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PREFACE

This Journal is the result of a joint effort of the Loyola
University Student Historical Association, Phi Alpha Theta, and
the Student Governmenf Association. It is comprised of papers

submitted by students of this university, and is by no means ex-

haustive of the works submitted.

1t is the aim of the Journal to give interested students an
opportunity to have their work published and to give the university

community a chance to see the work these students have done.



TABLE OF CONTENTS

DANCE PRODUCTION IN NEW ORLEANS. . ceveeecenscecnccoscscoce .o |
Submitted by: Martha Holoubek

ABR[EF EXMINATION OF mE MED‘CAL.‘......‘..C..’........‘.Clo

"~ HISTORY OF THE OCONFEDERATE STATES

OF AMERICA
Submitted by: Kurt S. Blankenshlp

THE ARISTOCRATIC VIEWPOINT AS...cvvecesnssoncscnnsnnns ceevedll
REFLECTED BY HISTORIANS OF THE

- SOUTH

Submitted by: Jane Cormack

THE NORMAN CONQUEST AND ITS IMPACT...ccecvennsancanscsesnsasSl
ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF FEUDALISM IN

ENGLAND

Submitted by: Dennls O'Toole

A SELECTIVE ANALYSIS OF THE HISTORIOGRAPHY .. ...covvucecnns «.45
OF THE IRISH EASTER REBELLION-1916
Submitted by: Susan M. Simoneaux

EDITORIAL BOARD

Katherine Briscoe-~Edltor
Jane Cormack

Dennis 0'Toole

Susan Simoneaux

OFFICER OF PH! ALPHA THETA OFFICERS OF LUSHA

Susan M. Simoneaux--President Martha Holoubek~-President
: Joseph McCormick--Vice President
Louise Plpes--Secretary-Treasurer



DANCE PRODUCTIONS IN NEW ORLEANS, 1850-1861
Subml tted by:

Martha Holoubek

The decade before the Clvil War marks a perlod of transition for
dance In New Orleans. Though In great demand as the I850's opened,
ballet suffered a gradual decline In popularity; by 1862, the entire
entertainment business had been disrupted by the War between the States.
The New Orleans audience met a colorful assortment of dancers at this
time, from the highly glfted Georqe Washington Smith and the notorious
Lola Montes to the durable, versatile Ravel Family.,

"The engagement of a troop of dancers at New Orieans theaters was
a recent innovation In 1850, spurred by the success of a qgroup .called
the Jefferson children which had appeared In the mid-1840's.| Theaters
shortly thereafter initlated the practice of hirina regular companies
of dancers, simllar to the stock company of actors. The regulars must
be accompllished enough, on the one hand, to handle performances by them-
selves, yet nimble enough, on the other, to adant to the temperament and
eccentricities of visiting performers. Thls was the "star system" of
the era.2 Dance was usually limited to a grand dlvertissement or a

"favorite dance" by the regular dancers between the major dramatic oro-
ductions. ‘ '

The major theaters In New Orleans at this time were the St. Charles,
the American, the Orleans, and the Varietlies. The reqular theatrical
season opened In November and closed for the summer in May of the fol-
lowing year. Managers often allowed stars and stock players to stace a
production for their own "benefit," however, in addition to the regutar
engagements, '

The appearance of a star at major theaters of prima awalted and
well-recelved occaslon, yet the days of prima ballerinas had largely
passed. The illustrious Fanny Elssler had left the Unlted States in
1842, Three of the four great classical ballet dancers which America
produced in the nineteenth century were no longer to be seen on the New
- Orleans stage: Mary Ann Lee had retired In 1846, for reasons of health;

Augusta Maywood had formed a touring company in Europe; and Julla Turn-
bull made no more Southern tours before her retirement in 1857.3

" Only George Washington Smith, America's first native "premier dan-
seur,'" was stl1l active. Smith's career as dancer, nroducer, actor, and

choreographer began In 1838; he was teaching at the time of his death In
1899,

In the course of these sixty years, Smith danced in every-
thing from grand ballet and opera to the clrcus...he part-
nered almost every qreat ballerina who visited this country,
from Elssler on; he staged almost every one of the well-known



romantic ballets, and choreographed many of his own; he
taught social dancing, Spanish dancing, and academic
ballet; he taught several puplls who became famous . ..4

A list of the artists with whom he worked reads like a Who's Who in
nineteenth century American ballet--Fanny Elssler, Julia Turnbull,

Mary Ann Lee, Signorina Ciocca, Senorita Soto, Lola Montes, Louise

Ducy-Barre, Annetta Galettl, and Celestine Frank,

The winter of 1849 witnessed the opening of a new theater In MNew
Orleans, an auspicious occasion in this instance for dance enthusiasts..
The management of the new Varletlies theater would enqage no stars, but
rely on a stock company recruited directly from Europe. "Particutlar
attentlion was given to the engagina of an efficlent corps de ballet, as
1+ was the ‘intention to make ballet a prominent feature for the coming
season." The principal dancers were Antonia Hillariot, Mlles. H, and
J. Vallee, M. Bouxary, and Sr. Veqas.® Hattie Vallee atso appeared iIn
the American theatre company of dancers, which featured Kate Stalnes.’

The Valéee sisters had performed with Elssler and with Smith In the-
1840's,

Mlle. Blangy, who had first appeared In his countrvy in 1845, was
the star ballerina engaged by the St. Charles for January, 1850. toah
Ludlow, one of the owners of the theater, pronounced her performance
qulite pleasing: "This artist gave unqualifled satisfaction in all of
her performances and was unquestioningly a fine pantomimist as well as
a dancer."? Mlle. Blangy performed '"La Giselle" and "La Chatte."

The Amerlican and the Varieties theaters renewed the contracts of
their respective company of dancers for the next theatrical season. In
February, 1851, the St. Charles offered the two-week engagement of
Ml le, Celestine Frank's Baliet Troupe, wlth Celestine and Victorline,
Miss Le Baron, and M, Espinosa. Although the dance troupe was welcomed
and the "... performances of the Miss Franks [sic] in particular were
received with great applause..."!0 +he engagement was, at best, a quali-
fled success. A simultaneous attraction at the theater was Jenny Lind,
the "Swedish quh+!ngale Y whom P, T. Barnum had brought to America on
tour In 1850; the Frank Ballet Company performed on nights alternate to
those on which Miss Lind appeared. The Frank sisters were connected
with other dance companies in later years, including the Ravel Famlly.
In fact, when the Ravels fulfiiled a commitment at the St. Charles the
next month, the Mlles. Frank were part of the ballet troupe. Thelr
selectlons Included "Diana," "La Fortuna," and "Pas Styrien."

When the Ravels flrst appeared on the American stage, in 1832, their
act was billed as "Rope Dancing, Herculean Feats, and Pantomime Ballet.”
They soon became connected with Niblo's Garden In New York: 1+ was from
this theater that most of thelir Southern tours ortglna‘fed.il The orlginal
company multiplied and divided as new performers attached themselves to
the group and old members set out on thelr own. Thls rather amorphous
grouping--numbering among Its sometime members the Martinettis, the Mar-
gettis, the Blondins, the Franks, Paul Brillant, Mile. Francis, and Yrca



Mathias--offered an acrobatic and dance extravaganza.

The Varietles Theater engaged the Monplaisir Ballet Troune for
the entire season of 1851-1852; the company was headed by Madame
Monplaisir and featured the local favorite, Hattle Vallee. Thelr
productions ranged from the comic pantomime baliet "Mons. Deschalu-
meaux" to the operatli'c '"La Bayadere” to the classical "Judgment of
Paris."” The Plicayune termed opening night "a most elegant and grace-
ful performance,” and Mme. Monplaisir "a perfect witchery of motion."!2
The Bateman children, Kate and Ellen, played a brief engagement at the
same theater In the spring. The Bateman sisters had been appearing on
stage since 1849, at the ages of four and six respectively. Drama was
their forte, but thls season they executed pas under the direction of
Mile, Ducy-Barre. Louise Ducy-Barre, who had studied and performed in
Parls, made her American debut with G, W, Smith at New York In 1851,

The Rousset sisters, a French ballet troupe, aopeared at the St. -
Charles theater In December, 1851, Although quite charming and ac-
comp!l ished, Caroline, Adelaide, Theresine, and Clementine Rousset were
greeted with but 1it+tle enthusiasm, Their refinement, perhaps, was
.unsulted to the taste of the audlence:

The style of these young ladies was marked with elegance,
grace, and modesty...not qgenerally admired by those who

usual ly went to the theater to see how high a lady could
elevate her toes, and expose her person in a piroustte.!3

The following season, 1852-1853, the Varietles theater offered no
regular dance troupe, and Hattle Vallee danced between acts at the St.
Charies Theater, The highllight of the season was the appearance of Lola
Montes. Her engagement at the Varietlies In December of 1852 was for a
series of plays and solo divertissements--"El 018, the "Splder Dance,”

- and the "Sailor's Dance." At one point during the season, the flery
beauty took offense at something the prompter of the theater said to
her, slapped him, and was sued for assault and battery!!4

Lola Montes, n8e Marie Delores Elize Rosanna Glibert, was born in
lrefand in 1818, As an entertalner, she assumed her mother's nationality
-~Spanish, and maiden name--Montes, Her notoriety across Furope was re-
lated more to her successlion of affalrs (with Franz Liszt, for example),
than to her abilitles. As the mistress of the elderly King Louls | of
Bavaria, lLola was dubbed Countess of Lansfeldt. Her manipulation of
Bavarian state affalrs Is sald to have precipitated the Revolution of
1848.15 The "Countess" came to this country as a dancer and

«+.0f course was greeted with Immense audlences, In which
hardly a woman was to be seen. She proved conclusively...
that scandal does not necessarily create a dancer.

George Washington Smith had the dubious privilege of directing the
ballets that were to introduce Lola Montes to the American public., De-~
spite her physical charms, the Countess exhiblted serious flaws as a
dancer. Smith staged for her several simple and lovely dances, among
them beling the "Spider Dance," an adaptation of the Tarantella. Smith
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had to deal as well with ?he Countess' lack of the siightest sense of
rhythm!

HMatters actually came to +he point where the manaqer
had to glve spmeclial orders to the conductor of the or-
chestra: "When you play to the Countess, follow her

precisely. When she stops, you also stop, no matter
whether or not the music is finished."!7

During the 1853-1854 season Virginia Foulkrod and Ada Edminston
were regular performers at the Varieties; thelr repertoire Included
"La Tarantella,” "La Cracovienne," and "La Manola." The Bateman chiidren
appeared at the same theater In December. Hattle Vallee was joined at
the St, Charles bv a Mlle, Therese, and Messlieurs Schmidt and Bruclianni,
The stellar attraction of the Orléans Theatre that season was the engage-
ment of Senorita Soto and George Washington Smith; their productions en-
compassed "E| Zapataedo," "El Jaleo de Xeres," "El O1§," and "La Manola."
Thelr reception by the New Orleans public was curiously subdued. Peplta
Soto had made her American debut In 1852 with a French and Spanish troupne
of dancers; after this company dissolved, she took up partnershin with
Smith. The New Orleans Picayune recounted the "pleasure of witnessing
the local debu¥ of This beautliful and graceful danseuse"!8 but seemed
oblivious to the "Spanish fire and passionate vigor" with which Charles
Durang, of the Phlladelphla stage, characterized her dancing:

Of admirable physlique and of enchanting symmetry, she was

no doubt fascinating to the young, but the tendency was to
pervert the innocent mind.!?

The Ravel. Family opened the next season at the Varletles In tovember
of 1854, and, following a conflagration which destroyed most of their eauip-
ment and much of the theater, played beneflts at the Orleans Theater. The
company returned twlce that season to play at the St. Charles. A new member
of the cast was Yrca “athlas, the Russian danseuse. This ballering had been
an Instant hit with her American audlence since her debut in 1853. The
Ravel corps de ballet offered New Orleans theater-acoers a selection of nieces
this season, Including "Parquita," and "Jeannette and Jeannot." Miss Fanny
at the Pellcan and Miss Marsham at Holland's Olymplc played favorite dances
between drematic performances throughout the I9§4-I855 season,

During the next season, Vallee and Bruclannl were the reqular dancers
at the St. Charles, and Kltty Gray replaced Miss Fanny at the Pelican. The
Monplalsir Ballet Troupe undertook a brief appearance at the Galetles ,
(formerly the Varieties)in March; In Aoril, the Ravels plaved the St. Charles,
An advertisement from Niblo's Garden in MNew York for "Llorente's Troune of
Spanish dancers"?| brought about brief engagements for the company at three
Hew Orleans theaters--the Pellcan, the St. Charles, and the Orleans. The
fact that touring companles felt compelled to advertise through Southern
newspapers Is one indication that business was slow in entertalnment,

Althouagh Hattlie Vallee at the St. Charles and a Mlle, Katarine at Crisp's
Galety offered an occaslonal divertissement the following season, New Orleans
audiences seemed to prefer the tableaux vivants of the Keller troupe to ballet
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and dance performances. In March, 1857, Mr. and Mrs. W, J. Florence,
"The Irish Boy and the Yankee Gal," opened at the St. Charles. In
addition to their repertolre of songs and skits, Mrs. Florence exe-
cuted a Spanish dance and a military dance. Previous to her marriage,
Mrs. Florence had appeared on stage as the dancer Malvina. "Ohe sees
that Mrs. Florence almed at being bewlilderinaly protean," noted Georae
Odell, chronicler of the New York stage. "Mrs. Florence was 3 hear+v,
wholesome, likeable person whom one could not see too often."42

April, the Ravels with Yrca Mathlas played a return engagement a? fhe
St. Charles.

