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PREFACE 

The secession movement in Alabama has been studied 

in considerable detail, both in a special state monograph 

and in various treatments of the secession movement in the 

South. Despite the intensive study already devoted to the 

movement, there remain many puzzling or even contradictory 

pieces of evidence. In order to scrutinize more closely 

the actual de-tails of the elect.ion for del99ates to the 

Alabama secession convention, one county is to be the sub-

ject. of this thesis. 

'l'Uscaloosa County is located in the hill section 

of t bordering on the Black Belt.. Since in con-

vent.ion election of 1860 the Black Belt counties selected 

Secessionist. delegates, while the hill counties seleated 

delegates opposed to immediate secession, 'l'Uscaloosa County 

is a significant borderland wherein detailed analysis may 

throw considerable light on the differing attitudes of 

Alabamians toward withdrawing from the Union. 

Chapter I furnishes a rapid overview of the devel

oping sectional controversy from 1848 to the secession 

vii 



movement of l860-l86la Chapter II details the arguments 

and rebuttals of the Alabama Secession Convention election 

canvass. Chapter III provides an analysis of sixty-three 

men of Tuscaloosa County who took an active part in the 

secession election canvass. It was the purpose of this 

analysis to discover whether there were significant 

personal differenees between Secessionists and their 

opponents. Chapter IV seeks to reveal the political 

alignment of the rank and file of voters in the convention 

election by an analysis of beat vote in several elections 

from 1857 through the convention election of 1860~ Chapter 

V presents a resume and synthesis of the conclusions drawn 

in the preceding ahapterse 

To avoid interrupting continuity in the account, 

biographical data on the sixty-three individuals and tabular 

pre•entation of much of this data are placed in appendices 

I through IV .. Appendix Vis an explanation of the involved 

process of identifying beats of a county after a century 

has passed. 

viii 



'!'he introduction of the Wilmot Proviso in the Bouse 

of Representatives in 1846 is usually accepted as the be

ginning of a oontinuous development of the secession move

ment. in the South. The sectional controversy over slavery, 

however, began before the framing of the Constitution. 1 

lThere are numerous extensive treatments of the 
sectional controversy period and the coming of the Civil 
war. Some of the most widely accepted arei Jesse T. 
carpenter, The south as a Conscious Minority; l789-l861i 
A study in Political fhou9ht <•ew York: •ew York Univer
sity Press, 1930)1 French E. Chadwick, Causes of the Civil 
war, 1859-1861, Vol. XIX of The American •at.ion: A Bistoa, 

• A B. (28 vols.; New York: and Bros., 
1904-18)1 Avery o. Craven, '!'he Coming of the Civil War, 
(2d ed. rev.1 Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1957); 
Avery o. craven, The Growth of Southern Rationalism, Vol. 
VI of A Bistorx of the south, eds. Wendell B. Stephenson, 
Charles w. Ramsdell, and E. Merton Coulter (10 vols.; Baton 
Rouge: Louisiana State University Press and the Little
field Fund for Southern History of the university of Texas, 
1949- ); Dwight L. Dumond, Anti-Slaverx Origins of the 
Civil war in the united states (Ann Arbor: University of 
Michigan Press, 1939)1 Clement Eaton, A History of the Old 
South (Kew York, Macmillan Co., 1949); Arthur Y .. Lloyd, 
The Slavery Controversy, 1831-1860 (Chapel Billi University 
of •orth Carolina Preas, 1939); Allan Nevins# Ordeal of the 
;ypion (2 vols .. ; lfew Yo:rka Scribner, 1947), Chai-leas. 
Sydnor, D• pevelopment. gf southern lectionalismc 111,;!-1848, 
Vol. v of A Biatory of Scb• sath, ed• •. Wendell a. Stephen-

1 
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This Proviso was an amendment offered by David Wilmot of 

Pennsylvania to a bill in Congress to appropriate $2,000,000 

for the president's use in negotiating peace with Mexico. 

It provided that no territory acquired as a result of the 

Mexican War should oo open to slavery. The amendment 

passed the House, but was defeated in the Senate. 2 Southern 

,leaders, regarding the amendment as the opening wedge of an 

attempt to abolish slavery; united to oppose the measure. 3 

The controversy over the issue continued into 1849. 

Several suggestions were offered for the settlement of the 

question of slavery in the territories. One involved the 

extension of the Missouri Compromise line to the Pacific 

Coast, thereby, in practice dividing the newly acquired 

territory between the sections.- Another offered the doc

trine of popular sovereignty, whereby the people of a 

territory would decide for themselves about the issue of 

slavery. A third proposal would have admitted slavery to 

the territory because of the absence of a right legally to 

son, Charles w. Ramsdell, and E. Merton Coulter (lC vols., 
Baton Rouge: Louisiana State University Press and t"ltl.et 
Littlefield Fund for Southern History of the Univarsi.:y 
of Texas, 1949- ). 

2craven, Coming of iib• civil war, pp. 222-240. 

3craven, growth of southern fationalism, pp. 35-36. 
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prohibit it.4 

In the fall of 1849 C&lifornia applied for admission 

to the union as a free state. New Mexico also showed signs 

of applying soon for admission as a free state. In the 

circumstances, political leaders of the South became alarmed 

over the prospect of disruption of the balance between the 

free and slave states~ At this time there were fifteen 

free and fifteen slave states in the Union. 5 

During the next congressional session Henry Clay 

and Daniel Webster spoke in support of a compromise. During 

the same session John c. Calhoun warned Southerners against 

any settlement which might infringe upon their constitu

tional rights. 

A sectional truce, the Compromise of 1850, was 

agreed upon by Congress. The settlen~nt provided for the 

admission of California as a free state, and the creation 

of the territories of Hew Mexico and Utah. Both territories 

4Eaton, A History of the Old South, p. 540. 

5For careful treatments of the 1850 controversy and 
compromise see: Allen Johnson, Sepben A. Douglas: A studx 
!n American Politics (Hew York: Macmillan Co~, 1908), 
pp. 176-1901 Claude M. Fuess, Daniel Webster (2 vols.1 
Boston: Little, Brown, and Co., 1930), II, 198-2401 Glyndon 
G. Van Deuaen, Henry Clay (Boston: Little, Brown, and co., 
1937), PP• 396•413, Charlea M. Wilts$, J@n g. Cal9oy 
(3 vols.; Indianapolis, Bobbs-Merrill Co., 1944-1951), III, 
374-410. 
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Wl'.ire to decide locally the is,sue of slavery. Texas was 

to give t,._p to Nerw Mexico a large area of land she had 

claimed, and receive in return $10, ouu, 00(;, to be oaid })y 

the United States~ Slavery but not the slave trade was 

allowed to continue in the District of Columbia. Finally, 

a stringent fugitive sJ.ave .law, t:.o be enforced by ti1.e 

federal authorities, w·as enacted. 

In June, 1850, before the Compromise had passed 

Congress, a Southern convention met at Nashville, 1l'ennassee, 

This assemblage ::>ro?osed to protect the interest of the 

South. The delegates passed one resolution demanding the 

opening o:f the territories to slavery, but agreed as a 

last concession to accept an extension to the Pacific of 

the 36° 30' line of the Missouri Compromise. The conven-

of the second session in November the compromise measures 

had been adopted, and the real need for a convention w-as 

c:; 
over. 0 

The Com;?rornise of 18:rn was accei_.)ted by most leaders 

as a welcome settlement of sectional differences. Neverthe--

less, the com?rornise was soon violated by some Northern 

6craven, Growth of Southern Nationalism, pp. 83-llS. 
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states passing personal liberty laws and by ttorthern 

citizens resisting attempts at enforcements. These laws 

and actions made the recovery of fugitive slaves ex

tremely difficult. Although differing to some extent, 

these laws all attempted to place the power of the state 

between the fugitive slave and federal authority. In spite 

of the fact that the Compromise of 1850 had apparently 

adjusted the slavery issue in the territories, the con

troversy was revived in 1854 '.by the passage of the Ka.nsas

Sebraska Act.. Stephen A. Douglas, who was eager to have 

the territories of Hebraska and J<anaas organized, intro

duced this measure .. The bill provided for the establish

ment of the territories mentioned, and repealed the 

Missouri Compromise.. Also included was the doctrine of 

popular sovereignty.7 

The Southern congressman voted almost solidly for 

the act (because it would repeal the Missouri Compromise).8 

7numond, Anti-Slaven Origins of the Civil War in 
the United St.ates, pp. 61-661 Henry a. Sims, A Decade of 
Sectional Controve;si (Chapel Billi University of North 
Carolina Press, 1942), pp. 118-124. 

8James c. Malin, The Hebrami:@ Question, 1852-1854, 
(Lawrence, xansas: Privately printed, 1953); P. Orman Ray, 
Tb! aee,al of the Missouri Compromise, ;ta Q!'igin and 
Aut;aorah.j.e (Cleveland& Art.bur a. Cluk Co., 1909) . 



6 

The Northern anti-slavery men strenuously opposed the 

measure .. As soon as the bill was passed, the anti-slavery 

leaders of the Horth used it to rally opposition to 

slavery. 9 

A long and bitter fight over the admission of 

bnsas as a state developed between the slavery and anti

slavery forces. This struggle did not terminate until its 

exasperating aspects bad sown seeds of sectional hatred. 

bnsas was not admitted to statehood until 1861, after 

Southern opposition had been withdrawn from Congress by 

secession. 10 

Another action which helped to open the gap be

tween the Borth and South was the organization of the Re

publican party in 1856 as a purely Northern sectional 

party. 11 8$fore 1860 many Southerners already begun 

freely to threaten secession if a Republican were elected 

President. 12 

9craven, Growth of southern Nationalism, pp. 180-
190. 

10simms, )?eaade of Sectional Controversx, pp. 72-99 .. 

11Andrew w. Crandall, The Barlx Historx of the Repub
lican Partx (Boston: Richard G. Badger, 1930}, pp. 9-1261 
Allan Nevins, OX'dfal of 5he Union, II, 496-500. 

12craven, iiowtb of 1outhern Satio:p.aliam, pp. i43-
245. 



7 

The anger of the North was stirred in March of 

1857 by the Dred Scott decision of the Supreme court of 

the United states. The decision declared the Missouri 

Compromise invalid, and denied to Congress any power to 

exclude slavery from a territory. 13 This action excited 

wrath among the anti-slavery men the North. 14 

The hostility of the south toward the North was 

increased in 1859 by John Brown's raid. Brown, a fanatical 

abolitionist, attempted to loot the federal arsenal at 

Harpers Ferry, Virginia, in order to organize a rebellion 

of the @laves in that region. Thi~ attempt failed, and 

Brown was captured, tried, convicted, and hanged. Brown's 

act reduced the possibilities of a peaceful settlement of 

the slavery question. To the Northern abolitionists he 

tion horrified southerners. They regarded the intemperate 

praise of Brown by certain Northerners as evidence that the 

13cha:rles warren, The supreme Court in United 
States Bisto:ri (3 ., Boston: Little, Brown, and Co., 
1922), III, l-41. 

14craven:,. Growth of Southern Nationalism, pp. 279-
2801 Benjamin P.. 'J.·homas, ,'.~}lraham Lincoln (New York: Alfred 
A. Knopf, 1952), p. 173, 
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North was determined to destroy slavery.15 

By the beginning of 1860 it became evident that a 

struggle was developing, not only among parties, but with

in the one remaining national party. The force of sec

tionalism was working havoc with the harmony of the 

Democrats. 16 

When the Democrats assembled in a National Con

vention at Charleston on April 23, 1860, they were divided 

into two camps. Stephen A. Douglas of Illinois led one 

of these groups, William L. Yancey of Alabama,the other. 

Each of these factions submitted proposed platform planks 

to the convention. The plank presented by the Douglas 

group vaguely endorsed popular sovereignty, and proposed 

that questions involving slavery in the territories be 

left to the United States Supreme Court. The group led 

by William L. Yancey presented a plank which asserted that 

all branches of the federal government were obligated to 

15James c. Malin, John Brown and the Legend of 
Fifty-six (Philadelphia: American Philosophical Society, 
1942), pp. 247-2931 Oswald G. Villard, John Brown, 1800-
1859: A Biography Fifty Years Afte~ (Boston: Houghton 
Mifflin Co., 1911), pp. 426-591. 

16:aoy F. Nichols, The Disruption of American 
Demooracy (New York: Macmillan Co., 1948), pp. 288-322. 



protect slavery in the territories. 17 

Upon adoption of the plank presented by the Douglas 

group, the delegates from Alabama and a majority of those 

from seven other Southern states retired from the conven

tion. Unable to decide on a candidate, the disrupted con

vention adjourned to meet in Baltimore. After a stormy 

beginning, the Baltimore convention nominated Senator 

Douglas for president and Senator Benjamin Fitzpatrick of 

Alabama for vice-president. Fitzpatrick later declined to 

accept the nomination, and the national committee named 

Herschel v. Johnson of Georgia in his place. 18 

The Douglas platform expressed disapproval of state 

legislative enactments which violated the fugitive slave 

law, and endorsed the decision-of the Supreme Court as to 

rights of property in state or territories. The platform 

also reaffirmed the Cincinnati platform of 1856, which had 

advocated non-interference of Congress with slavery in 

state, territory, or the District of Columbia. 19 

17simms, Decade of sectional Controversy, pp. 203-
206. 

18Eugene H. Roseboom, A History of Presidentia~ 
Elections (New York; Macmillan co., 1957), pp. 174-175. 

l9l(irk B. Porter (aon1p.), N§tio91l Partx Platforms 
(New York: Macmillan Co., 1924), pp. 41-54. 
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The Southern Democrats nominated John c. Breckin

ridge of Kentucky for president and Joseph Lane of Oregon 

for vice-president. The main plank in this group 1 s plat

form stated that it was the duty of the federal government, 

through all means possible, to protect slavery in the 

territories. These Democrats also reaffirmed the Cincin

nati platform.20 

The former Southern Whigs, together with elements 

of the northern branch of the party, met in Baltimore as 

the Constitutional Union party and nominated the conserva

tive Whigs, John Bell of Tennessee and Edward Everett of 

Massachusett& as presidential and vice-presidential candi

dates respectively. The principles advocated by this party 

were "the Constitution of the country, the Union of the 

and of the law. " 21 

The Republican party assembled in convention in 

Chicago on May 16 and nominated Abraham Lincoln for 

president and Hannibal Hamlin of Maine for vice-president. 

The platform endorsed the Wilmot Proviso, deplored dis

union, denounced the Dred Scott decision, and denied 

20ibid., pp. 54-55. 

21Ibid., p. 52. 
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congressional power to legalize slavery in any the 

t.errit.ories. 22 

In the contest that developed, each the candi-

dates expressed devotion to the Union. As the campaign 

progressed, the two factions of the Democratic party grew 

more bitter towards each other, with Douglas finally 

accusing the Breckinridge Southerners of desiring the 

election of Lincoln so that it might be used as an excuse 

for secession. The South feared the worst of Lincoln; and 

when the November election was over and it was discovered 

that he had received 180 electoral votes, a clear majority, 

the movement for secession began in earnest. 23 

Secession sentiment in Alabama had arisen long 

before the election of 1860, and was evident in the state 

as early as i this 

ment existed in Alabama, it never gained enough support 

to become an actual threat until the latter years of the 

1850 1 s. Beginning with the Northern reaction to the Dred 

Scott decision and fed by William a. Seward's "irrepressible 

22~., pp. 55-58; Reinhard H. Luthin, The First 
Lincoln Campaign (Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 
1944) pp. 148-150. 

