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2

FROM
BEREAVEMENT
10
VINDICATION

In January 1867, the Hollywood Memorial Association, a group
of white women organized after the Civil War for the purpose of
caring for the graves in Richmond’s Hollywood Cemetery, invited
George Wythe Munford to deliver a lecture. Munford, born in the
city in 1803, had been an active civil servant before the Civil War,
holding the office of secretary of the Commonwealth of Virginia
for twelve years until 1864, and was once considered a serious can-
didate for governor. But in the aftermath of Confederate defeat
and in the face of federal occupation of the city, the sixty-four-
year-old Munford felt like a man without a country.

At the time of his lecture in 1867, Munford was still angry. He
began by inviting his audience to join him in that anger by remind-
ing them of how, in 1864, federal forces burned down the Virginia
Military Institute and pillaged nearby Washington College. “If
aliens to our soil can mutilate and deface the college . . . demolish
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its apparatus, and destroy its libraries,” he fumed, “what may they
not do?” As far as he was concerned, federal authorities had de-
nied white southerners their constitutional liberty: states’ rights.
“Now,” he said, “we are looking with terror at the great maelstrom
of legislative misrule.” Alluding to the advent of Congressional
Reconstruction just a year earlier, Munford described “counties
under the thralldom of military occupation, sending forth spawn,
to rule and have dominion over her people!” His only hope was
that one day, “if the constitution should ever be respected again
[and] the olden times should ever return,” it would protect “not
only the rights of minorities,” by which he meant southern whites,
“but State rights.™

Munford’s speech also reflected on Revolutionary War ances-
tors. Like many others after him, he expressed a belief that white
southerners were the real defenders of the founders’ legacy of lib-
erty and insisted that Confederate soldiers were patriots cut from
the same cloth. He asserted that secession was necessary to pre-
serve states’ rights, while northerners in Congress were “the chief
violator([s] of the Constitution.” According to Munford, the South
had no choice but to go to war because its citizens were “threat-
ened by violations of the constitution, and impending violations
of the rights of property.” That property, even though he did not
give it a name, was slaves.

Yet Munford’s speech zeroed in on what became a central tenet
of white southerners’ postwar beliefs. The South’s cause was a
“holy cause,” he proclaimed, and while “the Southern Confeder-
acy has gone down never to rise . . . she will be like the sun when
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he sets—whose ‘glory remains when his light fades away.”” He ac-
knowledged defeat, but nothing more.

Munford also addressed the work of white southern women
in defense and remembrance of the Confederacy. Men would not
forget “the purity of our women, nor the sacrifices they made,” he
noted, but there was still work to do. It was a “duty” and “a debt
of gratitude” that the white South “must pay.” Munford was refer-
ring to the work of caring for the Confederate dead, a role fulfilled
by women. “Our southern wives and daughters have inaugurated
the undertaking. . . . They have collected the bones of the mighty
dead,” Munford explained, “and it is their purpose to beautify and



adorn the place [Hollywood Cemetery] so that pilgrims may come
to it as a modern Mecca.” He then exhorted others to help in what
he described as “holy work.”™

Holy cause. Holy work. Modern Mecca. Mary and Martha of
the Bible represented yet another religious metaphor often used
to describe the work of southern women whose care for the Con-
federate dead was seen as a demonstration of their faith and devo-
tion. Later in the nineteenth century, white southerners extended
the analogy of southern martyrdom so far that Confederate presi-
dent Jefferson Davis would be likened to no less a figure than Jesus
Christ. In effect, the religious language was critical to white south-
erners coming to terms with defeat, and it shaped the Lost Cause
into what historian Charles Reagan Wilson has called the South’s
“civil religion.”

Southern women were inspired by this public calling couched
in spiritual terms. Having stepped into the breach of war by pro-
viding for soldiers’ needs and by caring for them in their local
hospitals, southern women’s lives had forever changed. They sup-
ported the war effort by forming soldiers’ aid societies. According
to one description, southern women during the war were “Flor-
ence Nightingales” and “tireless toilers whose needles were as
flashing blades in battle.”® Almost immediately after the war, they
reorganized the soldiers’ aid societies into ladies’ memorial asso-
ciations (or LMAs), and they were instrumental in shaping the
Confederate tradition in the South in the decades that followed.
The evidence of their work is visible in most southern communi-
ties, since they were the first to erect Confederate monuments in
the region.

While the foundations for monument building across the South
were originally based in bereavement and remembrance, the Con-
federate generation quickly infused monument dedications with a
defiant Lost Cause rhetoric about the justness of secession, the su-
periority of southern civilization, and the necessity of preserving
the racial status quo in the absence of slavery. Understanding the
rituals of monument dedications and annual observances to the
Confederate dead are critical to our knowledge of what these stat-
ues meant to many white southerners not only in the immediate
aftermath of war but also going forward. Those committed to the
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Lost Cause were, in essence, committed to a new form of southern
nationalism that invoked white supremacy.

From their inception, ladies’ memorial associations had both im-
mediate objectives and long-term goals for memorializing the
Confederate dead. The very first task they assumed was to oversee
the return of bodies of dead Confederates from battlefields where
they were buried back to hometown cemeteries. Though most had
died on battlefields in the South, LMAs in various cities were espe-
cially eager to reinter the soldiers who had been buried at Gettys-
burg in Pennsylvania. In Charleston, South Carolina, for example,
that process began during the war as soldiers who died in and
around the city were buried in Magnolia Cemetery. Even in the
midst of war, women cared for the graves of dead Confederates.
According to an early history of the Ladies’ Memorial Association
of Charleston, the burials during the war “became the nucleus of
a Confederate Cemetery,” and the women already knew that their
next step was to “erect a suitable monument to their [the soldiers’]
memory.”’

During the first two years after the war ended, the women
of Charleston moved swiftly to honor those buried in Magnolia
Cemetery. They raised $10,000 to erect headstones over each of
the 800 graves and had enough left over to go toward a monu-
ment. This was the period known as Presidential Reconstruction,
between 1865 and 1867, when Andrew Johnson had essentially
given the South carte blanche to handle its postwar affairs, in-
cluding the transition from slavery to freedom. And in the South
Carolina legislature, described by the LMA in Charleston as “un-
reconstructed,” representatives “came liberally to the aid of the
Association, and gave one thousand dollars” to its work. The
state also “granted the Association a large quantity of granite and
marble,” in part to complete the headstone project, but also for a
monument.®

Yet by the time the LMA was to receive the material, the rela-
tionship between the South and the federal government shifted.
Presidential Reconstruction was succeeded by what is known as
Congressional Reconstruction, as the Republican-led Congress
had begun to enforce compliance by states of the former Confed-
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eracy. Not only were federal troops occupying cities and towns in
the South, but new governments were installed with leaders who
would ensure laws were being followed. And they were not there
to support Confederate memorialization.

