but to open their arms and the 
Charleston ladies rush into them—that it is very delightful to 
have them in their arms but it would be much more convenient on 
the sofa than whirling round when they often have great weight to 
carry! ... Our friend says, what we hear from many, that there 
is a very vulgar set of men in Charleston and they with the dread¬ 
ful fast set of girls have carried every thing before them.?* 

The eity maintained high morale well into the month of July. Early 

in July the newspapers discredited the reports of the fall of Vicksburg 

and expressed the belief that Lee would win at Gettysburg. They also 

encouraged the rumor that General Richard Taylor had re-occupied New 

Orleans. When it became apparent that both Vicksburg and Gettysburg 

were lost, the Courier admonished people not to lose faith. "We were 
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happy and hopeful ten days ago," it said; "we should not yield to despon¬ 

dency now* This is the time for us to show the kind of stuff we are made 

of." The Courier urged Charlestonians to fight for their homeland. After 

all, when Charleston had suffered from the great fire of 1861, money and 

clothes had poured into the city from all parts of the Confederacy. In 

the past, citizens of other states had fought to protect the city from 

outside attack. Could native Charlestonians fail to contribute to their 

own defense when their neighbors had expressed such confidence in them? 

The Courier warned its readers that "a city and a country not worth 

fighting for and dying for ... is not worth living in • • .."10° 

Meanwhile, the Union army had not altogether abandoned its hope of 

taking Charleston. Brigadier General Quincy A. Glllmore assumed command 

of the Department of the South on June 12,*^ and he soon devised a series 

of operations which, if successful, could secure Union control of the har¬ 

bor and force the city to surrender. To control the harbor they first 

had to destroy Fort Stouter, and this became the ultimate objective of 

Gillmore's plans. He intended to occupy the south end of Morris Island 

and then reduce the Confederate batteries, Wagner and Gregg, on the north¬ 

ern end of Morris Island, With all of Morris Island in Union hands, he 

could then bombard Fort Sumter and the city. Once Fort Sumter had been 

demolished, the army could protect the Union fleet with its artillery fire, 

while the ironclads ran the batteries on Sullivan's and James Islands and 
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reached the city. 

Gillmore knew that Morris Island was a weak link in the Confederate 

line of defense, but he had no idea just how vulnerable the Confederate 

position there was. He greatly overestimated the number of men in Beau¬ 

regard's command, thinking Beauregard's force outnumbered his own by two 
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to one. On July 10, however, Gillmore stated that his effective force 

was 17,463* Beauregard's forces at the same time in Charleston and all 

the island defenses only numbered 5*841. Beauregard, who considered 

James Island the main gateway to Charleston, had concentrated his inade¬ 

quate force there. At no time could he transfer these troops to Morris 

Island without abandoning at least the south end of James Island and put- 
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ting the whole island in jeopardy. 

On the morning of July iO the Union army landed and within two 

hours had occupied three-fourths of Morris Island, a marshy strip of land 

three and three-fourths miles long. The next morning at dawn they attemp¬ 

ted to take Battery Vagner by assault. Battery Wagner was not a strong 

work. It was made out of palmetto logs and sandbags, and its armament 

included one ten-inch Columbiad, six thirty-two pounders, , and a few field 

pieces.*®^ Its main advantage lay in its location. At Battery Wagner, 

which was three-quarters of a mile south of the northern tip of the island, 

Morris Island was no more than a very narrow, sandy neck of land, twenty- 

five yards wide. In the spring and early fall, the land to the south of 

Wagner was under two feet of water at high tide. Battery Wagner commanded 

the entire breadth of the island at this point. As can be imagined, 

the attempt to assault Wagner on July 11 resulted in a wholesale slaughter. 

Gillmore's troops broke and stumbled in a rain of fire. At least 330 of 
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them were killed, wounded, or missing at the end of the day. 

The Union army attempted a second assault on July 18. The fire 

began about eight o'clock in the morning and lasted for almost twelve 

hours. Battery Wagner received support from Fort Sumter and from the 

batteries on James and Sullivan's Islands. The effect of the bombardment 

was Indescribable: 
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For eleven hours the air seemed filled with every description 
of shot and shell that the magazines of war could supply. Huge 
clouds of sand were blown into the air from the craters formed by 
the bursting shells; the water of the bay was lashed into foam and 
thrown high in jets of spray by the ricocheting shots from the 
ironclads bounding from the water over the parapets and bursting 
within the work, while a dense cloud of sulphurous smoke hung like 
a pall over the scene. 

In Battery Wagner, soldiers were knocked down by exploding shells and were 

found dead without wounds. Some men were buried alive in the sand thrown 
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up by tiie shells. The Union assault of the fort did not actually begin 

until 7:30 P. M. It proved to be a complete and disastrous failure. With¬ 

in 500 yards of the fort, men were mowed down by the shot and shell. They 

were literally shot to pieces: 

A man with a shattered arm attempted to crawl over a mound of 
slain to try with his other arm to strike down his enemy. Some 
hobbled along on one leg and a bleeding stub that they might 
be among those to mount the ramparts. ^ 

The Confederate loss on the 18th was 17**. The Federal loss for the same 

day was incalculable, but it was later estimated that between July 10 and 

July 20, one-third of all Gillmore's troops on the island were killed, 

wounded, missing, or sick.**® 

With the failure of the assault on July 18, Gillmore abandoned his 

plan to carry Wagner by assault and resorted Instead to engineering opera¬ 

tions. Since the disparity in strength was so great, there was no doubt 

that Wagner would eventually fall. But every day the Confederates could 

hold Wagner would give Beauregard valuable time to strengthen his Interior 

defenses and therefore impede Gillmore's objective of taking Charleston.*** 

The siege of Battery Wagner was a terrible experience for the 

Confederate garrison. The summer sun burned down on them incessantly, 

and they had little food or water: 

Dead bodies were all around, and the water smelt and tasted of them, 
and was half salt anyhow. A limited supply was brought from the 
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city, bat this was kept for the wounded. There were some of the 
wells some distance below Wagner that were better, bat one had to 
expose himself to reach them, And soon the Ships found it oat , • • ; 
they soon got the range , , ,, and one risked his life every time 
he went for water. 

Many of the soldiers who survived the shelling died from disease. The 

hospital at Wagner was an atrocious pile of carnage: 

• • • the first thing I remember, I was in the operating depart¬ 
ment, and the surgeon asking me, what was the matter. There was 
a pile of legs, and arms, and several dead bodies lying around, 
and the smell, Good Lord! I told him 'Nothing, except I was 
ston'd for a moment,' Dr, W, C. Ravenel, who was one of the 
surgeons, earns up and asked if I would not like a drink of brandy, 
I must have looked my astonishment, for he laughed and brought me 
a tumbler half full. This set me up. I had on a pair of what we 
called, half English Cavelry [sic3 Boots, that came half way to 
the knees. I found that a piece of the brass sabot from the 
shell had hit me above the ankle, cutting the boot but Just break¬ 
ing the skin, I always thought I got the best of that shell, for 
without it, 'no Brandy. '**2 

People in the city had various reactions to the beginning of siege 

operations on Morris Island, William Gilmore Simms was alarmed by the 

dejection he witnessed in Charleston, He said, "Our people, so far as 

I can learn, have shown • • • a singular degree of apprehensiveness, not 

unwarranted by the circumstances, and not creditable to thei? manhood 
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and resolve." Others reacted differently, Cornelius Burckmyer wrote 

his wife that while at first there was considerable agitation, people were 

beginning to relax and to regain confidence in Beauregard's ability to 

Hit 
foil the enemy again, Charles Kerrison felt that the city was in no 

immediate danger; he reported that "the people appear to keep a firm 

heart and many scoff at the Idea that it shall fall— 

The courage of Charlestonians was tested to its utmost when the 

Union forces began shelling the city on the morning of August 22, 1863» 

When GiUmore's men got within 600 feet of Battery Wagner, they attempted 

to secure their position by mounting a battery in the swamps between 
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Morris and James Islands. The gun, which was called the "Swamp Angel»" 

was a 200-pound Parrott mounted upon vertical sheet piling surrounded 

and protected by a grillage of logs. It could throw shells up to five 

miles» into the center of the city.*^ On the night of August 21» Gill- 

more sent an unsigned note to Beauregard demanding the surrender of the 

city. Beauregard returned the note for signature» but the Swamp Angel 

began firing anyway at lt30 A. At first» the townspeople were 

panic-stricken. They thought that the city had fallen. They fled to the 

upper part of the city» trampling each other as they went. When the 

second shot from the Swamp Angel set fire to a warehouse behind the 

Charleston Hotel» the Fire Department went wild trying to stop the blaze. 

Later» however» the people who remained in town grew accustomed to the 

shelling. They moved their homes and businesses to places along the 

Ashley River and above Calhoun Street» beyond, the .range of the shelling. 

Many people mentioned having narrow escapes with death» and a few casual¬ 

ties resulted from the shelling. But by and large» they came to accept 

the siege as a fact of life. The Swamp Angel exploded on firing its 

thirty-sixth charge» on August 23» On September 7» when Wagner finally 

surrendered» two 10-inch seacoast mortars were placed in the Swamp Angel 

battery to draw off the fire from the Confederate batteries on James Is¬ 

land. At the same time» guns were mounted at Battery Gregg. These guns 

fired a total of 4»253 shells on Charleston before the city fell.*^ 

On August 17 the Union gunboats in the harbor turned their Tire on 

Fort Sumter» attempting to reduce the fort before Battery Wagner was 

taken. Their fire was so effective that by August 23» Fort Sumter's 

offensive capabilities were utterly demolished. The fire on the gorge 

had destroyed every gun on its parapet and had either disabled or dis- 
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mounted all the guns on the parapet of the two faces looking towards the 

city. On that day, Colonel Alfred Rhett, commanding Fort Sumter, reported 

that only one gun was serviceable. The shells badly battered down 

the brick walls of the fort, until they were less than half their former 

height. Work crews were forced to labor by night to fill in the exposed 

faces with sand. The magazines were gradually abandoned and filled with 

sandbags; after September 2, all remaining ammunition except for the 

small arms ammunition was removed from the fort to prevent an outbreak of 
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fire. Tet still Fort Sumter refused to surrender. 

By September 1 the Federal engineers were so close to Battery Wagner 

that the batteries on James Island, which had done them much harm in the 

past, could no longer fire at them without risking hitting their own 

men. When this firing ceased, the engineers went forward with amazing 
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speed. GiUmore ordered them to take Battery Wagner by Assault on the 

morning of September 7* But during the night of the 6th the Confederate 

garrison was ordered to evacuate. The evacuation^ was accomplished so 
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quickly that only seventy men were captured. 

On September 8, both GiUmore and Admiral John A. Dahlgren contem¬ 

plated a boat attack on Fort Sumter. Thomas H. Stevens, commander of the 

Patapsco. heard the plan while dining on the New Ironsides. Although he 

opposed the scheme (he doubted its practicality), he was ordered to com¬ 

mand the expedition. He decided to send one division of boats around the 

fort as a feint, while others remained within easy distance and ready for 

the order to advance. The feint maneuver failed. When Lieutenant Francis 

J. Hlgginson was given the signal to carry out the feint, most of the 

other division commanders dashed after him, assuming that the order to 

advance had been given. After an effort to recall them had failed, no 
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alternative remained bat to order the remaining boats to head for the 

fort. 

As the boats neared Fort Sumter, they were hailed loudly by the 

enemy, A rocket vas sent up from the fort, and as it exploded, the bat. 

teries on James and Sullivan's Islands opened fire. Before long, "the 

parapets and crown of Sumter were filled with men pouring a murderous 

fire down on our defenseless party, and heavy missiles and hand grenades 

helped on the work of destruction,* While this fire continued, several 

boats had effected a landing. The crews and their officers were driven 
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to shelter and taken prisoners. The event caused great excitement 

among the weary garrison at Fort Sumter. William Mason Smith wrote his 

mothers 

About 11 o'clock I was aroused by being called to by Frank Huger 
who told me that the Tankey boats were coming, I immediately got 
up and went to the parapet, where I got hold of some hand grenades 
which I commenced to pile at them with a vengeance. After a short 
while wet were rejoiced to hear them cry out we surrender, and two 
or three marines crawled tip over the debris, • • • There were 138 
prisoners of idiom twelve were officers. They were fine material 
but fought very poorly, • • • We are to have a grand hunt for their 
swords tomorrow, I have some fine buttons too I intend to keep. * 

So ended the first stage of the siege of Charleston, Since April, 

1861, the citizens had learned the true meaning of war. They had seen 

blockading ships Invade their harbor and threaten to destroy their com¬ 

merce, They had seen friends and relatives perish, not only on distant 

battlefields in Virginia and the West, but in their own midst. They had 

suffered themselves—not merely from petty annoyances, such as rising 

prices and a scarcity of goods—but from a disastrous fire and from the 

shelling of their city. Gradually, they learned to cope with disaster 

and defeat, Morris Island had fallen, but the expected ironclad invasion 

of the harbor had not followed. Fort Sumter was in ruins, but she still 
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stood, a symbol of Charleston's courage, "proud and defiant as in her 

palmiest days—crushed, not conquered, «recked but not reduced. 

The same could be said of the city itself. All of Charleston's war 

battles were not fought on the field, however. Many were waged on city 

streets, in homes and offices, and exemplified the most ordinary concerns 

of civilized man. The war exaggerated the problems the citizens faced— 

business and social relations, caring for the sick, and providing for 

their needy as well as themselves. At the very time their physical will 

to survive was being tested, Charlestonians had to solve problems of 

everyday living. 
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m. CHARLESTON BUSINESS AND THE BLOCKADE 

"Some men, we know, mast make money oat of or daring a war, 
and make it honestly, . . 

—Charleston Courier « Sept* 21, 1864* 

For thirty years prior to the Civil War the economy of South 

Carolina, and consequently that of Charleston, had been declining* With 

the growth of industry and the strengthening of her financial and trans¬ 

portation systems, the North had lured commercial trade away from Southern 

ports such as Charleston's. A plantation economy had required capital, 

and the planters of South Carolina had become increasingly dependent upon 

"factors," or agents of Northern business firms, to furnish them the credit 

necessary to finance the harvesting and marketing of their crops* Never¬ 

theless, Charleston in 1860 was from all outward appearances an active 

and thriving business community* It was the commercial and financial, 

as well as the social, center of the state.* 

As in all other cities of the Confederacy, the Civil War severely 

disrupted the normal life of Charleston's business community. The city's 

economic life centered around the plantation system. Through Charleston 

harbor South Carolina planters exported their crops, chiefly cotton and 

rice, and imported manufactured goods and other commodities which they 

did not produce themselves* The banking and financial community's main 

function was to supply credit for these planters, and professional men 

such as lawyers and doctors counselled them on their investments and 

80 
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provided for their personal well-being. Even the so-called "service 

Industries" in the city (the hotels were one notable example) depended 

on the seasonal patronage of planters traveling to the city. With the 

war a large number of these planters and businessmen entered the army. 

In the city, merchants were left without clerks, banks without tellers, 

and hotels without waiters. Host important of all, the source of their 

income dwindled, is prices rose and men left the farms and plantations 

to enter the army, the number of customers fell sharply. Wartime con¬ 

ditions such as the blockade further hampered Charleston's economic life, 

for they altered trading patterns and endangered commerce. But although 

Charleston suffered economically, it was the scene of much wartime business 

activity. The conduct of this business and of its promoters illustrates 

both the industriousness and the lethargy, the benevolence and the rapac¬ 

ity, of the city as a whole. 

During the months immediately preceding the war, Charlestonians 

felt confident of their business prospects. In a report for the February 

edition of the Southern Christian Advocate. George W. Williams and Com¬ 

pany, a mercantile house, stated that business was improving despite the 

continued uncertainty of the political situation. Cotton and other prices 

were holding fairly steady, and Charleston merchants were preparing for 

2 
any eventuality by importing large quantities of goods. Increasingly 

they began to Import goods directly from foreign countries. This prac¬ 

tice was encouraged, for citizens felt it would help to render the South 

3 
commercially independent of the North. By early March the Courier 

could reports 

The spring trade is opening with a fresh demand, and we learn 
that supplies by heavy importations have arrived in greater 
quantities than usual at such periods. Our wharves are also 
assuming a crowded appearance. Cotton is coming in fast, and 
meets with a good and fair demand. 
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Few people suspected at this time that the city would suffer fron a 

scarcity of goods or that market prices would soar to unreasonable 

heights.** 

Charlestonians were also encouraging the growth of their infant 

industries. In early April the Courier commented favorably on the prog¬ 

ress of a retail clothing firm, which had recently moved a branch of its 

manufacturing from New York to Charleston. It felt that the firm, which 

employed over 200 people in its sewing department alone, offered a good 

stimulus to labor and Increased the available supply of goods: 

Such an establishment opens the door for the employment of both 
native and foreign workmen. The inducements held out to honest 
industry must, with the revival of business, in a short time 
tend to a large Increase of our permanent population and the 
general advancement of all interests. With the raw material 
and our own manufactures, we will be enabled to defy compe¬ 
tition. Charleston will then become what she is destined to 
be, the great market for the Southern merchants 

Realizing that the new Confederate government's success would depend 

heavily on the confidence of the Southern people, Charlestonians also 

encouraged Investment in Confederate securities. The city's response to 

the first Confederate loan was overwhelming. South Carolina had been 

expected to contribute $1, 125*000, but in two days the city of Charles¬ 

ton alone raised $2,200,000. On April 18 subscriptions were closed, 

and Charlestonians were assured of the Confederacy's brilliant future.*’ 

But already in the city there were signs for worry. Even before 

the firing on Fort Sumter, merchants had begun to complain about the 

stagnation of trade. Charleston was losing much of its trade to Savannah, 

because foreign vessels were reluctant to enter a harbor where civil war 

7 
was imminent. The appearance of the Federal blockading fleet in April 

made commerce even more difficult. Its mere presence kept many ships 



83 

from attempting to enter the harbor, and the British proclamation of 

neutrality forbade British ships to attempt to break any legally imposed 

blockade. Whereas 4,839 bales of cotton left Charleston between April 

20 and 30, 1861, and 24,874 bales left during the month of Hay, not a 
8 

single bale cleared port during the month of June. This decrease reflec¬ 

ted a downward trend which prevailed throughout the Confederacy. Between 

mid-April and mid-Hay, 1861, the exportation of cotton at all Confederate 

ports decreased by 812,450 bales. New Orleans showed the greatest decline, 

342,000 bales.^ Charlestonian patriotism did not help the situation. By 

early June more than forty of the city's cotton factor firms had distrib¬ 

uted a circular urging the non-exportation of cotton until the blockade 

had been lifted. They felt that by denying Great Britain a supply of 

cotton they could force her not only to insist that the North raise the 

blockade, but to recognize the Confederacy. Public feeling endorsed the 

non-exportation policy wholeheartedly. 

