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!lAS LONG AS THE GRASS GROWS GREEN AND WATER FLOWS" 

Submitted by: 

REG INA SCOTTO 

In the whole history of our 
Government's dealings with the 
IndIan tribes, there Is no record 
So black as the record of Its 
Perfidy to (the Cherokee) nation. 

-He" en Hunt Jackson 

The Cherokee nation hereby cede relinquIsh 
and convey to the United States all 
the lands owned claimed or possessed 
by them east of the Mississippi river. 

-Article I 
New Echota Treaty, 1835 

The United States hereby coyenant 
and agree that the lands ceded to 
the Cherokee nation In the foregoIng 
article shal I, In no future time 
without their consent, be Included 
within the territorial limits or 
Jurisdiction of any state or Territory. 

-Article V 
New Echota Treaty, 1835 

In 1907, dissolved in the new State of 

Oklahoma, the Cherokee Nation ceased to 

exist as a political entity. 


-Glen Flelshmann 
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"AS LONG AS THE GRASS GROWS GREEN AND WATER FLOWS" 

The American Indians have had a long history of problems with 
the United States government. Even before the colonizers achieved 
Independence, they had clashed with the Indians for land, wealth, 
and food. Some of the tribes met the white man with open arms and 
were will ing to help them. However, those tribes soon discovered 
how much treachery the foreigners were capable of. One tribe, the 
Cherokee, did everything they could to live In peace, but all was 
In vain. The plight of the Cherokee Nation was climaxed during 
the Jacksonian administration, resulting In the removal of this 
people, along with others, to the West. 

According to one author "the word "Cherokee" means "upland 
fields" and possibly refers to their country, which Is thus de­
scribed by Bancroft: "the mountaineers of aboriginal America were 
the Cherokees who occupied the valley of the Tennessee River as 
far west as the Muscle Shoals and the highlands of Carolina, Georgia, 
and Alabama, the most picturesque and salubrious region east of the 
Mlsslsslppl ••• ,,1 Finding no meaning of "Cherokee" In their own 
language, the Cherokees feel that It must be of foreign origin. 
Their own word for the tribe Is TsaiaTI or Tsara~l. De Soto's ex­
pedition uses the word "Shalaque," whle a Frenc document of 1699 
records It as "Cheraqul. lf The Engl Ish form was first recorded 
around 1708 and appears to be derived from the Choctaw word for 
pit or cave, "choluk," or "chlluk.,,2 These Indians were mainly 
farmers and hunters, and 'they possessed the skill of using some 
metal, probably copper, for various unimportant usages. They weee 
a peaceful people, but no one seemed to want to respect this way 
of life. " ••• durlng the two hundred years or so up to the time of 
the Revolution, the Indians, Simple and plain-spoken as all primi­
tive people are, were continually disappointed, confused, and 
angered by constant treachery, greed, an~ unscrupulousness on the 
part of white explorers and colonizers." 

In order to alleviate the problem, or submit the Indians to 
more hardship, a series of treaties were negotiated starting In 
1721. Thomas Parker lists Just the main ones during this period: 
" ••• treaty relations began In 1721 when Governor Nicholson of South 
carolina, prompted by jealousy of French encroachments, entered into 
an agreement with the Cherokees ••• In 1730 North Carolina concluded 
a treaty with the Cherokees In which the sovereignty of the King of 
England was acknowledged and the Indians agreed to trade only with 
the English. There was a treaty and purchase negotiated by South 
Carolina In 1755; a treaty of alliance with North Carolina followed 
one year later. A subsequent alliance with the French brought defeat 
at the hands of the English and a consequent treaty of peace In 1760 
followed by a more decisive one the next year. The Indians were not 
principally to blame for the hostilities of this period, as they were 
treacherously dealt with by Governor Lyttleton.,,4 During the next 
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twenty years, at least eight major treaties were signed by the 
Cherokees and the Carolinas. Most of the treaties dealt with 
land cessions and control. 

With the American Revolution the problem was not solved. 
The battles of the Revolution continually assaulted the Cherokee 
boundaries untl I the entire Indian Nation was reduced to merely 
scattered fractions of the glorious people it had prevlousiy 
been. 5 After the Revolution peace was attempted with the Cherokee 
with the Treaty of Hopewell in 1786. "These treaties fixed boun­
daries for the Indian Country, withdrew United States protection 
from settlers who would not leave within six months, made arrange­
ments for the punishment of crumlnals, and declared In solemn tones 
that "the hatchet shal I be forever buried.",,6 The boundaries set 
up reduced the Indian lands from nearly 50,000 square miles to a 
"few hundred mt les of the mountainous corner of western North Caro­
lina, a portion of North Georgia, and a small eastern corner of 
Tennessee, and even then there were no actual boundarles."7 

Unfortunately, these treaties seemed to only limit the IndlaRs. 
White settlers continued to pour into Cherokee lands and the 
Cherokees were powerless to stop them. Secretary of War Henry 
Knox reported this situation in July 1788, but it did little good. 
Congress only succeeded In Issuing a proclamation, "that universal 
but generally useless prescription for such Ills ••• ,,8 The end of 
the Revolution, states Francis Prucha, "was the beginning of the 
destruotlon of their (Cherokee) natlon.,,9 

In order to satisfy those clamoring for justice a new treaty, 
the Treaty of Holston, was signed in July 1791. Again the boundary 
line was moved but Article VII provided that the "United States, 
solemnly guarantee to the Cherokee Natton, al I their lands not 
hereby ceded;" and the following Article gave the Cherokee the 
right to punish anyone who settled on Cherokee land. IO The Cherokee 
were reluctant to part with more of their land, but faced no real 
alternatives. Seven years later a new treaty, another land cession, 
was concluded at Tellico which del ighted Tennessee, but not the 
Indians. 

Problems with these states seemed sma I I In comparison with those 
encountered between the Cherokee and Georgia. Problems reached a 
plateau In 1802 when Georgia ceded to the United States government 
the rights to land that form the greater part of what are now the 
states of Alabama and Mississippi. For this the Federal Government 
paid one mi II Ion two hundred and fifty thousanu dollars to the state 
of Georgia. In addition the Federal Government assumed the Yazoo 
Land Claims case and promised to relinquish Indian land titles to 
Georgia. This was to be accomplished as soon and as peaceably as 
possible. " ••• It was charged that practically no attempt had been 
made by the Federal government to carry out the agreement. Certainly 
the charge was net substantiated. "I I The people of Georgia were very 
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anxious to claim all the Cherokee lands within their boundaries. 
They refused to recognize the sovereignty of the nation and con­
tinued to encroach on Indian territory. While this was happening, 
things were becoming confused In Washington. President Jefferson 
had suggested in 1803 a removal to the west on a large scale, but 
to the Indians he wrote: "I sincerely wish you may succeed in 
your laudable endeavors to save the remnant of your natIon by 
adopting Industrious occupations, and a government of regular law. 
In this you may always rely on the counsel and assistance of the 
Un i ted States. It! 2 How I ron I c th i s seemed, for a new rash of treat ies 
began in October 1805. Two others were signed on October 27, 1805. 
In succession to the treaties'granted more land cessIons. Upon exa­
mining the agreements of 1805 and 1806, secret articles were found 
that exposed evidence of the bribery of chiefs with money and rifles. 
This type of treaty became the rule In the Indian treatment, and In 
1816 three more treaties ceding land were signed. One was with 
South Carolina, while the other two treaties of the same date were 
completed with the United States. 13 

The Cherokees attempted to follow the advice of Jefferson in 
order to secure their lands. They were a highly civ! I I zed tribe 
and on July 26, 1827, the Cherokee Nation adopted a written consti­
tution which they molded after the United States Constitution. Again 
Georgia tried to destroy the Indians by nullifying the Cherokee 
Constitution. As a result of appeals to the U. S. Supreme Court 
by the Cherokees, Georgia's actions were declared null. f4 The pro­
blem cFeated here will be discussed later. The Cherokees had their 
own alphabet, perfected by Seqouyah, shortly after 1810. This 
language has the distinction of being "the only written language 
of any American Indian tribe. nl5 The state of affairs of the Cherokee 
nation was described in a report submitted to the War Department In 
1825 by Thomas t~cKenney: 

Industry and commercial enterprise are 
extending themselves in every part ••• the 
population is rapidly increasing .••White 
~~n in the nation enjoy al I the immunities 
and privileges of the Cherokee people, 
except that they are not eligible to 
public offices •••The Christian rei igion 
15 their rellgion ••• Schools are increasing 
every year.16. . 