Undaunted, southern women were determined to continue
their memorialization efforts. Their goals were twofold. First, they
sought to establish a memorial day for the annual decoration of
graves. As Mrs. Charles J. Williams, secretary of the LMA in Co-
lumbus, Georgia, wrote, “We feel it is an unfinished work unless
a day be set apart annually.” Second, they planned to erect monu-
ments in the Confederate section of their cemeteries.’

Reconstruction and accompanying federal occupation thwarted
these women’s efforts. The Charleston LMA knew that “those in
charge . . . had not sympathy for the objects of [their] Associa-
tion.” The group’s president, Mary Snowden, was persistent and
successful in getting Governor Robert Scott, a Pennsylvanian and
former Union general, to issue an order to deliver the granite
“which the [prior] Legislature had granted.” Mary and her sister
Isabella were already well known in Charleston for their prewar
work to raise a monument to John C. Calhoun, and they were
credited with keeping those funds hidden during the war. Both
women helped secure plats of land in Magnolia Cemetery for the
burial of Confederate soldiers. Mary, in particular, took respon-
sibility for returning the bodies of soldiers who fell at Gettysburg
back to Charleston. Neither she nor her associates were going to
accept that they could not do the work of memorialization, even
in the face of federal occupiers.”

In Montgomery, Alabama, “during the distressing time of mili-
tary rule,” troops were said to have “hindered the work” of the
LMA by suspending memorial activities, according to Ina Ocken-
den, who wrote a history of the group. In an account of the work
of the Wake County LMA from Raleigh, North Carolina, the au-
thor claimed that federal troops in that city prohibited the mem-
bers of the association from going to the cemetery in a procession
and advised that if they did so, “they would be fired upon without
further warning.” Undeterred, the women formed pairs and even-
tually made it to the cemetery to place flowers and wreaths upon
the graves while being “watched by a Federal officer to see that no
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procession was formed.” While women were able to create spaces
within their local cemeteries for a monument, usually at the center
of the graves of Confederate dead, actually erecting a monument
was a step too far for occupying troops. Until federal forces were
gone, women could not “raise monumental shafts.”
being, they began to commemorate what they called “Memorial
Day,” which eventually became known as Confederate Memorial
Day. As one woman wrote, even “the veriest radical . . . could not
refuse us the simple privilege of paying honor to those who died
defending the life, honor, and happiness of Southern Women.”"”

LMAs in different towns declared the honor of being the “first”
group of women to have founded this tradition. From Winchester,
Virginia, to Columbus, Georgia, to Charleston, South Carolina,
southern women lay claim to originating what some referred to as
the “Sabbath of the South.” Yet it seems clear that these spring rit-
uals emerged more or less simultaneously throughout the region.
Women in all of the states of the former Confederacy reinterred
soldiers in their local cemeteries and marked their graves. They
also set aside a specific day to annually decorate the graves. States
in the Lower South settled on April 26, the day of General Joseph
Johnston’s surrender, while states in the Upper South chose May
10, the day General Thomas “Stonewall” Jackson died. Over time,
these Confederate Memorial Days became significant events in
communities and grew less somber and more celebratory as the
Confederate tradition expanded.

For the time

Despite white southerners’ frustration with Reconstruction and
military occupation, neither lasted forever. Almost immediately
after federal troops were withdrawn, southern women sought to
make good on their promise to build monuments, first within
the Confederate section of cemeteries where space had been re-
served for that purpose, and soon after in highly visible public
spaces in their communities. And while cemetery statues were
relatively modest in design, LMAs seemed intent on making a
statement on public landscapes—in the center of town or along
a well-traveled boulevard —by raising monuments that involved
long-range planning, enormous fundraising efforts, and design
competitions.



They moved fast. In 1875, just four years after federal troops
left the state, the LMA of Augusta, Georgia, laid the cornerstone
for what became a seventy-six-foot-tall monument in the center
of town. The Augusta Confederate monument is particularly in-
structive for understanding not only how southern communities
expanded what it meant to commemorate fallen comrades but
also how the Lost Cause became ritualized into a full-blown cel-
ebration of the Confederacy, its defenders, and white supremacy.

Augusta, located in the eastern part of the state, sits across the
Savannah River from South Carolina, and before the Civil War
it developed as a market town for short-staple cotton grown on
surrounding plantations. During the war, Augusta’s factories, in-
cluding a Confederate powder works, supplied the southern army;,
while its railroads served to move supplies swiftly between east-
ern and western sections of the Confederacy. General William T.
Sherman avoided Augusta on his famous March to the Sea, think-
ing it too well defended; subsequently, after the war, the town was
in better economic shape than other southern towns and cities de-
stroyed by Sherman’s bummers. By 1872, conservative Democrats,
known as “Redeemers,” many of whom were former Confederate
officers, were firmly in control of Georgia’s state government. This
left the door wide open for women in Augusta to begin their ef-
forts to build a monument in earnest.*

Like other memorial efforts in the South, the Augusta LMA
began by creating a soldiers’ section in the city cemetery with
a “foundation erected at the centre” for a monument, but the
group was far more determined to erect “a marble shaft in some
public place in the city” in memory of Richmond County’s Con-
federate dead. Members advertised for designs, and Van Gunden,
Young, and Grimm of Philadelphia won the contract with a bid
of $500. It was one of many northern firms that capitalized on
the monument-building fervor in the South throughout the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. Italy, too, reaped the
benefits of Augusta’s efforts, as the women purchased the marble
to build the monument directly from Carrara. Monuments to the
Lost Cause were, simply put, a lucrative business.”

For many monuments, including those in cemeteries, laying
the cornerstone marked the first stage in the process of memorial-
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ization. The foundation alone could be costly. In New Bern, North
Carolina, for example, the cornerstone of the cemetery statue was
placed in 1867 at a cost of $2,000. The goal was always to erect a
full monument on a foundation, but the fundraising for it could
take time. In New Bern, it took eighteen years of collecting from
“annual dues, festivals, concerts, mite chests, [and] donations”
and a big advertising push in the columns of the local newspaper
before there was enough money to build the eighteen-foot me-
morial. Such a time lapse happened more frequently in smaller
towns, but in Augusta, the time between laying the cornerstone
and building the monument was just three years.'s

It cannot be overstated how quickly the Confederate tradi-
tion transformed after Reconstruction came to an end. There was
more widespread involvement from the white community, and
new rituals emerged. The LMAs continued to lead the charge to
raise funds and build monuments while also determining how
commemorative rituals would play out publicly, such that even
placing the cornerstone for a monument came with its own cer-
emony, as the case of Augusta demonstrates. Just ten years after
the end of the Civil War, in April 1875, locals witnessed more than
a simple procession to Magnolia Cemetery to decorate the graves
of Confederate dead with flowers. In that year, the white commu-
nity reclaimed the town for the Lost Cause.