Observers also noticed that the Charleston domestic market's abun¬ 

dance was encouraging over-consumption, particularly in the army. Beef, 

veal, eggs, fresh fruits and vegetables, and even imported wines and 

delicacies were readily available at low priées.** Soldiers encamped 

near the city, especially those with aristocratic tastes, were tempted to 

gorge themselvess 
a 

Some old bills of Klinck and Klingberg, who were the grocers of 
most of us, show how sadly far off we were from the real state of 
the case. Champagne, madeira, and sherry, pate de foie gras, and 
French green peas, sardines and Spanish olives, Spanish cigars with 
other luxuries, formed then the staple of our stores of soldiers' 
fare. The time came when a sweet potato would have been an accep¬ 
table luxury, if we could have had enough of them. 

Host important of all, although most employers had been quite 

generous in giving their employees time off to drill and train, a few 
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businessmen hurt the war effort before it even got off the ground* They 

refused to permit their employees to leave their jobs even for a week or 

two, threatening to replace them if they failed to appear for work* As 

early as March, 1861, the actions of these men had prompted the Courier 

to call for a change in the laws regarding the militia* It suggested that 

rather than penalize the militiaman, the law should penalize his employer 

when the employer's conduct prevented the militiaman from performing his 

duty*^ In October, 1861, the retail merchants on King Street agreed to 

close their stores at 2:00 P. M. "for the war," so that the city's volun¬ 

teer forces would have time to drill* Again, two or three businessmen 

refused to comply. This time loyal merchants called upon the public to 

censure the nonconformists: 

It would be superflous to sum up the amount of dishonesty, 
in thus wilfully breaking a compact for our mutual welfare* The 
public will draw their own conclusions, as to where the 'patri¬ 
otism* of these gentlemen may be found* If it is necessary to 
make any sacrifices to secure our independence, the community will 
require that all should bear a part; and those who secede from 
our ranks must bear an inevitable stigma**1* 

Public disapproval was and continued to be a fairly effective check on 

the business community* However, the fact that citizens had to resort 

to it so soon, and at a time when loyalties to the government were still 

strong, was a sign for discomfort* 

The war began to take its first serious toll on business in July, 

1861* In that month several of the city's old, established partnerships 

dissolved* The downward trend continued steadily until July, 1862* It 

is particularly noteworthy because It occurred at a time when the city 

still considered itself a reasonably prosperous business community which 

had not directly suffered from the ravages of war*^ On December 30, 

1861, the state convention authorized its Committee on the Military to 



85 

request that Governor Pickens appoint a person in Charleston to close 

all places of business should an emergency require it. Businesses deal¬ 

ing in the manufacture of arms or munitions* or those managed by women 

or by men disqualified from military service were to be exempt.1*’ How¬ 

ever* this measure proved to be unnecessary, for businessmen joined in 

the general exodus from Charleston. Constant dread of attack throughout 

the year 1862 prompted Confederate commanders in Charleston to urge non- 

combatants to leave. 
* 

In mid-1862 special notice was given to the departure of banking 

business. Many local banks* afraid of an attack on the city, had removed 

to the interior of the state. Some had left no agents in Charleston* while 

others had left agents without granting them authority to renew or receive 

payments on notes. Many people felt that it was ridiculous for Charles¬ 

tonians to conduct their business from Columbia* and on July h, 1862* the 

Courier was prompted to say* "Every able-bodied citizen ought to be here 

—HERE—to aid in defence of the city."*’? After July* 1862* business 

continued to decline* both from scarcity of goods and lack of patronage. 

But less attention was given to these removals* not only because they 

were more commonplace* but because scarcity of paper compelled the news¬ 

papers to reduce the length and number of their advertisements. By late 

1862 a visitor to the city could say: 

In a commercial sense Charleston is* for the present* out of 
business. The shows of goods in the drapers'* hosiers'* and 
fancy goods* shops in fashionable King Street are simply 
ridiculous; but as the ladies and most of the women of the 
city have gone up the country* to stay till the war is over* 
it does not much matter. Charleston is, in fact* populated only 
by the troops and their hangers-on* the Jews and other visitors 
attanding the auction sales* and the families and negroes who 
eater for the first-named classes.18 

After the shelling of the city began in August* 1863» many busi- 
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nesses were forced to move uptown or close» for the most active part of 

the business district was in the lover section of the city and therefore 

was the most battered. 7 Conditions worsened» and by April» 1864, pil¬ 

fering had become so common that the City Council had to regulate the 

purchase and sale of all second-hand articles and junk. Not only did a 

peddler have to be licensed, but he had to be bonded and to submit char- 

20 
acter references from three local freeholders. Hotels were forced to 

close because of the shelling, and temporary residents in the city soon 

discovered that the businesses which remained charged unreasonable prices 

for their services. One man wrote his sister: 

I have not found a boarding house yet. Everyone I meet is 
of the same mind—Can't get a good place. Mrs. Finneys boarders 
complain that they can see daylight through the bread. Another 
place X heard of charges $50 per week for very poor fare. At a 
little place on King St X can get meals for $5 each, which amounts 
to about $70 per week but [then] X get enough to eat.2* 

The greatest single business loss in Charleston not directly attrib¬ 

utable to the war was the destruction of three out of the four local 

Insurance companies in the fire of December, 1861. After the fire all 

that remained were seven or eight agencies of Georgia and Virginia com¬ 

panies, plus one local company with capital assets of $250,000. The 

state legislature immediately chartered three new companies, which 

began selling stock on December 30, 1861. The sales began slowly, but by 

February 3» 1862, the stock for all three companies had been subscribed. 

Charlestonians were finally von over by the argument that if the city 

had only one insurance company, the money paid out for premiums would 

leave the city and perhaps even the state. 

By the autumn of 1861, many Charlestonians realised that they were 

being cheated by current business practices. A common complaint was that 

an itinerant could transact business in the city without paying any fee 
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to a commission merchant. This was the procedure in such a transactions 

Charles Jones visits Charleston with letters of credit from 
several of the large Cotton houses who have agents in New York, and 
who have correspondents in Charleston» with orders for Cotton» which 
he wishes to ship to Liverpool» Havre and Bremen. Quotations are 
given him by the Charleston house. He is carried round to every 
factor's office; he is shown the samples of the Cotton; he desires 
1000 bales bought by the commission merchant» but does not want 
to have his bills drawn against the same on England» but wants 
time; so sells his bills on New York; sends samples by steamer; 
let bills be 60 days; draws his bills of laden to order. Makes it 
British» French, or German property. The Cotton is shipped to 
Liverpool» Havre or Bremen on account of Charles Jones» but it is 
sold in New York by the Charleston sample. The foreign agent buys 
his Cotton in New York» and Charles Jones» an itinerant» makes all 
the money out of the operation» for the Charleston commission mer¬ 
chant charges no commission when the parties are present who want 
the Cotton bought» and it is not uncommon for our city banks to 
buy bills on the North when accompanied by letters of credit from 
any stranger who is introduced by English» French, German or Dutch 
houses residing in Charleston, and our banks have actually refused 
bills from our own people to take these Yankee bills . . .23 

Another frequent complaint was that merchants were charging their 

customers unreasonably high prices. In October, 1861, George W. Williams 

attempted to defend himself and his fellow marchants. He said that local 

merchants were themselves paying high prices to obtain goods in New 

Orleans and the West; ten to twelve cents for brown sugar, forty cents 

for coffee and candles, twenty-five cents for bacon and lard, twenty 

cents for bagging and rope, and so on. Transportation costs ran from 

two to four cents a pound. To realize any profit whatsoever from such 

a venture, a merchant had to charge high prices. He challenged his fel¬ 

low citizens to devise a more economical method for obtaining supplies, 

but he felt that the real solution lay in personal self-sacrifice. He 

believed that Charlestonians should learn to do without some of their 

high-priced luxuries: 

It does seem that the people of Charleston, and of the Confederate 
States, will never realize that we are actually engaged in a des¬ 
tructive war, not in a war of one, two, or three years, but in a 
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war equal in magnitude to that of the old 'Revolution. 

likewise» "Fact»" writing to the Courier in April» 1862» commented that 

scarcity was the chief cause of high prices. He said that "if an article 

is scarce» the price will be high» but if the demand be proportionately 

little» the price will be low. *^5 

Despite the attempts of businessmen to justify their own practices» 

the charges of extortion mounted. One of the leading antagonists of 

Charleston's businessmen was John Bachman. Bachman» a former unionist 

and an idealist» was pastor of St. John's Lutheran Church in Charleston. 

He had collaborated with the naturalist John James Audubon in some of 

his later work» and during the Civil War he was engaged in aiding sick 

and wounded soldiers. His wrath was extended to planters» manufacturers» 

and speculators alike. The planters of the state had raised their prices 

to meet the rising costs of living. Tet in 1862 Bachman contended that 

it was unfair to triple the prices of poultry» eggs» and other fana 

products at a time when South Carolina was marketing the largest and best 

crop in its history. He called upon planters to form price-fixing asso¬ 

ciations to encourage sales of food, and he asked municipal authorities 

26 
to enforce price ceilings. He condemned manufacturers of cotton cloth 

for raising prices, although he admittedly did not know how much textile 

27 
manufacturing existed in South Carolina. Planters and manufacturers 

alike defended themselves by explaining that rises in the general cost 

of living (chiefly instigated ty the blockade of Charleston harbor) had 

forced these increases. 

Bachman considered the speculator the worst of all extortioners. 

Ifrwould be difficult to define precisely the term "speculator," since 

he used it to cover a multitude of sins. He regarded the speculator in 
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Charleston as one symptom of the degeneracy of the community as a «hole: 

Our markets are controlled by speculators. They are found 
purchasing every chicken and the eggs they can grasp at our 
Rail Road depots, and the sufferers in our hospitals are at their 
mercy. Your poaching, huckstering, poultry women have too much 
sway. You have made laws to shut up the dram shops; do you see 
no drunken soldiers in the streets? Have you looked at the 
resort of the officers in your fashionable hotels, and ascer¬ 
tained whether there are no secret winding stairs where your 
laws are invaded?^0 

Bachman also believed that the speculator was a draft-dodger (or else 

too old for military service) and "indifferent to the nobleness" of the 

Confederate cause.^ The longer the war lasted the more people tended to 

identify profiteers with draft evasion, and by mid-1863 the Courier 

could remark: 

There are two very cheering signs we see—the abundance of 
breadstuffs of all kinds, and the consequent decline in prices 
and elongation of the faces of monopolists, and the great num¬ 
ber of able bodied citizens who have not been in the field. 
... It is consoling to think that we have got along so well 
without the services of these men, who are, of course, ready 
at any call.-'0 

Public opinion also identified speculators with the business of 

blockade running in Charleston.^* In July» 1862, one A. H. Abrahams 

publicly accused Robert Allston Pringle of misrepresenting the width of 

some material he had offered for sale at auction and then trying to con- 

32 
ceal his dishonesty by hiding the material after it had been sold. The 

Bee Store, which sold blockade-run goods to the public at auction, was 

both widely praised and widely criticized. One widow found their prac¬ 

tices so offensive that she bought a newspaper ad to voice her objections: 

I have heard mnch, of the generosity, philanthropy and bene¬ 
volence of the Bee Store, and that it was established for the 
benefit of the public. Now, sir, I have found it quite different 
from my experience; I have found them extortioners, and their 
employees insulting; their attention seems to be bestowed on one 
class of females. I am not alone, for almost every white lady 
that has been there makes the same complaint. The treatment I 
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received I can never forget. . . . Is it possible that truth 
and virtue exist only in name? 33 

Mostly, however, merchants—whether dealing in blockade-run goods or 

not—were charged simply with "aggravating the evils of the war and of 

prices." Such men were considered selfish, for they valued profit above 

patriotism. Even the local newspapers, which zealously exposed extor¬ 

tioners, did not classify the speculators as "typical" Charlestonians: 

We do not consider such persons specimens or representatives 
of the mercantile character and of Charleston merchants, and in 
any remarks ve have uttered or shall utter concerning such 
sharpers, we refer only to. persons guilty, and not to any class 
of dealers as such, • • 

Bachman's bitterest criticism was reserved for the speculator who 

won the admiration of his fellow citizens by contributing generously to 

local charities. He said: 

The names of some of these greedy money-seekers are sometimes 
heralded in our daily journals as large benefactors to the 
Confederacy. Such gifts cannot receive the approbation of 
God, for the money was in~ reality not theirs—others paid it; 
the poor, the helpless, the widow, the soldier's family, were 
all taxed, to enable this rich man to give a splendid donation, 
and make a show of liberality before the public. 

nevertheless, Charlestonians as a whole were reluctant to look gift horses 

in the mouth, and they rejoiced at having merchants in the city "who deem 

it one of the benefits and privileges of mercantile success and resources 

'to do good and to communicate.*"^ Many of the city's merchants gave 

their money freely and generously. John Fraser and Company, an import- 

export house, contributed large sums of money and supplies to the Wayside 

Hospital and the Charleston Free Market, as did E. L. Kerrison and Ben¬ 

jamin Mordecai. The South Carolina Importing and Exporting Company gave 

liberally to local charities. Among other things, it imported six ice¬ 

manufacturing machines from Liverpool for the benefit of sick and wounded 

soldiers.37 while Bachman was proclaiming the hypocrisy of the wealthy, 
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the hypercritical Susan Middleton was commending the generosity of the 

Kerri son family* Noting Kerrison*s many contributions to the poor and 

to public charities, she remarked, "Is it not pleasant to hear of this 

effect of sudden prosperity? You know a few years ago this Mr. Kerrison 

was nearly a ruined man. 

The city tried to curb extortionary practices as best it could. 

In January, 1863, meat prices soared, despite the ampler supply. Pork 

and inferior beef were selling for seventy-five cents per pound; steak, 

for a dollar a pound. Finally the City Council permitted proprietors 

of corner stores to sell fresh meat in their shops. They felt that by 

increasing the number of dealers they would encourage competition and 

avoid speculation. In late September of the same year inflation again 

beeame a problem throughout the state. The legislature retaliated by 

appointing a commission to set a price schedule, which would remain in 

effect for two months/*® The Subsistence Committee of the Charleston 

City Council also began to realize that shelling had taken its toll on 

the city's supplies. Many people who had formerly brought their goods 

to the Charleston market were now afraid to do so. As a result, prices 

had risen and food was scarce. Not only the poor, but all classes were 

in danger of starvation. To cure the problem the Subsistence Committee 

sent its own agents to purchase goods in the interior of the state. They 

then opened stores and issued tickets to those who wanted supplies. By 

October, 1863, more than 3>000 families were obtaining necessities in 

hi 
this manner. 

By July, 1864, Charlestonians were tired of inflation, scarcity, 

and monopoly. But they realized that seme of the evils could be remedied 

by banding together to "'help yourself when and where you can.'" The 
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result was the Mutual Supply Association* Organized by the merchants 

John Hanckel, J. Reid Boylston, and J* Legare Tates, it opened for busi¬ 

ness on July 8* Customers subscribed to it by baying stock in the 

Association for fifty dollars a share* A shareholder vas entitled to make 

purchases at its store, which vas open only three hours each day* Prices 

were belov retail values, although some items vere in short supply* The 

store vas hailed as an immediate success, but no record remains to indi- 

ILO 

cate how long it survived* 

One indication of their confidence in the Confederacy's success vas 

the extent to which Charlestonians speculated in government securities* 

The zeal with: which they had subscribed to the Confederate loan was sus¬ 

tained throughout 1862 and much of 1863* They proclaimed that "the Confed¬ 

erate debt is as safe as any security in the world, "^3 but vere careful 

to distinguish between speculation in securities and other forms of spec¬ 

ulation: 

When I write you about speculations, you must not think that 
I have been speculating in food or articles of clothing* All 
my purchases have been of Stocks and Bonds and it is only in 
this way that I have made any money* -I should despise myself 
if in this time of our country's need I should do anything to 
put up the price of a single article of necessity*4*4 

Charlestonians, in short, believed that the strength of Confederate secu¬ 

rities lay in the public's confidence in them, and that the best proof 

of this confidence was to buy them* Government bonds were offered for 

sale in Charleston as late as January, 1865» but by this time many people 

vere preferring to sell them in Richmond rather than to accept sacrifice 

prices in Charleston.^ 

But Charlestonians did not approve of the Confederate government's 

currency policies, particularly when they served to devaluate the cur- 
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rency. When in 1863 Christopher G. Memminger was instrumental in per¬ 

suading the Confederacy to repudiate its 8 per cent notes and notes which 

simply purported to be fundable in Confederate stocks and bonds, the 

Courier called his action a "faithless freak of finance»"^ In 1864 the 

Confederate government decided to discount all small bills by one-third, 

and again they objected vociferously. At the same time, they attempted 

to stop currency devaluation in their own way. They insisted that mer¬ 

chants who Charged exceedingly high prices because they felt the currency 

was worth little were actually contributing to its depreciation and there¬ 

fore lessening the value of their own transactions. Instead, producers 

and consumers alike should "act together to brace and support and main¬ 

tain the currency—which is not a matter of discretionary ornament, or 

speculation or luxury, but of the very life blood of our cause and coun¬ 

try. "^7 Unfortunately, the warning came too late. 