The Cherokees wanted on Iy to I tve I n peace. \'/hen the Shawnee 
chief, Tecumseh, came to seek aid for hIs Indian Confederacy, the 
Cherokees replied that they would not raise a hand against their 
white brother. Even with al I the injustices done to them, they stil I 
hoped that the white man's greed was satisfied and they could live 
on what little of their fathers' land they stl II held. 

Unfortunately, new troubles were beqinning to put an end to any 
hope of peace. The British struck again in 1812 and the Cherokees 



-5­

vowed to take no part In either side. This was a white man's 
batt Ie, or so they though·t. Word soon reached them that the I r 
traditional enemy, the Creeks, had sided with the British and 
were destroying Cherokee lands In the south. To their dismay, 
the Cherokees discovered that they were Involved in yet another 
battle. When Chief Junaluska learned that one of the generals 
he knew personally, Andrew Jackson, was In trouble, he led 600 
of his best warriors and scouts Into battle with Jackson's troops 
against the Creeks at HorseshOe Bend. They were successful, but 
thirty-six Cherokee warriors were among those wounded and elthteen 
died. Junaluska proved his friendship by killing a Creek warrior 
as he attacked Jackson. Pelthman consluded this report by saying 
"Junaluska drove his tomahawk Into the skull of the Creek Indian, 
but later events proved that Jackson did not appreciate this brave 
deed.,,17 Junaluska saved his life and thus bagan his march via 
the Battle of New Orleans to the Presidency of the United States. 

In return for saving his life, Jackson decided to take four 
ml II Ion acres of Cherokee land during the 1814 Treaty. Now the 
Cherokee warriors wished they had sided with the "Red Stick" 
warriors and had shot "Old Mad Jackson." His Involvement with 
the Cherokee was just beginning, for three years later, 1817, .aw 
Jackson negotiating with the Indians In an attempt to relinquish 
their title to al I their lands In the east. He fal led, as did 
his successor Governor McMinn. The only arrangement the Federal 
Government achieved that year was a treaty with the Lower Cherokees. 
Signed on July 8, 1817, It exchanged their eastern lands for lands 
guaranteed for them west of the Mississippi. Of course this land 
was mostly waterless plain and very different fnom the rich lands 
they had to leave behlnd. 18 

Georgia continued her battle for control of Indian lands. 

Gold had been discovered, so more white settlers took over Indian 

territory. "Georgia's line of action was to extend her authority 

of the state and Its laws over the Cherokee lands. This would In 

effect withdraw the Cherokee lands from the status of "Indian 

Country," bring control of the lands Into Georgia's hands, and by 

overt ,~ well as subtle pressure, force the Indians off most of the 

land." She asserted her power over the Cherokee people: "And be 
It ••• enacted, that after the first day of June next, all laws, 
ordinances, orders and regulations of any kind whatever, made, 
passed, or enacted by the Cherokee Indlans ••• are hereby declared 
to by nul I and void and of no effect, as If the same had never existed ••• 
no Indian or descendant of any Indian, shal I be deemed a competent 
witness In any court of this state to which a w~lte person may be a 
party ••• ,,20 . 

The federal government continued to enact treaties trading 

western lands for Cherokee lands and Imposing more hardships for 

those that remained. The Indians realized that even If they moved 

west, the protection promised by the United States meant very Iltt!e 
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and that without organization, they could expect white settlers 
to claim their lands again. The government stll I gave aid to 
agricultural and educational programs for the Eastern Cherokees 
but held that the "preservation and civilization" of the Indians 
rested on a policy of removal. 21 

By this time Andrew Jackson had been elected President. John 
Parris has written In "History of the Cherokee," that Genel"-al 
Andrew Jackson said to Junaluska: "As long as the sun shines and 
the grass grows, there shall be friendship between us, and the feet 
of the Cherokee shall be toward the east.,,22 He was now In a posi­
tion to live up to his promise. However, "when he entered the 
White House, Jackson was convinced that the Indians could no longer 
exist as Independent enclaves within the states ••• the administration, 
of course, did not lack supporters in congress. These men repeated 
and amplified the Jacksonian doctrine that ~val was In the best 
Interest of the Indians ••• "23 

Jackson used the Constitution to support his policy. "The 
Constitution forbade the erection of a new state within the terri­
tory of an existing state without that state's permission. Stil I 
less, then, could it allow a "foreign and Independent government" 
to estab I ish Itse I f there. ,,24 The Cherokees cha I I enged the act Ion 
of Georgia based on this, which resulted In the case of Worcester 
vs. Georgia. "John Marshal I declared the law of Georgia eXfendlng 
her authority over the Cherokee lands null and void, as contrary to 
treaties and to the Constltutlon.,,25 Jackson's reply: "John Mar­
shall has made his decision, now let him enforce It." 

The Cherokees, in their newspaper The PhoenIx, described their 
situation. "The state of Georgia has taken a strong stand against 
us, and the United States must either defend us and our rights or 
leave us to our foe. In the latter case she will violate her promise 
of protection, and we cannot In future depend upon any guatantee to 
us, either here, or beyond the Misslsslppl.n26 

The public was also becoming aware of the treatment of the 
Cherokees and most people seemed to be In sympathy with them, el(Cept 
for those in Georgia.· In the Jacksonian period several attempts 
were made to regularize Federal Indian administration In an effort 
to please the public. However, "the War Department's head of Indian 
Affairs reported In 1828, that there were "fruitful sources of com­
plaint" due to the lack of an organized system." The result of 
this was the creation of a permanent Indian Affairs Office which 
carried out Jackson's po I Icy. " ••• these remova: po I I c I es re I led 
more on mil Ita ry force than dip I omat i c treaty. 1127 . 

Jackson repeatedly advised the Indians to leave their homes and 
move to the western lands provided for them. When the governor of 
Georgia asked him to remove the protection of federal troops, he 
did so promptly. He did this on "the basis of his Interpretation 

http:removal.21
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of Indian rlghts.,,28 The Indians protested this action and asked 
for help from the Sapreme Court. The reply: "If It be true that 
the Cherokee nation have rights, this Is not the tribunal In which 
those rights are to be asserted. If it be true that wrongs have 
been Inflicted, and that stili greater are to be apprehended, this 
Is not the tribunal which can redress the past or prevent the 
future. 

The motion for an lnjunctlon is denled.,,29 

Jackson then began to speed the removal of the Indians. He 
told them that he had no wish to deceive them and that their only 
chance to lIve In peace and prosper was to Join their countrymen 
In the West. He s.ald that this emigration should be voiuntary, but 
that It should proceed with haste. The &ames of men who championed 
the rights of the Indians were many and great. Such men as Henry 
Clay, Daniel Webster, and Davy Crockett endeavored to change the 
hand of Fate, but with no success. 30 Each of these men had a long 
record of oppos I ng the remova I, Crocket't be Ing typ 1 ca I. He was a 
member of the state legislature of Tennessee and entered Congress 
In 1828. Because he opposed President Jackson's Indian Removal 
pol Icy of 1831, he was defeated for re-election. During the next 
election, however, he regained his seat, only to lose it In 1835. 
That year the New Echota Treaty was approved by a majority of one 
vote In the Senate and had been heralded as an obvious victory by 
Jackson. Crockett disclaimed both the policy and the treatment of 
the Cherokee Indians as "unjust, dishonest, cruel, and short-sighted 
In the extreme. "31 

In 1835 the New Echota Treaty was signed by the Rldge-Watte­

Boudlnot group which sold the title to all of the Cherokee lands to 

the Feeeral Government for lands west of the Mississippi In Oklahoma. 