23 Ibid., pp. 181-182. 



12 

confliotn speech in the Senate and John Brown's raid, the 

Secessionists of Alabama, led by Yancey, renewed their 

struggle for disunion. 24 

The John Brown raid caused many Alabamians to urge 

the state government to take measures for greater military 

preparedness. When the legislature met in the fall of 1859, 

it provided for a volunteer foroe in each county and for 

several other defense measures. The legislature at this 

time also took a definite step toward the secession of 

Alabama by authorizing a state convention in the event of 

a Republican presidential victory in 1860. 25 A committee 

was appointed for this ~urpose and brought forth the 

following resolution: 

••• Be it resolved by the Senate and Bouse of 
Representatives of Alabama in general assembly 

, that happening the con-
tingency contemplated in the foregoing pre-
amble, namely, the election of a President ad
vocating the principles and action of the party 
in the Horthern States, calling itself the Repub
lican Party--it shall be the duty of the Governor, 
and he is hereby required, forthwith, to issue 
his proclamation calling upon the qualified 
voters of this state to assemble on a Monday not 
more than forty days from the date of said proc-

24clarence P. Denman, The secession Movement in 
Alabama (Montgomery: Alabama state Department of Archives 
and History, 1933), pp. 76-77. 

25Ibid. -



lamation at the several places of voting in 
their respective counties, to elect delegates 
to a convention of the State to consider, 
determine, and do what ever in the opinion 
of said convention the rights, interests and 
honor of the State of Alabama. require to be 
done for their protection. 26 

13 

When the state Democratic leaders met in convention 

at Montgomery in January, 1860, they instructed their dele

gates to the National Convention to insist upon the doc

trine of Yancey, and to withdraw from the convention if 

this idea was refused. When the National Convention re

jected Yancey's plank, the Alabama delegation, in obedience 

to instructions, returned home.27 

The division of the Democratic party resulted in 

three presidential candidates being presented to the 

people of Alabama, Stephen A. ·Douglas by the National 

Democrats, Breckinridge by the Southern Democrats, and 

Bell by the Constitutional Unionists. 

In the campaign that followed, each party posed 

as the true Union party. The Constitutional Unionists 

stated that their platform was the only one upon which 

the voters of both sections of the country could stand. 

26Acts of Alabama, 1859-60, pp. 658-697, quoted in 
~-, p. 79. 

27 tbid., pp. 81. 
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On the slavery question, they stated that neither Congress 

nor a territorial legislature had any right to legislate 

on the problem, that "popular sovereignty" violated the 

Constitution, and that the decision of the Supreme court 

had closed the question. Alabama Constitutional Unionists 

also denounced in a local platform plank the Democratic

sponsored resolution calling for an Alabama convention in 

the event of the election of a Republican president. 28 

The Breckinridge platform in Alabama was the same 

as in the rest of the South. It advocated federal protec

tion of slavery in the territories. Although the Douglas 

platform advocated popular sovereignty, few Alabama 

Douglas men professed to believe in it, but supported 

their candidate on the ground that he alone could poll 

enough votes to defeat the Republicans. 29 

Bell and Douglas eaah carried five counties and 

Breckinridge carried the other forty-two. 30 Bell's main 

strength was in the old Whig counties of the Black Belt, 

but he made a good showing in almost all the counties. 

28Ibid., pp. 83-84. 

29Ibid., p. 84 .. 

30'1he popular vote was a Breckinridge--49, :: ,_ 9.; 
Bell--27,827; and Douglas--13,657. 
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Except for the strong showing Douglas made in the Tennessee 

Valley and the Mobile area, he received little support in 

Alabama. 31 

The decisive factor in Alabama in turning public 

opinion in favor of secession was the election of Lincoln. 

Immediately following the casting of the electorial vote 

Governor Andrew B. Moore called a state convention for 

January 7, 1861, to consider sece$sion. He designated 

December 24, 1860, as the day for the election of dele

gates.. Before this proclamation was issued, active cam

paigning for delegates had already begun. Broadly speaking, 

Alabamians were divided into two groupsu the usecession

ists," who favored immediate and separate secession of the 

state1 and the 11Co-operationist-s," who wanted t.o meet with 

the other slave states in a Southern Convention and ao-

operate with them in any action taken. 

It is generally agreed that the Co-operationists 

were made up of at least three distinct groups. The first 

of the divisions has been called 11Co-operation Secession

ists" because of their desire for united act.ion on t.he 

part of the southern states in withdrawing from the Union. 

31Denman, lh• §!oeasion ffovement. in Alabag, p. 85. 
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A second large group has been classed as "Ultimate 

Sece11sionists 11 in view of the fact that they believed 

the union should be given another chance to redress the 

grievances of the south. If this failed then, they, t.oo, 

would be ready for secession. Finally there were the 

Unionists who opposed leaving the union under any circum

stances and who supported co-operation only as a means 

of defeating secession.32 

Most of the Co-operationists contended that Alabama 

should postpone her action until the other slave stat.es and 

border states had acted, since all these states had a common 

grievance and therefore should take common action. Others 

argued that peaceful secession was possible only through 

united action. The most common-argument of the avowed 

Unionists was that secession would solve none of the prob

lems of the South and could lead only to war. 33 

The campaign of the secessionists, or "straight. 

outs," advocated separate action only in withdrawing from 

the union. They maintained that a convention of the slave 

32Ibid., pp. 93-100. 

33Ibid., pp. 92-951 walter L. Fleming, Civil War 
and Reconstruction in Alabama, (New York, Columbia univer
sity Press, 1905), pp. 28-29. 
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states for the purpose of joint secession would be a viola

tion of the United States Constitution which statesu "No 

state shall without the consent of Congress enter into any 

agreement or compact with another state ....... 34 Also, 

they argued that since the stat.es had entered the union 

by separate action, they •hould leave in the same way. A 

different argument that won many to the cause of disunion 

was that by secession the Southern states could reach 

better terms with the North than they could be remaining 

in the Union. 'lb.ere was thus hope on the part of some 

that by voting for secession their action would force a 

reorganization of the Union in such a way as ~ogive the 

South more control over federal act.ions affecting its 

interest .. 35 

34 Art .. I, sec .. 10 .. 

35oenman, 'lbe secession Movement in Alabama, pp. 
93-97 .. 



Immediately following the presidential election in 

November, Governor Moore indicated that be would fulfill 

the requirements of a legislative resolution calling for 

a state convention in the event of Lincoln's election. 

After the formal vote of the presidential electors, the 

Governor issued on December 6 his official proclamation 

calling for an election of delegates to a convention to 

consider secession. By the time this proalamation was 

issued a campaign for the election of the two delegates 

allocated to Tuscaloosa County was already in progress$ 

The contest in the county was in general between the same 

groups that were campaigning in the other parts of the 

state .. 

'the Secessionists were the first of the parties 

to begin activities in Tuscaloosa County. on November 29 

a large crowd responded to the secessionists' call to meet 

in the county courthouse. 'the meeting elected Judge John 

Ormond, formerly of the state supreme court, ae chairman. 

18 
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A committee was also appointed to draft a resolution, and 

to propose two candidates for the state conventiono The 

resolution, adopted by the meeting, stated that Lincoln's 

election was a virtual overthrow of the ccnstitution and 

that Alabama should immediately withdraw from the Union. 

The candidates nominated were Rev. Basil Manly and Dr. 

Landon Garland, who declined because of his duties as 

president of the University of Alabama. A. s. Nicolson 

was then appointed in Garland•s plaae.l 

At the time of this campaign, Nicolson was forty

three years of age. He was born in Virginia and was a 

Democrat. Although he listed himself as an attorney, it 

appears that he was a small planter, for he owned fourteen 

slaves and property worth f48,000* 2 Manly was a man of 

sixty-one. 

Nicolson, also a Democrat. He listed his occupation as 

1Charles Manly to Basil Manly, December 2, 1860, 
Manly Collection (university of Alabama Library, Tusca
loosa), Folder 125. In this letter Charles Manly stated 
that the Secessionists of Tuscaloosa County adopted the 
resolutions of the Mobile secessionists. These resolu
tions are to be found in Denman, The secession Movement 
in Alabama, pp. 100-101. 

2original MSS Returns for the Census of 1860 
(Population), Tuscaloosa. County, Alabama (Sta'te Dep&J:t
ment of AJ:chives and History, Montgomery). A microfilm 
copy was used at the University of Alaba• Library. 
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a Baptist minister, and he owned a plantation with thirty

seven slaves valued at more than $100,000. Manly was 

formerly president of the University of Ala.bama.3 

At a meeting on December 3, the Co-operationists 

nominated as their candidates for the convention William 

R. Smith and Robert Jemison, Jrs, and adopted a resolution 

opposing immediate secession. This statement declared 

that Alabama should consult with her sister slaveholding 

states in a convention in order to attempt to re~over 

Southern rights within the union before considering seces

sion.4 

Jemison was one of the largest planters and land

owners in the county, although he also listed himself as 

an attorney. His real estate and personal property was 

valued at $569,000 in 1860, included in which were 176 

slaves. He was a native of Georgia, and in 1860 was fifty

two years old. Jemison was an active Whig in politics and 

had been elected as Tuscaloosa County's member of the state 

3Ibid.; Thomas M. owen, History of Alabama 
Dictionary of Alabama Biography (4 vols.1 Chicago: 
Publishing Co., 1921), IV, 1155. 

and 
Clarke 

4'.l'Uscaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, December 
7, 1860. 
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senate four times since 1851.5 The other Co-operationist 

candidate, William R. Smith, had been a Whig congressman 

from the Tuscaloosa district from 1850 to 1857. In con

trast to Jemison, Smith owned only five slaves and listed 

his wealth as $8,000. He was forty-five years old at the 

time of the election, and was a native of Kentuclty. Bis 

occupation was listed as attorney. 6 From all indications 

Jemison was a true Co-operationist, but Smith only traveled 

under the banner of Co-operation and later showed himself 

to be a unionist. 

The two chief formal media for disseminating cam

paign information in 1860:'were newspapers and speeches. 

Of the two newspapers in the county, the Observer sup

ported the Secessionists and the Independent Monitor 

supported the Co-operationists. 7 

5original MSS Returns for the Census of 1860 
(Population), Tuscaloosa County, Alabamar Owen, History 
of Alabama, III, 902. 

6original MSS Returns for the Census of 1860 
(Population)1 'l'Usoaloosa County, Alabama; owen, Bistor~ 
of Alabama, IV, 1597. 

7unfortunately few copies of the Tuscaloosa Observer 
for this period are still in existence. However, some of 
the editorials from this newspaper were reprinted in 
neighboring papers and these have been used in determining 
some of the secessionist arguments. Often during the 
campaigning, aeoessionists from adjoining counties spoke 
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The secessionists viewed Lincoln's election as a 

deliberate move on the pa.rt of the North to disregard 

Southern feeling, and to begin a policy of aggression 

towards the South. 8 The Unionist opinion was that Lincoln 

had harmed no one as yet, and that until he did no action 

should be taken. 9 

Another difference between the secessionists and 

unionists a.rose over what would happen if the Republicans 

gained a majority in Congress. The Secessionists held 

that the Republicans would tamper with the membership of 

the Supreme Court to obtain a majority favorable to ex

cluding slavery from the territories by reversing Chief 

Justice Taney's opinion for the majority in the Dred Scott 

case. The unionists pointed out that constitutionally 

justices held office during good behavior. 10 It was even 

in Tuscaloosa County. Addresses made by these secession 
leaders in their home counties are available, therefore, 
it has been assumed that arguments similar to the ones pre
sented in their home counties were presented by them in 
Tuscaloosa County. Fortunately, a complete file of the 
Tuscaloosa Independent Monitor for this period is available, 
and it is possible to find in this newspaper many of the 
Co-operationist arguments and rebuttals of the Secession
ists arguments. 

8Letter from Basil Manly, quoted in Carrollton 
!fest Alabamian, November 28, 1860. 

9fusoaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, Rovember 
23, 1860. 

lOcarrollton (Alabama) Republican, December 13, 1860. 
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alleged that all nine justices had shown favor to the 

South, so that at least five of them would have to die 

before a new majority could be created by the Republi

cans.11 Neither side speculated on what might happen if 

the Republicans attempted to increase the number of justices 

on the court in order to fill these newly created places 

with members of their party. 

The Secessionists also charged that the Republi

cans were plotting to abolish slavery in Washington, D. c. 

Their opponents agreed, but asked what help Alabama could 

give to the other slave states in preventing this move if 

she withdrew her Representatives and senators. 12 

Another grievance of the Secessionists was that 

the Northern states refused to execute the federal fuga

tive slave law, and even hindered its execution. The 

means by which the Northern states carried out this hin

derance varied, but in general they were accomplished by 

the passage of personal liberty laws including penalties 

to be levied on anyone convicted of kidnapping. Attempting 

to return an alleged slave to 

11Ibid .. 

12~. 

South might easily result 
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in charges of kidnapping. The Unionists admitted that 

this was true, but pointed out that Alabama would not 

be able to benefit at all from any fugitive slave law if 

she were outside of the Union. 13 The logic behind this 

argument was that Article I, section 10, of the United 

States Constitution would prohibit border slave states 

from entering into fugitive slave agreements with states 

out of the Union, and that the predominantly free state 

Union would never negotiate an international treaty for the 

return of fugitive slaves. 

secessionists warned that enough free states would 

be admitted to the Union to give the North the three

fourths majority needed to amend the Constitution and 

abolish slavery. In answer to-this point the Unionists 

avowed that for the North to achieve such a majority 

enough new states would have to be admitted to raise the 

free state total to forty-five--an apparently impossible 

number to aohieve. 14 

The advocates of disunion argued that John Brown's 

raid, and other raids in Texas, were enough to justify 

13.lli.q. 

14:t))icl. 
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withdrawal from the Union. The Unionists contended that 

a state was much better able to cope with such incursions 

within the union, due to the availability of federal 

troops. It was stressed that John Brown's party was cap

tured by federal forces. 

Another grievance of the Secessionists was that 

the national government had disposed of the revenue and 

property of the Union to the advantage of the Northern 

states. 15 The Unionists exclaimed that secession would 

surrender all rights to the common property of the Union, 

including the territories. 16 

A final Secessionist argument was that a state 

secedi~g from the union would not be liable to coercion 

by the federal government as would a state violating the 

constitution by making compacts with other states while 

still in the union. In reply, the opponents of secession 

pointed out that this was true only so long as the state 

was part of the United States. After secession the state 

would be considered a foreign country against which inter-

15Tuscaloosa (Alabama) Observer, quoted by Mont
gomery Weekl~ Mail, December 10, 1860. 

16Tuscaloosa (Alabama) Ipdependent Monitor, 
December 21, 1860. 
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national war might be waged. 17 

One of the leading points of the Unionists was to 

ask what tangible harm, if any, had been done to the 

South. 18 There were many responses to this question. one 

listed changes made in the commerce laws of the United 

States, supposedly to divert trade to the Northern states, 19 

Another called attention to the government's disposal of 

its property and revenue in order to favor the North. A 

third asserted that the government would soon be operated 

solely for the purpose of destroying slavery.20 

The most common argument of the unionists was that 

secession would not cure any of the evils of which the 

south comp;lainea. 21 In addition, it was alleged that 

Alabama would have to pay duties on goods going out of 

the state into Tennessee or even Mississippi, and would 

17carrollton {Alabama) Re12ublican, December 13, 1860. 

18r.ruscaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, Decem
ber 7, 1860. 

19Tuscaloosa (Alabama) Observer, quoted by Mont
gomery (Alabama) Weekly Mail, December 10, 1860. 

20Tuscaloosa (Alabama) observer, quoted in the 
Montgomery (Alabama) Weekly Mail, December 28, 1860. 

21Tuscaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, Decem
ber 30, 1860. 
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have to set up a whole system of national government 

functions. 22 Of course, these latter arguments ignored 

the possibility that Tennessee and Mississippi would secede 

and that a large Southern confederation would be formed to 

assume national government responsibilities. 

The issues at stake, the arguments given, and the 

rebuttals presented in Tuscaloosa County were, for the 

most part, similar to the Co-operationist and Secessionist 

patterns followed in the rest of Alabama. 23 

The direct issue between Secessionists and Unionists 

was not the only issue presented to the voters. The Co

operationist party ~ncluded both declared Unionists and 

those evading the immediate issue by ing the ad

visability of co-operation with other states. Some of 

the latter were sincerely irous of consul 

tion and co-operaticn and would consider secession by a 

group of states as a suitable Southern action. However, 

others were merely using the co-operation idea as a cam

ouflage for ultimate Unionism, hoping by delay to achieve 

what they feared could not be accomplished by a direct 

92-115. 