Military bands, veterans, the mayor, former Confederate offi-
cers, and leaders of the LMA led a procession through the center
of town. The Augusta Volunteer Battalion, made up of several
men who fought in the war, joined them, as did the Augusta police
force, “armed with muskets, with fixed bayonets.” The Schuetzen
Club of German citizens, who wore “grey jackets and black pants
and felt hats trimmed with green plumes,” also added color to the
parade. They marched toward the place on Broad Street where
the cornerstone was to be laid and, as with monument unveil-
ings before and after, listened to a speech from a Confederate
veteran or political dignitary —who sometimes could be one and
the same.”

An estimated 10,000 people attended the Augusta ceremonies
in 1875. With local masons on hand to assist, women were literally
involved in the laying of the cornerstone. The president of the me-



morial association was the first to take a trowel, dip it in mortar,
and “[place] the first brick of the foundation of the monument.”
The Constitutionalist reported, “It was indeed a novel sight to the
larger number of spectators to see the ladies, with delicate un-
gloved hands, laying brick and handling the trowel,” noting that
they had taken the first step in fulfilling their “holy duty” to erect
“a shaft of marble in memory of the brave men who fought and
died for a cause they considered just.”

Then came the day’s speaker, General Clement Evans, a Civil
War hero, Methodist minister, and Lost Cause stalwart who later
headed the Georgia Division of the United Confederate Veterans.
Evans’s speech had many of the same elements of speeches given
on Confederate Memorial Day and during monument unveilings.
He articulated the South’s anger over Reconstruction, lauded the
work of southern women, linked the American Revolution to the
Confederate cause, and remained defiant that secession was just.
Only ten years had passed since the war ended, but for Evans and
the thousands in attendance, the memory of those who sacrificed
their lives was “as fresh and green as if it was only yesterday.” He
expressed optimism that “the long dispute between the Northern
and Southern sections,” which he estimated began fifty years ear-
lier, were “practically drawing to a close.” And despite four years
of “fraternal carnage and its ten years aftermatter of crimination,
distrust, and misrule” —a clear allusion to Reconstruction—he re-
mained hopeful.”

Evans then moved on to speak about southern women, remind-
ing the crowd that “we assemble at women’s call—a call that men
may gladly obey.” It was common for men asked to give speeches
during these ceremonies not only to compliment the women’s
work but also to assign them a special role within the Confederate
tradition. “It is not man’s privilege, but woman’s to raise these me-
morials throughout the land,” Evans said, adding that men must
“yield to her the foremost place in this pleasing duty.” In doing so,
he placed southern women on a metaphoric pedestal for doing the
work of building actual pedestals for monuments that honored
Confederate soldiers like himself. Just as southern soldiers ful-
filled their military duty, southern women now assumed the duty
of honoring those men. The truth is, they were the only ones who

35



36

could do it at the time, given that the veterans were certainly in no
position to erect memorials after failing to win the war.”’

Integral to the Lost Cause narrative was the belief that it was
the Confederacy, not the Union, that had maintained the consti-
tutional legacy of states’ rights. Such rhetoric frequently made
its way into monument speeches. Clement Evans alluded to
these beliefs when he spoke. “I mean no boast, I only affirm that
Southern ideas are still rooted in the old maxims of the first rev-
olution,” he claimed, “and they were not surrendered when the
Confederate flag was furled, and Lee gave his sword to Grant.”
Evans’s comments echo Edward Pollard in what the war had and
had not settled, especially states’ rights, and transformed rebels
into patriots.”

Even as the former general told the assembled crowd that he
advised against “[keeping] alive the passions of war,” claiming
that the “voice of the monument will not be for war, but peace,”
he asserted that “it was right to repel aggression. . . . It was right
to set up a separate government. . . . It was right to hold out to
the bitter end. Right! Right!” He also made a salient point about
statues for those who wished to understand their meaning. “I have
no doubt of the public utility of these monuments,” he said, “[to]
keep the popular heart drawn to the original principles and poli-
cies of this Government,” concluding that “in common with oth-
ers of like character which shall adorn every city of the South, this
monument will mould and preserve Southern opinion.” In other
words, monuments were not simply commemorative; they repre-
sented the values and the “principles and policies” of states’ rights
and the preservation of white supremacy. Evans finally conceded
that the Confederacy was dead. “We buried it. We do not intend
to examine its remains. We were utterly defeated, and we dismiss
our resentments.” And yet his pronounced resentment very much
underlay his message.”

Significantly, there were papers in the North that reprinted just
those conciliatory parts of the speech. The Burlington Free Press in
Vermont regarded the “ex-rebel General Evans” as having issued
a call for reconciliation, while the Pittsburgh Daily Post, which re-
ceived the entire speech over telegraph, selectively printed only
those sentences that spoke of dismissing resentments and con-



sidering the monument as the “voice” of peace. “These are the
sentiments of all the prominent Southern leaders who took part
in the war,” the paper noted. “It is time that we, too, had begun
to forget the war,” adding, “being the victors we ought to be more
generous in this respect than the vanquished.” In their reading of
Evans’s speech, northerners understood that they were the ones
who should move on. Such columns were among the first to con-
cede the memory of the war to southern interpretation.”

Not much had changed three years later, when the Augusta
monument was unveiled in October 1878. An enormous crowd,
estimated to be 20,000 people, was on hand for the dedication.
Another parade ensued, this time with a cavalry regiment. Con-
federate flags were noticeably everywhere, carried by parade par-
ticipants and hung from balconies on homes and local businesses.
American flags were also flown during these and other Confeder-
ate commemorations, and not simply as a sign of reunification.
To do so also symbolized that southerners saw themselves as loyal
Americans who fought to defend constitutional principles, spe-
cifically states’ rights. This was in keeping with the narrative that
Confederates were the true inheritors of the American Revolu-
tion’s legacy of patriotism. To that end in Augusta, a tall staff was
placed on the platform in front of the monument “which waved a
United States flag and a Confederate flag together.” Placed across
both flags was a white pennant bearing the word “Peace.”