Each acre was sold for approximately 50 cents, of which the Cherokees 

were doubtful of recelvlng. 32 The entire Eastern Cherokee tribe rose 

up In protest, but to no avail. The leaders refused to cooperate 

with the terms of the treaty, letting the use of force prove the 

I I I ega I i ty of the treaty. But the fatefu I day arr I ved; "I n May, 

1838, General Scott was ordered to go with a sufficient military 

force to compel the removal. n33 By the end of the month, 17,000 

Cherokees had been rounded up and placed In stockades across the 

Cherokee Nation. 


Even though the provisions of the treaty guaranteed food, clothing, 
and shelter, very few Indians received it because they felt It would 
be construed as the acceptance of the treaty. The treatment of the 
Indians had been. harsh and eruet"but they were not prepared' for the 
experiences encountered on the Trail of Tears. "The trail of the 
exiles was a trail of death. They had to sleep In the wagons and on 
the ground without fire. And I have known as many as twenty-two of ~ 
them to die In one night of pneumonia due to II I treatment, cold, and 
exposure. Among this number was the beautiful Christian wife of Chief 
John Ross.,,34 They had been forced out of their homes and off their 
fields with no time to collect their belongings in most cases. They 

http:recelvlng.32
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were at the mercy of the government, and there was little of that. 

The Cherokees finally took over the task of the removal them­
selves, and organized the people to help solve some of the problems 
Involved In moving. In March, 1839, the Cherokees reached the end 
of their march Into exile. Far from their homes and pleasant climate, 
they had traveled for six months during the .cruelest part of the year. 
The graves of more than 4,000 marked the Trail of Tears Ird"o allen 
lands, where the dead went unnamed but not forgotten. 35 

A few hundred of the Indians had managed to escape from the 
stockades or along the Trail and were hiding In the mountains. 
General Scott began searching for them, rounding them up a few at 
the time. But, even here there were examples of bravery and loyalty 
among the Indians. "Tsal I was an old man, a simple nobody, who gave 
his life so that a remnant of his people might remain In the land of 
their blrth."36 After being forced out of his home, Tsal I and his 
family were mistreated by the soldIers. Tsall's wIfe fell and was 
Immediately struck by one of the soldiers for being clumsy. Tsall 
and a few other Indians devised a plan of excape, In order to avoid 
more humiliation. In the attempt to excape, Tsall accidently struck 
and killed one of the soldiers. General Scott was determined to find 
Tsall and use him as an example. "If Tsal I and his kin wi II come in 
and give up," Thomas was told, "I won't hunt down the others. Tsall 
has killed a soldier and must be punished. If he wilt voluntarily 
pay the penalty I will Intercede for the fugitIves and have the 
government grant them permission to live in the Great Smokles. But 
If he refuses, tel I him I'll turn my soldiers loose to hunt down each 
one of them."37 Tsall relented and came down from the mountains. 
"Tsall, Ridges and Tawney were sentenced to be executed. Because of 
his youth, Wasltuna was spared. So was the old mdh's wlfe •••Guns 
were thrust Into the hands of three Cherokee men. Tsali waved aside 
a blindfold. So did his kin. A vol ley raag out. Tsall slumped to 
the ground. 1138 

With most of the Indians In the West and just a handful left in 
the mountains, their troubles were not over yet. Friends of the 
Cherokees stll I tried to make the Federal Govennment recognize the 
Cherokee Nation. One of these was Thomas who was "finally successful 
In 1846 when a treaty was signed In Washington which permitted the 
Cherokee to remain (In the Great Smokey Mountains). Thomas was also 
concerned with efforts to secure the $5,000,000 pnomlsed by the Treaty 
of New Echota. When he secured dribblets of this money be bought land 
for the Cherokee In Western Carollna.,,39 

The Indians In the West had established tHemselves In the lands 
of Oklahoma. Tbere they began to strive again to live In peace and 
harmony. They accomplished many great things for their tribe. That 
Is another story, which also ends In death and failure and with a 
slight glimmer of hope. 
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FL~VIUS JOSEPHUS: THE M~N ~NO THE HISTORIAN 

Submitted bv: 

ISAAC BELONGA 

The annals of ancient history are full of the exploits of 
numerous colorful. controversial, and celebrated characters. Yet, 
there are probably few Individuals among those who comprise this 
group who have aroused as much vigorous vituperation durln~ their 
own lifetime and throughout the centuries as has the qreat Jewish 
historian Flavius Josephus. The prImary thrust of this composItion 
shal I be the analysis of all of the surviving works of Josephus, 
wIth the objective beIng the productIon of a brIef but obherent and 
correct commentary. . 

Fortunately. one of Flavius Josephus' surviving works Is the 
Vita which was composed as a combination autobloqraphy and apolo~la. 
From the opening passages It Is learned that Josephus was actually 
born Joseph ben Matthias durIng the reIgn of Calus Caesar. (Jose­
phus, trans. Whiston, 1827 ed., P. I) The birth took place sometime 
during the first year that Calus was Imperator, so It was either 
37 A.D. or 38 A.D. The city of his bl rth was Jerusalem. Josephus 
claims to be descended from the roval line of Asamoneus through hIs 
mother and from the class of high priests through SImon Psellus. a 
contemporary of Hyrcanus. (Ibld.) He fathered three male chIldren 
who survived beyond the earlV"S"taoes of Infancy. they bet,ng Hyrcanus, 
Justus, and Agrlppa respectively. (IbId., P. xx) He was married a 
total. of three t I_s accord I ng to the VI ta account. 

< -

Josephus asserts that at the age of fourteea he was consulted bv 
the high priests and the Sanhedrin regarding the law (he apparently 
meaas the Torah and/or the Mldrash). (Ibid., p. I) At the age of' 
sixteen, he states, he decided to study~ various sects which were 
current In JudaIsm (Sadduceelsm, Pharlsalsm, and Essenlsm) to deter­
mIne which was the best to follow. Included In his period of reli ­
gIous study was a three year sojourn In the desert wIth an ascetic 
named Banus. (Ibid.) He fInal Iv settled on the PharIsees after re­
turning to his nitfve city. It Is Important to note that thIs rlQorous 
study of JudaIsm by a descendant of the hIgh priests should result In 
a very keen cognIzance of relIgious matters of every type as regards 
the Jews of Roman occupied Judea. Therefore, in reading Josephus' 
works one should be alert for opportunIties which tMs precocious, pIous, 
learned historian had to demonstrate his profound understanding of his 
faith and Its practItIoners. 

At the age of twenty-six, Josephus made what was to be for. him and 

the future of his people, a hIghly significant Journey. The young man 
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went to Rome on a mission to secure the release of some priests which 
the procurator Feliz placed on trial. (Ibid., p. II) this he says 
he accomplIshed through the emperor's consort Poooeea SabrIna whom 
he met through a JewIsh playwrIght named Atlturlus. Of the utmost 
Importance here Is the fact that thIs young man was confronted wIth 
the full splendor and military might of the most powerful empire the 
world had known to that date. Although he had known the oresence of 
Romen martial force al I his lIfe, It Is quIte unllkelv +hat he had 
conceIved of It on so grand a scale as that which he wItnessed on this 
trip to Rome. 

Josephus states that he returned to Judea and found a number of 
Individuals agitatIng for armed rebellion against the Romans. He 
strongly advised against such a course of action arqulna that the 
Romans were far superior. Whereas some of the authorities on this 
period and historian would refute the accuracy of thIs claim, uslnq 
the subsequent actions of Josephus as a basis, It is Instead most 
lIkely a correct account. The latter position Is supported by two 
Important facts. Josephus had surveyed the power of Rome first hand 
and comparIng the two peoples It was clear that the Romans were simplv 
too strong. Furthermore, most of the conservative faction quicklv 
swwng to the war camp when the Inttlal success of the Jewish forces 
were compared to those of the Maccabees in 168 B.C. against superior 
Syrian forces and Hellenism. Therefore, the actions and reactions of 
Josephus In this Instance are reasonable and consistent with his nar­
rative. 