22carrollton (Alabama) Republican, December 13, 1860. 

23oenman, The secession Movement in Alabama, pp. 
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forcing of the basic issue at the December election. 

Immediate secessionists were as concerned with refuting 

the Co-operationist position as they were with overcoming 

the overt Unionists. Actually, Secessionists dreaded the 

effect of delay as equivalent to defeat. 

One of the arguments for immediate secession was 

that since the state, in ratifying the federal constitu

tion, entered the Union by separate action it should now 

leave by the sarne method. That this idea was not strictly 

applicable to any state not of the original thirteen does 

not seem to have been mentioned. Furthermore, they main

tained that Alabama could not co-operate in a convention 

with the other Southern states without violating the afore

mentioned section of the United States Constitution which 

forbade any state to enter into an agreement with another 

state without the consent of Congress. The Secessionists 

also warned that a move of this type was certain to lead 

to civil war. 24 The opponents of immediate secession re-· 

plied that they were not proposing to draw up a written 

agreement, but were advocating merely an informal under

standing between the states.25 

24areensboro (Alabama) };!!aeon, December 21, 1860. 

25~. 
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A further argument for separate secession was that 

if the other Southern states rejected a bid from Alabama 

for co-operative secession, then Alabama's unilateral 

secession in the face of such rejection would be more 

offensive than if she had seceded without their counsei.26 

The Co-operationists, on the other hand, maintained that 

a separation without consultation was sure to make the 

other Southern states think Alabama had no confidence in 

them. 27 secessionists retorted that separate secession 

by Alabama would exhibit the greatest confidence in the 

other states by showing that Alabama had no doubt ot 

their support. 28 

Finally, the Secessionists claimed that since 

there was little or no difference between the secessionist 

and Co-operationist platforms, it should make no difference 

how Alabama seceded. Therefore, why not leave the matter 

to the statesmen who would comprise the Alabama convention? 

The whole election was, from the point of view of the Co

operationists, an opportunity for the voters to express 

26Ibid. 

27Tuscaloosa (Alabama) In~e2endent ~onitor, Decem
ber 21, 1860. 

28 Greensboro (Alabama) Beaco9, December 21, 1860. 



their opinions by choosing between "statesmen" of dif

ferent persuasions.29 

30 

one of the leading arguments of the Co-operationists 

was that a convention of Southern states might be able to 

secure redress of their grievances. 30 The secessionists 

countered this argument by stating that since conferences 

and other means had failed before they were sure to fail 

again. 31 

Another point made by those for co-operation was 

that the slave states should show harmony and strength 

by withdrawing together, because they had a "common honor, 

common interests and a common destiny. .. 32 . . . The 

secessionists attempted to refute this point by stating 

that if Alabama waited for co-operation from all of the 

slave statea she might never secede. 33 

One of the arguments made against immediate seces-

29rusoaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, 
December 14, 1860. 

lOibid.1 December 21, 1860. 

31carrollton West Alabamian, November 28, 1860. 

32ruscaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, 
December 7, 1860. 

33areensboro (Alabama) Beacon, December 21, 1860. 
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sion was that hasty action by the cotton states might, by 

showing lack of confidence in the other slave states, not 

only turn the border states against secession but also 

cause them to form a third confederacy. 34 The response 

of some of the Secessionists was that it might not be a 

bad idea to have a buffer country between the cotton states 

and the North.35 

Many of the Co-operationists contended that the 

only method of peaceful secession would be by co-operation, 

which would 0 giva a government ••• able not only to 

protect the life, liberty, and property of its citizens, 

but to repel all aggression from abroad."36 

Finally, the Co-operationists explained that 

Governor Moore's proclamation was illegal because it 

allowed only eighteen days between the time it was issued 

and the date of the election, although Alabama law re

quired forty days. 37 The Secessionists could claim only 

34Tuscaloosa (Alabama) IndeEendent Monitor, 
January 4, 1860. 

35Greensboro (Alabama) Beacon, December 21, 1860. 

36Tuscaloosa (Alabama) Indtr12endent Monitor, 
January 4, 1860. 

37carrollton (Alabama) Republican, December l, 1860. 
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that the issues were more than a decade old and fully 

understood by the voters. Furthermore, they attempted 

to divert attention to the idea that adequate time for 

informal consult.at.ions with other states was allowed by 

the two weeks between the election and the January 7 meeting 

of the convention.38 

In surveying the canvass of the Secessionists and 

Co-operationists in Tuscaloosa County the evidence points 

to the conclusion that the arguments used by both sides 

were in general the ones similar to those used throughout 

Alabama.. The Co-operationists, or Unionists, in Tuscaloosa 

probably gave more forceful presentations of their argu

ments and rebuttals because they had abler leaders then 

most of the other counties in Alabama. The secessionist 

run to 

been weak in the presentation of their views because of 

the inexperience of their candidates. 

38irusealoosa (Alabama) Observer, quoted in the 
Montgomery (Alabama) Weekly; .Mail, December 28, 1860 .. 



CHAPTER III 

ANALYSIS OF SECESSIONIST AND CO-OPERATIONIST LEADERS 

The group of names upon which this chapter is 

based was obtained from newspapers published in the county 

in 1860 and l86l, from published reminiscences and manur 

script correspondence of the period, and from histories 

of the county. Some of these men attended political 

meetings in support of Bell or Breckinridge and later 

supported secession orco--operation • .Much of the informa

tion concerning these men was taken from the unpublished 

census of 1860.1 

Most of the tables included in this chapter were 

compiled by using sixty-three names as a base for calcula

tions. Some were calculated with a smaller number of 

names because of lack of necessary information. The 

tables using the larger number of names will, of course, 

more probably be truly representative of the county. These 

1sources of names and information are listed in 
footnote l of Appendix III. Biographioal dat.a on each 
man is presented in a~lJ?)endices I through IV. 

33 
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men were, in general, not the average voters, but the 

political leaders of the county. 

One of the many elements influential in political 

choice is the occupation in which the voter is engaged. 

Of the group investigated almost 41 per cent were planters. 

Of the Secessionists, 50 per cent were agriculturalists, 

but only 36 per cent of those identified as Co-operation

ists were planters. 2 It may be that those who owned most 

of the slaves in the county, were inclined to become 

Secessionists, fearing the long range threat to slavery 

inherent in the Republican party victory. 

TABLE l 

OCCUPATIONS OF SECESSIONIST AND CO-OPERATIONIST LEADERS 
.EXCLUDING MISCELLANEOUS OCCUPATIONS 

occupation 

Attorney 
Physician 
Minister 
Planter 
Merchant 
Teacher 

Percentage 
of 

Secessionist 
(32) 

19 
6 

13 
50 

3 
9 

Percentage 
of 

Co-operationist 
(28) 

32 
0 
4 

36 
28 

0 

2All references made to Co-operationist.s and 
Secessionists in this chapter pertain only to the 64 men 
investigated. 
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All seven of the physicians listed in this survey 

were in favor of secession. Only two# however, were solely 

dependent on this occupation for their support. The others 

were all slaveholders and have been considered as planters, 

as it has been assumed that planting was their main source 

of income. 3 Furthermore, both the exceptions were members 

of slaveholding families. The controlling factor in this 

group's position may have been slavery rather than profes

sion. 

Another occupation surveyed which showed all of 

its members to be Secessionists was the teaching profee

sion. Close to 9 per cent of the Secessionists listed 

were teachers. All but one of the teachers were slave

holders. Many of the teachers -considered in this exami-

nation were college That a was 

probably required to support slavery in order to secure a 

position in a Southern college in 1860 might explain the 

actions of some of the teachers in 'fusoaloosa County. 4 

3often an individual is listed by the census as 
having followed two occupations.. In c1u1urua of this type 
the occupation in whioh the individual spent the majority 
of his effort has been used as his occupation. 

4william E. Dodd, Sj;!tesmeg of 3lhe Old South (New 
Yorks Macmillan Co., 1929), p. 210. 
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file president of the University of Alabama had been so 

openly associated with secession ideas that he was proposed 

as Secessionist candidate for the convention. 

The attorneys and judges of 'l'Uscaloosa County were 

more strongly opposed to disunion than any of the occupa

tions investigated. Just under 32 per cent of those 

advocating co-operation listed themselves as attorneys: 

several of these individuals were either judges or held 

other public office. Only about 19 per cent of the 

Secessionists were attorneys. 

Approximately 13 per cent of the support for seces

sion was supplied by members of the clergy. The Co-opera

tionists, in contrast, received only 4 per cent support 

by this group. However, it should be explained that the 

majority of the ministers surveyed were of the .Baptist 

denomination, and the leading Baptist minister of the 

county, Basil Manly, was one of the secession candidates. 

It may be, then, that the ministers investigated were 

following Manly's lead. Jemison, one of the Co-operation

ist candidates complained that the clergy and professors 
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had 0 taken the stumpu against him. 5 

The merchants of the county that were investigated 

favored co-operation. Some 28 per cent of the Co-opera

tionists studied were merchants, but only 3 per cent of 

the Secessionists were of this occupation. Possibly 

merchants of the south in 1860 desired to preserve their 

commercial and even social ties with their Northern counter

parts. The wealthier merchants occasionally made business 

trips to the North, where they imbibed a less sectional 

view. More likely the merchants were simply afraid that 

secession would sever their lines of supply with the North. 

This would have resulted in loss of some of their trade. 

Finally, it should be noted that some of the merchants 

listed were born in the North or abroad and, therefore, 

quite probably more moderate in their views than most of 

the voters born in the slave states. 

The political views of an individual's native area 

apparently exerted influence on his decision as to seces

sion in only a few cases. In the case of men born in 

Alabama, South Carolina, and Tennessee, the Co-operationists 

5Robert Jemison, Jr., to E. D. Webb, December 4, 
1860, copy in Jemison Collection (University of Alabama 
Library, TUsoaloosa). Thia and other copies hereinaft:.er 
cited are found in the letter press copy books in the 
collection. 
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and the Secessionists sampled show almost the same per

centages. The same is true of the few foreign born con

sidered. 

'l'ABLE 2 

PLACE OF BIR.TH OP SECESSIONIST AND 
CO-OPERA'l'IONIST LEADERS 

Place of Birth 

Alabama 
Georgia 
Kentucky 
North Carolina 
south carolina 
Tennessee 
Virginia 
Borthern 
Foreign 

Percentage 
of 

Secessionist 
(33) 

15 
15 

0 
18 
18 

3 
24 

0 

~ 

Percentage 
of 

Co-operationist 
(31) 

16 
23 

3 
13 
19 

3 
6 

10 
6 

Although not divided by exactly the same percentages, 

natives of Georgia and North Carolina showed a very close 

division on the question of secession. No Secessionists 

were born in Kentucky, although one of the Co-operationists 

was from that state. Some 6 per cent of the Co-operation

ists, and just under 24 per cent of the secessionists 

investigated were natives of Virginia. The majority of 

these voters were large slaveholders and were of ooaupations 
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which favored secession. 

All three of those investigated who were of Northern 

birth favored co-operation. Apparently because of their 

birthplace these voters were not as perturbed over the 

slavery question as were the southern born. 

TABLE 3 

RELIGIOUS AFPILIATIOlf OF SECESSIONIST AND 
CO-OPERATIONIST LEADERS 

Religion 

Baptist 

catholic 
Episcopal 

Methodist 

Presbyterian 

Percentage 
of 

Secessionist 
(19) 

47 

0 

0 

37-

16 

Percentage 
of 

Co-operationist 
(18) 

17 

6 

28 

28 

22 

Denominational affiliation in some instances appears 

to be highly significant in attitudes towards secession. 

Approximately 47 per cent of the secessionists surveyed 

were Baptistsi but only 17 per cent of the co-operationists 

were Baptists. This, of course, was probably due to the 

influence of Dr. Manly. The other notable difference in 

religious preference between the secessionists and. co-
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operationists who were examined was in the case of the 

Episcopalians. This denomination made up 28 per cent of 

the Co-operationists surveyed, but gave no support to 

the secessionists. '1'he one identified catholic was a 

Co-operationist. Among the Methodists and Presbyterians 

of this group a fairly close division appears. 

TABLE 4 

AGE OF SECESSIONIST AND CO-OPERATIONIST LEADERS 

Percentage Percentage 
Age of of 

(in years) secessionist Co-operationist 
(33) (30) 

70 and over 12 0 
60-69 15 13 
50-59 12 17 
40-49 24 40 
30-39 27 20 
21-29 9 10 

One of the factors often overlooked in the analysis 

of voters is age. Of the sixty-three men investigated 

as to age, those 70 years old or more were the only group 

which differed greatly in their voting choice. Almost 

12 per cent of these secessionists were over 70 years, 

but no one over 70 years of age was listed as a co-opera

tionist. A reason for this divergence could have been the 
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economic and occupational st.at.us of these men. All were 

large planters and slaveholders, who would have been most 

likely to support secession. An examination of the rest 

of the group shows that Secessionists and co-operationists 

follow the same age pattern. Both groups drew their main 

strength from the 30 to 39 and 40 to 49 year age groups. 

These groups oomposed 51 per cent of the secessionists 

and 60 per cent of the Co-operationists. The remainder 

of the age groups, of those surveyed, are similar in 

percent.ages, varying only slightly between the Secessionists 

and Co-operationists. 

TABLE 5 

SLAVEHOLDING BY SECESSIONIST AND CO-OPERATIONIST 
LEADERS 

Number of 
Slaves owned 

100 and over 

50-99 

30-49 

20-29 

10-19 

l- 9 

Percentage 
of 

Secessionist 
(28) 

14 

7 

36 

7 

18 

18 

Percentage 
of 

Co-operationist 
(18) 

6 

6 

17 

22 

17 

33 
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'I'he slaveholders of Tuscaloosa County played an 

outstanding role in the secession election.6 Of the forty

six investigated, twenty-eight were Secessionists, and 

eighteen were Co-operationists. Five of these slave

holders owned over 100 slaves each. Four of these planters 

were Secessionists, comprising 14 per cent of this party 

group. The fifth man, representing about 6 per cent of 

the slaveholder Co-operationist vote, was one of the 

candidates, Robert Jemison, Jr. The group of men who 

owned between fifty and ninety-nine slaves was divided 

about evenly between secessionists and Co-operationists. 

Almost 7 per cent of the Secessionist slaveholders and 

6 per cent of the Co-operationist slaveholders belonged 

in this group. The men who owned between thirty and forty-

nine slaves were apparently so concerned over abolition 

6rn 1860 there were 10,145 slaves in Tuscaloosa 
County as compared to 12,971 whites. Some 44 per cent 
of the population were slaves. At the same time 745 heads 
of families owned slaves in the county. This represents 
an average of thirteen slaves owned by each slaveholder. 
The county was slightly above the 1860 average of ten 
slaves owned per slaveholder. Twenty or more slaves were 
owned by 126 of the slaveholders in the county. This 
represents about 17 per cent the slaveholders in Tusca-
loosa County in 1860. In relation to the percentage of 
large slaveholders, Tuscaloosa was about average for the 
st.ate. Louis Friedman Herzberg, 11 Negro Slavery in Tusca
loosa County, Alabama, 1818-1865 11 {trnpublished M.A. 
Thesis, University of Alabama, 1950), pp. 3-6. 
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that 36 per cent of the Secessionist slaveholder support 

came from this bracket. This group undoubtedly was made 

up to some extent of the planter who was still in the 

process of enlarging his property holdings. only 17 per 

cent of the Co-operationist slaveholder vote was from 

this group. 

