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(a) Intervention of right. Upon timely application anyone shall be permitted to 
intervene in an action: 

(2)   When the applicant claims an interest relating to the property 
or transaction which is the subject of the action and he is so situated that 
the disposition of the action may as a practical matter impair or impede his 
ability to protect that interest, unless the applicant's interest is 
adequately  represented by existing parties. 

2. This motion is timely. The complaint in this matter was filed less than two weeks 

ago, on 23 October 2019. The only proceedings thus far has been a hearing on Plaintiff’s 

temporary restraining order. There have been no additional pleadings filed, and the time for 

defendant to answer has not lapsed. 

3.  NAACP and CFA have direct and immediate interests relating to the subject of this 

action, removal of the UDC confederate monument (“the Monument”), from the public property 

located at the historic Chatham County courthouse in Pittsboro, NC. 

4.   CFA is a community based nonprofit unincorporated association. CFA’s mission is 

to lawfully and peacefully persuade the Chatham County Board of Commissioners (“BOCC”) to 

remove the Monument from public property, because of the racially discriminatory hate speech 

it constitutes in its current location in front of the historic courthouse in the center of Pittsboro.  

CFA seeks to address the false historical narrative that the Monument represents and that the 

County endorses due to the Monument’s current location. See Exhibit 1, Affidavit of CFA. 

5.  The NAACP is the nation’s oldest and largest civil rights organization. Its mission 

is to ensure the political, educational, social and economic equality of rights of all persons and to 

eliminate racial hatred and discrimination. The NAACP has followed a variety of strategies to 

carry out this goal, including filing lawsuits and Title VI administrative claims, public education, 
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direct advocacy, peaceful protests, and civic engagement in order to promote and protect equal 

rights and to enforce anti-discrimination laws for the benefit of its members. The West Chatham 

Branch, which is part of the North Carolina State Conference, has worked to pursue that mission 

across North Carolina, but especially in Chatham County. Because of its location and its clear 

message of racial hatred and the racist legacy of the Confederacy, the maintenance of the 

Monument on the courthouse grounds frustrates the mission of the NAACP. See Exhibit 2, 

Affidavit of NAACP. 

6.  In pursuit of their missions, Movants engaged in months of public advocacy, 

education, and direct engagement in support of the removal of the monument, including a 

massive petition drive. Movants and their members also made appearances before the BOCC 

urging it to revoke the license and remove the Monument. These efforts are described in detail 

in Exhibits 1 and 2.  

7.  In addition, the continuing presence of the Monument and the County’s recent 

vote to remove it has drawn widespread public demonstrations by neo-confederate and alt-right 

organizations, many of them openly carrying guns, swords and knives and other weapons. See 

attached Exhibits 1 and Affidavit of Stephanie Terry, attached hereto as Exhibit 3. These protests 

have further undermined Movants’ missions and some of their members are reluctant to be 

downtown or continue to speak out for fear of being harassed, attacked, threatened, or 

otherwise harmed by the Confederate supporters. See attached Exhibits 1, 2 and 3. 

8.  The continued display of the monument in the public square has become a threat 

to public safety and a public nuisance—the most harmful effects of which are born by African 

American residents. However, Movants continue to pursue their goals and use their resources to 
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advocate in support of the removal of the monument even in the face of the presence of armed 

Confederate supporters. See Exhibits 1, 2 and 3. 

9. The disposition of Plaintiffs’ action to prevent the removal of the monument 

directly implicates and would adversely impact Movants’ interests as civil rights organizations 

and advocates of the rights of African Americans. The resolution of the claims at issue may 

determine the County’s ability to remove the Monument and to address the adverse racial harms 

created by its display on public property.  Movants have already worked diligently and 

successfully through and exhausted the democratic legislative process in pursuit of their 

missions and to protect their interests. Now that the matter has moved into the courtroom, 

movants’ rights will be prejudiced if they are not permitted to intervene. 

10. Movants’ interests are not adequately represented by the existing parties in the 

case. The UDC is an all-white organization dedicated to re-write the racial history of the Civil 

War as the so-called “Lost Cause” of a just southern struggle, and slavery as benevolent and 

benign. The UDC seeks to ensure the continued display of the monument with no regard for the 

legacy of racism and hate it embodies. Its interests, claims, and legal position are directly 

counter to Movants’. And although the BOCC voted to remove the Monument, it also does not 

adequately represent Movants’ interests. The BOCC represents the general public interest. While 

that includes Movants, it also includes other Chatham County residents, including the Plaintiffs 

and their supporters. In addition, the BOCC has presented a different legal position than the 

Movants, focusing narrowly on the question of ownership and not on the racial discrimination 

or harms, or likely constitutional violations caused by the continuing display of the Monument.  

11.  Alternatively, Movants also meet the requirements for permissive intervention  
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pursuant to Rule 24(b)(2). Under that section of the rule, a timely applicant must show their 

“claim or defense and the main action have a question of law or fact in common. . . . In 

exercising its discretion, the court shall consider whether the intervention will unduly delay or 

prejudice the adjudication of the rights of other parties.” N.C. Gen. Stat. § 1A-1, Rule 24(b)(2).\  

12. As stated above, Movants’ claims regarding the continuing location of the 

Monument on public property have questions of law and fact in common with the pending 

action. The UDC claims the Monument must remain in place; both BOCC and Movants assert 

that the monument should be removed (the former in defense of the government’s policy as 

enacted by elected representatives, the latter based upon the conviction that the removal is a 

necessary step for the achievement of racial justice). The resolution of these claims are grounded 

upon common questions of law and fact. Finally, the intervention will neither unduly delay nor 

prejudice the adjudication, due to the significant overlap of questions of law and fact, and 

because Movants are seeking intervention at the early preliminary stages of the case. 

13. Counsel for the Plaintiffs and for the Defendant have been notified of this Motion. 

The Defendants consent to the Motion; Plaintiffs have not responded regarding their position. 

WHEREFORE, Movants’ respectfully request that the Court grant their Motion to 

Intervene of right, pursuant to Rule 24(a)(2) of the North Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure, or in 

the alternative, that they be granted permissive intervention, pursuant to Rule 24(b). Movants 

have attached to this Motion a proposed Order and their Motion to Dismiss the Complaint 

pursuant to N.C. Rule of Civ. Proc. 12(b)(1) and 12(b)(6), and ask that it be accepted as filed as of 

the date of the Court’s order granting the Motion to Intervene. 
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA 
 

IN THE GENERAL COURT OF JUSTICE 
SUPERIOR COURT DIVISION 

 
CHATHAM COUNTY 
 

19-CVS-809 
 

  
 

 

 

 

 

ORDER 

BARBARA CLARK PUGH; GENE 
TERRELL BROOKS; THOMAS HENRY 
CLEGG; and THE WINNIE DAVIS 
CHAPTER 259 OF THE UNITED 
DAUGHTERS OF THE CONFEDERACY,  

 

Plaintiffs, 
 

v. 
 

KAREN HOWARD; MIKE 
DASHER; DIANNA HALES; JIM 
CRAWFORD; and ANDY WILKIE, in their 
official capacities as members of the 
Board of County Commissioners of 
Chatham County, North Carolina, 

 

Defendants. 
 

 

NOW COMES the Undersigned, upon the Motion to Intervene filed in this matter 

by West Chatham Branch of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored 

People (“NAACP”) and Chatham For All (“CFA”), (hereinafter “Intervenors”). Having 

reviewed the Motion and supporting affidavits, and the arguments of counsel, this Court 

concludes that Intervenors have direct and immediate interests relating to the subject of 

this action, that the disposition of the action may impair or impede Intervenors’ ability to 

protect those interests, and those interests are not adequately  represented by existing the 

parties.  Therefore, it is hereby ORDERED that, pursuant to Rule 24(a)(2) of the N.C. 
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Rules of Civil Procedure, the Motion to Intervene of rights is GRANTED, and that the 

Intervenors are admitted to this case with the full rights of parties, as Intervenor-

Defendants. Intervenors’ Motion to Dismiss attached to their Motion to Intervene is 

hereby deemed filed as of the date of this order. 

This the _____________________ day of November, 2019 

 

      ____________________________________ 
       Superior Court Judge 
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historic courthouse in the center of Pittsboro. I am authorized to provide this affidavit on 

behalf of CFA.  

3.  I was born in 1949. Throughout my childhood I spent most summers in 

Chatham County, where my mother was born and raised. I attended the Goldston 

Colored School (now J.S. Waters Elementary School) in 1955, and later attended high 

school at the Laurinburg Institute, studied pre-law at Campbell University and history at 

the University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. I hold an Associate’s Degree in History 

from Central Carolina.  

4.   I moved permanently to Chatham in 1991 and have lived here ever since. I 

raised my granddaughter here. She attended J.S. Waters and Chatham Central High 

School, and now my great-grandson is attending J.S. Waters. I have been civically 

involved in the County since 1994, when I joined Head Start’s Policy Council. I have 

served on Chatham County Partnership for Children’s Board, the Chatham County 

Planning Board, Chatham County’s Affordable Housing Task Force, and the Community 

Health Assessment Team. In addition to CFA, I currently serve on Chatham County’s 

Board of Education and Chatham Housing Initiative. 

4. The Supreme Court has said that public monuments speak for the people, 

and that is why Chatham For All has advocated for the removal of the Monument from its 

current location: because of the severe division, fear, intimidation, harassment, and harm 

that racially discriminatory speech causes to residents in our community.  

5.  The Monument, because of its location, speaks for Chatham County and 

perpetuates the false “Lost Cause” narrative concerning the Confederacy, which in fact 
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engaged in treason and the violent defense of human enslavement. The Civil War 

happened, the South lost, but because there was no constitutional provision for 

addressing secession, leaders of the Confederacy essentially got a “pass” for their treason. 

6. After their defeat, supporters of the Confederacy, including the United 

Daughters of the Confederacy (UDC), constructed a false narrative that down-played the 

role of slavery in the decision to secede, and made Confederates seem the victim in order 

to mitigate and obscure their responsibility for the war. Central to the Lost Cause 

narrative are the defamatory inferences about the enslaved African Americans (e.g., that 

they were happy to be slaves, otherwise incapable, savages, etc.) which were used to 

justify slavery and the narrative’s assertion that the Civil War was not about slavery. The 

result was the dehumanization, demonization, and subjugation of African Americans, 

which became institutionalized by law during the Jim Crow era at the beginning of the 

20th century. The UDC erected its Monument in Pittsboro at that time to celebrate white 

supremacy and the subordination of African Americans in Chatham County. 

7. The false Lost Cause narrative, which is prominent in textbooks and history 

books used in public schools in some areas to this day, has cultivated dangerous and 

discriminatory attitudes toward African Americans, as evidenced by the vicious 

manifesto1 and subsequent murders by Dylan Roof in 2015. It was the response by 

advocates across the nation to remove Confederate symbols of hate on public property in 

the wake of those murders that led the NC legislature to pass N.C. Gen. Stat. 100-2.1. 

                                                           
1 Available at https://talkingpointsmemo.com/muckraker/dylann-roof-manifesto-full-text.  

https://talkingpointsmemo.com/muckraker/dylann-roof-manifesto-full-text
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8.  In an effort to promote racial justice and equity in our community and to 

engage the BOCC to act to remove the monument, in November 2018, CFA began a 

broad-based public education and advocacy campaign to expose the Lost Cause narrative 

the Monument represents and its painful and divisive impacts on our community. CFA 

members wrote letters, circulated and presented the Commissioners with a petition 

signed by over 900 people seeking removal of the Monument, engaged in public outreach 

and education, and repeatedly attended and spoke out at public meetings on this matter.  

True and correct copies of statements and letters from CFA and its members to the BOCC 

are attached hereto and incorporated by reference as Attachment 1.   

9.  CFA is seeking to intervene to defend against this action by the UDC and 

the individual plaintiffs in order to protect our organizational interests as described 

above, as well as the interests of our members. If the Monument is allowed to remain 

where it is, it will frustrate our mission to address the County’s role in perpetuating a 

racially discriminatory and false historical account. Furthermore, it will require CFA to 

expend further resources to counter the harmful Lost Cause narrative and combat the 

legacy of racism the monument represents.  

10. CFA has already had to divert its resources to counter the harmful effects of 

the protests by Confederate supporters, which include the two Confederate battle flags 

erected in town. See Attachment 2. The most harmful of those flags is the one in front of 

Horton Middle School, for two reasons: 1) because it is targeted at the historic segregated 

black school named after the enslaved North Carolina poet, George Moses Horton; and 2) 

because of its effect on the children inside that school, particularly the African American 
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children. Since late September when the flag went up at Horton, CFA has joined with 

others to promote an anti-racism message to counter the Confederate flags and other 

racist symbols, as well as to provide protection for Horton students walking into town 

from Horton who are afraid of the flag and the Confederate supporters who often 

congregate around it with firearms and other weapons.   

11. Our interests are not adequately represented by the defendants in this 

action, who are very differently situated from CFA in important respects related to this 

litigation, especially regarding our constitutional rights to instruct our elected officials 

and to hold them accountable. CFA worked diligently, pursuant to established and 

fundamental democratic principles, to pursue our mission and address the harmful racial 

impacts of the Monument. This litigation seeks to undermine those efforts, and in doing 

so threatens those rights and subverts our interests in ensuring that the BOCC effectively 

represent the will of the people, particularly with regard to the vital public issue of racial 

justice and equality.  If we are not allowed to intervene to defend against the plaintiffs’ 

claims, the disposition of this action may impair our ability to protect our rights and 

interests. 

  





Presentation to the Chatham County Board of Commissioners 
Request to Remove Confederate Monument 

April 15, 2019 
By Carl E. Thompson, Sr. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the board; thank you for this 
opportunity to come before you to speak regarding the issue 
that is before us this evening. I’m Carl E. Thompson, Sr. and I’ve 
served for many years in Chatham County as a local church 
pastor, elected official, community college educator, and 
entrepreneur. And, I’m here tonight advocating for the removal 
of the confederate monument from the courthouse square.         

Over the course of my public life of service, I have made many 
acquaintances of differing ethnicity, religions, and with various 
political and social views. We’ve sometimes vehemently 
disagreed, but have always ultimately agreed to disagree, out 
of respect for one another. And while there is deep division 
among us around this issue, my hope is that we can one day 
come together to dialogue, in the spirit of truth and 
reconciliation.    

All monuments convey or represent something. One may 
inspire pride and nostalgia to some, whereas in others it evokes 
memories of pain and suffering. It all depends on how each 
person interprets the history of it.  

CFA AFFIDAVIT 
ATTACHMENT 1
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2. 
I know the monument is viewed by some as a historical 
reminder of the men who fought for the confederate army, but 
let me tell you what it means to me, as an African American 
growing up and living in this county, and my understanding of 
the history that it represents.  
 
 As a child, I grew up in the fifties and early sixties in the 
segregated south and experienced the degradation and 
dehumanization that this system of injustice wrought. I          I  
remember when we traveled as families on vacations, we 
always traveled together for protection and support and out of 
necessity, packed picnic lunches and snacks for the long 
journeys. The laws that existed made public facilities such as 
restaurants and restrooms off limits to us. 
 
 
As one of a small group of children, I experienced voluntary 
integration of the public schools in the sixties, and while I have 
very fond memories of Chatham Central H.S. I also have 
poignant memories of threats of violence and animosity during 
the early years.  
 
Upon graduation from college, I moved back to Chatham 
County to live just as many of my friends were moving away to 
find better opportunities. There weren’t many for people of 
color in this county in 1976, but I wanted to stay to try and 
make a difference in people’s lives. I became a candidate for 
the office of county commissioner in 1977 and won, by the  
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3. 
grace of God, becoming the first African American to hold that 
office since Reconstruction. 
 
During my sixteen years as a public servant, I obviously  
spent a lot of time in and around the courthouse in 
performance of my duties. And I have to say, it sometimes felt 
surreal making decisions to protect the rights of all Chatham 
citizens in the shadow of an image, on a pedestal no less, who 
would deny me of mine.    
 
There are many valid reasons this statue should be removed 
from the front of the most prominent building in our county. 
The foremost is that it does not reflect the core American 
values contained in our country’s constitution that you, our 
county commissioners swore to uphold. Our constitution as a 
document is the embodiment of the ideals of justice, human 
rights for all, nonviolence, civil discourse, equal protection 
under the law, fairness, safety, integrity, accountability and 
truth. 
 
This monument to the confederate cause does not embody or 
reflect any of our values.  
                                                  
Mitch Landrieu, the Mayor of New Orleans so eloquently sums 
this up by stating the following: 

“These statues are not just stone and metal. They are not 
just innocent remembrances of a benign history. These  
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4. 
monuments purposefully celebrate a fictional, sanitizes 
Confederacy, ignoring the death, ignoring the enslavement 
and the terror that it actually stood for.” 

 
 
The presence of this monument sends an ambiguous message 
to anyone who comes to our county as to which side we stand 
on the constitutional ideas I’ve just mentioned. This  
government represents all the people of Chatham County and 
there should therefore be no doubt in anyone’s mind about the 
values we represent and hold dear. 
 
 
As our county elected leaders, you have the opportunity to do 
what is right rather than what is expedient. Allow history to                                                                   
remember you as being for the cause of what is morally right 
and just. I believe this verse from the book of Isaiah in the Bible 
is most appropriate. It reads: 

     “Learn to do right; seek justice. Defend the oppressed. 
Take up the cause of the fatherless; plead the case of the 
widow.”                                                                                                       
 

Reconciliation can only come when truth is acknowledged and 
there is a sincere attempt to eradicate all vestiges of hate, 
oppression and man’s inhumanity to man. Germany stands out 
as a truly remarkable symbol of reconciliation and truth by 
removing all monuments to Hitler and the Third Reich from 
public view.  
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   5.                      
Lastly, I’m here tonight for my children, grandchildren, and 
their many generations to follow, in this county. I want them to 
inherit a place where diversity, justice, equity, good will and 
quality of life are celebrated. I’ve spent my entire life working 
towards that goal, and while we have much progress to make; 
every time we are collectively moved by the Spirit of justice and 
righteousness, to act to remove a symbol of oppression and 
injustice from our midst, we are progressively moving towards 
that goal. 
 
Thank you 
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Request by Chatham For All to Return the Confederate Monument to the United Daughters of the 
Confederacy 

 
April 15, 2019 

Dear Commissioners,  
 
Following a year and a half of individual comment, information and requests, Chatham For All, a group 
of Chatham residents, is offering historical and legal information on the Confederate monument in front 
of the Courthouse, and a petition to request that the Commissioners return it to its owner, the United 
Daughters of the Confederacy.   

We offer the following documentation to support our request: 

1) Request and Supporting Information (submitted to the Chatham County Clerk on April 4, 2019) 
2) A petition from Chatham County residents requesting removal of the monument and its return 

to the United Daughters of the Confederacy 
3) Remarks from Chatham For All presented to the Board of Commissioners April 15, 2019 
4) Presentation including dedication speeches and the original license agreement between 

Chatham County and the Winnie Davis Chapter of the United Daughters of the Confederacy 
5) To provide context for the above, we also submit the following documentation, historical 

background and further reading, providing printed copies where feasible: 
 

a. Historical and social context of confederate monuments: 
http://origins.osu.edu/article/what-we-talk-about-when-we-talk-about-confederate-
monuments 

b. Background information on the Daughters of the Confederacy’s efforts to promote the 
‘Lost Cause’ narrative: https://www.vox.com/videos/2017/10/25/16545362/southern-
socialites-civil-war-history  

c. Summary and map of Confederate monuments that have been removed or are under 
consideration for removal: 
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2017/08/16/us/confederate-monuments-
removed.html?mtrref=www.google.com&gwh=C69371CF04485E6C821BC0B73CB63DA4
&gwt=pay 

d. The 14th Amendment of the United States Constitution, guaranteeing equal protection 
under the law: https://www.law.cornell.edu/constitution/amendmentxiv 

e. The social impact of confederate 
memorabilia: https://www.theatlantic.com/politics/archive/2015/07/the-science-of-
why-taking-down-the-confederate-flag-matters/454353/ 

f. The public costs of confederate memorabilia: 
https://www.smithsonianmag.com/history/costs-confederacy-special-report-
180970731/  

g. The psychological impacts of public memorials: 
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1877042813014286 
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h. Interview with Professor Kirk Savage of the University of Pittsburgh, expert on public
monuments: https://talkpoverty.org/2017/08/17/confederate-monuments-expert-
explains-memorialized-white-supremacy/

i. An overview of the reconstruction period, historically relevant to the erection of the
monument in Chatham County: https://www.cbsnews.com/news/reconstruction-one-
of-the-most-misunderstood-chapters-in-american-history/

j. Historians from University of Arizona on the power of monuments:
https://uanews.arizona.edu/story/four-questions-ua-historians-power-monuments

k. Article from The Guardian on the subject of removing monuments:
https://www.theguardian.com/cities/2018/sep/26/statue-wars-what-should-we-do-
with-troublesome-monuments

l. Interview with historians highlighting the problems of contextualization:
https://www.gpbnews.org/post/politics-contextualizing-confederate-monuments

m. Stanford Law Review article on the relationship between monuments and speech:
https://www.stanfordlawreview.org/online/confederate-statute-removal/

n. American Historical Association statement on Confederate Monuments:
https://www.historians.org/Documents/AHA%20Letters/AHA%20Statement%20on%20
Confederate%20Monuments.pdf

6) We also reference the following books, social and historical analyses:

a. “Dixie’s Daughters: The United Daughters of the Confederacy and the Preservation of
Confederate Culture” by Professor Karen Cox, UNC Charlotte

b. “The Rich Man’s Memory That A Poor Man Buys: Analysis of Confederate Monuments
and Memorials in the Piedmont Region of North Carolina, 1868-1914” by William
Christopher Laws, Masters Thesis at North Carolina Central for a Masters of Arts in 2017

c. “The Cost of Racism for People of Color: Contextualizing Experiences of Discrimination,
Edited by Alvin N. Alvarez, PhD, Christopher T. H. Liang, PhD, and Helen A. Neville, PhD

We trust the above information and documentation will help to make your decision a straightforward 
one. With confidence in your leadership and thanks for your consideration,  

Chatham For All 
April 15, 2019 
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Following a year and a half of individual comment, information and requests, Chatham For All, a 
group of Chatham residents, is here to talk about the Confederate monument in front of the 
Courthouse and to request that the Commissioners return it to its owner, the United Daughters 
of the Confederacy. 

In support of this request we offer the following facts and reasoning: 

1.The Monument 

The monument in front of the historic courthouse in Pittsboro was paid for and is owned by the 
United Daughters of the Confederacy, Winnie Davis Chapter. That chapter’s current location is 
given as 183 White Tail Lane, Siler City 27344.  The monument was designed in Durham and 
manufactured in Ohio. 

The monument is located there pursuant to the written license granted by the Chatham County 
Commissioners on July 8, 1907.  The license granted by the Commissioners at that time 
permitted the owner to “erect on the court-house square and in front of the court-house a 
monument to Chatham’s Confederate soldiers, and to cut down the shade tree in front of the 
court-house near to the place proposed for said monument; and the said monument may remain 
in the care and keeping of the said Daughters of the Confederacy.”  It allowed that group to 
relocate the monument from their property to the public property in front of the courthouse 
where it is to this day.  As a matter of law, this license, like all licenses that do not include 
specific terms to the contrary, can be terminated at any time by any party for any reason or no 
reason. 

2. History

The confederate monument in Pittsboro symbolizes and promotes values which do not reflect 
an equitable community. Like many similar monuments in the South, this one was conceived, 
paid for and dedicated by the United Daughters of the Confederacy, a group devoted to 
promoting a narrative that the Civil War was not fought over slavery and that slavery was 
generally benign. Most of these monuments were erected long after the Civil War, frequently 
and notably in response to apparent progress in efforts for racial equity.  The content of 
dedication speeches offered throughout the State shines a bright light on the message the 
monuments were meant to convey.  In 1909, Governor William Walton Kitchin of N.C. said the 
following at the dedication of the Confederate monument in Granville County: 

“We have seen the white man come in contact with the brown man of the tropics and the brown 
man went down.  We have seen him knock at the gates of the yellow man in the East, and they 
opened at his will.  We have seen him face the black man in his native African home, and the 
black man gave him the path.  We have seen him press the red man and the red man is 
disappearing from the face of the Earth.  You see what the whole country is starting to 
recognize, that it is not the power of all the armies ever drilled or of all the constitutions ever 
written to make the white man and the black races equal.” 

The argument that Confederate monuments are about history and not white supremacy simply 
doesn’t hold up. Furthermore, this particular monument is not representative of Chatham 
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County, either before the Civil War or afterwards. Chatham County voted 86% against 
secession in February 1861. President of the Winnie Davis Chapter of the UDC, Mrs. Henry 
London, reported “uphill work at first to create and then keep up interest” in their cause. Within a 
week after the unveiling of the monument, it was defaced in the middle of the night with grease 
and/or shoe polish.  

3. Freedom of Expression

The continued presence of private property on public land forces the county government and 
every person in the County to endorse the values the monument embodies and promotes. This 
is in violation of the First Amendment free speech rights of county government and of every 
member of the community.  This past January a trial court in Alabama (Alabama v. City of 
Birmingham, CV 17-903426-MGG) ruled that it was not even necessary to interpret that state’s 
law restricting moving or removing of Confederate Monuments, because the law violated the US 
Constitution.  The court, relying on a string of decisions of the United States Supreme Court, 
held a municipality has a legally protected First Amendment right to free speech.  Walker v. 
Texas Div., Sons of Confederate Veterans Inc., 135 S. Ct. 2239 (2015); Pleasant Grove City v. 
Summum, 555 U.S. 460, (2009) (“(p)ermanent monuments displayed on public property 
typically represent government speech”) Id. at 470. 

The U.S. Supreme Court also stated that a monument’s message changes with time, noting a 
“study of war memorials found that people reinterpret the meaning of these monuments as 
historical interpretations and the society around them changes.” Id. at 477.  The Alabama state 
court held that a city has a constitutional right “speak for itself, to say what it wishes and to 
select the views that it wants to express.”  Here Chatham County is the speaker, and every day 
is forced to endorse the views of the monument’s owner.  Our County has first amendment 
rights.  The privately owned monument on public land is speaking for us, but County 
Commissioners have the authority and right to determine how we should best represent 
ourselves as an equitable community. 

4. Local Sovereignty

North Carolina State law purports, in certain circumstances, to limit the moving of certain 
“objects of remembrance”. That law is not applicable here, as it specifically lists as excluded 
from the law the following:  “An object of remembrance owned by a private party and that is the 
subject of a legal agreement between the private party and the State or a political subdivision of 
the state governing the removal or relocation of that property” (NC General Statutes, section 
100-2.1(c)(2)).  This is not a loophole in the law.  This is the design of the law.

The County Commissioners have the authority to rescind the 1907 license agreement between 
the County and the owner of the monument, which would require that it either be removed from 
public property or that some new arrangement be entered into with the private owner.  The 
property owner's First Amendment rights are fully protected as they are free to place it on 
private property, be that a cemetery, museum, or some other location not within the County’s 
civic space. 
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5. An Opportunity for Leadership

Today the important and real negative impact of the monument’s continued presence in 
Pittsboro cannot be ignored.  We have an opportunity to distinguish ourselves as a community 
interested in a future which provides the opportunities our residents deserve.  Good leadership 
is about shaping our communities in the most positive ways we can envision.  Everyone has the 
capacity to bring good leadership to public issues like this one.  The residents supporting this 
request are leading the effort to define the positive outcomes our county can achieve, and the 
reasons why we should achieve them.  But we rely on you as government officials—decision-
making leaders—to bring about those outcomes. 

Regardless of your views on the causes of the Civil War, there is a soldier defending the right to 
own other people guarding the most prominent symbol of justice in our County.  If you agree 
that removing the statue from public grounds is in Chatham’s best interest, then act 
now.  Waiting until after some threat to public safety, vandalism, or other harm to the 
community—which to be clear we are not advocating, but has happened in other similar 
scenarios—gives the false impression that the public interests you are advancing are defined by 
the crisis moment itself. 

We urge you to act swiftly, with thoughtfulness, wisdom and demonstrable leadership.  We only 
do our best when we are challenged. 
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Remarks to the Chatham County Commissioners

4/15/2019


Thank you for providing us a chance to voice our concerns tonight.  My 
name is Chris Kaman, and I have lived in Chatham County since 1981.  

I  was born in Charlotte, North Carolina and raised  in Memphis, 
Tennessee.   My great grandfather, William Mitchell Morgan, fought for the 
South as a member of the Mississippi Confederate Army.  He was 19 at the 
time, and never received any pay during the Civil War. 

I do not know why this young man fought.   Was it out of loyalty to his home 
and family?   Perhaps.  Or maybe he thought that the white “race” was 
superior to the black “race,” that slavery of blacks was the natural order of 
things, and so the South had a right to continue slavery as its economic 
foundation.   Perhaps.

I was raised to believe in the honor of the South, and to revere the 
Confederate soldiers who died fighting for the South.  Yet, my life and my 
perspectives began to change when I was in the 7th grade in Memphis.  I 
began attending a school that was integrated with about a 40% black.  I 
formed friendships with some of them who in turn began to defend me from 
others who saw me as a rather defenseless fat, white boy.   I was a student 
at this school when Martin Luther King came to help the sanitation workers 
struggle for dignity, and he met his tragic end.  I continued to change as I 
had more black friends, and watched the civil rights movement continue 
into the 1970s and beyond.  As I grew older I continued to learn more about 
the South, the real horrors of slavery, the travesty of the Jim Crow era, and 
persistent interpersonal, and structural racism. 

I recently read a book which is a must read for Southerners who want to 
come to grips with the actual history of Confederate Monuments.  UNC 
Charlotte Professor of History Karen Cox published a book titled “Dixie’s 
Daughters: The United Daughters of the Confederacy and the Preservation 
of Confederate Culture.”  The book shows how United Daughters of the 
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Confederacy (also known just as the “Daughters” ) was extremely effective 1

in its efforts to vindicate the South which in fact whitewashed the horrors of 
slavery; their attempt is part of a narrative called the “Lost Cause” .  2

Between 1900 and 1914 they bought and installed 21 monuments to the 
Confederacy here in the Piedmont in public spaces, like courthouses and 
town squares.   However,  in the period between 1868 and 1900 only 6 3

memorials had been placed in the Piedmont, and 5 of them were placed in 
cemeteries  by organizations which preceded the Daughters which was 4

founded in 1894.    The monument outside of the courthouse is owned by 
the local Winnie Davis Chapter of the United Daughters of the 
Confederacy, and was erected by their efforts in 1907.

The Daughters were also successful in the rewriting of history books 
(mainly in the South) to change the causes of the civil war from a war to 
maintain slavery to a war about states rights, and Northern aggression .  5

They sought to portray slaves as happy, and owners as benevolent 
masters  who took good care of them.  Examples of this pro-Confederate 6

historical perspective can also be found the chapter titled “The Negro” in 
the book “Chatham County 1771-1971” which is available at the Chatham 
County Library.7

The Daughters also promoted essays which spoke of the “civilizing 
influence” of slavery on those enslaved.   The Daughters embraced the 8

 See “Dixie’s Daughters: The United Daughters of the Confederacy and the Preservation of 1

Confederate Culture” by Prof. Karen Cox, UNC Charlotte, p xii.

 See https://www.smithsonianmag.com/history/how-i-learned-about-cult-lost-2

cause-180968426/ and https://mountainx.com/news/asheville-archives-the-lost-cause-
narrative/.  See also https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lost_Cause_of_the_Confederacy.

 From “The Rich Man’s Memory That A Poor Man Buys: Analysis of Confederate Monuments 3

and Memorials in the Piedmont Region of North Carolina, 1868-1914” by William Christoper 
Laws, Masters Thesis at North Carolina Central for a Masters of Arts in 2017, p 66.

 From “The Rich Man’s Memory…”, p 64.4

 Dixie’s Daughters, Chapter 7, pp 118-140.5

 Dixie’s Daughters, page 104.6

 See Chatham County 1771-1971, “The Negro” pp. 319-348.  7

 Dixie’s Daughters, page 105.8
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KKK as “chivalrous knights”.   In 1913 the Daughters endorsed the book 9

written by one of its members; it was titled “The Ku Klux Klan or the 
Invisible Empire.”  It praised Confederate General Nathan Bedford Forrest, 
founder of the KKK, and it praised the efforts of the KKK.  The book was 
included as a supplementary textbook in Mississippi.   By the 1920s most 10

Southern states had adopted pro-Confederate textbooks largely from the 
efforts of the Daughters.   11

Despite these very successful efforts of the Daughters, all Southerners 
today who claim to know the historical truths about the South must admit 
that the South seceded from the Union to maintain its economy and slavery 
was the basis of its economy.   Most modern historians have concluded 
such .  In fact South Carolina, Arkansas, Alabama, Mississippi, Texas and 12

Virginia explicitly stated that in their articles of secession.    President 13

Lincoln in his second inaugural address cited slavery as the cause of the 
Civil War.   This inconvenient truth is something we Southerners today 14

must have the humility to confess, and the courage to redress.

The monument outside of the courthouse no longer reflects the values and 
attitudes of the majority of Chatham County citizens, if indeed it ever did.  15

The monument is out of touch with our Constitution, particularly 14th 
amendment which guarantees equal protection under the law.  The 
courthouse should be a venue which embodies the principles of justice and 
equal treatment of all people, rather than the complete opposite.   This 
contradiction needs to be resolved; the monument should removed from 

 Dixie’s Daughters, page 108.9

 Dixie’s Daughters, page 110.10

 Dixie’s Daughters, page 160.11

 See https://uanews.arizona.edu/story/four-questions-ua-historians-power-monuments.12

 See https://www.historynet.com/which-states-referred-to-slavery-in-their-cause-of-13

secession.htm. 

 See http://avalon.law.yale.edu/19th_century/lincoln2.asp.14

 From “The Rich Man’s Memory…”, p 8-22.  Chatham County voted 86% against succession 15

in 1861 (p 17) as did the state by 194 votes.  In May 1861 a 2nd statewide vote approved 
succession, but Lee does not mention Chatham’s vote specifically.
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our courthouse grounds and returned to the Winnie Davis Chapter in a 
timely manner.  

Many cities and states across the county, including the South, have 
removed or relocated their Confederate monuments to Civil War 
cemeteries, and to other more appropriate venues than courthouses and 
publicly owned spaces .   I urge you to join with them in making our public 16

spaces a place for all people.

Now I invite Carl Thompson to give us his perspective.

 See https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Removal_of_Confederate_monuments_and_memorials16
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Chatham For All
A presentation to the Commissioners from residents of Chatham County

April 15, 2019

I. Introduction

• Introduction 

• Overview of Confederate monuments in general and this monument 
in particular

• Impacts of monuments on people and communities

• Specific legal parameters for the Chatham statue

• NC General Statutes, section 100‐2.1(c)(2)

1

2
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Agreement

• Gave permission for the UDC to “erect on the 
court‐house square and in front of the court‐
house a monument to Chatham’s Confederate 
soldiers, and to cut down the shade tree in 
front of the court‐house near to the place 
proposed for said monument; and the said 
monument may remain in the care and 
keeping of the said Daughters of the 
Confederacy and such person or persons as 
they may hereafter designate.”