The LMA tapped Charles Colcock Jones Jr. to speak. Jones, a
lieutenant colonel in the Confederate army and former mayor of
Savannah, began by addressing the work of women to erect the
monument in memory of the soldiers from Richmond County
who had died during the war. As he spoke to the enormous crowd,
which included Georgia’s governor, he was unrepentant in his de-
fense of the Lost Cause. He reassured his fellow white southern-
ers that they “have no apologies to offer, no excuses to render,
no regrets to utter, save that we failed in our high endeavor.” He
then offered the well-worn excuse for defeat: “We were overborne
by superior numbers and weightier munitions.” Jones echoed
Edward Pollard’s pronouncement of twelve years earlier when he
said, “Nothing has been absolutely determined except the ques-
tion of comparative strength.””
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Jones commented on the irony of the day’s ceremonies, too,
because the white citizens of Augusta were dedicating an elabo-
rate monument memorializing those who were “overcome in the
contest, to the cause which they seemingly lost.” Significantly,
he used the word “overcome” rather than “defeated,” but even
more noteworthy was his suggestion that all had not been lost.
He also believed that the day was coming when anyone “with the
candor to confess,” even northerners, would acknowledge the
Confederacy was right in its fight for an “independent national
existence.” Last, he hinted at what became a key component of
the Lost Cause—indoctrinating southern children—noting that
children should “be taught to emulate the example of their Con-
federate ancestors.”

A member of the LMA unveiled the monument, and the
women asked that their fellow white citizens “cooperate” by join-
ing them annually in commemoration of Confederate Memorial
Day by decorating both the graves of soldiers and the new statue
with flowers. They thanked the local paper, the Constitutionalist,
for its valuable assistance to their fundraising efforts. And those
efforts were significant, as the total cost for the design, material,
supplies, and sculpture came to more than $17,000, a value of
nearly $433,000 in 2020.”

As the case of Augusta shows, post-Reconstruction monument
building became a public enterprise that moved the Confederate
tradition from mourning into the realm of celebration. No longer
limited to decorating the graves of soldiers on Confederate Me-
morial Day, that annual ritual now included a stop at the monu-
ment to pay homage to a mythologized past. It also demonstrates
how entrenched the Lost Cause narrative had become, with its
emphasis on a just cause and a sacred duty to Confederate prin-
ciples, such that going forward it also included a commitment
to perpetuate a false history among coming generations of white
children in the South.

The Augusta monument marked a trend in monument building in
the following decades, not only in terms of its size, cost, and place-
ment but in its glorification of Confederate general Robert E. Lee
in particular. While the centerpiece of the town’s monument was a



soldier atop a tall column, around its base were individual figures
honoring local heroes and also one of Lee, who swiftly became
the white South’s most celebrated and commemorated hero, espe-
cially after his death in 1870 and despite his opposition to postwar
monument building.

More than once, Lee made his feelings clear that Confederate
markers and statues were antithetical to a peaceful reconciliation.
In 1866, he avoided supporting a monument proposal, writing,
“All T think that can now be done, is to aid our noble & generous
women in their efforts to protect the graves & mark the last rest-
ing places of those who have fallen, & wait for better times.” A few
years later, in response to a proposed monument at Gettysburg,
Lee reiterated his stance: “I think it wiser . . . not to keep open
the sores of war, but to follow the examples of those nations who
endeavored to obliterate the marks of civil strife, to commit to
oblivion the feelings engendered.” In many ways, his sentiments
did not matter, even to the very same white southerners who held
him in such high esteem. The Lost Cause did not belong to Lee;
Lee belonged to the Lost Cause—a cultural phenomenon whose
momentum could not be stopped.?

The shift toward building monuments to honor Robert E. Lee
signaled important changes in the movement during the post-
Reconstruction years. Since the end of the war, women had as-
sumed responsibility for commemorating the Confederate dead;
men encouraged it and, in some instances, designated it as being
the exclusive domain of women. But when white men reassumed
control over local and state governments, these “Redeemers” ap-
peared more willing to play a leading role in commemoration.
Many of them were former Confederate veterans who had been
emasculated by defeat, but a dozen years after the war they aug-
mented women’s efforts by forming their own associations. The
Lost Cause had now become a celebration of heroes in which they
could see themselves playing an active role in restoring their own
reputations.

In the year of Lee’s death, 1870, two major southern cities, New
Orleans and Richmond, each initiated a call to raise a monument
to commemorate Lee. And in the year Reconstruction officially
ended, 1877, both formed fundraising groups, the Robert E. Lee
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Monument Association in New Orleans and the Lee Monument
Association in Richmond. The plans in both cities were to build
the grandest possible monument to Lee, and while funds for the
New Orleans monument came directly from the immediate com-
munity, funding in Richmond became a multistate effort. Both
campaigns illustrate how the regional fervor for the Lost Cause
was matched only by the moneys that were spent in the effort.

As in other cities and towns throughout the South, New Or-
leans’s first Confederate monument was intended to honor the
dead. Women who had provided for their state’s soldiers during
the war reorganized as a memorial association in 1866. They first
called themselves the Ladies’ Confederate Memorial Association
and intended to provide “suitable graves” for soldiers who died
during the war. But because New Orleans was under federal oc-
cupation, the women were required to change the name of their
group. According to General Philip Sheridan, the officer in charge,
he could not “permit the flaunting of the word ‘Confederate,”” so
they renamed their group the Ladies’ Benevolent Association.?

Over the course of eight years, from 1866 to 1874, the women’s
association raised nearly $30,000, the largest gift coming from the
Princeton, New Jersey-born philanthropist Paul Tulane, who had
also used his wealth to support the Confederate war effort. While
most of the money went to assist indigent veterans and their fami-
lies, the benevolent association directed more than $11,000 of
the remaining funds to place a monument in Greenwood Cem-
etery. Unveiled on April 10, 1874, to little fanfare, the local press
reported, “It was simple enough, and for that reason the more
appropriate and more touching.”

Although a group of men formed the Robert E. Lee Monu-
ment Association in 1870, their work did not begin in earnest
until federal troops—who had occupied the city since 1862 —had
completely withdrawn, in 1877. The association swiftly raised
$10,000 for the statue of Lee, but the remaining elements of the
structure—the mound, the pyramid of steps, and the marble
column—were even more costly, so the fundraising continued.
Regardless, the group hired the twenty-six-year-old sculptor Al-
exander Doyle from New York, whom the New Orleans Times-
Democrat described as “a gentleman of fine physique [with] a



handsome, manly face of the blonde order.” In other words, a
perfect Anglo-Saxon specimen of a man was chosen to create the
“heroic figure of Lee.”