The voters who owned twenty to twenty-nine slaves 

made up only a little more than 7 per cent of the Seces

sionist vote, yet they represented 22 per cent of the Co

operationist vote. Both parties were composed of approx

imately equal percentages in the bracket of ten to nine

teen slaves, in 18 per cent of the Secessionists and 17 per 

cent of the Co-operationists. 

A wide division took place in the group of slave

holders who possessed from one to nine slaves. Slave

holders from this group made up 18 per cent of the total 

Secessionist vote, but Co-operationists of this group made 

up 33 per cent of the opposition vote. Probably the ex

planation for this alignment is that slaveowners within 

this bracket 'N'ere not planters, but merchants, attorneys, 

and menen.gaged in other occupations who would have been 

less affected by the emancipation of the slaves than would 

the planter. 
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The secessionists drew the majority of their 

strength from those men who owned more than thirty slaves, 

particularly from those who owned from thirty to forty

nine slaves. Among the leaders studied, more than 70 per 

cent of the Co-operationist strength was derived from the 

small slave-holder. These were men who owned fewer than 

thirty slaves, and the great majority of these men actually 

owned fewer than ten slaves. 

In review it can be said that slavery in itself 

seems to have affected the decision of the slaveowners 

in their choice between secession or co-operation in 

Tuscaloosa County. The large slaveholder, in general, 

advocated secession, and the small slaveholder, co-opera

tion. 

Another factor that affected voting in the seces

sion election was the economic level of the voter. This 

level hM been determined for the men.surveyed by the 

addition of the value of the voter's real estate to the 

value of his personal property (principally slaves). 

Among the persons whose economic levels were com

puted at more than f200,000, a much greater proportion re

vealed a preference for secession. The Secessionists from 

this stratum comprised 22 per cent of their party, but 
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only l per cent of the co-operationists were from this 

level. '!'his is understandable if it is remembered that 

all of these men were large planters and stood to suffer 

the greatest financial loss in the event of abolition. 

TABLE 6 

ECONOMIC STA'l'OS OF SECESSIONISTS AND 
CO-OPERATIONISTS LEADERS* 

Value Percentage Percentage 
of of of 

Real and Personal Secessionist Co-operationist 
Property Leaders Leaders 

$200,000 and over 22 3 

100,000 and under 200,000 15 7 

50,000 and under 100,000 25 17 

20,000 and under 50,000 21 40 

10,000 and under 20,000 4 10 

under 10,000 15 24 

*Based on c0mbined real estate and personal prop
erty values. Value of slaves was included in personal 
property totals and constituted the bulk of personal 
property for nearly all 23 cases investigated. 

'fbose men who listed their economic level between• 

$100,000 and $200,000 made up 15 per cent of the seces

sionists, but only 7 per cent of the Co-operationists. 

Again the ownership of large plantations appears to have 

affected the attitude toward division of the federal union. 



46 

The economic group ranging from $50,000 to $100,000 

furnished 25 per cent of the Secessionist group, but only 

17 per cent of the Co-operationist. Probably a great many 

of these individuals were planters increasing their holdings, 

and became disunionists because of fear of the consequences 

of a Republican administration. 

A larger percentage of the Co-operationists were 

from the $20,000 to $50,000 division than was true of 

Secessionists. The $10,000 to $20,000 economic level 

furnished neither party with a very large percentage of 

voters. The Co-operationist party received 10 per cent 

of their support from this body, and the Secessionists 

drew almost 4 per cent of their advocates from this level. 

The co-operation advocates drew much more of their strength 

from below the $10,000 economic level than did the support

ers of disunion. About 24 per cent of the Co-operationists 

and 15 per cent of their opponents were of this level. The 

voters from this group were, for the most part, young 

physicians, lawyers, merchants, and ministers. Some of 

the Secessionists of this group were affected, in one way 

or another, by personal ties with some prominent member 

of the Secessionists. For instance one of t1i.ese men, 

Charles Manly, was the son of one of the secession candi-
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dates, Basil Manly. Another, J. c. Guild, was the son of 

one of the larger slaveholders of the county, Dr. James 

Guild. 

Viewing the comparison of economic standing with 

sentiment on the secession issue, a pattern is evident in 

which the extremely wealthy composed a greater percentage 

of the Secessionists than they did the Co-operationists. 

A clear division between Secessionists and Co-operationists 

can be found at the $50,000 economic level. Voters above 

this level made up 62 per cent of the disunionists; voters 

from below the $50,000 level 74 per cent of the Co-opera

tionists. 

Party 

Whig 

Democratic 

TAB.LE 7 

PARTY AFFILIATION OF SECESSIONIST AND 
CO-OPERATIONIS'l' LEAD~S 

Percentage 
of 

Secessionist 
Leaders 

12 

88 

Percentage 
of 

Co-operationist 
Leaders 

71 

29 

The political affiliation of the Secessionists and 

co-operationists prior to 1860 must be considered as a 

factor in the secession election. Xnspection of the Seaes-
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sionists reveals that the Whigs furnished only 12 per cent 

of these men, but close to 71 per cent of the Co-opera

tionists were Whigs. The Democrats, on the other hand, 

furnished 88 per aent of the secessionists' strength, but 

only 29 per cent of the Co-operationists'. The Tuscaloosa 

Whigs seem to have been quite in agreement with the majority 

of the Whigs of the South who, in the 1861 crisis, became 

11 identified with caution and concession rather than pre

cipitate secession."7 

By comparing the Democrats identified as secession

ists with those that were classed as Co-operationists some 

characteristics can be discerned. The majority of the 

group d:f Democratic secessionists made a living by planting. 

Some of the Democratic Co-operationists were also planters, 

but almost as many of this group were attorneys. The ages 

of both these groups about the same, both averaging in 

the early to middle forties. No attempt has been made to 

compare the religious affiliation of these groups as there 

is a scarcity of this type of information for the Democratic 

Co-operationists. 

7'l'homas B. Alexander, "Persistent Whiggery in 
Alabama and the Lower South, 1860-1867," Alabama Review, 
XII (January, 1959), pp. 37-38. 
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The major differences between the Democrats who 

were Secessionists and their counterparts among the Co

operationists was in property and slaveownership. The 

larger part of the Democratic Secessionists owned more 

than thirty slaves. At the same time the majority of the 

Democrats who were Co-operationists owned fewer than thirty 

slaves. Another alignment is obvious in a comparison of 

the general economic status of these men. The majority 

of the Democrats investigated who were Secessionists were 

from above the $50,000 economic level, but the majority of 

the investigated Democratic Co-operationists were from be

low this level. In fact several of the Democrats who were 

Secessionists owned more than $100,000 worth of property, 

but no Democratic Co-operationi~ts did. 

Over two thirds of the Co-operationists investi

gated were members of the Whig party. When these individ

uals are compared with the Whigs who were Secessionists 

several differences become apparent. Most of the Whig 

co-operationists were engaged in occupations other than 

large planting, but all four of the Whigs who were Seces

sionists were planters. The Whigs who were Secessionists 

owned between thirty and forty-five slaves. The Co-opera

tionists Whigs, in most cases, fewer than forty slaves. 
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Another difference between the Whig Secessionist and Whig 

Co-operationistswas their economic levels. All four of 

the Whigs in favor of secession had an economic level of 

more than $50,000, but most of the Whigs opposed to seces

sion were from below this level. No appreciable differences 

in age, religion, or birthplace can be detected between 

these two groups of Whigs. 

In review it may be stated that the major differ

ences between the Whig secessionists and Whig Co-opera

tionists were the same as those between the Democratic 

secessionists and Democratic Co-operationists. In both 

cases the Secessionists were larger slaveowners and of a 

higher economic level. Also in both instances a larger 

majority of Secessionists were planters. 

No one of these influences, but a combination of 

all affected the course of the voters. The influences 

exerted by age, religion, and birthplace are faintly 

recognizable in determining a voter's decision1 the eco

nomic interest, party affiliation, and occupation are much 

more apparent. 



CHAPTER IV 

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OP MASS VOTING BY BEATS 

'l'Usaaloosa County lies in the western central part 

of the state, and is bounded on the north by the counties 

of Payette and Walker, on the east by Jefferson and Bibb, 

on the west by Pickens and Greene, and on the south by 

what is now Hale and Greene, but in 1860 was only Greene. 

The county was considered a border county in the political 

and geographical division of the state because it bordered 

on the Black Belt to the south and west and the hill 

country to the east and north.· 

• 

Geographically Alabama is divided into two natural 

divisions, the coastal plain in the south and the hill 

country in the north, the latter being the southwestern 

extremity of the Appalachian Mountains. From the earliest 

days of statehood into the 1840's, underlying all the polit-

ical contest of Alabama was sectionalism, the battle be

tween North and South Alabama for state control. In every 

contest the economic interest of the large planter and 

slaveholder were allesedly pitted against those of the 

51 
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small farmer, traditionally associated with South Alabama 

Whiggery and North Alabama Democracy respectively. 1 This 

did not remain the case, however, for in the decade before 

1860 the old Whig and Democratic party lines were obscured, 

first by the national crisis of 1849-1851, and later by 

the impact of nativism operating through the Know-Nothing 

movement and the American party. In the elections of the 

1850's and the presidential elections of 1860, there was 

less to indicate intra-state sectional division than in 

the l840's. 2 

Sectional lines were quickly redrawn when the 

question of secession arose. several of the people of 

the northern part of the state went so far as to suggest 

the secession of North Alabama-from the state if South 

Alabama succeeded in taking the state out of the Union. 

As the results of the secession election for delegates 

to the State Convention became known, it was evident that 

all but one of the counties in North Alabama had voted for 

co-operation while all but one of the southern counties 

1Theodore H. Jack, Sectionalism and 
in Alabama, 1819-1842 (Kenosha, Wisconsin: 
1919), p. 85. 

PartI Politics 
George Banta, 

2Denman, The Secession Movement in Alabama, pp. 117. 
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had voted for secession. 3 The effect of this state divi

sion was evident in the border counties such as Tusca

loosa. The sections of Tuscaloosa County that bordered 

the hill county supported co-operation, and that part 

contiguous to the Black Belt supported secession. 

Geography and Topography 

The topographic features of the county are largely 

those of an elevated and rolling plain, dissected by a 

system of drainage lines cut fairly deep into the surface. 

So thorough has been this erosion that the topography 

varies from very broken and hilly in the northeastern part 

of the county to the gently rolling upland of the coastal 

plains in the southern part. Three fourths of the county 

lies in the coastal plain, with the other one fourth, the 

northeastern pa.rt of the county, being within the Appala

chian province. In the coastal plain region the hills 

and ridges are well rounded, and the valley walls do not 

slope steeply. The bulk of this area is topographically 

suitable for cultivation. In the northeastern portion# 

however, the Black warrior River and its principal tribu

taries have out their channels several hundred feet deep, 

3zbid., pp. 107-117. -
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and the country contiguous to these drainages is rough, 

broken, and mountainous. In this region of Paleozoic 

shale and sandstone the soil is sandy and seldom very 

fertile. As the Black Warrior River flows southward out 

of the Appalachian province into the coastal plain, its 

valley widens and developes into a number of comparatively 

level terraces. These follow the river and constitute 

the best farming lands of the county. Terraces having a 

similar relief, but of smaller extent, exist on the 

western side of the county along the Sipsey River. 4 

Several distinct types of soil are found in TUsca

loosa County, types which, however, may be grouped into 

three larger divisions for the purpose of comparison. The 

most ideally suited lands for the production of farm crops 

on a large scale, and those which are practically level in 

relief, are known as Akron-Red Bay-Orangeburg soils. These 

soils are known in the county as the "Red lands." They 

occur mainly in the vicinity of, and to the south of the 

town of TUscaloosa. The second best farming soils in the 

county are in the Luverne-Orangeburg-Cuthbert group. These 

4R. P. Winston, et al., Soil Survey of Tuscaloosa 
County, Alabama (Washington: u. s. Government Printing 
Office, 1918), pp. l-21. 



soils occur in gently rolling areas, and are extremely 

susceptible to erosion. In an uneroded condition they 

55 

are well suited to crops, and produce excellent yields. 

This type of soil occurs, in the main, as small, irregu

larly shaped areas in the western part of the county. The 

third general category of soils of the county includes 

those various types that are poor for farming. 5 

The first settlers who entered the county included 

many people of wealth. They obtained large holdings of 

the fertile valley lands1 but the demands of a steadily 

growing population eventually brought about the develop

ment of the sandy uplands .. The county was settled more 

densely in the easily tilled soils of the coastal plains 

sections, and the area around Tuscaloosa and Northport. 

The area known as the Coal Measures, in the northeastern 

corner of the county, has such a broken topography that 

settlement here was dispersed except in the less hilly 

section adjoining the coastal plain. In the Mineral 

District, also in the northeastern extremity of the county, 

the agricultural possibilities were slight. The river 

bottoms and favorable upland soils near Tuscaloosa were 



56 

the most highly developed agriculturally in 1860. 

Tuscaloosa was the largest town in the county, and 

also the county seat. Located on the Warrior River the 

town naturally wa.s of special importance as a distributing 

center for crops grown in, and supplies brought into west 

and central Alabama. 6 

With an equable climate, and a growing season of 

almost eight months, cotton wa.s the chief money crop. 

However, a variety of supplementary crops were grown in 

the county in 1860, principally corn, wheat, oats, rye, 

potatoes, fruits, and vegetables. Most of the larger 

cotton plantatiuns in 1860 were located along the bottom 

lands and in the fertile lower half of the county. 

Political Complexion 

The political history of Tuscaloosa County may be 

followed from the tables 8, 9, and 10. Apparently the 

voters of Tuscaloosa County were influenced in the presi

dential elections by the strong Democratic and Whig terri

tories which bordered on the county. Between 1836 and 

1860 the county usually followed the general voting pattern 

of the nation. Because the voters of the county were so 

6Ibid. 



'!'ABLE 8 

TUSCALOOSA COUN".f!' PRESIDmrlIAL VO'.l'E l836-1860a 

Total Vote 
cast in 

Year County 
Whig 

57 

Number Percentage l!?umber Percentage 
of of of of 

Votes Vote Votes Vote 

1836 

1840 

1844 

1848 

1852 

1856 

1860b 

1,571 

2,214 

1,866 

l,670 

1,002 

1,653 

2,265 

841 

939 

964 

694 

475 

53 

42 

52 

42 

47 

41 

54 

130 

1276 

902 

976 

527 

a.Calculated from w. Dean Burnham, 
Ballots£ 1836-1892 (Baltimore; The Johns 
1955). pp. 274. 

b:sreckinridge vote in 1860. 

0 American Darty vote 1856 and Constitutional 
union Vote 1860. 

dDouglas received 23 votes. 

47 

58 

48 

58 

53 

59 

45 



Year 

1837 

1845 

1847 

1853 

1855 

1857b 

1859 

58 

TABLE 9 

'lUSCALOOSA COtnft'Y GUBERNATORIAL VO'l'E, 
1837, 1845, 1847, 1853, 1855, 1857, and 1859a 

Total Vote 
cast in 
County 

1895 

1634 

1897 

1697 

1610 

1510 

1641 

Democrat 
Whig 

(American Party 
in 1855) 

Number Percentage Number Percentage 
of 

Total Vote 
of of of 

Votes Total Vote Votes 

922 

668 

827 

753 

343 

1510 

1185 

49 

41 

44 

44 

21 

72 

973 

966 

1070 

944 

456 

51 

59 

56 

56 

79 

28 

aThe Tribune Almanac, 1838 to 1868 (New York: 
The New York Tri:bune, 1868). 

bzfo Whig vote recorded for this election. 