After describing his faIlure to dissuade the rebellious faction. 
Josephus proceeds to briefly outline the openIng of the hostilities. 
In so doing. he makes a statement of considerable interest, "I only 
mention them now, because' would demonstrate to my readers, that the 
Jews' war with the loman. was not voluntary, but that, for the main, 
they were forced by necessIty to enter into It." (Ibid.) This state­
mentIs one which Is frequently reqarded by some hisforians and readers 
as a recurrt nq ame I loratory dec I aratlon wh I ch Josephus records I n a 
number of his works to either Inqr~tlate hImself with the population 
of hostile betrayed Jews, or as an endeavor to shift the burden of 
guilt and thereby pacify the bItter and anti-Semitic Roman citizens. 
However, such an evaluation is both superficial and mlsleadlna. Jose­
phus took thIs posItion after making an evaluatIon of the events In 
the light of Important historical precedents and certain deep reli ­
gious beliefs. Although there is a lack of political emohasis in this 
Interpretation, It is none-the-Iess a reasonable one for him to make. 

Fortunately, there Is another point at which this fact can be better 

treated in the paper, so it wll' be fully exolored there. 


Next, Josephus informs his readers that he was sent to Galilee 
by the Sanhedrin. His narrative is worthy of being quoted here because 
two peculiarities In the text demand some attention et this point. 

"the principal men of Jerusalem, seeing that the 
robbers and fnnovators had arms In areat plenty, 
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and fearing least they. while they were 
unprovided of arms, should be in subJec­
tion to their enemies. which also came to 
be the case afterwards; and, being Informed 
that all GalIlee had not yet revolted from 
the Romans, but that some part of It was 
stili quIet: sent me and two others of the 
priests, who were men of excellent charactdrs, 
Joazar and Judas, In order to persuade the 
III men there to lay down theIr arms" 

( I bid.. pp • I If) 

The two Items which mertt discussion are the reference to "robbers" 
and the description of the state of affaIrs In Galilee. 

ntis puzzlIngly odd reference to "robbers" must certainly be a 
slanderous misnomer for the Zealots. Although there Is an explanation 
of sorts presented by Josephus In another work Intended to clarifv his 
perslstant avoidance of this name when discussing Zealot actlvltv, It 
is nevertheless biased and defamatorv to dismiss them as "robbers". 
The fact that the Zealots were violent and radical religious fanatics 
Is Incontestable. However. one as learned In Judaism as Josephus 
claims to be would be well aware of the fact that these men had been 
conditioned by centuries of tradition which prompted those who were 
Inclined to be ult.plous to pursue wuch a course of action. Josephus' 
right to disapprove of their methods Is not sufficient cause to Qrant 
hIm libelous license. 

The second statement which deserves speCial attention Is the 
assessment of the state of affairs in GalIlee which Josephus records 
as an accurate report of the area's sentiments which was known by the 
Sanhedrin. SInce the history of the area clearly indicates that It 
was always dIsposed to sedItIous actIvity as wei I as a strong pro­
Zealot region. It seems odd that such a change of attItude would be 
made there after the news of a successful skirmIsh agaInst Florus 
and hIs legionnaires reached the inhabItants. It Is more probable 
that the Zealots and the sympathetic populatIon In Galilee were In 
the process of organizing large scale resistance to the Romens when 
Josephus was dispatched. 

Oddly. Josephus reports that the Zealot John of Glschala was able 
to corrupt hts fe I low prl ests "of exce II ent characters" and I n the 
ml dst of serious trouble he sent them back to Jerusalem. ( Ibl d., D. v) 
There Is no mention of an attempt to have the Sanhedrin replace them. 
When this Is viewed wIth the knowledge of the reolon's disposition, 
one must wonder what Josephus truelyexpected to accomplish alone that 
could not have been done more safely and expedltlouslv with QOod as­
sistants. It is possible that this act marks the second major turnino 
point In a clever scheme by Josephus to achIeve fame and fortune through 
carefully balanclng his deeds done on behalf of each side In order to 
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lithely Jump to the victor's side whenever it became clear who would 
triumph. 

Josephus' narrative goes on to give a description of his ex~lolts 
In the office of governor of Galilee Including his deeds In the Jewish 
Revolt of 66 A.D. Since these events are also covered In his Bellum 
Judalcum, observations on them shal I be reserved until that work Is 
analyzed. 

The motivation for Josephus' wrltlno the Vita Is presented ~uite 
vividly In the concluding passages of th'is worr­

"And now I am come to this part of my 
narrative, I have a mind to say a few things 
to Justus, who hath himself written a history 
concerning these affairs •.• How then comes It 
to pass, 0 Justus, thou most sagacious of writers, 
(that I may address myself to him as if he were 
here present) for so thou boastest of thyself, 
that I and the Gal I leans have been the authors 
of that sedition which thy country engaged In, 
both against the ~omans and the king? For before 
ever I was appointed qovernor of Galilee by the 
community of Jerusalem, both thou and all the 
people of Tlberlas had not only taken up arms, 
but had made war with Decapolls of Syria." 

( I bid., P. xv I ) 

Obviously, this is an attemot by Josephus to exonerate himself from an 

accusatIon of the most serious nature. Unfortunately there are no known 

surviving copies of the history of the period as written by Justus of 

Tiberias. Evidently the case he presented In the work against Josephus 

was so cogentlv argued that the average reader would have believed It 

to be wholly true and accurate. Finding himself In the precarious 

position of being confronted with charges by the suspicious Romans 

Josephus almost frantlclaly appeals to every possible official or other­

wise creditable source for support. This Includes the campaign records 

of Vespaslan and the administrative records of Justus himself. (Ibid., 

pp. xv/f) Josephus succeeded, for be remained In the emperor's fevor and 

Justus was discredited. 


On a number of other occasions Josephus was attacked by the bitter 
countrymen whom he had betrayed. Jonathan, the leader of an uprising 
In Cyrene, credited Josephus with supplying him with arms and money. 
(Ibid., p. xix) However, Jonathan and the other accusers fared no better 
than Justus for Josephus states "Nay, after that, when those that envied 
my good fortune did frequently brlnq accusations against me, by God's 
provl dence I escaped them all. I' ( Ibid.) 

Fol lowing the war, Josephus was granted a penSion, given en apartment 
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In Vespaslan's home, and was made a citizen of Rome. (Ibid.) These 
prIvIleges were perpetuated by both Titus and Domltian. with this 
statement, Josephus begins a brief summary of his own famIly affairs 
and ends by askIng the reader to judqe him as he will. 

The VIta also serves as an introductIon to Josephus' Antloultles 
of the JeWS:--- This, the most ambitious of his undertaklnqs, is 'an 
extremely Important work because ,f,t orovldes much importar,t Informa­
tIon about the ancient Jews, it ouotes a number of ancient historIans 
whose works are lost, and It serves as a yardstIck by which the hIstorian 
hImself can be appraised as a historian, because he sets the criteria 
for such an evaluation. 

In the first preface to the work Joseohus states hIs purpose for 
wrltlnq hIstory. He declares that he Is driven bv force, as he is 
concerned in the facts, and so cannot excuse himself from committIng 
them to writing. It Is for the advantape of posterity that he is In­
duced to draw hIstorical facts out of darkeess into lIght, and to 
produce them for the benefIt of the public, on account of the qreat 
importance of the facts themselves with which they have been concerned. 
CertaInly, Joseoh_s' motIvatIon and qoal of hIstorIcal wrItIng are Im­
press I ve. 

In the second preface he descrIbes the nature of thIs history. 

"for It will contain al lour antiquities, and the 
constitution of our government, as Interpreted out 
of the Hebrew ScriDtures ••• to exolain who the Jews 
orlqlnal Iy were--and by what legislature they had 
been Instructed in DIety. and the exercIse of other 
vlrtues,--what wars also thev had made In remote 
ages tIll they were unwlll inoly engaged In this 
last one with the Romans" 

(Josephus, trans. WhIston, 1957 ed., 
p. 29) 

It should be noted that In thIs passage, Josephus repeats hIs claIm that 

the bulk of the JewIsh populace was forced Into participatIng In the 

rebel I ion. 