For the next season, a Miss Sarah Bishop was hired at Crisp's
Galety for entr'acte performances. The Martinetti-Blondin troupe,
formerly with FThe Ravel company, appeared at the Galety and at the
Orleans; their pieces included "Isle of Nymphus," and "Jeannette and
Jeannot." In November, a Madame Torma from Milan appeared at the St..
Charles In a Danse Espagnole;2> thls brief enqagement was followed by’

a simllar one at the Grieans, In March of 1858, the celebrated Ronzani
Ballet Troupe was introduced to +he MNew Orleans stane, Dominico Ron-
zani's company--with Loulse Lamoureux, Annetta Galet+!, Fillpo Raretti,
and Gaetano Pratesi--had opened in Phiiadelphia and in New York In 877,
Despite thelr undeniable talent, the Ronzanl companv was never ‘o en jov
succass In America, as Initial technical difficulties with their oro-
duction ¢combined with a financial panlc in the Unlted S+a+es and a wide~
spread decline of interest In quall?y baiiet.

The high tide of the popularity of the romantic ballet In
America, which had slowly Increased throughout the thirties
unti| l* reached the helght with Elssler's triumphs, and the
rich decade which followed, was now beginning to ebb.

Nevertheless, the Ronzanls drew immense houses In New Orleans; the Bee
pronounced the troupe "the largest and best we have ever seen."2? Toulse
Lamoureux proved to be most popular--"...we confess we have seen nothling

to compare with her in her graceful art, since the days of Fanny Elssler."26
e have never had so complete and accompllshed a corns de ballet as this,"
pronounced the Picayune, "and are not llkelv soon o have another."27
Despite thelir trulmph, the Ronzanls did not return as a troupe to New
Orleans. After the company dissolved, Annetta Galetti and other members

returned the following season at the Orleans.28 Shortly thereafter, Miss
Galett! became Smith's new partner.

The last three theatrical seasons before Louisiana became embroilled
in the Civil War were dominated In the field of dance by the Ravel Family,
present and former members. Yrca Mathlas appeared with the Ravels at the
St. Charles In February and March of 1859 and March of 1860. The new
Varleties theater engaged Mlle. Zoe Georgette, Miss Jackson, and the fale .
-slsters as principal dancers for the 1859-1860 season. While "pretty in
" person, and graceful in motion,"29 these artists met a lukewarm reception.
Only Hannah and Adoena Gale were reengaged for the nest season, and, In
1860, they were replaced by Mlile, Francis and Paul Briilant, late of the
Ravel| troupe. This couple performed for the season with a repertory that
listed the "Tyrolienne,"” "L'Andalusia," and "Sallor's Hornpipe." Such
performances earned them "...the llvellest plaudits; Mlle. Francis beina
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a particular and acknowledged favorite of the New Orleans publlc."30

Four months Into the new season, Loulsiana seceded from the
Union, and on March 21, 1861, joined the Confederate States of America.
The waning of Interest In the art of dance was accelerated by the
public's preoccupation with matters political. The names bandied
about at social gatherings in the decade of the 1860's were not to
be those of theatrical luminaries like Jenny Lind and Lola Montes,
but those of secesslonists and generals,
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A BRIEF EXAMINATION OF THE MEDICAL HISTORY
OF THE CONFEDERATE STATES OF AMERICA
Submitted by:

‘Kurt S. Blankenship

In this paper, | intend +o examline certain aspects of the medical
historv of the short-lived Confederate States of America: the quality
of Southern medical education, the organization of the Confederate Army
Medical Department, the surgeons and the hosplitals they worked in, the
diseases of the common soldier, and the quality of the medical care he
recelved, !t is my hope that the reader will gain a general knowledge
of the probiems and challenges that confronted the physicians and nurses
of the South during the American Civil War and, In so doing, also aain
a qreater apnreciatlion of the miracle that is modern medicine. -

Historians, both ancient and modern, have long considered the
casualty lists of opposing armies to be a fairly accurate measurement
of mliltary success or failure. Most of us tend to think that the
countless millions that have died In man's innumerable wars met their
deaths on the battlefield, but thls is far from accurate. In the Amer-
fcan Civil War, as In all wars, the most formidable enemvy of the man In
uni form was disease. Dlsease confronted him on the battliefield, sat
across from hTm In the mess hall, and stalked him in hls sleep. There
wWas no escape.

Joseph Jones, a prominent Confederate medlca! officer, estimated
that out of 600,009 men mobilized for the Confederate Army, each one
of these fell victim to dlsease and/or wounds approximately six times
during the war. Of these 600,000 men, 200,000 either were killed out-
right or died as a result of d!sease.' Robert E. Lee himself was struck
down by disease at a crucial stage of the Wilderness Campaign in May of
1864.2 In the North, the toll of disease was even greater: 224,586
deaths due to disease alone.3 The very first year of the conflict saw

1,219,251 cases of disease in the Confederate armies east of the Missls-
sippi River.4

I+ is obvious that builets were far less destructive than disease.
The high mortality rate among the men in gray reflected in part the con-
ditions in civil life, in part the conditions of medicine and public
health care in thé middle of the century, and in part the wholly in-
adequate preparation for war. {+ must be remembered that the medical
knowledge of the nineteenth century was far, far Inferlor to the science
of modern medicine., Antiseptics were unknown, the relation of dirt to
infection was only just beginning to be undgrsfood, anesthesla was just
coming into use, and drugs were inadequate. Obvlously, the maanitude

of the problem facing the medical officers of the confederacy was astro-
nomical.



Ante-Bel lum Medlcal Care

The first school of medicine in the South was the Medical Collece
of South Carolina, established at Charleston in 1824.6 By the time
. the first cannon volleys ripped through the_ramparts of Fort Sumpter,
there were 21 medlcal schools In the South.? In aeneral, medical edu-
cation in the United States lagged behind that avallable in Europe,
but the Southern medical schools and thelr faculties compared very
favorably to those of the North.8 Shortly before the war, Dean Paul

Eve of the Medical College of Georgia served as the president of the
Amerlican Medical Association.?

In the late ante-bellum period, a wave of auackery and mediocre
medical care enqulfed the United States. Licensing laws were areatly
relaxed in the decade before the war, and patent medicine men made a
thorough killing on the ever-quliible American public. There were very
tew tralned pharmaclsts, but this did not stop the public from swallowing
very large quantities of whatever happened to be popular at the time.

In short, as Dr. Ollver Wendel| Holmes explalined to the Massachusetts
Medical Soclety In May 6f 1860, the American people were "overdosed":

How could a people which has a revolution once in four
years, which has contrived the Bowie knlfe and the revolver,
which has chewed the julce out of all the superiatives in
the language In Fourth of July orations, and so used up its
epithets in the rhetoric of abuse that it takes two great
quarto dictionaries to supply the demand; which Inststs in
sending out yachts and horses and boys to out-sail, out-run,
out-flight, and checkmate all the rest of creation; how could
such a people be content with any but heroic practice? What
wonder that the stars and stripes wave over doses of nlnety
grains of sulphate of quinine, and that the American eagle
screams with delight to see three drams of calomel glven at
a single mouthful !0

There were several important surglical advances shortly before the
Clvil War. These advances were largely the result of two important fac-
tors: 1) +the rising Influence of French patholoqy, with Its Increased
stress on leslons of body organs as the cause of dlsease; 2) the boldness
of many frontler physiclians, whose separation from the conservative tra-
ditlons of medical schools led to Increasingly daring attempts to deter-
mine the healing power of surgery. For example, In 1849, Dr. Ephraim
McDowel |l performed the first successful ovariotomy (removal of an ovary).
Prior to his success, this operation was considered certaln death for the
patient. A few years earlier, a rural Georgian practitioner named Craw-
ford Long first administered ether successfully in operative surgery.

The acceptance of ether led to more surgery, but also to more deaths from
post-operative infections. Not many Southern physiclans were yet aware
of the growing Importance In European medicine of bollling water and tho-
rough cleansing of surglcal apparatus.

In conclusion, then, although there were certain depressing features
in American medical practice before the Civil War, the general Indication
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was one of continuing advancement.

Organization of the Confederate Medical Department

The Medical Department of the Confederate Army was authorized by
the Provislional Congress at Montgomery, Alabama, on Februarv 26, 1861,
elght days before the Inauguration of Jefferson Davis. I+ originally
provided for one Surgeon General with the rank of colonel, four sur-
geons, and six assistant surgeons. The Surgeon General's salarv was
fixed at $3000.00 annually, while the surgeons and their assistants
were to be paid between $110,00 and $200.00 per month, depending on
their rank and length of service,!3 By May of the same year, Congress
had augmented the department by six surgeons and fourteen assistant
surgeons. !4 By the end of the war, some 3000 medical offlcers served
in the Confederate army and na'nar\,t'.'5

The first Surgeon General was David C. Deleon of Mobile., He was
replaced on July 12, 1861, by Charles J. Smith, who remained In office
for exactly two weeks. His successor was Samuel P. Moore, who served
for the remainder of the war. Moore was an excelient and highly quali-
fled administrator. Under hls command, the Medical Department developed
into an orderly and fairly efficlent organization. He established boards
of examiners to s?geen physicians for service, reserving the final deci-
sion for himself. His chlef distinction was that he Introduced the
hut or pavilion-type hospital, the forerunner of the modern hospital.
Instead of grouping together large numbers of patients, the slck and

wound?d recelved treatment In separate huts housina 25-30 patients
each. »

The greatest complaint against Moore was that he was addicted to
army discipline. HIs brusque and Imperious manner often offended those
under his command, but his ablilities were widely acknowledaed.

One of Moore's greatest problems was the procurement of adequate
medical suppllies. As the war draagged on, and the Northern blockade
became more and more effective, medicine became perhaps the dearest
item in the Confederacy.!8 As early as 1862, quinine was $20.00 an
ounce in Louislana, and two vears later i+ was $100.00 an ounce.!? One
Confederate doctor bought contraband chloroform for $15.00 a bottle,
and two weeks later was offered $300.00 a bottle for 1+.20 By the end

of the war, the_Congressional appropriations for medical service totaled
$77,000,000,00,2! ,

The Confederate government established numerous medical labora-
tories, where various substitutes were sought for the dwindliing supply
of drugs. Most of what was acquired was used for the military, with
t+he result that thousands of civilians must have perished for want of
adequate drugs.22

Establishment of Hospltals

The establishment of hospitals was among the first prioritlies of
the Medical Department, but Initial efforts in that direction were
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confused and chaotic. The result was that durlng the first part of

the conflict, much of the mortallity was no doubt the result of crowdina
the wounded and disabled into hotels, warehouses, stores, barns, chur-
ches, chickencoops, hay-sheds, and slave quarters.23 There were so

many wounded, crowded and crammed into every corner and closet, that
most of them were neglected.?4 This neglect and overcrowding led many

a wounded man to the conclusion that nothing was going to be ever

done to help him, and that those whom he had defended no longer cared
about his welfare.25 To many of the soldlers, hospitalization was often
regarded as equivalent to a death sentence.26 0One overworked surgeon
indi fferently described his arrival at a new hospital: '"When | arrived
at the hospital mv ears were greeted as usual at such time with the moans
and cries of the wounded".27

Gradually, a Confederacy-wide orogram of hospital organization was
established that went far toward meeting the needs of the armed forces .28
The Confederacy's largest and most famous hospital was Chimborazo. This
institution, erected on a site overlooking the James River, had a capa-
city of over 8000 patients. |t has been described as the largest mili-
tary hospital that has ever been established on this continent .29

As the fortunes of the Confederacy declined, so did those of the
hospital system, However, a remarkabie effort from volunteer men, women,

and children went far toward supglylng the sick and wounded with adequate
medical care and accommodations.30

Surggons and Nurses

- Three words can best describe the aqeneral condition of the Southern
surgeons and nurses: underequipped, overworked, and frustrated. Most
of the surgeons were unprepared for the demands of military oractice.
Thelr own clviilan practices had afforded {ittle opportunity for surgery.
In the field hospltais, however, doctors stood before operating tables
for 24-36 hours at a time.3! Amputation "assembly" |lnes were set up:

ether was administered at gne table, the Iimb severed at another, and the
wound dressed at another.>

One general gave a gruesome description of the surgeons at work
immedlately after a battle: '

There stood the surgeons, their sleeves rolled up to
thelir elbows, their bare arms as well as their linen aprons
smeared with blood, thelr knives not seldom held between
their teeth, while they were helping a patient on or off
the table, or had thelr hands otherwise occupied; around
them pools of blood and amputated arms or legs In heaps,
sometimes more than man-high. As a wounded man was 1ifted
on the table, often shrieking with pain as the attendants
handled him, the surgeon quickly examined the wound and re-
solved upon cutting off the injured limb. Some ether was
-administered and the body put In position in a moment. The
surgeon snatched his knife from between his teeth, where It
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had been while hls hands were busy, wiped it rapidlv once
or twice across his blood-stained apron, and the cutting
began. The operation accompolished, the surgeon would
look around with a deep sigh3 and then -- 'Mext'! And

so It went, hour after hour.