• The monument is neither state nor county 
property (and thus not subject to state 
jurisdiction); it is owned by the Winnie Davis 
chapter of the United Daughters of the 
Confederacy.

Agreement

• The County Commissioners have the authority to rescind the 1907 
license agreement between the County and the owner of the 
monument, which would also require it to be removed from public 
property. The property owner's First Amendment rights are fully 
protected as they are free to place it on private unofficial property.

• The continued presence of private property on public land forces the 
county government and every person in the County to endorse the 
values the monument embodies and promotes. This is in violation of 
the First Amendment free speech rights of every member of the 
community.

3

4
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II. Historical Context

• Historical context in which Chatham’s statue was erected

• United Daughters of Confederacy Campaign

• Lost Cause narrative

• 20th century efforts to disenfranchise non‐white voters

• Acknowledging a more complete and honest history

Monument building period coincided with six 
documented lynchings in Chatham County

5

6

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 17



4/15/2019

4

Source: Southern Poverty Law Center

1885 
4 lynched in 
Pittsboro

1899
1 lynched in 
Bear Creek

1921 
1 lynched East 
of Pittsboro

1907
Pittsboro 
Statue 

Dedicated

“We have seen the white man come in contact with the brown man of the tropics and the brown man went 
down. We have seen him knock at the gates of the yellow man in the East, and they opened at his will. We 
have seen him face the black man in his native African home, and the black man gave him the path. We have 
seen him press the red man and the red man is disappearing from the face of the Earth. You see what the 
whole country is beginning to recognize, that it is not the power of all the armies ever drilled or of all the 
constitutions ever written to make the white man and black races equal.” 

NC Governor W.W. Kitchin, 1909 dedication in Granville County, NC

“One hundred yards from where we stand [on Franklin Street], less than ninety days perhaps after my return 
from Appomattox, I horse‐whipped a negro wench until her skirts hung in shreds, because upon the streets 
of this quiet village she had publicly insulted an maligned a Southern lady, and then rushed for protection to 
these University buildings where was stationed a garrison of 100 Federal soldiers. I performed the pleasing 
duty in the immediate presence of the entire garrison, and for thirty nights afterward slept with a double‐
barrel shotgun under my head.”

Julian Carr, 1913 dedication of “Silent Sam” in Chapel Hill, NC

Statue Dedication Speeches

7

8
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III. Community Perspective

• Why we are here 
• On behalf of a large group of Chatham residents, we request that you return Confederate 
statue to its owner, the United Daughters of the Confederacy

• Who is bringing this request today
• Residents of Chatham County: Democrats, Republicans and Independents, young and old, 
white, black, Latinx, new and old residents, all over the County, veterans and non‐veterans, 
descendants of the Confederacy

• Our values
• Human rights, free speech, equality, nonviolence, civil discourse, equal protection under the 
law, justice, fairness, safety, equality, diversity, integrity, accountability, truth 

• Values that commissioners committed to uphold when elected 
• Statue is in direct conflict with these values 

• What it represents personally and to our community
• Impact of the statue’s symbolism

What These Statues Mean Now

“These statues are not just stone and metal. They are not just innocent 
remembrances of a benign history. These monuments purposefully 
celebrate a fictional, sanitized Confederacy, ignoring the death, ignoring 
the enslavement and the terror that it actually stood for.”

Mitch Landrieu, Mayor of New Orleans

9

10
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IV. Chatham Monument and Our Request

• Chatham County in the Civil War

• Winnie Davis Chapter of the 
United Daughters of the 
Confederacy

• Nature of Agreement

• The Case for Removal

• Our Request

“Courage and fidelity to duty were inborn in this 
Southern race.”

“Their memory is a rich legacy for your children’s 
children and the whole race wears the honor you 
have conferred upon it.”

“In the long centuries that are to come, legend 
and song in this fair Southland will keep right the 
story of the confederate soldier.” 

NC Supreme Court Chief Justice Walter Clark, 
August 23, 1907 Pittsboro dedication speech

The Statue in Chatham: Dedication

Chatham Record, 1907

11

12
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Our Request
Uphold the American 
values of liberty and 
justice for all:

Rescind the agreement 
with United Daughters of 
the Confederacy and ask 
them to remove their 
statue from our civic 
space. 

13
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Thank you again for considering this matter, and for your work on behalf of the county. My name is Emily Moose 
and I am a resident of Chatham County, here in that capacity alone.  

My great-great-grandmother was a Daughter of the Confederacy, and while I don’t share their views, I qualify to 
be one. My great-great-great grandfather fought for the Confederate army and I’m told lived out his final years 
with a Union bullet lodged in his neck. Growing up in North Carolina, I heard the ‘Lost Cause’ narrative my whole 
childhood. Things like, “we were always good to our slaves;” or “it was a different time.” I was an adult before I 
acknowledged that the only purpose of these lies was to protect the speaker from their own conscience, 
validate their blindness to another person’s humanity and normalize the brutality inflicted in the name of white 
supremacy. If a child can be convinced that another person didn’t suffer as a slave, perhaps it’s easier for that 
child to grow into an adult that sees some humans as less human than others. 

I’m not going to pass that lie onto the next generation, and I don’t believe our civic spaces or schools should, 
either. The United Daughters of the Confederacy (or UDC) aggressively portrayed slavery as generally benign and 
immaterial to the Civil War. As a mother, I am deeply disturbed at how effective they were in indoctrinating an 
always-captive audience, our children, into internalizing a false and insidious history. What they did affected 
every child in every school that used textbooks influenced by the UDC—whether their parents supported the 
Confederacy or not. Moreover, their false narrative is still being taught, and is being illustrated and reinforced by 
the monument in front of our courthouse. My hope for my children—and all children—is that Chatham County 
will serve as a model for undoing the damage done, and have the courage to tell our full story.  

In the previous presentations we heard the broader historical context of this effort by the UDC to glorify the 
Confederacy. Let’s look specifically at Chatham’s monument. In the early 1900’s, over 40 years after the end of 
the Civil War—before which, 86 per cent of the white male voters in Chatham County rejected secession—the 
UDC led a three-year, in their words “uphill,” campaign to erect this statue of an unknown Confederate soldier. 
This campaign was consistent with similar UDC efforts across the state and country, many of which have now 
been removed or relocated with community support.  

On July 8, 1907, the Commissioners sitting in your seats authorized the Winnie Davis Chapter of the United 
Daughters of the Confederacy to cut down a tree in front of the courthouse and erect the monument you see 
today, granting that it may “remain in the care and keeping” of the UDC. The full license agreement is included 
in your packet for reference. 

The dedication speech in Pittsboro glorified the Confederate effort to defend slavery and the “southern race”-- 
which implicitly meant the white race. This particular chapter of the UDC subsequently contributed funds 
toward a banner for the Ku Klux Klan. Other local dedication speeches to these UDC-inspired monuments 
explicitly promoted white supremacy, with one such speech given by a leader of the Wilmington Coup who 
openly called for the murder of any black person attempting to vote. The dedication speeches of that time are 
included in our documentation.   

I understand and respect that some see their heritage in this statue; my own great-grandmother would say that 
monuments like this are simply teaching history and should stay put. If I could speak with her, I’d tell her that I 
love her, but I don’t agree with her, and neither does the historical record. This statue is not instructive, 
objective history, but a message from the United Daughters of the Confederacy at the beginning of the 20th 
Century—a message we have been repeating on their behalf for over a hundred years. And while some suggest 
it may remain as a teachable reminder of the mistakes of the past, this statue doesn’t say, “We made 
a mistake.” Outside of a museum or cemetery and divorced from historical context, a symbol this ambiguous is 
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not a good teacher. If this statue personifies today’s UDC then they should have it to cherish for themselves, 
whether in a cemetery, museum, or another location outside of our civic space.  

History has shown us that no one is immune from oppression, and while in this particular case it was race, 
random differences have always been used to justify the denial of humanity, whether it’s ethnicity, religion, 
gender, geography, tribe, language or countless others. If we truly believe in equity, liberty and justice for all, 
and genuinely pursue those precious American values, we should uphold them unequivocally. 

In addition to our values, as commissioners you have compelling economic reasons to reconsider the iconic 
welcome mat of our County. We are striving to present ourselves as a world-class community, ready for 
investment from employers offering good jobs. These employers seek communities that welcome everyone, 
where the value of basic human rights is not in question. This monument drives away many who would enrich 
our community, and I urge you to consider the economic implications of inaction.  

We do not seek to change history; we cannot. No matter your views on the Civil War, a statue defending one 
group’s subjugation of another blocks the door to our county’s most prominent symbol of justice and 
government. Regardless of our ethnicity, background or political persuasion, this impacts us as Americans and 
as human beings. The American Historical Association supports community decisions to remove monuments like 
ours, saying, “What changes with such removals is what American communities decide is worthy of civic honor.” 
Having lived here for over a decade, I know that as a community that values fairness, justice, equity, 
neighborliness, representative democracy, truth and rule of law, we can take action to better demonstrate those 
values. 

We have presented a petition to you with over 900 signatures from residents of Chatham County, most of which 
have been hand-gathered, and which cross geographic, political and demographic lines. This has been a 
neighbor-to-neighbor community effort. Everyone who signed this petition has a story about why this 
monument didn’t represent our community in 1907 and doesn’t today. We are as much a part of history as 
those who came before us, and must now decide if this is the message we want to send about our community, 
because that’s what we do every day it stands. As commissioners, please ask yourselves: Would you erect this 
statue today? And if the answer is no, then it’s time to return it to its rightful owner without delay. 

In your packet you have a summary of the facts around this statue, including the clear legal case for removal. 
The license states that this monument is the private property of the United Daughters of the Confederacy, and 
the County has merely authorized its placement here. It is fully within your rights to rescind that authorization, 
and we propose that you do so immediately. It’s past time for Chatham County Commissioners to exercise their 
duty of care by removing this symbol which rebukes equal protection under the law and constitutes a threat to 
the general welfare of all Chatham’s citizens.  

We hereby request that you terminate the license agreement with the United Daughters of the Confederacy and 
require them to remove their private property from our civic space. In the spirit of the final words of the Pledge 
of Allegiance recited earlier, “with liberty and justice for all,” we eagerly await your swift action. 
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Good evening Commissioners, and thank you for the opportunity to speak with you this 

evening.  My name is Howard Fifer and I live in Chatham County.  I am here to introduce 

Chatham For All, a group of County residents who values liberty and justice for all, and shares 

grave concerns about the continued presence of the Confederate monument at the entrance to 

our courthouse. We are also here to present petitions signed by over 900 Chatham residents, 

young and old, Republicans and Democrats,  lifelong residents and newcomers, white, black, 

Latinx and others - a group as varied as the County itself - and who all request that you remove 

the monument, as required by the law and the facts. 

 

We are here because you, the Commissioners, have the legal authority to rescind the 1907 

license agreement granted to the United Daughters of the Confederacy by your 

predecessors.  The Daughters, not the County, are owners of the monument.  North Carolina 

general statutes Section 100-2.1, which governs the County’s actions with respect to removing 

the monument, does not apply because the monument falls under one of the exceptions 

written into the law (section c-2).  It is private property on county land under a license 

agreement, which is revocable by the County.  This is not a loophole in the law.  This is the 

design of the law. 

 

We do not come here to try to erase history.    Through the clamor created by those opposing 

its removal you should remain focused on facts not in dispute: 

 

1)- The monument celebrates the Confederate States of America, as stated right on the 

pedestal. 

2)- The Confederate States of America were created to defend slavery, requiring the continued 

enslavement of African Americans. See section IX of the permanent Confederate Constitution. 

3)-The Confederate States of America were intended to defy the rule of the laws of the United 

States and maintain a hierarchy without regard to equality and natural rights of all human 

beings. 

 

Just listen to the words spoken in 1909 in Granville County, by Governor  William Walton 

Kitchin at the unveiling of the monument there, when he said it is not within “the power of all 

the armies ever drilled or of all the constitutions ever written to make the white man and the 

black races equal.” 

 

Certainly, no one here in Chatham County, regardless of point of view vis a vis the monument, 

would use those appalling words today. At the same time, that true historical context of the 
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monument must be acknowledged. That message, uttered back in 1909 still is, and always will 

be, linked to Confederate monuments.   

You should also be aware of your legal obligation to remove this monument.  Because it 

occupies our town center in front of our historic court house on County property, as a matter of 

law as determined by the U.S. Supreme Court, it constitutes government speech.  Because it is a 

monument celebrating the Confederacy, it celebrates the enslavement of African Americans, 

and therefore violates the Fourteenth Amendment of the United States constitution and Article 

1, Section 19 of the North Carolina Constitution. 

Any monument in the center of our community, any government speech, should voice our best 

shared values.  Please tell the Daughters of the Confederacy to retrieve its property. 

Thank you for the work you do for all of the people of our County. 

Our first speaker is Chris Kaman. 
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ABSTRACT 
 

 
LAWS, WILLIAM C., M.A. The Rich Man’s Memory That the Poor Man Buys: Analysis of 
Confederate Monuments and Memorials in the Piedmont Region of North Carolina, 
1868-1914. (2017) 
Directed by Dr. Charles Johnson. 159 pp. 
 
 
 The purpose of this study is to determine the themes presented in the dedication 

ceremonies of Confederate monuments in the Piedmont region of North Carolina, 

between 1868 and 1914. Analysis of the inscriptions on the monuments, the speeches 

that the main orators gave, and musical selections of the ceremonies were considered 

when determining the themes presented. 

 Additionally, the political climate of the Piedmont region in 1860 and 1861 was 

examined to determine the level of Unionism that existed in the region before North 

Carolina’s secession from the Union in May 1861. A quantitative analysis was then 

done to determine the wealth of the men in the North Carolina General Assembly in 

1860, along with the wealth of the orator’s families in 1860. A comparison was then 

done to show the disparity of wealth between those two groups and the average county 

wealth of the Piedmont counties in 1860.
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CHAPTER I 

Introduction 
 
 Ever since I was a child, I have been fascinated by the American Civil War. Like 

many people born in this part of the country, I have familial ties to this conflict, as eight 

of my ancestors were veterans of the Civil War. I am the 2nd Great-Grandson of Green 

LaFayette Renn of Granville County, NC; the 3rd Great-Grandson of Elmore Gates of 

Orange County, NC; Adison Green Bridgers of Wake County, NC; Richard Toombs of 

Charlotte County, VA; Howell T. Graves of Mecklenburg County, VA; John Camp of 

Cleveland County, NC; and Leonard Laws of Orange County, NC; the 4th Great-

Grandson of John Crosby Caminade of Oconee County, SC; Empsey Green of Macon 

County, NC; Ezekiel Long of Anderson County, SC; John R. Cannon of Pickens County, 

SC; and Levi M. Taylor of Pickens County, SC. Levi Taylor did not survive the war. 

  Immediately after my graduation from East Carolina University in 2006, I had the 

opportunity to work at Bennett Place State Historic Site as a Historic Interpreter. Bennett 

Place was the site of the largest troop surrender of the Civil War, where General Joseph 

Johnston surrendered the 89,000 troops under his command to General Sherman, in a 

small farm house about 4 miles from where I grew up. At Bennett Place, I encountered 

visitors from various places around the country, even the world, and I was exposed to 

diverse opinions on the issue of secession, as well as how the Confederacy should be 

memorialized. 

 My interest in how the Civil War should be interpreted and memorialized in the 

21st Century is what prompted this study. When I began my graduate studies at North 

Carolina Central University in 2015, Confederate monuments were a controversial 

subject in the news. That summer, in response to the racially-motivated murders of  
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nine African American people in a Charleston Church by an admitted white supremacist, 

South Carolina Governor Nikki Haley removed the Confederate flag from the statehouse 

grounds. Debates over the fate of other Confederate Monuments in the South are a 

current source of controversy. In an article printed by the Washington Post in May 2016, 

Monica Hesse described a study conducted by University of North Carolina professor, 

W. Fitzhugh Brundage, who investigated how many statues and monuments were

present in North Carolina. His study concluded that there were over 200 monuments 

present in the State, with the majority being to Confederate soldiers.1 

People support the Confederate monuments because they view them as a 

symbol of their heritage, while opponents see them as honoring a government that 

supported the institution of slavery. David Lowenthal argues in his book, The Heritage 

Crusade and the Spoils of History that history and heritage are two completely different 

concepts that are often confused with each other. History is meant to be objective, using 

facts gleaned from primary sources and written from the perspective of an unbiased 

observer. Heritage, on the other hand, is a construction of human memory, is 

subjective, and serves to continue a set of beliefs passed down from one generation to 

the next; it is rooted in presentist views. People hang on to heritage to explain their 

place and circumstances in the modern world. 

Heritage is sometimes looked down upon for its subjective nature, but Lowenthal 

argues that history is often guilty of similar crimes. He says, “[h]eritage is scolded for 

swerving from the true past—selecting, altering, inventing. But history also does 

1Monica Hesse, “The South’s Confederate-monument problem is not going away,” 
Washington Post (Washington D.C.), May 8, 2016.  
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this…history departs from the past in being an interpretation rather than a replica: it is a 

view, not a copy of what happened.”2 Lowenthal also observes that many people cling 

to heritage because of the distant nature of history. They see history as something that 

happened long before living memories, and as something that is impersonal. Lowenthal 

claims that because of this, “the worth of heritage is likewise gauged not by critical test 

but by current potency.”3 For those people, heritage serves their present, while history 

simply does not. This presents a problem for heritage subscribers, as they can only 

accept historical accounts that fit comfortably within their existing worldviews and 

memories. 

 According to Lowenthal, “History tells all who listen what has happened and how 

things came to be as they are. Heritage passes on exclusive myths of origin and 

continuance, endowing a select group with prestige and common purpose.”4 This idea is 

supported by the words of an Indian tribal spokesman quoted by Lowenthal, “It’s our 

culture and history, and we do not have to prove [it] to anyone by footnoting.”5 Heritage 

provides people something to rally around and that gives them a sense of community. 

 Lowenthal discusses how the past should be interpreted to achieve the most 

accurate account possible. He says that one of the goals of heritage is to “collapse the 

entire past into a single frame… [and] stressing the likeness of the past and present.”6 

By doing this, people feel that they are upholding a way of life, traditions, and a glorious 

                                                 
2David Lowenthal. The Heritage Crusade and the Spoils of History (Cambridge, U.K.: 

Cambridge University Press, 1998), 112. 
3Ibid., 127. 
4Ibid., 128. 
5Ibid. 
6Lowenthal, 139. 
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past. Lowenthal stresses the need that communities have to create a romantic account 

of the past. They “aim to impose their own moral versions of the past” that support their 

ancestors’ legacies.7  In order to combat this, narratives need to be written that do not 

promote grandiose, romantic, and inflated accounts of historical events but rather focus 

more on the realities of everyday existence. “What heritage does not highlight it often 

hides. We are bound to forget much of the past, but heritage leaves out far more than 

history,” therefore it is important to narrate history as it was; good, bad, and ugly.8 

People cling to heritage because it is easier to omit from memory things that are 

unpleasant and disgusting. It is human nature. However, history should take 

precedence when telling stories of the past, and those stories need to be inclusive of all 

groups who were involved. 

   A common way to remember and acknowledge traumatic, oppressive and painful 

events has been through monuments and memorials. According to Erika Doss, 

memorials serve as a material embodiment and repository of a society’s memories. She 

says that “today’s ‘obsession with memory’ and memorials is grounded in a vastly 

expanded US demographic and in heightened expectations of rights and representation 

among the nation’s increasingly diverse publics.”9 Simply stated, as more groups gain a 

voice and influence in public spheres, they want their stories commemorated in public 

spaces. 

                                                 
7 Lowenthal, 143. 
8 Lowenthal, 156. 
9Erika Doss, Memorial Mania: Public Feeling in America (Chicago, IL: University of 

Chicago Press, 2010), 19. 
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 An explosion of commemoration through statues and monuments took place 

between the 1870s and the 1920s. “After the divisiveness of the Civil War, countless 

American cities and towns vied for statues (and other symbolic markers) that helped 

reimagine…the ‘affective bonds of nationalism.’ Statues not only embellished the 

postbellum public landscape but encouraged passionate and consensual 

understandings of nationhood.”10 Doss also notes that these monuments are erected by 

groups to publicly promote their views and causes. She writes that “traditional Western 

monument[s] fall into three categories: the funerary monument, the monument to 

historical events or ideas, and the monument to great men.”11 Monuments are the most 

ancient way that human beings have used to record the events and people of the past, 

and also to maintain and pass along their narratives and heritage. They are also key 

markers that are “memory aids: materialist modes of privileging particular histories and 

values,” and are responsible for the transmittal of “communal emotions.”12 

 The United Daughters of the Confederacy (UDC) were responsible for the 

erection of most of the South’s monuments to the Confederacy. Karen Cox writes that 

the “UDC Members had much invested in preserving the social structures and culture of 

the Old South. Clearly, they shared the privileges that accompanied membership in their 

race and class.”13 She also writes that 93% of Confederate monuments were built after 

1895 and that 50% of all Confederate monuments were built between 1903 and 1912.14 

                                                 
10Ibid., 20. 
11Ibid., 37. 
12Ibid. 
13Karen L. Cox, Dixie's Daughters: The United Daughters of the Confederacy and the 

Preservation of the Confederate Culture (Gainesville, FL: University Press of Florida, 2003), 38. 
14Ibid., 50. 
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The monuments held more significance than simply honoring the memories of fallen 

soldiers, they “were a ritual gathering of the entire white community—men, women, and 

children—to honor the nation that never was.”15 

 It was at the turn of the 20th Century when the “Lost Cause of the Confederacy” 

narrative became prevalent. Historian Reid Mitchell describes the Lost Cause as “the 

defining Southern memory...a myth of Confederate unity and nobility of purpose that 

transcended the reality of their experience.”16 He argues that even though the 

Confederate soldiers lost the war, Confederate sympathizers gained victory through 

promoting the ideals of the antebellum South, establishing a sense of unity among 

whites to maintain the same white supremacist social order that existed before the Civil 

War.  

While there has been much that has been written about the Civil War and 

Confederate monuments in general, I wanted to examine specifically the Piedmont 

Region. While beginning my initial research, I was intrigued to find that there was heavy 

resistance, especially in the Piedmont and Mountain regions, to North Carolina’s 

secession before the firing on Fort Sumter in 1861. This made me wonder if the 

prevalent Unionism in this area would have been included in the monument dedication 

ceremonies over the next 50 years. I decided to direct my research into what the actual 

words that were used in these ceremonies were, and if any of the antebellum Unionism 

would resurface in these monuments ceremonies. 

                                                 
15Ibid., 60. 
16Reid Mitchell, Civil War Soldiers (New York: Penguin Books, 1997), 179. 
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 This study has three goals that I hope to accomplish: First, investigate and 

provide accounts of the monument dedication ceremonies, and establish the degree of 

Unionism present in the Piedmont Region of North Carolina during the period 

immediately before the Civil War, by using both qualitative and quantitative evidence. 

Second, it will investigate the themes presented in the monument dedication 

ceremonies in the Piedmont Region, between the years 1868 and 1914. Third, it 

analyzes and draws comparisons to the level of wealth between the common person 

and the political leaders of North Carolina and then makes inferences on how wealth 

affected their views on secession in 1861. I will conduct a similar analysis and 

comparison between the orators’ family wealth in 1860, compared to the average wealth 

of the county, which will be determined by adding the total amounts of real estate and 

personal estate documented by the 1860 US Census, and dividing that number by the 

county’s free population. I argue that the narrative created by these orators during the 

presentation of the monuments in the Piedmont was one that did not acknowledge the 

Unionism present in the region, that lacked enthusiasm for the war by the common 

person, and also promoted white supremacy, which would keep them in power. 
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CHAPTER II 

“They That Dance Must Pay the Fiddler”: Resistance and Opposition to 
Secession and Civil War in the Piedmont Region of North Carolina, 1856-1862 

 
 The people of the Piedmont region in early 1861 were staunchly opposed to the 

idea of North Carolina seceding from the United States and were aware of the negative 

impact that North Carolina joining the Confederacy would bring. The government of 

North Carolina betrayed these people by denying them the right to democratically make 

their voices heard, leaving many in the Piedmont to fight for a cause they did not 

endorse or may not have believed in. 

 North Carolina had a different political climate than many of her southern 

neighbors. In many southern states during the antebellum period, especially in the Deep 

South, the Democratic Party dominated the regional politics of the state, essentially 

placing its constituents under the rule of a one-party political system. Such was not the 

case in North Carolina.  Both the Democrats and Whigs held significant influence over 

North Carolina politics between 1834 and 1850, with the Whigs holding the majority until 

1850.17 The Democrats garnered their strength from counties with the largest slave 

populations, while Whigs won support in the two-thirds of the counties with a white 

population greater or equal to the statewide mean white population up through the 

gubernatorial election of 1850.18 By the election of 1856, that had changed, with the 

Democrats winning the majority in 60 percent of those same counties, while continuing 

their dominance in counties with large slave populations.19  

                                                 
17Thomas E. Jeffrey, State Parties and National Politics: North Carolina, 1815-1861 

(Athens, GA: University of Georgia Press, 1989), 68. 
18Ibid., 283. 
19Ibid. 
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 Because North Carolinians had experienced shifting balances of power between 

political parties in recent memory, the people of North Carolina had been accustomed to 

the changing of the political guard, unlike other states where the Democratic Party and 

its platforms were unopposed.  Because of this, North Carolinians were more prepared 

to handle the possibility of the Republicans winning the presidency in 1860 than their 

southern neighbors.  The North Carolina Democratic Party Platform of 1856  recognized 

that there were three other parties present that they would have to contend with: the 

Whigs, the “Black Republicans,” and the Know-Nothing Party, who they considered 

“corrupting and dangerous in its tendencies and influence.”20 While the Republican 

Party had no presence in North Carolina prior to the Civil War, the North Carolina 

Democrats were aware of their growing influence in national politics, which gave them 

cause for concern.21 

 As the Republican Party grew in influence, Abraham Lincoln’s election as 

President of the United States became a very realistic possibility in 1860. Because of 

the non-existent presence of the Republican Party in the southern states, as well as 

their platform against the expansion of slavery into new territories, this was a frightening 

development for politicians in the South, who feared that Abraham Lincoln would begin 

the steps to abolish slavery in the South, which was central to the southern economy. 

Before the election, in a letter dated October 5th, 1860, William Gist, the governor of 

South Carolina, wrote to Governor John Ellis of North Carolina, to discuss the idea of 

                                                 
20“Democratic Platform 1856,” Box 1, Folder 7, John Willis Ellis Papers, #242, Southern 

Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
21Ibid. 
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seceding from the Union, asking Governor Ellis for his support in calling for the “full 

[and] free interchange of opinion between the Executives of the southern, [and] more 

especially the cotton states.”22 

 Governor Ellis, a strong supporter of state’s rights, chose to adopt a “wait and 

see” approach regarding the idea of secession from the Union. He knew that the people 

of North Carolina would not be united in their feelings on how North Carolina should 

respond to the election of a Republican candidate to the presidency.  A common feeling 

among North Carolinians was that Lincoln would prove to be powerless as the 

Republicans were still in the minority in Senate in 1860, and held only a plurality but not 

a majority in the House of Representatives, so breaking away from the Union was not 

an appropriate action.  Ellis advocated that North Carolina have patience, and first see 

how the new administration’s policies would affect the South.23  Some felt that 

immediate secession from the Union upon Lincoln’s election was the correct course of 

action, as a citizen from Wadesboro, North Carolina, articulated in a letter written to 

Governor Ellis, in which the citizen said, “We think here now is the time to strike for a 

Southern Confederacy, believing that either the negro or the Union has to go, and as 

much as no desire the latter (with our Constitutional rights) we can see no earthly 

chance of maintaining it, and therefore no longer wish a nominal Union…”24 

                                                 
22“William H. Gist to John W. Ellis, October 5, 1860,” Box 1, Folder 9, John Willis Ellis 

Papers, #242, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill. 

23John Gilchrist Barrett, The Civil War in North Carolina (Chapel Hill, NC: University of 
North Carolina Press, 1997), 4. 

24“Citizen of Wadesborough, NC to John W. Ellis, November 26, 1860,”Box 1 Folder 9 
John Willis Ellis Papers, #242, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
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Not all North Carolina’s citizens shared the sentiments of the Wadesboro citizen. 

Moreover, the idea of breaking away from the Union was troubling to many in North 

Carolina. The mayor and several citizens of Fayetteville, who worried about the 

possibility of an armed rebellion by those sympathetic to the secessionist cause, 

appealed to the federal government in November 1860 to send troops to the city to 

defend the federal arsenal there. Governor Ellis was completely unaware of the fact that 

federal troops had been sent to North Carolina until he read in the Charlotte Bulletin on 

November 17th “that the President [James Buchanan] had ordered a Company of U.S. 

troops to Fayetteville at the ‘request of the Governor of North Carolina.’”25 The governor 

wrote to the newspaper, saying, “I had no previous knowledge of the President's 

intention to send such troops to Fayetteville, and certainly never made such a request of 

him. I know nothing of his purposes in doing so, and regard the measure as wholly 

unnecessary within itself, and at this time, exceedingly imprudent, as tending to 

increase the irritation of the public mind.”26 Ellis was understandably concerned over the 

possibility of rumors creating panic among the people of North Carolina that a 

separation from the Union and armed rebellion were possible. On November 22nd, 

1860, Ellis received an explanation from the United States Secretary of War of the 

reason for the deployment of troops to North Carolina: 

I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication of the 19th 
instant inquiring the reason for stationing troops at the United States arsenal at 
Fayetteville, and urging their immediate removal. In reply, I beg to enclose, for 
your information, a copy of a letter from the Mayor of Fayetteville, accompanied 

25“Letter from John W. Ellis to Charlotte Bulletin, November 17, 1860,”Box 1, Folder 9, 
John Willis Ellis Papers, #242, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of 
North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 

26Ibid. 
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by petitions from sundry citizens of that town, requesting that the troops in 
question might be stationed there for the protection of the arms and ammunition 
at the post. I regret that this movement of troops, made at considerable expense 
to the United States, and intended, alone, to give a sense of security to the 
feelings of the people who applied for the guard, should have been considered 
by the Executive of North Carolina as a ground of complaint. It will give me great 
pleasure to remove the troops from the arsenal, at your request, particularly, as 
their services are much needed elsewhere.27 

 
The fact that the mayor and citizens of Fayetteville appealed to the federal government 

rather than the state for support shows that they recognized the federal government’s 

ownership of that arsenal and that they did not want to see it used for an armed 

rebellion that would bring war to the Union. 

 Many in the Piedmont region did not regard a Republican victory in the presidential 

election in 1860 as enough reason to secede from the Union. Even though the 

Republicans were not on the ballot in North Carolina, most people in the Piedmont 

region demonstrated loyalty to the Union by overwhelmingly voting for John Bell, one of 

the candidates for president in 1860 who was a supporter of the preservation of the 

Union.28 Bell viewed Lincoln’s election as being “in strict accordance with the 

regulations prescribed by the Constitution and laws” and that “the objection to it is that it 

was effected by a purely sectional party, organized upon the principle of hostility to 

                                                 
27“John B. Floyd to John W. Ellis, November 22, 1860,” Folder 9, John Willis Ellis 

Papers, #242, Folder 9, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North 
Carolina at Chapel Hill. 

28Robert C. Kenzer, Kinship and Neighborhood in a Southern Community: Orange  
 County, North Carolina, 1849-1881 (Knoxville, TN: University of Tennessee Press, 
1987), 66. 
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Slavery.”29 Many North Carolinians from the Piedmont region shared these sentiments: 

Lincoln’s election was not a just cause for leaving the Union. 

 After South Carolina seceded from the Union on December 20th, 1860, it was 

clear that North Carolina would have to address the question of whether or not she 

would join her neighbor to the south. Most North Carolinians were not in favor of 

immediately following the lead of South Carolina.  In fact, newspapers in the Piedmont 

openly condemned this idea, and questioned why North Carolina should go to South 

Carolina’s aid. An article printed in the Raleigh Weekly Standard on December 12, 

1860, opposed South Carolina’s request for aid: 

Should the State secede with South Carolina? We think not. Should she, in any 
event, separate herself from the middle, breadstuff States, and unite her 
destinies with the cotton States? We think not. No cotton State has thus far even 
consulted her, though several of them are preparing to go out. It is true no middle 
State has consulted her, but this fact affords the best proof that the middle States 
are not even contemplating that decision. The interests of North Carolina are 
much more identified with Virginia, Tennessee, Kentucky, and Maryland than 
they are with South Carolina, Alabama, Mississippi, and Texas…Any attempt to 
establish a ‘cotton Confederacy’ will fail. It might last a few years, and it might 
escape a degrading dependence on foreign powers; but the people of such a 
Confederacy would not be able to subsist on cotton. A king is nothing without 
lords and commons.30 

 

 The Raleigh Register shared this opinion, charging South Carolina with wanting to 

destroy the Union: “[South Carolina] received the news of election with as much joy as 

the State of Massachusetts, because she thought that election furnished her with the 

                                                 
29“The Secession Excitement; Letter From Hon. John Bell,” New York Times (New York, 

NY), December 12, 1860. 
30“What Shall Be Done?” Raleigh Weekly Standard (Raleigh, NC), December 12, 1860. 
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long sought pretext of destroying the Union.”31 The Register argued that North and 

South Carolina did not have shared interests, that North Carolina had prospered 

because of its membership in the Union, and that North Carolina should reject South 

Carolina’s call to join her. According to the Raleigh Register, “[t]he North Carolinian who 

has not State pride sufficient to make him indignantly spurn any attempt of our Southern 

neighbor to dragoon this State into treason and civil war, is a bastard son of the soil on 

which was first sounded the key-note of American liberty.”32  

 The people of the Piedmont were not shy to make their feelings known on the 

issue of secession. The citizens of Orange County met in the Cane Creek neighborhood 

in January 1861 to debate whether they would vote to hold a convention to support 

secession.33 The citizens there “passed resolutions that pointed to the small plurality of 

Lincoln’s election, recognized the constitutional restrictions on presidential power, and 

rejected the calls for a state convention to debate secession.”34 They believed that 

Abraham Lincoln would respect his constitutional role and not step outside of that role, 

and ultimately, his presidency would not have much effect on their lives. 