0 Anterican party, which attracted briefly a 
number of Democrats as well as most of the Whigs. 
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TABLE 10 

CONGRESSIONAL ELECTIONS IN 'l'USCALOOSA COU:Nff 
1847-1857* 

Democrat Whig 
Total Vote (American Party 

Year Cast. in 1855) 

Number Percentage Number Percentage 
of of of of 

Votes Total Vote Votes Total Vote 

1847 1894 858 45 1036 55 

1849 1883 869 46 1014 54 

1851 1978 696 35 1282 65 

1853 1333 283 21 950 79 

1855 1593 356 23 1237 77 

1857 2190 1018 46 1172 54 

*The Tribune Almanac, 1838 to 1868 (New Yorks 
The New York Tribune, 1868). 
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evenly divided during presidential elections they voted 

Democratic in 1836, 1844, and 1860. In 1840, 1848, and 

1852, the voters of the county favored the Whigs, with the 

highest percentage of Whig vote coming in the two election 

years of national Whig victory, 1840 and 1848. 

In 1856 Millard Fillmore, the Whig vice-president 

who had succeeded Whig President Zachary Taylor in 1850, 

was the presidential nominee of the American party--a new 

name for an organi~ation of former Southern Whigs, some 

northern Whigs, and a limited number of Democrats attracted 

by the nativi$tic appeal of the :Know-Nothing background of 

the American party. Fillmore was also nominated by a rump 

convention of former Whigs who would not surrender their 

old party label. There is little doubt that Fillmore 

polled the Whig vote of the South, receiving more popular 

votes than had General '.Paylor in 1848 although not as high 

a percentage of the total vote. In Tuscaloosa County 

Fillmore polled almost exactly the same vote as had Taylor, 

in actual popular votes and in percentage of the total 

vote, and may be safely said to have received the approxi

mate Whig vote of Tuscaloosa County. The newly formed 

Republican party, which was drawing off most of the northern 

Whigs in 1856, had no appeal in the South and furnished no 
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alternative for voters of Tuscaloosa County. The Whigs 

of this county, therefore, had to decide between the 

regular Democratic nominee and a famous, national Whig 

leader, running under a new party name but supported 

throughout the south by the former Whigs. 

In 1860 the Constitutional Union party candidate, 

John Bell, appears to have carried the vote of just about 

all his Whig cohorts of 'l'uscaloosa County. American party 

voters of 1856 and Constitutional Union party voters of 

1860 will be referred to as Whigs, although in each case 

a few Democrats may have been involved. 

A clearer picture of the ratio of Whig votes in 

the county to the Democratic vote in the county may be 

seen by observing the state elections for governors and 

congressmen this period. During this decade the Whigs 

in the county usually polled an average of a little over 

two hundred more votes than the Democrats. 

Political Alignment by Beats 

A much more significant picture of the political 

structure of the county may be seen from an analysis of 

voting by beats. The returns from the 1857 congres

sional lection, the 1860 presidential election, and the 
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secession election are presented so that the voting pattern 

in the county may be seen. In order that the geographical 

location of the voting strength of the various parties 

may be observed, maps of the aforementioned elections will 

follow. 

According to traditional views such as are found in 

Arthur c. Cole's The Whig Partx in the South, the more 

fertile areas should have shown indication of greater Whig 

support than did the hill area to the north and east. 7 

This stereotype does not hold true, however, in Tuscaloosa 

County. Analysis of beat vote in both the 1857 congressional 

elections and the 1860 presidential election show the 

development of another pattern. 

Examination of the 1857 congressional elections 

returns reveals that all of the exceptionally strong Demo

cratic beats, except one, are to be found in the southern 

part of the county. The one exception in this election was 

Hickman's, and this beat cannot actually be considered as 

a strong Democratic beat in view of the fact that it was 

not consistently Democratic. A closer observation of the 

7Arthur c. Cole, The Whig Party in the South 
(Washington: American Historical Association, 1914), 
pp. 71-72. 
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TABLE 11 

'l'USCALOOSA COUN'l'Y 1857 CONGRESSIONAL 
ELECTION SY BEATSa 

Beath 
Smith Percent of Moore Percent of 
(Whig) Vote Cast (Democrat} Vote Cast 

Courthouse 303 57 227 43 

.Northport 249 63 150 37 

Palmer's 13 36 23 64 

M.arcumville 40 83 8 17 

New Lexington 80 60 53 40 

Moore's Bridge 68 57 52 43 

Hugh's Mill 33 44 42 66 

Bell's 23 66 12 44 

Romulus 55 69 25 31 

Hickman's 61 76 22 24 

Carthage 34 32 73 68 

spiller's 15 50 15 50 

Jones' 4 7 51 93 

Collin's 22 24 71 76 

Mc.Math's 34 42 47 58 

Pitcher's 
(or Favor's) 28 61 18 49 
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TABLE 11, Continued 

Beatb Smith Percent of Moore Percent of 
('Whig) Vote Cast (Democrat) Vote Cast 

Acker's 27 90 3 10 

sheperd's 70 64 41. 36 

Clement's 4 33 8 66 

Brown's l 4 23 96 

Blocker's 0 18 54 82 

~scaloosa (Alabama) Inde,P!ndent Monitor, August 
6, 1857. 

Dposter's, Crossland's, Mlitson's, not listed in 
1857 .. 



MAP l 

TUSCALOOSA COUNTY 1857 CONGRESSIONAL ELECTION BY 

-
11111 
1mm11 

CROSS· 
L41VO'S 

WHIG 

75% or 

66% but 

50% but 

(SMITH) 

more 

less than 75% 

less than 66% 

WH/TSONt 

10Nes> 

DEMOCRAT (MOORE) 

[ ) 75% or more 

,~.·~ :§1 66% but less than 

- 50% but less than 

75% 

66% 



66 

1857 returns, and the 1860 presidential returns will dis

clo~e three overwhelmingly strong Democratic beats -

Brown•s, Blocker•s, and Jones•. All are located in the 

southeast corner of the county. On the basis of the 

election results of 1857 and 1860, Collin's, Carthage, 

and McMath's, each sou.th of the river, may be classified 

as moderately strong Demooratic beats. Each of these 

beat.$ polled more than a 58 per cent Democratic vote in 

the elections. The only stable Demooratic beats to be 

found north of the warrior are Hugh's Mill, Palmer's, 

and possibly Spiller's, and these cannot be classified as 

strongly Democratic. Spiller's is included because it 

returned a vote of more than 70 per cent for Breckinridge 

although its 1857 vote was only 50 per cent Demooratic. 

An interesting observation in connection with the 

1860 election is that all nine beats to the south of the 

warrior River returned a majority for Breckinridge, and 

of these nine, two-thirds were more than 75 per cent 

Democratic. 

Whig strength in Tuscaloosa County can be seen in 

an analysis of the beats to the north and west of the river. 

Sixteen beats, of which six may be classified as moderately 

Whig, are located in this area. The remainder of these 
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TABLE 12 

TUSCALOOSA COUNTY 1860 PRESIDENTIAL EL.ECTION 
BY BEATS* 

Bell Percent of Breckin- Percent of 
Beat. (Whig) Vote Cast ridge Vote Cast 

(Democrat) 

Courthouse 255 49.03 265 50.96 

Northport 231 65.25 123 34.74 

Shepherd's 46 51.11 44 48.88 

New Lexington 33 47.82 36 52.17 

Moore's Bridge 60 54.05 51 45.94 

Acker's 13 36.11 23 63.88 

Marcumville 50 64.93 27 35.06 

Clement's 9 60. 6 40. 

Palmer's 12 31.57 26 68.42 

Bell'$ 19 .28 16 45.71 

Bugh's Mill 46 40.35 68 59.64 

Pitcher's 
(or Favor's) 19 29.24 46 70.76 

McMath's 15 16.66 75 83.33 

Collin's 23 25.55 67 74.44 

Jones' 5 11.36 39 88.63 

Hickman's 33 67 .. 34 16 32.65 
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TABLE 12, Continued 

Bell Percent of Breokin- Percent of 
Beat (Whig) Vote cast ridge Vote Cast 

(Democrat) 

Spiller's 12 29.26 29 70.73 

Blocker's 5 7.57 61 92.42 

Carthage 28 26.41 78 73.58 

Romulus 51 62 .. 19 31 37.80 

Brown's 2 5.88 32 94.11 

croasland's 18 64.28 10 35.71 

Foster's 37 41.33 44 58.66 

Whitson·s 7 53.84 6 46.15 

*Tuscaloosa (Alabama) Independent Monitor, 
November 9, 1860. 
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beats were not stable, voting Whig in one election and 

Democratic in another. Three beats--Crossland's, Foster•s, 

and Whitson's--considered in the 1860 elections were not 

in existence in 1857. 

Moore's Bridge, Marcumville, Sheperd's, Northport, 

Bell's, and Romulus beats comprised the Whig strength in 

the County. Marcumsville was perhaps the most overwhelming

ly Whig beat in the county with a 83 per cent Whig majority 

in 1857, and a 65 per cent majority in 1860. None of the 

beats located south of the Warrior showed any consistent 

Whig strength in either of these elections. 

Several beats favored one party in 1857, yet re

vised this stand in 1860. One of these beats was the 

Courthouse, the most populous beat in the county. This 

beat voted 57 cent Whig in 1857, but 51 per cent 

Democratic in 1860. Acker's, one of the smallest in 

population, polled a Whig vote of 90 per cent in 1857, 

but cast 64 per cent of its votes for Breckinridge in 

1860. In the same area of the county, the middle eastern 

section, two beats that border on Acker's also reversed 

their 1857 stand in 1860. Clement's, later known as 

Hassell 1 s changed from 66 per cent Democratic in 1857 to 

60 per cent Whig in 1860. However, this beat also had 
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a small number of voters. Favor's, later Pitcher's, on 

the other hand changed from a Whig vote of 61 per cent in 

1857 to a Democratic vote of 71 per cent in 1860. In the 

extreme northern section of the county New Lexington cast 

52 per cent of its votes for Breckinridge after having been 

60 per cent Whig in 1857. 

Analysis of the election returns and beat maps of 

the 1857 and 1860 presidential elections develops the 

following picture: the Democratic strength of the county 

was to the south and east of the warrior River, the Whig 

strength to the north and west of the river, and most of 

the unstable beats in the middle and eastern part of the 

county. 

§ecessionist-Co-operationist Division 
by Beats 

During the secession campaign of 1860 the county 

was presented with a choice of four candidates: Dr. Basil 

Manly and A. s. Nicolson of the Secessionists, and William 

R. Smith and Robert Jemison, Jr., of the Co-operationists. 

Smith and Jemison received 68 per cent of the votes and 

went to the Montgomery convention as the county's repre

sentatives. 

Upon examination of the election returns (Table 11) 



TABLE 13 

TUSCALOOSA COUJ!iff 1860 SECESSION ELECTION BY BEATS* 

Co-operation Secession Percent of Total Vote Percent Decline 

Beat Jemison Smith Manley Nicolson 
in Total Vote 

Co-operation secession from 1860 Presi-
dential Election 

Ackers 35 35 12 12 74.47 25.52 Gain 

Bell's 26 26 l l 96 .. 30 3.70 2.28 

Blocker's 3 l 36 35 5.33 94.67 40.90 

Brown's 2 1 28 27 5.17 94.83 11.16 

carthage 25 20 75 69 23.81 76.19 5.66 

Collin's 24 22 47 41 34.33 65.67 21.11 

Court Bouse 310 286 194 172 61.95 38.05 3.57 

Crossland's 23 23 4 4 85.19 14.81 4. 

Pitcher's 
(or Pavor•s) 54 52 9 9 85.48 14.52 1.56 

Poster 1 s 45 4 50 9 45.37 54.63 Gain 
-.J 
t,J 

Bassell's 10 10 2 2 83.33 1.,.67 20. 



TABLE 13--Continued 

Co-operation Secession Percent of Total Vote Percent Decline 
Beat 

Jemison Smith Manley Nicolson 
in Total Vote 

Co-operation secession from 1860 Presi-
dential Election 

Bickman•• 17 17 25 25 40 .. 48 59 .. 52 14.28 

Bugh•s Mill 19 69 5 3 94 .. 87 5 .. 13 32 .. 45 

Jones' 5 5 51 51 8.93 91.01 Gain 

Marcumville 99 99 2 1 98.51 1.49 Gain 

Moore's Bridge 67 65 11 10 86 .. 27 13.73 29.72 

Mc.Math*s 21 21 60 60 25.93 74.07 10. 

New Lexington 48 48 14 14 77 .. 42 22.58 1(1.,14 

Iforthport 271 253 61 41 82 .. 12 17.88 Gain 

Pa.lmer 1 s 21 20 12 ll 64.06 35.94 1.31 

:Romulus 57 58 9 9 86.47 13.53 18.29 

Shepherd's 113 113 4 4 96.58 3.42 Gain 

Spil1er•s 19 18 10 10 64.91 35.09 19 .. 26 
-.J 
w 

Whitson's 16 16 0 0 100. o.oo Gain 
Tot.al 1390 1282 722 620 -

*Tuscaloosa (Alabama) I.:tJ.de,P!ndent Monitor, January 11, 1861. 
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TUSCALOOSA COUNTY 1860 SECESSION ELECTION BY BEATS 
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and beat map (Map 3) for this election, one fact immediately 

becomes evident: the strongest sentiment against disunion 

in the county existed to the north of the river. At the 

same time the Secessionists d cew their support, in general, 

from the beats along the southern edge of the county. 

Of the beats located north of the river, the seces

sionists had a majority in only two beats, Hickman's, which 

returned a 60 per cent vote for secession, and Foster•s 

54 per cent Secessionist. These beats bordered on Greene 

County which voted for secession. To the south of the 

river two thirds of the nine beats were for secession. 

To the north of the river five of the fifteen beats re

turned a vote of above 95 per cent for co-operation. 

Shephard's, Marcumville, Bell's, Hugh's Mill, and Whitson's 

made up this group. Of the remaining two thirds of the 

northern beats, seven were more than 75 per cent Co

operationist. Of this group Romulus and Moore's Bridge 

were the leaders with an 86 per cent vote for the Co

operationist candidates. Other beau that returned a 

majority of more than 75 per cent for the Smith and Jemison 

ticket were Crossland's, Northport, Hassell's, and New 

Lexington. The remaining two Co-operationist beats north 

of the river, Palmer 1 s and Spiller's, we~e 64 and 65 per 
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cent for the co-operationists, respectively. 

Three co-operationists beats were south of the 

river--ravor's, Acker's, and the Cpurthouse Beat. The 

heaviest Co-operationist vote here was 85 per cent in 

Favor•s beat; the weakest, 62 per cent at the Courthouse. 

The main show of strength made by the Secession

ists was in the beats of Brown's, Jones•, Blocker's, and 

Carthage. The vote in these particular beats varied from 

95 per cent for secession at Blocker's and Brown's to just 

above 76 pet.· cent at Carthage. Collin's and Mc.Math's, 

both less than 75 per cent disunionists, were the re

maining two secession beats south of the Warrior. 

Hickman's, the only remaining Secessionists beat, 

is located across the warrior in the southwest corner of 

the county next to Greene County. The vote here was 60 

per cent for Manly and Nicolson. 

roster's beat gave a majority vote to one Co

operationists candidate, Jemison, and to one secessionist, 

Manly. This appears to be rather illogical and it is 

possible that in printing the election returns the Tusca

loosa Independent Monito! made an error. However, the 

possibility does exist that these returns are correct. It 

is entirely possible that the voters of this beat reasoned 
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that their wisest course of action would be to split thier 

vote. It is known that a move in support of this type of 

action did take place in the county before the secession 

election.8 At any rate, the vote from this beat has been 

considered as split since no proof to the contrary has 

been discovered. 

As is disclosed by the map of the secession elec

tion, the beats voting co-operationist were, in general, 

western and northern, whereas the Secessionists beats were, 

in general, eastern and southern. 