By far the biggest and most profitable business (as well as specu¬ 

lative enterprise) in Charleston during the Civil War was blockade run¬ 

ning. After the Federal blockading squadron anchored off the bar in the 

spring of 1861, citizens had to devise ways of eluding the blockaders or 

else do without many imported necessities and luxuries. Fortunately, some 

of them were well-experienced Importers and exporters. They not only 

had ships at their disposal but knew where to find navigators familiar 

with South Carolina's coastal waters. As a result, Charleston became the 

blockade-running capital of the Confederacy. Four ships entered Charles¬ 

ton harbor for every one at any other Confederate port, and more supplies 

48 
of Confederate arms were drawn from that city than from any other. 

The main requirements for a blockade-running vessel were sturdi¬ 

ness, speed, and lightness 6f draft. Although steamships were generally 
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considered the best risk, many sailing ships also ran the blockade. 

Despite the dangers involved, the margin of success was high. Between 

April 19» 1861 and February 17» 1865» 1»735 out of 1,054 known attempts 

to run the blockade at the Carolina ports were successful.^ The ves¬ 

sels were usually painted the same color as the water. When entering or 

leaving a harbor they traveled without lights; rarely would they attempt 

a "run" except at high tide on a foggy or cloudy night. 

The blockade-running trade was immensely profitable for everyone 

concerned. Crew pay for blockade runners was high» and frequently these 

men had the additional advantage of being paid in gold. For example» a 

master's pay for a single run from Nassau to Charleston in August» 1863» 

was $8,000 in Confederate money, or $600 in gold.^ The prices of 

blockade-run goods, even considering the inflation of Confederate currency, 

yielded enormous profits. The following table illustrates the compara¬ 

tive wholesale costs and sale prices of a portion of one cargo In the 

spring of 1862 s 

3 dos. *13* spring skirts 
6 dos. *20' spring skirts 
12 dos. gents' fancy neckties 
204 dos. Coates sewing cotton 
12 gross pearl shirt buttons 
1 case women's city made gaiters 

Item Value 
$ 6.50/dos. 
10.00/dos. 
2.40/dos. 
,32/dos. 
•48/gross 

18.90 

Auction Price 
$48.00/dos. 
72.00/doz. 
5.10/dos. 
1.30/doz. 
l.25/grossc1 

63.00 51 

Shareholders in blockade-running companies could realize enormous returns 

on their investments, even if the ships sank. The Importing and Export¬ 

ing Company of South Carolina, the state's first unincorporated stock 

company to engage in blockade running, had lost both of its ships by 

June 17» 1862. But the enterprise had netted a terrific profit for 

original shareholders who had kept their holdings until the company's 

forced liquidation. For every $1,000 they had invested, they received 
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$2,535*36 in dividends—a clear profit of 158 per cent.-^ Although 

William C. Bee, the company's senior partner, later stated that it vas 

tt'a popular error that large profits were realized by the stockholders 

from the operations of the Company,"* Benjamin Mordecai vas probably 

more nearly correct in saying that it "'is believed to have been the 

most successful company organized during the war. '"53 

The Confederate government soften profited from blockade running, too. 

Before goods vere offered for public sale, the mercantile house engaged 

in blockade running would offer to sell its entire shipment to the govern¬ 

ment at regulation prices which the government set. In this vay the gov¬ 

ernment could purchase at lover prices than if it had had to bid competi¬ 

tively.-^ In addition, the government was often given cargo priority. 

John FTaser and Company of Charleston reserved its prime space for heavy 

government freight. Lighter packages, such as shoes, clothing, and medi¬ 

cines, could be sent only if there vas any space left. Firms like John 

FTaser and Company served the government valiantly, because they ran the 

blockade at their own risk. Had they not performed this service, the 

government would have had to employ its own purchasing agents and assume 

the risks itself.^ 

However, not all blockade-running firms vere as co-operative as 

John FTaser and Company, and by 1863 the Confederate government was forced 

to pre-empt one-third of the cargo space on each vessel for its own use. 

Still some firms refused to comply. The Importing and Exporting Company, 

which had been chartered as an incorporated stock company after its earlier 

liquidation in June, 1862,^ was one of the most notorious offenders. The 

"Bee" Company, as it came to be called, was defying the government not 

because it wanted to use this space to import supplies for troops in and 
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from South Carolina alone. Furthermore, the state of South Carolina, 

which was a stockholder In the company, would not surrender its space 

and income.**? Finally on March 7* 1864, the Confederate government had 

to claim one-half of all cargo space. Lewis Jervey, the Bee Company's 

agent in Nassau, complained in April that this measure had cut his busi- 
ro 

ness in half. But in the long run, it actually increased business, 

because the government paid its freight charges according to weight 

rather than volume, and it paid in gold. In February, 1865, every gold 

dollar these companies received was worth fifty-eight dollars in Confed¬ 

erate currency.^ 

Reviewing the extent of blockade running in Charleston causes one 

to doubt the actual effectiveness of the Federal blockade. As Marcus W. 

Price has pointed out, the main value of the blockade lay in the number 

60 
of vessels it drove away simply by being there. Certainly John A. 

Dahlgren's claim that the joint operations of the United States Army and 

Navy in the summer of 1863 had "stopped" blockade running was just wish¬ 

ful thinking. Although this action did reduce the volume of the business 

in Charleston, many of the ships were re-routed to Wilmington, North 

Carolina. Statistics also show that the city's blockade-running trade 

was beginning to recover by late 1864. Whereas ninety-four vessels had 

entered or cleared Charleston during the first half of 1863, only eighteen 

entered or cleared during the second half, and nine of these runs had 

occurred in July. But in the second half of 1864 the number rose to 

fifty-six.61 

Neither have statistics supported the contention that most blockade 

running was done by foreigners. W. C. Corsan, an Englishman, had received 

this impression when he had visited Charleston in late 1862 and early 18631 
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It vas a very large trade» filled the hotels with strangers» 
and employed many porters» draymen» and other labourers. The 
regular resident merchants had» I found, sold out their stocks 
long ago» closed their stores, invested their money in planta¬ 
tions, cotton, scrip, gold, or sterling exchange, removed their 
families into the Interior, and remained behind watching events. 

But from his examination of the papers of the Importing and Exporting 

Company of South Carolina, Theodore D. Jervey concluded that the bulk 

of the trade was done by Charlestonians, although it Involved some 

Georgians, Virginians, North Carolinians, and even New Yorkers.^ But 

many non-Charlestonians, especially aliens, did visit the city to specu¬ 

late in blockade-run goods sold at auction. The usual custom was for a 

firm to sell its entire cargo (minus the government freight) in a single 

64 
lot, or to sell by the package only. J. Thomas Scharf reported that 

foreigners would pool their resources to purchase large lots of merchan¬ 

dise. They would then divide the merchandise and re-sell it to the pub¬ 

lic at enormous profits.^ In December, 1862, the Courier attacked 

these aliens and the government's practice of giving them consular pro¬ 

tection: 

We suppose that it is unnecessary to show that when, tinder the 
blockade system, supplies from foreign countries reach us, that 
we must be prepared to pay a large price for every article we 
need; but what we object to is, that these prices should be 
enhanced to an enormous extent by the presence and Interference 
of parties who, being exempt from the exhausting taxation which 
attend and must follow the end of the war, are merely speculating 
on the wants of the people, and creating an artificial necessity 
by buying up the articles most needed by the community.®® 

Blockade running greatly changed the character of local commerce. 

Honey poured in and was spent by "strangers" on luxuries which the 

average person could not afford. Naturally, some resentment to the 

blockade runners developed People began to wonder whether passports 

had any meaning when foreigners could go and come as they pleased. They 

felt that auction sales of blockade-run goods encouraged speculation and 



98 

thus increased the inflation of their currency. Some even began to 

question the patriotism of the enterprise» for they suspected the goods 

68 
had actually come from the North Instead of from Europe* Men vho had 

the opportunity to enter the blockade-running business often felt guilty 

about doing so* In July of I863» Cornelius Burckmyer wrote his wife» 

who was then in Europe: 

I had an application to know if I would go to Nassau to take an 
agency for a line of steamers which I unhesitatingly declined. 
I could make a good deal of money out of it» perhaps h 100 or 
£ 1,200 per month but I do not like the position and the company 
it would bring me into. * * * X have no idea of returning to 
Europe, but only mean to say that if X should leave Charleston 
it would be for that purpose and no other. 

Some firms attempted to alleviate the evils of blockade running. In an 

effort to stop speculation and serve the general public, the Importing 

and Exporting Company sold its importations in small lots at private 

70 
auctions, threatening to expose any re-sales of its merchandise. Tet 

the resentment continued to exist* 

Basically, however, Charlestonians were sympathetic with the prac¬ 

tice of running the blockade* They invested in the stocks of the various 

companies, and they bought blockade-run goods when they could afford 

them* In the long run, they felt that the availability of these goods 

71 
was more important than the prices they had to pay* They tended to 

dissociate the old, established firms in their own city from the evils 

commonly attributed to blockade runners as a group: 

John Fraser and Company were not planters or merchants even who 
went into the importing business for the first time under the 
war to make money thereby* The war found them in that business, 
which they would have rendered even larger before the war if all 
who hated and cursed the Tankees and preached up direct foreign 
trade had acted out their professions.'2 

But primarily they admired blockade running for the adventurous 

spirit it symbolized* As the skeptic William J. Grayson said on the 
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arrival of a steamer in late 1862: 

It is no wonder that men devise such words as chance, fortune, 
lock, to characterise certain events—such events as are brought 
about by causes the chain of which we are unable to trace. We 
live in times when fortunes are made by a single lucky hit and 
the blind goddess is worshipped accordingly. 73 

If blockade running epitomised the materialistic and inflationary char¬ 

acter of Charleston's business during the Civil War, it also reflected 

its ingenuity and perseverance. With a Federal fleet at anchor off the 

bar and normal commerce at a standstill, Charlestonians turned to market¬ 

ing their courage. Every time a ship entered or left Charleston harbor, 

it ridiculed the fleet "lying big, threatening and belligerent before 

the city's Seagate."?** Thus, no matter how much Charlestonians criti¬ 

cized its specific evils, they accepted blockade naming as one of their 

wartime institutions. It proved to the outside world their ability to 

defy Federal authority. 



NOTES 

100 

1. Supra., chap, i, p. 5* 

2. Quoted In Courier. Feb. 7» 1861. 

3* Courier. March 28, 1861. 

4. Ibid.. March 2, 1861. 

5. Ibid.. April 3» 1861. 

6. Ibid.. April 19, 1861. 

7* Doubleday, p. 124. 

8. Marcus W. Price, "Blockade Running as a Business in South Carolina 
during the War between the States, 1861-1865," American Neptune. IX, 1 
(January, 1949)» 53-54. 

9. Courier. May 15, 1861, 

10. Price, p. 54. 

11. Courier. March 22, May 11, 1861. 

12. Porter, p. 123. 

13. Courier. March 4, 1861. 

14. Ibid.. Oct. 7, 1861. 

15» Ibid.. July 1, 1861-July 1, 1862, passim. 

16. Journal of the Convention of the People of South Carolina, held in 
1860,~Ï86l. and'1862. together with the Ordinances. Reports. Resolutions. 
etc. (Columbia: R, W. Gibbes, 1862), p. 3l6. 

17. Courier. June 28, July 4, 1862. 

18. Corsan, p. 135* 

19* News and Courier. Our Women « « .« p. 51* 

20. Courier. April 30, 1864. 

21. Abbott and Puryear, SCHM. IXE, 4 (October, I960), 211. 

22. Courier, Dee. 28, 1861; Jan. 11, 17» 20, Feb. 3» 1862. 

23. Ibid.. Aug. 31* 1861 



101 

24. Ibid.. Oct. 1,' 1861. 

25. Ibid.. April 28, 1862. 

26. Ibid.. April 23, 30, 1862. 

27. Ibid.. April 24, 1862. 

28. Ibid.. April 30, 1862. 

29. Ibid.. April 3, 1862. 

30. Ibid.. May 16, 1863. 

31. Bifr®», pp. 97"98. 

32. Cocrier. July 24, 1862. 

33* Ibid.. July 6, 1864; see also April 8, 12, 1864. 

34. Ibid.. April 7, 1864. 

35. Ibid.. April 30, 1862. 

36. Ibid.. May 7* 1864. 

37. Ibid.. Dec. 31* 1861; Nov. 22, 1862; Aug. 13, 1864. 

38. Leland, SCHM. IXEII, 4 (October, 1962), 207-208. 

39. Courier. Jan. 21, 1863. 

40. Ibid.. Sept. 30, 1863. 

41. Ibid.. Oct. 7, 1863. 

42. Ibid., July 2, 9, 25, 26, 1864. 

43. Ibid.. Sept. 25, 1862. 

44. Burckmyer, p. 236. 

45. A. F. Ravenel to Allan Macfarlan, Jan. 14, 1865, MSS, Allan Macfarlan 
Papers, South Carolinlana Library, University of South Carolina. 

46. Courier. March 27, June 16, 1863. 

47. Ibid.. Aug. 9, Sept. 12, 1864. 

48. Thomas Cooper DeLeon, Four Years in Rebel Capitals; An Inside View 
of Life in the Southern Confederacy, from Birth to Death (Mobile: The 
Gossip Printing Company, 1890), p. 283; J. Thomas Scharf, History of the 
Confederate States Navy (New York: Joseph McDonough, 1894), p. 4ÿ£. 



102 

These statistics» however» are difficult to confira and» although often 
quoted, may well be an exaggeration of Charleston's wartime commercial 
importance. 

49. Price, p. 52. 

50. Theodore D. Jervey, "Charleston during the Civil War," Annual 
Report of the American Historical Association. 1913 (Washington, 1915)» 

I. 175. 

51» Price, p. 37, cf., Corsan, pp. 127-128. 

52. Price, pp. 37-33. In this excellent article, Price discusses the 
profits of blockade running in South Carolina far more extensively than 
I do here. He outlines in great detail the financial structure of vir¬ 
tually every blockade-running firm in the city, and I shall not attempt 
to paraphrase all of his data. 

53. Ibid., p. 43, citing Cotton and Captured Property Records, U. S. 
Treasury Department, Record Group No. 56» National Archives, Washington. 

54. Corsan, pp. 128-129. 

55. Price, pp. 32-33. 

56. Ibid.« p. 38. 

57. Frank L. Owsley, State Rights in the Confederacy (Gloucester, Mass.: 
Peter Smith, 1961), p. 132ff., citing 0. R.. Ser. IV, Vol. XE, 1060. 

58. Price, p. 58, citing Cotton and Captured Property Records. 

59. Ibid., pp. 58-60. 

60. Supra., pp. 82-83. 

61. Price, pp. 50-51. 

62. Corsan, p. 132. 

63. Jervey, p. 172. 

64. Price, p. 41. 

65. Scharf, p. 470. 

66. Courier. Dec. 10, 1862. 

67. DeLeon, p. 283. 

68. Cour 1er. Aug. 22, Nov. 6, 14, 1862; June 3» 1863. 

69. Burckmyer, p. 113 



103 

70. Price, pp. 42-43. 

71. Mrs. Thomas Taylor and Others (eds.), South Carolina Women In the 
Confederacy (2 vols.; Columbia: The State Company, 1903-1907)» 1, 163. 

72. Courier. Jan. 25, 1864. 

73. Puryear, SCHM. IXCII, 4 (October, 1962), 225. 

74. Taylor, I, 163. 



IV. SOCIAL CUSS AND SOCIAL CONSCIENCE 

"They say If the South had been successful in seceding from 
the Union, South Carolina would have seceded from the South, Charles¬ 
ton would have seceded from South Carolina, and South of Broad would 
have seceded from Charleston.w 

—old Charleston saying 

It is difficult to define what determines a social elite, especially 

in a city like Charleston, where olass relationships were normally assumed 

rather than openly asserted. In 1860 Charleston's class structure was 

very rigid, but it is almost impossible to explain the specific class 

delineations to the outsider or the unbeliever. It was not an aristocracy 

of wealth, although money could help one to obtain social position and 

recognition. Before 1800, Charleston's was primarily a planter aristoc¬ 

racy, but in tiie first few decades of the nineteenth century, prominent 

and economically successful professional men—merchants, lawyers, and 

politicians—attained social respectability. It was not, as some diehard 

Charlestonians would want one to believe, an aristocracy of talent, al¬ 

though talent received recognition and praise. James Louis Petigru 

remained a poor lawyer all his life, but he was esteemed by his fellow 

citizens and admitted to their most exclusive clubs because he possessed 

one of the outstanding legal minds of the South. Henry Tlmrod lived in 

abject poverty, yet without wealth or power he won a large circle of 

friends and admirers.* It was mainly an aristocracy of family and asso¬ 

ciation. The person who descended from an old family in the state (pref- 
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erably a Huguenot family, such as the Hugers or the Manigaults), or 

descended from a statesman or military hero of the Revolutionary War, or 

married into an old and prominent family, stood a better chance of social 

acceptance than one who had not. Both before and after the Civil War, a 

Charlestonian's social position was largely regulated by "who his people 

were." Citizens had, and still retain, a passion for genealogy, a char¬ 

acteristic which has prompted outsiders to compare the city to China, 

where people eat rice and worship their ancestors. 