 During the yearly celebration of the 1815 Battle of New Orleans victory by Andrew 

Jackson that same month, the residents of Orange County demonstrated their loyalty to 

the Union. At the point in the evening when toasts were being given, the first two toasts 

were in support of the Union, to which the crowd responded with gunshots and cheers.35 

                                                 
31“Why Should North Carolina Secede?” Raleigh Register (Raleigh, NC) December 1, 

1860. 
32Ibid. 
33Kenzer, 67. 
34Ibid. 
35Ibid. 
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Later in the evening, a toast was given in support of North Carolina breaking away from 

the Union and joining South Carolina. That toast was woefully received, “one gun and 

no cheers.”36  

 William Holden, the editor of the Raleigh Weekly Standard, frequently published a 

column in his newspaper titled, “Voice of the People,” in which he printed letters he had 

received on the issue of secession. Holden, a vocal Unionist and critic of Governor 

Ellis’s “wait and see” tactics, gave a mouthpiece to everyday citizens who wanted to 

voice their support of the Union. “I do not want to see the Union dissolved,” wrote a man 

from Davidson County.37 “The course of the Standard meets the approval of the mass of 

the people in this section. May Providence overrule fanaticism and restore peace to our 

country,” added another citizen of Harnett County.38 Another man from Chatham County 

expressed that nothing good could come from leaving the Union, adding that “I am not 

much of a politician, but I am unable to foresee anything but anarchy and probably a 

military despotism outside of the federal Union. I am not aware of any grievance that 

may not be remedied better in the Union than out of it.”39 

 Even merchants were using the fever pitch of the Piedmont’s unionist patriotism to 

their advantage. In an advertisement placed by J.B. Franklin for his store in Raleigh on 

January 9, 1861, Franklin stated “DOWN WITH THE POLITICIANS! THIS UNION 

MUST BE PRESERVED BY THE PEOPLE!”40 While the rest of the advertisement dealt 

with the promotion of his goods, the point was clear: a merchant would not have made 

                                                 
36Ibid., 68. 
37“Voice of the People,” Raleigh Weekly Standard (Raleigh, NC), January 9, 1861. 
38Ibid., February 20, 1861. 
39Ibid. 
40“Down With the Politicians!” Raleigh Register (Raleigh, NC), January 9, 1861. 
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such a claim in his advertisement if he believed that it would be harmful to his business. 

This advertisement provides an insight into the attitudes of the common person, in the 

sense that unionism was a popular opinion of the everyday person in this region. 

 In February 1861, North Carolina held an election to determine whether or not it 

would hold a convention to debate and vote on North Carolina seceding from the Union. 

By a vote of 46,603 to 46,409, the voters of the state of North Carolina voted against 

holding a secession convention.41 While the margin statewide was very slim, only 194 

votes, the election results in the Piedmont were not close at all, with Piedmont residents 

voting overwhelmingly against the convention.42 

 

  

                                                 
41“Official Vote of North Carolina,” Hillsborough Recorder (Hillsborough, NC), March 20, 

1861. 
42Ibid. 
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NC Piedmont Vote on Secession Convention February 186143 

County For 
Convention 

Against 
Convention 

Percent in  
Majority 

Total Votes 
Cast 

Total Free 
Population 
(1860 
Census) 

Percent of 
Population 
Enslaved 

Alamance 293 1101 79% 1394 11852 20-30 

Anson 520 464 53% 984 13664 50+ 

Cabarrus 898 306 75% 1204 10546 20-30 

Caswell 692 137 83% 829 16215 50+ 

Chatham 283 1795 86% 2078 19101 30-40 

Cumberland 
and Harnett 

1038 959 52% 1997 24408 30-40 

Davidson 366 1806 83% 2172 16601 10-20 

Davie 263 754 74% 1017 8494 20-30 

Forsyth 286 1409 83% 1695 12692 10-20 

Franklin 794 79 91% 873 14107 40-50 

Granville 1056 743 59% 1799 23396 40-50 

Guilford 113 743 87% 856 20056 10-20 

Iredell 191 1818 90 2009   

Mecklenburg 1448 252 85% 1700 17374 40-50 

Montgomery 81 870 91% 951 7649 20-30 

Moore 135 1257 90% 1392 11427 20-30 

Orange 458 1436 76% 1894 16947 20-30 

Person 592 167 78% 759 11221 30-40 

Randolph 45 2406 98% 2451 16793 0-10 

                                                 
43Sources used to compile the data in this chart came from: 

“Official Vote of North Carolina,” Hillsborough Recorder (Hillsborough, NC), March 20 1861. 
(Election Returns); 
https://www.census.gov/population/www/censusdata/PopulationofStatesandCountiesoftheUnite
dStates1790-1990.pdf (Census Data for 1860) 
http://www.learnnc.org/lp/media/uploads/2009/07/slavepop1860.jpg (Slave Population By 
County). 
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Richmond 383 251 60% 634 11009 40-50 

Rockingham 808 570 59% 1378 16746 30-40 

Rowan 882 1150 57% 2032 14589 20-30 

Stanly 85 763 90% 848 7801 10-20 

Stokes 204 890 81% 1094 10402 10-20 

Surry 207 1136 85% 1343 10380 0-10 

Union 548 483 53% 1031 11202 0-10 

Wake 1406 1246 53% 2652 28627 30-40 

Warren 774 33 96% 807 15726 50+ 

Yadkin 34 1498 98% 1532 10714 10-20 

TOTAL 14883 26522 64% 41405 425086  
 
 

 Analysis of the data shows that in general, the higher the percentage of a county’s 

population was enslaved, the more likely that county voted to hold the secession 

convention.  Counties that had an enslaved population nearing the 40 percent mark also 

voted in favor of the convention.  However, the percent majority in the counties that 

voted for the convention was on average much smaller compared to the percent 

majorities of the counties that voted against it.  Overall, the people of the Piedmont 

region made their voice heard with the ballot box: it was in their best interest to remain 

with the Union.  

 It is also important to note that some of the voters who voted in favor of holding a 

convention did so in order to establish a forum to debate the secession question and 

promote the cause of preserving the Union. William Holden noted this in his memoirs, in 

which he explained the reason why he, a unionist, would vote in favor of holding a 

secession convention: 
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In February 1861, on the morning of the election, I voted about 10 o'clock. Soon 
after I met Mr. Badger [a leader in the Whig party and unionist.]  He asked me 
good humoredly if I had voted the ticket. I told him I had voted for himself, and 
Mr. Busbee, and for the convention. He expressed surprise at my vote for a 
convention, and asked my reasons for thus voting. I replied, ‘Mr. Badger, today 
the people of the State will elect 80 union and 40 secession delegates, and if the 
convention carries and is assembled, we can take steps to prevent secession 
and save the union.’44 

 
This suggests that opposition to North Carolina’s secession from the Union could have 

been even greater than what is represented in the election results, as unionists might 

have voted for holding a convention in order to promote their unionist views and keep 

North Carolina in the Union. On the other hand, the secessionists would certainly not 

have voted against holding a convention, so all votes that were cast against holding a 

convention can be considered to be votes against North Carolina leaving the Union.  

 Even after the election, the debate over secession did not die in North Carolina. By 

March 1, 1861, South Carolina had been joined by Mississippi, Florida, Alabama, 

Georgia, Louisiana, and Texas, which prompted North Carolina to continue to 

contemplate whether or not to join them. Unionist support continued in the Piedmont.45 

According to historian Robert Kenzer, a letter to the editor was written in March 1861 to 

the Hillsborough Recorder in support of Abraham Lincoln. “I say the heart of the man is 

not right who can’t see more peace than war in the message,” said the man, referring to 

                                                 
44William Woods Holden, Memoirs of W.W. Holden, (Durham, NC: 1911) 

http://docsouth.unc.edu/fpn/holden/holden.html, 15. 
45“Timeline of Secession”, 

http://www.digitalhistory.uh.edu/active_learning/explorations/south_secede/timeline_secession.c
fm 
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Lincoln’s inaugural address.46 The people of the Piedmont were not willing to break up 

the Union over Lincoln’s election. 

 It also did not make economic sense for the people of the Piedmont to break away 

from the United States. North Carolina economically differed from the states in the 

Confederacy, in the sense that North Carolina’s economy did not rely on the institution 

of slavery to succeed, contrary to the cotton states like South Carolina, where slave 

labor was essential. It is true that slavery was present in North Carolina, especially in 

the eastern part of the state where fertile soil gave rise to the plantation economy there. 

But in the Piedmont, the poor soil conditions did not allow the plantation economy to 

take root.47  The bulk of whites in the Piedmont were farmers who grew diverse crops, 

such as wheat and corn.48 Yeomen farmers, those fortunate enough to own land, 

earned a living by working their land themselves, and “had little reason to consider 

slavery central to their future prospects.”49 A significant portion of the population in the 

Piedmont consisted of tenant farmers and laborers, who would both be in competition 

with slaves as laborers. Because there was not much chance for this class of people to 

acquire enough wealth to purchase enough land to sustain themselves as yeomen 

farmers, working on other farmers’ lands and in industries such as textiles, mining and 

naval stores were really the only viable forms of supporting themselves. Because 

enslaved labor was also used in these industries, prices for wage labor dropped, hurting 

                                                 
46Kenzer, 68. 
47 It should be noted that the Staggville Plantation, the largest in North Carolina, was 

located in the Piedmont. 
48Ibid., 9. 
49Ibid., 14. 
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the white working class.50 For almost 75 percent of the population of the Piedmont, the 

institution of slavery was an impediment to their economic growth and joining a nation 

whose Constitution notes “the right of property in said slaves shall not be thereby 

impaired,” would be counterproductive to their interests and economic growth.51 

 The Greensboro Patriot made the best economic case against North Carolina 

joining the Confederacy, arguing that it would lead to economic ruin. Some supporters 

of the Confederacy had expressed a desire to create a strong central government 

composed of the Southern slave-holding states, in order to protect the institution of 

slavery. This new central government would be responsible for supporting a free 

population of over two million people. The estimated cost of running this new 

government was $40 million a year, a sum that would have to be raised by the individual 

Confederate States. To raise revenue, the Confederate government would have to 

place a tax of at least ten cents on imported goods, which would raise $5 million 

annually. That would leave $35 million to be collected from direct taxation of the states. 

This increase in taxes would lead to a rise in the prices of goods, especially cotton, 

which was the most significant exportable resource of the Confederate States. Instead 

of paying the higher prices, the Confederacy’s cotton customers, the United States, 

Britain, and France, would seek cotton elsewhere from cheaper sources. This would 

lead to the economic collapse of the Confederate States.52 Additionally, the cost of the 

defense of the state of North Carolina would have to be considered if North Carolina 

                                                 
50Ibid., 9-10. 
51Ibid., 9.; The Confederate Constitution, Article IV, Section 2.1. 
52“The Case Stated-Heavy Taxation in the Seceding States,” Greensboro Patriot 

(Greensboro, NC), March 28, 1861. 
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were to leave the Union and join the Confederacy. The North Carolina General 

Assembly set aside $300,000 for the defense of the state and arming of the state militia. 

The Confederate States proposed that each member state would provide 10,000 troops 

for their common defense. The salary of 10,000 troops being paid $12 a month for a 

year would cost North Carolina $1,440,000 a year. Providing provisions for these 

soldiers would cost $1,500,000. Additional costs of ammunition, artillery, wagons, gun 

carriages, horses and camp equipment would cost an additional $1,300,000, bringing 

the total cost for providing 10,000 troops for the Confederacy for one year to 

$4,240,000.53 There would be a high price to be paid for leaving the Union, and as the 

Raleigh Register noted, “[t]hey that dance must pay the fiddler,” and it would be the 

people of North Carolina who would have to bear the burden for the decision to leave 

the union.54  

It seemed at the time that North Carolina would not support of South Carolina’s 

secession, despite calls from people of South Carolina asking her to do so. Charles 

Baring, a resident of Adams Run, South Carolina, wrote to Governor Ellis on February 

2nd, 1861, trying to convince him to join South Carolina in seceding. Citing the need to 

support another slave state, Baring warned Ellis that he would regret the decision not to 

secede later and that he was concerned for the “welfare and prosperity” of his state if 

North Carolina did not join.55 Nevertheless, Ellis remained firm in his “wait and see” 

53“Cost of Secession,” Raleigh Weekly Standard (Raleigh, NC), February 27, 1861. 
54“Some of the First Fruits of Secession,” Raleigh Register (Raleigh, NC), January 9, 

1861. 
55“Charles Baring to Governor Ellis, February 2, 1861,” Box 1, Folder 10, John Willis Ellis 

Papers, #242, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill. 
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policy. However, the events of April 1861 would push the state into a different course of 

action, one that would lead to North Carolina’s departure from the United States and 

admission into the Confederacy. 

 When South Carolina seceded from the Union on December 20, 1860, United 

States Army Major Robert Anderson and eighty-five federal troops were stationed at 

Fort Moultrie in Charleston Harbor.  On December 26, Anderson repositioned his forces 

inside of Fort Sumter to better protect themselves in the case of attack from 

Confederate forces. This action angered South Carolinian politicians, who viewed Fort 

Sumter as belonging to the state of South Carolina, not the United States. Cut off from 

the rest of the United States deep inside of unfriendly territory, Major Anderson 

contacted his superiors in Washington, informing them that the fort was running low on 

supplies.  Confederate General P.G.T. Beauregard called upon Anderson to surrender 

the fort to his forces, to which Anderson refused. Bombardment of the fort commenced 

at 4:30 am on April 12 and lasted for 34 hours. On April 13, Anderson surrendered the 

fort to Confederate forces.56 President Lincoln, who had been hesitant to act in support 

of the federal troops stationed there, worried that such actions would lead to the 

secession of more southern states, issued an order calling for troops to be sent to South 

Carolina to put down the rebellion. On April 15th, Governor Ellis received a telegram 

from the War Department, in which Simon Cameron, Lincoln’s Secretary of War, 

relayed Lincoln’s order to the North Carolina Governor: “Call made on you by tonight’s 

                                                 
56John K. Ward, “The Man Who Surrendered Fort Sumter,” Military History, Vol. 13 Issue 

6, (February 1998), 34. 
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mail for two (2) regiments of Military for immediate Service.”57 In response, Ellis sent a 

telegraph to Secretary Cameron answering emphatically in the negative: 

Your dispatch is received, and if genuine, which its extraordinary character leads 
me to doubt, I have to say in reply, that I regard the levy of troops made by the 
Administration a usurpation of power. I can be no party to this wicked violation of 
the laws of the country, and to this war upon the liberties of a free people. You 
can get no troops from North Carolina. I will reply in more detail when your call is 
received by mail.58 

Then Governor Ellis sent orders to John Cantwell, Colonel of the 30th North Carolina 

militia, to take Forts Caswell and Johnston and hold them “in the name of North 

Carolina.”59 

Ellis had long been a supporter of state’s rights, and Lincoln’s call for North 

Carolina to send troops against another state was for him justification enough for 

secession. Statewide, the mood began to swing against the Unionists in favor of 

secession and joining the Confederacy. Newspapers such as the Standard, Register, 

and the Greensboro Patriot were now calling on North Carolinians to support the very 

idea of secession that they had campaigned against since November 1860. The 

Greensboro Patriot declared that “the State of North Carolina [is] in a state of 

revolution…resisting every attempt of the tyrant Lincoln to subdue the South…Let it be 

declared that we are in a state of revolution; let the war be vigorously prosecuted and 

57“Telegram from the War Department to Governor John Ellis, April 15 1861,” Box 1, 
Folder 10, John Willis Ellis Papers, #242, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, 
University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 

58Ibid. 
59John Ellis, “Telegram from John W. Ellis to John L. Cantwell,” The Papers of John W. 

Ellis: Volume 2 Edited by Noble J. Tolbert. (Raleigh, NC), 1964. Accessed April 16, 2016. 
digital.ncdcr.gov/cdm/ref/collection/p249901coll22/id/446349, 609. 
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when the time comes for a treaty of peace, let one condition of that treaty be, that North 

Carolina is a free and independent sovereign state.”60 The political elite and members of 

the legislature, who had the most to gain from secession and the preservation of 

slavery, attempted to sell to the common man the idea of states’ rights; that Lincoln had 

raised his hand against North Carolina and over-stepped the bounds of his 

Constitutional authority, and that joining the Confederacy would be in the same spirit as 

the fight for Independence during the American Revolution in 1776.61 The voices of the 

Unionists were being silenced, both figuratively and literally: The column that Holden 

had been running in the Standard featuring reader’s letters in support of the Union 

stopped running after the events at Fort Sumter. 

  After Lincoln’s call for troops, the General Assembly, comprised of a majority of 

slaveholders who had vested interests in seeing that North Carolina remained a slave 

state, voted to hold a convention to vote for secession, this time without the consent of 

the people. It is most likely true that if the people of North Carolina had the opportunity 

to vote again for or against a secession convention, that the deficit of 194 votes may 

have been overcome because of the fever pitch of war hanging over the state. Even 

still, North Carolinians, especially in the Piedmont where opposition to secession had 

been very strong, were denied their role in the democratic process that they had 

previously exercised in February 1861, and they had lost the chance to make their voice 

heard with their ballot.  

                                                 
60“Shall North Carolina Secede,”Greensboro Patriot (Greensboro, NC), April 25, 1861. 
61“Declaration of Independence,” Hillsborough Recorder (Hillsborough, NC), May 16 

1861. 
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 With the secession convention a foregone conclusion, North Carolinians were 

again called to the polls in May 1861 to elect delegates to the secession convention. 

There was still a significant number of Unionists in North Carolina, however, “most 

Union sympathizers were resigned to defeat,” and there was low voter turnout for this 

election.62 There were even reports of voter intimidation against Union sympathizers. 

Seven stories of mob violence against Union supporters were printed in the Standard, 

Patriot and Register from April 3 to May 20, 1861. Additionally during their extra session 

in May, the North Carolina General Assembly passed an act defining the crime of 

treason against the state of North Carolina. The language in this act implied that 

remaining loyal to the Union would be considered treason, a crime punishable by death 

upon conviction. This combined with hearing stories about Unionists being assaulted for 

speaking against secession from the Union most likely encouraged Piedmont Unionists 

to remain silent in their loyalty to the United States.63 Nonetheless, there were still 

Unionist delegates elected to the convention, but these delegates would prove to be 

powerless in stopping the state from seceding from the Union.64 

 While the decision to secede was the guaranteed outcome at the convention, 

“[U]nionists tried to delay the inevitable by suggesting that a second proposal, the 

adoption of the Confederate constitution, be put to the people for ratification, but that 

proposal was defeated, and the convention voted to accept the Confederate 

                                                 
62David Brown, "North Carolinian Ambivalence: Rethinking Loyalty and Disaffection in 

the Civil War Piedmont." In North Carolinians in the Era of the Civil War and   
 Reconstruction (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2008), 14. 

63“An act to Define and Punish Treason against the State of North Carolina,”Greensboro 
Patriot (Greensboro, NC), May 17, 1861. 

64Brown, 14. 
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constitution.”65 This Confederate Constitution, written in March 1861 by representatives 

from South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas, 

included no input from representatives elected by the people of North Carolina.66 The 

decision to join the Confederacy was rooted more in the reactionary and momentary 

anger at Lincoln’s actions than in the democratic process. According to historian David 

Brown,  a significant portion of the population was still in opposition to this move, as 

“[t]he Union was too cherished an institution to break apart.”67 

 North Carolina officially seceded from the United States on May 20, 1861, the 

anniversary of the signing of the Mecklenburg Resolves, in which North Carolinians 

from Mecklenburg County became the first to separate themselves from Britain in 1775. 

For many residents of the Piedmont, they were not very excited about the prospect of 

being the enemies of an institution that they had held in such high esteem as the Union. 

According to Brown, “[t]he overwhelming majority in the Piedmont stayed at home. This 

surely cannot be explained by circumstance alone and indicates that large numbers of 

yeomen and poor whites were not prepared to support the Confederate cause or held 

sufficient reservations not to volunteer.”68 Support for the Confederate cause was 

lacking in the Piedmont. Historian Charles C. Bolton estimated that less than one out of 

five eligible men answered North Carolina’s call for volunteers from the Piedmont 

region.69 It was more likely that poor white laborers would join the Confederate cause as 

                                                 
65Ibid. 
66“The Confederate Constitution, March 11, 1861.” 

http://avalon.law.yale.edu/19th_century/csa_csa.asp 
67Brown, 13. 
68Ibid., 16-17. 
69Ibid., 15. 
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opposed to yeomen farmers, because a salary of $11 a month would be significant 

income for them and their families.70 Ironically, these men who volunteered were 

fighting to defend an institution that was harmful to them economically.  

 With the lack of manpower being a serious issue for the Confederate armed 

forces, the Confederate Congress passed a conscription act requiring “all white men, 

residents of the Confederate States, between the ages of 18 and 35 years, [be] placed 

in the military service.”71 This decision was another that was not democratically 

endorsed by the people of North Carolina. William Holden, who had shifted his stance 

from unionism to secessionism based on his reaction to Lincoln’s call for troops, 

questioned the constitutionality of this action by the Confederate Congress, and was 

also opposed to it on the basis that it was not passed by the North Carolina General 

Assembly. Holden wrote, “[t]he idea of sending free citizens of the States from their 

homes to camps of instruction against their will, to be trained to fight for liberty, was, to 

say the least, absurd. The war should have been a voluntary one, and if force had been 

necessary to be used to put men in the Southern Army, that force should have been 

used by the States themselves, and not by the Confederate Government. When that law 

was passed by the Confederate Government over the States and enforced by that 

Government in the States, every vestige of constitutional liberty in the States 

vanished.”72 Holden had pointed out that North Carolina, the same state that had left the 

                                                 
70Ibid. 
71“Chap. XXXI—An Act to further provide for the public defence,”  The Statutes at Large 

of the Confederate States of America Commencing With the First Session of the First Congress: 
1862, http://docsouth.unc.edu/imls/statutes/statutes.html 

72William Woods Holden, Memoirs of W.W. Holden (Durham, NC, 1911), 
http://docsouth.unc.edu/fpn/holden/holden.html, 30. 
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Union in defense of its own rights had now relinquished those rights to another central 

power in the Confederacy, which suggests that North Carolina’s decision to leave the 

union was based more on the defense of the institution of slavery which benefitted the 

wealthy members of the General Assembly, rather than protecting the constitutional 

rights and independence of the common man from the tyranny of a central government. 

 Many citizens of the Piedmont who had refused to volunteer for service also 

refused to comply with the conscription act. This led to a campaign by Confederate 

forces to identify and locate able-bodied men who had not received exemptions and had 

not reported for military service, as well as those who were absent without leave. Orders 

were issued to officers, such as the one given to Captain Frank Pringle, a medical 

doctor commissioned as an officer from Stokes County. Captain Pringle received an 

order dated September 24, 1862, to “proceed without delay to arrest all men liable to 

Conscription in your district, or subject to your command, and all soldiers absent from 

their Regiment without leave, and confine them to the jail at Danbury.”73 Judging from a 

letter written to him by a friend in January 1861, Pringle very well may have been a 

Unionist before the war, and may not have been dedicated to the Confederate cause.74 

While this is of course speculation, officers like Pringle would have been forced to carry 

out orders against their fellow countrymen for refusing to a fight for a cause that they did 

not believe in. 

73“Order From Col. B. Bailey to Capt. Frank Pringle, 72nd Regiment, 18th Brigade, North 
Carolina Militia September 24 1862,” Box #277, Folder 277.1.b, Pringle Family Papers, Special 
Collections, Joyner Library, East Carolina University.  

74“HJ Jones to Frank Pringle, January 17 1861,” Box #277, Folder 277.1.a Pringle 
Family Papers, Special Collections, Joyner Library, East Carolina University.  
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 Resistance to Confederate service continued in the Piedmont, as the Confederate 

and state authorities “had to deal with anti-Confederate forces of many different kinds, 

engaging in hostile activity ranging from withholding supplies and hiding out in the 

woods to more serious armed resistance.”75 Resistance to Confederate forces was such 

a nuisance at times, that regular Confederate troops had to be sent into the Piedmont to 

re-establish peace and order.76  

 In conclusion, the citizens of the Piedmont resoundingly expressed their desire to 

remain loyal to the Union before North Carolina’s secession in May 1861. The people of 

the region voted, with 64% against secession in February 1861. This margin of dissent 

should have been considered by the General Assembly, who rather chose to ignore this 

fact and call for a convention themselves without the consent of the voters. Even though 

a convention for secession would have almost certainly been called because of the 

support for secession in the eastern part of the state, the people of the Piedmont should 

have been given the opportunity to express their discontent with the most powerful 

weapon that a democracy wields, the ballot. While the people were given the 

opportunity to select the delegates to this convention, the fact that the General 

Assembly had called the convention guaranteed that the state was going to secede 

from the Union, and the people were in effect merely choosing the men who would carry 

out this task. This was a great betrayal of the people of North Carolina by the 

legislature, who were acting in their own selfish interests. Furthermore, the people of the 

Piedmont became tied to a Confederacy that was doomed to failure, and forced by law 

                                                 
75Brown, 20. 
76Ibid. 
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to support this Confederacy, even to their own detriment. They that dance must pay the 

fiddler; North Carolina’s leadership decided to take the state into this dance of death 

against the Union. This betrayal came with a cost, one that the common man would be 

forced to pay.
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CHAPTER III 

“The Bivouac of the Dead”: Monuments Dedicated in Piedmont Counties From 
1868-1900 

 
 Between 1868 and 1900, there was a total of six monuments dedicated to the 

memory of the Confederate soldier in the Piedmont region. This chapter provides an 

account of the memorial programs for these monuments that were placed during this 

era, as well as summary and analysis of the speeches made, inscriptions written on the 

monuments themselves, along with the accounts of the ceremonies written by the 

contemporary authors of the day. The year 1900 was chosen as the end of this era of 

memorialization for this study because it coincides with the collapse of the 

Republican/Populist/Fusion movement in North Carolina, and the significant changes 

that followed with Democrats regaining control of state politics, leading to an expansion 

of themes that celebrated the Confederacy as well as the disenfranchisement of 

African-American voters. Analysis of the themes presented in these monuments will 

reveal that overall in this era, the themes were generally centered around images of 

death, grieving, and mourning. However, as time progressed towards the year 1900, 

there were more elements of celebrating Confederate imagery, heroes, and ideology. 

Fayetteville 1868 
 
 The first monument erected in memory of the Confederate soldier in the 

Piedmont (it was the first Civil War Monument erected in the state) was financed by the 

Ladies Memorial Association of Fayetteville and placed in the Cross Creek Cemetery on 

December 30, 1868.77 The association enlisted the services of George Lauder, a noted 

                                                 
77“Monument to the Confederate Dead,” The Eagle (Fayetteville, NC), January 21, 1869. 
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stone mason and Scottish immigrant who was the owner and operator of the “Marble 

Factory” in Fayetteville.78 The cost of the monument was around $400, which was 

raised by the Ladies’ Memorial Association through “needle work and other sources.”79 

The inscription on the monument, which includes phrases borrowed from a poem titled 

“Bivouac of the Dead” by Theodore O’Hara, is as follows: 

‘Nor shall your glory be forgot, 
While Fame her record keeps, 
Or honor points the hallowed spot 
Where valor proudly sleeps. 
 
On Fame’s eternal camping ground 
Their silent Tents are spread. 
Rest on embalmed & sainted dead 
Dear as the blood ye gave.’ 
 
WOMAN’S 
record  
to the  
HEROES 
in the dust 
 
IN 
MEMORY 
OF THE 
CONFEDERATE DEAD80 
 

 The Eagle made no mention of any kind of accompanying memorial dedication 

ceremony that took place at the erection of the monument. However, the newspaper 

offered high praise for the people involved in the creation of the monument. It described 

                                                 
78“George Lauder,” Find A Grave, May 19, 2010, accessed: Accessed December 30, 

2016,  http://www.findagrave.com/cgi-bin/fg.cgi?page=gr&GRid=52595255. 
79“Monument to the Confederate Dead,” The Eagle (Fayetteville, NC), January 21, 1869. 
80“Commemorative Landscapes,” Documenting the American South: University of North 

Carolina at Chapel Hill,  http://docsouth.unc.edu/commland/monument/12/. 
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the marble construction as “modest, expressive, and grand,” and noted that it was an 

“appropriate” addition to the Cross Creek Cemetery, “in memory of our noble boys who 

lost their lives in our defense.” It continued by stating that “[T]he grave is our fitting place 

to worship,” and implored their audience to “let the monument of true affection stand,” 

and “let the memory of our lost Confederate soldiers be embalmed in the silence of the 

grave,” and “let them stop in stillness a moment at the foot of this holy sepulcher, and 

then glide away in silence, whispering requiems to the Honored Dead!”81 

 Because of the absence of an accompanying address with this monument, 

analyzing the themes must be done at face value. The words in the inscription of the 

monument, along with the fact that the monument was placed in a burial space, implies 

that the monument was meant to memorialize and remember the men who lost their 

lives during the Civil War but excluded surviving Confederate veterans. The poem that 

the inscription was derived from was actually written as a memorial to author Theodore 

O’Hara’s fallen comrades, who died at the Battle of Buena Vista, the costliest battle for 

the Americans in the Mexican-American War.82 O’Hara’s poem was extremely popular 

and has been used in inscriptions for other monuments, for both the Confederacy and 

the Union.83 For example, the McClellan Gate at Arlington National Cemetery, dedicated 

in honor of Union General George McClellan, uses the same inscription as the second 

                                                 
81“Monument to the Confederate Dead,” The Eagle (Fayetteville, NC), January 21, 1869. 
82“Bivouac of the Dead,” U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs, Accessed December 30, 

2016,  http://www.cem.va.gov/history/bivouac.asp. 
83Henry E. Harman, “Our Famous Songs--Their History,” Charlotte Observer (Charlotte, 

NC), April 23, 1922; “The Bivouac of the Dead,” Inter Ocean (Chicago, IL), June 5, 1894; “‘The 
Bivouac of the Dead’ is Reproduced By Request,” Kentucky Advocate (Danville, KY), April 6, 
1916.  
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stanza in the Fayetteville monument’s inscription.84  The inclusion of these words, along 

with the fact that these words were used to memorialize soldiers on both sides of the 

war suggests that the fallen soldiers were being memorialized because they had lost 

their lives during the war but not necessarily because they had made a sacrifice for a 

cause. There is nothing in the words used in the inscription that reference the 

Confederate cause or any other reason the soldiers were fighting.  

The words of The Eagle claim that this monument served to remember “our 

noble boys who lost their lives in our defense.”85 One can gather from this statement 

that during this period the newspaper was speaking in support of the cause of Southern 

Independence, however, because the newspaper was not in existence during the war, it 

is hard to confidently make any claims to where the newspaper’s allegiances may have 

lay during or before the war.86 However, it should be noted that the editor of The Eagle, 

Murdoch John McSween, served as a Confederate soldier, and sent anonymous 

accounts of the war to the Fayetteville Observer, under the pseudonym, “Long Grabs.”87 

Cumberland County was divided over the issue of secession in the February 1861 

referendum, with 52% of the ballots cast in support of a convention, but it cannot be 

definitively said that this monument was a monument to the Confederate “Lost Cause” 

                                                 
84“McClellan Gate,” Arlington National Cemetery, Accessed May 30, 2017, 

http://www.arlingtoncemetery.mil/Explore/Monuments-and-Memorials/McClellan-Gate.  
85“Monument to the Confederate Dead,” The Eagle (Fayetteville, NC), January 21, 1869. 
86“About The Eagle,”Chronicling America, Accessed December 30, 2016, 

http://chroniclingamerica.loc.gov/lccn/sn84026430/. 
87Murdoch John McSween and E. B. Munson, Confederate Incognito: The Civil War 

Reports of "Long Grabs," a.k.a. Murdoch John McSween, 26th and 35th North Carolina Infantry 
(Jefferson, NC: McFarland & Company, Inc., Publishers, 2013), 1-2. 
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based on the evidence. The theme of this monument was to remember the men who 

died, but not necessarily to celebrate what they died for. 

Raleigh 1870 

 On May 10, 1870, the cornerstone for the Confederate Monument in Oakwood 

Cemetery was laid. The Raleigh Daily Standard promoted this event, in which it said: 

The Confederate dead sleep in a beautiful cemetery near our city, and their 
remains were laid there by the hands of kindred and friends—many of them 
soldiers, who had passed through the ordeal of war, but who loved their dead 
companions in arms, as one brave man loves and honors the memory of 
another. With the blossoms of spring the and their sweet lady friends deem it 
proper to pay a tribute of respect by depositing floral offerings upon the turf 
which grows green over the grave of the martial hero. In the presence of the 
past, the voice of bitterness should be hushed, and above the grave of the dead 
only a holy sigh should be uttered, that life is so short and that the brightest 
expectations of human hope should so suddenly pale and pass away. Peace to 
their ashes. After life’s fitful fever, they sleep well. May the dews of Heaven fall 
softly on their graves, and sparkle like the tears of Mercy above their clay cold 
resting places.88 
 

 The monument was sponsored by the Wake County Ladies Memorial 

Association, and the ceremony was performed by the Free Masons of North Carolina. 

The proceedings opened at 4 pm on a cloudy and dreary day, which did not deter a 

significant crowd from attending.89 Reverend J.V. McNamara offered an opening prayer 

which was followed by music from a Catholic church choir. The freemasons then 

marched into Oakwood Cemetery to the spot that had been cleared for the laying of the 

stone. There they performed masonic rituals that were described in detail by the Raleigh 

                                                 
88“Tenth of May,” Daily Standard (Raleigh, NC), May 10, 1870. 
89“Masonic,” Daily Standard (Raleigh, NC), May 9, 1870.; “Memorial Ceremonies,” 

Raleigh Sentinel (Raleigh, NC), May 11, 1870. 
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Daily Standard. The stone “was raised by means of a rope and tackle” as a prayer was 

said by the Grand Chaplain. The Grand Master then asked the Deputy Grand Master, 

“what is the proper jewel of your office?” The Deputy Grand Master responded by 

stating that it was the square, which is meant “to square our actions by the square of 

virtue and prove our work.” He was then instructed to “apply the implement of [his] office 

to that portion of the foundation stone that needs to be proved and make report.” This 

was done, as the stone was said to be perfectly squared.90  

 Next, the Grand Master asked the Senior Grand Warden about the jewel of his 

office, to which he replied, “the level,” and explained that the level “reminds us of 

equality, and its use to lay horizontals.” He then inspected the stone and found it to be 

level. The Grand Master then proclaimed that the stone was “well formed, true and 

trusty, and correctly laid, according to the rules of our ancient craft,” and ordered that 

the rituals to consecrate the monument commence. Taking a “golden vessel of corn”, he 

spread the corn on the stone and declared, “I scatter this corn as an emblem of plenty. 