Correlation of Party with Secessionist 
4lignment 

Examination and evaluation of the two scatter

grams presented at this point will reveal a close correla

tion between those beats that were heavily Democratic in 

1860 and those beats that showed a particularly heavy 

vote for secession. These scattergrams have been used to 

present a graphic description of the quantitative relation 

between the .Democratic vote of 1860, and the Secessionists 

vote of 1860. Each dot on the scattergram represents one 

of the twenty-four beats in the county. The numbered 

8Tusaaloosa (Alabama) Indeeenden5 Monito~, .December 
21, 1860. 
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intervals represent the percentage of the total vote of 

the beats reoeived by tha Demoorata or the Secessionists 

The Democratic percentage of votes is indicated by the 

numbers along the base (abscissa) line, and the Secession

ists percentage of votes is indicated by the numbers along 

the verticle (ordinate) line. Thus the beat represented 

by the dot in the extreme upper right hand corner of the 

first scattergram (Figure l) is a beat in which the voters 

cast a 95 per cent Democratic vote, and a 95 per cent 

Secessionists vote. 

A high correlation of beats which ahowed a Democratic 

vote in 1860 with beats which voted for secession would tend 

to group the dots close to a diagonal line from t.he lower 

left hand corner to~rd the upper right hand corner of the 

scattergram. The greater the distance a dot is located 

from this diagonal line, the less the correlation between 

Secessionist and Democratic strength. 

Observation of the first scattergram will disclose 

that in at least five beats where the Secessionists vote 

was over 75 per cent, the Democratic vote had also been 

over 75 per cent in the previous pra•idential election. 

The same correlation exists, although not to so large an 

extent, between those beats which were strongly for co-
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FIGURE l 

:OBMOCRATIC S~G'lH Dr 1860 PRESIDElft':tAL ELJJCTIOB COHJ.>AlUID 
TO SECESSIONIST STRDG'fB Dl 1860 SECESSION ELECTION 
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operation and the beats which showed a strong Whig vote 

in 1860. 

As might be expected, because few if any correla

tions are perfect, several exceptions do exist. At least 

four beats were found to be moderately Democratic in 

1860, yet strongly against disunion in the later election. 

However, two of these beats, Whitson's and Bell's, had 

small populations and the switching of a few votes could 

have accounted for the deviation onthe scattergram. 

Obviously in the case of the other three--Marcumsville, 

Bugh's Mill, and Sheperd's--a substantial number of Demo

crats voted for co-operation. Two rather radical devia

tions from the diagonal occur. One is Favor's which is 

located in the extreme right lower corner of the diagram .. 

It has been assumed that this was the beat known as Pitchers 

in the 1860 presidential election; however, as no definite 

proof can be presented to substantiate this assumption, 

it is possible that an error has been made which would 

account for the deviation. 

Above the diagonal and to the left is the plot 

representing Hickman's. This beat showed moderate Bell 

and Everett, or Whig, strength in the presidential election 

and moderate secessionist strength in the latter election. 
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A possible explanation for this was the instability of the 

beat, for in 1857 this beat showed a heavy Democratic vote. 

In order to demonstrate more effectively the corre

lation between Secessionists and Democratic strength an 

adjusted scattergram is also presented. Due to the fact 

that there was a 23 cent dee Line between the total 

vote of the November, 1860, presidential election and the 

total vote of the December, 1860, convention vote, and 

also due to the fact that the county was carried by the 

Democrats in the presidential election, yet voted for co

operation in the later election, an assumption has been 

made that the majority of the 23 per cent decline was a 

result of Democrats not voting in the latter election. 

Operating on this assumption, the percentage of decline 

in total vote in each beat has been subtracted from 

the Democratic vote of that beat in the 1860 presidential 

election. Evaluation of this adjusted scattergram shows 

more decisively the correlation between the Democratic 

beats and Secessionists beats, and Bell and co-operation

ists beats. 

In summary it may be said that by observation of 

both scattergrams the same facts are evident. First, those 
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strongly Whig in 1860 voted, generally, for co-ope.rat.ion 

strength in the beat.ii of the county 1• a very srt.rong 

9 itive one, + .66. 

Analr£sia. of I!•!=• Where!,n Democratie 
Votfl!us Deczl.in~d 

in the county W<l.ls 

lower th.an in the presidential ~leotion of 1860? The 

9tthi.a correlation coefficient was obUined by using 
tpeumaui • s r.-ank correlation eoeff icient foJrmula, which is,. 

• •l t~R~ 
r ""1t(1'2-1) 



TABLE 14 

PERCEW.l'AGE VOTE DECLID AMONG DEMOCRATIC BEATS 
VOTING FOR SECESSION 

Beat 

Blocker's 

Brown's 

Carthage 

Collin's 

McM.ath's 

Vote 
for 
Bell 

5 

2 

28 

23 

15 

Vote for Vote for 
Breckin- Co-opera-
ridge t.iona 

61 3 

32 2 

78 25 

67 24 

75 21 

Vote for 
Seces
sion.b 

36 

28 

75 

47 

60 

Vote 
Decline 

(%) 

41 

12 

6 

21 

10 

aHighest vote for a Co-operationist candidate. 

~ighest vote for a Secessionist candidate. Since 
each voter cast two ballots in the secession election, the 
highest vote for a secession candidate and the highest 
vote for a co-operation candidate were used as a base for 
correlation. 
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Five Democratic beats which voted for secession 

showed a decline in total votes from the presidential 

election. These beats were Carthage, Brown's, Blocker's, 

McMath's, and Collin's. All of these beats are found to 

the south of the warrior. 

This decline in vote may be more clearly illustrated 

by the accompanying Table 14. In practically all cases 

the total vote cast for Bell and the total vote cast for 

co-operation were very close. In only one beat is the 

difference between the two totals over three votes, and 

in this beat, Mc.Math's, the Co-operationists gained six 

votes over the total cast for Bell. In all cases the 

secessionists vote was below that of the Democrats. In 

all probability then, the decline in total vote can be 

attributed to Democrats who were absent from the polls 

during the secession election. Although it is difficult 

to account for the loss of Democratic Secessionists strength 

in these beats, some Democrats might have been undecided 

on the issue and refused to vote for either position. 

Analysis of Beats Wherein Democratic Voters 
Turned to Co-operation 

Comparison of the presidential and secession elec

tions of 1860 (Table 15) indicates that in seven beats of 



TABLE 15 

PERCEJ.ft'AGE VO'l'B DECLDm AMONG DEMOCRATIC BEATS 
VOTDIG FOR CO-OPERATION 

Vote Vote for Vote for Vote for Decline in 
Beat for Breckin- Co-opera- s~ce1;- Total Vote 

Bell ridge tiona Sl.On (%) 

Acker's 13 23 35 12 Gain 

Courthouse 255 265 386 194 Gain 

Favor's 19 46 54 9 J 

Hugh's Mill 46 68 72 5 32 

New 
Lexington 33 36 48 14 10 

Palmer's 12 26 21 12 l 

Spillar's 12 29 19 10 30 

aHighest vote for Co-operationist candidate .. 

baighest vote for Secessionist candidate. 
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Tuscaloosa County some of the Democrats must almost cer

tainly have voted for co-operation. of these seven beats, 

three--the Courthouse, Acker's, and Favor's--are located 

in the area south of the warrior River. 9 

Several similarities exist between two of these 

beats, Favor•s and Acker's. First, in addition to being 

located south of the river, both are in the eastern part 

of the county. Secondly, observation of the results of 

the presidential and secession elections of 1860 reveals 

that neither beat suffered a great loss in total vote 

between the presidential election and the secession elec

tion. In fact Acker*s gained in the total votes cast. 

Also, although Bell drew few votes here in the presi

dential election, the Co-operationist candidates drew a 

great number in the secession election. Therefore, much 

of the Co-operationists vote must have been cast by indi

viduals who had voted for Breckinridge in the earlier 

9Favor's is thought to have been known as Pitcher's 
in the elections previous to the secession election. This 
assumption is based upon the fact Favor's appears in the 
listings of election returns in exactly the same position 
as Pitcher's appeared in the previous listings. Secondly, 
the total vote cast in Pitcher's during the presidential 
elections is almost the same as the total a•st in Favor's 
during the secession election, sixty-five in the former 
and sixty-three in the latter. 
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election. Several possibilities exist for this change. 

One is that many of the Democrats who voted for co-opera

tion could have been "Co-operative-Secessionists," who 

desired co-operation for the sole purpose of adding 

strength to the cause of secession. Another reason could 

have been the popularity of the Co-operationist candidates. 

Smith bad carried both of these beats in the 1857 sena

torial election. 

The third southern beat that had voted for the 

Democrats in the presidential election, but voted Co

operationists in the December election, was the Courthouse 

Beat. This beat was one of the few in the county which 

had more votes cast in the secession election than in the 

1860 presidential election. The increase in the total 

vote cast vJas over one hundred. This alone, however, 

could not have accounted for the strength gained by the 

Co-operationists. Therefore, it must be assumed that of 

those individuals who cast a Breckinridge vote some voted 

for co-operation. Several reasons can be advanced for 

this change. The first possibility is that the popularity 

of the Co-operationists candidates, Jemison and Smith, 

carried the beat. Both of these men had consistently 

carried this beat in past elections. A second reason is 
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the possibility that some of the Democrats in this beat 

also cast themselves in the role of Co-operative-seces

sionists. Another possibility is that the merchants in 

the city might have become upset about the possibility 

that secession might cut off their sources of merchandise 

in the •orth, and cause an economic loss. Any one of these 

reasons or a combination of them could have accounted for 

some of the Democratic votes in the co-operation column. 

To the north of the warrior, four beats existed 

in which the Democrats voted for co-operation. Three 

of the four beats were grouped together--Palmer's, Hugh's 

Mill, and Spiller•s. several explanations for the action 

in these beats exist. Spiller}s was not a stable voting 

beat. The votes here were divided evenly between the 

Democrats and Whigs in 1857, but it was a moderately 

strong Democratic beat in 1860. Smith's popularity might 

have also been one of the reasons for the co-operation 

vote here in 1860. 

Hugh's Mill presents a different picture. This 

beat had been Democratic in both the 1857 and 1860 elec

tions, but in the secession election it voted for co

operation. The total number of voters in this beat was 

large in comparison to the land area of the beat. The 



possibility exists that in this beat the Democratic 

strength was derived from the small land owner. If the 

majority of voters in this beat were small farmers who 

were not excited over the slavery question, their voting 

action in the secession election could then be explained. 

Palmer's, which was a small beat in terms of popula

tion obviously was for co-operation because some of the 

Democrats voted for co-operation. Possibly some of 

these voters were small farmers or, perhaps, they were 

Co-operative-secessionists. 

New Lexington, located in the extreme northern 

part of the county, had been an unstable beat also. 

surrounded by Whig beats it had voted Whig in 1857, Demo

cratic in 1860, and Co-operationist in the secession elec

tion. Possibly in this case the pressure of neighboring 

beats caused a co-operation vote to be cast. 

summary of Influence of Soil and Topography 
Factors in the secessionist-Co-operationist 

Division 

The topography and soils of iruscaloosa County, 

which have already been discussed, seem to have had some 

relation to the vote cast in a beat. By referring to 

the beat maps for the secession election, and the soil 

map, it aan be seen that portions of the beats of Carthage, 
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Brown's, Jones', Blocker's, McMath's, and the Courthouse 

are found within the best soil area, which is ideal for 

large cotton plantations. Clearly then it was in this 

section of the county that the larger plantations of 1860 

were found. Further examination reveals that all of this 

area, except the Courthouse, voted for secession. 

Another group of soils that produce good cotton 

crops is the Luverne-Orangeburg-Cuthbert soils. These 

soils, however, occur on rolling areas and are extremely 

susceptible to erosion. Located in the western part of 

the county between the North River and the Sipsey River, 

these soils are encompassed by the beats of Hickman's, 

Foster's, Romulus, Spiller's, Bell 1 s, Crossland's, Hugh's 

Mill, Moore's Bridge, Marcumsville, Palmer's, Northport, 

and part New Lexington. This land would also have 

been suitable for plantations, but the possibility exists 

that by 1860 the soil had become eroded and would not have 

been as suitable for large plantations as were the "Red 

Lands." Practically all of the beats located within this 

area were strongly in favor of co-operation except Hickman's, 

which was moderately Secessionists, and Foster's, in which 

the vote was closely divided. 

The remaining third of the county, the northeastern 
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part, is made up of various types of soils, and rough 

and broken lands, which are poor for farming. In 1860 

this area was, in the main, populated by a few small 

farmers. The beats in this area--Sheperd's, Whitson's, 

Hassel's, Acker's, and Favor's--returned a Co-operationist 

majority. 

A final topographical fact that should be 

considered is the location of the town of Tuscaloosa 

on the warrior River. By virtue of this fact, Tusca

loosa had become a commercial center and port, through 

which not only most of the county, but also part of 

west and central Alabama dealt. Possibly the merchants 

and shippers of the town became perturbed over the thought 

of a loss of commerce and trade-in the event of secession. 

Some of this commerce was with the North and if the 

Southern states seceded, goods shipped to and from the 

Northern states would have a duty placed on them. 

Allowing for the predominant influence of the 

parties in the county, it seems that, to a certain degree, 

the areas of soil and topography which supported large 

plantations and slaveowners were secessionists, and the 

areas which supported small farms and small slave owners 
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were Co-operationists. 



CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSIOlfS 

Several general conclusions can be drawn from 

the evidence presented in this thesis. As a result of 

geographical complications, Tuscaloosa County was more 

heterogeneous than most of the other counties of Alabama, 

and this affected the voting pattern of the county in the 

secession election. Moreover, the secession issue seems 

to have been more thoroughly canvassed in Tuscaloosa County 

than in many sections of the state. The co-operationists 

of this county were led by two unusually dynamic men, 

William R. Smith and Robert Jemison, Jr. The Co-opera

tionists did most of the campaigning, using arguments 

similar to their counterparts in the other parts of the 

state. The secessionists of the county, although not as 

ably led as the Co-operationists and not campaigning as 

intensively, still presented adequately the arguments and 

rebuttals of their state group. There is no reason to 

believe that the election was decided by default of either 

side. The voters ought to have been as well acquainted 

95 



ff 

with the issues as could reasonably have been expected. 

Analysis of detailed information about political 

leaders in the secession election exposed several factors 

that apparently influenced the stand taken by these leaders. 

One such factor was occupation. Planters, teachers, and 

ministers tended to prefer secession; merchants and lawyers, 

co-operation. Two closely interrelated factors exerting 

strong influence were slaveownership and general economic 

status. The higher an individual appeared in both of 

these categories the more likely he was to favor seces

sion. Another extremely powerful consideration was party 

alignment prior to the secession crisis. The overwhelming 

majority of men who were outstanding in the Co-operationist 

campaign in Tuscaloosa county had been members of the 

Whig party, and almost as large a proportion of the Seces

sionists of the county had been Democrats. 

The religious affiliation of the leaders seems to 

have been of little influence on secession sentiment, ex

cept that Baptists did tend to follow into secession senti

ment their outstanding religious leader who was a Seces

sionist candidate. The few Episcopalians were all Co

operatJ.onists. But major denominational groups such as 

Methodists and Presbyterians ~howed no particular tendency. 
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Two other factors considered in this study, age 

and birthplace, appear to have had little to do with the 

position ta.ken on the secession issue. Although the Co

operationists tended to be slightly younger than the Seces

sionists, this may have been only 'a reflection of wealth 

status wherein the older men were further along in wealth 

accumulation. 'l'he only major effect of birthplace which 

was discovered was that the foreign born and northern born 

were almost all Co-operationists. 

In the detailed analysis of beat returns for the 

secession election it was discovered that the beats in 

favor of secession were located in the southeastern section 

of the county, adjacent to the Black Belt. Co-operationist 

beats were in the northwestern·portion of the county, in 

the hill section. A comparison of the beat returns of 

this election with beat returns for elections prior to 

1860 revealed a high correlation between Whig and Co

operationist strength, and between Democratic and Seces

sionist strength. 

A further study of beat returns and soil and 

topographical factors emphasized that most of the Demo

cratic and secessionist beats were in land areas suited 

for large farming and planting operations, but that Whig 
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and Co-operationist beats were generally in areas best 

suited to small farming. 

By synthesizing the various aforementioned elements 

it is possible to conclude that Secessionist leaders were 

more likely to be wealthy and mature planters, doctors, 

ministers, or teachers, while Co-operationist leaders were 

usually la\>JYers or merchants, younger and less wealthy. 