In outlIning his methodoloQY he states: "I shal I accurate describe 

*hat Is contained In our records, in the order of time that belonas to 

them; for I have already promIsed to do so throughout thIs undertaklno; 

and this without adding anythIng to what Is thereIn contaIned, or takino 

away anything there from." (Ibid., o. 30) 


The primary purpose of The AntIquitIes of the Jews Is to provide 

skeptIcal GentIles with a complete and accurate hIstory of the Jewish 

people, which dramatically would reveal the lono and glorious heritaqe 

of the Jews. Many of the ancIents, especially the Greeks, viewed the 
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Jews with complete contempt out of both Ignorance and malIce and such 
a work would alleviate those anti-Semitic Injustices which were beln~ 
perpetuated by Ignorance alone. It Is, like the Vita, dedicated to 
Epaphnodltus whose background Is ambiguous, but w~s credited by 
Josephus with encour~glng him to undertake and comolete this work. 
(Ibid., pp. 28ff) 

Josephus paraphrased a version of the Old Testament which con­
forms In a great degree to the pre-Christian Greek Sept~dqlnt version 
for his earliest period account of Jewish history. One of the stylistic 
c~aracterlstlcs of Josephus which is both entertaining and informative 
Is his habit of using Hebrew words In a narrative and thengivinq a 
translation. Adam, the name of the first man, is translated to mean 
"one that Is red", since God formed him from red earth because that Is 
the type which Is virgin and true earth. (Jusephus, trans. Whiston, 
1827 ed. p. I) (*The Hebrew root of the words earth, rnan, and red 
have 1l,X as Its spel I Inq.Therefore, a pun of sorts natur­
ally exists In the language which would permit him to make such a 
translation.) LIkewise the names Eve n ~ '-' , Cain T~ P-
and Abel 7' :;). JJ are given to mean: T the mother of all Ilvlna, 
a possession, and ~ sorrow, respectively. Since the vowel pOint nota­
tion of the ~~asoretes give only an approximation of what originally was 
linked by pra.unclatlon slmllarltv, this type of Information Is valuable 
to the scholar of ancient languages. 

In Josephus' account of the Great Deluqe there are a couple of 
Interesting details which demand attention. First Is his use of other 
historians to document his work. One Berosus Is cited who may have 
used a coPy of "the Chaldean Account" which was discovered merelv a 
century ago by George Smith In Nineveh. Berosus claimed that parts 
of the ark could stll I be seen resting on the mountain of the Cordyaeans, 
a fact which certainly would have added creditability to Josephus' 
narrative. (Ibid., p. 4) Also referred to are Hieronymus the Egyp+lan, 
Mnaseas, and Nicolaus of Damascus. Now In quoting Nicolaus, Josephus 
Includes the first of several statements which are In conflict with 
all biblical versions. Nicolaus claims that a number of peo~te other 
than Noah's family escaped death in the flood by scaling the helqhts 
of Baris. While one can easily see that this concession Is made t~ 
prevent hostile reactions to the Judaic concept of their belnq the 
elect of God, Josephus had made an Important deviation from the stan­
dards which he set for a historian. 

Another Important violation of Josephus' standards Is found In hi. 
recording of the events fol lowing the escape of the Jews from Eqypt. 
No where is there any mention of the Idolatry of the chi Idren of Israel 
as recorded In the thirty-second chapter of the book of Exodus. The 
reason for this omission Is to avoid offending practitIoners of other 
religions, but for one who claims to be so pIous and honest as Josephus, 
this is an extraordInary concession. 

JosephUB does appear to be truthful In claIming to be well versed 
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in the Law. for he takes every possible opoortunitv to give an ade~uate 
explanatl9n of it. Some legal problems oroved to be both difficult and 
delicate because persons of non-Jewish extractton either mlslnteroreted 
the law or willfully distorted It to suit their anti-Semitic attacks on 
Judaic tradition. In one Instance Josephus dealt wIth the Greek accusa­
tion that the Jewish law advocated ass worship. The charqe was a pro­
blematicone because the Jews regarded the ass as an animal which should 
never be sacrificed because It was a messIanic animal. Josephus showed 
why the beast was not sacrIficed bv explaining almost matter-of-factlv 
that every four footed beast was to be either sacrIfIced or redeemed by 
the owner from the class of high prIests, If It was a fIrst born. Thus 
the ass received no trusly special treatment. 

Chapter eIght Is almost entIrely devoted to the exolanation of the 
Law. One very Interest Ing Interpretat Ion of the law Is given as "let 
no one Blaspheme those gods which other cities esteem such~ nor may anv 
one steal what belongs to strange temp'es, nor take away the 011ts that 
are dedicated to any god." (IbId •• p. 73) Surorlslnqly, rabbis have 
taught for centuries that Judaism has no monooolv on salvation and that 
the rIghteous of all people shal I share In the rewards of the future. 
Therefore thIs respect for other religions. though from afar, Is in :Ine 
with JUdaic thought to this day. 

Of the numerous authors quoted or referred to In this work, Quite 
a few have had the misfortune of having their works lost In part or 
whole for some time. A few of the more famous persons whose names 
appear are: Haslod, Homer, Hellanlcus, Ephorus, Manetho. and Strabo 
(in addltlon, of course. to those already spoken of). This se~ment of 
the Antiquities of the Jews ends with book eleven. chapter six. 

Book eleven, chapter seven, throuoh thirteen, chaoter seven, are 
a chronicle of the highly Imoortant period runnlno from Ezra's and 
Nehemiah's return to Zion to complete the work be~un by Zerubbabel ben. 
Shaltlel and Joshua ben Jehozadek, to the death of Simon Maddabeus. 
Unfortunately the sources ere fair to poor In qual ltv for the most part. 
Josephus cites Polyblus as a primary source but evidently the best In­
formation Is taken from a text of FIrst Maddabees. Josephus shows 
consIderable skill at using geneologies to document events surroundtn~ 
the priests. 

The next major division covers the period from Simon Maccabeus' 

death to the rIse of Archelaus. Although much legendary material mars 

the accuracy of the work, the latter portion uses Strabo and NIcholas 

of Damascus with good results. These two historians prove to be far 

more Judicious In recording the facts, therefore the history of the 

Jews from Alexandea's death on Is more reliable. 


In writing his summation Josephus states that In researchIng the 

material used In this history he examIned the records of the Roman 

Senate and the Imperators. In endIng Josephus boldlv asserts: 
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"I have so COMpletely perfected the work 
I proposed to MYself to do, that no other 
person, whether he were a Jew or a foreigner, 
had he ever so great an fncllnatlon to it, 
could so accueately delIver these accounts 
to the Greeks as Is done In these books." 

( I bId., p. 428) 

Such characterIstIcally ostentatious statements have orob.bly contrIbuted 
Significantly to the IgnomInIous reputatIon Josephus has had for cen­
turres, However, the primary source of his great III repute lies In 
the next work to be considered. 

The Bel I.. Judalcum or Wars of the Jews Is undoubtedly one of the 
most Important htstorlcal works ever wrfffen. This Is the only survi­
ving primary source which detaIls the Jewish Revolt of 66 A.D. ThIs war 
and ,ts Immediate results were to have sIgnificant effects on the de­
vetopment of JudaIsm, ChristianIty, and Isla. which were to remain un­
para I led untIl the twentieth century (In so far as armed conflicts are 
concerned). In hIs Dreface to the work, Josephus makes It clear to hIs 
readers that he viewed this war as the greatest of all time. 

OrIginally publIshed In At-!!Imalc for the Jews of Babylonl!!l, Parthia, 
and Arabia to convInce them of the folly of anmed revolt agaInst Rome: 
th's new version W!!lS wrItten to correct the contradIctory reports which 
were cIrculating in Greek and LatIn throughout the emoire, and which 
flattered the Romans and dIsparaged the Jews. (Josephus, trans. Whiston, 
1957 ed., p. 604). It was divIded Into seven books by the author. Though 
Josephus claims that he wll I be Imoarti!!ll, It must be remembered that 
this hIstory W!!lS wrItten by JoseDhus while In Rome Ilvlno In an apart ­
ment In the emperor's home. Furthermore, hIs patrons were the founders 
of a new dynasty In a very class conscIous Rome. A glowIng account of 
the deeds of Vespaslan and TItus would accompl Ish much for the Ftavlan 
lIne In the arIstocratIc circles whIch would ordlnarllv spurn these 
burgher's sons. At the same time one must realIze that thIs Is an eye­
witness account wrItten by a man with a most unusual vantage point from 
whIch to view the progress of both sides In the executIon of the hostl I 1­
ties. Furthermore, he had easy access to some v!!lluable souraes, such as 
Vespaslan and Titus' campaIgn records, whIch were not available to most 
of the period's historIans. 