May the blessings of bounteous heaven be showered upon us, and upon all alike 

patriotic and benevolent undertakings and inspire the hearts of people with virtue, 

wisdom and gratitude.” Next, the Junior Grand Warden poured wine from a silver 

container, to symbolize joy and happiness, and asked for a blessing on the “national, 

State and city governments,” and to “preserve the union of the States…be a bond of 

friendship and brotherly love that shall endure through all time.” Then the Junior Grand 

                                                 
90“Memorial Ceremonies—Laying of the Corner-stone of the Monument to the 

Confederate Dead at Raleigh,” Raleigh Standard (Raleigh, NC), June 2, 1870. 
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Warden poured oil from another silver container, and asked God to bless “the bereaved, 

the afflicted, and the sorrowing, that they may know sorrowing and trouble no more.”91  

After a final invocation from the Grand Master, the ceremony continued with an 

address given by General Matthew W. Ransom, who was North Carolina’s Attorney 

General, and had been a Whig and unionist before April 15, 1861, but he supported 

North Carolina’s secession after Lincoln’s call for troops because he was a wealthy 

landowner, who owned 74 slaves, according to the 1860 census.92 Ransom’s 

substantial financial investment in the institution of slavery would have given him a 

strong  incentive to support North Carolina’s withdrawal from the Union. The Semi-

Weekly Raleigh Sentinel offered a summary of General Ransom’s remarks. He spoke 

for about 45 minutes, describing the ornamental decorations of the cemetery, especially 

noting the “two exquisitely beautiful shields” which decorated the arch and table on the 

central terrace. The shields had the symbolic significance of defending the people of the 

South. 

The address focused on the expressions of love for the fallen soldiers from the 

people that they had left behind, but did offer an admiration for “a love of virtue, duty 

and truth, such as was illustrated in the lives of Albert Sidney Johnston and Stonewall 

Jackson, and as is shown forth the daily walk and conversation of the noble Lee.” 

91Ibid. 
92“Gen. Matthew Whitaker Ransom,” News and Observer (Raleigh, NC), October 9, 

1904; 1860 U.S. Federal Census - Slave Schedules [database on-line], Provo, UT, USA: 
Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2010. 
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Ransom continued by stating that history would remember the “heroes…with delight 

and profit, not only by Southern people, by Northern men and mankind generally.”93 

 The Sentinel concluded its coverage by stating that “his tribute to the ladies was 

beautiful and touchingly eloquent. Nor was anything said to wound the feeling of the 

‘men in blue,’ who had come to show their respect for those whom they had in battle 

overcome.”94 No Raleigh newspapers printed a transcript of Ransom’s speech, even 

though they promised to in future editions. It is possible that news from the Republican 

Convention, which was happening at the same time required more space than would 

allow to print both stories. 

 After the conclusion of Ransom’s address, another song was played by the 

Raleigh Brass Band and several objects were deposited into the cornerstone: a copy of 

the constitution of the Ladies Memorial Association of Wake County; Proceedings of 

their first meeting, and a list of the original officers of the Association; a copy of the 

Raleigh Daily Sentinel, depicting a list of the day’s activities; souvenirs from the war; 

examples of Confederate currency; treasury notes from North Carolina issued during 

the war; a copy of Grand Lodge F & AM proceedings from 1869 along with a copy of 

their constitution; and a Masonic apron. After the ceremonies, flowers were laid on the 

graves of the fallen Confederate soldiers.95 

 The day appeared to be absent of any lingering animosities between the 

Federals and Confederates. According to the Daily Standard, Colonel Frank, 

                                                 
93“Memorial Ceremonies—Laying of the Corner-stone of the Monument to the 

Confederate Dead at Raleigh,” Raleigh Sentinel (Raleigh, NC), May 11, 1870. 
94Ibid. 
95Ibid. 
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commander of the United States garrison in Raleigh, ordered that flags be lowered to 

half-mast while the ceremony was taking place.96 

 The monument was completed in 1872. The inscription on the monument reads: 

 
IN MEMORY OF 
OUR 
CONFEDERATE DEAD 
ERECTED AD 1870 
SLEEP WARRIOR, SLEEP THE STRUGGLE, 
THE BATTLE-CRY IS HUSHED 
OUR STANDARDS HAVE BEEN LOWERED, 
OUR BLOOMING HOPES BEEN CRUSHED. 
SLEEP! FOR THY NAME IS CHERISHED 
BY THE BRAVES AND THE BEST, 
AND SOLDIER’S HEARTS AND WOMAN’S LOVE 
ARE WITH THEE IN THY REST. 
 
GEO. M. WHITING97 
 

These words are somewhat a departure from the words and ideas presented at the 

cornerstone ceremony. The inscription implies more of a lament of losing the war rather 

than the loss of life, which was one of the main themes of the masonic ceremony used 

to memorialize the dead.  

 Overall, the themes of this monument include a eulogy to fallen soldiers in their 

burial space, transmittal of grief from family members of the deceased, the reconciliation 

of Union and Confederates, along with a little bit of Confederate hero worship. This was 

                                                 
96“Memorial Day,” Standard (Raleigh, NC), May 12, 1870. 
97“Commemorative Landscapes,” Documenting the American South: University of North 

Carolina at Chapel Hill, Accessed December 20, 2016, 
http://docsouth.unc.edu/commland/monument/163/. 
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a monument to the dead, but not to the surviving Confederate veterans that fought in 

the war.   

 

Charlotte 1887 

 Another monument to the Confederate soldier would not appear in a Piedmont 

county for another 17 years. Erected by the Women of Charlotte, the granite obelisk 

was placed among the graves of fallen soldiers in the Elmwood Cemetery, and 

contained an inscription which read: 

TO THE  
CONFEDERATE SOLDIERS OF 
MECKLENBURG COUNTY 
CSA / UDC/ 1861 1865 / CONFEDERATE VETERAN 
WE HONOR THEM 
AND 
REMEMBER THEM 
AND 
THE UNKNOWN 
WHO  
REST HERE98 
 

The ceremony to dedicate the Charlotte monument was held on July 1, 1887. It began 

at 4:30 pm with a procession that began at the First Presbyterian church, and was led 

by “the Hornets Nest Riflemen [and] visiting companies of [the] North Carolina State 

Guard,”99 who were there by order of Col. J.T. Anthony, the commandant of the 4th 

Regiment of the North Carolina State Guard. In his order, which was published in the 

                                                 
98“Commemorative Landscapes,” Documenting the American South: University of North 

Carolina at Chapel Hill, http://docsouth.unc.edu/commland/monument/354/. 
99“Unveiling of the Confederate Monument,” Charlotte Democrat (Charlotte, NC), July 1, 

1887. 
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Charlotte Observer, he said about the invitation to attend the ceremony “that no time in 

the histories of your several companies, have you been called upon to respond to a 

more patriotic duty than upon this…being only to pay tribute to departed valor, whose 

deeds this granite will stand to commemorate, and I trust teach the present and future 

generations to emulate.”100  

 Followed by the State Guard, the surviving Confederate veterans marched, 

wearing commemorative medals of mourning upon their left arms. They were led to the 

ceremony by Major General T.F. Drayton and Brigadier General Rufus Barringer. The 

Hornet Steam Fire Engine Company, Independent Hook and Ladder Company, and 

Pioneer Steam Fire Engine Company also participated in the procession, following the 

veterans to the cemetery. Finally, a carriage carrying the speaker of the day, Senator 

Zebulon B. Vance (former Colonel in the Confederate army, who also served as 

Governor of North Carolina during the Civil War), along with members of the Women of 

Charlotte.101  

 After arriving at the Elmwood Cemetery, the ceremony began with an invocation 

prayer by Reverend E.A. Osborne, followed by a reading of a poem written by Mrs. B.L. 

Dewey, which drew an emotional reaction from those in attendance. Senator Vance was 

introduced and began his oration. The Raleigh News and Observer printed excerpts of 

his speech, and highlighted points of emphasis. The printed excerpts focus more on 

contemporary issues of the day, especially North Carolina and other southern states’ 

place in the post-war Union. Vance stated, “[w]hen the great civil war terminated, two 

                                                 
100“Special Orders No.1,” Charlotte Observer (Charlotte, NC), June 30, 1887. 
101“Attention Firemen!,” Charlotte Observer (Charlotte, NC), June 30, 1887; “Unveiling of 

the Confederate Monument,” Charlotte Democrat (Charlotte, NC), July 1, 1887.  
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momentous duties devolved upon the defeated party. The first was to submit with 

dignity to the decree of fate and accept with good faith all the legitimate results which 

followed; and the second was to preserve our own self respect by maintaining the purity 

of our motives and the courage and honor of our soldiers, so that our children should in 

nothing feel ashamed.”102 He claimed that the people of the South had done an 

acceptable job with this first duty, and believed that their resistance to reconstruction 

legislation “by peaceable methods to many of the measures of so-called reconstruction 

was not evidence of an indisposition to accept the legitimate results of the war, but quite 

the contrary.”103 Vance iterated that North Carolina and the South did not agree to 

accept whatever the North desired them to do, but rather accepted the rule of the 

Constitution. He stated that they had submitted to the authority of the Constitution but 

were fighting legislation that they interpreted as being unconstitutional. “History will tell 

future generations that the Southern people, by the dignity, the wisdom and good faith 

of their course in the hour of defeat, served well themselves and their children, and the 

cause of constitutional freedom itself.”104 

 Vance continued by saying the second duty, to preserve their own self-respect, 

had not been adequately fulfilled. “To preserve our self-respect and secure the respect 

of our children, it is necessary that there should be permitted no shame cast upon the 

cause or upon the manly honor of the men and women who participated in that struggle, 

the living or the dead. Yet both has been done. From the moment when the flaming 

                                                 
102“Charlotte Honors Her Dead,” News and Observer (Raleigh, NC), July 2, 1887. 
103Ibid. 
104Ibid. 
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signals of failure began to flash across the heavens, we have had among us those who 

from timidity of heart, or baseness of soul, have sought to propitiate the stronger by a 

repudiation of their own cause, and a consequent imputation upon its defenders.”105 In 

this statement, Vance addressed the lingering idea that the men who fought against the 

Union were traitors against their country. Vance accused those who did this of 

dishonoring the men, who he termed “the unconscious dead,” unable to defend 

themselves against these accusations.106 He believed that it was not fair that the idea of 

“honoring the soldiers and leaders…will be taken as evidence of our desire to keep alive 

the issues which led to it, and of the insincerity of our professions of allegiance to the 

restored Union.”107 This implies that Vance believed that one could honor the men who 

gave their lives for their State during this war, while at the same time demonstrate 

loyalty and service to the Union. It was his belief that it was not treasonous for the 

people of the South to support the Lost Cause narrative that was being created after the 

war, and that doing so did not call into question their current loyalty to the United States. 

 Vance continued by stating that their friends in the Union should not ask the 

people in the South to place “shameless treachery to our late Confederates,” and told a 

story about a speech that he had given at an event in Boston, in December 1886.108 He 

said that he “vindicated the Southern view, justified our cause, eulogized our leaders 

and people, placed the blame upon the North, and in all respects talked to that Boston 

                                                 
105Ibid. 
106Ibid. 
107Ibid. 
108Ibid. 
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audience pretty much as I do here at home. I was applauded to the echo.”109 Vance 

then told his audience that he was approached by Senator Henry Dawes of 

Massachusetts, who thanked Vance for his speech and told him, “our people have no 

more use for a sneak than yours.”110 This statement should be recognized as a desire of 

reconciliation between whites in the north and whites in the south, as an 

acknowledgment of shared interests between the two people and of maintaining white 

supremacy within the United States. 

 Vance concluded his speech by thanking the women who were responsible for 

the erection of the monument. He also said that he believed that sectional difference 

was fading away and that in the future there would be a true union between North and 

South - a union that would allow the people of the South to create this false narrative of 

southern unity and the intentions of the Confederacy. 

 Finally, he gave praise to the people of Mecklenburg County. “The hopes of your 

ancestors have been fully realized. The history of your country has splendidly illustrated 

the powers and capacities of the great race from which you sprang. Your progress has 

in all things been of that steady and conservative character which betokens enduring 

strength and gives promise of continues growth throughout an indefinite future. The 

increase of your wealth may be due to your industry; the growth of your population may 

be ascribed to the natural gifts of soil and climate; the rapid and wide-spread [sic] 

advance of education and learning in your midst may be set down to that spirit of 

                                                 
109Ibid. 
110Ibid. 
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intelligence which is the heritage of your race. In all these things your progress 

deserves all praise.”111 

 Analysis of this monument reveals elements that are not present in previous 

Piedmont monuments. Similar to the previous monuments dedicated nearly two 

decades before, this monument was placed in a space of death, where the remains of 

the men the monument was meant to memorialize rested. However, according to the 

surviving accounts of what took place in this ceremony, the focus of this ceremony was 

not to simply eulogize the men who paid the ultimate price for their state, but more 

focused on justifying the reasons that they were sent to fight against the Union states. 

Vance took considerable time justifying the reasons that North Carolina left the Union 

and joined the Confederacy, which ultimately led to the deaths of the men laid to rest in 

the Elmwood Cemetery. He also spent great energy arguing and providing justification 

that these men should not be shamed but honored for their service to a legitimate 

cause. Before the war, Vance had considered himself a unionist but did not contest the 

legality of the secession of the southern states. He changed his views on secession 

after Lincoln’s call for troops and supported North Carolina’s secession from the Union. 

An analysis of the United States Federal Census reveals that Vance was a man of 

considerable wealth and the owner of six enslaved people in 1860. It was in his best 

financial interest to support North Carolina’s membership in the Confederacy, and for 

that reason, he was most likely a firm believer in the Confederate cause, which was 

expressed in his speech.  

                                                 
111Ibid. 
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 Comments towards the end of this speech also reflect this belief. Vance made 

pointed references to the “great race” of the people of Mecklenburg County. This can be 

interpreted as his belief in white supremacy. While he does not state this outright, it 

makes sense that his mention of race is a veiled insult in response to the growing 

influence of Republican and African American influence in North Carolina. Vance, a 

Democrat after the war, was not happy to see African Americans making political gains 

during the 1880s. 

 It can be determined through the evidence presented that the Charlotte 1887 

monument, while placed in a burial space, was not meant to memorialize solely the 

fallen Mecklenburg County soldier, but was meant to serve as a monument to the cause 

of the Confederacy, and the institutions that the Confederacy was meant to protect. In 

the ceremony, there is no mention of unionism, which Vance played a considerable role 

in opposing as governor during the war. This could be because Mecklenburg County 

was heavily in favor of secession in February 1861, with 85% of the votes cast in favor 

of leaving the United States. It also would make sense that an orator, who was himself a 

former Confederate officer and the Confederate governor during the war, would 

promote so many pro-Confederate themes in a county that was so supportive of the 

Confederate cause. Vance also sought to justify his service to the Confederacy. 

Greensboro 1888 

 The ceremony to dedicate the Confederate Monument erected at Greene Hill 

Cemetery was part of the first Fireman’s Tournament celebration, held between 

September 26-27, 1888. The tournament, a celebration of the creation of the North 

Carolina State Fireman’s Association that had occurred earlier in September, was the 

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 76



48 
 

 
 

source of grand excitement throughout Greensboro.112 Advertisements had been 

printed in the Greensboro newspapers a week in advance to attract large crowds, 

among the main attractions being “Engine and Bucket contests…Hook [and] Ladder 

contests…[a] Reel contest…[and] Foot and Bag races…”113 

 On the first day of the Fireman’s Tournament, there was a ceremony to dedicate 

a monument for the over 300 unknown Confederate soldiers buried in the cemetery. 

Many of these soldiers’ remains had been resting in hastily dug graves in a field outside 

of town during the war, which was in proximity to the Methodist Cemetery. The Ladies 

Memorial Association of Greensboro originally had planned to place the monument in 

that burial space, but a land dispute forced them to have the remains of the soldiers 

exhumed and reburied in Greene Hill Cemetery.114 The program began with a prayer 

from Reverend Jacob Henry Smith, which was reported by the Daily Evening Patriot as 

a “blessing upon the people before him, who were assembled to honor the memory of 

those brave, true men whose lives had been given nobly to a noble cause. Brief, 

earnest, touching, it was an eloquent invocation, and received reverently with bowed 

heads and full hearts.”115 The event appeared to have little significance for Rev. Smith, 

as his diary entry did not provide much insight to the event in which he held an 

important role. His diary entry for September 26, 1887, reads as follows: 

                                                 
112Mike Legros, “Firefighter Games a Long Tradition in North Carolina,” Carolina Fire 

Rescue EMS Journal  (Spring 2012), 
https://issuu.com/moorecreative/docs/fire_spring_2012?e=1969360/5569217. 

113“The Races,” Evening Patriot (Greensboro, NC), September 22, 1888. 
114“The Confederate Monument,” Greensboro North State (Greensboro, NC), October 4, 

1888. 
115“Memorial Services,” Evening Patriot (Greensboro, NC), September 27, 1888. 
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“Firemans’ Tournament—today & tomorrow. The day is fair—The town 
crowded—In the afternoon the [illegible] of the Confederate Soldiers in bronze 
[illegible] the monument was unveiled—I offered a prayer—Mayor Barringer 
delivered an address—Daisy Caldwell recited some verses [and] a few girls took 
off the covering [of the monument]—Daisy Caldwell, Retta Leftwich, Miss Dixon 
& Miss Jones—Prayer meeting a good attendance.”116 
 

There is no record of the speech Mayor John Alston Barringer gave to dedicate the 

monument. In its coverage of the ceremony, The Daily Evening Patriot wrote, “After 

music Mayor J.A. Barringer delivered the address, of which it is not expected of us to 

give here even a summary. The graceful and impassioned speaker, passing by the 

political causes which had ushered in the great revolution of more than a quarter of a 

century ago, touched the hearts and moved the souls of his listeners with the 

sentiments which had followed the cause with prayers and hallowed it with tears and 

now cherish in enduring memory of the past and ‘its unsheeted dead.’”117 The 

newspaper article does provide interesting insight. First, the fact that the newspaper 

was not willing to devote space to covering the speech made by Barringer reveals that 

they may not have believed that it was newsworthy or were not willing to sacrifice 

valuable space to cover this event in more detail. The Fireman’s Tournament had 

considerably more coverage, as they felt that posting the results of the tournament 

games was of higher importance, or held more interest for their subscribers. Second, 

they noted that Barringer did not speak on any of the issues that led to the war. There 

are a few factors that may have contributed to this; John Alston Barringer was born on 

August 30, 1851, which made him not even 10 years old when the events that brought 

                                                 
116“September 26, 1888,” in the J. Henry Smith Diary, #1938, Southern Historical 

Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
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North Carolina into the Confederacy occurred. Also, Guilford County was heavily 

against North Carolina’s secession in February 1861, with 87% of the votes cast in 

opposition to the convention. It is possible that some of the men who were buried in 

those unknown graves may have been conscripted to fight for a cause which they did 

not necessarily subscribe to. It is impossible to say whether this was a conscious 

decision by the mayor to not address these issues and invoke images of Confederate 

patriotism, but the possibility is there. 

 The newspaper coverage of the ceremony by The Daily Evening Patriot asserted 

that the men who were memorialized there died for as “a noble cause.”118 The editor 

and owner of the newspaper was Zollicofer Wiley Whitehead, who was a staunch 

Democrat. Whitehead was not born until 1862, after the events of 1861 which brought 

the country into the Civil War, and did not have first-hand life experience to determine if 

the cause was a “noble one.”119 These words are probably more of a reflection of his 

attitudes on the state of North Carolina’s contemporary politics or could be attributed to 

a desire to romanticize the ceremony. 

 Based on the available evidence, the monument erected in Greene Cemetery 

was a memorial to the unknown soldiers who died during the Civil War from Guilford 

County and was not a monument to the Confederate Veteran. Images of Confederate 

nationalism are present in the poem that was recited by Daisy Caldwell, “The March of 

the Deathless Dead,” written by Father Abraham Joseph Ryan, a Confederate 

supporter. However, most the verses discuss the death of the Confederate soldier, 

                                                 
118“Memorial Services,” Evening Patriot (Greensboro, NC), September 27, 1888. 
119J. Marshal Bullock, “Whitehead, Zollicofer Wiley” NCPedia, Accessed December 29, 

2016, http://www.ncpedia.org/biography/whitehead-zollicofer 
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which was probably the reason that it was chosen for the ceremony. As stated 

previously, Guilford County had been a pocket of Unionism before the war, which could 

have been a factor in Confederate imagery not being used. It is also important to note 

that the ceremony was billed as a side attraction, with many of the people in 

Greensboro interested in the Fireman’s Tournament. Simply put, the evidence suggests 

that the memorial ceremony in Greene Hill was not that big of a deal. 

Raleigh 1895 

 The first and only state funded monument in North Carolina was erected on the 

Capitol Grounds and dedicated in 1895. The dedication of the monument was two-fold: 

there was a ceremony for the laying of the cornerstone for the monument on May 22, 

1894, and then another ceremony to dedicate the monument after its completion on 

May 22, 1895. The cornerstone ceremony was preceded by a Grand Confederate 

Concert the previous day in Raleigh, playing anthems in celebration of the Confederacy. 

The cornerstone ceremony began with a call to order from the Governor, Elias Carr. 

Then “Old North State” was sung, followed by an invocational prayer from Reverend 

James A. Watson. Afterward, another song, “Let us Cross Over the River and Rest 

Under the Shade of the Trees,” was sung by the choir. The orator of the day was 

Thomas W. Mason, who before the war had been a member of the planter class in 

Virginia, and owner of 26 enslaved people in 1860.120  

                                                 
120“Thomas Williams Mason Papers Abstract,” in the Thomas Williams Mason Papers 

#5004, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill; 1860 U.S. Federal Census - Slave Schedules [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: 
Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2010. 
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 In his lengthy speech, Mason addressed several topics. First, he asked his 

audience to “consider the memory of her soldiers, those whom she gave to the 

Confederacy.”121 He continued by asking the audience to “stand, with hearts aglow, and 

with uplifted heads, in the presence of our heroic past.”122 Referring to the occasion as 

their “Independence Day,” Mason gave justification for the cause of the memorialization 

for the fallen Confederate soldier. He claimed that they owed it to history to consecrate 

their memories into stone and that this action would be supported by Northerners. “[I]f 

the memory of Grant is sacred; if the name of Lee is our priceless heritage, then have 

we waited long enough to dedicate this stone to the memory of the North Carolina 

Confederate soldier.”123 

 Mason continued his address with a discussion of why the Confederate soldier 

left his home to join in the fight against the Union states. Mason told his audience that 

the North Carolina soldier left his farm to defend North Carolina’s sovereignty, “that he 

loved the Union, but let it be said of him, his proud lineage taught him that his own 

beloved State and her sister States were sovereigns.”124 Mason invoked stories of North 

Carolinians defending their homes from the British during the American Revolution. “In 

1861, as in 1775, his sensitive ear caught the first foot-fall of the foe upon the soil of the 

State that holds the ashes of Washington. It was enough. The plow stood still in the 

furrow, the trembling wife held to his breast his first-born, the unuttered good-bye was 

                                                 
121Address of Hon. T. W. Mason, Before the Ladies’ Memorial Association, at the Laying 

of the Corner-Stone Of The Confederate Monument, Raleigh, N.C., May 20. 1895, 
http://www.archive.org/details/addressofhontwmaOOmaso. 

122Ibid. 
123Ibid. 
124Ibid. 
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said with quivering lips and straining eyes, the door of his home closed behind him, and 

he went forth to battle…” 

 In the next part of his speech, Mason expressed feelings of regret that the 

conflicts between the North and South had resulted in bloodshed. He claimed that they 

had been one people with many commonalities. “They spoke the same language, they 

worshiped at the same altars, they had been school-boys [sic] together, they had 

shouted together in the shock of battle, and together they had filled the world with their 

victories of peace…”125 He noted that each side had a cause that they considered to be 

just. 

 After listing and describing events of Confederate heroism and glory on the 

battlefield, along with North Carolina’s contributions to the Confederate war effort, 

Mason addressed the question of whether the Confederate soldier died in vain. His 

answer was no, that the war had taught the nation lessons “that can save the life of our 

Union.”126 He also stated his belief that history would exonerate the Confederate soldier 

and their leaders, saying “the men of the gray uniform will answer to their names and 

take their places in the world’s Legion of Honor.”127  

 Analysis of Mason’s speech indicates that his account of why the North Carolina 

soldier went off to fight for the Confederacy is not supported by historical facts. Mason 

acknowledged the feelings of unionism present in the state but he implied that these 

feelings vanished when the conflict began. As stated in the previous chapter, 

Confederate support was very weak in the Piedmont region. The common Piedmont 

                                                 
125Ibid. 
126Ibid. 
127Ibid. 
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man was not very excited to leave home to fight in support of a government that they 

had not democratically endorsed and that they would not economically benefit from, as 

evidenced by their low volunteer rates. It would have been more accurate for Mason to 

say that the soldier left his home to fight for the Confederacy because he was 

conscripted to do so. Mason’s romanticized attitudes stated here the product of his 

social class and not historical evidence. 

 After Mason’s oratory performance, the contents of the cornerstone box were 

announced to the crowd. The contents of the box are as follows:128 

- Roster of NC Troops in the war, published in four volumes by the State 
- Sketches of Gen’s Branch, Gordon, Hill, Rammer, Grimes, McRae, Pender 
- Address by Gen. Scales on the Battle of Fredericksburg  
- Address by Col. Waddell on The Confederate Soldier, delivered in New York. 
- Address by Senator Vance, before the Andrew Post, Boston, on the Social 

Condition of the South during the war. 
- Account of the Charge at Gettysburg, by S.A. Ashe 
- Copy of the Fayetteville Observer published in 1862 
- Confederate Testament, Hymn Book, Arithmetic  
- Confederate bills, State bills, a Colonial bill 
- The Centennial volume of Raleigh 
- Map of Wake County 
- A North Carolina Almanac for 1894 
- Copy of Wilmington Star & Raleigh Papers 
- Manuscript copy of Farewell Order of Gen RE Lee 
- A small box containing a lock of Gen. Lee’s hair with his autograph card, a strand 

of hair plucked from Gen. Lee’s horse, Traveller 
- The bullet that killed the horse that Gen Pettigrew when he was captured before 

Richmond 
- Piece of an apple tree from Appomattox 
- Button of a coat of a cadet of the Hillsboro Academy killed near the end of the 

war near Goldsboro 
- A button cut from the dress coat of Gen Lee 
- An autograph letter from Gen Beauregard 
- A Confederate Song Book 
- A flower from the bier of four Confederate soldiers buried by Rev. M.A. Curtis 

and Miss Cameron 

                                                 
128“A Historic Day,” News and Observer (Raleigh, NC), May 22, 1894. 
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- Last letter written by Lt Thomas Cowan, commanding Co. B, 3rd NC Troops, 
written on the day he was mortally wounded in the battle of Sharpsburg 

- North Carolina Almanac during the war 
- Sketch of Gov. Jonathan Worth, Treasurer of the State during the war 
- Confederate money 
- Confederate flags, of each of the three designs adopted by the Confederate 

States government, and a battle flag, made by the ladies of the Monumental 
Association 

- Picture of the monument when finished 
- Copy of the invitation to attend the laying of the cornerstone 
- Souvenir picture and handbook of Lee’s monument unveiled at Richmond 1890 
- Pay roll of certain regiments 
- A bible found at Appomattox about the time the last gun was fired 

 
Interpreting the contents of the cornerstone box, one is left with the impression that this 

monument is not meant to memorialize the common soldier of North Carolina who was 

killed during the war, but is rather an example of Confederate hero worship, and a 

monument to the Confederacy itself, along with the ideals of that Confederacy. Items 

such as Waddell’s speech, the Confederate Testament and Hymn books glorify the 

cause more than the men who died. Furthermore, the contents of this box suggest that 

the state was endorsing the Lost Cause narrative. 

 After a closing prayer and a declaration that the cornerstone had been set, the 

ceremony concluded with another Confederate celebration; “Dixie,” a song considered 

by some to have been the national anthem of the Confederacy.129  

 A year later, the monument dedication ceremony took place. The speaker on this 

occasion was Alfred Moore Waddell, who had served in the Third North Carolina 

Cavalry and earned the rank of Lt. Colonel. He would later become infamous for his role 

in the 1898 white supremacist coup in Wilmington, NC, which resulted in him being 

                                                 
129“Confederate States of America” National Anthems Info, Accessed December 30, 

2016, http://www.nationalanthems.info/csa.htm. 
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installed as mayor.130 Waddell began his speech by insisting that the accounts of the 

Civil War had been written by Northerners and that it was his duty to share “the plain 

unvarnished truth concerning the causes of and the responsibility for the war in which 

the men to whose memory this monument is erected, were sacrificed.”131 He claimed he 

did not want to reignite any of the sectional conflicts of the past, because “they are 

things now buried, it is to be hoped, forever….”132 However, he noted that over the past 

three decades he had witnessed Southerners portrayed as “ignorant barbarous, cruel 

traitors and rebels, who, without the slightest justification or excuse, sought to destroy 

the best government under the sun, and deluged a continent in blood,” and that this was 

continuing to occur “in conversation, in school books, in magazine articles, in public 

speeches, in public records, and in published histories.”133 Therefore, he concluded it 

was his responsibility to set the record straight. 

 Waddell, who was trained as a lawyer according to the 1860 Federal Census, 

then began to make a legal justification for the South’s secession from the Union. He 

compared the situation of the South to that of the American Revolution. He claimed that 

after declaring themselves no longer under British rule, that the colonies entered into an 

agreement that they were independent and free states. He argued that even after the 

replacement of the Articles of Confederation with the Constitution, that the United States 

government was never a “national” government, and therefore the states siding with the 

                                                 
130“Alfred M. Waddell Papers Abstract,” in the Alfred M. Waddell Papers, #743, Southern 

Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
131Address at the unveiling of the Confederate monument, at Raleigh, N.C., May 20th, 

1895, https://archive.org/details/addressatunveili00wadd. 
132Ibid. 
133Ibid. 
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Confederacy had a legal right to withdraw. He argued that the Constitution was to be 

the  “supreme law of the land, by mutual agreement of the States, but no such grant of 

power as that of coercing a State was contained in the Constitution,” placing blame for 

the war on the Northern states.134 He stated that the conflicts between North and South 

left the South with two choices: they could either submit to the will of the Northern 

states, “which destroyed all hope of preserving the equality of the States under the 

Constitution or to seek peace and safety by withdrawing from the Union.”135  

 After giving more examples that he believed established a legal precedent for the 

South’s withdrawal from the Union, he began a discussion on slavery and the history of 

slavery in the Northern states, claiming that they were just as guilty as the South. “They 

not only imported negroes, and exported them again, but they sold Indians also, and, 

worse still, white slaves. Mrs. Earle, a New Englander who wrote a book entitled 

‘Customs and Fashions in Old New England’ says among other things of the same kind: 

‘I have never seen in any of the Southern newspapers advertisements of negro sales 

that surpass in heartlessness and viciousness the advertisements of our New England 

papers of the Eighteenth Century. Negro children were sold by the pound, as other 

merchandise…”136 

 Towards the end of his speech, Waddell, after praising the Confederates for their 

attempt at what he considered to be a peaceful separation, turned his attention to North 

Carolina’s battlefield contributions to the Confederacy. He then concluded by stating 

                                                 
134Ibid. 
135Ibid. 
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that they had not erected this monument exclusively to the “Confederate Dead of our 

own State,” but to “all who laid down their lives in defense of the rights and liberties of 

the Southern states and people.”137 

 Much of Waddell’s speech was concerned with vindicating the South’s actions 

and giving the Confederacy legitimacy. Like the themes presented in the cornerstone 

ceremony, the evidence suggests that remembering the Confederacy and the cause of 

the Confederate was of more importance to the people involved in the ceremony than 

the sacrifices of the common soldier. The common soldier received limited coverage in 

Waddell’s speech; there was a statement that the soldier “had always loved the Union, 

and would have been ready, as his fathers always were, to give his fortune and his life 

in its defense against a foreign foe: but he loved his State more, and to her appeal his 

heart leaped responsive [sic] and his hand grasped the sword.”138 He characterized the 

North Carolina soldier as “inflexible, patient, cheerful, self-sacrificing, brave and true,” 

which is an romanticized view that does not encompass the reservations and 

hesitations of the men from the Piedmont who fought for the Confederacy and 

especially not the conscripted soldier.139   

 Overall, the evidence presented at both ceremonies associated with this 

monument reveals that this monument was a monument to the Confederacy and its 

ideals. This conclusion is supported by the fact that this monument was erected in a 

public space, rather than a burial space. This action can also be considered an example 

of the state endorsing the ideals of the Confederacy at the time. 

                                                 
137Ibid. 
138Ibid. 
139Ibid. 

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 87



59 
 

 
 

High Point 1899  

 The monument for Confederate soldiers was dedicated on July 4, 1899, in the 

Oakwood Cemetery in High Point (JOUAM) by the Junior Order of United American 

Mechanics. Specific records detailing the exact words used to dedicate this monument 

have been lost to history, however, according to the News and Observer, there were 

two speakers on this occasion who gave an address to those assembled. F.C. Robbins, 

who had served as a captain in the Confederate army during the war, gave an address 

titled, “Dedication of Monument,” and Julian Carr delivered an address titled, “The 

Confederate Soldier and His Monument.”140 Newspapers in several neighboring towns, 

such as Winston-Salem, printed advertisements, no doubt paid for by the town of High 

Point to increase tourism, to achieve a large turnout for the dedication of the monument: 

The Confederate monument at High Point, recently erected by the Jr. O.U.A.M. 
to the memory of the Confederate dead buried there, will be unveiled July 4th. 
Several prominent gentlemen, members of the order and other speakers, will 
address the people. A grand street parade has been arranged, a couple of brass 
bands secured and a big time generally is being arranged for. High Point is a 
very pleasant place to spend the day. Go down and take a day off with our 
neighbors. You will receive a most cordial welcome.141 
 

According to the News and Observer, the weather that day was rainy but did not deter a 

large crowd from coming to High Point and participating in the day’s festivities, with over 

                                                 
140“Franklin C. Robbins Papers Abstract,” in the Franklin C. Robbins Papers #5283, 

Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 
http://finding-aids.lib.unc.edu/05283/; “To Unveil Monument” News and Observer, (Raleigh, NC), 
June 25, 1899. 

141“The 4th of July at High Point” Union Republican (Winston-Salem, NC), June 29, 
1899. 
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800 people in attendance.142 The speakers were characterized as “all good,” but only 

Carr’s address was described any further. The Durham Sun reported that “General 

Carr, towards the close of his address, when he referred to the laboring classes, scored 

the trusts unmercifully.”143 

 No record exists about what exactly Carr said in his speech, but one can gain an 

idea of what he might have said. In his personal papers at Wilson Library at the 

University of North Carolina, there is a document containing undated speech notes on 

trusts. Speaking to an audience that was put together by a fraternal order made up of 

the working class, Carr may have taken the opportunity to speak on a topic that would 

appeal to the crowd, not necessarily related to the monument. In his notes, Carr 

outlined several points that could have been applied to this occasion: 

 
Legitimate trade seeks to obtain an honest competence, but the greatest sale of 
goods at the most equitable price, advancing the general comfort of all and 
securing the future of the dealer and the buyer in the happy relationship of 
mutual advantage. 
 
The trust seeks to reduce consumption, to crush out competing dealers, to force 
the people to buy by certain provided methods, and from certain agents, and 
levying the greatest burden thereupon that will admit of sale at all. 
One builds up society, the other degrades and despoils it. One gives our children 
a future of hope , and a life of freemen, the other is fast making them slaves to 
worse than feudal lords. The thirst for the dollar of today is as much worse than 
the robber barons of burgundy, as the Maxim gun and the poisonous luddite shell 
are worse than the bow and arrow of the medieval plunderer. 
 