Once a surgeon, unable to work any longer, would lav down his

scalpel, clutch his trembling hand, and_turn awav from the table with
hysterical tears running down his tace.34

To add to his situation, during the early part of the war the sur-
geon had to endure capture and imprisonment, HNot until the latter part
of 1862 was it agreed that surgeons should not be capfured.3)

Twenty-five years after the war, a reunion of Confederate suraeons
was held in Richmond. Those who had survived the conflict {istened to
this well-deserved tribute from Joseph Jones: "...the brave hearts, cool
heads, and strong arms of Southern surgeons were employed but for one

purpose--the greserva+fcn of the health and |ives and |imbs of their
counfrymen".3

Nurses were In as great a demand as surgeons. Most of them were
voiuntear women, workina in hospitals for the first time. Women's organ-
izations met to roll bandages rather than to sew quilts, although it is
debateable which was more sorely needed.>’ Manv Southern women founded
hospitals. [1lla Kina Newsom, an Arkansas woman who established hospitals
throughout the south, became known as "the Florence Mightingale of the

* Southern Army“.38 When the hospitals became overcrowded, some women
nursed the wounded In their own homes.39

Causes of Disease

The cause of disease in the field and In camp are so numerable that
they warrant a complete study in themselves. | will attempt to list only
a few of the more common causes:

1} inadequate physical examinations led to the Induc-
tion of many men in poor health, men who were highly sus-
ceptible to disease and infection.

2) The preponderance of men from rural areas, where
most normal childhood diseases and vaccination were unknown,
established & large body of troops highly suscentible to
many contagious diseases.

3) The negtect of camp hyqgiene contributed greatly to
the prevalence and spread of disease, Dead animals were
improperly burled or not buried at all. Latrines were con-
structed, but often the men had to be threatened with court
martial before they would use them. Heavy rains carried ex-
cremental wastes into the camps' water supply svstem.

4) Insects of all kinds attacked the soldiers: sand-
flies, mosquitoes, gnats, and roaches. Worst of all were the
lice. Nearly every single soldler on both sides of the con-
flict was infested with lice, making a miserable war even
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more miserable.

5) Exposure was a prominent cause of disease.
Inadequate clothing and camp equipment led to diarrhea,
rheumatism, pneumonia, and other diseases. 'Winter was
the worst time of all. Frostblte was very common.
During one of Stonewall Jackson's campaigns, one en-
tire squad of men froze to death while guarding the
camp on a particularly coid night. In the summer,
there were the never-endina rains to contend with.

6) Poor and Insufficient food and water did much
to cause disease. One soldlier reported drinking water

" "so filled with animaleulae [sic] that no microscope
was requlred to detect thelr presence".

7) Mental disorders, although not widelv recoqg-
nized as being of great importance to the prevalence
of disease, were always present. Monotony and boredom
led to frequent illnesses and excessive drinking.

Prevalence and Treatment of Disease

Again, | can provide the Eeader with a brief list of the major
diseases and thelir treatment:4

|} Diarrhea and dysentery were the most common
diseases, and the most difficult to control. "No mat-
ter what a patient had," wrote one doctor, "he had

‘diarrhoea [sic]." During the first few months of the
war, diarrhea constituted 226,828 out of 848,555 re-
ported cases of disease. Dlarrhea, although technically
a symptom rather than a disease, was especiallv damaaing
because it weakened its victim's resistance to other
diseases. Some of the remedies tried Included injec-
tions of silver nitrate, cauterization of the rectum
for a distance of several inches from the anus, and
op fum. ;

2) Measles was especlally prevalent during early
stages of the war. |+ was gradually controlled by careful
sanitary measures.

3) I+ has been estimated that one out of seven
men in the Confederate Army had malaria. Its exact cause
was still unknown, althouagh 1t was recognized that cemping
upwind from a swampy area reduced the danger of infection.
Quinine was the most common remedy applled.

4) Although it had been almost sixty years since
Jenner had demonstrated that smallpox could be prevented
by vaccination, most individuals had not been vaccinated.
This led to serious outbreaks of the dreaded disease, and
it was only when widespread vaccination was Instituted
that it could be controlled.

5) Pneumonia was exceedingly common. The attempted
treatments included regulated diet, brandy or whisky, or
oplum administered twice dally.
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6) Camp itch was the most common disease of the
Confederate soldier, Thought to be a nonparasitic skin
frritation, 1+ was incurable except for the mildest
cases, disappearing of Its own accord only after varv-
ing lengths of time.

7} Mental depression and alcohollsm exacted their
toll among the men in gray. Nostalgia and homesickness
were very common, especially among hospitalized men.
Alcoholism became such a problem that any officer found

guilty of drunkenness was subject to immediate court-
martial,

Conclusion

Disease, then, was indeed the great enemy. The Confederate medical
officers met the challenge as best they could, constantly striving to
improve themselves. Without the modern miracles of blood-plasma, X-rays,
antibiotics, vitamin concentrates, and vacclines, they did much to restore
and maintalin the physical conditlon of the men.a

Despite the depressing statistics, available records for the war
indicate that the annual mortallty and disease mortality rates through-
out the conflict were less than those ofher armies that took the fleld
In the nineteenth cen'rury.44

Some of the more positive benefits gained from the war experlences
of the many Southern physicians Include an increased awareness of the
importance of a proper diet, a considerable Increase in surgical skills,
improved hospital construction and administration, and greatiy increased
knowiedge of public health.45

Whatever the benefits, the horrible memories still remained; the
searing recollections of the utterly disgusting evil of war that were im-
printed on the souls of those that had been taught to heal--the niles of
gory severed |imbs, the swollen, disfigured corpses, the heipless moans,
the sightless eyes., George A. Townsend, a war correspondent for the MNew
York Herald, gave this moving account of his experience In a fieid hospltal
shortly after a fruitless battle:

I think stili, with a shudder, of the faces of those who
were told mercifully that they could not live. The un-

~ utterable agony; the plea for somebody on whom to call;
the longing eyes that poured out prayers; the looking on
mortal as If its resources were Inflinite; the fearful
looking to the Immortal as if It were so far off, so
implacable, that the dying appeal would be in vain; the
open lips, through which one could almost ook at the
quaking heart below; the ghastliness of brow and tangled
hair; the closing pangs; the awful quiet. 46
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THE ARISTOCRATIC VIEWPOINT AS REFLECTED BY
HISTORIANS OF THE SOUTH
Submitted by:

Jane Cormack

According to romantic tradition, the southern colonles were settled
by Cavallers and royalists, The plantation system that evolved, was or-
ganized and came to be controlled by a social and economic aristocracy
that liked to trace Its heritage back to these royal &migrés. Whether
these planters were descendents of Cavallers, or of middleclass tradesmen,
thelr impact on the history of the South would not have been felt any
less, for by the early nineteenth century, by means of the land they
owned, thelr wealth, power and legend, they dominated southern history,
Historians have most often viewed southern history from this aristocratic
vantage point. Portrayal of |ife in the antebellum South has at times

been compromised by those who emphasized this dominant class over other
classes of southern society.

The Old South by Thomas Nelson Page, was first published In 1892,
Looking back not too many years, Page romanticizes the soclety he appar-
ently loved, and longed to return to., If this society ever actually
exlsted became the problem of later historians, Page is among the first
to offer no apologles; he reveals the South to the natlon, dispelling the
hostile picture that the North had built up during the Civil War,

Reviewing Page today, eighty years later, it Is apparent that he
drew his picture of the antebel lum South from a lIimited range of |ife at
that time. For Page the South Is everything the myths perpetuated --
white, columned mansions, fragrant magnolia blossoms, mint juleps, bene-
volent, paternalistic planters, and doclile slaves. His view of slavery
Is typical of the turn of the century: "“Slavery in any form shocks the
sensibilitlies of this age; but surely this banjo-playing |ife was not so
dreadful a lot for those just rescued from the cannibalism of the Congo."'
The mistress of the plantation Is a seml-godess. She devotes her |ife
to caring for others, "...ever by her cheeriness insplring new hope, by
her strength glving courage, by her presence awaking falth... What she
was only her husband knew, and even he stood before her in dumb, half-
amazed admiration, as he might before the Inscrufabls vision of a superior
being. What she really was, was only known to God." In describing the
master, Page says: "He was chivalrous, he was generous, he was usually
Incapable of fear or meanness. To be a Virginia genflemag was the first
duty; 1t embraced being a Christian and all the virtues."” '"Truly It
was a charming Ilfe,"4 1¥ one were a wealthy planter or his family. How
the lower classes lived Is left to the imaglination. This picture of the

antebel lum plantation as a paradise on earth, Is actually only a partial
history of the South.

Ulriéh Bonnell Phillips Is known as the first historian of the
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piantation as a system and its related Institutions. Like Francis
Parkman his travels acquainted him with physical characteristics
as well as human understanding. His knowledge as a human geegra-
phee was an asset in recapturing the atmosphere of the South. He
believed as did William E. Dodd t+hat Southern history should be
written by southerners,

In presenting his viewpoint Phillips cites particuiars and
seldom given composite examples. He is reluctant to draw conclu-
sions but Interpreting his meaning is easy enough through his ob-
vious examples which do not fall to prove their point. 1In Life
and Labor in the Old South, published In 1929, he suggests That
the lot of the sfaves was often comfortable as 1llustrated by "the
esteem in eplitaphs, whether Inscribed in diaries or on stone ...
without doubt earned by thelr subjects and genuinely felt by their
composers."? in reference to concubinage he states that it "was
flagrantly prevalent in the Creole section of Louisiana, and was
at least sporadic from New England to Texas."® This Iimited mention
of the situation makes Phiilips' point that it was not approved of,
by the use of the word "flagrantly", but it does not make note of
the situation from a historian's view. Perhaps he thought his
limited iliustrations were sufficlent to indicate the presence of
such evils. He seems more alert when collecting data in instances
of abscondings, revol+ts, or other Instances of protests by blacks.

His plicture of antebelium plantation tife is a world of kindly
and sympathetic masters, happy and contented sliaves. Everyone on
the plantation had a role to play. From his own experlence Phllilips
notes: "The blacks in my day were free tenants or wage laborers;
but the planters and their wives were by no means emancipated In
full from the manifold responsibiiities of slavery times."’ He de-
scribes the slaves as submissive and docile. In regards to those
who survived the slave trade he claims that "... adequate food and
shelter together perhaps with something of a sense of being cherished
brought to most of them a will to live, to mate and to multiply."8
He treats slavery as a commercial enterprise rather than as an evil.
"No prophet in early times could have told that kindliness would grow
as a flower from a soll so foul, that slaves would come to be chsrtshed
not only as property of high value but loving if lowly friends."