Before Droceedinq wIth the examinatIon of the Wars of the Jews 

proper, a moment should be devoted to an Interestlnq statement by 

Josephus. He ImplIes that historians who engdqe themselves in the 

writing of a hIstory of times alreadv given coveraqe by earlier histo­

rians do I'ttle or no servIce of any worth. Instead, he prefers to 

see men write hIstories of their own times, or to write what has not 

been covered before. (Ibid., p. 605) He then preoeeds to dedicate 

the work to the Greeks and to the Barbarians as a memorial of great 

actions. 
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In relating the events which led up to the outbreak of the war, 
Josephus seems to be quite accurate. However, he falls to give the 
type of explanation of the tradition of the Jews which would eXDlatn 
their g~lng sympathy for the Zealots and their rash course of actions. 
The Jewish people were bitter because It appeared that a oontlnous 
succession of pagan powers would rule r~'s commonwealth. Insult 
compounded Injury when the people saw Galus Callgula Ceasar attempt 
to have his Image erected In the Holy of Holies In the SUMmer of 40 
A.D.; Cusplus Fadus' attempt to reqaln control of the garments of the 
High Priest In 44 A.D., and his making a martyr of the messianic 
claimant Theudas at a time when the peopte's minds. were deeply ab­
sorbed In political-religious matters; the anti-Semitic gesture towards 
the Temple by one of Ventldlus Cumanus' legionnaires; the destruction 
of a sacred Torah scrol I; and the misappropriation of Temple funds 
were acts which Individually could have caused the olous portion of 
the population to revolt. Yet, in Josephus' history it seems as if 
only the rabble rousers among the citizenry were Inclined to oursue 
the course of revolution when in truth the callous administratIon was 
pushing many citizens of Judea Into the Zealot camp. This form of 
presentatIon Is tantamount to malicious dIstortion, especially since 
the source Is one of the learned pious men of the priestly class. 

In giving account of his governorship of Galilee, Josephus alters 

some of the material which has a parallel In the VIta and thereby 

projects a contrary Impression to the cursory rea~of both works. 

For example, the Vita shows him as a strongly pro-Romen fram the very 

beginning. However, In the Wars of the Jews, he presents hImself as 

a loyalist to the Jewish cause. He fortifies cities aQalnst the. 

Roa.ns and tenaciously trains trooos for combat against Roman forces. 

(Ibid., pp. 104 ff.> What Is the truth. To farther develop the theory 

oUfTfned earller--Josephus probablv returned believing the Romans to be 

militarily and economically superior to the Jews. However, the Initial 

engagements Indicated that this revolution might proceed like the 

Maccabean Revolution against Antlochus Eplphanes. If success were 

achieved, the young general could oaln fame and position. The only 

question was, "Is God on the side of Judea or Is He going to use this 

conflict to chastise the Jews?" If the latter were the case, It would 

quickly become evident and someone who skIllfully had straddled the 

f'nce and concealed his true motivation could adroitly try to swlnq 

to the wInning sIde. Even serious complications could be handled If 

every resource available was properly emplOVed. 


Apparently Josephpus had trouble cloaking his moves and motives, 

for almost Immediately he aroused the suspicion of JohQ of Glschala, 

a gentleman of Zealot persuasion who souqht every opportunity to see 

that Josephus was deposed and sent to his fathers. Unfortunately for 

John, Josephus escaped his death traps and thawed every coup d'etat~ 

Almost a chapter Is devoted to their running conflict. 


Another Interesting chapter vividly describes the Roman war machine. 
The Information Is entertaining and Important, however one Is almost 
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distracted by being subjected to the olowina resoect shown the Roman 
forces and engines of war by Josephus who simultaneously portrays the 
Jews as so manv armed fanatical incompetants. This is vet another 
instance In which Josephus shows the prejudice which he claims to 
lack. His excuse for this Is that It should serve as a comfort to 
the defeated as wei I as a deterrent to the bold who would make a 
revolution against the superior armies of the Romans •. (Ibid., p. 716) 

In a rather cor-tous manner, Josephus descrTbes his engagement on 
the battlefield with Yespaslan. Since this Is a grand opportunity for 
Josephus to demonstrate the true nature of the Jewish combatants by 
telling how they fared when on equal terms with the Romans (that is, 
when fighting before the fortifications without the benefits of helqhts 
and walls), he says little that can be called enllqht.nlng. "Joseohus 
was then In fear for the city, and leaped out, and al I the Jewish 
multitude with him; these fell upon the Romans In great numbers, and 
drove them away from the wall, and performed many qlorlous and bold 
actions." This Is not exactly what one would exoect of a man descrlblna 
the valiant efforts of his countrymen against a well trained and equipped 
professional army. Now some would say that this vagueness Is due to the 
fact the writer has adopted the opponents's family name, Is Ilvlnq In 
his home, and Is writing about the emperor himself. Yet the fact Is 
that the battle was won by Vespaslan. Now Josephus is oulte graphic in 
tell ing of the terrible sufferinQs Infl icted on the poor Jews by the 
might; Romans and their engines of war, but he becomes conservl!ltlve at 
best In describing the Jewish effort. Then, the Jews aopear to be 
valorous only In desperate moments. Impartial Indeed~ 

Having been told of the horrors ~f the selge, readers are informed 

that Josephus used guile to have his soldiers select lots to pair off 

and slit each others throats rather than surrender or be captured. Be­

II ev I ng that the I r genera I wou I d be but a moment beh Ind them In dea1"h, 

they willingly took each others lives. However, It seems that Josephus 

realized that this was the moment to hurdle the fence and somehow Join 

the winning side. Evidently, God had not fought their battle and there 

was nothing an ambitious young man could gain In this world by death. 

Josephus convinced the fellow with whom he had paired off that it would 

be foil for them to die. Thus prevailed on, the man surrendered to the 

romans with Josephus. (Ibid., p. 730) Many may have forgiven Josephus 

for becoming a traitor to the just cause of his people, but this 

castardly and disgusting act was a form of treachery fer beyond the 

forgiveness of most men. 


There fol lows the story of how Josephus acquired his favored posi­
tion. He states that Immediately upon being brought to Vespaslan, he 
declared that through his gift of divination he knew that the next 
emperor would be Vespaslan. Although Josephus seems to have been able 
to Improvise and think quickly, this story Is an Improbable one. Most 
likely, while being held captive he heard of Nero's demise and decided 

that It was time to play his last card. Knowinq of the political In­

terpretation of the Messiah which was enJoylnq popularity In Judaism 

at that time, he probably decided to apply the prophesy to Vespaslan. 

Vespaslan would certainly grant a captured general an audience In the 
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hope of obtaining InformatIon of value. What Josephus told him may 
have simply amused him at first, but he was probably startled when he 
learned that he had been chosen emperor. Quite naturally Vespaslan 
would be desirous of keeping this seer alive. The guess was not a 
bad one on Josephus' part. A general who Is winning an Important war 
Is on the minds of his fellow countrymen. A dyhamlc fIgure of this 
sort would have a good chance If the last emperor left no powerful 
heir. Thus this ambitious young man won the favor of the new emperor. 

For all practical purposes, the account of the war In the re­
maining books Is accurate. The only glaring flaws are the vilifying 
references to the Zealots and the exaggerated exploits of Titus and 
his father. A fInal word Is in order here in reference to the Zealots. 
The bt~llcal figure Phlnehas and the hfstorlcal character Mattathlas 
served as models for the Jews who would aspire to be ultraplous. These 
men were regarded as natIonal heroes because they killed people whose 
actions they felt were an affront to a God so hlghlv revered that his 
name was not spoken (thus J"l11~ has no vowel points to this day be­
cause the Jews forgot how it was vocalized). (Ibid., po. 364. 6IS). 
Josephus regards them as common criminals because of their fat lure to 
ebtaln r~d's support. Yet, It should be remembered that thev had cause 
to expect Jast that form of assistance from r~d because they were 
fightlnq to restore Zion to a theocracy by casting out the pagans. 
For this reason there were many priests who supported the Zealots and 
who willingly went to their deaths when this project failed. Joseohus' 
bitterness prevented him from accrediting the failure to the moral 
condition of the nation and the lack of zeal for the Law of God which 
most prophets would have declared to be the fault. 