Men falter over methods to reach these criminal monopolies, these parasites 
that draw their luxurious life from the from the suffering decay of others. 

 
                                                 

142“Reared to the Heroes of the Lost Cause,” News and Observer (Raleigh, NC), July 5, 
1899. 

143“Gave Trusts a Scoring,” Durham Sun (Durham, NC), July 5, 1899. 
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Let the people resolve to be free; go forward, turning aside neither to the right or 
the left; put none but the fearless and incorruptible on guard, and the men of 
common sense, clear head and honest heart will find the way to unchain 
American industry.144 
 

While these comments provide an interesting insight into a contemporary issue, not 

knowing exactly what else was covered in Carr’s speech, it is difficult to relate these 

comments to the common soldier that they were there to memorialize. Carr’s exact 

comments on the Confederate soldier that day are not known, but through an 

examination of other speeches given at dedication ceremonies by Carr, it is possible to 

develop a hypothesis of what he might have said on this occasion.  

 Julian Carr can be characterized as a professional Confederate Veteran. Carr 

served in the Civil War as a private in the Third North Carolina Cavalry.145 Carr became 

a member of the United Confederate Veterans and was awarded the rank of Major 

General. After developing great wealth in the tobacco industry, Carr gained notoriety for 

traveling across the South, giving speeches at Confederate Veteran events. In his 

papers, there are examples of speech templates, where he had drafted a speech for 

monument dedications, and left blanks to fill to cater to the specifics of the event he was 

participating in (for example, the county he was speaking in, the organization putting on 

the event, etc.) Such a template exists for monument dedication ceremonies, and Carr 

gave similar speeches in varying North Carolina counties, and at South Carolina and 

Virginia monument dedications.  

                                                 
144“Undated Speech Notes on Trusts,” Folder 35a, in the Julian Shakespeare Carr 

Papers #141, Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill. 

145“Julian Shakespear [sic] Carr,” U.S., Civil War Soldier Records and Profiles, 1861-
1865 [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2009. 
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 Based on common speeches given by Carr at other monuments, there are three 

themes that may have been presented at the dedication ceremony in High Point. First, 

Carr often included in his oratory with a justification or defense of Southern Secession 

and accused the North as being the aggressors in the conflict. Second, Carr discussed 

how the South was outmatched in numbers and in resources and would list and 

describe the deeds of the men who came from the place the ceremony was being held. 

Carr also often included an anecdotal story about an experience he had while serving 

as President on one of the courts-martial of General Lee’s Army of Northern Virginia. In 

this story, a soldier named Edward had been accused of being absent without leave and 

stated in court that he had made the decision to leave his post after receiving a letter 

from his wife, Mary, about the difficulties that they were having at home in his absence. 

In this letter, his wife says, “Edward unless you come home, we must all die.”146 Edward 

told Carr that after reading this, he no longer identified himself as a Confederate soldier 

but as a father that needed to tend to his family. He applied for a furlough, but was 

denied, but decided to leave anyway. Upon his arriving home, Mary realized that he had 

left without having formally been granted a leave of absence, and begged him to return 

to save the honor of his name. Edward did return to the army to face judgment. 

According to Carr, “[e]very officer of that court-martial felt the force of the prisoner’s 

words,” but by duty the officers were forced to deliver a guilty verdict.147 However, 

Edward received a pardon from General Lee and returned to his post. At the next battle, 

                                                 
146“So. Boston, Virginia,” in the Julian Shakespeare Carr Papers #141, Folder 35a, 

Southern Historical Collection, The Wilson Library, University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill. 
147Ibid. 
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Edward was wounded and upon seeing Carr and recognizing him, asked, “General, tell 

me, I have one shot left, have I saved the honor of Mary and Lucy [his daughter]?”148 

Moments later Edward succumbed to his wounds.  

 Carr most likely told this story to depict the Confederate soldier as one who 

honorably served and fulfilled his duty, as well as to place the benevolence of General 

Robert E. Lee on a pedestal. Inadvertently, Carr’s story also illustrates where the man’s 

true loyalty lied; with his family. Edward deserted the army to tend to his family’s needs, 

which was his priority. This suggests that Edward, and men like him, were not as 

devoted to the cause as Carr would have had his audience believe. Edward only 

returned to the army at the request of his wife, who most likely feared for her husband’s 

life because he was a deserter. 

 However, it is important to point out a significant plot hole in this story. Julian 

Carr’s military records show that he enlisted in the Third North Carolina Cavalry as a 

private at the age of 16 in 1864. Therefore, it is highly unlikely that within a year's time 

that Carr would have been able to rise to the rank of an officer, much less a general as 

he claimed Edward called him in his speech.149   

 Admittedly, it is impossible to know whether any of these exact themes were 

presented in Carr’s address at High Point, but it seems likely that at least some of them 

would have been present based on other speeches that Carr gave at similar occasions. 

 The High Point monument is like most of the other monuments erected in this era 

as it was placed in a burial space. This implies that its purpose is to commemorate the 

                                                 
148Ibid. 
149“Julian Shakespear [sic] Carr,” U.S., Civil War Soldier Records and Profiles, 1861-

1865 [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations Inc, 2009. 
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common soldiers of High Point who lost their lives during the Civil War three decades 

prior. High Point lies within the borders of Guilford County, which was a pocket of 

unionism in February 1861. However, there is no record of any mention of that unionism 

in the newspapers or any source that depicted the story of the events that took place at 

the dedication ceremony. Additionally, there is no record of Confederate imagery being 

celebrated, nor evidence to suggest that this was a monument dedicated to the memory 

of the Confederacy or its ideals.   

 In conclusion, the majority (five out of six) of the early monuments erected in 

honor of the Confederate soldier in the Piedmont region were placed in burial spaces, 

which implies that they were meant to memorialize the fallen soldier, and were displays 

of personal grief by the people who erected them. The exception, the Raleigh 

Monument at the State Capitol Grounds erected in 1895, was placed in a public space, 

and built with both private as well as public funds. This suggests an endorsement of 

Confederate values from those in the state government who appropriated the funds and 

that these were values that they wanted to promote. However, it should be noted that 

this monument was to represent the Confederate soldiers of the state of North Carolina. 

When the issue of secession was introduced in 1860-61, there was a considerable 

number of people statewide that supported secession from the beginning. Therefore, it 

is understandable that unionism would not have been a theme represented in this 

monument. With no monuments to the Union present on the Capitol grounds, it can be 

interpreted that the State was endorsing the Lost Cause narrative, ignoring the unionism 

that was present in North Carolina before and during the war. 
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  As the decades progressed, the ceremonies became more infused with a 

defense of the ideals and cause of the Confederacy, and support of white supremacist 

views. Much of the language used in these monuments and ceremonies, as well as the 

contemporary articles written describing what took place, depict grief and mourning for 

the dead. Admittedly, the records about the monuments are sorely lacking, and other 

primary source documents that might give insight to the feelings of the common man in 

the Piedmont region did not survive to be examined. This may be attributed to the idea 

that the importance of these ceremonies was a low priority for many of the common 

people during this era, as a memorial ceremony for those who had perished years ago 

would not have had a significant impact on their lives. Certainly, the lack of newspaper 

coverage and lack of address transcripts give support to that conclusion. 
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CHAPTER IV 

“All Time Will Be the Millennium of Their Glory”: An Analysis of the Themes 
Presented in the Dedication Ceremonies of Confederate Monuments in the 
Piedmont Region, 1901-1914 
 
 
 After the turn of the twentieth century, the practice of placing Confederate 

memorials in cemeteries and death spaces shifted to placing the memorials into public 

spaces, such as courthouses and town squares where they would be more visible. 

From 1901-1914, the ceremonies typically follow a similar format. The ceremonies 

would often begin with music and some display of Confederate nationalism, either 

through patriotic songs of the Confederacy, displays of Confederate flags, and parades. 

The ceremonies would then open with an invocation or prayer, followed by music from 

the accompanying band. Next, the orator of the day would be introduced, typically by a 

prominent member of the community. The main address would then be delivered, which 

was usually followed by substantial applause and another musical selection. The 

monument would then be unveiled, typically by the president of the local United 

Daughters of the Confederacy chapter or by children. Then an acceptance address 

would be delivered by a representative of the county, and the ceremony would be 

adjourned to a meal in honor of the veterans in attendance. 

 This chapter analyzes addresses given at Confederate monument dedication 

ceremonies. The evidence will show that during this period of memorialization in the 

Piedmont region of North Carolina, a significant emphasis was placed on several 

themes: the contributions made to the Confederate forces by the State of North 

Carolina, providing a justification for North Carolina’s secession from the Union in May 
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1861, praise for resistance to Reconstruction, and protection of the “Lost Cause of the 

Confederacy” narrative.  

 

Fayetteville 1902 

 On May 10th, 1902, a second Confederate monument was dedicated in 

Fayetteville, North Carolina, erected outside of the Cumberland County Courthouse. 

The inscription on the monument read: 

“THE WOMEN OF CUMBERLAND 
TO THEIR / CONFEDERATE DEAD 
MAY 20, 1861 - MAY 10, 1902  
 
North face: THEY DIED IN DEFENSE OF THEIR RIGHTS 
 
East face: FOR THEY SHOULD FALL THE TEARS 
 OF A NATION'S GRIEF.  
 
West face: LORD GOD OF HOSTS BE WITH US YET,  
LEST WE FORGET;  
LEST WE FORGET.”150  
 

The musical selections performed by the band were “Old North State,” “Tenting 

Tonight,” and “Cavalier’s Glee.” 

 E.J. Hale, a resident of Cumberland County who had served as a Major in the 

First NC Volunteers, delivered the main oration of the day. He began his address by 

referencing a speech he had given 19 years before when he argued for the need for 

more monuments dedicated to the memory of the soldiers who had lost their lives 

during the Civil War. He then shifted his focus to what he perceived as a revolution in 
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the teaching of North Carolina history over the past 20 years, arguing that North 

Carolina’s contributions to the Civil War had been largely ignored. He remarked, “The 

seasoned veterans who returned from Appomattox brought back the tidings of the 

overshadowing part borne by North Carolinians in Virginia... but their tales fell, for much 

part, on deaf ears, so effective had been the jealous work of some of our neighbors, 

until the official publications of the government and the histories of the Northern 

organizations that fought us began to appear.”151 Hale then commented that most North 

Carolinians knew what North Carolina had contributed during the war, that she had 

contributed more soldiers than any of the other Confederate states, supplying more than 

20% of the Confederate forces, and suffering more than their proportionate share of the 

casualties. The speaker then said that the contributions of the men from Cumberland 

County were the focus of attention for the day, and gave some statistics to show how 

Cumberland had contributed to the Confederate effort, stating that “2,416 officers and 

men contributed to the Confederate service by this one County of Cumberland.”152 He 

gave credit for the compilation of those statistics to a Miss Mallett, president of the 

Cumberland County United Daughters of the Confederacy (UDC). He also mentioned 

that no list at that time had been compiled of the soldiers from Cumberland County who 

had died in battle and gave the suggestion for another project to determine the amount 

of money that had been donated to the Confederacy by its citizens.153 
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 Hale continued by addressing the issue of secession, and referenced the 

inscription on the north face of the monument, saying that the soldiers died in defense 

of their rights. He claimed that the fallen soldiers: 

...were loyalists who obeyed, each one, the commands of his seceded State. 
And, so far as I am aware, no publicist or constitutional writer of note in the 
outside world denies that the South was right, and consequently the North was 
wrong, in their respective views upon the abstract question of the right of 
secession.154 
 

Hale expressed that the people of North Carolina were not a “war-like people,” and that 

they went to war to exercise their Constitutional rights to protect “their vital interests.”155 

He also defended the leaders of North Carolina who brought the state into the war, 

saying that they “were deep students of history and they refused to take the chance of 

war until the existence of the conditions mentioned rendered war the wise course.”156  

 The address was concluded with a discussion of what this monument 

represented. He claimed that the monument taught two lessons: First, the monument 

teaches that the authority of the states was diminished by the outcome of the war and 

that Federal authority became the supreme authority. Second, the monument teaches a 

lesson about standing up to tyranny. He asked his audience, “Do you now comprehend 

the lesson that monument teaches? May you take it to heart and teach it to your 

children, and children’s children, that North Carolinians hate the doctrine of Force as 

they have ever hated Tyranny, that they have never loved War for War’s sake, and that 
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their highest endeavor in the future should be devoted to confining the powers of the 

Federal government to its lawful sphere. You may thus yet save the Republic.”157 

Analysis of this monument shows that the speaker chose to focus on the legality 

of North Carolina’s secession from the Union. Hale spent a great deal of emphasis 

arguing that the people of North Carolina were acting in self-defense of their rights from 

the federal government while making the point that the North Carolina soldiers were 

simply displaying loyalty to his state by fighting for the Confederacy. Other than that, he 

did not specifically mention any of the other ideals of the Confederacy such as a 

defense of slavery, white supremacy or resisting the Reconstruction legislation. The part 

of this speech referencing protecting “their vital interests” could be interpreted as 

protecting the slave economy, but there is no direct evidence to link these remarks to 

that point. 

 

Warrenton 1903 

 The Warrenton Confederate monument was dedicated on August 27, 1903, 

erected in Fairview Cemetery. The ceremony began at 10:30 am, and consisted of an 

opening prayer, the reading of an original poem titled, “The Confederate Soldier,” an 

address by Associate Justice W.A. Montgomery, and the song, “Old North State,” sung 

by a choir.158 
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 The Warren Record described the speech as “very ornate with the true ring of the 

patriot…we wish we had the space to publish his masterly argument proving 

conclusively that the states had the legal right to secede from the Union.”159 

Montgomery expressed hope that the monument would stand the test of time and teach 

lessons to future generations. He stated that they did not gather there that day to 

rekindle the tensions of the Civil War, or dwell on the defeat: 

We are here to record, in the unveiling and presenting of this monument erected 
to the memory of the Confederate dead of Warren County, our admiration of the 
splendid courage and manly virtues of those citizen soldiers; our exalted regard 
for their unselfish devotion to duty, our sympathy in their trials our gratitude for 
the sacrifices they made for us, in the belief that nothwidthstanding [sic] defeat 
overtook the cause for which they battled, they did not die in vain…And though 
Appomattox was the end of your youthful dreams, was the tomb of the social 
and the sepulcher of the political hopes of the Southern people, you walked from 
thence with a consciousness of duty well performed and amidst the plaudits of 
your enemies.160 
 

 Montgomery then made a reference to Warren County being named after Dr. 

Warren, “the Boston physician and patriot who fell at [the Battle of] Bunker Hill,” and 

drew comparisons between the people of Warren County and the patriots of the 

revolution. He claimed that “there were no Unionists in Warren after the Secession 

ordinance of the Convention,”161 and that the people of the county were united in 

supporting their cause.  

 Next, he asserted that the Warrenton community had been a community of great 

prosperity, where whites and slaves lived in harmony:  
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The whole body of the county had been affected through the influence of the 
excellence of characters the intellect and the wealth of the large number of 
educated and refined families who had lived within its borders from its almost 
earliest settlement… The treatment of the slave population, double that of the 
white, was considerate and kind…and they repaid their owners during the war in 
cheerful labor and the protection of the homes of those of them who were in the 
army.162 
 

 Montgomery then began a defense of North Carolina’s decision to secede. He 

stated that the Southern states had a legal right to withdraw from the Union. He also 

argued, citing the work of Alexis De Tocqueville, Democracy in America, that the “Union 

was formed by the voluntary agreement of the States...If one of the states choose to 

withdraw from the compact, it would be difficult to disprove its right of doing so, and the 

Federal Government would have no means of maintaining its claims directly, either by 

force or by right.”163 Montgomery then cited more examples of sectional troubles 

between the states in the early days of the union and claimed that at the time of the 

writing of the Constitution, the right to withdraw from the union was an understood right. 

He then argues that the people of the states that seceded from the Union should not be 

considered traitors but as patriots who exercised their rights. 

 Montgomery then concluded by giving a romanticized account of the Warren 

volunteers, and their contributions to the Confederacy:  

...They did not die in vain. It was not written in the book of fate that the Southern 
States should be an independent nation... But as long as courage shall be 
admired on the earth, as long as the soul is capable of appreciating the qualities 
of patience and faithfulness to duty, as long as suffering for conscience’ sake is 
applauded among men, so long shall the deeds and memories of these men 
endure and be cherished.164 
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 This speech given during this ceremony provides an interesting glimpse into the 

mindset of the political elites during this era. Walter Montgomery was a teenager whose 

family held 33 slaves in 1860. Using his narrative, he attempted to paint a picture of a 

utopian-like environment, where masters and slaves lived in harmony. This support of 

the “good slave-holder myth” does not accurately show the horrors of slavery, and is an 

attempt at revisionist history aimed at justifying the actions of the political elites. 

Montgomery’s words were designed to justify the cause for which the soldiers of Warren 

County died, but contrary to Hale’s speech on the same topic, he specifically referenced 

the institution of slavery and attempted to minimize its importance, which would give his 

argument based on the idea of state’s rights more credibility.  

Lexington 1905 

 The Confederate monument in Lexington was dedicated on September 14, 1905. 

The inscription on the monument reads:  

“ERECTED BY 
THE ROBERT E. LEE CHAPTER 
OF THE 
DAUGHTERS OF THE CONFEDERACY 
NO. 324 
SEPT. 14, 1905. 
OUR CONFEDERATE DEAD  
 
SLEEP SWEETLY IN YOUR HUMBLE GRAVES  
SLEEP MARTYRS OF A FALLEN CAUSE.  
FOR LO A MARBLE COLUMN GRAVES.  
THE PILGRIM HERE TO PAUSE.  
1861-65.”165 
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The North State newspaper in Lexington, North Carolina, described the ceremony as 

gathering the “largest crowd ever seen in Lexington,” and that they had specially built 

grandstands for the orators to give their speeches in front of the county courthouse.166 

The newspaper did not print a transcript of orator Cyrus Barksdale Watson’s speech. 

According to The North State, “he spoke for the most part on the conduct of the 

Confederate soldier during the civil war at all times paying a high tribute to their 

valor.”167 A copy of Mr. Watson’s full speech on this occasion has not come to light yet 

and is not included in his family papers in the Wilson Library at the University of North 

Carolina. There was also little media coverage of this event. 

Winston-Salem 1905 

 The unveiling exercises for the Winston-Salem monument took place on October 

3, 1905. A parade had been scheduled to begin the ceremony, but rain forced all the 

activities indoors and the parade was canceled.168 Such songs for the ceremony were 

selected as, “The Bonnie Blue Flag” and “Maryland, My Maryland.”169  

 Col. A.M. Waddell, the mayor of Wilmington, was chosen to be the featured 

orator of the day. The Winston-Salem Journal praised the selection and noted his 

involvement in the coup that overthrew the legitimately elected African American 
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government of Wilmington in 1898.170 Waddell began his address by stating that “a 

Confederate soldier who refuses to honor his fallen comrades is a coward and should 

strip from his breast the Cross of Honor placed there by his devoted countrymen.”171 He 

then thanked those people who were responsible for the erection of the monument and 

for inviting him to be a part of its dedication. 

 He then spoke about the courage of the Confederate soldier, and noted that even 

though over four decades had passed since the war, “yet their memory is today—in the 

hearts, at least, of their countrymen—as fresh and green as it ever was, and so it will 

remain as long as there is a Daughter of the Confederacy left in the land.”172 He said 

that the period of mourning was over and that the “monuments, statues and memorial 

tablets will henceforth preserve in more enduring form than human eloquence the story 

of their glorious lives and heroic deaths.”173 He then spoke about the courage of the 

Confederate soldier but claimed that virtue of the Confederate soldier was no different 

than any good soldier of any army. The courage of the soldier was the least of their 

traits, according to Waddell, and the trait of the Confederate people that made them 

famous was their morale. He noted that the soldier of the Confederacy took up arms 

against unbelievable odds, in defense of a cause: 

What was the cause?…It was character, the character of the people who 
inhabited and still inhabit it, Southern character, the gracious and glorious gift of 
the great God to a noble and heroic people. Had they been other than what they 
were utter ruin and degradation would have followed upon their failure to 
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maintain their struggle for independence, but the calamities that befell them only 
served to develop as nothing else could have done the splendid qualities with 
which they are endowed, and which command the admiration of the civilized 
world. It is a delight to me to sound their praises, as I have done on a hundred 
platforms throughout the country, north and south.174 

Waddell then addressed ideals held by Northerners before the Civil War that he 

believed slandered the character of the Southerner. He said that Southerners held high 

principles, always promoted civility and courtesy and had respect for “God and holy 

things.”175 Waddell told the crowd that these were the foundation of a “civilization that 

will endure through every ill that may befall it” and implored the crowd to defend that 

civilization as the men who had fallen during the war.176 

Waddell continued by describing how much the Confederacy was overmatched 

against the Union but noted that they fought and died for a purpose, speaking about 

how the Confederate soldier was outnumbered and blockaded and how it was 

remarkable that they could win battles and managed to stave off defeat for four years.177 

Waddell moved on to discuss the value in memorializing the Confederate soldier, and 

that he was pleased with the growing number of Confederate monuments that were 

being built. He criticized the argument against memorializing the Confederacy, saying, 

“[t]here have been people who deprecated the observance of memorial days, or any 

other public demonstration of respect for our heroic dead, upon the cowardly and 

hypocritical presence that having lost in the war we ought not to provoke further 
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antagonism by such demonstrations,” and claiming that even their former enemies had 

been giving tributes to the memory of the South’s soldiers.178  

 Waddell closed his remarks by asking the crowd to honor the memory of the 

fallen soldiers through the monuments, and that the monuments serve “as silent 

witnesses of the undying gratitude that dwells in every Southern heart to the Men in 

Grey, who won for themselves and for their country an immortality of fame and left to us 

the priceless legacy of their deeds.”179 

Waddell’s remarks here were similar to many speeches before that referenced 

that bravery of the Confederate soldiers who fought against impossible odds. Waddell 

focused more on the character of the Southern soldier which can be interpreted as a 

defense of the “Lost Cause.” He mentioned that Northerners had been giving tributes to 

the Southern soldiers, which is another reference to the desire of reunification of 

Northern and Southern whites in maintaining white supremacy in the United States. 

Wadesboro 1906 

 The monument dedication in Wadesboro took place on January 19, 1906, and 

began with a parade of old veterans marching to the courthouse carrying Confederate 

flags. The songs chosen for the memorial exercises were “How Firm and Foundation,” 

one of General Lee’s favorite hymns, “Old North State,” and “Bonnie Blue Flag.”  

William M. Hammond, a captain in the Confederate army, had been scheduled to 

deliver the main address for the ceremony but was unable to attend. He was replaced 

by William C. Power, who served as Chaplain for the 14th NC Volunteers. 
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 Mr. Power’s speech began with a discussion of how people throughout history 

have sought to preserve the memories of their dead heroes. Power told the crowd that 

he hoped that the monument would be an inspiration to future generations. 

 Power then shared with the crowd the lessons that can be learned from the Civil 

War.  

First of all, my countrymen, that the past is irretrievable. The mistakes in 
judgement made by some of our best and bravest men just before, during and 
after the struggle for southern independence are beyond correction now…Our 
fond dreams of an independent southern government then and there vanished 
for all time. The Confederate flag which for four long anxious years had proudly 
waved…was then and there furled never again to have its unsullied folds flung to 
the breezes of heaven…we must understand that the past is utterly and 
hopelessly irretrievable, and that there is no warrant for our ever again standing 
guard over issues that are dead and beyond resurrection!180 

 

The second lesson was that the people of the South should be grateful that over the last 

forty years they had survived the horrors and destruction of war, and that they have 

since recovered from them. The third lesson was that they had “learned how to kindle 

light and cheer and hope out of the ashes and cinders of ‘the lost cause.’ We have 

learned how to evolve the elements of prosperity out of the very adversities of the 

past!”181 The next lesson was that the abolition of slavery was “seen in the change for 

the better in the habits of our southern people…” and the “misunderstanding of the 

institution of slavery resulted in the dwarfing of much of the young manhood and young 

womanhood of the rising generations of ante-bellum [sic] days. All this is changed for 
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the better now…”182 Power claimed that slavery had been “a serious hindrance to the 

development on internal improvement and industrial enterprises in which our people are 

now investing their capital and are thus building up the material interests of the 

south.”183 The last lesson, according to Power, was that the Southern people have a 

promising future ahead of them. 

 Power finished his remarks by urging the audience to honor their heroes and 

“cherish their memory,” and encouraged those present to “live less for ourselves and 

more for the good of others, and most of all for our country and for our God.”184 At the 

unveiling of the monument at the close of the ceremony, the audience let out an “old 

time rebel yell.” 

 Power’s speech was not typical of the dedication speeches of this era. His words 

do not glorify the “Lost Cause” as other speakers had done. In fact, he argued that the 

past is done and cannot be brought back again and that the people of the South were 

better off because slavery had been abolished. These are certainly departures from the 

narrative that the other orators were speaking to and can possibly be explained by the 

fact that William Power was a replacement speaker. Furthermore, an investigation into 

Mr. Power’s background reveals that he was not a member of the planter class or the 

political elites and that his family wealth was listed at $180, significantly lower than the 

rest of the orators who spoke at these dedication ceremonies.185 It is possible that Mr. 

Power belonged to the class of people that would not have benefitted from North 
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Carolina joining the Confederacy, and because of that he did not subscribe to the “Lost 

Cause” narrative. 

Pittsboro 1907 

 On August 23, 1907, the town of Pittsboro dedicated their monument to 

Confederate soldiers. Details on the parade or the musical selections were not made 

available by the Chatham Record. The main address was given by Hon. Walter Clark, 

from Halifax County. According to the Chatham Record, Judge Clark’s speech lasted 50 

minutes.  

 He began by describing the hardships and sacrifices of women on the home front 

during the war and made an argument for the erection of a monument dedicated to the 

Confederate woman. He then turned his attention to the heroic deeds on the battlefield 

done by soldiers from Chatham County, described the hardships they faced and 

commended them for “four years of unparalleled struggle.”186  

 He then told the audience that the purpose of his oration was not to recount the 

deeds and offer praise to soldiers but to honor them for their actions after the war.  

When the end came, you turned your faces homeward, and there picking up the 
web of life began again where you had dropped it four years before. Your 
powerful aid dissipated the evil influence that surrounded your native land. You 
picked up the broken statutes of law and order and replaced them in honor upon 
their pedestals. You cleared your fields of the brambles that had grown up and 
your government of the bad men who had climbed to power. At your bidding, 
prosperity again started the hum of its wheels and honor and integrity became 
again the attendants of your public service. You did all this and more that will 
stand to your everlasting honor. In the strenuous struggle of 1861-5 you were 
faithful to the highest type of the soldiers, and in the years following you were 
equal to the highest duties of the citizen.187 
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Clark was referring to the Reconstruction era, and commending his fellow white North 

Carolinian Democrats for resisting the efforts of the federal government and the 

Republican party to allow for the equal treatment of African Americans. Clark then went 

on a verbal assault on the contemporary federal government, claiming that it had 

overstepped its authority after the war. Clark used this as an opportunity to defend his 

belief in the tenth amendment (the enumerated powers clause that guarantees powers 

not reserved for the federal government to the states) and questioned the legality of the 

fourteenth amendment (which guarantees equal protection for citizens). Clark further 

implied that the fourteenth amendment could be used to undermine the authority of the 

states.188 

 Clark then discussed North Carolina’s history of standing up for their sovereignty 

during the American Revolution and the Spring of 1861. He told the crowd that spirit still 

remained, and said that “people know well that we will not submit to judicial usurpation 

now. North Carolinians will not lay down at the popping of a cap.”189 He continued his 

contemporary political commentary and lobbied for the federal government to honor the 

constitutional rights of the states. The remainder of his speech focused on the deeds of 

the individual units composed by Chatham County men during the war. 

 Walter Clark was 14 years of age in 1860 when his father was a member of the 

wealthy planter class. Clark’s family was the wealthiest of all the Piedmont orators 

before the war according to the 1860 census, owning 292 enslaved persons.190 This 
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undoubtedly affected his views, which he made clear during his oration. He praised 

North Carolina Democrats’ resistance to Reconstruction, specifically mentioning 

legislation that was designed to provide equal rights for African Americans. Because of 

his background, it makes sense that Clark would be a subscriber to the “Lost Cause” 

and would be in favor of a return to antebellum Southern values that placed people like 

his family in positions of great power. 

Oxford 1909 
 
 The unveiling of the Oxford monument took place on October 30, 1909. The 

musical selections for the program were not listed by the Oxford Public Ledger.191 There 

were two addresses featured in this ceremony. The first was delivered by Judge A.W. 

Graham of Orange County. He began his remarks by describing contributions of famous 

residents of Granville County to major events such as the Regulator War, the signing of 

the Declaration of Independence, the American Revolution, the Battle of Guilford Court 

House, the War of 1812, and the Mexican-American War, telling the audience that the 

men of Granville County had always answered the call of duty. However, according to 

Graham, it was during the Civil War that the men of Granville made their mark, citing 

that she had contributed more than 2100 soldiers to the war.192 

Judge Graham concluded his remarks by praising the men of Granville for their heroism 

and thanking the women of Granville for their work in building the monument. 

 The second address was given by Governor William W. Kitchin. He began his 

speech with a justification for North Carolina’s secession, citing the American 

                                                 
191“The Day of the Veteran,” Oxford Public Ledger (Oxford, NC), October 29, 1909. 
192“Hon. A.W. Graham,” Oxford Public Ledger (Oxford, NC), November 5, 1909. 

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 111



83 
 

 
 

Revolution as a precedent to validate the actions of the state. He stated that the men of 

the South acted within the rules of law and legally seceded from the Union. Kitchin 

scoffed at the idea that the Confederates were traitors, saying, “There were no trials for 

treason. Why? Was malice lacking? Was passion lacking? Was power lacking? No. The 

reason that Jeff Davis was not tried was because of the sober sense of the North knew 

that there was no criminal purpose and no guilt.”193 

 Gov. Kitchin then described the circumstances which led North Carolina to 

secede and spoke on the contributions and sacrifices of the North Carolinian soldiers. 

“The theatre of war was not North Carolina—the fighting was elsewhere, but don’t forget 

that North Carolina was there.”194 He told the crowd that he was especially proud to 

know that on the marker honoring North Carolina’s soldiers at the Gettysburg battlefield 

was the inscription: “First at Bethel, Farthest at Chicamauga [sic] and Gettysburg, and 

Last at Appomattox.”195 

 The major focus of his speech was a commentary on the Reconstruction period. 

He spoke of the Republican government that came to power afterward, and how they 

“had tried to equalize black and white, through duress and corruption,” and that the 

state was being run by its enemies. The governor claimed that in this climate after the 

war, the “Ku Klux became absolutely necessary to confront the conditions.”196 Kitchin 

remarked that the Confederate soldier played an integral role “in the protection of North 
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Carolina,” most likely a veiled reference to participation by ex-Confederate soldiers in 

the actions of the Ku Klux Klan.197  

 Next, the governor credited the women of the south and their contributions to the 

home front. He also said that he would like “to see a magnificent monument raised to 

the Southern woman, whose glories and virtues words are inadequate to express. 

There have been some traitors in the South during these days, but ‘the dark days of 

reconstruction’ found no scalawag among the women of the South.”198 Governor Kitchin 

closed his address by speaking about the superiority of “the proud white man,” and 

stated that “he has ruled the earth and his descendants will rule the earth for millions of 

years.”199 

 The fact that the sitting governor of North Carolina who was not yet born until 

after the war was over leads one to believe that the ideals that the monument stood for 

were being endorsed by the state. Kitchin’s words expressed a strong belief in white 

supremacy and his praise for those who resisted Reconstruction suggests that he 

agreed with them. He mentions that after the war North Carolina was being run by its 

enemies, an obvious reference to Governor William Holden’s Republican government, 

which was working in support of rights for African Americans. Kitchin was clearly an 

opponent of the idea that whites and black were equal, and expressed this belief in his 

speech. Attaching these words to this monument indicates that the ideals that the 

monument stands for support this ideology as well. 

Cornelius 1910 
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 The Confederate monument in Cornelius was dedicated as part of the annual 

reunion of the Mt. Zion Camp of the United Confederate Veterans (UCV). Here the 

survivors of Company K of the 56th North Carolina Regiment annually honored their 

fallen comrades who died during the Battle of Petersburg in 1864. The ceremony was 

attended by a crowd estimated between 6,000 and 8,000 people.200 

 The featured orator of the day was Judge Armistead Burwell from Orange 

County, who had served in the Confederate Army as a captain. Judge Burwell opened 

his address by acknowledging the yearly gathering which they were attending to 

commemorate the fallen at the Battle of Petersburg, and that they were there today to 

place a monument to the Confederate soldier “in perpetual remembrance of his virtues, 

displayed as they were both in war and in peace...”201 Burwell acknowledged that the 

numbers of the survivors are dwindling year after year and he expressed his hope that 

future generations will carry on the memory of the battle. He additionally remarked that 

he hoped they would continue to meet in remembrance of those fallen men.  

 The focus of Burwell’s speech was centered on his idea of the ideal Confederate 

soldier. He said that the monument they were dedicating there did not represent a 

single soldier, “but it is intended to stand for that composite ideality, and to remind 

passing generations of his aims, his true purposes, and his wonderful 

accomplishments.”202 According to Burwell the Confederate soldier: 

...was neither an advocate of human slavery, nor a favorer of the disruption of 
the Union States…By force of circumstances the ideal Confederate soldier was 
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a defender of slavery. He was not its willing advocate. This statement is most 
eminently true of the ideal North Carolina Confederate soldier…He had been 
taught to love that Union, but he had been also taught that his first allegiance 
was due to the State of his nativity and citizenship, and when that State asserted 
that the Union was practically broken up by the action of the people of the North, 
and had been then formally dissolved by the legal proceeding of a convention of 
the people of the State—his people—blood of his blood and bone of his bone—
then, and not until then, did he become an enemy of the Union, and a resister 
[sic] of its power.203 

 
Burwell explained that this monument would teach the traits of the ideal Confederate 

soldier; courage and heroism, patriotism, as well as “love of race—his race [likely only 

referring to the white race]—for the protection of the purity of the home…”204  

 Burwell closed his address by asking his audience to “be reminded by this silent 

soldier [referring to the monument] to be brave when danger appears, to bear with 

fortitude the ills of life, if ills, under God’s providence, shall come—to love honor and its 

purity—to protect from taint the Saxon blood that courses in your veins—to be, in fine, 

men and women worthy of the heritage of fame which this ‘Ideal Confederate Soldier’ 

won for his Sunny South, and gave to her people, and to the people of all this great 

nation.”205 

 In this speech, the speaker attempted to separate the Confederate soldier from 

the Confederate politician that sent him to fight. Burwell made the argument that the 

Confederate soldier did not fight to preserve slavery, but was forced to do so because 

the laws of his state protected the institution. Burwell was a teacher in 1860 before the 
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war began, and was not recorded in the 1860 census as being a slaveholder.206 His 

father was recorded as a minister who owned $6,000 worth of real estate and six 

enslaved people, making the Burwell family significantly less wealthy compared to the 

family of the other orators. However, Burwell’s comments about protecting the purity of 

Anglo-Saxon blood are evidence of his supporting white supremacy, which is an ideal of 

the “Lost Cause” narrative.  