Phillips is the epitome of an aristocratic, actually a racist,
viewpoint of the plantation system. For him there was one dominant
class in the South of this time, and the system this class perpetuated
was an efficient method of transforming crude brawn into productive
labor. Phillips utillized great masses of original source material,
but made selections from them according to his own personal bias. His
unifying theme |s that the South should remain a white man's country.
He could not fathom the Negro mind and showed little empathy for
people not of the planter class. "Most overseers were not elliglible
as mates for heiresses, nor were they notable for zeal, intelligence,
or ambltion,"'Y he states. And of the nonplanter class he says they
Yhad no cult of urbanity, of nicety In speech or fashion in dress, of
distinction in house or equipage, of competlitive expenditure or con-
spicuous waste. In short, they were plain men and women, not ladies
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and genflemen.""

The 1930's brought in a broader concept of subject matter in
historiography. Historians discarded the passive role their pre-
decessors had adopted while attempting to convert history Into a
science. In southern historiography the role of the nonpianter
class came Into perspective.

Another history entitied The Old South was written Iin 1936 by

- R, 5. Cotteriil. The aim of this volume was to present as accurate
a story as possible. "Contemporary fiction and abolitionist propa-
ganda made every Southerner ams aristocrat and the owner of a plan-
tation,"12 says Cotterhiil, when actually:

it Is evident, then, that the great mass of white
people In the South were working people, Ignorant
of the supposed fact that white people could not
endure the Southern sun and equally obfiivious of any
hypothetical stigma on manuai labor.!

Cotterill sought to .establish a theme of southern nationalism which
had developed after the Missourl Compromise. His history is the first
real attempt to syntheslize the history of the South. He did not empha-
slze aristocrat over platn folks or plantations over famms. He believed,

"One of the most striking features of the Old South was the homogeneity
of its people.”

Wililam E. Dodd recognized white supremacy as one of the essentlal
characteristics of the southern tradition. While he carefully excludes
the Negro from any futuristic vision of a cotton kingdom, In his The
Old South Struggles For Democracy, |ike Cotterill, he Is far less pre-
Judice toward the lower classes than Phillips -~ "While there were dlf-
ferences of rank Mnown and acknowledged everywhere, all classes were
brought into close and welcome contact with each other."!5 According
to Dodd, "It was difficult to maintain an exclusive social status In a
community so new and unstable,"!6

Dodd's own search for seeds of democracy in the past resulted In
more examples than the evidence warrents. |t Is a pragmatic philosophy.
The American democratic tradition becomes a ratlionale for sectionalism
in Dodd. He compromises his position by attempting to present democracy
historically. He does not see slavery as a benevolent system, and he
recognizes that the power of the Old South was essentlially in the hands
of the plantation owners. But he holds these views because he knew a
political democracy could not exist without an economic democracy. Dodd,
therefore, Is not a southern historlian who over-emphas!zes the dominant
class. He finds the whole social structure of the antebelium South un-

healthy for democracy and made no effort to conceal that hls sympathy
lies with the common man.

Willlam B, Hesseltine holds a view similar to Cotterill's thesis
that there was no southern consclousness before the Missour! Compromise.
In A History of the South (1607 - 1936), Hesseitine sees the South as a
refiection of the total nation, dealing with the same essentlal problems
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and soclal adjustments, forced to adhere to sectionaldsém after the
Missouri Compromise. The system of slavery, he says, created "a
gap in society which had a tendency to make the whites less reeep-
tive to the precepts of democracy."!? From this it appears that
Hesseltine, |ikeDDodd, views the soclial structure of the South as
detrimental to democracy, with one saving factors -- "the ease by

which a man might rise from the yeomanry to the ranks of the aris-
focracy."'

"Nobody of any considerable information of course any longer
belleves in the legend of the 0Old South,"!9 wrote Wilbur J. Cash In
The Mind of the South, published in 1941, According to this historian

though, the arlstocrats secured as esteemed a position as legend leads
one to bellieve:

Here, manifestly, | do not infer that the Old South

was ever egailtarian ... It Is clear, that from an

early t+ime, there was a great deal of snobbish feel~-

ing; that an overweening pride In the possession of

rich lands and slaves, and contempt for those who lacked
them, quickly got to be commonpiace; and that 'nouveaux',
fired by the example of the Virginians and thelr high
pride of bivrth and breeding, were eagerly engaged in
heaping distinctionnupon distinction and esfgbllshlng
themselves In the role of proper genﬂemen.2 ,

Cash reveais the move in the antebellum South from Jeffersonian
democracy to Calhoun's conservativism. Admittedly "... the politics
of the Old South only represented the interest of the planter," but
"prior to the last #en or flfteen years before secession, the Old South
may be sald, in truth to have been nearly innocent of the notion of class
in any rigid and complete sense."2! The main effect on the socliety as a
whole was that the system of slavery and the plantation reassured the
poor whites of their superlor status over black laborers. For this rea-
son the whites of the South were united in thelir attatchment to slavery.

It was this situation that caused Phitlips ¥o declare that the South
should remain a white man's country.

- Thomas Wertenbaker, in The Old South: The fFounding of American
Civilization, 1942, wrote:

One cannot delve far into the history of the South with-
out discovering that no part of the country was more com—
plex, had a larger number of conflicting groups and in-
terests ... The rice planter, the tar-burner, the tabacco
planter, the Norfolk merchant, the German settler in the
Valley of Virginia or wesfern North Carolina, together
constituted about as ill-assorted a group as one can find
anywhere,

Seventeenth century Virginia was, as Wertenbaker pictures it, a colony
of small farmers, few Negro slaves, and many Indentured servants who grafu-
ally rose to varlous levels of respectablllity, [t was In the elghteenth
century that siavery developed In response to the demands for tabacco.  As


http:anywhere.22
http:gentlemen.20

25

a3 result +hé small farmers had to compete with slave labor and gradu-
ally thelr Influence faded. The fate of the artisan class in the
nineteenth century was similar --

On the whole, the artisan class was an important
factor in the structure of Southern society. Its
slow retreat before the advance of the factory system
and it+s fipal almost complete disappearance, was a

ma jor misfortune more acutely felt than in the North,
since this sturdy, inteillgent, prosperous group con-
stituted a sorely needed element of strength and dem-

ocracy In a society economically unsound and basically ’
aristocratic.23

Wertenbaker concerned himself with exploding the myths that had
grown up about the people of the South. Followling the "March of the
Cohees -- of Germans, Scotch-lrish, Irish, Swiss, Ouakers,"24 he dis-
cusses the culture each group brought from the Old World, and how geog-
raphy and intercultural conflicts acted as amalgamators of many diverse
elements. His history is rich in detalls of the customs, arts, enter-
tainment and crafts of the common people of the South. In comparison to
a historian like Philiips, Wertenbaker is broader in his spectrum of
antebellum I1fe. He defends the arlstocrats, "Certain It Is, that the
widely spread belief that the Vlrginia and Maryland planters, even of
the wealthy group, spent all thelr lelsure In racing, cock-fighting,
gembling at cards, hunting or dancing, Is entirely erroneous,"25 but
only devoted as much space to them as their numbers warranted. Like
Dell he sought out examples of democracy in search for Its roots.

The Integrating theme of A History of the Old South, written by
Clement Eaton and published In 1949, is the emergence of a southern
culture that was created by all classes of soclety, not solely by an
elite, aristocratic group. Although "the |ife of the aristocracy Is
much better known than the mute, !nglor?ous history of the common people,
who have left few written records,"Z6 the truth s that "the stereo-type
has taken certain real aspects of Sowthern society, especlially the life
of the small class of large planters, and has generalized and exaggeraTed
them so that they appear to be typical of the South as a whole."27 Eaton
further states "This small privileged class of planters tended to think
of themselves as "the SBocuth'; they confused thelir narrow class interests
as ldentical with the welfare of the whole South,"28

Eaton criticlzes the romantic historians of the South whom he blames
for such |lterature as Margaret Mitchell's Gone With The Wind. But Eaton
in his own way is gquilty of a class bias for he includes only the white
man's reaction to racial issues. While this accusation can be applied
to just about every southern historian who wrote before the age of civil
rights, it especially Is noticeable in Eaton because he devoteds a chapter
in A Hlstory of the Old South to "Black Labor." He discusses the effi-
clency of slave Tabor, 1¥s profitability, the laws and practices sur-
rounding 1+, revolts and fears arising from i+. But he states: "The
history of slavery from the point of view of the Negro remalns to be told."29
Life on the antebellum plantation, though, Is not complete wlthout this
intregal perspective. Granted, this Judgment is belng made In 1972 and
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racial awareness has come a long way since 1949, Eaton, at that time,
gave the most complete coverage of slavery to be found In historles
of the South. His own opinlon was that

the Southern grip on the institution of slavery was
bound to relax as a result of the frowns of world
opinlons, Thus slavery wouid have vanished in the
South by a gradual process, |ike serfdom in Europe.
This method of abolishing slavery would have been far
more humane and productive of good results than the
means adopted by a bloody civil war which left a bitter
and unsolved race probliem.>

Historians cannot live in a vacuum. The Image of a southern racist
has been perpetuated by incomplete analysis such as this of the ante-
bellum plantation system.

‘ The South as described by Francls B, Simkins i{s a cultural province
with its own identity. In A History of the South, wiitten In 1941 and
revised In 1953, he announces "It [s a clvliTzation that created such
noble types of Anglo-Saxon manhood as George Washington, Thomas Jefferson,
Robert E. Lee, Woodrow Wilson."3! He adheres to the same thesls as R. S,
Cotteriil and Willlan B, Hesseltine, that a distinctly southern conscious~-
ness did not appear until after the Missourl Compromise. He stresses the
political and social tralts that make the region unique:

An arlstocratlic soclety based on slavery and the péanta-
tion economy then became fixed as the southern Ideal. This
ideal had its faults. It was In part a denial of the
democratic philosophy which Southerners at the end of the
Colonlail period joined other Americans in extolling. But:
it was able In a great measure to withstand the disrupting
influences of both the American Revoiution and the American
Civil War, |t has always appealed to Southerners. Their
ambition has never bsen to pull down their betters but to
climb Into their circles. They admire the good life of big
houses, fine dress, and pllant Negroes; and on the whole they
are as willing as the Virginians of the eighteenth century
to speculate In lands and use the toll of other as means of
attaining the |1fe of the privileged.3?

The antebellium plantation figures largely into Simkins' view of the
South. The aristocratic |ifestyle found in Thomas Nelson Page's The Oid
South Is a vislon cherished by all classes, a concept that has encouraged
a splrit of unity throughout the South, according to Simkins. While
Cotterill, Hesseltine and Cash make 1+ seem as |f the distinctions between
the aristocracy and the plain folk were not as great as earller historlans
supposed, Simkins claims "The historlan of the South should Joln the soclal

novelIst who accepts the values of the age and the section about which he
writes,"34

Lester J. Cappon delivered his preslidentdal address, entitied "The
Provincial South", In 1949 to the Southern Historical Assoclation. The
definition of "provincial" he used was "attachment to one's own province,
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its Institutions, Interests, etc. before those of the nation or state
of which it Is a part."35 in describing the provincialism of the
South, Cappon takes a similar argument to Simkins', Instead of over-
emphasizing the role of the aristocracy in shaping southern history
as Phlllips did, or playing it down as Cotterill and Hesseltine did,
Cappon, like Simkins, says the history of the South should be viewed
from an aristocratic vantage point because that Is how it developed.
"In pollitics," he says, "the aristocracy ... maintained its grip on
the seaboard states by denying progor?!onal representation to the
waestern counties on a falr basis,"” 7 and "This aristocratic tradttion
was strikingly expressed in education for the few and a belated sense
of public responsibility for the many."38 The progress, or lack of

it, in the South Is due to the actions of the planter class, according
to Cappon.

The interpretation of the role of the aristocrats of southern
society, the planter class, has changed consliderably from the day of
Thomas Nelson Page to the era of civil rights and of using computers
to syntheslze history. The myths have been destroyed, the southern
tlegend is being revised. The domination of one class may be distasteful
to 1972 egalitarian standards but the past should be appraised by stand-
ards of that period. The historlan must recognize the existence of a

hierarchy In southern history and be sympathetic while maintaining his
objectivity.,
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THE NORMAN CONQUEST AND TS {MPACT
ON THE DEVELOPMENT OF FEUDALISM IN ENGLAND
Submitted by:

Dennis O'Toole

The fundamental problem of the Norman Conquest of England Is a
problem of revolutlon versus evolution; did the Normans +ransform
England or was thelr invasion only an event In the natural development
of Anglo-Saxon tradltlions? Pro-Norman historians are Inclined to hold

the latter view. The main issue Is the question of continuity versus
complete change.