The fInal work to be analvzed is the Contra Aplonem, Against 
Aplon, or The Great Age of the Jewish People. Josephus1 aim Tn writino 
thIs work was to Drove the antinuity of fhe Jews which some doubt~d even 
after the Antiquities of the Jews was published. (Ibid., p. 85S) In 
order to accomplish the task he declares: "As for ~wltnesses whom 
I shal I produce for the proof of what I say, they shall be such as are 
esteemed to be of the greatest reputation for truth, and the most ski Iful 
In the knowledge of all antiquity by the Greeks themselves." (Ibid.) 

There follows one of the most skillfully argued historical rebuttals 
ever composed. The tirade which Is launched against the Greeks is the 
result of their pretentiousness as well as their anti-SemItism. Josephus 
derisively crIticizes the primordial concepts the Greeks have concernlno 
their culture: "for they wll I find that almost al I which concerns the 
Greeks happened not long ago; nay, one mav say, Is of yesterdav only." 
(Ibid., p. 859) They are likewise rebuked for claiming to record. 
antiquity wIth authorltv, for he points out that their alphabet Is rela­
tively recent. Homer's Illiteracy Is ridiculed and the pre-Socratics 
are accused of borrowing from the r-haldeans and Egvotlans. (Ibid.) He 
then poInts out that many conflicts exist In the accounts of the Greek 
historians, who he says concentrate on stvle at the expense of the truth. 

Amono the many historians cited by Josephus to certify his statements 
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In th I s work are: Menander~· 
I· 

Manetho, 01 us. Berosus, Herodotus. 
Hennlppus, Cheri Ius and Hec~teus. Artstotle Is also used as a 
learned authority. The quotations are well chosen, for they aive 
great test Imany to the antiquity of the Jewish peoole. However, 
Jospehus returns to Manethoho castigate him for Including a false 
charge in ht. work as a fact saving device for the Egyptians. Manetho 
claims that the Je.ws were f.f·'.rced out of Egypt rather than d~1 Ivered 
by God's providence because they had leprosy. (Ibid., p. 874) Jose­
phus shatters this falsehOO,.. . 

Ii' . 
Aplon's charges are t~,ated in Book Two of this short work. The 

most Important defense red~.r.dS the ass worshlo claim. Aplon w.rote: 
"tee Jews p I aced an ass's h,ad I n the I r ho I y place" accord I nq to 
Josephus. (Ibid., p. 885)j'IThe refuting of the charge is so enter- . 
tainlng that one almost gets lost in the tongue lashing that Is 
meeded out. What is most ~musinq is the offense which Joseohus takes 
at the praise which Aplon ~'Ives himself. One would think that Jose­
phus had been granted a mo opoly on vanity. 

The fIne translation I y Wi Iliam Whiston contains several works 
not mentioned in thIs pape I.. Included are a few references to Jesus 
of Nazareth who Is accept~d as the MessIah by Christians and as a 
prophet by Orthodox Islamll~s and Reform Jews. There Is sufficient 
evidence that this is the·work of a medieval translator and redactor. 
The style differs fromthat of Joseohus and the author was definately 
a believing Christian. Whiston'~ claim that Josephus was a Christian 
does not hold UP under extensive examination. No analysis shall he 
made in th I s paper of those works \.,h I ch are questl onab te. 

Of course a work such as this does not represent the writings and 

life of Josephus as a complete commentary would. However, It advances 

a far more rational theory of whv Josephus lived and wrote as he did, 

than the caustIc and emotional hypotheses of some historians. Further­

more. thIs paper can serve as a guide for the reader who Is unfamilIar 

with the works of this very Important hIstorian, so as to make It pos­

sIble for the reader to properly evaluate the man and the historian. 
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A STUDY OF PROSTITUTION IN NEW ORLEANS 

FROM THE 1800's TO 1917 

Submitted By: 

FRANK LEON 

"I am going to speak to you, beloved, of the 
things which I wish could be told without words. 
I am going to speak of those houses of darkness 
and death and blackness and despair, of those 
human slaughterhouses, of the gravest thinqs of 
all the pltfal Is in the way of virtue in this 
great city •••• There are over five hundred of 
these dark places scattered throughout this city 
from Carrollton to the barracks, and they run 
the gamut of condition from the palatial palaces 
of velvet and gilt down to the veriest stinking 
and reeking pesthole of foul hags and noisomeness. 
Fifteen hundred anoels of death and damnation 
inhabit these places. They affect and Imperl I 
the virtue and honor of every girl In the city." 

The Reverent E. A. Clay 
Pastor, Oryades German 
Methodist Church and 
President of the Society 
for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Children. 
October 30, 1892. 

New Orleans, during the Nineteenth century, had acclaimed world 
wide notoriety as a hot-bed of assorted evil. Amonq the more signifi­
cant offerings that the Crescent City submitted to society was prostitu­
tion. Although prostitution reached its climax in New Orleans in the 
mid 1800's, references to the abandonment of scruples In women in the 
city date back to the early part of the Eighteenth century when Lamothe 
Cad II lac, then qovernor of Lou lsi ana revea I ed that "I f I send away ai' 
the loose females, there would be no women left here at al I!"I For 
the most part, Cadillac'S exclamation was prophetic in that it Signi­
ficantly described a situation to be found in New Orleans for the next 
two hundred years untl I the demise of Storyvil Ie in 1917. 

Prostitution In New Orleans on a large scale beqan soon after the 
Louisiana Purchase. It was noted that at this time, women were so 
bountiful and cheap that they could oftentimes be acquired for as little 
as a place to stay and a shot of grog. Much of the credit for this 
situation can be attributed to General Andrew Jackson, who in 1814 chose 
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New Orleans as a suitable site to pay his fatigued troops. When talk 
of tired men with money reached the ears of prostitutes located alon~ 
the various river ports, a mass pi Igrimage of harlots headed to New 
Or leans with a sense purpose that ~~ecca has probab I y never seen the 
likes of. When the two groups finally encountered one another, no 
time was spared In setting up headquarters for the harlots. Make­
shift shacks arose quickly In what appeared to be a muddy pond that 
citizens, over a matter of years, had created by 10aQIng their wheel 
barrels in order to fill in the low spots of their yards. The area 
ultimately formed a spacious depression in the city, and wltht~e 
settlement of the newly arrived floozies, Basin Street was born. 

The colonization of the scarlet women did not go unchecked by the 
upper crust of New Orleans society however. For upon hearing of the 
goings on around the eutsklrts of town, a large group of these con­
cerned citizens, conSisting mostly of church ladles, became burning 
with curiosity. One night they banded together and met at the Cathe­
dral where they prayed that the Almighty would forgive them In advance 
for the sights that they might encounter. Then they proceeded cau· 
tiously to the 'forbidden area' and stopped short of North Rampart 
Street (probably because of the bog). From that point, however, they 
stood for a few moments wide eyed with mouth agape as they witnessed 
what was most likely the first nudist colony In the United States. 
Upon recollecting their wits, the ladles quickly made their way back 
to the Cathedral for another reckoning with the Creator to atone for 
their misguided curiosity. 

The situation around the basin persisted and gave rise to the 

district known as the Swa~, where criminals, derelicts, and prosti ­

tutes of the worst kind could be located In staggering quantities. 

The area was so tremendously dangerous, that a policeman did not set 

foot there for twenty years. 