 

Reidsville 1910 

 One June 29, 1910, the Confederate monument in Reidsville was dedicated. The 

musical selections for the event were “America,” and “Dixie.” The main address was 

given by Cyrus Barksdale Watson. 

 Watson began his address by narrating the story about Rockingham County’s 

soldiers who had been with General Lee at his surrender at Appomattox, and how they 

were willing to fight to the death for him, had the General wanted them to do so. He 

continued by saying that he would not be discussing the cause of the Civil War, but 

stated that, “It is enough to say that the people of the South differed with the people of 

the North, in the interpretation of the American Constitution; statesmen could not agree, 

and war became necessity.”207  

 Continuing his oration, Watson spoke to the crowd gathered there about the 

deeds of Rockingham County in past conflicts; how they repelled the British at King’s 
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Mountain and Guilford Courthouse, and how they drove the British back at York, 

Chippewa, and Luny’s Lane during the War of 1812. He then told the story about how 

Governor Ellis had refused the call for troops, and then how North Carolina furnished 

over 125,000 men for the Confederate army. He claimed that Rockingham County “sent 

to the field more soldiers in proportion to its white population…and there were no better 

soldiers… One regiment, composed for the most part of Rockingham troops, left 

between fifty and one hundred men dead on the field in one engagement.”208 

 Then the orator told a story about a time he was asked by a Union officer about 

why the “North Carolina troops held their works so stubbornly after they might have 

seen that the struggle was hopeless.”209 Watson claimed that he responded by saying:  

...they loved and almost worshipped Robert E. Lee, their great commander, and 
to yield the field was defeat to him...they were between their enemies and their 
homes in North Carolina. They had seen the devastation in northern Virginia, 
which had been overrun: their eyes had looked upon the blasted fields, the stark 
chimneys, the smoking ruins in the Valley of Virginia, where Hunter and 
Sheridan had turned war into hell. General Sherman, as the only excuse for his 
atrocities in Georgia and South Carolina, said, “War is hell.” The civilized world 
well might say in reply, that war is hell only when he that conducts that war is 
possessed of devils…Our people were a law-abiding people; they had been 
trained along these lines for generations. The North Carolinian had been trained 
to fight for his rights, public and private, but always yield obedience to the law.210  
 

Watson continued with the theme of obedience to authority by declaring that the in fields 

of Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia, the remains of North Carolina soldiers rest “in 

obedience to her commands.”211  
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 Watson continued by honoring the men from Rockingham that he served with, 

expressing feelings of kinship. He also expressed gratitude to the women of 

Rockingham for their sacrifice and valor. He described the love of the Rockingham 

women, who when their husbands and sons returned from war “they required no 

excuses for failure; they looked upon your bronzed faces, upon your wounds and scars 

as witnesses to your valor.”212 He said that love had been passed down to their 

daughters, who had erected this monument in the soldier of Rockingham’s honor.  

 Next, Watson declared that the monument would remain long after they all had 

passed away, and that it would “point the inquiring youth to history and tradition,” 

teaching future generations about “the little short-lived republic, whose people, men and 

women, showed the world how to endure and be strong, under the most trying 

circumstances; and whose young men by their actions taught the civilized world, under 

the most trying circumstances; and whose young men by their actions taught the 

civilized world how to resist invasion.”213 

Monroe 1910 

 The Monroe Confederate monument dedication took place on July 4, 1910, and 

was part of the Union County Independence Day celebration. The ceremony opened 

with a parade and was followed by the planting of “diminutive Confederate flags” around 

the monument by the children of Union County. The main address was given by 

Attorney General T. Walter Bickett.214 
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 Mr. Bickett opened his address by eulogizing the Union County soldier and told 

the audience that he intended to “bring them ‘a message of pride, of admiration, of 

gratitude, of love.”215 He then began to speak about his admiration for the Confederacy 

and explained that even though he was not yet born during the Civil War, that he 

considered himself as belonging to the Confederacy. According to Bickett, his father 

served as a lieutenant in the Tenth battalion and then became a surgeon, and his 

father-in-law served as a colonel in the Fifteenth North Carolina Regiment. He then told 

the crowd: 

I have sometimes heard speakers lament that they were not permitted to be with 
you on the field of battle. I always admired their enthusiasm, but have doubted 
their sincerity. I was born four years after the last gun was fired, and I have 
never railed against fate or anybody else on account of the date of my birth...I 
am perfectly satisfied with the sort of fight that you put up. It has never occurred 
to me that I could have improved it in any respect... Standing up before real 
guns is a perfectly serious business, and I am not complaining because I was 
not permitted to do so.216  
 

 Bickett then addressed the causes of the war, and claimed that there was 

nothing that could have been done to prevent this conflict: 

 
There is another school of speakers and writers who exhaust their energies in 
an effort to prove that the South fought a rash and reasonless war. I have no 
patience with such people. That had to come; it was not made, it was born. The 
germ of the war was embedded in the very core and kernel of our political and 
social life. Most things can be thought out, some things must be fought out. No 
tribunal could have written a final decree upon the stupendous issues involved 
save the dread tribunal of war. If you had shown any disposition to shun the 
issue or shirk the conflict; if you had been less conscious of your rights or less 
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fearless in maintaining them, you could have delayed a war you were powerless 
to prevent. You could have bequeathed the quarrel to this generation. Bethel 
and Appomattox had to come, but if you so had willed, they would have come in 
the nineties instead of the sixties.217 
 

The Attorney General commended the people of the 1860s for facing the conflict and 

praised their courage in fighting the war so future generations would not have to. Bickett 

remarked, “I never see a Confederate soldier halting on his crutch, or his empty sleeve 

fluttering in the wind, without feeling in my heart ‘there goes the man that took my place 

in the ranks.’”218 

 Bickett then continued to defend the South’s decision to secede and go to war 

with the Northern States. He cited the works of De Tocqueville’s Democracy in America, 

Von Holst’s Constitutional History of the United States, and Col. Henderson’s Life of 

Stonewall Jackson, to give validity to the Confederate cause, claiming that “the voices 

of these eminent and disinterested statement from France and Germany and England, 

and the testimony of the most scholarly statesman now in public life on the other side, 

should forever silence those latter-day [sic] bigots who would teach that  the 

Confederate soldier died as the fool dieth—who would fain translate his patriotism into 

prejudice and his heroism into folly.”219 

 Bickett then described the legacy of the war and gave the crowd three lessons 

from the war that should be passed down to their children; “first, how to fight; second, 

how to fall; third, how to rise again.”220 He then offered up Generals Lee and Jackson as 
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examples of the characters which future generations should aspire to be like and 

described them as the embodiment of those lessons. After giving some statistics on the 

contributions from the men of Union County, he told brief stories about the regiments 

from Union County and encouraged the young men in attendance to learn the histories 

of those regiments he spoke of. 

 Shifting focus to the role of the soldier after the Civil War, Bickett referred to the 

resistance of the Reconstruction of the South: 

On the smoldering ruins of a hallowed past the Southern Man, upheld by the 
love of a Southern woman, began to build anew. Together they wrought out the 
grandest chapter in American history. Though they had been overpowered, they 
refused to be degraded, Though cast down they refused to be destroyed. They 
swore they would not touch pitch, and that pitch should not touch them. They 
defied the bayonets and laughed at statutes. Immutable as the rocks and 
glorious as the stars they stood for a white civilization and a white race, and 
today North Carolina holds in trust for the safety of the nation the purest Anglo-
Saxon blood to be found on the American shores. And the nation is beginning to 
realize how well you served it when, in the hour of utter desolation you refused 
to be defiled.221 

 
He cited a speech by Secretary of State John Hay, who while speaking in eulogy of 

President William McKinley praised the Confederate soldiers because when the war 

was over they “became the best of citizens.”222 Bickett also cited a New York Sun article 

calling the ratification of the Fifteenth Amendment (preventing the right to vote to be 

denied based on race, color, or condition of previous servitude) “the most colossal 

blunder and crime in the history of the civilized world,” and made the declaration that 

“Everywhere the people are beginning to recognize that the South, and only the South, 
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is competent to deal with the race question, and the doctrine of ‘Let the South alone’ is 

in the saddle in the very heart of the North.”223 

 In conclusion, the speaker refocused attention on the memories of the Union 

County soldier. He asked his audience to look to the examples of Lee and Jackson and 

asked them to have the younger generations study and model their lives, as they “sum 

up the virtues of their people… They stand, and will stand forever and a day as the fixed 

stars of a cause that was not wholly lost.”224  

 Again, we see another instance when a speaker spoke of the bravery of the 

Confederate soldier and also praised their resistance to Reconstruction. Mr. Bickett 

made his feelings on equal rights for African Americans, claiming that those who had 

opposed equal rights and protections for African Americans were “the best citizens.” His 

comments about the South knowing how to deal with “the race question” are also 

blatant examples of white supremacy. Democrats like Bickett were in power on North 

Carolina because of their racist denial of African American voting rights. 

Raleigh 1910 

 On Confederate Memorial Day, May 10, 1910, the Memorial Arch dedicated to 

the Confederate Dead was placed in Oakwood Cemetery by the Johnston Pettigrew 

Chapter of the UDC.225 Governor William Kitchin was the main orator of the ceremony. 

Just as he had done at the Oxford ceremony, the theme of his address was the 

justification of North Carolina’s secession from the United States. He began by stating 

                                                 
223Ibid. 
224Ibid. 
225“Commemorative Landscapes,” Documenting the American South: University of North 

Carolina at Chapel Hill, http://docsouth.unc.edu/commland/monument/155/. 

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 122



94 
 

 
 

that the memorials being erected in the South were “not for those who are dead, but 

that others may learn of the deeds done and may be better men and women. The 

monuments do not benefit the dead but the living, as they set out virtues to inspire us to 

a higher life and better thought.”226 Kitchin explained to his audience that North Carolina 

and the Confederacy had been defending their “State’s Rights held by the thirteen 

original States of the union [sic], which reserved for themselves all rights not granted the 

general government.”227 He claimed that the right of secession was not settled by “by 

the bloody arbitrament [sic] of war, but by the bloody power of might and by the edict of 

overwhelming numbers.”228 Kitchin cited precedents in United States history that 

supported his claims, such as Massachusetts wanting to secede in 1814 due to the war 

with England, Massachusetts’ desire to secede over Texas’ admission into the Union, 

and textbooks from the West Point Military Academy in use between 1825 and 1840 

that supported the right of secession.229 

 Again, as he had done before in Oxford, Kitchin discussed the Reconstruction 

era in North Carolina. Using the words of the News and Observer: 

Governor Kitchin told of the Confederate soldier coming home to build up a 
waste land [sic], how he had nobly done this and overcome the horrors of the 
black nights of reconstruction, his integrity not touched, his courage undaunted, 
that the highest type of duty was to be found in the Southern soldier, who 
opposed oppression and corruption and overcame the despoilers of the South; 
telling how it was attempted to thrust upon him the blackness of equality of race 
in the days of the carpet-bagger when viciousness stalked abroad. He told here 
of the great work of “The Invisible Empire” [referring to the Ku Klux Klan] and 
how Kirk and Holden and their minions had been overcome, paying tribute to 
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Judge George W. Brooks who, while a Federal judge, came to the rescue and 
that with a new Legislature of the people Holden was impeached, tried and 
convicted. That the South’s leaders in peace he told, saying these stood fast in 
the affections of the people, and that the monuments erected from the South as 
far North as Pennsylvania showed that it was no unworthy cause that was 
honored, that people did not erect monuments to their shame.230 
 

 Governor Kitchin offered congratulations to the surviving veterans in attendance 

for having “lived to see the malice of [their] days pass and the danger of the black man 

go by.”231 Kitchin stated that “he had no word to say against the black man, but there is 

born in the white man the knowledge that he is right, that the black man, the brown, the 

red, and the yellow have given way before him. In the South the control of the black 

man is due to the work of the Confederate soldiers, their sons and grandsons...”232 

 Kitchin finished his address by assuring the surviving veterans “that their records 

are safe in the history of the county, their places deep in the hearts of the people of the 

South,” and expressed hope that the rest of the veteran’s lives would be spent in “peace 

and good will.”233 

 Just as he had done in Oxford, Kitchin offered praise for the resistance against 

Reconstruction legislation, which granted equal rights for African Americans. He 

credited the Confederate soldiers for preventing African Americans from achieving 

these rights and maintaining white supremacy in the South. The governor’s participation 

in this event also suggests that these remarks were endorsed by the state along with 

the ideology he was promoting.  
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 Additionally, Kitchin’s narrative contained evidence of the purpose for the 

erection of Confederate monuments. His remarks can be interpreted that he believed 

these memorials were being erected with the intent of teaching future generations the 

ideals of the Confederacy and they were not monuments to the dead Confederate 

soldiers.  

 

 

Henderson 1910 

 On November 10, 1910, the monument dedication ceremony began with a 

parade made up of automobiles, carriages, buggies, marshals on horseback and people 

on foot. Included in this procession were an estimated 600 schoolchildren and 150 

veterans. The musical pieces performed during the ceremony were “America,” 

“Autumntide,” and “The Suuanne River [sic].”234  

 The two main addresses for the ceremony were delivered by Governor William 

Kitchin and Mr. Julian Carr. Kitchin’s address was given first, and a summary was 

printed in the News and Observer. According to the newspaper, Kitchin’s oration 

focused again on providing a defense for North Carolina’s secession and North 

Carolina’s resistance to Reconstruction. While there is no transcript that has yet come 

to light, the Governor’s remarks held themes that were like those made in his speech at 

the Oxford monument the previous year, and the Raleigh monument in May 1910: 

Governor Kitchin discussed the matter of the right of States to secede and 
showed the truth of the position of the South and spoke of the incidents that led 

                                                 
234“Monument Unveiling,” Henderson Gold Leaf (Henderson, NC), November 24, 1910.; 

“Heroes of the Gray Honored in Vance,” News and Observer (Raleigh, NC), November 11, 
1910. 

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 125



97 
 

 
 

to the Civil War: that North Carolina and the other Southern States had done as 
they had the right, giving to generations yet unborn the names of men whose 
deeds are examples of courage and patriotism. Then he told of the havoc of 
reconstruction days, and drew pictures of the conditions in North Carolina which 
drove it to the protection of ‘The Invisible Empire,’ from the curse of the 
scalawag and the carpetbagger, saying that no Southern woman had ever been 
classed as a scalawag. Then he turned to the brighter days which had to come, 
that in the present the South seemed coming into its own. His closing remarks 
were a tribute to the Confederate soldiers now passing away; and as he ended 
his eloquent address there was great applause.235 

 
 Julian Carr delivered his address in his gray uniform, referring to himself as 

“General,” his honorary rank as commander of the United Confederate Veterans, an 

honor bestowed more likely due to his socioeconomic status than merit. Carr began his 

speech by first speaking on how all nations value their monuments and thanking the 

UDC of Vance for creating this monument. According to the News and Observer, “He 

compared the Southern military leaders to the great commanders of all the past ages 

and showed that the names of Lee and Jackson, Hoke and Vance, Pettigrew and many 

others stood among the very highest on the scroll of fame. He told how the men of the 

South had served and suffered, endured and fought and died for their childhood 

home.”236  

 At the end of his speech, Carr made an argument in favor of “having the true 

history of the South taught in its schools,” and condemned the narrative that referred to 

the Confederate soldiers as traitors.237 
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 The remarks made in these speeches again praise the resistance to the 

Reconstruction efforts made by the federal government which returned white 

supremacists to power after the war’s conclusion. Carr’s argument that the “true history” 

of the South is obviously calling for the “Lost Cause” narrative to be preserved and 

passed on to future generations. 

Asheboro 1911 

 The dedication ceremony for the Asheboro Confederate monument took place on 

September 2, 1911. The songs chosen for the occasion were “America,” “Tenting 

Tonight,” “The Old North State,” “Dixie,” and “Maryland, My Maryland.” The main 

address was given by Walter Clark, who was now the Chief Justice of the North 

Carolina Supreme Court.238  

 His speech started with the narrative of North Carolina’s contribution of 125,000 

soldiers to the Confederacy and noted that 43,000 died during the war. He continued 

with a discussion about the European wars of the 19th century, describing the massive 

armies of millions of soldiers and a wealth of resources at their disposal; noting that the 

1872 war between France and Germany only lasted six months before Germany 

overtook the French. He explained that it was four years from the beginning of the war 

until the Union forces captured Richmond, only gaining 117 miles of ground in those 

years, contrary to the French, “who were better armed and supplied and were forced to 

surrender within six months. Additionally, Clark argued that if certain circumstances had 
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been different, such as if Stonewall Jackson’s death by friendly fire had not occured, 

that the Confederacy would have won the war.”239 

 Clark stated that future generations would continue telling the stories of the 

Confederate soldier. He then focused on the soldiers who came from Randolph County, 

describing in detail the hardships that they had endured during the four years of war. 

Chief Justice Clark’s focus towards the end of his oration was directed toadvocating for 

pensions from the United States government, noting that hundreds of millions had been 

spent in the years since the war’s end on caring for the Northern veteran, but that the 

Southern veterans “have received only what we in our poverty [referring to State 

governments] could do for them,” and that the federal government has shown no 

“generosity” towards them.240 

 

Raleigh 1912 (Wyatt Monument) 

 The monument erected in Raleigh on June 10, 1912, was unique as it was 

dedicated to a single soldier. Henry Lawson Wyatt, a private in the North Carolina 

Volunteers was memorialized in stone as the first Confederate soldier to die in battle, 

killed at the Battle at Bethel Church on June 10, 1861. According to the 

Commemorative Landscapes project through the University of North Carolina, the song, 

“Dixie,” was played at the ceremony, and addresses were given by Governor Kitchin 
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and E.J. Hale.241E.J. Hale was the editor and owner of the Fayetteville Observer 

newspaper, which he inherited from his father, Edward Joseph Hale. The elder Hale 

was the publisher of the newspaper before the war, which was one of the leading Whig 

newspapers in the South.242 

 Hale’s address started with a slogan that had become a sort of battle cry for the 

memorialization of North Carolina soldiers: “First at Bethel; Last at Appomattox!,”243 

referring to the commemorative plaque on the Gettysburg battlefield honoring the North 

Carolina soldiers who fell there. Then he discussed the perception of North Carolina by 

the other states before the war as slow and backward, and that they struggled for 

recognition, most likely due to “our commercial inferiority and want of large cities; but it 

created an incorrect impression of our place among the original States.”244 Mr. Hale 

stated that North Carolina’s reluctance to ratify the Constitution and join the Union 

allowed her to be criticized by the other states. Hale then shifted to North Carolina’s 

hesitation to join the Confederacy. He told the story of how Governor Gist of South 

Carolina had written letters to all the governors of the Southern states, inquiring if they 

were in favor of secession and would support South Carolina’s actions if they did in fact 

secede. According to Mr. Hale, Governor Ellis received a response from North Carolina, 

Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, and Louisiana. Out of those five responses, only 

North Carolina did not offer their cooperation. 
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 Hale quoted the letter from Gov. Ellis, discussing the political discord in North 

Carolina over Lincoln’s election and the issue of secession, but stating that “I could not 

in any event assent to, or give my aid to a political enforcement of the monstrous 

doctrine of coercion. I do not for a moment think that North Carolina would become a 

party to the enforcement of this doctrine, and will not therefore do her the injustice of 

placing her in that position, even though hypothetically.”245 He continued with his 

narrative by discussing the North Carolina General Assembly’s decision to hold a 

referendum vote for the people to decide if they wanted to hold a secession convention 

to debate North Carolina’s secession from the Union. Hale claimed that “the call of the 

convention was rejected by a narrow majority, some seven hundred and fifty [the 

Raleigh Weekly Standard reported it as 661 and the Hillsborough Recorder reported it 

as 194]; but the number of delegates chosen were known as ‘Unionists’—that is, who 

thought secession inexpedient unless coercion of the seceded State was attempted—

was eighty-two [the Standard reported 83]; while the number of those who were known 

as ‘secessionists’—that, is, those who favored immediate action—was thirty-eight [the 

Standard reported 37].”246 

 Hale described the events which brought North Carolina into the Confederacy, 

including the firing upon Fort Sumter, and Governor Ellis’ refusal to provide troops to 

Federal forces to put down the rebellion. In order to provide a justification for the state’s 

actions, Hale quoted the words of his father, which were published in the April 18th, 

1861 edition of the Fayetteville Observer: 
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It is needless to remind our readers how earnestly and honestly we have labored 
to preserve our once great and glorious and beneficent Union. In its existence 
we have believed were involved that inappreciable blessing, peace; that sound 
form of liberty and law inaugurated by the Constitution of the United States; and 
the security, nay, even the existence, of that domestic institution out of which 
have arisen all of our national troubles. In the new aspect of affairs, we see no 
reason to change any opinion that we have expressed, that the difficulty ought to 
have been peaceably settled, and would have been if good men had been 
influential...We believe now, as heretofore, that a fratricidal war for such a cause 
is a wrong of which we would not be guilty for a thousand worlds. But with all 
these opinions unchanged, there is a change in the condition of affairs—a 
change with which neither we nor the people of North Carolina have had aught 
to do—over which they have had no control, but which of necessity will shape 
their action. The President’s proclamation in ‘the last feather that breaks the 
camel’s back.’ It shows that the professions of peace were a delusion and a 
cheat, or, if ever really entertained, that peaceful intentions have been 
abandoned. War is to be prosecuted against the South by means of the seventy-
five thousand men called for; and North Carolina has been officially required to 
furnish a quota of the seventy-five thousand. Will she do it? Ought she to do it? 
No, No! Not a man can leave her borders upon such an errand who has not 
made up his mind to war upon his own home and all that he holds dear in that 
home. For ourselves we are Southern men and North Carolinians, and at war 
with those who are at war with the South and North Carolina…The future seems 
to us full only of evil...Thank God! that we can say we have labored for peace, 
and have had no wish but to avert the dire calamities in a way honorable to both 
sections.247 
 

 Hale’s remarks shifted focus onto the story about the Battle at Bethel when 

Henry Wyatt Lawson was killed. He noted that contrary to the perception of the 

slowness of North Carolina’s actions, they led the Confederacy in the number of troops 

furnished by the State. The speaker’s address concluded with a commentary on the 

value of teaching history through monuments.248 
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19, 1912. 
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Laurinburg 1912 

 The Laurinburg ceremony took place on November 15, 1912 and began with a 

parade of “automobiles decorated in our precious red and white were in line and the 

veterans rode first.”249 The featured attraction of the parade was “Little Zeb,” a small 

cannon that was owned by the city of Laurinburg. Little Zeb fired at “frequent intervals” 

throughout the day, and “boomed its little best.”250 After a meal served for 200 people, 

the ceremony was held at the graded school building, with General William Ruffin Cox 

delivering the main address. General Cox commanded the North Carolina First, 

Second, Third, Fourth, Thirteenth, Fourteenth Regiments during the war.251 

 A full transcript of General Cox’s speech made on this occasion has not yet come 

to light, but based on the account printed from a letter by Mrs. Kate S. Bennett from the 

Wadesboro Ansonian, “General Cox spoke as one having authority, for he had been 

through all the scenes he described…His speech was mainly on North Carolina’s 

condition after the war; her desperate effort to regain control of the government, and her 

final deliverance from darkness and bondage.”252  

 After General Cox’s remarks, the crowd marched to the monument, where the 

chief marshal, Mr. Dugald Stewart made short remarks on the necessity of building the 

monument. Then children drew the cord unveiling the monument, “amid cheers, Dixie 

and Little Zeb’s voice…”253 

                                                 
249“Mrs. Bennett Writes About Laurinburg Unveiling—Monument There to Confederate 

Dead Erected by Women—Event Celebrated in Proper Style,” Farmer and Mechanic (Raleigh, 
NC), December 3, 1912. 
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Justice 1912 

 On Confederate Memorial Day, May 10, 1912, Justice dedicated their monument 

to their fallen Confederate soldiers. According to an account printed in Franklin Times, 

there were many people who attended the ceremony, and that it was “most unusual that 

a rural community should do such a thing.”254 Holding the ceremony in the newly built 

school building, the address was given by Robert Bruce White, the school 

Superintendent whose father was a lieutenant in the Confederate army. The Franklin 

Times printed: 

He spoke of the value of the youth of examples of bravery and patriotism which 
the Confederacy so abundantly furnished and that it was and should continue to 
be an inspiration. He also advised that we should not let it separate us from the 
splendid history of the South before the war and spoke for a South which was in 
the beginning and is now…His closing words tell the theme of what was 
pronounced one of the finest memorial addresses ever heard in this 
county…[quoting White] 'And I ask nothing finer for you and yours than that in 
the years to come, every day as the children go in and out those doors, in the 
morning of it and in the evening they may lift their eyes to this memorial, and 
may see and read and understand and that into their lives shall enter something 
of the fibre and the fineness of the men whose memory we now honor.’255 

 

Chapel Hill 1913 (Silent Sam) 
 
 As part of the commencement exercises at the University of North Carolina 

(UNC), the UDC and UNC alumni dedicated a monument “to the sons of the University 

who entered the War of 1861-65, in answer to the call of their country…”256 According to 

an account published in The Courier, “seventy-five men, whose ages ranged from sixty-

                                                 
254"Memorial Services," The Franklin Times (Louisburg, NC), May 17, 1912. 
255Ibid. 
256“Commemorative Landscapes,” Documenting the American South: University of North 

Carolina at Chapel Hill, http://docsouth.unc.edu/commland/monument/41/. 
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five years upward received diplomas. They had left the university during the years of 

1861-64 to enlist in the Confederate army, and fifty years after the outbreak of the war, 

the veterans, including many prominent citizens of North Carolina gathered at a reunion 

and were given diplomas they would have received had they remained at College.”257 

 Julian Carr delivered the main address at the dedication of the monument. Carr, 

an alumnus of the university, expressed his pride at being able to participate in this 

event and described the nobility of the students who left the University to fight in the 

war. Carr offered a very romanticized view of the soldiers: 

 All time will be the millennium of their glory…They fought, not for conquest, not 
for coercion, but from a high and holy sense of duty. They were like the Knights 
of the Holy Grail, they served for the reward of serving, they suffered for the 
reward of suffering, they endured for the reward of enduring, they fought for the 
reward of duty done. They served, they suffered, they endured, they fought, for 
their childhood homes, their firesides, the honor of their ancestors, their loved 
ones, their own native land.258 

  

He continued by thanking the UDC for the monument, discussing the role of 

women as crucial to keeping up the morale of the Southern soldiers, as well as the 

hardships they faced on the home front. Carr then turned his attention to the 

contributions made by educational institutions during the war, claiming that the 

University of North Carolina contributed more troops than any university apart from the 

University of Virginia. He also claimed that northern universities, such as Harvard, Yale, 

                                                 
257“Collier’s Weekly Notes Chapel Hill Reunion,” Courier (Asheboro, NC), September 14, 

1911. 
258“Unveiling of Confederate Monument at University, June 2, 1913,” The Papers of 

Julian Carr, Folder 26: Addresses, 1912-1914, Scan 93-112, Wilson Library, University of North 
Carolina. 
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and Princeton, “furnished quotas of soldiers for the Confederate ranks.”259 Giving 

statistics about UNC’s contributions, Carr told the crowd present that between five and 

six hundred students and alumni had perished during the war.260 Carr then commented 

that if the other southern states had acted as North Carolina did then the South would 

have won the war, “and the political geography of America would have been re-

written.”261 

 Carr’s remarks then took a very strong turn towards promoting white supremacy. 

Giving a commentary about the Reconstruction years after the Civil War, Carr said: 

The present generation, I am persuaded, scarcely takes note of what the 
Confederate soldier meant to the welfare of the Anglo Saxon [sic] race during 
the four years immediately succeeding the war, when the facts are, that their 
courage and steadfastness saved the very life of the Anglo Saxon [sic] race in 
the South—When ‘the bottom rail was on top’ all over the Southern states, and 
to-day, as a consequence, the purest strain of the Anglo Saxon [sic] is to be 
found in the 13 Southern States—Praise God.262 

 
Then Carr told the crowd a personal anecdote about an interaction he had with an 

African-American woman in Chapel Hill, shortly after his return from the war. Like the 

stories told in monument addresses that were mentioned in the previous chapter, the 

veracity of this anecdote has not been verified. Nevertheless, Carr boasted to the 

audience: 

One hundred yards from where we stand, less than ninety days perhaps after 
my return from Appomattox, I horse-whipped a negro wench until her skirts hung 
in shreds, because upon the streets of this quiet village she had publicly insulted 
and maligned a Southern lady, and then rushed for protection to these University 
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buildings where was stationed a garrison of 100 Federal soldiers. I performed 
the pleasing duty in the immediate presence of the entire garrison, and for third 
nights afterwards slept with a double-barrel shot gun [sic] under my head.263 

 
Carr’s remarks concluded with again discussing UNC and the Confederate soldiers and 

honoring what they did; a simple rehashing of his previous remarks. 

Warrenton 1913 
 
 Warrenton’s second monument was dedicated on October 29, 1913, in front of a 

crowd of around three thousand people. The musical pieces performed at the event 

were “America,” “Star-Spangled Banner” (the song would not be recognized as the 

national anthem until 1931)264, and “Dixie.” Ex-Governor Robert Broadnax Glenn was 

the main orator of the day, however, the Warren Record elected not to print a transcript 

of his remarks. The News and Observer described his address as “magnificent, but his 

final appeal to the old soldiers to make their calling and election sure, and to be ready to 

answer the roll call in heaven, was earnest, tender, pathetic, inimitable.”265 

 The Warren Record summarized the acceptance speech made by C.G. Moore 

on behalf of Warren County. He described the sacrifices of the soldiers of the 

Confederacy, saying that “They were a wall of defence [sic] against invaders seeking to 

desecrate our Alters. [sic]”266 He then made an argument in support of teaching future 

generations about the cause of the Confederacy:  

It is our sacred duty to instruct our children as to the causes that led these 
men…’into the jaws of death and into the mouth of Hell.’ To the innocent soul 

                                                 
263Ibid. 
264"'Star Spangled Banner' Is Voted National Anthem by Congress,” New York Times 

(New York, NY), March 4, 1931.  
265“The Unveiling at Warrenton,” News and Observer (Raleigh, NC), October 31, 1913. 
266“Mr. C.G. Moore Address,” The Warren Record (Warrenton, NC), November 7, 1913. 
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that at this day inquires what induced these Confederates to take up arms, we 
have to say that they were the exponents of a passionate and pervading 
determination of a free people to defend and assure their threatened autonomy. 
These Confederates knew that the slogan of slavery was at best a subterfuge. 
They understood how that was an excuse for assuming control of Southern lives 
and fortunes. They feared to consort longer with men who had pronounced the 
great Compact ‘A league of death and a covenant with Hell’…267 

 

Louisburg 1914 
 
 The dedication ceremony in Louisburg on May 13, 1914, began with an elaborate 

parade. The scene was described in the Confederate Veteran magazine: 

The parade had been arranged with much thought and care. First were the cars 
containing the Governor and other speakers for the occasion and our town and 
county officers. Then there were representative men from every township on the 
county, who formed a mounted escort for the different floats. The floats, 
beautifully decorated in Confederate colors, were living pictures of scenes and 
events of those long-vanished years. The first, ‘In the Spring of 1861,’ was a 
bridal scene. The ceremony was just over, and the clergyman was standing to 
one side, while the soldier was leaving his bride at the very altar in obedience to 
his country’s call. The bride was in the complete costume that her grandmother 
wore fifty-four years ago. The groom and his best man were in their uniforms of 
gray, and near the bride were standing his mother and her maid of honor, both 
wearing dresses of that far-away period. As this float passed the band played 
‘Annie Laurie.’ The second float was ‘Tenting To-night,’ and on this was a tent 
with soldiers grouped about it, and ‘Tenting To-Night’ was the music. The third 
float held a cot on which rested a wounded soldier. Near him were a surgeon 
and nurses. This scene was ‘Brought from the Front,’ and the music was 
‘Lorena.’ The fourth float was ‘The Home Guard’ and represented the women of 
the South at home and at work. There was a spinning wheel, and some were 
carding, some knitting, all dressed in war-time [sic] costumes, and the music 
was ‘Old Folks at Home.’ The last float depicted ‘The Return’—a one-armed 
soldier in his well-worn uniform, with his wife and little ones around him. The old 
negro mammy was there, and a young soldier with his sweetheart stood near. 
Above this scene was the flag of the old Franklin Rifles furled, and ‘Home, 
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Sweet Home’ was played. Following the floats came the old veterans, while the 
band played ‘Dixie.’ The two military companies of the county [followed].268 
 

According to the Franklin Times, that there were over five thousand people in 

attendance at the ceremony.269  

 The main address was delivered by Governor Locke Craig. He told the crowd 

that he believed that “no heroism is lost,” and that “every heroic effort is worth while [sic] 

and that every sacrifice, every deed done in the service of a cause is subjected to the 

law that no energy is lost.”270 Locke said that they were a people of peace, and 

explained why they honor soldiers when they do not love war. He discussed President 

Grant’s visit to Germany and conversation with the German emperor. While watching 

the procession of 50,000 soldiers, Grant looking upon the gorgeous scene, could not 

say the thing that the Emperor wanted said. Twice elected president by his military 

record and indebted to war for his fame, his only comment was: ‘Sir, I hate war.’”271 The 

governor said that “Grant knew the horrors and the glories of war, but he did not love it. 

And so we do not love war, but we love a soldier because he dies for the highest and 

best in manhood, because he has been trained by the balances and not found 

wanting.”272 

 Governor Craig told the crowd that he was not going to debate who was at fault 

for the war, but would leave that task to the historians. He rather focused on the deeds 

of the soldiers from Franklin County. One of the stories told was about a young man 

                                                 
268C.D. Malone, “The Franklin County Monument,” Confederate Veteran, 22 (1914), 537. 
269“Confederate Monument Unveiled,” The Franklin Times (Louisburg, NC), May 15, 

1914. 
270Ibid. 
271Ibid. 
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who ignored retreat orders and instead charged the Federal position, bringing back a 

Federal soldier prisoner. Governor Craig commented, “That sounds like he was from 

Franklin County.”  