There can be no single answer to this question because the Normans
did Institute some customs and |aws whereas they also assimliated some
Anglo-Saxon customs and laws. Furthermore, the Norman Conquest of 1066
took place about the same time that a great creative spirit was sweeping
across Europe; this has come to be known as the High Middle Ages. Most
of Europe went through dramatic changes after about the year 1050: towns
grew and commerctal Interaction Intensified; new religious orders were
formed and a strong reform movement within the church swept across the
Continent; scholastic philosophy began; agrarian production Increased
sharply, and along with it so did the population., When these changes

are seen In pre-Conquest England one cannot abscribe them to the coming
of the Normans, )

The main area of disagreement among historians is that of arlstocratic
institutions: Did the Norman landholders control their land and carry out
- their political and military obligations in the same way as the Anglo-Saxon

landholders had done? Did they perform the traditional services for their
land, or were new, Norman services Introduced? Was feudalism introduced
by the Normans or was |t already In existence In pre-Conquest Engliand?

These are some of the questions that historians of the Norman Conquest of
England dlsagree upon.

The first historlan from whom | have taken information is John Horace
Round. John Round startied the English scholarly world of the 1890's by
putting forth the 'feudal revolution' hypothesis. Round believed that
the tendency to exalt the English and depreciate the Norman element in the
development of England had led scholars (and he explicitly points to Edward
Freeman) to try to base feudalism In the Anglo-Saxon Institutions.

Round points to the pollicy of Willlam the Conqueror of Insisting on
the dlrect allegiance of the under-tenant to the crown, thereby checklng
the disintegrating influence of a perfect feudal system, However, what
Round refers to as the 'military service bargain' was a bargain between
the king and the tenant-in-chlef, not between the crown and the under-
tenants, Therefore, as long as the baron (or tenant-in-chief) supplled
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his servitium debitum to the king, the king had no right to look beyond
the baron, who was responsible for the discharge of this service. |If
the under-tenant of a knight's fee failed to discharge his service, It
was not to him, but to his lord that the king would address himself.

1t was In this point, and also in the question of the quotas of military
service due from the barons to the king, that Round differed from most
other historians of his day.

Round holds that the military service of a knight was in no way
derived or developed from the Anglo~Saxons, but was arbitrarily fixed
by the king, who fixed the numbers at his own pleasure. To substantiate
his arguement, Round uses a writ, which has been dated to the year 1072,
He believed It to be authentic because of the "vigour of its language"
and also because there was nothing to be gained by forging a document
which admits, by placing on record, the abbey's fuil liability,

William, King of the English, to Agthelwig, abbot of
Evesham, greeting. | command that you summon all those
who are under your administration and jurisdiction that
they bring before me on the Octave of Pentecost at
Clarendom all the knights that they owe me, properly
equipped, those five knights which you owe me from your
abbacy. Witness Eudo the Steward. At thches?er.l

In this writ of milltary summons that Round quotes, the knightly quota of
Evesham is glven as five men, Almost one hundred years later, In 1166, the
same figure of five men turns up In the statement prepared by the abbot of
Evesham in response to a national survey of knightly enfeoffments of
English tenants-in-chief ordered by King Henry 11,

Knights' service from Evesham Abbey:

Ranulf "de Coctone" performs the full service of one
knight with horses and arms, and the abbot shall pay

his expenses so long as he Is in the king's service.
Ranulf "de Kinewartone" the same.

Richard of Weston and Richard "de Piplumtone' the same.
Bertram and Payn Travers the same.

William of Beauchamp half the service of a kaight at

the abbot's expense.

The aforesaid are of the old enferffment (enfeoffed A.D.
1135 or before).

Richard, son of Maurice of Amberly, half the service of a
knight af the abbot's expense, and he alone Is of fhe new
enfeoffment (i.e., enfeoffed between 1135 and 1166).2

Sir Frank Stenton, in his book The First Century of English Feudalism:
1066-1166, presents furfher arguments for the Round hypothesis of The Norman
in?roauc?lon of knights' service. However, Stenton's writings appear to be
far more objective than Round's.

Stenton asserts that the Norman conquerors had established a system of
military service which was completely different from the Oid English pre-
cedent, Rbaferring to an analyzation of Domesday Book, Stenton says,
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This work has only confirmed Round's maln position that

the amount of knight service which King William demanded
from his several tenants in chlef bore no definite rela~-
tlon to the extent or value of their lands. |t has also
confirmed his more general argument that the feudal soclety
which underiies English life in the centurles after the
Conquest represents a definite break away from Old English
tradition.3

The bond between lord and man, made by the tie of homage, was common to
the whole Germanic worid. But Stenton states that the deveiopment of

- this relationship had been siow In England, and only a small attempt had
been made before the Conquest to establlish the feudal principle based on
dependent tenure for definite service.

Except for a few garrisons of the castles built by Edward the Con-
fessor's Franch dependants, knighthood was non-existent In pre-Conquest
England. Within English and French soclety certain conceptions survived
that were common throughout the germanic worid; the relationship between
lord and man was common to both France and pre-Conquest England. This
relationship had become the basis for a new soclety based on war; this
was not true in England. Stenton believed that,

it Is turning a useful term Into a mere abstraction to
apply the adjective "feudal" to a society which had never
adopted the private fortress nor developed the art of
fighting on horseback, which had no real conception of
the speciailization of service, and allowed innumerable
landowners of position to go with their land to whatever
lords they would.4 v ‘

There are numerous historians who agree with the 'feudal revolution'
hypothesis, .but not in its entirety. Some support Round's ldeas only in
certain areas. Mr. R, R, Darlington is an enthusiastic exponent of pre-
Conquest English creativity and on continuity of English customs extending
past 1066 in all areas other than that of feudal military service. In
this area he defends the 'feudal revolution' hypothesis of Round and
Stenton.

Darlington holds that the attempts to establish the origin of the
post-Conquest servitia deblta and knights' fees to the Anglo-Saxons are
unsuccess ful .

It may be doubted whether the case for continuity In
military organization Is helped by the contention,

erroneous In my own opinion, that when we read that

It was the custom to demand from a shire one soldier

for a fixed number of hides and to require every hide

to contribute to his expenses, the soldier In question

Is not a commoner but a thegn, and that the fyrd was a

body of therns. Since It is at the same time argued that
the thegns are to be equated with the post-Conquest knights,
the feudal host and the fyrd ought to be ldentical.3
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However, here Dariington interjects a quote from C. Warren Hollister
who wrote, "The Anglo-Norman feudal army cannot possibly have evolved
out of the pre-Conquest military force because that force continued
to exist for decades after the Conquest as a separate and distinct
English Army serving the Norman king alongside the new feudal hos+."®
Darlington holds that even If Mr. Hollister is justified in claiming
that the fyrd was the main agent through which Norman feudalism was
Angilcised, |ts survival aione shows some measure of continuity. He
also suggests that because of the important part played in warfare
during the first three Norman reigns, it can be seen as an important
Anglo-Saxon contribution to post-Conquest military organization.

incidentally, C. Warren Holiister rejects the view that the Anglo-
Saxon army developed Into the feudal army. But at the same time he
denles that the post-Conquest military organization made a radical
change from the past. His own theory accepts Round's views on the
Introduction of knight service, but he does not agree with Round's con-
cluslon that English mliitary institutions were profoundly changed by
the Norman Conquest. Mr. Holllster's own concluslon |s based on his
views concerning the Importance of cavalry and infantry In post-Conquest
warfare. This, | feel, has no direct bearing on this paper, consequentiy
I have chosen not to pursue Hollister's reasoning any further.

Opposing the 'feudal revolution' hypothesis are many noted historians
~who argue that feudalism was aiready developing In pre-Conquest England.
Generally, the Norman Conquest Is seen by this group as an Interruption

in the fiow of Anglo-Saxon society.

Donald J. A. Matthew contends that it is "...altogether incredible
that the Conqueror introduced an entirely novel mllitary obligation."’
- Matthew feels that the theory that he did revolutionize Anglo-Saxon

mllitary organizatlion was elaborated to explain the existence of quotas
of service (servitia debita) in the reign of Henry II.

Since It is obvious that these quotas are totally un=-
related to the weaith of the tenants-In-chlef and ap~
peared to be explicable only as the whim of a tyrant,
historians have agreed to assign thls role to the

Conqueror at whose feet England lay defenceless in
1066.

In addressing himself to the subject of the writ of 1072, addressed
by the Conqueror to the abbot AEthelwig of Evesham, Matthew dlvides the
document Into two parts. In the first, the abbott is told to order men
under his authority (sub ballia et justitia tua) to have all the knights
that they owe to the king at Clarendon. The second part tells the abbot
to bring with him the five soldiers that he owes to the king from his
abbey. In both cases the soldlers shouid be prepared (paratos). Matthew
feels that this double part is important. He contends that the abbot was
so powerful untli his death in 1077 that after the Conquest both Normans
and Englishmen were drawn into his service. William did not know how
many men |lke AEtheiwig there were, nor did he know how many soldlers
AEthelwig's vassals owed to him,
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But, if the Conqueror had just Imposed flixed quotas, how
could he be so Ignorant and why did he have to rely on
AEthelwig to produce as many men as were owed? Yet the
Conqueros knows Tha; Evesham abbey owes flve men., How
could he know this?

Matthew bel ieves that the abbey's estates were probably more or less
constant between 1066 and 1072, for the vassals whom AEthelwlg began
to receive brought thelr lands to the abbot, by the Anglo-Saxon system
&t commendation, f the service of the abbey of Evesham was already
owed from its own estates, then the Conqueror would discover this and
would expect the old serwice on the old terms.

The Conqueror's writ to Evesham cannot be used as a
categoric proof that the king had introduced arbltrary
quotas to replace an earlier territorial obligation in
land. There Is room for allowing that the new way of
paylng service owed was related to older oblligations.
But the writ cannot possibiy crystaliise doctrine on the
king's military resources, because It has nothing to say

about his infantry or his archers or his stipendiary
soldiers.!0

Matthew also points out that the writ orders that soldiers should be
brought 'prepared' to Clarendon, the king's hunting lodge In Wiltshire,
for the octave of pentecost on June 3, 1072. Matthew does not accept
the interpretation that this means prepared for war, or that it Is In
reference to the campaigns In Scotland in the autumn of 1072 or even in
Normandy In 1073, He feels that this interpretation Is forced, because
the writ orders soldiers to come 'prepared' but never declares that they
were to be prepared for war. As Matthew so aptly phrases it, "Soldiers
{milites) could be prepared for other things."!!

The majority of the historians that | have come across during the
course of my research for this paper are definlte "middle of the road"

historians. This Is not meant as a criticism at all, because |, too,
agree with these men.

Edward Freeman had definite "gradualist" views on the development
of feudalism in England. He believed that the Norman Conquest of England
gave strength to Institutions that had been developing long before the
Conquest, and that these institutions developed into a system of oppres~
sive feudalism during the reign of William Rufus.

Freeman suggests that through the Assembly of Sallsbury (1086) Willliam
tried to insure that no system of feudalism would ever arise in England.
The principle of any feudal system Is that the tenants-in-chief of the
Crown are made to be as near a sovereign prince as possibie, and that the
under-tenants should owe their alleglance and obedience to thelr immediate
lord oniy, and not to the king. Freeman holds that the main principle

of William's legislation was that every man owed his allegiance to the
king first.

instead of William introducing a Feudal System into England,



instead of consenting to sink from the national King

of the whole nation Into the personal lord of a few

men in the nation, he stopped for ever any tendencies -
whether tendencles at work before his coming or tendencies
brought in by the cirsumstances of his coming ~ which
could lower the King of the Engllsh to the level of the
feudal Kings of the mainland.!

Feudalism tends to divide the land Into segments with a weak central
government, or no central government at all. William checked every
tendency that would divide the land, while at the same time he strength-
ened every tendency which could help him in establishing a united king-
dom with a strong central government. According to Freeman, Willliam

had no intention of doing away with the ancient laws and Institutions

because they could be turned into tools with which he could complete his
objectives.

Under the forms of lawful succession, he reigned as a
conquéror, under the forms of free Institutions, he
reigned as a despot. In truth the acts of the despot
wore needed to undo the acts of the conqueror. As con-
queror, he brought us to the brink of feudal anarchy;

as despot, he saved us from passing the brink., Of any
Feudal System, |éoked on as a form of government, or
rather of no-government, William, instead of being the
introducer, was the mightliest and most successful enemy.'3

Tendenclies in a feudal direction had been present long before William's
coming to England, asserts Freeman, but he holds that the Conquest merely
completed these changes which had already begun. William and his followers
had come from the Continent, where feudal Ideas had made far greater ad-
vances than in England. To most of his foliowers a feudal tenure, a mili-
tary tenure, probably seemed the natural way of holding land.