In the seven years after Doyle was hired, the remainder of the
costs of the monument was raised. On February 7, 1884, New Or-
leanians learned that the bronze statue, cast by Henry and Bon-
nard Manufacturing of New York, had been shipped. The monu-
ment association announced it was offering souvenir medals for
sale in stores throughout the city. Sales of the medals, embossed
with an image of the Lee statue, were used to pay the final balance
on the monument. The association then chose February 22 for the
unveiling. Unveiling dates were often symbolic and aligned with
other important dates in history, and in this case, it was George
Washington’s birthday. It was a busy time in the city, too. Carnival
season was in full swing, and the city was also preparing for the
World’s Industrial and Cotton Centennial Exposition.*

At the unveiling, seats had been provided for between 3,000
and 4,000 people, which the press noted was insufficient to ac-
commodate a crowd that was easily four times that in size. Not
only was the area around the monument congested, but so were
the streets that radiated from the circle of land on which it sat.
The dignitaries at the unveiling ceremony were a who’s who of the
Confederate South. Jefferson Davis appeared with his daughters,
while Lee’s daughters Mary and Mildred Lee represented the gen-
eral’s family. Members of the monument association, chief among
them the celebrated Confederate general P. G. T. Beauregard, were
prominent, as were an entire cavalcade of state officeholders. The
governor, senators, and members of the state supreme court at-
tended, and similar to ceremonies in Augusta six years earlier, a
parade included militias, a band, and a 100-gun salute.”

Just as the time arrived for the unveiling, a great torrent of rain
and wind dispersed the crowd, but during a brief respite they re-
turned to watch Jefferson Davis perform the honor of pulling the
cord that sent the fabric covering the monument cascading down
to its foundation, revealing it publicly for the first time. Confeder-
ate soldiers roared with approval, as did members of the Grand
Army of the Republic, described by the Daily Picayune as having
“cast up their hate as enthusiastically as the men who wore the

41



The unveiling of the Robert E. Lee monument in New Orleans

in 1884 signaled a rededication to Confederate principles in the post-
Reconstruction South. Hundreds of children form a “living battle flag”
in front of the monument, symbolizing a future commitment
to the values of the Lost Cause.

(Courtesy of the Historic New Orleans Collection, 2012.0208.2.198)



gray.” Northern veterans were not normally in attendance at such
commemorations; that they were and that they joined Confeder-
ates in celebrating a monument to Lee proved an early sign that
white northerners were softening to the spirit of the Lost Cause.*

In describing the events of the day, nearly twenty years after
the Civil War ended, the Daily Picayune editorialized, “We cannot
ignore the fact that the secession has been stigmatized as treason,”
an aspersion cast upon the South that, in the newspaper’s view,
should be rejected. The paper further expressed the new defiance
that the Lost Cause came to represent in the years after Recon-
struction: “We must show to all coming ages that with us, at least,
there dwells no sense of guilt.””

When all was said and done, the monument to Robert E. Lee in
New Orleans rose 109 feet. The bronze figure of Lee alone stood
16 feet tall and was hailed at the time as “the largest bronze statue
ever cast in New York.” The cost of the monument, including
the $10,000 paid to the sculptor, came to $36,474—an estimated
$945,000 in 2020.%¢

Richmond was not to be outdone in the contest to build the
grandest monument to Lee in the South, but the infighting among
men and women over design, funding, and placement delayed
that effort another six years after the dedication of the New Or-
leans monument. Following Lee’s death in 1870, the white South’s
eagerness to honor him was especially intense in his home state
of Virginia. Lee’s character and military reputation among white
southerners was unassailable, and he came to symbolize all that
was noble about the southern cause—and, by association, all
Confederate veterans. For men, especially, erecting a grand mon-
ument to Lee as the Lost Cause hero par excellence was seen as
an opportunity to restore their own honor, as well as to erase any
remaining residue of shame and emasculation caused by defeat.
As such, the monument needed to reflect both his and their own
importance to the region in scale and design.

Initial calls to create an equestrian statue of the general emerged
among veterans in Lexington, where Lee last lived. Eventually,
however, the momentum to build the statue resided in Richmond.
The Lee Monument Association was headed by former Confeder-
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ate general Jubal Early, who considered himself the leader of the
movement to honor Lee. Certainly aware of how critical women’s
efforts had been to Confederate memorialization, he invited the
Hollywood Memorial Association to “assist.” Yet the Confederate
tradition had long been dominated by women in Virginia, and
they were not simply going to hand over the reins to the men.
Serving as helpmeet was an unacceptable proposition, especially
to the association’s leader, Sarah Randolph, who descended from
prominent Virginians. While on the surface the women appeared
to back the men’s monument group and reorganized themselves
as the Ladies’ Lee Monument Committee, in reality their experi-
ence made the difference in how events unfolded in Richmond.
They raised the most money, they controlled the purse strings,
and in the end, under Randolph’s leadership, the committee se-
lected the design and sculptor. In the long battle for control over
the Lee monument, the women were the victors.”

The unveiling was scheduled for May 29, 1890, and on May 25
the Richmond Dispatch announced a three-day schedule of events
that included “Parades, Ceremonies, Addresses, Balls, and Other
Entertainments.” Wednesday before the unveiling would include
a Memorial Day observance in the Hebrew cemetery, a military
ball and reception, and a choral performance by the Young Men’s
Christian Association. In addition to a reunion of Confederate
cavalry veterans, Thursday—the day of the unveiling— plans in-
cluded a “parade of veterans, volunteers, civic societies, and [the]
fire department.” Later that evening, a fireworks display was ar-
ranged. On Friday, May 30, Memorial Day observances were
scheduled in Hollywood Cemetery to feature addresses by gov-
ernors from Virginia, West Virginia, and Florida. The names of
guests from around the country, especially notable veterans from
throughout the South, were listed in the Dispatch in alphabetical
order and took up most of the front page.*®

The city of Richmond had worked up to the last minute to
prepare for the onslaught of people in town for the unveiling of
the massive statue of Lee on his horse Traveler. Monument un-
veilings, while initially few in number immediately after the war,
had become celebrated events in the life of southern communities
since Reconstruction, but they all paled in comparison to events



in Richmond. On the day of the unveiling, an estimated crowd
of 100,000 people surrounded the platform and spilled down the
streets as they eagerly awaited the moment white southerners ev-
erywhere had long anticipated. The grand statue of their hero was
unveiled, the crowd roared in approval, and there, on stands built
adjacent to this soaring figure, were hundreds of white children
wearing clothing in red, white, and blue, arranged in the shape of
a “living” Confederate battle flag. It was a harbinger of Lost Cause
traditions.