The indices of social status in antebellum Charleston were numerous, 

but none were infallible. A member of the local aristocracy usually lived 

south of Broad Street, in a large, three- or four-story home facing the 

Ashley or Cooper River. These homes were enclosed by delicate wrought- 

iron fences, surrounded by beautifully manicured gardens, and staffed by 

competent Negro servants. While in the city, the aristocrat seldom ven¬ 

tured above Broad Street, except on matters of business. Although he 

prided himself on his knowledge of human nature, his contacts with the 

lower social classes—laborers, Immigrants, and Negroes—were usually res¬ 

tricted to his business dealings and to the servants in his employ. He 

had a pew at one of the "fashionable" churches, preferably St. Michael's 

or St. Philip's, but he frequently did not take his religion seriously. 

He belonged to one or more of the city's various clubs and fraternal 

organizations. The St. Cecelia Society, a social organization to which 

only men were admitted, was without a doubt the most exclusive club in 

the city, but its activities, as well as those of many other organizations, 

were suspended during the war. Other fashionable clubs included the 

Jockey Club, the Society of Cincinnati, the Charleston Club, and the St. 

Andrew's Society. 
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The proper Charlestonian and his family spent their snmmers and 

early falls In town and retired to their plantation homes for the remain¬ 

der of the year, returning to the city to attend to business or social 

functions. A gentleman vas usually very interested in politics-local, 

state, and national—and frequently was called upon to serve one or more 

terms on the City Council or in the state legislature. And while he 

admired the strenuous life, indulging in sports and often reading very 

little, he preferred to be regarded as a man of thought rather than a man 

of action. Numerically always a small minority of the city's population, 

the Charleston aristocrat nevertheless dominated every phase of the city's 

life. He assumed that he was a natural leader in his community, and 

where he led, others would be content to follow. 

The war temporarily disrupted Charleston's social structure. A 

large percentage of the population entered military service, and strangers 

flocked to the city to enter the army or to profiteer from the inflated 

economy and the blockade. Many noncombatants were forced to refugee in 

the up-country of the state, and when the Tankees began shelling the fash¬ 

ionable lower portion of the city in 1863* many inhabitants had to seek 

shelter uptown. Much of the city's prise real estate was sold, and old- 

timers resented the turnovers 

... we hear of nothing but buying and selling. All the real 
estate seems to be changing hands, and the Tankees are forgotten 
in the excitement of gambling. ... Some of the 'old families' 
are in lively indignation at the idea of so many fines houses 
passing into the possession of the tradespeople.2 

The transformation of any city in wartime is extremely difficult 

to describe. Complaints usually outlive accounts of mutual harmony and 

co-operation, and people emphasize the changes rather than the continuity 

in urban life. Charleston's transformation is doubly puzzling, because 
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two dominant strains of behavior were evident simultaneously. On the one 

hand, citizens were generous, self-sacrificing, hard-working, and patrio¬ 

tic. They learned to overlook social distinctions which at other times 

they would have slavishly preserved. They considered winning the war more 

important than maintaining appearances, let at the same time they could 

be selfish and prejudiced. To analyze this duality of behavior in war¬ 

time Charleston, one must examine the attitudes and actions of her citi¬ 

zens in detail. 

During the Civil War Charlestonians excelled as humanitarians. 

Although they could be shrewd and even unscrupulous businessmen, they had 

been well educated as to the meaning and obligation of Christian charity. 

The war years saw not only the continuation but the extension of the city's 

humanitarian agencies, both public and private. Citizens demonstrated an 

uncommon determination to recognize and to alleviate their own personal 

suffering. 

Charleston had always been one of the most progressive cities in 

the country in dealing with its poor. As early as 1783 the City Council 

had assumed responsibility for the care of Charleston's indigent orphans, 

and since 179^ an orphan house had existed to house and educate both 

orphans and children of poor and disabled parents A combination of 

municipal and private funds provided for their schooling and apprentice- 

4 
ship. By 1861 the Charleston Orphan House was caring for 360 children. 

Despite serious administrative problems, it remained in operation through¬ 

out the war years. Wartime inflation made supplies difficult to obtain. 

The City Council had to increase its appropriations, and the Commissioners 

of the Orphan House (prominent citizens elected by the Council) were com¬ 

pelled to initiate rigid measures of economy. Finally in February, 1863» 
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William C. Bee—who vas a Commissioner of the Orphan House as well as a 

blockade runner—persuaded the city to use a portion of the Orphan House's 

private funds to purchase cotton* The cotton was then shipped to Liver¬ 

pool and exchanged for clothing for the children* The ships of John 

Fraser and Company and of Bee's Importing and Exporting Company transpor¬ 

ted the cotton and the clothing» charging nothing for their services* 

Other local blockade-running firms made similar contributions.^ The Com¬ 

missioners were just beginning to alter the regulations to permit the 

admission of transient orphans when shelling of the city forced them to 

move the orphanage to Orangeburg in August of 1863*^ 

The war necessitated new methods for aiding indigent Charleston 

families* At first there was no state program to assist families of South 

Carolina soldiers, and all aid was entrusted to local resources and admin- 

7 
istration. If Charleston did not assume responsibility for its own poor, 

no one else would* The City Council allocated funds to buy medicine for 

the poor, increasing its appropriations as conditions of municipal health 

g 
demanded* The Ladies* Fuel Society, which had been organized in 1839» 

assisted city authorities in gathering fuel and money for the "shivering 

poor. But by far the most important wartime measure for poor relief 

was the Charleston free market* It was organized in 1862 by a group of 

private citizens in co-operation with city officials, and it supplied money 

and provisions for the poor throughout the war* By November, 1862, it had 

become the sole means of support for 600 families; six months later this 

number had increased to 800.Whenever its funds ran low, which occurred 

frequently, the executive committee advertised in the newspapers for con¬ 

tributions to continue its operation. When the private resources of the 

free market were finally exhausted in June, 1864, the executive committee 
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obtained an additional appropriation to sustain it until other gifts were 

11 
received. By late 1863» inflation was making it difficult for all citi¬ 

zens to purchase food. Besides establishing price ceilings on certain 

12 
commodities, the City Council organized a system for distributing beef 

13 
at reduced prices in the Upper Wards Market, This measure, however, 

never achieved the success of the free market, for petulant citizens com¬ 

plained that the pushy people got more than their share while others 

received nothing. 

City officials also accommodated temporary visitors to Charleston, 

Early in the war they realized that "every train will bring large numbers 

of soldiers, hungry, fatigued, and many, perhaps, sick and faint" to the 

city. On November 14, 1861, H, T, Peake, general superintendent of the 

South Carolina Railroad, donated the Ann Street freight depot to house 

the soldiers. The state Commissary General, Colonel Joseph Walker, not 

only supplied food but procured the American Hotel as a reception hall 

for the sick and disabled.^ Within a day the community had responded to 

the call for cooks, waiters, and nurses. By early 1862 contributions from 

all over the state had enabled the committee in charge to secure not only 

necessities but "luxuries," such as mattresses for the night. The fare 

at the Soldier's Depot was not splendid, but it was better than nothing 

at all.16 

By mid-1863, more permanent arrangements had to be devised to accom¬ 

modate soldiers visiting the city. Inflation had become so severe that 

good lodging and meals at a hotel, even for a week-end, cost a soldier a 

month's pay. Soldiers had resorted to camping out on the City Hall green 

before the American Hotel was converted to the Wayside Home in August of 

17 
1863. The Wayside Home was "designed simply and exclusively for the 
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soldier transiently In Charleston» regularly and in the way of duty. "I® 

It was supported largely by voluntary contributions. By April» 1864, it 

was sheltering 250 soldiers each night on July 11, 1864, it reported 

that it had lodged 39|000 men during the ten months it had been in exis- 

A 20 
tence. late in the war it increasingly became a'way station for sick, 

wounded, or convalescent soldiers; by May, 1864, it was also a refuge for 

21 
women who had come to the city to visit their sons and husbands. 

The Wayside Home was badly needed, but it was also roundly criti¬ 

cized. One old officer voiced his objections in the Courier : 

As originally started, it was excellent and certainly greatly 
needed, but soon became spoiled or greatly corrupted by offi¬ 
cers making it a home. I saw good reliable men who told me 
they were crowded in a small room by the dozen, while an offi¬ 
cer occupied an adjoining room to himself, with every comfort; 
they on the floor. I cannot see how an officer can make up 
his mind to intrude himself in such an establishment that all 
expected as for the poor soldier.22 

Another common complaint was that the Home admitted drunks and deserters. 

The Courier steadfastly denied all of these charges.^ It did not, how¬ 

ever, deny that soldiers were a disreputable element in the community: 

One great evil, which owes much of its extent to this indif¬ 
ference or tacit connivance of citizens and soldiers, is the 
impunity with which articles can be sold or offered for sale 
at certain shops, without question, by soldiers, or servants, 
or others, who could not be supposed to procure them honestly. 
... A few mornings ago a guest who had enjoyed meals and 
lodging at the Wayside Home, cut and carried off all the tick¬ 
ing and cloth from the cot on which he had slept.2** 

Not all charity was confined to municipal action. Many private 

clubs and societies were formed to assist in the war effort. Particularly 

energetic were Charleston's women, heretofore famous for their leisurely 

grace. They had always had a penchant for organizing themselves into 

clubs and societies, and the war years proved to be no exception to the 

rule. Now, however, the clubs were less social and more constructive. 
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They were also more democratic» for any contribution to the war effort 

usually constituted membership. Catherine Cooper Hopley, an English¬ 

woman who visited the city in 1862» commented: 

The same ladies who 'graced the harbours of Charleston with 
their presence»' during the taking of Fort Sumter» had been 
for weeks assembling themselves in societies» to prepare 
clothing for the soldiers» and make lint, bandages, and what¬ 
ever might be needed for the wounded.25 

No task was too demanding for them. They "knitted as they breathed." 

Ladies and their maids alike sewed shirts and trousers; they fashioned 

knapsacks "out of every conceivable thing."2^ They made woolen bags for 

cannon cartridges, cutting up material from their own dresses when flan¬ 

nel grew scarce. They even made the sandbags which were used in construc- 

27 
ting and mending the city's fortifications. 

The largest of these societies was the Charleston Soldiers' Relief 

Association, organized by Mrs. George Robertson and Mrs. Mary Amarintha 

Snowden in the summer of 1861. Only one of many such groups throughout 

the state, it sent a variety of things—from rags and undergarments to 

rice, barley, sugar, tea, brandy, and wine—to South Carolina soldiers in 

2g 
Virginia. The members of the Soldiers* Relief Association also suc¬ 

ceeded in organizing a hospital when in 1861 Dr. J. J. Chisholm offered 

them his house on Trapman Street. When the shelling of the city began, 

29 
the hospital was moved uptown. As the war progressed they assumed an 

even wider variety of responsibilities, and people did not hesitate to 

send them even their wildest requests. On April 10, 1863, Dr. E. Ravenel, 

Jr., house physician at the Roper Hospital, wrote Mrs. Snowden for "one 

sour orange for a very ill patient."^ And on August 12, 1863, Mrs. 

Annie Mathews referred to Mrs. Snowden a suggestion for relieving the 

Confederate sufferers at Battery Wagner. Since the soldiers there had no 
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way to prepare food themselves, she thought that perhaps cooked food could 

31 
be sent to them* 

Other ladles' organizations worked equally long and hard* The 

Ladies* Auxiliary Christian Association operated under the auspices of the 

7* M* C. A., collecting hospital supplies and making garments for sick and 

32 
wounded soldiers* In February, 1862, it was lent the Merchants' Hotel, 

which it operated as a Confederate hospital.^ The.Ladies' Clothing Asso¬ 

ciation was also formed in the summer of 1861 for the purpose of "pur¬ 

chasing materials, cutting and making warm undergarments for our troops 

in active service*"^ When Miss Hester Drayton, its president, left the 

city in May of 1862, the society donated its materials to the Soldiers' 

Relief Association.^ The Ladies' Gunboat Association succeeded in rais¬ 

ing all the money needed to purchase one gunboat, the Palmetto State, and 

36 
in helping to purchase another. Their methods of soliciting contribu¬ 

tions were quite unusual* They received not only money but silver, dia¬ 

monds, watches, spy-glasses, and oil paintings from people throughout the 

37 
state* They sponsored fairs and amateur performances* The net proceeds 

from the Ladies' Gunboat Fair alone netted them $5»644*45*^ The high¬ 

light of their career came on October 15» 1862, when the Palmetto State 

was christened at Marsh's Wharf, with Richard Teadon—politician and 

39 
senior editor of the Courier—delivering the oration* 

Before the war it was considered improper for a woman to engage in 

social work. Particularly did Charlestonians object to having their 

womenfolk work in the hospitals, where they would be exposed to shocking 

incidents of suffering and death. But during the Civil War even the most 

intractable patients welcomed the women of the city as nurses and atten¬ 

dants in the hospitals* Many of these women were from the oldest and 
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finest of the city's families, and they spared no effort in their attempts 

to alleviate suffering and boost their patients* morale.^ Tears later 

Kyra Hamlin, who had been a child during the war, remembered her mother 

as having "no fears for herself, and even during yellow fever days her 

tall, straight, strong figure glided in and out among the beds, with dain-i 

ties made by her own hands, as she cheered with her sweet face the boys 

41 
in gray or the boys in blue," A number of the women in the city also 

responded to Robert W. Barnwell, Jr.'s plea for assistance by going to 

if2 
work in the hospitals for South Carolina soldiers in Virginia. 

Even the men and children formed societies to assist in the war 

effort. The Howard Association, which had been active since before the 

war, was a men's group to care for and relieve the sick poor of Charles¬ 

ton, particularly in time of epidemic diseases.^ The Aid and Relief 

Association, another men's group, was organized in August of 1861 to 

assist in the military defense of the state. It was most helpful in 

providing tents, camp furniture, labor, materials, and armament for the 

A4 
coastal fortifications. The group was short-lived, however, for in 

September of 1861 it merged with the South Carolina Hospital Aid Asso¬ 

ciation, hoping to give more efficient aid to the South Carolina sick and 

wounded in Virginia.^ The Jackson Female Juvenile Association boasted 

forty-five members and raised a hundred dollars in the four weeks since 

its founding in June, 1861. Among other things, these girls made haver¬ 

sacks for the army, and the proceeds from the sales went into their 

UC 
relief fund. Schools took up collections for the Ladles' Clothing 

Association; on one occasion a little girl at the Friend Street School 

collected $31.00 all by her self Children also gave amateur ‘theatri¬ 

cals, collations, and concerts to raise money fbr wounded soldiers. Often 
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they could obtain contributions where all other methods had failed. 

James Louis Petigru, the leading Charleston unionist, once closed a 

letter to his sister by mentioning, "By the way, Susy North is to sing 

at the patriotic concert tomorrow night at Hibernian Hall, and if I am 

well enough I'll go, which will be the first dollar that I have given to 

the cause yet."^® 

Charlestonians were quick to rally in times of local and national 

emergency. The great fire of December 11, 1861, left many homeless and 

destitute. Immediately a group of citizens set up free market stalls 

and soup distribution centers to provide food for the victims in the 

burned region. A group of ladies collected and distributed clothing for 

the needy.^9 since the fire had destroyed a large part of the old busi¬ 

ness district and had levelled much fashionable residential area south of 

Broad Street, many of the sufferers were among the most prosperous mem¬ 

bers of the community, and their losses were not altogether covered by 

insurance. To facilitate the economic recovery of the city, it was 

imperative that these people receive compensation for their losses. The 

city instituted a fund to relieve sufferers not simply on the basis of 

their need, but in proportion to their losses. Large donations were 

received, not only from the citizens of Charleston but from soldiers and 

from other cities such as New Orleans and Baltimore. The whole amount 

collected for the fund totalled $346,962.36.^° After all applications 

for relief had been filled, the surplus—some $60,000—was contributed 

to various hospitals which treated South Carolina soldiers.^ 

The citizens were generous givers, even when they had little for 

themselves. In late 1863 the Courier announced: 

... the amount in money contributed and acknowledged, for 
the sick and wounded soldiers, Hospitals, Wayside Home and 
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Free Market, Bibles and Tracts for the army, etc*, for the 
past seven months, from the first April to first November, 
is $266,189, or an average of $38,027 per month* This is 
only the money contribution 

Continually they exerted strong social pressure on one another* They 

felt that living in luxury or even comfort while soldiers were dying on 

the battlefields was a crime and a sign of disloyalty to the Confederate 

cause* No matter how much the people gave, they were repeatedly encour¬ 

aged to give more. The pleas they heard were highly moral in tone and 

extremely practical in content: 

Better, however, than any praises, or any promises of pensions, 
or promotions, or honors hereafter, or of a costly monument- 
better far than either or all of these for the soldier, will be 
care and provision, during his absence, for his mother, his 
sister, his wife, or his child. Reader, if you are not assured 
by mathematical and moral demonstration that you have already 
done your full share for the war, go on now and straightway do 
what you can for to-day, and repeat the act as often as you 
pray for daily bread * . . 

Charlestonians were hard people to understand. During the war they 

abandoned much of their frivolity and petty-class-consciousness to help 

their own needy and to contribute to the war effort* Special projects, 

civic committees, and relief societies kept them constantly busy. They 

continually impressed upon each other the social and moral need to remain 

loyal to their city, and loyalty to Charleston meant loyalty to the Con¬ 

federacy* But at the same time, their personal suffering turned their 

thoughts inward* As the Courier said in 1864-, "That Word [the word of 

God] does not require us to love and treat our enemies or neighbors bet¬ 

ter than our friends or ourselves.From mid-1863 to the war*s end, 

they lived in imminent danger. If no more troops could be sent to them, 

they had to protect themselves* If Charleston did not care for her poor, 

her hungry, her sick, and her wounded, who would? While the citizens 

gratefully acknowledged monetary relief from other cities, they were 
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primarily concerned with the contribution of every Charlestonian. While 

they assisted sufferers in other Confederate cities, their first respon¬ 

sibility was to their own. 