With regard to rank-and-file vote, it is evident that 

Secessionist strength was among planters and large farmers, 

in areas which were in immediately preceding elections the 

Democratic party strongholds. co-operationist strength 

was, on the contrary, in the small-farmer areas, which had 

most recently been Whig party strongholds. 



APPEBDIX I 

PERSONAL IRPORMA'l'ION PER'l'AINDlG 'l'O CO-OPERA'l'IONIS'l' LEADERS OF 
TUSCALOOSA COUN'ff, ALABAMA* 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denomi-
Bame Before Age of Occupation Slave.s Value Value of Value of nation 

1860 Birth of Real Personal Total 
Estate Property Property 

Banks, Whig 67 Ga. Planter 11 25,000 135 000 160 000 
Marion 

Blair, Whig 49 H. Y. Mayor of 21 8,300 24 .. 130 32,430 
R. '?use. 

Brown, Demo .. 43 Tenn. Planter 24 4,000 20 000 24 .· 000 Baptist 
John 

Fitts# Whig 21 s .. c. Attorney 350 350 Epis. 
Phillip A. 

Poster, Whig 60 Ga. Merchant. 6 2,000 31,800 33,800 Baptist. 
J. :L. s. 

Prierson, Whig 57 s .. c. Plant.er 38 10,000 24,300 34,300 
R. P. 

GarVin, Whig 35 Va. Newspaper 600 5,000 5,600 \0 

J. s. Publisher 
1-0 



APnm>XX I-Continued 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denom.1-

llama Before Age of occupation Slaves value Value of Value of nation 
1860 Birt.h of Real Personal Tot:al 

Estate Property Property 

Barris, Whig 24 Ala. Attorney Bpis .. 
John J .. 

Jemison, Whig 52 Ga. Plant.er 176 261,000 302,000 56 9, 000 Meiftt. 
Robert 

Jemison, Whig 40 Ga .. Planter 46 10,000 42,000 52,000 Meth. 
w. 11. 

Lawis, 
ft&omu P. Whig 41 N. C~ Jeweler 6,000 7,180 ll,180 

B!lr'tiA, Demo .. 30 Ala .. Planter 28 39,000 33,640 72,640 
I.. V. B. 

Martin., 
William B .. Demo. 35 Ala .. Attorney 500 500 Fresh. 

Maxwell, W'hig 40 Eng .. Merchant. J 500 27, , 000 Presb .. 
Robert 

.... 
Killer, Demo. I.re. Builder 16, 11,925 27,925 Presb.g 

William B. 



APPBBDIX 1--Cont.inued 

Party Place Dol.lar Dollar Dollar Denom.i-... Before Age of occupat.i.on Slaves value Value of Value of nation 
1860 Birth of Real Personal Total 

Est&t.e Property Property -
IICGuire, Demo .. 54 N. C .. Attorney 10,000 700 10,700 Baptist. 

MOsea 

MaLester, Whig 49 N. C. Merchant. 1 5,000 38,,000 43,000 Meth. 
James 

J!laLeater * Whig 45 H .. c® Merchant. 4,500 49,745 54,245 Meth .. 
Jtobert. 

Peak. Blish.a Whig 60 N. Y. Attorney 19 20,000 80,000 100,000 Epis,. 

Peques, Demo .. 36 s .. c. Planter 54 16,000 67,500 83,500 Epis .. 
Josiah 

Powell, Demo. 49 S .. C Attorney 6,800 16,800 23,600 Meth .. 
B. A .. 

R.iae, Whig Ala., Merchant 
~ 

Robert.eon, Whig 35 s .. c,. Bdi:tor 6 10,. 18,800 28,800 .... 
Allred 0 .... 

~JR. Whig 28 Ga .. Merchant 1 80 3,410 31490 



APPENDIX 1--Continued 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denomi.-
l!Tame Before Age of Occupation Slaves Value Value of Value of nation 

1860 Birth of Real Personal Total 
Estate Property Property 

-
Smith, 
William R .. Whig 45 Ky. Attorney 5,000 3,000 8,000 Ca.th. 

Spencherd 
J. c. Demo .. 42 Ga .. .Minister 100 4,500 4,600 Presb .. 

Thompson, 
A. llewton Whig 58 s. c. Planter 32 8,000 42,500 50,500 

Van Boose, 
J.M. Demo .. 35 Ala. Attorney 13 11,000 17;000 281000 Epi.s .. 

va.ugbn., 
E. B. Whig 48 Va .. Plant.er 51,000 15,000 66,000 

Whitfield, 
B. L. Whig 41 Ga .. Attorney 25 1,700 25,600 27,300 

Woodruff, 
David Whig 61 Conn. Book 2,200 l,000 5,200 

Seller r' 
C 
N 

*For sources of compilation see note l of Appendix III~ 



APPENDIX II 

PERSONAL DlFORMATIOB PERTAntDlG TO SECESSIONIST LEADERS OP 
TUSCALOOSA COU!ft'Y, ALABAMA* 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denomi-
Bame Before Age of Occupation Slaves Value Value of Value of nation 

1860 Birth of Real Personal Tot.al 
Estate Property Property 

Battle, 
Alfred Demo. 59 N. C. Planter 190 110,000 295,000 395,000 Met.b .. 

Battle. 
A. J. Demo .. 33 Ga. Minister 6 Baptist 

Benattgh. 
G. W. Demo. 36 Va. Teacher Meth. 

Browne 
R. B. Demo. 36 N. C. Attorney Baptist 

carson 
T. 42 s., c. Planter 42,000 93,000 135,000 

Chambers 
J. B. Demo .. N. C. ' 

75,000 90,000 

Clements, t,.a 
0 

B. Demo. 76 S .. C* Planter 000 261,000 492,000 w 



APPEHDIX II-Continued 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denomi'!"" 
!tame Before Age of occupation Slaves Value of Value of Value of nation 

1860 Birth Real Personal Total 
.Estate Property Property 

Clements, 
B. B .. Demo .. 24 Ala. Plant.er 10 18,000 77,000 95,000 

Clements, 
:a. Demo .. 35 Ala. Planter 114 58,000 175,000 233# 000 

Cook, 
C. M .. Demo .. 74 Ga .. Planter 40 15.000 60,000 75,000 

Cathrell,, 
J.B. .Demo .. 48 S .. C~ Minister 500 500 Meth., 

Dearing 
J. :a:. Demo .. 71 N .. C& Planter 108 115,000 158,000 273,000 

Dri~h, 
J., R. Demo. 64 Va .. Plant.er 43 150,000 250,000 400,000 Meth. 

Donoho, 
M. Demo .. 45 Va. Attorney 27 8,000 21,500 29,000 

Eddins, .... 
0 

S .. F. Whig 86 s .. c. Plant.er 44 10,000 51,000 61,000 Bapt.isti" 



APPENDIX l:I--Continued 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denomi-
Name Before Age of Occupation Slaves Value of Value of Value of nation 

1860 Birth Personal Real Tot.al 
Property Estate Property 

Foster, 
J. H. Whig 40 Ala .. Planter 11 Baptist 

Garland, 
L. Demo .. 50 va. President 17 36,700 6,500 43,200 Baptist 

of Univ .. 
of Ala .. 

Guild 
J. Demo .. 60 Va .. Plant.er q 48 67,000 35,000 102,000 Meth. 

Guild, 
J .. c. Demo .. 25 Ga. M .. D .. 37 39,000 63,000 5,000 Meth. 

Ma.nley, B. Demo. 61 N .. C .. Minister 3,000 3,800 102,000 Baptist 

Ma.nley, c .. Demo .. 27 s. c .. Minister 3 8 000 2,800 5,800 Baptist 

Martin, P. Demo. 63 Tenn., Attorney 6 151000 30,000 105,000 Presb .. 

Maxwell, If. Demo. 45 Eng .. Merchant 39 41,000 6,000 47,000 Presb .. ..., 
0 
Vt 

Miller, s .. J. Demo .. 39 Ala .. Attorney 7 6,800 



APPENDIX XI--Continued 

Party Place Dollar Dollar Dollar Denomi-
Name Before Age of Occupation Slaves Value Value of Value of nation 

1860 Birth of Real Personal Total 
Estate Property Property 

Moody, W .. Demo .. 53 Va. Planter 48 55,000 160,000 215,000 Baptist 

:Nicolson, 
A. S. Demo. 43 Va. Attorney 14 15,000 33,000 48,000 

ormand, 
John J .. Demo. 65 Va. Attorney 7 22,800 19,850 30,650 Meth .. 

Pratt, J,. w .. Demo. 32 Ga. Teacher 22 28,000 35,500 62,500 

Perkins, c .. Whig 35 Ala .. Plant.er 35 30,000 52,000 82,000 

Searcy, R. Demo. 30 11. c. M. D. 10 6,000 25,600 31,600 Presb .. 

Turnipseed, 
s. Demo .. 55 s .. c. Planter 18 4,000 31,100 35,100 

warren, J. F. Demo .. 32 Eng. Printer 4 7,000 10,000 

*For sources of compilation see note l of Appendix III. .... 
0 
0\ 



APPE?iDIX III 

BIOGRAPHICAL DTPORMATION ON CO-OPERATIONISTS 
OP TUSCALOOSA COID:,;"'ff, ALABAMA* 

BANKS, MARION: 
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Born Georgia, 1813; educated at the University of 

Alabama, Director of the Alabama State Bank 1841 to 1842; 

elected to State Assembly 1842 and 18511 trustee of the 

University of Alabama 1876-18841 died Tuscaloosa 1886. 

BLAIR, ROBERT: 

Born New York state, 18107 Mayor of Tuscaloosa 

1857-1860, 1872-1879. 

*The following sources were used to compile the 
personal information employed in appendices: William 
Brewer, Alabama, Her History, Resource~, war Record, and 
Public Men {Montgomery: Barrett and Brown, 1872); Matthew 
w. Clinton, Tuscaloosa, Alabama: Its Early Days, 1816-
1865 (Tuscaloosa: 'the Zonta Club, 1958)1 Ann Easby-Smith, 
William Russell Smith of Alabamar His Life and Works 
(Philadelphia: The Dolphin Press, 1931); William Garrett, 
Reminiscences of PUblic Men in Alabama (Atlanta: Planta
tion Publishing Co., 1872)1 Albert B. Moore, History of 
Alabama and Her People (l vols., New York: The American 
Historical Society, 1927)1 Thomas M. owen, History of 
Alabama and Dictionary of Alabama Bi29:raphy (4 vols .. , 
Chicago: Clarke Publishing Co., 1921); E. A. Powell, 
"Fifty-five Years in West Alabama," TuslulloosaGazette, 
1886-18881 William R. Smith, Reminiscences of a Long Life; 
Historical, Political, Personal and Liter&£¥ (Washington: 
Privately printed, 188~: Original MSS Returns for the Census 
of 1860, Tuscaloosa County,Alabama. (Population schedule 
and Slave Schedule), 'l'uacalooaa Xadeandgt M99itor, 1857-
18611 TUscaloosa Observex. 1857-1861 •. 
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BR.OWN, JOHN: 

Born 'fennessee1 planter and minister in Tuscaloosa 

County; died in 1868. 

FITTS, PHILLIP A.: 

Born Tuscaloosa County, April 19, 1839; educated in 

Tuscaloosa schools1 student at the University of Alabama 

1856-1857; studied law1 admitted to the bar, 18591 served 

two years in Confederate army1 ordained as an Episcopal 

rector, 18731 rector of the Church of the Advent, Birming

ham 1873-1875; rector of the Clarksville, Alabama church 

1875-1886: rector of the Grace Church Anniston, 18861 died 

at Franklin, Tennessee, September 6, 1900. 

FOSTER, JOHN L. S., 

Born Columbia County, Georgia, 1800: attended 

common schools of Georgia1 1833 moved to Tuscaloosa County; 

engaged in merchandising and manufacturing; 1862 to 1865 

manufactured hats for the Confederate Army; died Tuscaloosa, 

1875. 

FRIERSON, R. P.: 

Born November 2, 1800,Williamsbough District of 

s. C.7 planter; died Tuscaloosa, January 13, 1865. 
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GARVIN, JOBS S. 

Born Virginia, 18251 publisher of Tuscaloosa 

Independent Monitor, a Whig newspaper, 1858 to l86lr major, 

3rd, Smith's, battalion Alabama infantry, lieutenant colonel, 

26th, O'Neal's, Alabama infantry, Confederate Army. 

HARRIS, JOB J .. : 

Born Tuscaloosa, June 10, 18377 attended school~ 

of 'luscaloosa1 graduated University of Alabama, A. B. 

1857, A. M., 18591 received degree of LL. B. Cumberland 

University, Tennessee, 18591 began law practice at Tusca

loosa, 18601 lieutenant, Warrior Guards, Confederate Army 

1861 to 18621 1862 to 1865 with Mining Bureau of Confederate 

states1 after war merchant and editor of Tuscaloosa 1!!.9!

~endent Monitor1 major of Tuscaloosa 1874 to 1876; clerk 

of the Circuit Court 1874 to 1882: ordained Episcopal 

minister 18871 died at Tuscaloosa 1897. 

JEMISON, ROBERT, SR.: 

Born Lincoln Couty, Georgia, September 18, 18021 

educated by N. s. s. Beaman, stepfather of William L. 

Yancey; educated University of Georgia; moved to Pickens 

County, Alabama 18261 moved to Tuscaloosa in 1836, and 

engaged in the practice of law, planting, saw milling, 
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flour milling, stage coach operation, and various other 

enterprises; served as state legislator 1840-18501 state 

senator 1851-1861; representative from Tuscaloosa County 

to the State Secession Convention 1861; member of the 

Confederate States senate 1863-1865; assisted in promo

tion of Selma, Dalton, and Rome R. R.1 helped establish 

Alabama Mental Hospital1 died Tuscaloosa, october 17, 1871. 

JEMISON, WILLIAM H. i 

BoAn Eatonton, Georgia, March 4, 1820; educated 

at Princeton University; captain in Confsderate Army; 

professor of agriculture at Alabama Poiytechnic Institute 

until 1873; 1873 to 1882 quartermaster at the University 

of Alabama, brother of Robert Jemison, died East Lake, 

Alabama, 1892. 

LEWIS, THOMAS P. 

Born N. c., 18191 came to Tuscaloosa at an early 

age; jeweler, five times a member of the Board of Aldermen 

of Tuscaloosa between 1852 and 18611 state representative 

1862 to 1864; sheriff of County 1865-18667 died, 1877, 

Tuscaloosa. 
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MARTIN, LUCIEN V. B. 1 

Born March 31, 1829, Belleview, Franklin County, 

Alabama: educated in the schools of TUscaloosa; received 

A. B. degree 1849 and M.A. 1852, from the University of 

Alabama1 read law under his father, Judge Peter Martin, 

and was admitted to the bar, 1852; solicitor of the third 

judicial district 1856 to 18611 appointed district 

attorney of the southern district of Alabama by President 

Johnson in 18671 became editor of the Tuscaloosa Observer 

18671 died in Tuscaloosa, March 22, 1873. 

MAR'l'Dl, WILLIAM H. : 

Born Franklin County, Alabama 1825; brother of 

L. v. B. Martini attorney general of Alabama 1847. 

MAXWELL, ROBERT: 

Born England 18201 Merchant in Northport. 

MILLER, WILLIAM H.: 

Born Londonderry, Ireland, March 27, 18151 came to 

Baltimore, Maryland, 18191 attended school in Baltimore; 

learned the carpenters' trade; moved to Alabama in 1840; 

became a contractor and built the main part of the Alabama 

Insane Bospita"'; studied law, admitted to the bar, and 
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began practice in 18671 elected judge of probate in 1868 

and served to 1874: postmaster from 1875 until 18871 be

came a Republican after the Civil war; died at Tuscaloosa 

September 9# 1891. 