The celebrations that took place throughout the city prior to and
during the unveiling revealed how far the Lost Cause had come in
twenty-five years. This was not just a monument to the region’s
most cherished hero; it was about the restoration of Confederate
men’s honor. The Richmond Times said as much in its editorial
“Conquered Though Not Vanquished.” Reflecting on this historic
moment in the city, the editor mused that “in the character of Rob-
ert E. Lee, the Southern civilization had attained its most consum-
mate expression.” Lee’s character had a “tenacious hold upon the
southern people,” the Times asserted. “He is not merely the expo-
nent of a cause that has perished”; rather, Lee’s character repre-
sented “lofty traits” in which white southerners could take pride
“as the highest expression of their own aggregate greatness.”

What happened in Richmond in May 1890 was emblematic of
how the Confederacy’s defeat had transformed into something
new in the haze of historical amnesia and Lost Cause rhetoric. It
also signaled to those in attendance, both veterans and the gen-
eration of white southerners born since the war, that the lawful
changes made possible by Reconstruction no longer had meaning.
The rights of black citizens, in fact, were slowly being destroyed,
and in the decade to come, elimination of those rights would be
completed through both legal and extralegal means. The decade
of the 1890s also marked a new phase in the Confederate tradi-
tion, one led by a new organization of women and that expanded
beyond celebration, calling for complete vindication of the Lost
Cause and the Confederate generation.

Three decades after the Civil War, white southerners continued
their efforts to commemorate the Lost Cause, but between 1890
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and World War I those efforts assumed a different tone and new
intensity. Monument building, in particular, expanded to nearly
every town and hamlet throughout the South and now appeared
on courthouse lawns, in town squares, and on the grounds of
state government. Commemoration took many forms. Highways
were named for Robert E. Lee and even Jefferson Davis, and im-
ages of these same men were cast into the stained glass windows
of churches. Confederate Memorial Day became an official state
holiday in southern states, too, but monuments continued to be
the most visible and tangible reminders of the Lost Cause and the
white South’s unceasing loyalty to the principle of states’ rights,
which in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries meant
the right to maintain a system of segregation based in white
supremacy.

The 1890s were also a decade marked by the disfranchisement
of black men across the region. Southern states had long rejected
the idea of black citizenship, but during this decade they amped
up their efforts to eliminate it altogether. While southern legisla-
tures passed laws that reversed voting rights, white men across
the region used racial violence, especially lynching, not only to
intimidate black voters but to subdue entire black communities.
The result was that by the turn of the twentieth century, black
men, even those who once served in Congress, were prohibited
from voting and holding office. This left a vacancy in the southern
polity, and southern white women assumed an even more pub-
lic role as leaders of the Confederate tradition. When they did, it
was primarily through the United Daughters of the Confederacy,
which became the most influential southern women’s organiza-
tion for the next several decades.

During a decade that saw the rise of women’s clubs and ances-
tral societies, the UDC became extremely popular with women
across the region, and its ranks grew exponentially after its found-
ing in 1894. The growth in monument building paralleled the
growth of the UDC’s membership, since the Daughters were pri-
marily responsible for the vast majority of monuments and me-
morials built throughout the South, and even beyond its borders,
during those years. The period between the mid-1890s and World
War I represents the peak period of monument dedications and



demonstrates how seriously these southern white women took
their role as leaders of the Lost Cause. The mark they made on the
social, political, and physical landscape of the region in the early
twentieth century is undeniable, such that the term “New South”
is practically a misnomer.

The Daughters’ heightened visibility and their broader agenda
to cement a loyalty to Confederate principles among future gen-
erations of white southerners provided the cultural foundation
upon which rested the white supremacist legislation created by
their male counterparts throughout the South. This was not a co-
incidence, since southern white women not only shared similar
views on racial supremacy but were also related by blood or mar-
riage to men of influence within the region, from local attorneys
and judges to governors and state legislators.*

Women who rose to the rank of president-general of the UDC
included the daughters of Confederate generals and U.S. con-
gressmen, and in Mississippi, two of the early presidents of the
organization were daughters of U.S. senators. One was Lizzie
George Henderson, whose father, James Z. George, authored the
1890 “Mississippi Plan.” She shared her father’s views on race and
inherited his leadership skills, rising through the ranks of the
UDC to become its president-general from 1905 to 1907. She once
bragged that in her hometown of Greenwood, Mississippi, local
members of the UDC’s J. Z. George Chapter, named after her fa-
ther, placed framed copies of the state’s secession ordinance in the
white public schools. She also led efforts to erect a Confederate
monument on the grounds of Leflore County Courthouse and to
construct the Confederate Memorial Building in town that con-
tained a library of pro-southern texts.*

The Daughters were motivated not just to honor their veteran
ancestors but to vindicate them as well, a term they used repeat-
edly in their writings. While funding monuments and memori-
als and lobbying for their placement were critical aspects of their
work in the early twentieth century, their agenda looked toward
the future as much as it commemorated the past. UDC members
sought to ensure that future generations of white southerners
would also hold up their Confederate ancestors as heroes and
would themselves become defenders of the same principles for
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which their ancestors fought and died, including a staunch de-
fense of states’ rights.

The UDC did so through a multipronged approach. In addi-
tion to raising the money to build the hundreds of monuments
and memorials that dot the southern and national landscape,
members’ objectives included preserving and perpetuating the
“true,” albeit revisionist, history of slavery, the Confederate cause,
and Reconstruction. The women also lobbied state legislatures to
provide pensions to Confederate veterans and to build homes for
Confederate soldiers and their widows. They even expanded their
influence over public education by helping teachers develop les-
son plans, monitoring textbooks, placing battle flags and portraits
of Confederate generals in classrooms, and forming groups of the
Children of the Confederacy. In sum, they offered a robust defense
of the Lost Cause that, in many ways, is still with us to this day.*

Of course, the most visible reminders of the Daughters’ influ-
ence in the region are the monuments they erected in cemeteries
and town squares, on the grounds of local and state courthouses,
on national battlefields, in Arlington National Cemetery, and even
at the United States Capitol. The equivalent of millions of dol-
lars has been spent in this endeavor, some of which came through
state and local government expenditures and involved an alliance
between elected officials and the UDC. This alliance served to fur-
ther protect the racial status quo.