 The governor then stated that monuments were not erected to victories and 

soldiers, but that this monument’s purpose was to “tell that the men of Dixie died in 

obedience to her law.”273 He also asked his audience to reflect on who was triumphant 

in the war: 

Who was triumphant? Was it the 300 Macedonians or the Persians? Was it 
Pontius Pilate or Jesus? Socrates or the judges? I tell you that the men and 
women who triumph are those who see their duty and dare to do it.274 

 
Craig acknowledged that he was receiving word from people around North Carolina that 

they were willing to go to Mexico to fight for the American flag. He said, “We love the 

flag, but Dixie is hallowed by our tears.” Governor Craig concluded his address by 

saying that “the men of heroic days” would not be forgotten.275  

 Again, the presence of the sitting governor of North Carolina who was not a 

Confederate veteran implies that the state endorsed the ideals presented in the 

dedication of this monument. The elaborate parade detailed in the account by The 

Franklin Times is an example of glorifying the symbols and imagery of the Confederacy. 

The most striking example of this is the parade float that included “the old negro 

mammy,” which exalted a societal system that placed blacks in subservient roles to 

whites even after the war. 

Graham 1914 
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 Three days after the monument dedication in Louisburg took place, Graham 

dedicated their monument to the Confederate soldier on May 16, 1914. Major Henry 

London was the main orator for the ceremony. He began his address by stating that the 

real orator of the event was the figure on the top of the monument and that it could 

narrate the story and honor the men of Alamance in a much better way than he could. 

He claimed that no other county in the state deserved more honor than the soldiers of 

Alamance.  

 Major London recalled the history of Alamance’s contribution to the American 

Revolution, citing three battles that had taken place in the county. “It is no wonder then 

that with such an ancestry Alamance sent into the Confederate Army such brave and 

gallant men.”276 He recounted how Alamance County sent as many soldiers as it had 

voters, and met their quota for soldiers provided to the Confederate forces. He then 

detailed a long list of companies and commanders from Alamance. He listed specific 

battles that men of Alamance had participated in, and discussed the same statistics and 

figures that many other orators had referenced about North Carolina’s contributions and 

casualties. He remarked, “Therefore, I say that North Carolina has just cause to be 

proud of her Confederate history, and Alamance county has greater cause to be proud 

of her sons in that bloody struggle.”277 

 He then turned his attention to the treatment of prisoners during the war, aiming 

to disprove stories that had been written about Southern prison camps: 

There is one thing to which I wish to elude and correct a base slander upon the 
Confederate States of America, and that is in regard to the [t]reatment of 
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prisoners. The Northern papers were filled with pictures and stories of the cruelty 
to their soldiers in the Southern prisons. It is true that prison life is not pleasant, 
even I imagine in the jail of Alamance county, but I do say that the Southern 
Confederacy treated the prisoners in its custody as well as it could be done, and 
the United States Government did not treat our prisoners as it could have done. 
The prisoners in the Southern prison had the same rations as the Confederate 
soldiers who were fighting in the field, and you know they were scant enough, 
but it was all we could do. How was it at the North? They had everything, 
medical supplies, quinine, and everything else that was proper for the sick; they 
had all the resources and supplies that were necessary for man to live upon, and 
yet they starved and free to death more of our men there than all of theirs who 
died in the Southern prisons…278 

Major London continued to give figures that say that 9% of Union prisoners died in 

Confederate custody, while 12% of Confederate prisoners died in Union custody, and 

mentioned that some of the Southern prisoners were subjected to being “guarded by 

negro soldiers who would shoot your comrades down without any excuse.”279  

In concluding his address, Major London implored his audience “to honor the 

living Confederate soldiers as well as the memory of the dead ones.”280   

Raleigh 1914 (Women’s Monument) 

After years of calls for a monument dedicated in honor of the women of the 

Confederacy, the Women’s Monument was dedicated on the grounds of the State 

Capital on June 10, 1914. The monument, which cost $10,000, was donated by Colonel 

Ashley Horne, after a bill to authorize and fund the construction of the monument to 

North Carolina Women of the Confederacy failed to pass in the General Assembly. He 

278Ibid. 
279Ibid. 
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died in October 1913, about 8 months before the unveiling of the monument. 281 The 

two main addresses were delivered by Dr. D.H. Hill Jr., the president of A&M College 

(now North Carolina State University), and Governor Locke Craig.  

 Dr. Hill’s address was summarized by The Messenger and Intelligencer: 

Dr. D.H. Hill, president of the A&M College and son of General D.H. Hill of the 
Confederate Army, delivered the address for the occasion, his theme being ‘The 
Spirit, Character and Deeds of the North Carolina Women of the Confederacy.’ It 
was an inspiring story of the heroism and sacrifices made by the North Carolina 
women of the Confederacy. He pictured the North Carolina woman of the 
Confederacy as a woman of metal, a capable woman, inventive and resourceful 
to a degree, self-forgetful, and most of all a womanly woman, craving no 
queenhood save the sovereignty of her own home and ruling there with gentle, if 
imperious, graciousness.282 
 

 Governor Craig made a similar address to that which he gave at the Louisburg 

monument, the theme being heroism. He began by describing the statue, “The bronze 

group represents the grandmother unrolling to the eager youth, grasping the sword of 

his father, the scroll of the father’s deeds. The bronze etchings on the faces of the 

pedestal suggest the outlines of her story. To the earnest beholder the statue is 

illumined with unfolding meaning. His vision will determine its revelation.”283 He 

                                                 
281“Commemorative Landscapes,” Documenting the American South: University of North 
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283Locke Craig, "The Legacy of the Confederacy: Accepting The Monument To The 

Women Of The Confederacy On The Occasion Of The Unveiling At Raleigh, North Carolina, 
June 10th, 1914." In Memoirs and Speeches of Locke Craig Governor of North Carolina 1913-
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F. Jones. (Asheville, NC: Hackney & Moale Company), 180-183. 
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mentioned the heartbreaking moments of mothers and wives saying goodbye to their 

sons and husbands as they went off to war: 

The Women of the Confederacy, in supreme consecration, did lay upon the altar 
of Dixie their first born, the fairest and bravest of the world. And because they 
did this thing, we too are the Children of the Covenant… Had the men and the 
women of the South been recreant, had they shrunk from the sacrifice of war, 
their children today would be the disinherited heirs of the promise [referring to 
God’s promise to Abraham for his willingness to sacrifice Issac in the Old 
Testament], a dishonored and a degenerate people.284 
 

 Governor Craig asked the audience the same question he had asked at 

Louisburg, about who had been triumphant in the war, claiming that the Southern 

people were, in fact, triumphant due to their “heroic past.”285 He said that even though 

they had been defeated, and “plundered by the hordes of reconstruction…the legacy of 

the war is our richest possession.”286  He also claimed that the men who gave their lives 

for the cause “would not revoke their sacrifice” given the chance.287 

 Governor Craig concluded his address by again praising the sacrifices of the 

Confederate woman: 

The mothers of the South had sent their sons to the front as the Spartan mother 
when she delivered the shield to her son with the command: ‘Return with it, or 
upon it.’ They wept in silent desolation, but in their grief there was exaltation, for 
they knew that their sons had done a soldier’s part, that in the tumult of historic 
days they had fought and fallen beneath an advancing flag; that in strange 
lands, wounded and neglected, they had suffered without complain [sic], and 
bequeathing a message for home, had died, as conquerors, without a 
murmur…Hail to you, Women of the Confederacy, that bore them and nurtured 
them, and offered them for sacrifice! In you and in your descendants is 
vouchsafed the promise to Abraham: Henceforth all generations shall call you 

                                                 
284Ibid. 
285Ibid. 
286Ibid. 
287Ibid. 

 

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 143



115 
 

 
 

blessed…They are the conquerors. The South has forever a part in that chorus 
of victory.288 

 

 The evidence found within the monument dedication addresses of this era paints 

a clear picture of what the orators viewed as the intended purposes of these 

monuments. The overwhelming majority of the orators who spoke at these ceremonies 

wished to convey a certain narrative of the past, one which absolved the leaders of 

North Carolina of any wrongdoing in leading the state into the Confederacy and into the 

Civil War, and bestowed martyrdom upon the men who fought for the “Lost Cause of the 

Confederacy.” The orators also aimed to praise the efforts of those who resisted the 

legislation of the Reconstruction era, allowing them to reclaim the same powers they 

held during the antebellum era, and promote an environment that maintained white 

supremacy. While a few of the addresses made reference to the prevalent feelings of 

Unionism in the region, none of them acknowledged that the decision to go to war 

essentially bypassed the democratic process, as detailed in the first chapter, nor did 

they acknowledge the low volunteer number of volunteers from this region, the high rate 

of desertion or non-compliance with the conscription directive, or the high rate of 

desertion by North Carolina soldiers; all which imply that this was a “cause” they did not 

support at best or were apathetic to.  The narrative presented in these addresses 

attempted to sell the idea that the whole of North Carolina was unified in a noble 

struggle in defense of a cause. Many of the men from the Piedmont region were forced 

to take part in a conflict that was not in their economic best interest, and “the cause” 
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only benefited the elites, of whom almost the entire group of orators studied here 

belonged to. 
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CHAPTER V 

“A King is Nothing Without Lords and Commons.”: A Quantitative Investigation 
Into the Leaders of North Carolina Who Brought the State Into the Civil War, and 
the Men Who Memorialized Them 
 

 

“A King is Nothing Without Lords and Commons.”289 

 

 The above quote references an argument made by the Raleigh Standard that the 

Confederacy could not be sustained by the cotton industry and slave economy. As was 

previously discussed in the first chapter, the newspapers in 1860 and 1861 were 

making a very clear point that secession and joining the Confederacy was not in North 

Carolina’s best economic interests. The people decided against holding a convention by 

a slim margin of 194 votes, 46,603 against to 46,409 for. The referendum was defeated 

but most importantly, these figures show significant opposition to leaving the Union. 

Unfortunately, the General Assembly did not give the people another opportunity to 

speak through the ballot after Lincoln’s call for troops and in response to the perceived 

overreach of Federal authority, only allowed a vote for delegates to a secession 

convention, where there was low voter turnout. 

 In the decades after the war, in the commemoration and the memorialization of 

the soldiers who fought on behalf of the Confederacy, the orators attempted to sell the 

narrative of a unified South, fighting for a “noble” cause in self-defense and white 

supremacy, with North Carolina leading the charge. North Carolina’s leaders saw 

Lincoln’s actions as a possible precursor to future political actions that could lead to the 
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abolition of slavery, which would have threatened the wealth of most of North Carolina’s 

political elite, who therefore took action to bring North Carolina into the Confederacy, 

which sought to protect their economic wealth under the Confederate constitution. Using 

the umbrella of state’s rights as their justification, their actions prodded and compelled 

men to fight for a cause that was contrary to their economic interests.  

 The question remains as to why the orators who spoke at the monument 

dedication ceremonies would promote this narrative of the Lost Cause of the 

Confederacy and not acknowledge the people’s voices as they expressed their desire to 

remain with the Union. The answer is simple. The orators were members of the political 

elite who benefited from this narrative. Either they were the wealthy planters who had 

been afraid of losing their wealth if slavery were to be abolished in North Carolina, or 

they were their descendants. Promoting the narrative of the Lost Cause of the 

Confederacy helped to protect their families’ legacies and not reveal their betrayal of the 

common man that they led into a ruinous war and also promoted an ideology of white 

supremacy and a return to the ideals of the antebellum South. 

 The purpose of this chapter is to examine the wealth of the political elite versus 

that of the common man in the Piedmont of North Carolina in 1860, immediately before 

the Civil War. Additionally, the wealth of the orators and their families will also be 

compared to the average wealth of the Piedmont counties. The data will establish the 

great divide between the wealthy elite who would have benefitted from living under 

Confederate rule and the people living at or under the average wealth who would have 

not. I additionally seek to prove that economic factors were the deciding reason to why 

people voted for or against a secession convention. Because of the lack of primary 
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source materials from the common man during this period, specifically expressing their 

views on secession, their ballots and economic interests are the best available 

indicators of their thoughts on the issue. 

  The first step is to establish the wealth of the people of the Piedmont counties in 

1860. Through a thorough examination of the 1860 Census, the average wealth per 

person was determined for each Piedmont County by adding up all the real estate 

values and personal estate values and dividing those sums by the number of free 

inhabitants of the county. This value includes all members of the household, regardless 

of if they own property or not. They are included because of their potential impact on the 

family’s economy, either as producers of wealth through labor or as consumers of 

resources. Real estate value is determined by the value of the land that they own. 

Personal estate value was defined by the Department of the Interior as “the value of 

bonds, mortgages, notes, slaves, live stock [sic], plate, jewels, or furniture; in fine, the 

value of whatever constitutes the personal wealth of individuals.”290  

Average County Wealth Compared to Referendum Vote for Piedmont Counties 

County Total Free 
Population 

Average Real 
Estate Value Per 
Person 

Average Personal 
Estate Value Per 
Person 

February 1861 
Referendum Vote 
[Percentage of 
Vote For (+) / 
Against 
Secession (-)] 

Alamance 11852 158.27 356.59 -0.79 

Anson 13664 166.2 459.02 0.53 

Cabarrus 10546 198.64 356.96 0.75 

Caswell 16215 259.32 594.14 0.83 

                                                 
290“1860 CENSUS: INSTRUCTIONS TO THE MARSHALS.” US Department of the 

Interior. Washington, D.C. 1860. https://usa.ipums.org/usa/voliii/inst1860.shtml. 
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Chatham 19101 155.35 363.81 -0.86 

Cumberland and 
Harnett 

24408 166.71 385.75 0.52 

Davidson 16601 140.52 242.63 -0.83 

Davie 8494 188.77 317.6 -0.74 

Forsyth 12692 127.1 286.62 -0.83 

Franklin 14107 190.12 609.11 0.91 

Granville 23396 174.78 487.02 0.59 

Guilford 20056 197.03 297.59 -0.87 

Iredell 15347 158.07 266.27 -0.9 

Mecklenburg 17374 265.27 520.64 0.85 

Montgomery 7649 89.6 264.78 -0.91 

Moore 11427 139.46 245.49 -0.9 

Orange 16947 107.72 323.83 -0.76 

Person 11221 168.03 448.8 0.78 

Randolph 16793 123.63 190.91 -0.98 

Richmond 11009 213.93 511.61 0.6 

Rockingham 16746 185.47 417.66 0.59 

Rowan 14589 262.87 477.21 -0.57 

Stanly 7801 91.49 189.13 -0.9 

Stokes 10402 108.26 245.41 -0.81 

Surry 10380 122 162.21 -0.85 

Union 11202 128.73 362.53 0.53 

Wake 28627 187.56 484.84 0.53 

Warren 15726 243.47 815.43 0.96 

Yadkin 10714 108.52 210.99 -0.98 

     

Averages 14658.13793103 166.444482758621 375.67517241379  
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After determining the average real estate and personal estate values of the 

Piedmont Counties, comparisons can be made between the average wealth of the 

county and the way they voted in the February 1861 referendum on the proposed 

secession convention. The purpose of this examination is to determine whether a 

county’s wealth had an influence on the county’s decision to either support or oppose 

the secession convention. The following charts show the relationship between wealth 

and their vote among the counties that voted in favor of the secession convention. 

 
 
Average County Wealth For Piedmont Counties Voting in Favor of Secession 
Convention 
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The data shows that there is a positive correlation between the county’s wealth and 

their vote on the referendum, meaning that the greater the average wealth of the 

county, the more likely they were to vote in favor of secession. The following charts 

show the relationship between wealth and their vote among the counties that voted 

against a secession convention. 
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Average County Wealth For Piedmont Counties Voting In Opposition to 
Secession Convention 
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The graphs show a negative slope which indicates a negative correlation between the 

average county wealth and their vote in the referendum, meaning that the poorer the 

average county wealth was, the more likely that county would vote against the 

secession convention and desire to remain with the Union. 

 After establishing that the correlation between economic wealth and how the 

counties voted is statistically significant, a comparison was made between the average 

Piedmont county wealth versus the wealth of the members of the General Assembly 

representing Piedmont counties. I also assess the number of enslaved people each 

legislator held to elucidate how much of their wealth was directly tied into the slave 

economy, which would affect their position on North Carolina’s secession.291 

 

Piedmont General Assembly Member Wealth 

County Average 
Real Estate 
Value 

Average 
Personal 
Estate 
Value 

Members of 
General 
Assembly 
From 
County 

Real Estate 
Value 

Personal 
Estate 
Value 

Number of 
Enslaved 
People Held 

Alamance 158.27 356.59 Giles 
Mebane 

41000 59600 31 

   John 
Tapscott 

No record No record 25 

Anson 166.20 459.02 Leonidas L. 
Polk 

5500 17000 17 

   Edward R. 
Liles 

7500 18300 15 

Cabarrus 198.64 356.96 Victor C. 
Barringer 

3000 9100 3 

                                                 
2911860 US Census; Thad Eure and John Cheney, Jr. North Carolina Government, 1585-

1974: A Narrative and Statistical History. 1981. 
https://archive.org/stream/northcarolinagov1975unse#page/n0/mode/2up. 327-328. 
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William S. 
Harris 

8000 50000 48 

Caswell 259.32 594.14 Bedford 
Brown 

20000 46550 50 

John Kerr 13000 6000 5 

Samuel P. 
Hill 

12000 30000 No record 

Elisha K. 
Withers 

30000 30000 29 

Chatham 155.35 363.81 W.S. Harris No record No record No record 

Turner 
Bynum 

10000 60000 19 

Robert N. 
Green 

6000 10000 13 

William P. 
Taylor 

6150 40000 14 

Cumberland 
and Harnett 

166.71 385.75 Duncan 
Shaw 

8750 14100 10 

James S. 
Harrington 

No record No record No record 

John D. 
Williams 

15300 56500 9 

Clement G. 
Wright 

3000 27000 13 

Davidson 140.52 242.63 John W. 
Thomas 

2100 109500 26 

Edmund B. 
Clark 

525 5000 No record 

Lewis Hanes 2700 4000 3 

Davie 188.77 317.60 Henry B. 
Howard 

1800 3000 No record 

Forsyth 127.10 286.62 John A. 
Waugh 

5000 35000 22 

Philip 
Barrow 

3500 17000 18 
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   John F. 
Poindexter 

8000 45000 18 

Franklin 190.12 609.11 Washington 
Harris 

18500 32000 34 

   William F. 
Green 

20200 73300 56 

Granville 174.78 487.02 Charles H.K. 
Taylor 

15000 49650 No record 

   James M. 
Bullock 

35050 117000 119 

   Samuel H. 
Cannady 

328 2500 No record 

   William H.P. 
Jenkins 

2400 4620 5 

Guilford 197.03 297.59 John M. 
Morehead 

67000 129000 17 

   Peter Adams 12000 36000 23 

   Julius L. 
Gorrell 

19000 27000 23 

   Cyrus P. 
Mendenhall 

40000 96000 46 

   Charles E. 
Shober 

10300 33500 No record 

Iredell 158.07 266.27 Leander Q. 
Sharpe 

No Record No record No record 

   Asa B.F. 
Gather 

8800 14500 12 

   Absalom K. 
Simonton 

10000 22000 23 

Mecklenburg 265.27 520.64 John Walker 12280 16540 43 

   Stephen W. 
Davis 

14000 120750 2 

   John McK. 
Potts 

12400 40000 33 
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Montgomery 89.60 264.78 Edmund 
G.L. 
Barringer 

4000 22600 16 

Moore 139.46 245.49 Willis W. 
Dowd 

3000 5000 No record 

   Alexander 
Kelly 

15000 15000 17 

Orange 107.72 323.83 Josiah 
Turner, Jr. 

No record 5000 9 

   Hugh B. 
Guthrie 

14000 20950 17 

   William N. 
Patterson 

7000 20000 26 

Person 168.03 448.80 Charles S. 
Winstead 

14000 25000 18 

   John D. 
Wilkerson 

7904 16540 18 

Randolph 123.63 190.91 Jonathan 
Worth 

6000 20000 14 

   Issac H. 
Foust 

7200 19405 14 

   Thomas L. 
Winslow 

2200 3000 3 

Richmond 213.93 511.61 Alfred 
Dockery 

73000 100000 59 

   John G. Blue 10000 10000 16 

Rockingham 185.47 417.66 F.L. 
Simpson 

12000 30000 28 

   Rawley 
Galloway 

10000 15476 28 

   Thomas S. 
Slade 

7000 5000 9 

Rowan 262.87 477.21 James G. 
Ramsay 

2100 8295 5 

   Nathan N. 
Fleming 

1800 5240 48 
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   Newberry F. 
Hall 

27500 27070 22 

Stanly 91.49 189.13 Lafayette 
Green 

400 350 No record 

Stokes 108.26 245.41 Horatio P. 
Kallum 

No record No record 12 

Surry 122.00 162.21 Joseph H. 
Dobson 

9000 23400 26 

Union 128.73 362.53 Samuel H. 
Walkup 

6200 7000 2 

   Cyrus Q. 
Lemmond 

3000 6000 3 

Wake 187.56 484.84 Moses A. 
Bledsoe 

18000 27500 24 

   Henry 
Mordecai 

70000 70000 12 

   Sion H. 
Rogers 

8300 19000 8 

   John R.H. 
Russ 

15000 24130 No record 

Warren 243.47 815.43 Thomas J. 
Pitchford 

12000 48000 36 

   Joseph B. 
Batchelor 

4500 55000 7 

   Thomas J. 
Judkins 

2000 14040 16 

Yadkin 108.52 210.99 Andrew C. 
Cowles 

12000 50000 27 

 

 

By analyzing the data, it is easy to determine that the members of the General 

Assembly who represented Piedmont counties were exponentially wealthier than their 

average constituents. The average real estate value of all the Piedmont counties was 

$166.44, compared to the Piedmont General Assembly members, whose average real 
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estate value was $13,149.81, which is 79 times greater. The average personal estate 

value of the all the Piedmont counties was $375.68, while the average personal estate 

of the Piedmont General Assembly members was $32,246.46, which is 85.8 times 

greater. According to the US Census Slave Schedules, out of the 74 Piedmont General 

Assembly members, all but 11 were recorded as holding slaves (This did not mean that 

the ones that are not listed on that document owned no slaves). Out of those of which 

there is a record of, on average they owned 22 enslaved persons. 

According to author Robert Evans Jr., a slave in Richmond, VA, would be valued at 

around $1,200 in 1860, and around $1,225 in Charleston, SC.292 Applying those figures 

to the data above, it is reasonable to expect that the average amount of wealth that the 

Piedmont General Assembly members held in human slavery would have been 

between $26,400 and $26,950, or between 81% and 84% of their personal estate 

wealth.  

 Analyzing the wealth of the entire General Assembly reveals that on average 

their real estate was valued at $12,172.77, their personal estate at $29,348.65, and they 

held 21.4 enslaved persons. Applying Evans’ value of $1,200 per enslaved person, 87% 

of the personal estate wealth of the NC General Assembly members was directly tied 

into the institution of slavery.293 

 Shifting focus to the orators who spoke at the dedication of the Piedmont 

Confederate monuments between 1868 and 1914, an analysis of their wealth is very 

beneficial in linking their economic interests in 1860 to protecting the Lost Cause of the 

                                                 
292Robert Evans, Jr., “The Economics of Negro Slavery” in Aspects of Labor Economics, 

(Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 1962), 199.  
293See Appendix I for complete census data on the 1861 NC General Assembly. 
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Confederacy narrative, as well as their families’ legacies. One issue with this is that 

many of the speakers who gave addresses during these ceremonies were very small 

children or not even born at the time of North Carolina’s secession from the Union. To 

mitigate this issue, the wealth of their immediate family will be considered, as it is safe 

to assume that they were raised by their families to have political viewpoints that were 

sympathetic to the Confederate cause. The following is a chart that depicts the orator’s 

(or their families’) economic wealth in 1860:294 

Orator Family Wealth in 1860 

Name Ceremony Age in 
1860 

Place of 
Residence in 
1860 

Wealth in 1860 
(Occupation/Real 
Estate/Personal 
Estate/Enslaved) 

Notes on Family’s 
Wealth 

CSA 
Veteran? 

Matthew W. 
Ransom 

Raleigh 1870 33 Northampton 
County, NC 

Lawyer/67,000/82,000/
No record  Yes- 

General 1st 
NC Infantry 

Zebulon B. 
Vance 

Charlotte 1887 30 Buncombe 
County, NC 

Lawyer/5,510/7,690/6  Yes- 
Colonel 26th 
NC; NC 
Governor 
1862-1865 

John Alston 
Barringer 

Greensboro 
1888 

9 Unknown  No record  No 

Thomas W. 
Mason 

Raleigh 1895 
(Cornerstone 
Ceremony) 

21 Brunswick County, 
VA 

Farmer/70,500/ 
160,000/25  Yes- 

Lieutenant 

Alfred Moore 
Waddell 

Raleigh 1895 24 New Hanover 
County, NC 

Lawyer/No Record  Yes- Lt. 
Colonel 
Third NC 
Cavalry 

Franklin Childs 
Robbins 

High Point 1899 28 Randolph County, 
NC 

Traveling/No Record Ahi Robbins 
(Father) 
Farmer/2,200/ 
7,800/3 

Yes- 
Captain  

                                                 
2941860 U.S. Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com 

Operations Inc, 2010. 
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Julian S. Carr High Point 
1899; 
Henderson 
1910; Chapel 
Hill 1913 

13 Orange County, 
NC 

No Record J. W. Carr (Father) 
Merchant/6,000/ 
30,000/9 

Yes- Private 

E.J. Hale Fayetteville 
1902; Raleigh 
1912 

20 Cumberland 
County, NC 

Student/No record Edward Jones Hale 
(Father) Editor and 
Owner of 
Fayetteville 
Observer (Whig 
Newspaper)/ 
13,000/50,000/No 
record 

Yes- Major, 
First NC 
Volunteers 

Walter 
Alexander 
Montgomery 

Warrenton 1903 15 Warren County, 
NC 

No Record T.A. Montgomery 
(Father) 
Merchant/17,000/ 
60,000/33 

Yes- 2nd 
Lieutenant 
Twelfth NC 
Infantry 

Cyrus 
Barksdale 
Watson 

Lexington 1905; 
Reidsville 1910 

16 Forsyth County, 
NC 

No record John Watson 
(Father) 
Farmer/2,000/ 
1,500/No record 

Yes- 
Second 
Sergeant 
Forty-Fifth 
NC 

Walter Clark Pittsboro 1907; 
Asheboro 1911 

14 Halifax County, 
NC 

No record David Clark 
(Father) 
Farmer/96,193/ 
247,164/192 

Yes- 1st 
Lieutenant 
(Father was 
also a 
Brigadier 
General in 
NC Militia) 

Augustus 
Washington 
Graham 

Oxford 1909 10 Orange County, 
NC 

No record W.A. Alexander 
(Father) Lawyer & 
Farmer/10,500/ 
28,000/40 

No 

William Walton 
Kitchin 

Oxford 1909; 
Henderson 
1910; Raleigh 
1910; Raleigh 
1912 

Not Yet 
Born 
(Born 
in 
1866) 

N/A N/A William Hodge 
Kitchin (Father, age 
23) Student; Boas 
Kitchin 
(Grandfather) 
Farmer/4,800/ 
12,000/14 

No (Father 
served) 

Armistead 
Burwell 

Cornelius 1910 21 Mecklenburg, NC Teacher Robert Burwell 
(Father) 
Minister/3,000/ 
11,100/6 

Yes- 
Captain and 
Adjutant, 3rd 
Arkansas 
Cavalry 
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Thomas Walter 
Bickett 

Monroe 1910 Not Yet 
Born 
(Born 
in 
1869) 

N/A N/A Thomas Bickett 
(Father, age 23) 
Physician/No 
record; James 
Bickett 
(Grandfather) Inn 
Keeper/7,000/ 
2,500/4 

No (Father 
served) 

Allison 
Caulaincourt 
Zollicoffer 

Henderson 
1910 
(Cornerstone 
Ceremony) 

6 Halifax County, 
NC 

No record Jerome Bonaparte 
Zollicoffer (Father) 
Farmer/10,000/ 
16,064/16 

No 

Robert Bruce 
White 

Justice 1912 Not Yet 
Born 
(Born 
in 
1872) 

N/A N/A William White 
(Grandfather) 
Farmer/4,000/ 
9,000/No record 

No (James 
McDaniel 
White 
(Father) was 
2nd Lieut. 
Co. C 3rd 
Infantry CSA 
Army) 

William Ruffin 
Cox 

Laurinburg 1912 29 Wake/Edgecombe 
County, NC 

Farmer/50,000/ 
125,000/52  Yes- 

Brigadier 
General NC 
First, 
Second, 
Third, 
Fourth, 
Thirteenth, 
Fourteenth 
Regiments 

Robert 
Broadnax 
Glenn 

Warrenton 1913 6 Rockingham 
County, NC 

No record Edward T Broadnax 
(Relationship 
Unknown) 
[Occupation 
Illegible]/42,000/ 
125,000/52 

No 

Locke Craig Louisburg 1914 
Raleigh 1914  

0 (Born 
in 
1860) 

Bertie County, NC No record Andrew Murdoch 
Craig (Father) 
Baptist 
Minister/5,000/ 
16,960/15 

No 

Daniel Harvey 
Hill Jr. 

Raleigh 1914 1 Mecklenburg 
County, NC 

No record D.H. Hill (Father) 
Professor of 
Mathematics/2,500/
12,000/6 

No (Father 
was CSA 
General) 

Henry A. 
London 

Graham 1914 14 Chatham County, 
NC 

No record Henry Adolphus 
London (Father) 
Merchant/5,700/ 
29,000/20 

Yes- Major 
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The information on this chart shows that the orators were either significantly wealthier 

than the average person from the Piedmont region, or they came from families that 

were significantly wealthier. The orator who came from the least amount of wealth, 

Cyrus Barksdale Watson, still had 12 times the real estate wealth and 3.99 times the 

personal estate wealth than the Piedmont average. The wealthiest orator family, 

belonging to Walter Clark, held 576.8 times the real estate value and 657.9 times the 

personal estate value compared to the Piedmont average. 16 of the 23 orator families 

were on record in the 1860 Census as being slaveholders; with the average number of 

enslaved people owned being 30.8 per family, which accounted for 64.7% of their 

average personal estate wealth.  

 In addition, 13 of the orators were themselves Confederate veterans: 2 Generals, 

1 Colonel, 1 Lt. Colonel, 2 Majors, 2 Captains, 3 Lieutenants, 1 Sergeant, and 1 Private 

(even though he referred to himself as “General”). There were also 4 orators whose 

fathers had served in the Confederate Army, 3 of those being Generals, the other a 

Lieutenant. 

 Based on the data provided two strong arguments could be made. First, the 

wealth of the General Assembly was exponentially greater than that of the average 

person, and most of that wealth was tied to the institution of slavery, which would have 

been threatened if slavery were to be abolished in the United States. Undoubtedly the 

members of the General Assembly knew this. They also probably saw Lincoln’s call for 

troops as the first step in installing anti-slavery policies, which would eventually strip 

much of the wealth that they were enjoying away. It also makes sense that they would 
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not have wanted to leave anything to chance, which is why they did not grant the people 

of North Carolina another referendum vote and took the steps mentioned in the first 

chapter to ensure North Carolina’s secession from the Union. In their view, they had too 

much to lose and the only way they could preserve their wealth that was invested in the 

slave economy was to join with the Confederacy. 

 Second, the orators were from families that were in the same socio-economic 

and political class as the General Assembly in 1860. Much of their wealth was tied into 

the slave economy that was undoubtedly affected by the outcome of the war. Losing 

this wealth surely affected their political views and even caused them to harbor 

resentment towards the North and African Americans for their monetary losses. For the 

men who were children or not yet born during North Carolina’s secession and the Civil 

War, their views were undoubtedly influenced by their father’s and grandfather’s 

experiences, which would have made them accepting of the Lost Cause narrative. 

Therefore, it makes sense that they would promote a narrative that sheds the best light 

possible on their cause and family legacies. The orators used the monument dedication 

ceremonies speeches as opportunities to preach the ideology of the Lost Cause and 

indoctrinate it into future generations. 
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CHAPTER VI 
Conclusion 

 
 Contrary to what the teachings of the Lost Cause narrative would have one 

believe, there was not a sense of unity among the people of North Carolina in the period 

immediately preceding the Civil War. There was clearly a class struggle that was taking 

place, with the wealthy planter class leading North Carolina out of the Union and into 

the Confederacy because it was in their best economic interest to do so. There is plenty 

of evidence outlined in Chapter 1 that suggests that the yeoman farmer, the tenant 

farmer, and the free wage laborer were not in favor of secession because it would not 

have been beneficial in economic terms. The people of the Piedmont made their 

feelings of support for the Union known before the war through their ballots in the 

February 1861 referendum, newspaper editorials, letters to the editor, and even 

business advertisements. Additionally, after the secession convention had been called 

to meet in May 1861, the lack of voter turnout from the region and the low volunteer 

rates from the region show that the war was something that people of the Piedmont 

were not enthusiastic about, which is also contrary to the story told by the Lost Cause 

narrative. 

 It is also clear that the class whose wealth was tied directly to the institution of 

slavery were the main proponents of North Carolina seceding from the Union. They 

used their political power to ensure that the state would act in their economic interests, 

protecting their wealth that could potentially be threatened by Lincoln’s new 

administration. In the decades following the war, this same class of people attempted to 

manipulate the memory of the conflict throughout the South, changing the narrative into 
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one that told of a united Southern people who were fighting to protect their rights 

protected by the 10th Amendment to the Constitution, which grants all powers not 

specifically reserved for the federal government. The evidence does not support this 

claim. Additionally, the Lost Cause narrative that they promoted placed blame on 

Lincoln’s actions taken in response to the firing on Fort Sumter, accusing it as an 

overreach of Federal authority and that the Southerners were well within their rights 

according to the 10th Amendment. Unfortunately, the perceived right that the 

Confederacy chose to make their stand upon was the right to hold another human being 

in bondage.  

The findings of this study show specific evidence that the level of unionism a 

county exhibited before the war did not have a significant impact on the words selected 

to dedicate these monuments. It also has provided specific evidence that shows the true 

purpose behind the monuments: protecting the Lost Cause narrative that would allow 

the wealthy political elite descended from the antebellum South to retain power and 

prestige. The research supports the arguments made by historian Karen Cox, who 

writes that these memorials were used, especially around the turn of the 20th century, 

to promote a “Confederate culture…beliefs based on a hierarchy of race and class and 

often reflect the patrician outlook of Lost Cause leaders.”295 

Between 1868 and 1887 in the Piedmont region of North Carolina, the focus of 

the memorial ceremonies was on the fallen soldier who died during the war. The 

monuments were placed in death and burial spaces, and the language used during the 

                                                 
295Karen L. Cox, Dixie's Daughters: The United Daughters of the Confederacy and the 

Preservation of the Confederate Culture, (Gainesville, FL: University Press of Florida, 2003), 1. 
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ceremonies expressed grief and mourning, along with symbolic gestures of mourning, 

such as the laying of flowers on the graves of the soldiers.  