McGUXRE, MOSESt 

Dom Korth Carolina 1806; clerk of the county 

court of Tuscaloosa County 1837 to 1845; served as sheriff 

from 1845 to 1849; elected as a Representative to the 

state legislature in 18491 judge of probate from 1850 to 

18651 delegate to the state constitutional convention in 

1865. 

McLESTER, ROBERT: 

Born Lauderdale County,- N. c. 1815; reared in 

Tennesaee1 came Tuscaloosa in 1 represent.a-

tive to the sute legislature 1865-1867; died, 1881. 

PECK, ELIS.BA W.: 

Born Blenheim1 N. Y., August 7, 1799; studied law 

and admitted to the bar in 1825; moved to Alabama, and 

located at Elyton, 1838 moved to Tuscaloosa, 1839 to 

1841 ahanoellor of the middle district, chairman of the 

military reconstruction convention of 18671 1867 to 1874 
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chief justice of the supreme court of Alabama; died Tusca-

loosa, February 13, 1888. 

PEGUES, JOSIAH J.; 

Born Cheraw, s. c., July 19, 1825; moved to Dallas 

County, Alabama in 1833; early education by private 

teachers, graduated from Mount st. Mary's College, 

Emmittsburg, Md., 18451 a planter till 18601 moved to 

Tuscaloosa in 18601 served in the Confederate Army; sheriff 

of Tuscaloosa County for a few months in 18657 from 1882 

to 1892 clerk of the Circuit Court of the county; died 

Tuscaloosa, May 24, 1906. 

POWELL, EZEKIEL A.: 

Born Abbeville District, s. c.,May 27, 1817; came 

to Fayette County, Alabama during boyhood; received some 

teaching by bis father; moved to Northport and became a 

merchant; later studied law and was admitted to the bari 

from 1855 to 1863 member of the State House of Representa

tives, 1863 to 1865, state senator; ordained as a Metho

dist minister later in lifer died in Northport September 

l, 1892. 
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RICE, THOMAS: 

Born Alabama1 Merchant and Justice of the peace 

in Northport. 

ROBERTSON, ALFRED: 

Born South Carolina, 18251 one of the editors 

of the Tuscaloosa IndeP!ndent Monitor in 1859. 

SMITH, JAMES R.. ; 

Born Georgia in 1832; merchant. 

SMITH, WILLIAM R. : 

Born Russelville, Ky., March 27, 18151 attended 

the University of Alabama; read law and was admitted to 

the bar in Greensboro, Alabama in 18351 served as captain 

of Alabama state Troop in the campaign against the Creeks 

in 18361 moved to Tuscaloosa and engaged in the practice 

of law and in newspaper work; founded and edited the 

Mirror, Mayor of Tuscaloosa 1839; author of several books 

and plays; meznber of the state house of representatives 

1841-43; elected Brigadier General of Militia 1845; judge 

of the seventh Judicial Circuit 1850-18511 elected as a 

Union Whig to the thirty-second and thirty-third congresses, 

and as the candidate of the Am~~ican Party to the thirty-
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fourth aongress: unsuccessful candidate for reelection in 

1856 to the thirty-fifth congress, member of the state 

secession convention in 1861: during the Civil War served 

as colonel of the twenty-sixth Ala.bama c. s. A. Regiment: 

representative in the First and Second Confederate Con

gresses; President of the University of Alabama 1869-1871: 

resumed the practice of law and engaged in historical, 

and literary pursuits, died Washington, D. c., February 

26, 1896. 

SPENCER, JAMES C.1 

Born in Georgia 1818: Presbyterian minister, 

school teacher, small farmer, admitted to the bar in 18571 

state representative 1861 to 18621 died Tuscaloosa 1862. 

THOMPSON, A. NEWTON: 

Born South Carolina 18021 planter. 

VAN HOOSE, JAMBS M.1 

Born Payette, Alabama 18267 lawyer: son of Judge 

Jesse Van Hoose of Northport: died Northport, April 16, 1902. 

VAlJ'GBN, E. B.: 

Born Virginia 18121 planter, died in Tuscaloosa 

County, November 19, 1869. 
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WHiffIELD, NEWTON L.: 

Dorn Georgia, 18131 attended the University of 

Alabama1 planter and a lawyer; president of the Alabama 

and Chattanooga Railroad in 1860; elected as a representa

tive to the State Legislature in 1859 and 18651 Chairman 

of the Ways and Means Committee of the legislative in 

18591 died Northport 1872. 

WOODRUFF, DAVID: 

Born Connecticutt, September 29, 17981 came to 

Tuscaloosa 1824; Bookseller, died Tuscaloosa, october 18, 

1876 .. 
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l3orn in Kash County, H. c., in 1801; educated 
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in the country schools of Hash County; moved to Alabama 

and settled at Carthage in Tuscaloosa County, influential 

in securing a railroad through Tuscaloosa, died at 

Carthage, January 4, 1877. 

BA'l"l'LE, ARCHIBALD J.: 

l3orn at Powellton, Georgia, September 10, 18261 son 

of the founder of Mercer University, Dr. Allen Battle; 

graduated from the University of Alabama, 1846; tutor of 

ancient language at the University of Alabama, 1847 to 

18521 professor at East Alabama female College, 1852 to 

18551 Baptist minister from 18537 from 1855 to 1856 pastor 

of the Tuscaloosa Ba.ptist Church1 in 1856 became a professor 

of Greek at the University of Alabama; founded the Alabama 

Central Female College, Tuscaloosa and was president of 

this institution in 1860; in 1865 accepted the presidency 

of Judson Female Institute in Marion and held this position 

until 1871; from 1871 to 1889 was President of Mercer 



University, Macon, Georgia, was later president of the 

Spa.rt.er College, Rome, Georgia.1 and then president. of 

the Anniston Female College, Anniston: received HonaJ::y 

D. I>. degrees from Howard College, Columbia College, 

Wa$hingt.on, D. c., and the University of Georgia, all in 

1872; in 1873 awarded the Honary LL.D. from Mississippi 

College, also an author: died at Macon; Georgia, Sept.ember 

30; 1907. 

UNAOOH, GEORGE W .. : 

Born at Lynchburg, Virginia, August I l824f 

educated in a private school in Lynchburg: received the 

degree of A. M. from Randolph-Macon College in 18431 

admitted to the bar, and practiced until 18501 professor 

of mathematics at the University of Alabama from 1850 to 

18631 died at Tuscaloosa, July 22, 1863. 

BROWlm, NEWBERN H.: 

Born in chamber county, H. c. on December 16, 

18241 moved to Tuscaloosa in 1834; graduated from the 

University of Alabama in 1846; became a lawyer in 18481 

from 1851 to 1853 was the editor of the Tu.scaloosa Observer, 

a strong Democratic paper1 in 1853, 1855, 1857, and 1859 

elected to the lower house of the st.ate legislature, in 
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1860 elected solicitor of the third judicial circuit, 

but resigned to enter the Confederate Army1 in 1872 

again elected to the state legislature as a representa

tive; in 1874 elected judge of probate of Tuscaloosa 

County1 died at Tu.scaloosa, March 25, 1891. 

CARSON, T.: 

Born ins. c., in 1818; planter; died in Tusca

loosa, December 17, 1868. 

CATBRELL, J. B.: 

Born in South Carolina, 18121 Methodist minister 

in Tuscaloosa 1850-1861. 

CHAMBERS, JOHN E.: 

Born in North Carolina in 1813; planter. 

CLEMENTS, HARDY: 

Born at Edgefield Court House, South Carolina, 

ootober 16, 17831 educated in the common schools of the 

state; moved to TUscaloosa when the county was young, be

came the largest slaveholder in the county by 1860; at 

one time a county commissioner; died in TUscaloosa 

September 29, 1867. 
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CLEMEN'.l'S, NEWTON N.: 

Born in Tuscaloosa County, December 23, 1837: 

graduated from the university of Alabama in 1858; entered 

Harvard University in 1859; studied law but never prac

ticed; during the Civil War a captain in the Twenty-sixth 

Alabama Regiment; successively promoted to major, lieutenant 

colonel, and colonel1 member of the state house of repre

sentatives 1870 to 1872 and 1874 to 1878, serving as 

speaker in 1876, 1877 and 1878: elected to the Forty-sixth 

Congress to fill a vancancy caused by a resignation and 

served from December 8, 1880 to March 3, 1881; unsuccess

tul candidate for renomination in 1880; interested in 

planting and cotton manufactures; died in Tuscaloosa, 

Alabama, February 20, 1900. 

CLEMENTS, RUFUS H. : 

Born November l, 1825 in Tuscaloosa County; 

educated in local schools; graduated from University of 

Alabama, A. B. degree 1845 and A. M. degree 18481 

graduated from Harvard, LL. B. degree 18477 Phi Beta 

Kappa; Lawyer and planter in Tuscaloosa County; 1850-

1853 member of state legislature: member of Governor Chap

man's and Governor Collier's staff; 1856 Delegate to 

Democratic National Convention; died in Tuscaloosa County, 
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December 1, 1875. 

COOK, CHELSEA N. : 

Born Alabama 18201 farmer in Northport; Registrar 

in Chancery Tuscaloosa County 1844-1852. 

DEARING, JAMES H.: 

Born North Carolina 1789: served in U. s. Army 

war of 18121 came to Tuscaloosa in 18161 A director of 

the state Bank; engaged in planting and steamboating; 

member of Alabama Legislature; Died, March 11, 1861. 

DRISH, JOHN R. : 

Born Va., 1817, came to Tuscaloosa 1824, planter 

and physician; died 1869. 

EDDINS, SAM F.: 

Born South Carolina, 1816; planter. 

FOSTER, J. H.: 

Born Tuscaloosa County, Alabama March 17, 1819; 

educated in county school1 graduated from University of 

Alabama 1839; received A. M. degree in 1842; tutor in 

University 1841-1844, 1849-1850; pastor of Baptist Church 

Tuscaloosa 1853-547 planter in Tuscaloosa County; presi-
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dent of Central Female College 1869-1873; professor in 

University of Alabaraa 1873-1892: died Tuscaloosa February 

28, 1904. 

FOSTER, ROBERT: 

Born Georgia, planter Tuscaloosa County. 

GARLAND, LANDON: 

Born Nelson County, Virginia, March 21, 1810; 

graduated from Hampden Sidney, A. B. 1829; taught chemistry 

in Washington College, Virginia: 1833-37 professor in 

Randolph-Ma.con, 1849-1854 professor of English literature, 

history, and mathematics in University of Alabama1 1854-

1867 president of the University of Alabama1 1867-1875 

professor of physics in University of Mississippi; 1875-

1895 Chancellor of Vanderbuilt Universityi d:i.ed Nashville, 

Tennessee, February 13, 1895. 

GUILD, JAMES: 

Born Pittsylvania County, Virginia, July 25, 1799; 

graduated from Transylvania University in 1821, with Degree 

of M. D.: member of the state senate 18331 member of the 

state house of representatives 1845; trustee of Alabama 

State Mental Hospital, and of the University of Alabama; 
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practiced medicine in Tuscaloosa County1 died Tuscaloosa 

February 12, 1884. 

GUILD, JOSEPH C.: 

Mayor of Tuscaloosa, 1850, 1854, 1866. 

MANLY, BASIL: 

Born North Carolina, January 29, 1789r brother of 

Governor Charles Manly of North Carolina, graduated from 

South Carolina College in 1826; 1826-1836 Baptist pastor 

Charleston, south Carolina; president of the University 

of Alabama 1837-18551 1855-1859 pastor Charleston, s. c.; 

1859-1861 evangelistic work around Tuscaloosa1 organizer 

of the Southern Baptist Convention in 18451 one of the 

founders of the Alabama Historical society; 1861 unsuccess

ful candidate for representative to the Alabama secession 

Convention1 chaplain to the Alabama secession convention; 

1861-1863 pastor Alabama; 1867-1868 pastor Charleston, 

s. C.; died in Charlestons. c., December 21, 1868. 

MANLY, Cm.\RLES: 

Born Charlestons. c., May 28, 1837; son of Basil 

Manly; graduated University of Alabama, A. B., 1855, and 

A. M., 18591 graduated Princeton Theological Seminary May, 

18591 Pastor of Baptist Church in Tuscaloosa 1859-18711 
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Murfreesboro, Tennessee 1871-1873; pastor of various 

churches in South Carolina and Virginia 1873-1881; pastor 

of Lexington, Missouri, 1898-1903; pastor Lexington, 

Virginia 1903-1914; president Alabama central Female 

College, Tuscaloosa, 1862-1864, 1869-1871; president 

Union University, Murfreesboro, Tennessee, 1871-18731 

president Furman University, Greenville, South Carolina 

1881-1897. 

MARTIN, PETER: 

Born Blount County, Tennessee,February 27, 17971 

brother of Gov. J. L. Martin; educated by tutors; moved 

to Alabama in 1818 and settled at Russellviller 1819 

solicitor of the circuit, elected to legislature in 1825: 

attorney general of the state 1832-1836; moved to Tusca

loosa 18321 judge of Circuit Court 1836-18431 elected to 

legislature 18441 practiced law in Tuscaloosa until death 

on November 10, 1862. 

MAXWELL, 'lHOMAS: 

Born F.ngland 1815; merchant in Tuscaloosa, died in 

Tuscaloosa. 
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MILLER, STEPHEN J. : 

Born Alabama 1820; lawyer Tuscaloosa. 

MOODY, WASHING'l'ON: 

Born Mecklenburg County, Virginia, March 16, 18061 

read law under the Judges Minor and Crabbe: admitted to 

the bar in TUscaloosa and practiced there, one of the 

founders of the First National Bank of Tuscaloosa and 

president 1871-1879; died Tuscaloosa March 31, 1879. 

NICOLSON, A. S.: 

Born Virginia 18171 attorney Tuscaloosa County; 

candidate for election to secession convention in 1860. 

PRATT, JOBN W. : 

Born Georgia 1828; professor of English literature 

in the University of Alabama, 1850-18551 of logic, rhetoric, 

and oratory, 1855-65. 

SEARCH, RUBEN: 

Born orange County, North carolina 1805: graduated 

with M. D. degree Transylvania University, Lexington, Ky.; 

came to Tuscaloosa 1826; thirty years president of the 

Board of Trustees of the Alabama Mental Hospital; died 

1887. 



TURNIPSEED, s.: 

Born south Carolina 18301 planter Tuscaloosa 

County. 

WARREN, JAMES W. : 
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Born Dover Kent, England 18051 printer-publisher of 

the Wetumpka Argus co-owner with William L. Yancey1 

Published Tuscaloosa Observer 1846-18627 died TUscaloosa 

September 6, 1869. 



APPENDIX V 

AN EXPLANATION OF BEAT MAPS OF TUSCALOOSA 
COUNTY FOR 1857 AND 1860 

The information included in the beat maps of 

Tuscaloosa County for the elec~ions of 1857 and 1860 

has been collected from several sources. 

The main source of information for these maps 
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was the 1944 Map of Tuscaloosa County, made by Woosley 

Finnel and drafted by Leon Mosley. Other information as 

to the location of beats was gathered from E. A. Powell's 

article "Fifty-Five Years in west Alabama," published in 

the Tuscaloosa Gazette, 1886 through 1888. Further in

formation as to the general location of some of the beats 

was gained by a study of the 1860 census that list the 

areas of the county in which these beats were located. 

It will be observed that the boundaries of the 

county have changed somewhat since the Civil War. This 

is due in part to the fact that a large part of the southern 

portion of the beats of Carthage and Blockers was annexed 

to help create Hale County. In the eastern part of the 

county the boundary was readjusted between Jefferson and 

Tuscaloosa counties in order to make better use of the 

warrior River as a dividing line. However, this was a 
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minor change. 

After an interview with Judge David Cochrane, 

Probate Judge of Tuscaloosa County, and Mr. Shamblin, the 

oldest county employee at the Tuscaloosa Court Bouse, 

most of the beat locations were confirmed: and it has 

been assumed that these maps are substantially correct. 
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