As has previously been mentioned, the war brought a great many 

transient soldiers to the city. The relations between the civilian and 
e 

military population remained unusually cordial throughout the war. Women 

gave teas and other small parties to which the military personnel were 

invited, and officers reciprocated by entertaining prominent citizens at 

hotel soirees and inviting young women to be their guests at evening din¬ 

ner dances at Fort Sumter. Naturally, the social distinction between 

officers and enlisted men was strictly observed, although some felt it 

was unjust: 

The distinction between the common soldier and the commissioned 
officer is broad and sternly observed. The cross-bars raise the 
one high above the other. The men in the ranks may be the others 
superior in social position, in wealth, in breeding, in education, 
but these advantages do not reduce the distance between himself 
and the person with the insignia of military rank. When the title 
co-exists with conceitedness and an overbearing disposition, the 
better man in undistinguished garb is made to feel keenly the vast 
difference between himself and he who has the right to command his 
services.“ 

Except in unusual cases, such as Pemberton's imposition of martial law 

in 1862, civil authority went unchallenged by the military. Arthur J. 

L. Fremantle, visiting Charleston in mid-1863» commented that "the press 

is allowed the most unlimited freedom, and even license. Whenever exces¬ 

ses take place, ... this is caused by the violence of the people them¬ 

selves, who take the law into their own hands. 

Several factors preserved the cordiality which existed between 

civilians and military personnel. In the first place, many if not most 

of the soldiers in Charleston during the war were from Charleston and the 
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surrounding area, and they had friends and relatives in the city. South 

Carolinians and Georgians were the primary defenders of the city, because 

it was felt that they knew the area best and were accustomed to enduring 

the rigors of the sea island climate in the summer months. Second, the 

presence of soldiers in the city was tolerated because without them 

Charleston would fall. Citizens were reluctant to scoff at people who 

were helping to defend their homeland from the enemy. In December, 1864, 

the Courier said: 

The utmost harmony exists between the civil and military authori¬ 
ties. No exertions will be spared by Governor Magrath in accom¬ 
plishing this all important object. It is only necessary that 
our citizens exhibit a similar spirit to sustain and give him 
their hearty co-operation, in the great work before us, to insure 
the safety of our glorious old city, and give the enemy another 
Secesslonvllle defeat.*' 

In the early days of the war, military commanders and visitors 

remarked at the fierce independence and lack of discipline in the army 

around Charleston. Gentlemen who had formerly been accustomed to acting 

as they pleased when they pleased were reluctant to obey the orders of 

a commanding officer, and citizens condoned their behàvior. Later in the 

war, however, they came to respect military discipline and often criti¬ 

cized it for not being severe enough: 

The reluctance or incompetence or electioneering purposes of many 
company officers have totally overturned discipline in some com¬ 
panies and cantonments. ... we regret to state that, from our 
observation and information, the volunteers and recruits from our 
own State have not been all as exemplary for discipline and good 
conduct in camp as for valor and heroism in fight.58 

In the latter stages of the war, the main source of civilian resentment 

for the military resulted from the vandalism committed by soldiers sta¬ 

tioned in Charleston. Soldiers robbed citizens and stores, trafficked 

in illicit goods, and roamed the streets late at night in a drunken stupor. 

In June, 1864, the City Council and the local military authorities agreed 
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to punish and remove from the city all of the troops which had been 

50 
conspicuously guilty of such offenses. Tet this vandalism continued 

to plague the city for the remainder of the war. 

Charlestonians were particularly Incensed by rumors of disloyalty 

and desertion. Although Charleston experienced fewer incidents of this 

type than did other parts of the state citizens were incensed to dis¬ 

cover that there was anyone in the city who was not completely loyal to 

the Confederate cause. While disloyalty was not confined to military 

personnel» it tended to arouse civilian suspicions of the military. 

The first of such incidents occurred in the spring of 1862 at Fort 

Sumter. Prominent Charlestonians reported to General Pemberton that the 

troops in the fort had threatened to mutiny and to refuse to fire on the 

enemy. Pemberton investigated the report and arrested one man for sedi¬ 

tious language. But he insisted that disloyalty in Charleston was no 

greater a problem than it was anywhere else in the Confederacy. Soon 

after» five men deserted from Fort Sumter and spiked some of the guns. 

Pickens requested Pemberton to send certain companies to Charleston to 

restore confidence in the garrison. But the rumors of disloyalty in the 

fort continued well into the month of June. Colonel W. R. Calhoun» com¬ 

mander of the garrison» was aware of the rumors» and he questioned the 

officers as to the loyalty of their men. The officers refused to believe 

that their men were disloyal. Pemberton refused to remove any troops 

from Charleston» and the rumors persisted.^ 

Earlier in the same year» Catherine Cooper Hopley had observed 

signs of disloyalty among the civilian population.- She noticed that a 

large number of people in the city were Northerners who were in positions 

to overhear military instructions and plans: 
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The landlord of the hotel and his partner were both Massachusetts 
men* The railroad conductors were generally Northern men. In 
several stores one found Northern men, and at the very time that 
General Lee was giving audible instructions about the form and 
position of breastworks and fortifications, that were to command 
such an inlet or point in such a direction, there was a Northern 
lady, in that public room, listening eagerly.”2 

Gradually, Charlestonians became more vigilant at routing traitors from 

their midst. Instead of being reluctant to publicise disloyalty, they 

felt that advertising it would be the most effective way to expose the 

offenders. In May of 1863 the Courier remarked that "there are some 

faces in this city which are universally elongated on the reception of 

news of any disaster to the Yankees, and are yet tolerably cheerful in 

expression when a disaster is reported on the other side."^3 In n&d- 

1864 it was suspected that some local traitors were communicating with 

the nearby Federal troops and were actually helping Federal prisoners in 

Charleston to escape. The Courier called for greater vigilance on the 

part of every loyal citizen to expose these criminals and asked for cen¬ 

sorship of the mails to prevent traitorous correspondence from reaching 

64 
its destination. 

Understandably, reports of disloyalty and desertion in the army ' 

increased as the Confederate military situation worsened. James Henry 

Hammond wrote William Gilmore Simms in 1863 * 

Charleston I have long believed full of Traitors. They do not 
look high enough for them. ... there are Traitors there, well 
informed and having power. Beauregard I have never regarded as 
a General but he cannot be so very weak as recent events seem to 
indicate. He has been deceived and betrayed. ^ 

By late 1863 absenteeism and desertion in the army around Charleston were 

quite common. Citizens voiced more complaints to the newspapers, and 

more offenders were caught, tried, and shot.^ On January 31 » 1864, 

Colonel W. H. Davis of the Union army reported that three Confederate 
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deserters had come within his lines at Morris Island. They were not 

just privates, bat officers. Sixteen members of their company had 

deserted oh the previous day, and they cited dissatisfaction in the ranks 

and discouragement with conditions in Charleston and on James Island as 

67 
their reasons for wanting to defect. In this and subsequent cases it 

was found that deserting troops often were not disloyal but simply dis¬ 

satisfied. Many of the men's terms of enlistment had expired, and they 

wanted to return home. Some Charlestonians grew sympathetic to desertion. 

One man said: 

... we find that in almost every instance where desertion has 
taken place, the exciting Cause has been dissatisfaction, arising 
from a sense of unjust treatment, and resistance as the only 
resort against it. . . • Desertion is no more to be condemned 
than injustice.68 

People also resented soldiers' arresting young boys and legally exempted 

citizens under the pretext of arresting deserters and skulkers. The 

Courier felt that military personnel were sometimes too zealous in per¬ 

forming their duties, and asked, "Is it not possible to find for this 

duty men who can read passes and who know something of decency and civil¬ 

ity, and of the uses of language beyond swearing? 

Nevertheless, the tensions produced by military vandalism and by 

disloyalty and desertion in the any were the exception rather than the 

rule. On the whole, civil-military relations were quite pleasant. The 

presence of gallant young officers in the city was a welcome diversion 

from the usual boredom of wartime, and the citizens thought of them as 

their special guests. It was only when the military situation in Charles¬ 

ton grew extremely precarious that the city encountered problems of dis¬ 

loyalty and lack of discipline. These faults citizens could not over¬ 

look, for they prided themselves on their mannerliness and their patri- 
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otism. They felt justified in demanding the same standards from their 

soldiers. 

One of the reasons Charlestonians welcomed the presence of military 

personnel in the city was that they literally worshipped Pierre Gustave 

Tout ant Beauregard» who commanded the Department of South Carolina, Geor¬ 

gia, and Florida from March to late May, 1861, and again from September, 

1862 to October, 1864. Beauregard, whom Gamaliel Bradford later described 

as jealous, sensitive, and suspicious, smugly self-satisfied, and lacking 

a sense of humor, won the admiration of the community almost instantly.^ 

It liked his mannerliness and his heroic military bearing. Even before 

the battle of Fort Sumter, Mary Boykin Chesnut spoke of him as "the man 

of the hour" and commented that he was. "a demigod here to most of the 

natives. "71 she was reproached by her friends for questioning his mili¬ 

tary ability. After the battle of Fort Sumter, Charlestonians celebrated 

him as their special hero. They entertained him at gala parties, dedicated 

poems to him, and drank toasts to his future success. Beauregard returned 

their affection. When he left Charleston in May, 1861, he remarked that 

it was like leaving his second home.^ Hamilton Basso, one of Beauregard's 

biographers, felt that the general grew and developed during his stay in 

the city: 

He gained enormous confidence in himself, acquired opinions, 
beliefs, poise. His mental processes became sharper, his 
imagination explored new horizons. Charleston was his main 

elf to his task with all the energy 

Although Beauregard's return to Charleston in 1862 amounted to a 

demotion in the eyes of the Confederate government, citizens welcomed 

his return. A crowd gathered to meet him at the railroad station, greet¬ 

ing him with flowers and kisses. Beauregard enjoyed being a hero again, 



122 

and he willingly accepted the responsibility of defending even a rela¬ 

tively inactive sector of the Confederacy. He once said, “My duty is to 

defend Charleston and Savannah; hence I may think them more important than 

they really are."^* But Charlestonians admired his exaggerated estimate 

of their city's importance. They loved Mm because he considered the 

safety of their city as crucial as they did, and they felt that his pres¬ 

ence made their own social life more pleasant: 

... social intercourse was made particularly pleasant by large 
numbers of strangers who were stationed in the city or vicinity. 
A number of very agreeable Creole gentlemen were on Gen. Beaure¬ 
gard's staff and in Legardeur's Battery, on James Island, so that 
French at that time became as much the language of society as 
English, for most of the ladies of our community spoke that lan¬ 
guage, more or less, well.75 

Beauregard's stay in Charleston won him the respect of many who had 

formerly questioned his abilities. He was firm in his demands for the 

city's defense but mild and courteous in his relations with civilian per¬ 

sonnel. Unlike John C. Pemberton, who had ordered nonmilitary personnel 

to leave the city in the spring of 1862, Beauregard simply suggested that 

noncombatants leave the city in February of 1863* Charlestonians, above 

all else, preferred to be asked rather than told what to do. They knew 

that despite his lack of resources and his animosity toward the Richmond 

government, Beauregard would spare no effort for the city's defense. 

Events proved his judgment sound. After the abortive naval attack of 

April, 1863» the New York World stated, “His [Beauregard's] tenacity of 

purpose, his indomitable will and energy united with his invaluable 

engineering capacity, have caused his name to be heralded among the 

people and nations of the earth as one of the great Generals of the age.“76 

By contrast, Charlestonians were far more aloof toward other mili¬ 

tary commanders. In November, 1861, they were unhappy over Robert E. 
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Lee*s appointment to command the Department of South Carolina, Georgia, 

and Florida because they considered him a cold and very " scientific" 

77 
general. Although James Louis Petigru welcomed him as an old friend, 

many other citizens distrusted Lee’s reluctance to discuss his military 

plans publicly.' Particularly did he incur the animosity of Brigadier 

General Roswell S. Ripley, a popular but very outspoken general who had 

married into one of the city*s most prominent families. The friction 

between the two men became so serious that Governor Pickens finally 

asked President Davis to mediates 

I fear the feeling of General Ripley towards General Lee may do 
injury to the public service. His habit is to say extreme things 
even before junior officers, and this is well calculated to do 
great injury to General Lee*s command. I do not think General 
Ripley means half what he says in his energetic way, but others 
construe it differently. ... General Lee is a perfect head, 
quiet and retiring. His reserve is construed disadvantageously. 
I find him all that a gentleman should be, and all that ought be 
expected of a thorough and scientific officer. The two are in 
contrast.79 

But Charlestonians preferred Ripley's flamboyance to Lee's genteel reserve. 

While they acknowledged his military competence, he was not "one of them," 

as were Ripley and Beauregard. When Lee left Charleston for Virginia in 

March, 1862, they expressed no noticeable grief. 

General John C. Pemberton was undoubtedly the least liked of all 

the city's commanders. Some citizens criticized him for being domineering 

and tactless, while others called him weak and ineffectual. Some felt 

that by his abandonment of the coastal defenses and his paranoid fear of 

an ironclad attack, Pemberton was preparing to surrender the city without 

ÛA 

a fight. Others argued that by declaring martial law in Charleston, 

Pemberton was trying to save the city for the sake of his own personal 

conceit. James Louis Petigru wrote William Elliott: 
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He [Pemberton! professed his determination to defend the City to 
the last extremity, even if Sumter and Moultrie fell, and thought 
it better to make a ruin of Charleston than let the Yankees sleep 
in it* To this opinion I modestly dissented* The life of a city 
is not to be thrown away for a conceit. And what better than mere 
egotism is it, to expose the innocent inhabitants to the rage of 
the conqueror, merely to stick a feather in a General's cap as a 
fighting man. To defend a position, that is indefensible, at the 
risk of drawing down vengeance upon the inhabitants, is condemned 
hy the military code. He said nobody could know whether a place 
were indefensible, till it was tried, . . 

The policy which Petigru attributed to Pemberton was very similar 

to the strategy eventually adopted by Beauregard. Why was Beauregard 

able to succeed in the eyes of the community, while Pemberton was 

scorned? William John Grayson said that the difference was in the style 

and bearing of the two men. Whereas Pemberton was "irritable, petulant 

and rude ? quarreling with civilians, militia generals, and even the 

clergy, 

Beauregard is a great favourite. He is more accessible and not 
so apt to intimate that a meddler's pet project is an absurdity. 
In the position they occupy, the Pemberton mode of action is, per¬ 
haps the better policy in the end. The general who listens to 
everybody's scheme is prone to vacillate in his councils. The 
return of Beauregard to Charleston seems to have restored Ripley 
to his old station. The people's trust is strong in their united 
efforts and ability. 2 

Charleston's acceptance of soldiers in the city and her reactions 

to various military commanders did not represent a sharp break with the 

city's past. Citizens had always been skeptical of strangers, and during 

the war they continued to be so. But they also continued to value man¬ 

ners, courage, and breeding. Those soldiers and commanders who fit their 

concept of gentlemanliness were welcomed, while those who made no effort 

to understand their peculiar mystique were shunned or distrusted. 

The city's relations with the Richmond government exemplified the 

same continuity of behavior. In the years preceding the Civil War, 
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Charleston had been a center of both unionism and rabid secesslonism. 

Likewise, during the war years, Charleston maintained and supported both 

a vehemently pro-Davis and a violently anti-Davis newspaper* But while 

many citizens resented the Confederate government's lack of support for 

the war effort in Charleston, they generally defended it from the Charles¬ 

ton Mercury's radical attacks. The Mercury launched its all-out war on 

Davis in July, 1861, and continued to repeat its accusations throughout 

the remainder of the war. It held Davis personally responsible for all 

the Confederacy's deficiencies: 

If there were not enough troops it was not the fault of Congress, 
which had given the President every kind of power for this purpose. 
If there was no adequate supply of arms, Congress was not respon¬ 
sible. ... It all came to this, that the conduot of the war g~ 
depended entirely on the energy and discretion of the Executive. 

Citizens soon reacted to the Mercury's criticism. Henry D. Lesesne told 

former governor Robert F. V. Allston that "the clamor and exciting talk" 

which the Mercury had aroused was "a trial which I find it hard to bear 

patiently." He said that leaders must sometimes choose a course of 

action which they could not publicize. The public should trust and 

84 
understand them and leave them alone. William Gilmore Simms, who con¬ 

sidered the Mercury's sort of writing "wild, mischievous and idle," 

wrote James Henry Hammond: 

... the Mercury has been making itself very odious every where 
in South Carolina in consequence of its course towards Davis and 
the Government. It is now doomed, I confidently believe. It was 
doing well, after secession and promised fairly to become one of 
the most powerful organs of the South. But the Rhetts cannot bear 
prosperity, and they have kicked over the milk tub of theirs. I 
scarcely write for it now.®5 

Robert Barnwell Rhett, the Mercury's owner, eventually received his 

comeuppance. When he ran for the Confederate Congress in 1863, In 

Colleton District, his own people turned against him and elected his 
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opponent. 

Although the Charleston Courier frequently criticized the lack of 

leadership and ability in Congress» it vas the only paper in South Caro¬ 

lina which remained consistently pro-Davis throughout the war.®^ It 

insisted that injudicious attacks on the President would internally 

weaken the Confederacy! 