That the majority of these monuments were built some thirty
to fifty years after the Civil War and that so many were placed
on sites of local and state government indicate that these statues
were not simply works of public art or about honoring the dead;
their larger purpose was to signal that white men were firmly in
control of the southern legal system, the same system that dis-
franchised black voters and enforced Jim Crow legislation. And
regardless of their artistic significance, monuments were inten-
tional because white southerners regarded them as object lessons
for future generations about the Confederate past and also about
racial superiority.

Southern monuments were always supported by a narrative
that Confederate veterans fought nobly and that defeat did not
erase the justness of their cause. They were also a reflection of



beliefs held by the Jim Crow generation—whites who regarded
African Americans as second-class citizens and whose leaders
sought to maintain their supremacy through legislation. And if
there were any doubts about the larger meaning and purpose of
Confederate monuments within the context of the Lost Cause, the
Daughters made it clear in the minutes of their meetings, the es-
says they wrote, the speeches they gave, and the actions they took.
Moreover, the men they selected to give speeches at monument
unveilings, while they reiterated the message of honor and sacri-
fice, also furthered the Lost Cause narrative about slavery, the war,
and Confederate soldiers as valiant heroes who not only fought to
defend the South against an invading North but who withstood
Reconstruction and became stalwart defenders of white suprem-
acy, including as members of the Ku Klux Klan.

While the Daughters expanded the Confederate tradition, they
remained committed to the work begun by their predecessors in
ladies’ memorial associations. Some members of LMAs simply
joined the UDC, which brought together two generations of Lost
Cause women. And in the early years following the UDC’s found-
ing, both groups could be found working together to raise money
for monuments in their communities, although eventually the
Daughters superseded memorial associations in influence across
the South. This transfer of cultural power was evident at the un-
veiling of the Confederate monument in Montgomery, Alabama,
in 1898.

The Montgomery monument was thirty years in the making,
after a committee of men was incorporated in 1865 with the goal
of locating a monument on the highest ground in the city adjacent
to the state capitol, where “a nation was born.” The local LMA,
previously organized to mark the graves of Confederate soldiers,
had through various fundraising events already erected a statue in
the city cemetery. Members had leftover funds to go toward the
monument on Capitol Hill, but it was not their project. As had
happened in Virginia with the Lee monument, the all-male monu-
ment committee had made painfully slow progress, although
members managed to pay for the creation of a foundation and in-
vited the South’s former chieftain, Jefferson Davis, to assist in lay-
ing the cornerstone on April 26, 1886, Confederate Memorial Day
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in Alabama. But right after the ceremonies, the men’s monument
association did what others like it had done—it handed over re-
sponsibility to the LMA, “realizing that memorial work belonged
peculiarly to women.” From that point forward, the women ex-
panded their fundraising efforts and a committee from the group
“haunted the legislative halls of the State” seeking money for the
monument. When it was unveiled, at a cost of $45,000, it was con-
sidered to be “partly the gift of the State . . . a tribute by a genera-
tion that is here, to a generation that has gone.””

The LMA was joined in its fundraising by two new chapters of
the UDC in Montgomery, which were formed in 1896 and 1897,
respectively. The city was large enough to have more than one
chapter, plus the LMA, whose membership numbered nearly 500.
During dedication ceremonies, in fact, the Daughters held a place
of prominence on the unveiling platform. Just a year earlier, the
Sophie Bibb Chapter of the UDC placed a six-pointed brass star
on the Capitol Building’s west portico, marking the place where
Jefferson Davis took his oath of office to become the Confeder-
ate president. In many ways, the monument unveiling symbolized
the passing of the torch of the Confederate tradition to the next
generation.

Thomas Jones, a major in the Confederate army and governor
of Alabama from 1890 to 1894, was one of the special speakers of
the day, and his words were those heard at Lost Cause ceremonies
since 1865. He denied that the Civil War had been “fought over
the justice or morality of slavery,” emphasized that the North’s su-
perior numbers and material sources were the reasons for defeat,
and offered a dramatic critique of Reconstruction. After Lee’s sur-
render, he told the crowd, “the weary soldier put aside his thought
of vengeance and trudged home,” where “he found the slave his
political master.” During that time, Jones complained, the rights
of states were “dead for twelve long years.”*

Jones then turned his attention to the monument itself, pro-
claiming that providing a written history that exonerated the
Confederacy was the important next step, since “our duty is not
ended with the building of this monument.” While he believed
in the power of the statue to convey history and regarded it as
a symbol to “stimulate youths to admire and to . . . emulate [if



not] surpass the famous deeds” of their ancestors, he pressed for a
written history to do the same. His words were echoed by another
speaker that day, Hilary Herbert, President Grover Cleveland’s
secretary of the U.S. Navy. Herbert, who had served as a colonel
in the Eighth Alabama infantry, spoke to the Montgomery crowd
about the necessity of commemorative statues. “We build monu-
ments to heroes,” he said, so “that future generations may imitate
their [Confederate soldiers’] example,” adding that the monument
before them would function to “keep . . . alive forever the glorious
principles of liberty” for future generations.*

The United Daughters of the Confederacy had already heeded
Herbert’s call to “keep alive” the memory of the Confederate
generation and teach future generations about the significance
of states’ rights to the southern cause, what Herbert called “prin-
ciples of liberty.” Since the organization’s founding, members af-
firmed the instruction of children as one of their primary goals. If
taught properly, they reasoned, then white children would grow
up to become “living monuments” of the Lost Cause. The meta-
phor of a monument was purposeful. UDC members understood
that they were leaders of the region’s efforts to build statues of
marble and bronze and remained dedicated to that purpose, yet
they were also keenly aware that the most enduring monument to
the Confederacy was a population of white southerners educated
to defend both the memory and the principles for which it stood.*

Nonetheless, in the first two decades of the twentieth century,
the UDC built monuments at a blazing pace. Between 1900 and
1910, they erected nearly 200, an average of 20 per year. The peak
year of monument building was 1911, when the Daughters erected
48 monuments, an average of 4 every month. Then, between 1910
and 1920, the UDC dedicated an additional 205 statues. They did
so even as the general organization completed fundraising and
erected significant regional monuments, including the one honor-
ing Jefferson Davis on Monument Avenue in Richmond in 1907 at
a cost of $70,000; the Confederate monument in Arlington Na-
tional Cemetery in 1914, which cost approximately $64,000; and
the $50,000 monument at Shiloh National Military Park that was
unveiled in 1917. In today’s currency, the Daughters spent millions
of dollars on these projects, significant sums of which were ap-
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propriated from state and local governments. Notably, this does
not take into consideration the money spent on the numerous
battlefield markers and other types of memorials these women
also dedicated during these same years.*