The effect of William's confiscations and grants was to

bring the tenure of land, the holding of land as a grant

from a lord, into a prominence which it had never held before,
to make it in short the chief element In the poli¢y of the
kingdom. In this way the same reign which most effectually
hindered the growth of feudalism In its political aspect, most
effectually strengthened feudalism as a form of the tenure of
land. And, In so doing, It strengthened thereby all those

pecul lar soclal relations and ideas which gather round such
tenure,

Freeman insists that there is no ground for thinking that William
directly or systematically Introduced any new kind of tenure into the

holding of English lands, either In the Chronicles of his reign or in the
Doomesday Book,

But, when we come to the reign next but one, we are met by a
document which shows us that, within thirteen years after the
Conqueror's death, not only the military tenures, but the
worst abuses of the military tenures, were In full force in
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England. The great charter of Henry the First, the
groundwork of all later English legislation, is filled
with promises to abolish the very same class of abuses
which were at last swept away by the famous statue of
Charles the Second. |

During the reign of William the Conqueror there was no elaborate

system of tenures, as appears In the state of things which the charter
of Henry | was meant to reform. . Therefore, Freeman concludes, the
system of military tenures, and their oppressive consequences, came
about during the reign of William Rufus, Edward Freeman belleved that .
the system of feudal land tenures was not introduced into England at
all, but was devised in England during the reign of William Rufus.

The Conquest of England by the Normans merely strengthened latent ten-

dencies that were pushed to thelir logical results after Willian the
Conqueror's death.

R. Atten Brown notes that contemporary written sources following
the Conquest, except for Doomesday Book, are few and far between. He
feels that according toothe evidence he has studled, the introduction
of feudalism, that is to say full feudal commendation; the feudal tenure
of the fief; feudal knight-service; knights and castles; and feudal at-
titudes had not been found in any source before the vear 066,

Brown feels that Doomesday Book itself, quite apart from Its refer-
ences to fees and honours, knights and castles, "...has been very pro-
perly described by its latest historian as 'the formal written record
of the introduction of feudal tenure, and therefore of feudal law into
England!"16 because the commissioners of the great survey of 1086 re-
arranged the information they ebtalned from the anclent administrative
divisions into the new categories of the king's demesne and the fiefs
and honours of his tenants-in-chief.

Brown also refers to the work of John Round and the Information that
he used.

A surviving writ of Wliliam the Conqueror from as early as
1072, upon which Round rightly placed great reliance as the
climax of his argument, summons Ethelwig abbot of Evesham

to come to the king at Clarendon with the flve knights owed
In respect of his abbey, and |t is known from twelfth-eestury
evidence that the quota of Evesham abbey was five knights.!8

Brown also uses the twel fth-century Book of El¥ as a reference and
states that In 1072 for his Scottish campaign the king demanded that knight-
service due from the bishops and abbots of England, which service was to be
henceforth the Crown's perpetual rlghf,'9 and later says that in the first -
year of hls reign William Rufus demanded from the churches the due service
(debitum servitium) of knights which his father had imposed upon them.Z20

In his reference to the twelfth-century evidence of the quota of
Evesham, | believe that Brown is referring to the abbot of Evesham's
entry In the Cartae Baronum. | am also of the opinion that the Scottish
cempaign of I072 was The occasion for the writ from Wiliiam to Aethelwig.
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7 H. R. Loyn places much emphasis on the continuity of the Anglo-
Saxon past, extending after 1066, However, he does acknowledge Norman
innovations In secular government and in war.

He belleves that England, though not feudal, was well placed to
receive the feudal system of government. Each free man in Anglo-Saxon
England owed military service to the fyrd, or what Loyn calls the
"natlional army". He points out that the obligation of every freeman
to fight was reserved to defensive campaigning, however there was no
strictly defined system of feudal service.

There Is no trace In the quite extensive English records
of lands being granted by the kihg to a great tenant-in-
chief in return for the military serwice of a stated
number of soidiers on precisely defined conditions.Z

Loyn felt that the best Indication of England's readiness for the
Institution of the feudal system Is given by the five-hide unlts of
land. Before 1066 five-hide units were not knight's fees, yet they

‘represented the grouping of estates for taxation purposes which, Loyn
believes, could serve as an examplyg to a feudal lord.

Willlam's reorganization after Hastings, and even more
atter the rebellions of 1069-70, was feudal, and, as
such, an innovation in Englands. The effect of land
tenure in the upper ranks of society was revoluflonary.zz

Loyn feels that the situation in England was exceptionally favourable
to the reception of feudalism, and that the best proof of the Ideal-
circumstances under which feudaiism was Introduced lies in the fact

that the tenurdal revolution was somewhat orderiy and never degenerated
info a mad scramble for lands.

The next two historians view the Conquest of England as Instituting
Norman feudalism. In their opinions a type of feudalism was developing
in Anglo-Saxon England, but 1t had not reached any recognizable stage.:

G. W. S. Barrow believes that the Conquest of England introduced
Norman feudalism into Engiand. This was not done deliberately by William
the Conqueror to replace Engllish customs, but it was necessary to provide
him with the large standing army of knights and a system of castles that
he needed. These, however, were not to be found in pre-Conquest England.

Thus, shortly after the conquest, there had been planted in
many parts of southern and central England a foreign aristo-
cracy Imbued with the feudalism of Neustria (north-west
France), the fitness of whose application of their newly won
lands they took for granted. Since after the rebellions of
1068~70 the king granted away vastly more land to h¥s Norman
or other continental adherents, this application if feudal
ideas became general throughout England....23

Barrow points out that nothing precisely like the fief existed in pre-
Conquest England. There, land usually held elther by Inheritance, without
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specific service, or by an outright grant from the Crown, or else
under a lease which did not, |ike the enfeoffment, tie the land it-
self with a fixed, permanent service.

Barrow also mentions the preoccupation of the Normans with mili-
tary service and skill which was not present In Anglo-Saxon England.

The concep¥ of military prowess and honour found social
expression in the notion forming in men's minds that
there could and should be an 'order' of knights and
knighthood within socliety, to which young men who had
~proved themselves In battle or jJousting might be admitted
only by a solemn ceremony.Z4

He believes that it is important of how far Norman milltary feudalism
was an innovation in Bngland that the "mystique of knighthood", as
Barrow puts it, had not grown in Anglo-Saxon Engdand.

The Norman castle was also a new innovation into England which
Barrow discusses. The establishment of Norman barons with thelr castles
and knlghts meant the displacement of the Old English ruling class.

Early feudal England, whose ruling members formed, with
the king, a closely integrated group, had |ittle room for
the great earldoms known before the conquest., But there
were men of high rank in Normandy whose title of ‘'count!
(literally, "companion", that is, of the ruler) set them
above the ordinary baron.... Nevertheless, the earls of

Norman England did not resemble their Anglo-Saxon prede-
cessors closely.23 .

These earls, together with the prelates of the Church, held membership in
the great councils which under Willlam | took the place of the Anglo-Saxon
Witan, But the essential character of these counclls was feudal; the
members attended not through any positlon they inherited from Anglo-Saxon
England but because they were the direct tenants of the king, who, l1ke
any other feudal lord, had his court,

Mr. G. O, Sayles, |ike Barrow and many others, belleves that the con-
dition of things in Anglo-Saxon England was receptive to the changes which
the Normans were to Introduce. Wiliiam applied to England the only form
of government that he knew whereby he could requlate his relations with
the barons. Sayles points out that the practice of holding lands of a
lord, of owing him services, and of helping him In times of war was not

too dlfferanf in Anglo-Saxon England then in the Norman system of govern-
ment.

Nevertheless, we must not minimize the Norman Innova-
tions. To one in Willlam's precarious position the vital
function of feudalism still remained as the organization
of society on a war basis and the provision of an adequate
military force. For that purpose he Instituted the system
he had known In Normandy, a system which had no special
distinctive features from that in France as a whole, a
system which converted what had before been casual and
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haphazard, vague and fluctuating, into a precise and
definite scheme of omganization. In short, he intro-
duced the full conception of a feudal fief,26

Sayles maintains that the Anglo-Saxons had only been acquainted
with the conception of property over which they had full property
rights, and the services expected from them were connected with their
persons. Therefore, they could part with their lands during their
life times and split+ them up with will after they died. They were
not familiar with the feudal tenures which kept lords and temants :
bound together perpetually. Therefore, the most characteristic feudal

tenure, knight service, was the most revolutionary conception that the
Normans brought with them.

According to Sayle, then, after 1070 William made a drastic re-
arrangement In which a professional army was bullt and based on land
tenures; the whole emphasis was placed upon the mounted knight. Sayle
believes that William did not attempt to reqguiate the amount of land
which should adequately provide for a knight. What the Conqueror waated
to be sure of was that he could get the services of some five thousand
knights whenever necessary. Therefore he bargained with his vassals
individually. The only common factor that Sayle points out is that the
knights were provided as units of five or multiples of flve; this was
probably based on the aormal unit of the Norman army called the "con-

stabularia™. We have already seen an example of this in the writ to
the abbot of Evesham of 1072,

Based on this information, Sayles bellieves that the principle that
the king was the owner of all the land and was the "lord of tords" was
very Important. The condltions of tenure that William imposed when he
made land grants were passed down through society and could be seen in
the contracts between the king's tenants-in-chief and their own under-
tenants, Sayles also points out that the vassals of the Anglo-Saxon king
had sworn an oath of fealty, but they were not bound to him in a feudal
sense because the king made no formal contracts with them. On the other
hand, the Norman vassal held his land on a direct arrangement to provide
the king with a set number of fully-equipped knights for a set time when
called upon to do so. The Anglo-Saxon earl's mllitary obligations were
more vague and less direct; his land was a reward for past service rather
than a gift with a condition of service in the future. Land tenure and
military service were not connected in the same way as they were for a
Norman baron. Sayles holds that while the Norman knight's milltary ser-
vice came from his enfeoffment, the Angio-Saxon thegn's service came
from his personal loyalty to the king and from his rank as thegn.

In short, public service, personal relationships and tenure
of land were all fairiy easily distinguishable in Anglo-
Saxon England: in Norman England they were combined Into

a coherent system in which public service arose directiy out
of private contracts and private con*rasfs were based se-
curely and permanéntly on land tenure.

Sayles férmly points out that nelther William | nor Willlam Il brought
any systematized form of feudallism to the whole country. The main ceuse of
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confusion lay in the fact that Normans, Bretons, Flemings and those
who came from other parts of France had different feudal laws and

customs and therefore applied them to their different estates in
England.

So the systematization of feudalism was the work of
the twelfth and not of the late eleventh century:
it was a siow process and only recently have some
of its details become known to us.

Most historians agree that the main impact of the Norman Conquest
of England Is in the reaim of the aristocratic institutions, since most
of the Normans who came to England with William were members of the
Norman military aristocracy. The eféects of the Normans on agriculture,
.towns, and even ecclesiastical Institutions were relatively slight. But
. there can be no doubt that the aristocracy was transformed after 1066;
| Frenchmen replaced Englishmen as the major lay and ecclesiastical land-
. holders and royal counselors. Nevertheless, the peasant substructure
was not greatly changed. Most likely the ordinary villagers found the
Norman Conquest only a temporary disturbance in the harsh agricultural
lives that they led. Norman leadership probably made little difference
in rural England. What did change was the system of government. Anglo-
Saxon institutions were not assimilated or discarded; Norman institutions
were not absorbed into the existing Anglo-Saxon structures. What did
emarge was a type of feudalism that was neither Nerman nor Anglo-Saxon.
It was unique, with bits and pleces of both systems pushed together to
form a system of government that was new to Europe.
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FOOTNOTES

Round, John Horace, Fuedal Engdénd, London: Sonnenschein & Co., 1895,
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Liber Eliensis, ed. E. O. Blake, p. 216. 'lusserat enim tam abbatibus
quam episcopis totius Angiie deblita militie obsequia transmitte,
constituitque ut ex tunc regibus Anglorum ture perpetuo in expeditione
militum ex ipsls presidia impendl...'