Fair criticism of men and measures is not Inconsistent with the 
general support of Mr. Davis» which we now earnestly urge; but 
disparaging assault» or scathing denunciation» calculated to be¬ 
little or bring him and his Cabinet into contempt» in the eyes 
or minds of the people» has» in our humble judgment» a direct 
tendency to paralyze the arm and jeopard the defence of our out¬ 
raged and imperilled country, by creating hostile divisions and 
factions, in our midst, while the enemy la blockading our harbors 
and thundering at our gates."® 

Davis visited Charleston in November, 1863* He spoke at City Hall, and 

while he mentioned the valiant efforts of various military personnel in 

the city, he did not direct one word of praise to Beauregard. Neverthe¬ 

less, the citizens cheered him on, and they crowded the streets to catch 

a glimpse of him. Again, the Courier, reporting his visit, urged Charles¬ 

tonians to maintain faith in their leaders and to subordinate selfish aims 

to the common cause: 

Errors we must expect to be committed. It is a work beyond which 
no man can look. It is by united effort, by fraternal feeling, by 
harmonious co-operation, by casting away all personal consideration, 
and looking forward with an eye devoted singly to the salvation 
of our country, that our success is to be achieved. He who would 
now seek to drag down him who is struggling, if not a traitor, is 
first cousin to it. For he is striking the most deadly blows that 
can be made in our limits. He who would attempt to promote his 
own personal ends; he who is not willing to take a musket and fight 
in the ranks, is not worthy of the Confederate liberty for which 
we are fighting. ° 

But asking a Charlestonian to sublimate his personal desires for the sake 

of the war effort was often easier said than done. 

The Charlestonian was accustomed to choosing his own course of 
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action.and, more particularly, to selecting his own friends and associates* 

Although the community was dominated and led primarily by its white Prot¬ 

estants, a sizable proportion of the population did not fit Into this 

category* Like New Orleans, Charleston was the home of many Immigrants 

and aliens, chiefly Irish and Germans. Its Jewish community comprised 

approximately 4 per cent of the white population, and before the war 

90 ,, 
Charleston Jews were comparatively wealthy* Moreover, 21,440 of the 

total city population of 48,409 was Negro.^ While some èf these people 

became respected and prosperous citizens, they generally had little con¬ 

tact or friendship with the Charleston aristocracy before the war* These 

contacts had involved business transactions or waiting upon the aristoc¬ 

racy in a servile capacity* The war years temporarily altered this rela¬ 

tionship, for citizens were forced to co-operate to Insure their mutual 

security and safety* Some friction remained, and the postwar period saw 

the return of old social patterns* Buy by and large, Charleston's history 

during the Civil War marked a social discontinuity with the city's past* 

Charleston's German and Irish immigrants won the community's res¬ 

pect by their loyalty to the Confederate cause* Several of the city's 

military companies were comprised entirely of immigrants s the German 

Riflemen (Sehützen) of the Fourth Brigade of South Carolina Militia, the 

Palmetto-Schwtzen, the Marion Rifles, the German Fusiliers of Company C' 

of the Charleston Battalion, the German Hussars, and the Emerald Light 

Infantry* Colonel John A* Wagener organized a volunteer infantry com¬ 

pany known as the German Volunteers* These men were merchants, lawyers, 

teachers, clerks, and artisans, but not one was a naturalized citizen. 

Later they were transferred to the light artillery, where they became 

known as Bachman's Battery* The Charleston Battalion, comprised largely 
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of Irishmen, defended Fort Stunter.^ Immigrant officers vere both res¬ 

pected and admired, John A* Wagener, who had been a unionist at heart, 

attained the rank of Brigadier General by commanding the state troops 

within the city of Charleston, John C, Mitchel, Jr,, an exiled Irish¬ 

man (his father had been tried for treason against England) came to 

Charleston in 1861 and served in the defense of Fort Stouter until his 

death on July 20, 1864, Dying amid Fort Sumter's ruins, Mitchel sup¬ 

posedly said, *1 die willingly for South Carolina, but ohl that it had 

been for Ireland! "93 The Courier remarked at the number of mourners at 

his funerals 

Seldom • • , have we seen a large attendance of all ages and 
classes at the funeral of a young officer or citizen—and never 
since or before the war have we seen such an attendance in mourn¬ 
ful respect to one who was a stranger in blood. Stranger Indeed! 
—as not one in that large and mourning throng could claim the 
privilege of kinship or affinity, but many were there who mourned 
as for a toother or son. 9^ 

Immigrants served their city and country in other ways. The Catho¬ 

lic Bishop Patrick N, lynch, who made his home in Charleston, was a native 

of Ireland, A loyal Confederate, he was in April, 1864, appointed special 

commissioner to the States of the Church and went to Rome to plead with 

the pope for peace. He had the power to "negotiate concerning all mat¬ 

ters and subjects interesting to both Governments" and even to conclude 

a treaty. His mission proved a failure. While he was accorded several 

audiences with the pope, he was received only in his ecclesiastical 

capacity, never as a Confederate commissioner. At the war's end he was 

able to return home only because he had Intervened in behalf of Federal 

prisoners in the South,^ 

The Confederate government initiated the only really hostile act 

toward aliens in Charleston. In 1861 it passed the Sequestration Act 
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to confiscate the property, excluding Confederate stocks and securities, 

of aliens. The act did not apply to United States citizens over the age 

of fourteen who expressed their Intention to become Confederate citizens. 

Many Charleston lawyers were angered hy the nature of the act, believing 

it unconstitutional. When the Confederate court convened in October to 

consider the cases, James Louis Petigru likened the Sequestration Act to 

the Court of Star Chamber. He asserted that the power to confiscate 

property, including debts, was vested in the state rather than in the 

Confederate government. The Confederate Congress could "only claim to 

make laws to carry into effect powers expressly granted. That the power 

in this case is not expressly granted is a palpable fact."^ Other law. 

yers such as James W. Wilkinson and Edward McCrady agreed with Petigru's 

interpretation• 

But Isaac W. Hayne argued that the act was constitutional, because 

John Marshall had said (in U. S. vs. Brown) that the United States Con. 

gross was expressly granted the power of confiscation hy virtue of its 

constitutional right "to make rules in reference to capture by land and 

waterSince the Confederate government had incorporated the same right 

in its own Constitution, the Sequestration Act was legal. Although the 

court eventually accepted Hayne's reasoning, the grand jury had from the 

beginning insisted upon leniency. It stated that alien property was not 

being appropriated for revenge but in strict self-defense. It also ar¬ 

gued that to inflict bankruptcy on resident aliens would ruin the city's 

economy t 

It would be better in the Government to abandon altogether the 
confiscation of the debts of alien enemies than to insist upon 
the demand of securities for the partnership ‘effects, or for debts 
outstanding here. Inflict bankruptcy upon the resident partner, 
or the confidential agent or debtor, and no motive can exist, to 



130 

use the skill and diligence which have been the basis of trust, 
in retrieving fonds placed in jeopardy.97 

Before the War Charleston had one of the most distinguished Jewish 

communities in the South, but the war destroyed their prosperity and 

broke their spirit.^ More than 180 Charleston Jews served in the Con¬ 

federate army, and at least twenty-five of them were killed—a fatality 

rate of 14 per cent as compared to the average loss of 10 per cent through¬ 

out the Confederacy.^ There was some evidence of wartime anti-Semitism, 

both in the army and among the civilian population. At least one Jew 

who applied for membership in an elite Charleston military company was 

thought to have been rejected on purely religious grounds. Non-Jews 

resented such discriminatory practices, however. One man wrote: 

I am at a loss to know why a course so defenceless in reason 
(as I regard it) and so opposed to the established usage of the 
Company should have been determined upon, especially in a time 
like the present ... If there ever was a time demanding the 
suppression of the petty jealousies either of race or of reli¬ 
gious faith, this is such a time.*00 

But the chief resentment was economic. During the war, everyone 

dealing in commodities was Involved in the inflationary spiral, but 

because the Jew was most often a successful businessman, his name was 

synonymous with extortion. V. C. Corsan said that in late 1862 and early 

1863 he had met "more Jews in Charleston than I could see in Jerusalem?: 

They all seemed absorbed in the study of the auctioneers' 
pamphlets, and the long advertisements of sales which half filled 

. the papers. I found these sales were all of goods which had run 
the blockade, and the quantity seemed very large, and very varied. 
On issuing from the cool hotel into the bright, hot street, I saw 
the large store of Chamberlain, Miller, & Co., the auctioneers, 
opposite, crammed with mv Hebrew friends, and a large sale of 
foreign goods going on.1®* 

And in October, 1862, John Bachman wrote the Courier that three fourths 

102 
of the extortioners in the Confederacy were "professioned Jews." 

This anti-Semitism was received with great displeasure. The 
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Courier protested the wholesale use of "German Jew" as a synonym for 

extortioner and bloodsucker, saying, "Let the offenders and all who 

trouble our political Israel, and devour our people, be rebuked, denounced, 

execrated, imprisoned or expelled, ... but let us hear no more abuse of 

a class as a class.Likewise, a Jew urged his fellow citizens to 

ignore the accusations of prejudiced men. "Blame and eensure should be 

attached to those to whom it is due, and it is totally unjust to expose 

the faults of one man and conceal the faults of another.The Courier 

commended the generous contributions of Benjamin Mordecai to the Wayside 

Home and the Free Market in 1864. It reminded its readers that while 

Charleston *s Jewish population was small and few of them needed or received 

the benefits of public relief, Jews wholeheartedly supported local chari¬ 

ties. "If other citieens of all races and creeds were as fully and as 

earnestly awake to the discharge of their duties ... the difficult prob¬ 

lems of relief and assistance ... would soon and easily be solved."*-*^ 

Forty years ago Frank L. Owsley said that military defeat alone 

could not account for the breaking of the Confederate war effort. He 

maintained that a fundamental cause of Confederate defeatism "was that 

a great part of the Southern people had nothing more than an academic in¬ 

terest in slavery, and secession."*-*^ Owsley's contention does not hold 

true for Charleston. Just as the city had a genuine interest in the seces¬ 

sion movement, it also sought to preserve the slave system. As late as 

January, 1865» the Courier stated: 

It is to maintain slavery, God's institution of labor, and 
the primary political element of our Confederate form of govern¬ 
ment, state sovereignty, that we have taken the sword of justice 
against the infidel and oppressor. The two must stand or fall 
together. To talk of maintaining our independence while we 
abolish slavery is simply to talk folly.*-**' 

If, as many Charlestonians believed, the market value of slaves was the 



true barometer of confidence in the preservation of the institution, the 

citizens must have felt that slavery's future vas secure. Slave prices 

rose in the months prior to the war and continued to rise throughout the 

war years. Much of the price rise could, of course, be attributed to the 

inflationary spiral. But the fact that a single slave could be sold in 

Charleston in 1864 for as much as five or six thousand dollars proves 

108 
that many people did feel that the slave system was secure. 

Wartime poverty and hardships forced many slaveowners to sell their 

slaves, but by and large the slaves were treated well. In 1863 Fitzgerald 

Ross observed} 

When the market is dull, they are not put on half food, or none 
at all; nor do their masters, who enjoy the fruits of their 
industry, expect other people to support them in bad times. 
They are singularly attached to their masters, who treat them 
with the greatest kindness. ... That there is no disposition 
on the part of the negroes to rebel against the present system, 
has clearly been shown in the course of this war. 109 

On many plantations near the city, white women and children kept their 

slaves with no white male protection, but- there were almost no occurrences 

of Negro rapacity and violence until the end of the war. Many slaves ran 

away to Port Royal, only to return. W. C. Corsan was told that Negroes 

who had been "seduced or taken into the Federal lines at Port Royal, 

Beaufort, etc. had brought back such tales of starvation, beating, and 

hard work, as to make those who never left rather conceited. 

Charlestonians declared that their Negroes were loyal to them. 

Felix G. DeFontaine once told of'a supposed meeting between a newspaper 

reporter and a porter in Atlanta during the war. When the reported com¬ 

plimented the porter on his manners, the porter replied, "Master, I'm 

a South Car'lina nigger. You don't catch me standln' about de streets, 

but, when you see me on de street, I'm on some business. ... Master, 
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don’t you think wo South Car'lino niggers could whip do Yankees? 

Negroes in Charleston frequently contributed to local charities. Colored 

women gave fresh vegetables and fruits to Charleston troops, and on sev¬ 

eral occasions, slaves helped to raise money for local raffles.**^ 

By contrast, citizens contended that the North was not trying to 

help the Negro. Northerners wanted to free the slaves only "because in 

that was Involved the impoverishment, humiliation and ruin of the mas¬ 

ter. Stories were spread of the violence and cruelty shown toward 

slaves at Beaufort and Port Royal. The Courier said:- 

From the day when Abolitionism began its tampering and tinkering 
by the bold and reckless assertion that slavery was a sin accord¬ 
ing to the Bible, to the present hour, every attempt, and effort 
made by the so-called friends and assuming champions of the negro 
have only tended to his injury and have only increased the inci¬ 
dental and otherwise curable evils of servitude.*^ 

Many people felt that the Northern army at Port Royal was doing the slave 

no favor by conscripting him. To give the slave authority without edu¬ 

cating him as to his responsibilities was sheer lunacy. But others felt 

that Northern conscription of Negroes had been a very wise move, one 

which the South could never duplicate. While the Confederacy was contem¬ 

plating a slave conscription law in January, 1865» Edmund Rhett voiced 

his strenuous objections to William Porcher Miles. He reminded Miles 

that the North offered the Negro incentives which the South could never 

match: 

Negroes may not be a very intelligent race, but we can hardly 
expect them to lack as much sense as some people in Richmond. 
What have we to offer a negro to fight for. us? Nothing, at 
most, but individual liberty—we feed him in the mean time on 
half rations and no meat, or molasses—and we invite him to 
get killed for us. The enemy clothe him well, feed him well, 
are the winning side, and offer him general and entire freedom, 
and equality for his whole race. To suppose that when the alter¬ 
native is forced upon him, he will not go to the enemy, is to .. _ 
suppose him to be without even the common instincts of a monkey* 5 



Although Charleston fell before a slave conscription act was passed, 

the city's slaves had ample opportunity to work on building and mending 

the city's fortifications* At first, planters voluntarily lent the labor 

of their slaves for the state's defense, but as early as November, 1861, 

Mayor Macbeth had to demand that all the city's mestizos and free persons 
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of color report for labor on the public works. In early 1862 the 

South Carolina Executive Council passed regulations concerning the impress» 

ment of slave labor, and on May 30, 1862, the Provost Marshal's office in 

Charleston ordered that within ten days all slaves within a ten-mile 

radius of the city "not in the actual employment and under the supervision 

of some responsible white resident" must be removed from the area* Fail¬ 

ure to comply with the regulation might result in arrest or heavy fines. 

The purpose of this order was not only to obtain, labor but to prevent 

"idle negroes" from "remaining within the precincts of martial law" and 

"to prevent the unnecessary introduction and accumulation of slaves within 

the city of Charleston. "^7 

This regulation, along with future ones concerning the impressment . 

of slave labor, elicited widespread protest. Planters complained that 

they could not be expected to fortify armies and cities and feed them as 

well. To remove slaves from the plantations would ruin the crops. Many 

planters preferred to pay the fines or to hire out free Negroes to sub¬ 

stitute for their slaves. They insisted that prime hands were too valu¬ 

able to expose to the diseases and subversive opinions of the low country. 

James Henry Hammond wrote General Pemberton: 

The fourteen prime hands are worth $14,000. I risk them, to the 
diseases and danger of their position in Charleston. I would 
sooner pay $500 than do that. ... If they escape disease, shells, 
accident, capture, they might run away or join a rebellion, for 
the very best negroes can be seduced to do any thing and even be 
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made savages in a minute, at times. I know them better than I 
know myself. If any of thou come home they will probably come 
with habits that will require time and severe discipline to 
eradicate, and with strange philosophies that may demoralize a 
dozen negro settlements 

Hammond's distrust of the Negro was not uncommon. Many people in 

Charleston, particularly after the Union occupation of Port Boyal, feared 

that the slaves would be incited to revolt. To prevent such an occurrence, 

they suggested that further restrictions be imposed on the slave popula¬ 

tion: 

As a precautionary measure, in these perilous times, it is 
most respectfully suggested that some further restrictions upon 
our slave population at this time would not be amiss. It is sug¬ 
gested that an order be issued prohibiting them from being in the 
streets after sunset, except with a pass signed by yourself [the 

mayor3 individually. Such a plan would not Interfere with those 
who are disposed to be of service to us, as upon proper applica¬ 
tion they could secure the requisite pass. It is also suggested 
that the negro churches should be closely scrutinized, in fact 
closed for the present. * 

Their wish was granted. In March, 1862, the Executive Council created a 

special police court to have jurisdiction in all criminal cases involving 

slaves, and when martial law was declared in the city in May, slaves and 

free persons of color could not travel outside the limits of martial law 

without passports. Negro assemblages were carefully watched. In June, 

1863» about thirty-six Negroes were brought before the mayor and charged 

with holding a religious meeting without the mayor's permission. Their 
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owners had the option of paying their fines or having them punished. 

There were occasional incidents of Negro crimes of violence. At 

least twice during the war, slaves were accused of murdering or attemp¬ 

ting to murder their mistresses, and the newspapers printed all the gory 

details. But Negro violence towards members of their own race was treated 

121 
casually. Late in the war, white citizens expressed alarm at the pres- 
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enee of Negroes In the burned district and in the lower portion of town, 

where they would rob unprotected residents and loot deserted homes* But 

the comparative statistics for arrests in Charleston during the war re¬ 

veal that if Negroes were not a more law-abiding group, they were at 

least less frequently caught than whites. Although five of the city*s 

twenty-two specified criminal offenses applied only to slaves, the great¬ 

est source of local crime, intoxication, was a vice indulged in almost 

exclusively by whites.*22 

Citizens were reminded of their moral obligations to the Negro. 