A departure from this pattern began in the Piedmont with the dedication of the 

Charlotte monument in 1887. Zebulon Vance, who had been the wartime governor of 

North Carolina and was a US Senator in 1887, used his memorial dedication speech to 

make a defense of North Carolina’s actions in seceding from the Union, claiming that 

they were within their Constitutional rights to do so. His words were an attempt to 

provide legitimacy to the Lost Cause narrative, as he blamed the North as the 

aggressors in the war, and sold the people an ideology that was intended to unite them 

across socioeconomic classes, turning potential enemies into allies in the goal of 

maintaining white supremacy and other principles of the Old South.  

In 1894-95, another shift occurred which began to place monuments in public 

spaces such as courthouses and town squares instead of death and burial spaces. 

Additionally, public funds were now being used to erect these monuments, such as the 

Raleigh 1895 monument that was placed at the State Capitol. With great fanfare, pomp 

and circumstance and Confederate hero worship, the purpose of the monuments shifted 

from memorialization and funeralization to a celebration of Confederate ideals. Also, its 

presence in the same location where the laws that govern the state are made was an 

endorsement for the same ideals that the Confederacy was founded to represent. 

At the turn of the 20th Century, the monument dedication ceremonies continued 

to be a celebration of Confederate ideals and culture in public spaces, rather than 

memorials to men who had lost their lives during the war between the states placed in 

spaces of death and burial. Instead, the themes presented in the dedication speeches 
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promoted the Lost Cause narrative with the intention of indoctrinating future generations 

with the ideals of the antebellum South. In these addresses, clear evidence of bold 

statements praising resistance efforts to the Reconstruction legislation passed by the 

federal government aimed at protecting the Civil Rights of African Americans, and 

crediting the efforts of ex-Confederates in denying African Americans those rights. 

Speeches made by sitting governors promoted these ideals, and also gave the 

impression that the state of North Carolina was endorsing these white supremacist 

values. 

In the fourth chapter, I provided a statistical analysis of available quantitative data 

to support the argument that the Lost Cause was a myth, the General Assembly’s 

actions in 1860 was meant to preserve their wealth, and that the orators were sharing a 

narrative that was designed to preserve their family honor and contemporary political 

power. In today’s age of social media and the viral spreading of “fake news” and 

“alternative facts,” quantitative evidence is a very valuable tool in expressing an 

argument.  The data reveals that the political elite was significantly wealthier than the 

yeomen farmer, tenant farmer, and free wage laborer. It also reveals that the members 

of the General Assembly had an enormous percentage of their personal wealth that was 

directly tied to slavery, which could potentially have been lost if Lincoln’s anti-slavery 

views were expressed through policy, legislation or executive orders. The data also 

shows that the orators were from families that were vastly wealthier than the average 

Piedmont family, and therefore benefitted from the Lost Cause narrative. 

There were a few things that surprised me during this study. The first thing was 

that the sectional differences that existed before the war were not reflected in the 
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narrative after the war. This was especially surprising since so much effort was made by 

newspapers, like the Raleigh Standard, to differentiate and separate North Carolina 

from South Carolina and the other Southern states, and likening her interests to be 

more similar to Virginia, Kentucky or the other border states. They made strong 

arguments that North Carolina’s future should not be tied to South Carolina or the other 

Confederate states, but these ideas disappeared from print after Lincoln’s call for troops 

and the events that took place afterward and did not reappear when the memories of 

the war were created. This could be credited to the success of the political elite in 

indoctrinating the Lost Cause narrative. Any mentions of Unionism found in the 

memorial ceremonies of the Piedmont were distorted, the memorial speakers invariably 

claimed that once North Carolina seceded, all of North Carolina supported the 

Confederacy. 

This leads to the second surprising aspect of the study, the success that the 

political elites had in indoctrinating the people of the South with the Lost Cause 

narrative. In doing this, the political elite could avoid blame for the war and the 

hardships that it caused the people of the South, and it created allies in people who in 

all reality should have considered the political elite their enemies and deserved the 

blame for the war. Instead, they sold this idea of honor and nobility despite being 

defeated in the war, and united them through their shared currency, their whiteness. 

There is more research that can be done to further this study. I plan on 

continuing the statistical analysis of quantitative evidence by first expanding it to include 

all of the counties of North Carolina in 1860 and 1861. This study examined the 29 

counties in the Piedmont region of North Carolina when there was a total of 86 counties 
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in the state in 1860. By analyzing the wealth of these counties and how they voted in 

the February 1861 referendum, I can determine whether the people of North Carolina 

voted for or against a secession convention based on their economic interests, as they 

did in the Piedmont region. 

I also would like to perform an analysis of the 1870 census, to track the economic 

transition that resulted from the abolition of slavery by the 13th Amendment, and 

determine the percent change in each county’s wealth. This is possible because the 

1870 census contains the same types of financial data as the 1860 census. I would also 

like to track the change in wealth of the members of the General Assembly who brought 

North Carolina into the Confederacy, and determine if the results of the war had any 

impact on their family wealth. Additionally, I would also like to include an analysis of the 

orator family wealth and how it changed from 1860 to 1870. 

The question remains moving forward about the fate of the Confederate 

monuments in the 21st Century. One of the significant issues surrounding Confederate 

monuments is their presence in shared public space. As Fitzhugh Brundage writes, 

“[h]istorically access to the public sphere has required ‘social permission’…unwelcome 

participants can be ignored, thereby transforming the public sphere into a forum for 

exclusion as often as inclusion.”296 The presence of monuments that glorify a failed 

republic built on white supremacy creates an atmosphere of exclusion, which is not 

conducive to community development. Brundage also claims that an “enduring 

presence of white memory in the South’s public spaces and black resistance to it…is a 

                                                 
296W. Fitzhugh Brundage, The Southern Past: A Clash of Race and Memory, 

(Cambridge, MA: Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 2005), 6. 
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central theme of the southern past.”297 According to architectural historian Dell Upton, 

“even as African Americans in the South gained political and economic strength, 

powerful whites have retained the ability to force many memorials focusing on African 

American history to conform to their tastes, often muting the message of these 

monuments.”298  

 Modupe Labode, an associate professor at Indiana University-Purdue University, 

says that there are strategies that communities can use to approach the monuments. 

First, the monuments could be altered in a way that changes the meaning of the 

monument. This includes additions to the monument, such as markers added that 

recognize the memory of people that suffered the evils of slavery. Second is 

reinterpreting the monument. Examples of this include plaques or signage that provide 

historical context for the monuments, while preserving the original monument. 

According to Labode, “If the reinterpretation is conducted in collaboration with people 

who have divergent positions on the monument, the project itself may provide an 

opportunity for discussion and, potentially, understanding.”299 The third approach is 

installing new monuments that “contextualize or counter Confederate monuments.”300 

An example of this would be to place Civil Rights memorials near Confederate 

memorials, a practice known as “dual heritage.”301 These memorials honor people 

victimized by white supremacy, and convey the power and complexity of the civil rights 

                                                 
297Brundage, 7. 
298Modupe Labode, “Reconsideration of Memorials and Monuments,” American 

Association for State and Local History. Vol. 71, No. 4, (Autumn 2016), 8-9. 
299Labode, 9. 
300Ibid. 
301Ibid. 
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struggle.”302 The fourth option would be to remove the monuments. This means that the 

monuments could be moved to a less public location, or spaces of death like cemeteries 

where the remains of Confederate veterans rest. Also, the monuments could be moved 

to museums where they could be properly interpreted by trained staff who could engage 

the public in conversation. Or, the monuments could be simply removed and 

dismantled, leaving an empty space, “to remind viewers of what the public had 

renounced.”303 

Nevertheless, this is a debate that will undoubtedly continue in the future. The 

goal of the public historian is to engage with the community, using a common past to 

promote community growth and development. The legacies of the Civil War and the 

Confederacy remain a divisive issue in communities today. Communities need to start 

having difficult, but honest, conversations about the symbols of these legacies, as well 

as the development of their future heritage. Furthermore, the debates need to be rooted 

in evidence and research. 

302Ibid. 
303Ibid. 
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APPENDIX 

APPENDIX I 
 
Wealth of the North Carolina General Assembly in 1861304 
 

Name County Real Estate Value 
(In Dollars) 

Personal Estate 
Value (In Dollars) 

Occupatio
n 

Slave 
Holder? 

Number of 
Enslaved 

Notes 

Senate        

James M. 
Whedbee 

Perquimans 12000 12000 Farmer Yes 16  

Benjamin 
T. 
Simmons 

Currituck 28000 66000 Farmer Yes 46  

Miles L. 
Eure 

Gates      No Miles Eure 
listed in Gates 

Jones 
Spencer 

Tyrrell      No Jones 
Spencer listed 
in Tyrrell 

Joseph 
M.S. 
Rogers 

Northampto
n 

26000 73765 Farmer Yes 71  

W.S. 
Copeland 

Northampto
n 

4500 13000 Physician Yes 11  

Joseph B. 
Slaughter 

Hertford    Yes 10  

David 
Outlaw 

Bertie 15160 80000 Lawyer Yes 91  

Jesse R. 
Stubbs 

Martin 3000  Lawyer No 
record   

Matthew 
Cary 
Whitaker 

Halifax 10000 16000 Physician Yes 34  

Henry T. 
Clark 

Edgecombe 24500 45000 Farmer Yes 25  

Elias J. 
Blount 

Pitt 4000 26000 Physician Yes 29  

Frederick 
Grist 

Beaufort 13000 44500 Planter Yes 46  

                                                 
3041860 US Census; Thad Eure and John Cheney, Jr. North Carolina Government, 

1585-1974: A Narrative and Statistical History. 1981. 
https://archive.org/stream/northcarolinagov1975unse#page/n0/mode/2up. 327-328. 
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Nathan H. 
Street 

Craven 13000 37000 Farmer Yes 33  

M.F. 
Arendell 

Carteret    Yes 3  

James P. 
Speight 

Greene 5000 22000 Farmer Yes 34  

Eli W. Hall New 
Hanover 

15000 10000 Lawyer Yes 6  

James G. 
Dickson 

Duplin 8000 76500 Farmer Yes 47  

Lotte W. 
Humphrey 

Onslow 500 5000 Professor of 
Law 

No 
record  Father, William 

Humphrey, 
(Farmer); 
15000/91400/3
8 enslaved 

John D. 
Taylor 

Brunswick 10000 21596 Planter Yes 17  

Duncan 
Shaw 

Cumberland 8750 14100 Farmer Yes 10  

Thomas I. 
Faison 

Sampson 33210 113663 Farmer Yes 131  

William K. 
Lane 

Wayne 80000 87000 Clergyman Yes 69  

J.W.B. 
Watson 

Johnston 30000 100000 Farmer Yes 181  

Moses A. 
Bledsoe 

Wake 18000 27500 Farmer Yes 24  

A.G. Taylor Nash 3000 26300 Farmer Yes 4  

Washingto
n Harris 

Franklin 18500 32000 Farmer  Yes 34  

Thomas J. 
Pitchford 

Warren 12000 48000 M.D. Yes 36  

Charles 
H.K. Taylor 

Granville 15000 49650 Farmer No 
record   

Charles S. 
Winstead 

Person 14000 25000 Lawyer Yes 18  

Josiah 
Turner Jr. 

Orange  5000 Farmer & 
Lawyer 

Listed 
as 
Trustee 
of 
Harriett 
Temple’
s slaves 

9  
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Jonathan 
Worth 

Randolph 6000 20000 Attorney at 
Law 

Yes 14  

W.S. Harris Chatham       

Willis D. 
Dowd 

Moore 3000 5000 Farmer Yes 6  

Alfred 
Dockery 

Richmond 73000 100000 Farmer Yes 59  

Samuel H. 
Walkup 

Union 6200 7000 Attorney at 
Law 

Yes 2  

John M. 
Morehead 

Guilford 67000 129000 Attorney at 
Law 

Yes 17  

Peter 
Adams 

Guilford 12000 36000 Treasurer Yes 23 Son, William, is 
an Attorney at 
Law 

Bedford 
Brown 

Caswell 20000 46550 Farmer Yes 50  

F.L. 
Simpson 

Rockingham 12000 30000 Farmer Yes 28  

John 
Walker 

Mecklenbur
g 

12280 16540 Farmer Yes 43  

Victor C. 
Barringer 

Cabarrus 3000 9100 Lawyer Yes 3  

James G. 
Ramsay 

Rowan 2100 8295 Physician Yes 5  

John W. 
Thomas 

Davidson 2100 109500 Farmer & 
Merchant 

Yes 26  

John A. 
Waugh 

Forsyth 5000 35000 Farmer Yes 22  

Joseph H. 
Dobson 

Surry 9000 23400 Farmer Yes 26 Listed as John 
H Dobson 

Leander Q. 
Sharpe 

Iredell      No Leander 
Sharpe Listed 
in Iredell 

William W. 
Avery 

Burke 9500 28000 Lawyer Yes 20  

Burgess S. 
Gaither 

Burke 5000 10200 Lawyer Yes 7  

J. Stowe Lincoln      No J Stowe 
Listed in 
Lincoln 
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A.W. 
Burton 

Cleveland 3300  Attorney at 
Law 

No 
record   

Marcus 
Erwin 

Buncombe 3200 11290 Lawyer Yes 11  

George W. 
Candler 

Buncombe 12000 17000 Lawyer Yes 7  

William H. 
Thomas 

Jackson 22725 2700 Farmer Yes 38  

        

House of 
Commons        

Giles 
Mebane 

Alamance 41000 59600 Farmer Yes 31  

John 
Tapscott 

Alamance   Farmer Yes 25  

John M. 
Carson 

Alexander 1100 1720 M.D. Yes 2  

Leonidas L. 
Polk 

Anson 5500 17000 Farmer Yes 17  

Edward R. 
Liles 

Anson 7500 18300 Farmer Yes 15  

Thomas N. 
Crumpler 

Ashe 402 3300 Lawyer No 
record   

James M. 
Gentry 

Ashe 5185 8926 Merchant Yes 4  

Richard S. 
Donnell 

Beaufort 3000 35000 Attorney Yes 6  

William T. 
Marsh 

Beaufort 12500 21000 Farmer No 
record   

John R. 
Ferguson 

Bertie    Yes 17  

Payton T. 
Henry 

Bertie 4600 3750 Physician Yes 7  

Charles T. 
Davis 

Bladen 9000 17840 Farmer Yes 14  

Thomas D. 
Meares 

Brunswick  27000 93840 Planter Yes 107  

Augustus 
S. 
Merrimon 

Buncombe 7000 9100 Lawyer Yes 2  
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John H. 
Pearson 

Burke 5800 17300 Farmer Yes 19  

William S. 
Harris 

Cabarrus 8000 50000 Farmer Yes 48  

William W. 
Dickson 

Caldwell   Farmer   Lived on father, 
C.Mc.D. 
Dickson’s land; 
1300/28800/26 
enslaved 

Dennis D. 
Ferrebee 

Camden      No Dennis 
Freebee listed 
in Camden 

David W. 
Whitehurst 

Carteret 2000 7000 Farmer Yes 10  

John Kerr Caswell 13000 6000 Lawyer Yes 5  

Samuel P. 
Hill 

Caswell 12000 30000 Lawyer No 
record   

Elisha K. 
Withers 

Caswell 30000 30000 Farmer Yes 29  

Jonas Cline Catawba 4000 7770 Farmer  Yes 8  

Turner 
Bynum 

Chatham 10000 60000 Farmer Yes 19  

Robert N. 
Green 

Chatham 6000 10000 Farmer Yes 13  

William P. 
Taylor 

Chatham 6150 40000 Farmer Yes 14  

George W. 
Hayes 

Cherokee 22400 10360 Farmer Yes 8  

Richard H. 
Small 

Chowan 5600 11350 Farmer Yes 11  

John R. 
Logan 

Cleveland 4600 6200 Surveyor No 
record   

Abraham 
G. Waters 

Cleveland 350 663 Attorney at 
Law 

No 
record   

Nathan L. 
Williamson 

Columbus 8000 10000 Farmer Yes 16  

Frederick 
E. Alford 

Craven      No Frederick 
Alford listed in 
Craven 

Charles C. 
Clark 

Craven 100 2000 Attorney at 
Law 

No 
record   
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James S. 
Harrington 

Cumberland      No James 
Harrington 
listed in 
Cumberland 

John D. 
Williams 

Cumberland 15300 56500 Merchant Yes 9  

Clement G. 
Wright 

Cumberland 3000 27000 Lawyer Yes 13  

Burwell M. 
Baxter 

Currituck 10000 7000 Farmer Yes 28  

Edmund B. 
Clark 

Davidson 525 5000 Physician No 
record   

Lewis 
Hanes 

Davidson 2700 4000 Farmer Yes 3  

Henry B. 
Howard 

Davie 1800 3000 Farmer No 
record   

James G. 
Branch 

Duplin 4000 19500 Farmer Yes 11  

John D. 
Stanford 

Duplin 5000 20000 Farmer Yes 21  

Robert R. 
Bridgers 

Edgecombe 78000 125000 Attorney at 
Law 

No 
record   

James S. 
Woodard 

Edgecombe      No James 
Woodard listed 
in Edgecombe 

Philip 
Barrow 

Forsyth 3500 17000 Farmer Yes 18  

John F. 
Poindexter 

Forsyth 8000 45000 Lawyer Yes 18  

William F. 
Green 

Franklin 20200 73300 Doctor Yes 56  

James H. 
White 

Gaston 5400 9579 Farmer Yes 4 Born in Ireland 

John 
Boothe 

Gates 2000 17680 Trading in 
Horses 

Yes 10  

James M. 
Bullock 

Granville 35050 117000 Farmer Yes 119  

Samuel H. 
Cannady 

Granville 328 2500 Farmer No 
record   

William 
H.P. 
Jenkins 

Granville 2400 4620 Farmer Yes 5 Listed as Will K 
Jenkins; slaves 
listed as owned 
by W R Jenkins 
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Arthur 
Dobbs 
Speight 

Greene 25000 17415 Farmer Yes 15  

Julius L. 
Gorrell 

Guilford   Attorney at 
Law   Lived in 

father’s, Ralph 
Gorrell, 
household; 
19000/27000/2
3 enslaved 

Cyrus P. 
Mendenhall 

Guilford 40000 96000 Attorney at 
Law 

Yes 46  

Charles E. 
Shober 

Guilford 10300 33500 Lawyer No 
record   

Archibald 
H. Davis 

Halifax 8000 38101 Farmer Yes 36  

William B. 
Pope 

Halifax 12000 41000 Farmer No 
record   

Samuel L. 
Love 

Haywood   Physician No 
record  Listed in the 

WW Battle 
(Innkeeper) 
Household 

Joseph P. 
Jordan 

Henderson 3000  Farmer Yes 3  

Jesse J. 
Yeates 

Hertford 1250 2950 Lawyer No 
record   

Tilman 
Farrow 

Hyde    No 
record  No occupation 

or wealth listed. 
Son, Edw T 
Farrow was a 
merchant; 
2000/7000 

Asa B.F. 
Gaither 

Iredell 8800 14500 Farmer Yes 12  

Absalom K. 
Simonton 

Iredell 10000 22000 Farmer Yes 23  

James R. 
Love 

Jackson 200 500 [Illegible]   Listed in 
father's, J B 
Love (Farmer), 
household; 
18000/50000/ 
49 enslaved 

Allen 
Fisher 

Jackson 4800 10700 Farmer Yes 11  

James 
Mitchener 

Johnston 7000 16505 Farmer Yes 66  
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William H. 
Watson 

Johnston 5328 30000 Farmer Yes 44  

William P. 
Ward 

Jones 8000 60000 Farmer Yes 54  

John C. 
Wooten 

Lenoir 15000 17000 Farmer Yes 22  

John F. 
Hoke 

Lincoln 4200 3200 Lawyer Yes 4  

V.A. McBee Lincoln 22000 22500 Clerk of 
Superior 
Court 

Yes 24  

Charles H. 
Burgin 

McDowell   Candidate 
GA 
(General 
Assembly) 

  Lived in 
father's, A 
Burgin 
(Farmer), 
household. 
20000/25000/1
4 enslaved 

David W. 
Siler 

Macon 500 6700 Farmer Yes 7  

Henry G. 
Woodfin 

Macon 1200 12000 Physician Yes 7  

John A. 
Fagg 

Madison 3000 3000 Farmer No 
record   

Joshua L. 
Ewell 

Martin 1228 5000 Farmer   Listed in 
father’s, J M 
Ewell (Farmer), 
household; 
1200/11900/16 
enslaved 

Stephen W. 
Davis 

Mecklenbur
g 

14000 120750 Lawyer & 
Farmer 

Yes 2  

John McK. 
Potts 

Mecklenbur
g 

12400 40000 Farmer Yes 33  

Edmund 
G.L. 
Barringer 

Montgomery 4000 22600 Farmer Yes 16  

Alexander 
Kelly 

Moore 15000 15000 Farmer Yes 17  

Henry G. 
Williams 

Nash 10000 20500 Farmer Yes 19  

Samuel J. 
Person 

New 
Hanover 

20000 15000 Lawyer Yes 5  
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Daniel 
Shaw

New 
Hanover

No Daniel 
Shaw listen in 
New Hanover

William W. 
Peebles

Northampto
n

1000 5000 Lawyer Yes 1 

Matthew W. 
Ransom

Northampto
n

67000 82000 Lawyer Yes 73 

James H. 
Foy

Onslow Yes 17 Records of J H 
Foy’s 
household 
wealth not 
listed in census

Hugh B. 
Guthrie

Orange 14000 20950 Hotel 
Landlord

Yes 17 

William N. 
Patterson

Orange 7000 20000 Farmer Yes 26 

John T. 
Williams

Pasquotank 3000 6528 Farmer Yes 8 

Nathan 
Newby

Perquimans 20000 10000 Farmer Yes 19 

John D. 
Wilkerson

Person 7904 16540 Farmer Yes 18 

Burton J. 
Albritton

Pitt 8000 18000 Farmer Yes 19 

Churchill 
Perkins

Pitt 50000 233890 Farmer Yes 132 

Issac H. 
Foust

Randolph 7200 19405 Farmer & 
Merchant

Yes 14 

Thomas L. 
Winslow

Randolph 2200 3000 Physician Yes 3 

Alexander 
McMillan

Robeson 7500 20000 Farmer Yes 23 

Eli Wishart Robeson 1800 3000 Farmer Yes 1 

John G. 
Blue

Richmond 10000 10000 Attorney at 
Law

Yes 16 

Rawley 
Galloway

Rockingham 10000 15476 Farmer Yes 28 Writing is 
almost illegible

Thomas S. 
Slade

Rockingham 7000 5000 Farmer Yes 9 Writing is 
almost illegible

Nathan N. 
Flemming

Rowan 1800 5240 Attorney at 
Law

Yes 48 
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Newberry 
F. Hall 

Rowan 27500 27070 Farmer Yes 22  

Champion 
T.N. Davis 

Rutherford 1800 6000 Lawyer Yes 5  

Berryman 
H. Padgett 

Rutherford      No Berryman 
Padgett listed in 
Rutherford 

George W. 
Autry 

Sampson 1500 9000 Farmer Yes 16  

Nehemiah 
C. Faison 

Sampson 2000 6295 Farmer Yes 5  

Lafayette 
Green 

Stanly 400 350 Farmer No 
record   

Horatio P. 
Kallum 

Stokes    Yes 12 Horatio 
Kallum’s 
household 
wealth not 
listed in 1860 
census 

Charles 
McCleese 

Tyrrell 8000 8522 Farmer Yes 47  

Cyrus Q. 
Lemmond 

Union 3000 6000 Farmer Yes 3  

Henry 
Mordecai 

Wake 70000 70000 Farmer Yes 12  

Sion H. 
Rogers 

Wake 8300 19000 Lawyer Yes 8  

John R.H. 
Russ 

Wake 15000 24130 Farmer No 
record   

Joseph B. 
Batchelor 

Warren 4500 55000 Lawyer Yes 7  

Thomas J. 
Judkins 

Warren 2000 14040 Farmer Yes 16  

Charles 
Latham 

Washington 7000 70000 Farmer Yes 30  

George N. 
Folk 

Watauga 1300 3000 Lawyer Yes 2  

Thomas 
Farthing 

Watauga 2500 13000 Farmer Yes 6  

Marcus K. 
Crawford 

Wayne 22300 20000 Farmer Yes 17  

William T. 
Dortch 

Wayne 32600 62000 Lawyer Yes 48  
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Phineas 
Horton

Wilkes 2900 8000 Merchant Yes 10 

Augustus 
H. Martin

Wilkes 4000 7000 Farmer Yes 3 

Andrew C. 
Cowles

Yadkin Merchant Listed in 
father’s, J 
Cowles 
(Merchant & 
Farmer, 
household; 
12000/50000/2
7 enslaved

Jacob W. 
Bowman

Yancey 400 337 Farmer No 
record

CFA AFFIDAVIT ATTACHMENT 1 p 188



,1 I Verizon � 4:09 PM 

< ":j� 
The Virginia Flaggers

,�, .. � September 11 · 0 
••• 

**NEW ROADSIDE MEMORIAL BATTLE FLAG RAISED 

IN PITTSBORO, NC** 

On Monday, August 19, The Chatham, NC County 

Board of Commissioners voted 4-1 to force the 

removal of the Confederate monument which has 

stood at the historic courthouse in Pittsboro since the 

UDC erected in 1907 as a memorial to the county's 

Confederate dead. The vote was 4-1 to attempt to 

remove it, in violation of state law, and against the 

wishes of the majority of citizens of the county and 

the hundreds who attended the meeting and spoke in 

opposition. 

Almost immediately, local citizens, outraged at the 

blatant disregard for their wishes and the attempt to 

desecrate their war memorial, reached out to 

Confederate heritage organizations and offered land 

to erect Confederate battle flags in response to the 

decision. 

Today, the Old North State Flaggers, ACTBAC NC, and 

the Va Flaggers came together to make the first one 

happen and respond directly to the commissioners' 

vote. 

This afternoon, a 10' x15' Confederate Battle Flaq was 

Write a comment. .. 

® 
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3.  I was born in 1951 in Greensboro, North Carolina and moved to Chatham 

County, where my mother was born and raised, a few years later. I have lived in Chatham 

County ever since. I attended Horton Elementary and Horton High School (located where 

Horton Middle School now stands) from 1957 until 1969. They were the segregated 

schools for African Americans, named after George Moses Horton, the African American 

poet who published his book The Hope of Liberty while enslaved in Chatham County in 

1829.  

4. I recall riding segregated school buses and hearing the white students yell 

racial slurs at us. In 1971, seventeen years after the Supreme Court decision in Brown v. 

Board of Education holding racial segregation in education unconstitutional, the Horton 

schools finally integrated. After graduating from Horton, I went to the Community 

College in Siler City, worked in the poultry plant, then went to American College in 

Washington, D.C. to get trained and certified in the Life Underwriting Training Course. I 

worked as an underwriter for NC Mutual Life Insurance for 45 years, retiring as Vice-

President of the company in 2016. I still do consulting work for NC Mutual, and started 

my own company, Brooks Insurance and Associates, in July 2015.   

4. The NAACP has pursued its mission to ensure the political, educational, 

social and economic equality of rights of all persons and to eliminate racial hatred and 

discrimination since 1909. We have pursued a variety of strategies to carry out this goal, 

including public education and advocacy, filing Title VI administrative claims, and 

litigation challenging racially discriminatory policies and practices and to enforce anti-

discrimination laws for the benefit of our members. 
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5.  As part of that mission, West Chatham NAACP has advocated for the 

removal of the Confederate monument located in front of the historic county courthouse 

located in Pittsboro’s center. When this monument (“the Monument”) was erected there 

by the United Daughters of the Confederacy (UDC) in 1907, it was clear that it 

represented the voice of those who believe white people are superior to black people and 

to reinforce Jim Crow segregation. Every time the members of our Branch pass by that 

monument, we are reminded of that fact.  

6.  Because of its location, our African American members experience the 

Monument as a very clear message that we are not considered equal to whites or welcome 

here, especially in the courthouse where it is located. The courthouse is supposed to 

represent fairness. When you go to the courthouse in a nation of laws, you should expect 

to be treated fairly, regardless of your skin color. The Monument celebrates the 

Confederacy, which was created to keep African Americans enslaved. The Confederate 

States went to war with the United States of America in order to preserve the 

enslavement of African Americans. The very words inscribed on the Monument celebrate 

the soldiers who fought to preserve slavery as “heroes.” Because it is situated in the town 

center, it speaks for the whole county, and the message is that black people are inferior 

and should be enslaved.  

7. Any monument or statue situated in our town center and on public 

property should represent everybody. We live in the United States, not the Confederacy.  

We pay taxes, we go to school, work and raise our families here. We own businesses here. 

The Monument not only does not represent us, it sends a clear message of racial hatred 
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and oppression, and because of its location, that message is being sent to residents by the 

County. It divides the citizens of Chatham County and turns us against one another. 

When I and other members of the Branch see the Monument, we see what it stands for: 

oppression of African Americans and people of color. The Monument tells us that we 

won’t be treated fairly in Chatham County because we are black. It speaks racism, and 

because of its location, it speaks as the County. 

8. The Branch has worked to raise public awareness of the harmful impacts of 

the Monument and how its presence on public property in our community undermines 

our efforts to promote racial equality and address the legacy of discrimination and 

subordination the Monument is designed to honor. I spoke to the Board of County 

Commissioners (“BOCC”) on behalf of our Branch in 2018 and again in 2019 during the 

public input session regarding the monument and shared many of the same things I am 

saying now in this affidavit.  A copy of my comments from the April 2019 meeting are 

attached as Attachment 1.   

9.  Since I first spoke to the BOCC in 2018, the division and display of racial 

hatred around that monument has intensified. Confederate battle flags, which are well-

known symbols of white supremacy, have been erected to protest the BOCC’s decision to 

revoke the license granted to the UDC in 1907 to have its monument there on county 

property. The flag erected directly across from Horton Middle School is the most harmful 

of these, and we believe that is why its owners chose that location. It has become the 

regular gathering place for people wearing symbols of racial hatred and carrying guns and 
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other weapons, inciting and provoking violence, public disturbances and other offenses at 

the gates of the historic segregated black school of our community. 

9.  The West Chatham Branch of the NAACP is seeking to intervene to defend 

against this action by the UDC and the individual plaintiffs in order to protect our 

members’ as well as our organizational interests as described above. If the Monument is 

allowed to remain where it is, it will cause additional and egregious harm to our 

members. It will also frustrate our Branch’s mission by forcing us to divert already limited 

resources away from our planned activities and programs in order to counter the 

Monument’s discriminatory message and its effect on our community. 

10. Our interests are not adequately represented by the defendants in this 

action, who are very differently situated from our Branch and members in important 

respects related to this litigation, especially regarding the racial discrimination that the 

Branch and our members experience because of the monument. In addition, we worked 

hard to exercise our rights to inform and hold our elected officials accountable on this 

matter, and this action directly threatens those rights.  If we are not allowed to intervene 

to defend against the plaintiffs’ claims, the disposition of this action may impair our 

ability to protect our rights and interests. 

  



,--� This, the� day of November, 2019. 

North Carolina
Chatham County
I, the undersigned nota1y public, hereby certify that LARRY BROOKS personally appearedbefore me this day and acknowledged the due execution of this AFFIDAVIT. 
Witness my hand and official seal, this the t�ay of November, 2019.

Notary Public
My commission expires � . 2J ,20�.
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My name is Larry Brooks; I live at Meronies Church Road in Bear Creek.  I am here 
tonight as a citizen of Chatham County but also as the President of the West 
Chatham Branch of the NAACP.  As you know, the NAACP is the oldest, largest civil 
rights organization in the United States and was founded by an interracial group 
of people who exercised the courage of their convictions to combat racism and 
inequity in our country. 

It is the official position of the National NAACP, as articulated by our President 
and CEO Derrick Jordan and stated on our website that, quote, “symbols of hatred 
and racism should not be venerated and although striking down statues, flags and 
memorials will not solve all the challenges concerning race and equality in 
America, it will symbolize an end to the reverence and celebration of values that 
have divided us too long.”  

Our NC state President William Barber has also said, “it’s not enough just to take 
down statues, statutes that promote white supremacy need to be taken down as 
well.  So, we are proud to join our sister chapters in South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Florida, Kentucky, Delaware and North Carolina in supporting the removal of 
symbols that invite, incite and validate both policies and actions that negatively 
affect the quality of life of any citizen in Chatham County. 

Let me conclude by saying it is our hope that you decide to remove the statue and 
our hope as well that you review your local policies and those handed down to 
you by the general assembly and remove if you can, or, mitigate to the extent of 
your authority, any semblance of inequity in them.  Thank you.  

West Chatham NAACP 
Affidavit Attachment 1 p 1



LOCAL NEWS NC NAACP President: It's more important to attack 

policies that promote white supremacy DURHAM, N.C. — The 

president of the North Carolina NAACP called a news conference 

Saturday in light of recent events, saying it's not enough 4/12/2019 NC 

NAACP President: It's more important to attack policies that promote 

white supremacy :: WRAL.com https://www.wral.com/nc-naacp-

president-it-s-more-important-to-attack-policies-that-promote-white-

supremacy/16892381/ 2/5 for activists to just remove Confederate 

statues. Reverend Dr. William Barber said it's more important that 

politicians topple laws that promote white supremacy. "You test 

politicians by the policies they pursue," he said. Standing before a crowd 

at the Peace Missionary Baptist Church in Durham, Barber said there's 

nothing courageous about condemning racist extremists. "Question is, 

will these same political leaders renounce mean-spirited, race-driven and 

socially violent policies, the policies and agenda of white supremacy?" 

Barber said. Barber has rallied against policies he feels are 

discriminatory against the black community for years with regular 

marches and protests. 

https://www.wral.com/nc-naacp-president-it-s-more-important-to-
attack-policies-that-promote-white-supremacy/16892381/ 

West Chatham NAACP 
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decision to revoke the license granted to the United Daughters of the Confederacy (UDC) 

to maintain their monument in its current location.  The most harmful tactic in that 

backlash is the Confederate flag mounted in front of Horton Middle School, which I, like 

most African Americans, experience as a deliberate racist attack.  

3. I have two grandchildren that attend Horton Middle School. Since the flag 

went up, they have come home from school many days troubled and confused. They have 

expressed fear about their own safety in school, because in their minds, the flag signifies 

“people that hate black people.” School shootings across the country add to the trauma 

that they, I, their parents, and many other parents of color with whom I have spoken 

already experience at the sight of armed white men congregating around that flag. I have 

asked the Pittsboro Town Commissioners to enforce the Town Code of Ordinances under 

which the flag should not be permitted in its current location. 

4. The Confederate “flaggers” that have occupied Pittsboro’s public square 

over the last several months make me want to avoid downtown Pittsboro out of fear for 

my safety. Despite that fear, I will continue to join others to counter the false “Lost Cause” 

message which has been and continues to be so harmful to me and my community.  I 

joined CFA to advocate for removal of the Monument because I want to be a part of a 

community effort to heal racial divisions. That healing cannot happen without removing 

the Monument from its current location, where it constitutes racist government speech.    

 

 

  