19 Ibid., 2i8. 'debitum servitium quod pater suus imposuerat, nunc ab
ecclesiis violenter exigit.! Both these passages from the Liber
Ellensis were clted by Round, op. cit., p. 299,
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H. R. Loyn, The Norman Conquest, London: Anchor Press, Ltd., 1965,
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22 g, w. S. Barrow, Feudal Britain, London: Edward Arnold (Publishers)
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A SELECTIVE ANALYSIS OF THE HISTORIOGRAPHY OF
THE IRISH EASTER REBELLION-1916
Submi tted by:

Susan M, Simoneaux

Analysis of the writing of ten historians--irish, British, and
American--reveals as many unique Interpretations as historians. Today
In Ireland, there is no single way of viewing what has become known in
the iast century as the "Irish problem," or that set of circumstances
arising from the relationship between England and her former satellite.
The case was more or less the same in 1916, and in subsequent histories
no one point of view has prevalied. One would be guilty of oversimpii-
fication to assume that the historians under consideration to assume
that the historians under consideration could be grouped into two oppos-
ing camps over the question of the Easter Rebelilon,

However, to ciarlfy this discussion, we choose to define four basic
Interpretations of the Rising. The Republican or Nationalist view point
looks upon the Rebelilon with approval and seeks to justify the actions
of its leaders. This view is reflected in the writings of Dorothy Ma-
cardle and George Creel. On the other hand, in the writings of Sir James
O'Connor, W. Aiison Philiips, and to a slighter degree, Leon O'Brlen the
anti-separatist position emerges. These historians express both severe
misgivings and reservations concerning the merit of the Rising., In ad-
dition, there is a distinct perspective associated with the American
historians Charles Tansil| and Alian J. Ward, who expliore the Unite4States’
relationship to both the Irish revolutionaries and the British government.
Finally, among more modern historlans, there is an acceptance of both the
Rebellion and the establishment of the irish Free State as irreversible
facts and, consequently, a tendency to be more impartial. (n this group
we find C, C. O'Brien, F. X. Martin, 0.S.A., and Timothy Coogan.

Despite differing opinions, all ten historians agree that the 1916
Rising was significant In its effect on Irish, English, and American
politics and history. Moreover, most of these historians feei that the
Rebelllon was signiflicant in that it led directly to the founding of the
irish Republlic. Although the most obvious disparity is between Irish
Republicans and the anti-separatists, there Is also a great incongruity
between older and younger writers which cuts across partisan lines. Con-
temporary historians view the Rising not as the subject of debate or a
struggle between good and evil, but as a historical event to be Investi-
gated In a detached manner. Many of the earlier writers, with vivid
memories of the Rising fresh in their minds, seem to Join in a heated
argument to determine the life or death of the Irish state. First in
this survey will be a consideration of some historians who were contem-
porles of the principle figures In the Easter Rebellion.

George Creel's purpose in Ireland's Fight for Freedom is two-fold.
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Primarily, Creel is trying to prove that the irish problem, far from
being England's alone, is one of International importance. In his
forward, Creel appeals to the other Allled powers to recognize Ire-
land's right of self-determination as expressed in the Versailles.
Treaty, negotiated the same year as the publication of Creel's book.
Secondly, Creel hopes to awaken all Americans to the situation in
Ireland and impress upon |rish-Americans the extent of thelr political
influence upon policy makers In Washington. Despite these broad
generalizations, Creel's perspective on the Rislng itself is unique

in Its romantic overtones and constitutes one of the major themes.
According to Creel:

... the great mass of the Irish people defiaitely sur-
rendered all hope of Home Rule by constltutional methods,
ceased volunteering and gave themselves over to ancient
hatred of England. Rage grew and events marched auto-
matically to that tragic Easter Monday of 1916 when a
handful of Dublin men pitted themselves against the
might of England in one of those futljfé uprisings that
are at once the glory and despair of Ireland. The mad
venture was doomed to defeat from the very flrst, and
viFtually eyery man who took arms offered his itfe on
the altar of Irish freedom with no lérger hope than
that his death might call the attention of the world to
the Irish struggle for liberty.!

From this typical excerpt of Creel's writing we discover the germs
of several of his theories. Primarily, Creel belleves that the Rising
was Inevitable and that the Irish people were united in thelr antipathy
toward England. John Redmond, gallantly pledging Ireland's support to
England in 1914,was betrayed by Asqulth's Government when the Home Rule
proposal was suspended. Irish volunteers were abused by thelr Britlsh
officers; Ulstermen opposed to Home Rule were appointed to several of
the highest Cabinet positlons. This was for most Irishmen the turning

point; all became firm in their desire to resolve the probtem by violence
if necessary.

This brings us to the second O8f 8reelt's themes: +the Irish tradition
of vioience and martyrdom to lost causes. Since the 12th century, Ire-
land's history has been that of invasion and constant struggle for freedom.
"The Gael does not find his death in the grave but in the clank of a chaln;
with him liberty is not an intellectual process but a passion...no chance
for liberty Is too hazardous to keep him from staking his existence on
it."Z Men like Patrick Pearse, James Connolly, and Tom Clark, leaders of
the revolt, were only acting out what was demanded of them by their heri-
tage. Like previous revolits, It was doomed to fallure as Its leaders
were ordalined for death, However, In 1916 the link with the past was
broken forever; because Ireland became the focus of international concern,
England could no longer deny Ireland's appeal for recognition as an equal.
Because thelr purpose of calllng attention to the Irish sltuation was

successful and because conditions rendered revolt necessary, the Insurgents
are Justifled.

Whlile we can reasonable conclude that Creel is long on interpretation
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and short on fact, a selective study of Dorothy Macardle's history
leads us to the opposite conclusion, although she too writes within
the Republican framework. Miss Macardle presents the facts in a
manner which enables the reader to Judge for himself the relative
achiévement of 1916; only rarely does she Interject a purely personal .
opinlon. In the Irish Republic she traces the origin and development
of the Republic with one section specifically devoted to its pro-

clamation by the Supreme Council of the Irish Republlcan Brotherhood
the week of the Rising.

While Creel would appear to interpret the Rebellion as the al-
most Instinctual carrying out of anclent traditlion, Miss Macardle -
candidly admits that the Rebelllon was the result of deliberate plan-
ning on the part of a small segment of the |.R.B. Even Eoin MacNeill,
their President, was not Informed until the week of the Rebellion.
Secondly, Miss Macardle states that the |.R.B. negotiated with the
German Imperial Government through Irish-American intermediaries. The
Kaiser, however, was unwilling to tetaily commit Germany to irish in-
dependence and refused to provide adequate arms and ammunition. Sir v
Roger Casement, acting as a Nationallst agent In Germany, made a despe- .
rate attempt fo return to Ireland and stop the Rebelilon when he dis-
covered Germany's betrayal.

As Mlss Macardie sees it, the Rebellion of 1916 was simply an act
of political expediency. She is not hesitant, however, to point out
the reasons for the Rising's failure. Because of the capture of the
German arms ship, *he Aud, the rebels were forced to rely on their own
small cachés of weapons., Iin addltion, the overwhelming superiority of
the British forces and the chaos within the insurgent ranks precluded
any hopes for success. However, Miss Macardle sees the lack of popular
support as the real reason the Rising failed. Unllke George Creel, Miss
Macardle belleves the public would have been perfectly content to settle
for Home Rule and were only shaken out of apathy when the British pro-
ceded with the trdals and executton of fifteen Irish rebels, including
Sir Roger Casement. "A sense of pride In the Insurgents of their grn
generation was uniting the people In a reallzation of nationhood.”

In her essay "James Connolly and Patrick Pearse,Y however, Miss
Macardle's sentiments are much closer to those of George Creel. Her
assessment of these two key figures is simiiar to Creel's view of them
as martyrs to the cause of Irish Independence. Wwhile her attitude to-

ward the British in The Irish Republic Is tolerant, 1f not compasslon-
ate:

...the task of an occupying or invading army, en-
countering resistance, is one which tends to produce a
nervous and Inflamed state of mind. The soldiers feel
themselves to be surroundéd by hostility., Boys and
women, and ununiformed, as well as uniformed men are
among the defenders; |t is Impogsible to distingulsh
combatants from non-combatants 4

Her attltude In this |later essay is less forgiving: "Remember the obtusemess
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of the British governing class concerning !reland--the Insolence of the
most powerful, the facitiousness of the multitude, the ruthlessness of

a few..."3 Also, this later essay Is concerned with contemporary is-
sues. The question of whether the deplorable partition of Ireland and
the factionalism with Ireland were consequences of the Rising Is perhaps
the major theme. To those who hold the leaders of the 1916 Rebellion
responsible for present conditions, Miss Macardle answers that men like
Pearse and Connolly were sincere in their deslre to see Ireland free

and united; partition would have been as abhorent to them as it is to
many lrishmen today.

Sir James O'Connor's peespective on events in Ireland between 1914
and 1916 is very different from that of staunch Republicans. In the
first place, he does not have a very high opinion of the Irish citizen.

The irish were a slack people to whom hard work was re-
pellant; ...business and farming were despised; official
Jjob hunting was the favorite occupation of the country;
the popuiar public bodies and public magistrates were
frequently corrupt; traffic In drink was immense; love
of gambling, amusement, and excitement was inordinate.®

However, through the untiring efforts of parliamentarians |ike John Red-
mond, Home Rule was becoming a reality; Ireiand and England were entering
Into an era of harmony and cooperation. Mac Neill's |.R.B., as weil as
other Sinn Fein orientated groups, was a small minority.

The April 24th Rebelllon is séen as a conspiracy between Irish Nation-
allists and Imperial Germany. This entalled treason against both Engtand
and the constituted authority in ireland itself. Redmond, a political
realist, had been hindered in his push for Home Rule by the Republican
party and press, whose vision was clouded by dreams of an Irish pastoral
utopia. O'Connor describes these utopian visions with explicatives such
as "trash," "diseased mentality of the day," and "blatant balderdash."
Germany's compliicity is made evident by the Aud incident and the secret
arrival of Casement who, according to O'Connor, was sent by the Germans
to lead armed insurrectlion against Dublin Castle, the seat of irish ad-
ministration. For these reasons the citizens of lreland lookeéd upon the
Rebellion with disfavor. John Redmond had brought ireland within sight
of Home Rule in a peaceful manner; any injustices which remained were
being remedied. The "narrow nationalism" of the rebeis coupled with trea-

~son percipitated violent rebellion and eventualiy ied to the partition of
ireland.

Walter Phiilips had been accused by his critics of being unsympathetic
to the cause of |rish independence because of his Unionism. Although
Phillips readily admits these sympathies, he answers his critics in the
Preface to the second edition of The Revoiution in Ireland.

...the most | can claim is that | set out to write history
and not propaganda; to find out the truth, |f possible, and
tell It; and while reserving the right to criticize and
Judge the actions of those with whom | disagree, to state
their case as fuily and as fairiy as posslble.7
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Phillips Is strongly against the Rising because it caused unnecessary
terrorism, brutality, and death. While he supports the Free State

as the legally established authority, Phillips contends that revo-
lution and partition of Ireland is much too high a price to pay for
independence. The only alternative is Union with Great Britain, since
the Irish themselves are hopelessly divided.

While expressing views similar to those of O'Connor on the issues
of Home Rule, the conspiracy with the German Government, and impractical
nature of the Republicans' demands, Phillips does not hold the |.R.B.
ultimately responsible for the Rising and Its consequences, but the
English and American Governments. Before the Rebeliion, the trish
Government headed by Birrell and Nathan was weak and Ineffectual in
dealing with the dissenting ménority. Phillips Is also critical of
‘Asquith's policy following suppression of the Rebellion.

It was, In short, a moment when a wise and consisten#®
pollcy might have settled the Irlish question for a
hundred years to come, when it would have been pos-
sible to have captured irish sentiment by a magnani-
mous pollicy, or to have crushed out all opposltion

by the Machiavellian method or “cruelty well applied."
The Government wavered between the two policlies and
achieved the usual results of half measures.

This contradictory course of action changed the people's attitude. It
ultimately gave them hope that the revolt had not been useless. Unfor-
tunately violence became a feasible solution to thelir problems,

Leon O'Brion looks upon the Rising from the point of view of Dublin
Castle, the visible representative of England's authority Iin Ireland. He
examines the attltudes of Augustine Birrell, the Chief Secretary, and
Matthew Nathan, the Undersecretary, during their time in office. Both
men were thoroughly committed to the policy of Home Rule., In one essay
0'Brien states that Nathan saw his purpose as: "to carry out fastidously
the twin policies of keepdmg Ireiand quiet so that recruiting could suc~
cessfully take place and énsuring that no alternative to Home Ruie was

allowéd to make headway."” Birreli, at the time of his resignation, fett
somewhat of a falture:

This was not the ending to his career Birrell had ex-
pected, He had wanted to go down in history as the last
Chief Secretary, whlch would have been the inevitable

and desirable culmination of his work . . . for Home
Rule, !0

The Royal Commission appointed to investigate the Rebellion found
both men accountable: Birell, because of hls frequent absence from lre-
land; and Nathan, because he falled not only to impress upon his superior
the gravity of the situation but also to take firm action agalnst certain
elements of the population. O0'Brion's position is that In carrying out
thelr responsibiiities, both hen became victims of the Rebellion no less
than the executed Insurgem®s, Nathan had *he almost impossible responsibility
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of keeping peace between the hostile Irish fagtions; he was even
moderately disposed toward the Sinn Fein (Republican) movament,
However, the act of rebellion is interpreted as a breach of Ireland's
promise to act responsibly in return for the Home Rule concession.
Both Nathan and Birrell assuped that the conviscation of German arms,
the arrest of Casement, and Mac Neill's restraint would successfully
block any attempt to selze control of the government. As Nathan was
issuing orders for the arrests of suspected leaders, the Rising began
catching both polittcal and military authorities unawares. O'Brion
regrets that the graduailstic approach of the men of Dublin Castle

was submerged in the violence and bloodshed out of which the Republic
was born, v .