In the last stages of the war, many slaveowners were forced to turn 

their slaves loose because they had no means of feeding or clothing them. 

The Courier decried this practice : 

Owners of servants that have outgrown work, or have been deserted 
by their masters and protectors, cannot and shall not be permitted 
to turn them loose in this way—a sequel to the abuses and corrup¬ 
tions of the practice of self-hiring, which has too long prevailed 
with impunity. 123 

In May, 1864, the Reverend William B. W. Howe chastised the Southern 

clergy for refusing to perform slave marriage ceremonies. He said that 

the white Southerner could not expect the Negro to be morally respon¬ 

sible unless he gave the Negro moral commitments to fulfill. Howe's 

statements aroused much comment in the Charleston press. Overwhelm¬ 

ingly, Charlestonians supported Howe's claims. As "Gideon" said in a 

letter to the Courier: 

... so long as he [the Negro] is not trained in such a manner 
as to lead him to appreciate the value of marriage in its purity 
and saeredness, he never will so practice it; on the contrary, 
where he sees that in the eye of the law he is net considered 
worthy of protection in the marriage rites, he will Inevitably 
remain in a state of barbarity • . • * 

Charlestonians, however, felt more morally responsible for their 

own welfare than for that of their -enemies. Their kind treatment of an 



"inferior" race was not matched by their treatment of Federal prisoners 

in the city* John W. Ennis, who wrote one of the few accounts of Charles¬ 

ton prison life in 1861, felt that he and his fellow prisoners had been 

treated kindly there* Bat judging from his descriptions and experiences 

his standards of kindness must have been fairly low. The prisoners were 

locked in small rooms in the city jail; several men occupied each room. 

They received no new clothes and had to tear up the bed ticking to make 

new garments when their old ones wore out* Each man's daily rations con¬ 

sisted of three crackers, six ounces of meat, and a tablespoon of rice* 

Later these rations were reduced to two-thirds or less, and often the men 

were fed only once a day* "The meat," Ennis declared,' "was principally 

rancid bacon, and this we had to watch for fear it would run away." Be 

also Insisted that when the supply of bacon was exhausted, the army bought 

the jailer's old cow to feed the prisoners. Finally they were transferred 

to Castle Pinckney, an old fort in Charleston harbor* There they had to 

sleep in the casemates, but it was better than living in the jail, which 

was infested with mosquitoes and bedbugs* They soon learned how to steal 

food from the storeroom and hide it from the guards* During the Charles¬ 

ton fire of December, 1861, they sang and danced* Soon afterwards they 
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were moved to a prison in another city* ' 

Prison conditions in Charleston progressively deteriorated* By the 

summer of 1864, when the second large group of prisoners arrived, there 

was not enough room in the jail to accommodate them all* Many were quar¬ 

tered in the jail yard, which one prisoner described as "one of the un- 

cleanest spots in the South": 

Six hundred of us were crowded into a small, filthy space, 
scarcely one acre* A brick wall, twelve feet high, surrounded 
the yard, whilst the jail building stood near the northern 
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center. . . . A dilapidated and frightful looking gallows 
occupied a position at one end of the yard. There were a few 
old tents ... enough to give quarters to one hundred and 
twenty-five, allowing four and six in a tent; consequently 
there were over four hundred who did not have any kind of 
shelter to protect from a drizzling rain, or the scorching, 
burning heat of a Southern sun. Those who occupied tents were 
flooded out in wet weather. A cistern supplied us with a lit¬ 
tle rain-water; but when it rained, all the dirt and filth of 
the yard ran into the cistern, as its mouth was level with the 
ground . . ,12° 

It was a particularly hot summer. The water grew warm and brackish, and 
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privies filled to overflowing. Convicts, prostitutes, thieves, pick¬ 

pockets, and Negroes were often released from their cells to wander the 

yard. They spread filth and disease among the military prisoners while 

130 
they searched for something to steal. 

The prisoners existed on pitifully poor rations of low quality. 

However, one man dared to say that they were "better in quality and vari¬ 

ety than in any other prison.” He went on to describe this fare: three 

pieces of hard bread or a pint of corn meal, sometimes a little rice or 
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molasses, and rarely a bit of fresh meat (usually pork). On the rare 

occasions when a prisoner received a luxury such as beans, he could ex¬ 

pect to find them full of bugs. The only cooking utensils he had were 

whatever he had managed to save or steal from other prisons; none were 

issued here. Since he was given little or no firewood, cooking his food 

was out of the question. 

The prisoner in the Jail yard also had to struggle to preserve 

what little clothing he had. One man later recalled: 

I was in rags; my clothes were completely gone, and it was only 

by ingenuity, good care and continual watching 1 was enabled to 
hide my nakedness. All the prisoners were in the same fix. 
There was no prospect of receiving clothing from home. If it was 
sent and came into rebel hands, they would appropriate it to their 
own use.*33 
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In desperation some of the prisoners out up the tents in the yard to 

make themselves clothes to wear.*3** Since the prisoner was issued no 

changes of underclothing and even had to boy his own soap, the yard 

abounded with vermin* To kill the vermin he had to boil his clothing. 

But unless he rinsed his garments before boiling them, the dirt would 

make the water so brackish that it would curdle the soap *^35 

Living under such conditions, it was hard for the prisoner to sur¬ 

vive. Many did not. One prisoner said the death rate was about the same 

as Andersonville • s. The chief causes of death were scurvy, diarrhea, 

fever, and gangrene. Host of the prisoners who came to Charleston had 

endured hunger and disease for so long that only a radical change of 

environment could have improved their health.*^* But conditions at the 

jail's hospital tended to aggravate rather than alleviate suffering. The 

hospital, like the yard, was full of filth and vermin. The sick were 

bedded on the ground with nothing underneath them and frequently without 

covers. The Confederate surgeons paid them little or no attention.*^ 

Sometimes if a sick prisoner had friends in the yard who could afford to 

buy him better food, he could be nursed back to health. One prisoner 

spoke of keeping two messmates alive on dry toast and beef tea varied 

with boiled rice and sometimes a little coffee and a hard-boiled egg. 

But with white flour selling for two hundred dollars a barrel, this was 

an expensive proposition.*-^® Most prisoners were not so fortunate. 

In October of 1864 a yellow fever epidemic in Charleston caused 

much death and suffering among prisoners as well as civilians. At this 

time several officers in the prison petitioned Samuel Jones, the acting 

Confederate commander of the city, for better living quarters. This 

petition was refused. Some prisoners complained that "for all he [Jones] 
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eared we might continue to lie in the mud and filth, and DIE!"*^9 But 

judging from the narratives of Charleston prison life, large numbers of 

prisoners were removed to other cities near the end of October, yellow 

fever being the principal reason for the hasty departure. 

A prisoner might escape the squalor of the yard by giving his 

"parole," or "word," that he would not attempt to escape. Many prisoners 

considered this a cowardly act, but long weeks of suffering persuaded many 

to relax their principles. Those who gave their parole found life pleas¬ 

ant—so pleasant, in fact, that some hated to leave. They were given 

spacious quarters at the Roper Hospital and were free to move about as 

they pleased as long as they remained on the premises. They received mail 

regularly, and their food was much better than the jail's. If they had 

enough money, they could even purchase fresh vegetables and fruit from 

the market women who strolled along the sidewalks near the hospital. 

Yankee prisoners in Charleston voiced many complaints about the 

treatment they received. More than anything else, they objected to being 

placed within range of their own guns on Morris Island. Their lives were 

in constant danger, they contended, and this constituted deliberate cruel¬ 

ty as well as cowardice on the part of the Confederates. However, the 

Federal forces soon became guilty of the same injustice. When they learned 

that Federal prisoners were under their fire in Charleston, they retaliated 

by transferring 600 Confederate prisoners from Fort Delaware to Morris Is¬ 

land, where they were placed within range of the Confederate batteries in 

the harbor. Although these prisoners enjoyed better sanitary conditions 

than the Federal prisoners in the Charleston jails, their food was little 

. JJkf 
better. As for the "danger" of being under fire, both Union and Con¬ 

federate prisoners later admitted that their gunnery officers were excel- 



141 

lent marksmen who aimed their guns to avoid hitting their own men.*1*2 

Another frequent objection was that according to rules of war, the 

enemy had no right to hold captives whom they could not quarter or feed. 

Prisoners were told that they had been sent to Charleston because of the 

scarcity of food in other cities. But Charleston received most of its 

food from the interior of the state, and late in the war it, of all Con¬ 

federate cities, experienced numerous and severe food shortages 

Charlestonians tended to feel that the prisoners should be subjected to 

the same hardships they themselves faced—hunger, disease, and danger from 

the Federal guns. After all, the prisoner was their enemy. Had they any 

obligation to treat him well while they themselves suffered? The Courier 

went so far as to deny that prisoners were receiving cruel and unjust 

treatment. It asserted that "these prisoners have been quartered in and 

through this city with the best possible provisions for their comfort and 

health, Later it attempted to justify conditions in the city hy in¬ 

sisting that Tankees in Charleston were better treated than Southerners 

liie 
in Northern prisons. J 

Most prisoners arrived in the city well-acquainted with prison 

life. Almost all of them had endured conditions in Belle Isle, Savannah, 

or Andersonville, Naturally, those who had come from prisons where con¬ 

ditions were good (such as at Savannah) were quick to criticize conditions 

at Charleston, Those who had experienced even greater hardships were 

pitifully grateful for the little kindness they received in Charleston, 

One man said, "We were sorry to leave Charleston, While it was called 

'the hot-bed of secession, ' we had received the best treatment there of 

any place in the south. Our guards were kind, and we were seldom taunted 

by the citizens, 
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Prisoners did remember isolated instances of kindness. Virtually 

all of them acknowledged the self-sacrifice and care of the Sisters of 

Mercy. The Sisters of Mercy were nuns who worked in hospitals and pris¬ 

ons throughout the Confederacy during the Civil War. They brought medi¬ 

cines and food for the sick and comfort for the dying. They also volun¬ 

teered as nurses, often at great personal risk. During the yellow fever 

epidemic in Charleston they continued to make their rounds: 

Every day after the fever broke out, • • • these pale-faced, 
devout, veiled creatures made their rounds of the prison, with 
their baskets of medicine and food for the sick. It was touch¬ 
ing to see them ... heeding none but the suffering, and minis¬ 
tering to them with that pious dignity and tenderness charac¬ 
teristic of their order. The^personal sacrifices of these 
women was [sic] surprising.11*' 

Some prisoners felt that Charlestonians would have done more to relieve 

the prisoners* suffering if the Confederate guards had permitted them to 

do so: 

Ladies came with baskets of bread and asked permission to give 
it to the prisoners; one lady, on being refused, threw loaf by 
loaf over the line until her basket was empty. She was arrested 
as a 'Yankee sympathizer.* The Sisters of Charity ... give 
out what they have with them, but are told that if they have any 
more to give to the Confederate needy.i**® 

These suspicions were correct. Public opinion consistently discouraged 

any display of kindness toward prisoners: 

When Yankee prisoners pass through this city again, we hope and 
believe there will be provided in addition to the proper guard, a 
force of active and vigilant guards, able and willing to arrest 
the few who impudently parade their preferences by lionizing these 
creatures, by giving them enormous prices for greenbacks, and by 
loading them with flowers.1^ 

Charleston was, indeed, a city of two faces. Its citizens res¬ 

ponded to humanitarian impulses, but their remedies were inwardly direc¬ 

ted. Their charitable pursuits were guided by their loyalty to the Con¬ 

federate cause, yet they frequently ignored or resisted the government's 



requests* They welcomed strangers, but only those who conformed to their 

own standards of maimers and beliefs. let in their basic pattern of social 

relationships, Charlestonians matured and progressed during the war years. 

Charleston*s war effort was a united one, involving the participation of 

all social classes. Temporarily the local aristocracy forgot many of 

their former prejudices and came to respect and admire the devotion of 

minority groups to the Confederate cause. As the postwar years would 

demonstrate, the Civil War had proveded the necessary catalyst, possibly 

the only one, for the breakdown of social barriers. Unfortunately, this 

change would not be permanent. 
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V. DEFEAT 

"Should you capture Charleston» 1 hope that by 
some accident the place may be destroyed» and if a 
little salt should be sown upon its site it might pre¬ 
vent the growth of future crops of nullification and 
secession*" 

—Major General Henry W. Halleck to Major . 
General William T* Sherman» December 18» 1864* 

War changed the face of the city* At first this change was subtle* 

More men on the streets were in uniform» and perhaps they were strangers. 

Ladies exchanged their elegant pastel frocks for sturdier homespun and 

gingham. Their social life was quieter» more constructive* Knitting 

parties and bandage-rolling took the place of teas and debutante balls. 

The shops along King Street closed a little earlier» but the new hours 

caused no inconvenience* There were fewer citizens to accommodate» fewer 

goods to buy» and less money to .spend* 

The wartime changes were accentuated by the beginning of siege 

operations in the summer of 1863* Civilians evacuated to the up-country 

in larger numbers» and by 1864 the number of inhabitants remaining in 

2 
Charleston was estimated at 5*000» including Negroes and dogs* Those 

citizens who remained could not help but notice that life was strangely 

different: 

Our streets that formerly were noisy with the sounds of wheels and 
voices» and gay with the beauty of fair women and lively children 
are now almost silent; our homes that formerly were bright with the 
forms that most we love» and lively with the voice of song and 
laughter» are now silent and dark. Trade and traffic have been 
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driven from our marts, and our wives, mothers, sisters and chil¬ 
dren have been obliged to seek safety at a distance from their 
birth place and homes,-' 

Everyone was concerned with the shelling. Businesses moved uptown, and 

citizens were warned to remove all combustible materials from their homes 

and to stay out of the lower portion of town. Charleston, which had al¬ 

ways been extremely vulnerable to severe fires, actually managed to 

decrease the number of them during the siege. The fire department insti¬ 

tuted a better alarm system and demanded strict discipline of the local 

firemen. The police department continually patrolled the lower section, 

where young boys and vagrants often went to search for unexploded shells.** 

Citizens were elated at the effectiveness of the precautionary measures 

and marvelled at Charleston's apparent invulnerability} 

The shelling of the city still continues and I understand that no 
less than 7000 shells have been thrown. It is marvelous that in 
such a bombardment so few persons have been killed or wounded but 
the damages to property in the lower part of the city begin to be 
considerable. ... If in eleven months they have not knocked 
down a single building, how many Centuries will it take them to 
destroy the City?5 

The physical change in the city was even more cruel than the changes 

in its inhabitants. The fashionable lower portion of town, its narrow 

streets lined with stately houses facing the river, had been vacated when 

the shelling began. John W. Northrop, a prisoner awaiting his exchange 

near one of the wharves on East Bay Street, described what he saw in 

December, 1864} 

In several places large buildings were dead heaps of ruins—brick 
and dust. Sidewalks torn up with shell ... and in the burnt 
region there was almost a wilderness of tall, rank, dead weeds, 
and among them fragments of broken lumber and brands. Every step 
of streets and walks, every door and window, pillar and veranda, 
post or sign, was desolation.® 

Churches were riddled from the shelling and their steeples toppled in 

bizarre disarray. Hotels had long been deserted, but their furniture 
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and tableware had been left behind to tempt the unexpected guest. Wharves 

rotted and grass grew in the streets. 

The war had also wrought its vengeance on Fort Sumter. Once the 

symbol of secession and triumphant defiance, her guns were rendered use¬ 

less late in August of 1863# and her walls were badly battered from the 

constant firing. To discourage any attempts to scale the fort, a boom of 

heavy logs was anchored off the exposed slopes. Wire entanglements were 

spread near the base of them, and sharp, removable wooden pikes were set 

in frames all along the crest. The interior of the fort consisted of an 

intricate sandbag and log barricade, which would enable the garrison to 

take refuge in the bombproofs, defending itself until the Confederate har¬ 

bor batteries Could open fire.? Thus did the old fort present a brave 

defense to her would-be conquerors. 

Inside the fort, however, life was less than pleasant. Cornelius 

Burckmyer, stationed there in June, 1864, objected more to the fleas than 

to the peril under which he lived: 

My bedstead is a box made of rough boards, and I sleep on a 
coarse, rough mattress without sheets and using only my 
blanket and am so much worried by fleas that I generally wake 
up two or three times a night and go to scratching. I have 
never seen any place where the fleas are so bad, not even 
Rome ... The shelling ... gives us little or no concern, 
and as we keep under cover pretty much all the time we are 
comparatively safe here.® 

Probably the war-weariness inside Sumter was predictable but no 

longer unique, as it had been in 1861 when Anderson's garrison was being 

starved out. Cramped quarters, poor food, and danger from shellfire 

were by 1864 common complaints of all Charlestonians. So, too, was the 

antagonism of soldier for fellow soldier. Herbert Ravenel Sass sum¬ 

marized the extent and meaning of this friction in the words of a fic¬ 

tional corporal from Aiken, stationed at Fort Sumter in the summer of 1864: 
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I been shot at considerable and I done had one ballet in my 
gats an' I ain't as hot abont this hyar war as I used to be* 
An' I come to find out all the sons of bitches ain't on the 
Yankee side* We got some too an' some of 'em is the doable- 
j'inted kind an' meaner'n water rattlers.? 