The financial beneficiaries of this monument frenzy were not
only the sculptors who won the UDC’s design competitions but
also businesses located in the North, the South, and even Europe.
Bronze works in New York and Chicago advertised in the Con-
federate Veteran touting their designs and products, as did stone
quarries in the South. The best known was the McNeel Marble
Company in Marietta, Georgia, which advertised regularly in the
Confederate Veteran as “The Largest Monumental Dealers in the
South.” In one ad from 1913, the company touted that it was com-
pleting several orders for monuments being dedicated in Arkan-
sas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, North Carolina, Texas, and Vir-
ginia and reminded UDC chapters that time was of the essence,
“so the old heroes of the sixties can enjoy” a monument honoring
them “before it is too late.”® The ad tapped into the sense of ur-
gency across the region to honor veterans whose numbers were
rapidly dwindling.

There were also fundraising efforts, led by men, to raise mon-
uments dedicated to the women of the Confederacy, several of
which were placed on the grounds of state capitols, such as those
in Mississippi and North Carolina. In 1908, Caroline Goodlett told
the women of the organization she had cofounded fourteen years
earlier that she kept hoping that “the monument fever would
abate.” For her, the more important work was education, not
“the stone and mortar business.” While the Daughters heeded her
call and established a committee on education, their “monument
fever” only grew worse.*

While there was evidence that monument building was begin-
ning to decelerate in the second decade of the new century, as fun-
draising in local communities slowed and monuments were tak-
ing longer to be completed, World War I interrupted even these
efforts. The UDC completed most of the projects it had signed
onto prior to the war except for Stone Mountain, which had been
mired in controversy and false starts since it was first suggested in
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1916. More importantly, by the time the United States entered the
First World War in 1917, UDC members redirected their efforts to
support American soldiers abroad, as well as the president and
their fellow southerner, Woodrow Wilson. The war also allowed
Confederate organizations to revive the Lost Cause claim that
southern soldiers had long been patriotic Americans, not traitors
or rebels, as a new generation of southern men committed to serve
in the U.S. military.

By the time of World War I, the reputation of Confederate sol-
diers had nearly been restored. The North’s capitulation to the
Lost Cause narrative, which began with veterans’ reunions in the
1880s, had hastened reconciliation. In American popular culture,
there was further evidence of a cultural reconciliation between
northerners and southerners that allowed for the glorification of
the Confederacy, whether through films like The Birth of a Nation
(1915), where former Confederate soldiers become heroes in the
guise of the Ku Klux Klan, or in popular songs like “The Dixie
Volunteers,” published in 1917, whose lyrics compared south-
ern soldiers to their Confederate forebears. “See those great big
southern lad-dies / just like their dear old dad-dies,” the cho-
rus went, “and they’re going to be / fighting men like Stonewall
Jackson and Robert E. Lee.” It was the vindication that former
Confederates and their descendants had wanted since surrender
at Appomattox.>

The momentum in monument building renewed after World
War I, but the pace had slackened considerably. During the 1920s,
seventy-five monuments were dedicated, along with another
seventy-six in the 1930s. The Second World War once again in-
terrupted those efforts, but by then memories of a war that had
ended seventy-five years before meant less than it had even a
generation earlier. After the war, but particularly in the 1950s and
early 1960s, there was a renewed interest in Confederate memory
and monument building, especially as the Civil War centennial
approached. Those decades also marked enormous changes to the
southern way of life, as the civil rights movement challenged the
political system that had kept black southerners from enjoying the
full rights of citizenship. Somewhere in the midst of these compet-
ing developments, the monuments of Jim Crow remained, not as



symbols of a long dead culture but as daily reminders of racial
inequality.

CODA

On Confederate Memorial Day in North Carolina, May 10, 1933,
Justice Heriot Clarkson of the state supreme court delivered an
address to the Johnston Pettigrew Chapter of the United Daugh-
ters of the Confederacy in Raleigh. Standing in Oakwood Cem-
etery, alongside the Confederate monument erected by the ladies’
memorial association, Clarkson began his speech by extolling the
character of General Robert E. Lee as a model of Christian man-
hood and then sang the praises of General Thomas “Stonewall”
Jackson’s actions at the Battle of Manassas.”

After this very brief beginning, Clarkson’s tone grew dark as
he spoke about the “men who laid down their arms, and of the
women of the South . . . [who] suffered as no others.” He launched
into a harangue on the “Tragic Era” of Reconstruction, when
“carpetbaggers and scalawags, like the Egyptian locust, overran
this fair land.” When “millions of negro slaves were turned loose
on the prostrate white race,” he claimed, “these political vultures
with the illiterate negro ruled the South.” The result, in his estima-
tion, and without a hint of irony, was that “Confederate soldiers
were disfranchised” and “no race of people on this earth suffered
more.” Not even the enslaved population of the South.

Clarkson’s speech brightened, however, when he spoke of how
white North Carolinians restored racial order in their government
“founded on ‘White Supremacy through white men.”” He specifi-
cally pointed to the 1899 general assembly in which a Democratic
majority drafted the constitutional amendment that repudiated
universal male suffrage, especially black suffrage, and “eliminated
the illiterate.” Then Clarkson softened, telling the Daughters that
“when we look back at the crucifixion of the South, let us try to
forgive and forget.” It had taken sixty-eight years after the war
for the South Carolina-born Clarkson, whose father had been a
Confederate officer, to suggest that the white South could now
express forgiveness for Reconstruction. He could do so because
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of what had been accomplished in his lifetime. “When the Anglo
Saxon race gained supremacy in 1899,” he recalled, “it was a turn-
ing point in this Commonwealth.” For this, Clarkson believed, “it
[was] a beautiful picture for all our people to look upon, both
white and black.”

Yet the portrait Clarkson painted for his audience, including
UDC members who likely nodded their approval, was one of a
southern state that embedded white supremacy within its consti-
tution at the dawn of a new century. His speech was unapologetic
and expressed no regret about the disfranchisement of an entire
race of people, even as a member of the highest court in North
Carolina. While Clarkson’s address undoubtedly pleased those
gathered around the Confederate monument that day in 1933, it
sent a message to African Americans that the doors of citizenship
in the state where they made their home remained closed to them.
Soon enough, they would begin to knock on those doors.
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