Charles C. Tansill in Amerlca and the Fight for Irish Freedom
places emphasis on men and events scarcely mentioned by lrish and Bri-
tish historians. This Is understandable since Tanslll is concerned
with the role played by certain Irish-American organizations in the
founding of the Republlic, Tansilil is critical of both Home Rule--a
cynical polltical move on the part of Britain to get irish support for
the war effort--and John Redmond who became |ittle more than Britain's
"recruiting sergeant" in Ireland. The I|.R.B.'s rejection was shared
by its American counterpart, the Clan-na-Gael, under the direction of
Judge Danlel F. Cohalan and John Devoy.

The Clan provided indispensible ald to the Irish revolutionaries
in several ways: 1t furnished financial support and gave expression
to the Irlsh cause In America; also, the Clan's |leaders acted as inter-
medlaries in négotiations with Germany. Tansill is highly receptive to
the fate of Sir Roger Casement. |t was through the Clan that Casement
was able to contact the German Government and was eventually able to
take up residence there as lIreland!s agent. His purpose in returning
to Ireland was to stop the Rising. The subsequent arrest, trial, and
character assassinatlion are of a deplorable nature.

Tansill is especially critical of the manner in which the Amerlcan
Government, particularily President Wilson, handled the crisls. The
United States Is first accusdd of conduct unbecoming a neutral power
during war. American intelligence agents, when raiding the German Em-
bassy the week before the Rislng, intercepted many communiques between
Irish-Americans and the German Government and forwarded thls information
to the British. Thus the English received information of the Aud and
the impending revolt. Wllison's conduct following this event Is repellant
to Tansil!l; moreover the President refused despite appeals from the Ameri-
can people, Congress, and press to Intervene in behalf of Casement. A
Senate resolution for clemency was not forwarded to:the British Govern-
ment until It was much too late to have any effect. Tansll|i suggests
that Wilson was motivated by his dislike for Judge Cohalan and his Tammney
Hall cohorts was behind hls stance in this matter. "To him (Wilson) the
Rising in Dublin on Easter morning had a distinct Cobalan fiavor. His
deep devotion to England made him despise irish-Americans and those who
dreamed of an independent Ireland." Largely because of Wilson's influence,
the Irish were denled representation at Versallles. In summary, Tansilili
is Influenced by the concept of an independent ireland. Aithough men
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like Devoy and Cohalan through the Clan-na-Gael were indispensible

in bringing the Rising about, it was not through direct interven-

tion. The |.R.B. plénnad and set the date for the Rising; the Clan

responded to its appeal for arms and ammunition but did not, as
Wilson is said to have bel ieved, percipitate it.

Another American historian, Alan J, Ward, however, Iis much more
reserved in his assessment of the Unived States' participation in the
suppression of the revolt. His technique Is more sclientifically meth-
odical. Ward proposes to write a diplomatic history; his research into
diplomatic documents and related sourees reveals a hightened perception
of the complexity of the situation. Ward does, on certaln points, call
Tansill to task for rash generalization. The timing of the American
raid, the quite accidental character of the capture of Roger Casement
and the Aud, and the complete unpreparedness of Dublin Castle all point
to the suggestion that the Americans did not inform the British of the
coming revolt, Secondly, Ward ascribes Wilson's attitude toward the
Casement issue as a mistake in judgment, but definitely not an attempt
to strike a blow against Cohalan and the Clan. It is proposed that

Wilson never dreamed the British would carry out thelr threat to exe-
cute Casement.

Ward's wiew of the Rising itself Is brief and concise: the 1916
Rebellion can be seen as |ittle more than a civil uprising during war
time in which a segment of the popétation conspired with the declaréd
enemy, Thls Interpretation would seem to Imply that Ireland is to only
be considered an organic part of Great Britain., Ward, however, is more
concerned with the influence of Irish-American pressure groups on the
United States' relationship with Great Britaln and the relative freedom
with which diplomatic decislons were made., However, his research un«
covers what he has ultimately discovered =~ that is, the Rising did have
a strong impact on many Americans--not only those of Irish descent. While
this pressure group was not the most Important influence |t certainly
was influential in determining U. S. policy. Even Wilson eventually
aided Irish Independence through the docterine of self-determination of
peoples.

We move now to a consideration of theee historians whose purpose Is
quite different from that of earlier historians such as Macardle, Creel,
O'Connor, and Phlllips. These historians writing flfty years after the
Rebellion have several advantages over earlier writers. First, the Irish
Republic is an unshakable reality; there is no longer any question of its
legality or its ability to survive., Secondly, distance in time usually
leads to physical and histforical detachment. Also, many nebulous issues
surrounding the Rebelllon have been clarifled over the years.

In the Introduction to The Shaping ef Modern lreland, of which he
is both editor and contributor, C. C. U'Brien ques¥ions the relevancy of
Investigating this period of his nation's past. "Thwarted plans, unsuc-
cessful movements, defeated groups and classes go into the 'dustbin of
history,' bf; may not some objects of value have been dumped there along
with them?" There are various reasons for O'Brlen's "interest of sal-
vage" or search to recover objects of value. Modern historians, he believes,
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must Investigate the past to help solve the problems of today. If
similarity of problems, past and present, is discovered, we can pos-
sibly learn from others' solutions and mistakes. Also, O'Brien senses
in the younger generatlion a deep need to seek meaning for the present
political and social condltions in Ireland by going back to its ori-
gins, Finally, O'Brien states that confusion Is the essence of the
historical event; it Is only through the historian's work that the
event or a group of events is made intelligible to the modern reader.

0'Brien finds the study of the 1916 Rising significant because
it was the first time in the 20th century that an occupied natlon won
its Independence from one of the world's great powers. |f one wishes
to understand 20th century nationalism, lreland is the flirst case
history to which one must turn. The Rebelllion iIn Ireland set many
precedents for dealing with other emerging nations such as India, Cen-
tral European, and African states. In his essay, "1891~1916" O'Brien
Is more concerned with tracing the causes of the Rising than discussing
the Ristag itself. Although it may appear uneventful to the objective
observer, therperiod from 1891 to 1916 was replete with underground yet
purposeful activity. O'Brien wishes to broaden his historical perspec-
tlve by emphasizing those facets of the Rebellion he feels other his-
torians have neglected: +the cultural aspect of the revolutionary move-.
ment and the role of specifically non-political groups such as the
Gaelic League and Abbey Theatre. The ideas promoted by these groups
provided part of the ideological basis of the natlionalistic movement
which culminated in the Easter Rebellion. However, O'Brien's overall
interpretation of the Rebellion bears a certain similarity to George
Creel's; the Rebelllon is simply another episode in Ireland's working
out her destiny within a revolutionary framework.

F. X. Martin, 0.5.A., on the other hand, calls older historians to -
task for being much to simplistic in their evaluation of the Rebellion,
P. S. O'Hegarty, whose book The Victory of the Sinn Fein is one of the
authorative works on Sinn Feln and T. R, B, and seems fotally unwilling
to take into consideration the relative weakness of this organization In
comparison to the strength of the Redmondites and the English army. Mar-
tin, therefore, Is Interested in many related factors, such as the role
of Dublin Castle, the Redmond faction, the Ulster question and World War |.

However, the only significant question as far as Martin is concerned
Is whether or not the Rlsing can be logically Justified.

The Easter Rising was a coup d'etat against the British
Government, it ran counter %o The wishes of Redmond and

the majority of Irish nationalists, it was a mutiny against
Mr. MacNeill and the Irlsh Yolunteers, and it usurped the
powers of the |, R, B, {tself. But Pearse, Clark, and
their followers bellieved they were the etermal mlnorlfy

who had the duty of preserving lreland's idenflfy

Regardless of the Illegitimate nature of the Rebeilion it was eventually
justiftled. When in the election of 1918 the citizens of lreland voted
overvheimingly in favor of the Sinn Fein movement, the primary qualifica-
tion-the consent of the governed-- was fulfilled.
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Timothy P. Coogan, writing within the tradition~of irish Repub-
llcanism, Interprets the Rising as ireland's decislve step toward
self-government. He shares the views of many of the historians al-
ready consldered. Like C. C. O'Brlen, Coogan Is particularliy In- .
terested in establishing connections between the Rebelllion and cul-
tural as well as economic developments In the late 19th and early
20th centuries. Again like O'Brlen, Coogan describes the signlfi-
cance of the revolt in terms of Its value as an example to other
subjected nations.

In many ways lreland was the laboratory in which 19th
‘century Britain conducted trial and error the experi-
ments which faciiltated her colonial dlsengagement in
the 20th century. For lreland taught Britaln, in the
end, the best remedlal leglisliation in the world is of

little avall it it excludes the principles of self-
| government.

Because of the denial of self-government many Irishmen became open to
radical solutlions to their problems, thus undermining Redmond's work.
Connolly, Pearse, and Clark were Iastrumental in changing the focus of
Sinn Feln groups from working for reform within the Empire to a separa-
tist posltion., The undercurrent of dissatlsfaction eaused by British
abuses during the War and lack of sel f-government surfaced after the
Rebellion. The people were insplred by the integrity and courage of
its leaders. In Coogan's writing there is a synthesis of traditional
Irish Republican and modern points of view. There can be no doubt that

he Is very much in sympathy with the Rebelllon, yet Coogan's critical
detachment sets him apart. ‘

It appears to be aimost Imposslbie to draw all these interpretations

together in a unified manner. As ESmon de Val8ra says in the Introduction
to The Irish Republic:

As the Irish people were then (1916) divided, so, It may
be well expected, will people in the future also be di-

. vided in their Judgment as to which side was right or
which side was wrong.... Opinion will vary, we may anti-

cipate, w}fh the character and temperament of the indi-
vidual...

All ten of these historians are reasonably expected to retain proper his-
torical detachment. Eventually, all these historians are forced to form
some attitude toward their subject. These attitudes cut across natlonal,
rellgious, and class. |ines. George Creel, an American, defends the Risling
more staunchly than Dorothy Macardie, an Irish Republican. Sir James
O'Connor, a Catholic and Redmondite Nationalist, is more critical of his
fellow countrymen than W. Alison Phillips, who is a Unionist of English
origins. With more recent historians, however, there is more homogenlty
in outlook.

Considering the Rebellion In general, we find that desplte wide dif-
ferences In opinion a few observations can be made which apply for nearly
all. Foremost among them is the conclusion that by the 20th century Ireland
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had every right to expect some type of concession from Great Britain,
The differences of opinlon arise over whether this concession should
have been Independence or Home Rule; whether the British were serious
In their committment to Irish autonomy; and over the question of the
time involved in implementation of autonomous rule. There is among
some the belief that conditions rendered the Rebelllion necessary and
Inevitable, juxtaposed to the opposite idea that the Rebellion bor-
dered on treason and could not possibly be justified. On the basis
of concrete evidence, however, there is no disagreement that the Re-
bellion was Initially a fallure. But the Rebellion set off a chain
of events which eventually led to the establ ishment of the Republic.
Whether they are pro- or anti-Rebellion, all the historians are forced
To admit that It was one of the worid's most successfui fallures.

There are various reasons why these historians have undertaken
such a study. Some seek to persuade; others seek to be as objective
and candid as possible; still others are seeking answers to contempo-
rary problems., Thelr purposes, to a |imited extend, gquide their pre-
sentations. |t is precisely because of these various interpretations
that one can begin to grasp the complex nature of any given historical
event. Each interpretation with its particular observations and points
of emphasls add another facet to one's understanding of the probiem or
situation. The processes of Investigation and presentation lead the
reader to a deeper awareness and appreclation of the complexity of
reallity and to the reaiization that there cannot be a single, deflina-
tive way of viewing any historical event. One of history's chief vir- :
tues Is that it is open~-minded; It is an ongoing dialogue in which there
will never be total similarity in outlook.
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