A discontented soldier could sometimes get a week-end pass to visit 

the city* But since shelling was heaviest daring the day, travel from 

the forts and island batteries had to be done at night* Even if he ar¬ 

rived in the city safely, he found little to do. Lodging and meals were 

expensive, and the Wayside Home was always crowded* For the stranger to 

the city, entertainment was virtually nonexistent* Faced with these cir¬ 

cumstances the soldier began to create his own forms of amusement, add¬ 

ing to the lawlessness and demoralization which wartime tensions had 

already produced in the community* 

Drunkenness became so common that in January, 1865» the City Coon- 
10 cil had to revoke all licenses for the retailing of spirituous liquors* 

Robberies were bold and frequent* A typical robbery in late 1864 and 

early 1865 was to break into a store or market and carry off produce and 

merchandise, often valued at thousands of dollars* Sometimes Negroes or 

gangs of youths were the culprits, but in one crime wave of January, 1865» 

all of the thieves wore soldiers.** Conditions were so dangerous by then 

that a special Provost Guard was organized to co-operate with the police 

in arresting persons found on the streets after hours without proper 
12 vouchers or papers* On at least two occasions the violence of gangs 

of. soldiers culminated in murder or attempted murder. On April 16, 1864, 
1*5 

fifteen regulars murdered Lieutenant Edward A* West of Charleston. On 

January 10, 1865» four soldiers attacked a Negro drayman* When a police¬ 

man tried to come to his rescue, the gang rushed him» and dealt the two 

men heavy blows before other policemen could bring help.*** Although 
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soldiers were not the source of all crime in the last months of the war» 

their contributions to the city's vices aroused the antagonism of law- 

abiding citizens and made them unwelcome guests* 

With hunger and lawlessness abounding in the city and with Sher¬ 

man's army threatening its very existence» it is not surprising that 

tempers were on edge* People blamed the quartermasters for the destitu¬ 

tion and ineffectiveness of the army in Georgia,*"* They bitterly cen¬ 

sured those in their own midst who spread rumors wantonly*^ and failed 

to rally to their country's defense.*? Gloom and impending disaster 

enveloped them. They could no longer Ignore either their failures or 

their vulnerabilityt 

Charleston is a doomed city* There is nothing to save 
us but an overruling Providence* I can see nothing else» 
even this* I must say there is but little hope* • • • No» 
God will not assist us when there is so much develtry [sic] 
carried on • • ,*8 

Nevertheless» Charleston's spirit was not altogether broken. 

Prayer meetings were held daily in St* Paul's Episcopal Church» and citi¬ 

zens were exhorted» even shamed» into attending* The Courier reminded its 

readers that "there is none of us without sin"*? and that "Charleston has 

never been so depressed or depopulated * * * that an auction would not 

command a large attendance,But the common association of religious 

faith with patriotism did not imply that the Chariestcnian presumed his 

prayers would bring divine intervention in the course of human history* 

It simply expressed the hope that piety would reinforce the justice and 

righteousness of the Confederate cause .^* 

Despite the recent losses of their armies on the battlefields» many 

Charlestonians were still determined to defend their city and state» to 

the death if necessary* The Courier encouraged this feeling and warned 
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its readers: 

The challenge so boastingly thrown down in Georgia will 
soon be tried in and against South Carolina, Will our citi¬ 
zens suffer the insolent challenger* flushed with easy con¬ 
quest* to boast that South Carolina not only could not and 
did not light* or annoy* or harrass him* but left their barns 
and granaries, and smoke houses, full before and for him* with 
mills ready for grinding wheat* corn* and rice?22 

On January 24, 1865» * letter signed "Many wives and mothers of Charles¬ 

ton" appeared in the Mercury, It was addressed to Lieutenant General 

William J, Hardee* commanding the Department of South Carolina* Georgia* 

and Florida, and to South Carolina's governor, Andrew G. Magrath, Urging 

that the city be defended to the last extremity* it reiterated the courage 

and proud defiance for which the city had long been famous. It demon¬ 

strated that the spirit of the people had not been conquered: 

• , «let there be no excuse for deserting the sacred homes 
of us and our ancestors, , , , if Charleston* defended to the 
hour, musttthen fall* let the Governor defend and save her 
honor here by her fall amid her burning edifices and her 
homes—to the sound of the guns of our forts, as they send 
out their last defiance to the baffled foe«23 

Beauregard, however* had other plans for the defense of Charleston, 

On October 17» 1864» he had assumed command of the Military Division of 

the West* and in December* General Hardee succeeded him as commander of 

the Department of South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, As early as 

December 27» 1864» he began to direct Hardee "to make silently and cau¬ 

tiously all necessary preparations for the evacuation of Charleston* 

should it become necessary."^ He repeated this order four days later* 

emphasizing that the garrison at Charleston must be saved at all costs— 

even if the price for its survival should be the surrender of the city: 

You will apply to the defense of Charleston the same principle 
applied to that of Savannah—that is, defend it as long as 
compatible with the safety of your forces. Having no reason 
at present to expect succor from an army of relief* you mnst , 
save your troops for the defense of South Carolina and Georgia,26 
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Hardee was In a most uncomfortable position* While Beauregard was 

attempting to prepare for the eventual evacuation of the city, Governor 

Magrath was determined to defend it "to the last moment,N hoping that 

reinforcements would arrive and that Beauregard could beat the enemy 

before Sherman's army reached Charleston*^ Not only did he persuade 

President Davis to accept this strategy, but he urged it upon the people 

of South Carolina, saying, "Be as resolute as your cause is just, and 

triumphant success awaits you*"^ Such brave words convinced many people, 

including Hardee, that Charleston could be held* Hardee made no attempt 

to begin evacuation procedures, thus endangering the Confederate position 

as Sherman's any marched towards Columbia* 

On February 14, 1865» Beauregard visited Hardee in Charleston, to 

convince him of the absolute necessity of abandoning the city immediately 

and concentrating his forces at Chesterville on the Charlotte Railroad* 

He made preparations for the movement of the troops and left for Colum¬ 

bia the same night.3® Since Sherman was at that time investing Columbia, 

Beauregard believed that his present force could not check the enemy's 

advance.3* He hoped that by evacuating Charleston and concentrating his 

forces at Chesterville, he could effect a juncture with the forces of 

General Braxton Bragg and thus deter Sherman as he moved northward from 

Columbia.Although Davis was not pleased at the prospect of losing 

the city, preparations for its evacuation began.33 

It was ironic that Charleston, after being defended against over¬ 

whelming odds during a continuous siege of 5^8 days, was to be surrendered 

without the firing of a single shot ,3**’ Halleck and Sherman did not even 

have to burn the city, because the Confederates burned it for them. 

Beauregard's instructions had been to leave no military stores which the 
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enemy could use, and his subordinates obeyed them with reckless abandon. 

In their determination to destroy everything which the enemy could use, 

they also burned many of the provisions needed to sustain the city's 

civilian population. They threatened anyone who attempted to restrain 

their incendiarism. Unfortunately, the fires in the warehouses and depots 

could not be carefully controlled, and the flames soon spread to all parts 

of the city. When the Union forces took possession of the city on the 

morning of February 18, Charleston was little more Ilian a heap of ruins 

and smouldering ashes. 

Confederate troops evacuated the city and its fortifications during 

the night of February 17. On James Island tie departing Confederates 

spiked their guns and burned their boats and bridges behind them.. Several 

squads were left in the city itself to burn all cotton in the city, to 

dismount and spike the guns on the wharves, and to gather stragglers and 

would-be deserters.^ By the early morning of the 18th, every building, 

warehouse, or shed containing cotton had been fired. On Lucas Street, 

near the depot of the South Carolina Railroad, a long shed containing 

1,200 bales of cotton intended for the blockade runners was set ablaze. 

Nearby, several other buildings and sheds containing cotton were destroyed. 

Lucas Mill, containing 30,000 bushels of rough rice, and R. T. Walker's 

36 
Broad Street warehouse, piled with commissary stores, went up in flames.'7 

At the same time the Confederate gunboats palmetto State and Chlcora 

were blown up in the harbor, sending red-hot iron plates as far as the 

wharves and setting them afire.^ Another fire broke out on East Bay 

Street. When the Charleston, the last remaining gunboat, exploded at 

11 {00 A. M«, several citizens thought that they saw a fiery palmetto tree 

in the sparks which flew skyward.^® Their dreams of Southern independence 
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and s elf - sufficiency had ended. 

But the worst disaster of the day by far was the explosion of the 

Northeastern Railroad depot at eight o'clock that morning.39 There the 

Confederates had left large quantities of provisions for the poor, and a 

frightened crowd had assembled to seize what they could. Unfortunately 

the army had also left a large quantity of cartridges and damaged gun¬ 

powder. A group of playful boys began throwing some of the cartridges on 

the cotton which was burning in the depot. Drippings of powder established 

a train between the blaze and the gunpowder. The gunpowder soon exploded, 

blowing the depot to atoms and killing between three and fire hundred 

persons The confusion was horrible. "The miserable victims were seen 

tumbling about in agony, literally roasting alive; their wild shrieks 

k 1 
were appalling • . .." 

The firemen were helpless. All they could hope to do was to pre¬ 

vent the various fires from spreading, and they hesitated to do even this 

because some feared being arrested by the remaining soldiers .^2 They 

did, however, save several buildings—including the city gas works^ and 

the home of the French consul, which contained much of the jewelry and 

plate owned by French citizens residing in Charleston^—from destruc¬ 

tion. 

With the firing of the cotton George Walton Williams, a merchant 

and city alderman, urged Mayor Macbeth to surrender the city.**-* Lieu¬ 

tenant Colonel Augustus G. Bennett, commanding a regiment of colored 

troops on Morris Island, had already been convinced that Charleston was 

deserted and was rowing toward the city in a small boat. About ten o'clock 

in the morning he was met by another small boat sailing under a flag of 

truce. There, two aldermen delivered Macbeth's note of surrender. 
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Macbeth had written the note without knowing that Bennett was on his 

x x,. xx ^ way to the city. 

The occupation was peaceful at first. Detachments were sent Imme¬ 

diately to all public buildings and depots in an effort to stop further 

damage. They seized the arsenal shortly before noonf barely saying it 

from destruction. By the afternoon of the 18th, Bennett had established 

his headquarters at the Citadel and the United States flag again flew over 

Charleston and its harbor fortifications.^ 

The days, months, and «yen years which followed were not to be so 

calm. By February 22, Federal soldiers were entering unoccupied houses 

and seizing all furniture. Negro soldiers went from door to door, demand- 

48 
ing food and telling the serrants they were free. Such actions, how¬ 

ever, were not condoned by the Federal authorities, who took steps to 

prevent their recurrence.^ Charleston women also resisted Yankee aggres¬ 

sion. Always a deceptively meek breed, they now refused to allow soldiers 

to enter their homes, steal their food, and entice their devoted servants 

to freedom. Their courage won them the respect of the occupying army. 50 

Many of these women had sworn that they would starve before they accepted 

Northern charity, but now they discovered that hunger was a more potent 

force than pride. They waited in long lines to receive rations from the 

Federal commissary—salt pork, grits, rice flour, and vinegar. Many of 

them ate nothing else for weeks .5* 

To the returning Charlestonian, the physical shock of seeing his 

city again was almost too much to bear. Buildings which had not been 

pocked or shattered by the shells were blackened from the flames. Rank 

weeds and grass grew in the streets, and gardens sprouted huge, unex¬ 

ploded shells. In the houses, carpeting had been torn and tracked with 
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mud; the furniture had been smashed and familiar family treasures 

52 
stolen. Mrs. Francis J. Porcher wrote her friend Anna Mason Smiths 

Mr. Porcher found on his visit to Charleston that our 
beautiful house had been occupied by Charles Macbeth's plan¬ 
tation negroes, with their pigs and poultry. They were cook¬ 
ing in the drawing room, and as you may imagine everything was 
abused and soiled, but the Yankees had driven them out, and 
now it is occupied by a Yankee who keeps a drinking saloon 
over the Insurance Office in Broad Street. 53 

If the physical shock was great, the confrontation of social and 

economic change was still greater. People discovered that their old 

friends were dead, or had moved away. Women in the finest families had 

to learn to be their own cpoks and washerwomen, for they had no more ser¬ 

vants. Economic necessity forced the widow of Robert F. W. Allston, a 

former governor of the state, to open a school in her home. When General 

Daniel E. Sickles assumed command of the city in the winter of 1866-67» 

she accepted his daughter as a day scholar—much to the chagrin of many 

other members of the community. 5** 

Those who could find jobs were lucky. The talented botanist Henry 

William Ravenel was seeking employment in the city in late 1865* He 

found his prospects slim: 

A large number of men who formerly did business in the city 
are thrown out of employment.—every one more or less ruined 
in money affairs ... It is a struggle for life—and those 
who are most active and prepared by previous habits and train¬ 
ing will secure the places—others must do what they can for 
a living.^-5 

Charleston was suffering the economic maladies which were plaguing the 

state as a whole. The War had depleted its white manpower, and its in¬ 

dustrial resources had fallen into neglect. Almost all of the state's 

resources had been poured into the Confederate cause; consequently, it 

had neglected the processes of production needed to maintain normal 

56 
community life. With the war's end the creditor, a key figure in 
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Charleston's economic life, "had not only lost his capital bat in many 

cases • , . all means of creating new wealth. Carl Schurz, visiting 

Charleston in the sommer of 1865, realized that the city's economic 

recovery woold require Northern assistance, although many Charleston 

businessmen were loath to accept itt 

• • • it will require a long time to restore the former posi¬ 
tion of this place unless Northern capital and Northern enter¬ 
prise step in. The Yankee has to Invade this country again, a 
peaceable invader, to clear away the rubbish and to re-open 
the avenues of wealth.5° 

Inextricably tied to social and economic change in Charleston was 

the Negro with his newly-won freedom. Charlestonians had, for the most 

part, been pleased with the institution of slavery, and they balked at 

abandoning it altogether. Soon after the war they reconciled themselves 

to the end of the slave system. They felt that the Yankees had "demoral¬ 

ized" the Negroes to such an extent that they no longer made good servants. 

Many also suspected that the end of slavery was God's punishment of the 

white man for failing to fulfill his responsibilities as a master. But 

on tiie other hand, the same man who would admit that the return of slav¬ 

ery was no longer possible would also insist that even the freedman should 

be compelled to labor. Henry William Ravenel spoke for his contemporaries 

when he said, "I believe that the negro must remain in this country and 

that his condition, although a freed-man, must be to labour on the soil. • 

Nothing but necessity will compel him to work."^9 

The freedom of the Negro annoyed and frightened the white Charles¬ 

tonian. As plantation Negroes flocked to the city, the white man came to 

resent their appearance on the streets at all hours and their potential 

threat to his personal safety. He distrusted the presence of the Negro 

soldier on the city streets. After the Negro riots of July, 1866, one 
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nan complained: 

Why is not the commanding officer cashiered [for] neglect of 
his duty in restraining these riots? or why are these savages 
quartered in the city at all? If it is necessary for them to 
be there, why are they allowed to parade the streets at all 
hours with pistols and bayonets to the peril of the lives of 
peaceable citizens?66 

Daring Reconstruction the white Charlestonian, along with conser¬ 

vatives throughout the state, began to learn that if he could not return 

the Negro to servitude, he could at least try to control him politically. 

The secret of political control was similar to the methods used in achiev¬ 

ing a successful relationship between master and slave—"to be kind and 

considerate, and thus win their confidence and prove to than what we 

have always been claiming, that we are thèir best friendsothers 

realized that the political control of the Negro was only a partial answer, 

to the logical resurgenoe of conservative strength. In 1867 John A. Wag¬ 

oner, a German immigrant who in 1871 was to be elected mayor of Charles¬ 

ton, wrote his friend Benjamin Alls ton: 

Let politics go to Old Harry for the present. Let the Devil 
rule for a while, as rule he must, but the day is very near, 
when, if we get Immigrants and factories, the old regime will 
return to all their power and influence, to be exerted with 
more beneficial results for our noble State, than heretofore. ' 
... I do want to put our house in order, not for the day 
of our dissolution, which is now, but for the day of our 
resurrection ... which is not far off.62 

The historian David Duncan Wallace was probably correct in believ¬ 

ing that the Civil War and Reconstruction united social classes in South 

Carolina as never before. The war had united them—the rich and the 

poor, the aristocrat and the newcomer, the citizen and the soldier, the 

master and the slave—against a common enemy. Charlestonians temporarily 

forgot their antagonisms. Resentment and bigotry frequently revealed 

themselves but were soon overcome in the struggle for survival. The bond 



164 

of communal suffering was stronger than the ties of blood. For once men 

were recognized for what they ware, not who they were. Valor, service, 

and loyalty to one's country received the commendation they deserved. 

The outcast was feared and deplored not merely for who he was but for 

what he represented—idleness, greed, or subversive opinion. 

But as Wallace also pointed out, the end of Reconstruction and the 

partial subordination of the race question revealed South Carolina "as 

she really was, a divided, conflicting, and potentially class-wrecked 

society.In Charleston the enormity of the war's physical, social and 

economic effects overwhelmed the community. Confronting the city in ruins, 

poverty in practically every household, an army of occupation in their 

midst, and Negroes roaming their streets, Charleston's traditional leaders 

knew that they must offer Immediate remedies. But all they could do to 

restore the city, and at the same time recover their former status, was 

to attempt to rebuild upon old foundations. 

Charleston fell, but not the spirit of her people. The same fiery 

independence and pride they had demonstrated at Secession Hall and on 

the battlements of Fort Sumter returned in the postwar years. They scorned 

the Northern invader in their economic affairs and ignored him socially. 

Acknowledging the end of the slave era, they gradually accepted the freed- 

man, and they learned how to control him politically. Never did they treat 

him as an equal. Long ago they had reconciled themselves to the incom¬ 

patibility of equality and their own particular concept of liberty. For 

them, liberty was not freedom for all men to participate as equals in a 

society. Instead, it was the right of a minority—representing, so they 

hoped, an ideal combination of blood, wealth, and talent—to defend it¬ 

self against mass democracy and mass culture. For this concept of liberty 
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they had fought a war and endured its hardships. Even the horrors of 

siege and Reconstruction could not burn it from their minds. Future 

generations would have to judge whether this concept was indeed liberty 

or foolhardy license. 
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