With the prosperity of the 1830's a new face arose in the family 
of harlotry. These were the large scale and grandiose luxury houses 
of New Orleans which operated in the affluent 'European' faShion, and 
caught on with such enthusiastic fervor, that by the 1850's, oppulent 
bordellos appeared throughout the city. By 1870, "it is said that 
there were very few biocks indeed in New Orleans without at least one 
'sporting house.,"2 

The brothels in New Orleans were among the most elaborate and 
expensive In the world. Basin Street, as it was now called, was 
bordered on both sides with these costly structures, that were frnanced 
more times than not by local politicians. The inside of one of these 
confines usually consisted of plush furniture such as sofas and chairs, 
as'well as some of the best feather mattresses that could be found in 
the nation, beautifully constructed mahogany WOOdwork, one or two 
grand pianos, exquisite paintings, marble fireplaces with equally ex­
pensive mantels, and elaborately furnished bedrooms that were the 
epitome of the style and comfort of the day. These were but only a 
few of the Indicators of wealth to be found throughout the structure, 
which was Itself of noteworthy quality, as most of the bordels were 
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three story mansions of brick and brownstone. 

Added to the above mentioned elegance, it should also be real ized 
that the best of wine, women, and song were also to be found In the 
confines of Basin Street bordels. In most places, customers had to 
make appointments unless they were of respectful character and well 
known by the madame of the house. Upon entering the bordello, the 
gentlemen was expected to purchase a bottle of wine, which usaully 
cost between ten and twenty dollars, and he would often sonsume it 
while perusing the strumpets who were clad In lavish evening attire. 
If a person were new to a particular house, he was seated alone with 
tae madame where he would buy a bottle of wine and share it with her 
while she appraised him through a short conversation. Once okayed, 
the geetlemen was allowed tO€lenter the parlor. After making his 
selection of a mate, the customer was not hurried off upstairs and 
quickly disposed of. He may enjoy a sumptuous dinnerw-some reports 
have it that the best food in New Orleans was to be found In the 
bawdyhouses--and most often he was entertained as well. The enter­
tainment often consisted of troupes of actors that sauntered through­
out the country, singers, musicians, and other performers. 

Above tae cost of the dinner and wine, the value of the rest of 
the evening was also taken into concern. Usual Iv, rates went from 
five dollars to twenty dollars for one gratification. whi Ie if the 
client should decide to stay the night, he must spend from twentv to 
fifty dollars (these figures are estimates offered by various sources 
and are the average rates; some went as high as one hundred dol lars 
for one consummation). In some places, the overnight fee Included 
breakfast, freshly pressed clothes and polished shoes, and cab fare 
home. In modern day terms, It was a bargain. 

Of course rates could vary in accordance to the merchandise to 

be acquired. For instance, many 'procuresses' dealt speciflcal IV 

with specialty orders, usually meaning virgins and other rarities. 

One such woman, Mary Thompson, had a very lucrative trade of younq 

innocents. In one Instance she sold a fifteen year old girl to an 

elderly gentleman for three hundred dollars, and the old geezer was 

more than happy to pay, for it took over a year to get his order 

filled. Another famous procuress was Emma Johnson who haEl "a girl 

for· sale In May 1892 and offered the child at a bargain to a Mascot 

reporter who was Investigating the activities of the procuresses. 

When he refused to buy, she cried: 'You're a fool! This girl's a 

vi rg In! You'll never get another chance like th lsi n New Or leans! ,,3 


One assignation house located at No. 45 Basin Street, under the 
direction of Josephine Killeen, offered the attraction of a motherl 
daughter team that went for fifty dol lars a night. The police decided 
to act upon this situation thinking that It was pushing matters just 
a bit too far. But when they tried to apprehend the little girl- ­
who was only ten years ol~--Josephine was outraged because she was 
under the firm conviction that the child was merely trying to he'p 
her mother make ends meet! 
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Occasionally, young boys could be found In some of the brothels, 
but this was the exceptIon rather than the rule. The cost of such an 
arrangement was usually twenty-five dol lars. 

Some of the rougher Institutions that flourished during the 
latter half of the Nineteenth century enjoyed "such appetlzlno titles 
as Pig Trough Carrie's, a twenty-five cent crib house, the Picayune 
Mouse (a picayune being worth about six cents back then), and 
McCarty's Ranch, these more democrat I c estab Ii shments made the i r 
profit on volume trade.,,4 

Prostitution was by no means limited to the confines of a bordel. 
On the contrary, there were a large number of streetwalkers who con­
tracted business (as well as disease) usually through the aid of a 
pimp, then affectionately referred to as a heart director. Particu­
larly renowned for the number of streetwalkers that It 'housed' was 
Dauphine Street. Strewn along this passageway, scores of stdewalk 
prostitutes simply unrolled their portable bedding and conducted 
business In full view, day or night, for a dime. Aiso crib ladles 
could be found in various nooks and crannies In the area. These ta. 
lented tarts turne. their tricks In small closets, or cribs as they 
were called, and demanded fifteen cents for servIces rendered. Al­
though seclusIon appeared to be a fringe benefit for these seeking 
pleasure onDauphine Street, there did not appear to be any preferences 
toward privacy. 

Another familiar sight peculiar to the Dauphine Street area was 
a man known only as Joe the Whipper. Apparently many of the street­
wa Ikers and cr I b I ad ies demanded a I I tt I e rough treatment occas i ona 1\ y , 
so Joe catered to the 'garden variety' crowd with his black bag con­
taining a cat-o-nine tails, assorted whips, thin, flexible metal rods, 
and other devices. Although Joe the Whipper was the only character 
of this note cited in literature, it is beyond no stretch of the ImaQin­
atton to realize that he was not unique to his profession. 

Violence seemed to be quite popular In this district as shown in 
the section referred to as Smoky Row. Here was to be found the likes 
of Fighting Mary, Kidney-Foot Jeeny, One-Eyed S", and Gal 'us Lou, all 
notorious for their unbelievable ability to fight. A gentleman, or 
more likely a derelict In this district, strolling about the street 
may suddenly find himself pul led off of his feet from an arm within a 
dark establishment. Once Inside, he would be brutally beaten by all 
four of the girls who would taen steal his money and fight among them­
selves. Sometimes, in order to coax a man Inside, his hat wou~. be 
snatched from atop his head. Upon raiding one of these places, the New 
Orleans police found many a blood-stained wallet and weapon, but n~ 
evidence of dead bodies could be found after digging up various court­
yards. Apparently then, no one was ever killed In one of these insti­
tutions where the four girls hunq out at whim. 

Because of the Dauphine Street area and other minor districts like 
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It, the New Or Ieans Po lice ne"artment ca I I ed for a law wh Ich wou I d 
make medical examination of suspected prostitutes mandatory. The 
1891 law was short-lived however, because the scarlet ladles de­
clared It an Insult to Southern womanhood. this was not the only 
action taken by the local government in trying to curb prostitution. 
In 1857 things were gettIng so out of hand with the expansion of 
successful brothels that licensing was sought as a means of control, 
as well as a way to bring In some much needed tax revenue. Hence, 
the Common Council affirmed Ordinance No. 3267, which road In part 
that "It shall be unlawful for any woman or girl, notoriously 
abandoned to lewdness, to occupy anyone story building, or the 
lower floor of any house within these limits In certain dlstrlcts.,,5 
Fees were set at two hundred fifty dol lars for the madame, and one 
hundred dol lars for each Individual prostitute. Further In the 
Ordinance It was declared that it shal I be unlawful to coax business 
from windows or doors of a house as well as to "'sit uoon the steps 
thereof in an Indecent posture,' or to 'stroll about the streets of 
the city Indecently attired. "'6 The prostitutes brought their case 
to the courts however, and with the help of excellent lawyers, and 
probably political Influences as well, got the Ordinance declared 
gnconstltutlonal. Apparently the only law passed In New Orleans 
that enjoyed any enforcement was one passed in 1886 which succeeded 
in moving most of the crib ladies and streetwalkers from Dauphlne 
Street to Franklin Street. 

Although previous Ordinances had met with embarrassing results, 
Alderman Sidney Story was not content to sit back and allow prostitu­
tion to go on in an uncontrolled manner. Therefore, Story, a successful 
rice and tobacco broker and respectful citizen, drafted In Januarv of 
1897 what was to become the most eventful treatise on prostitution 
ever encountered in New Orleans history thus far. By July of 1897, 
Story's proposal was revamped and touched up enough with legal considera­
tions, and became adopted as Ordinance No. 13,032 C.S. It read in Dart 
as follows: 

"B! IT ORDA INED, by the Common Cou nc I I 
of the City of New Orleans, That Section It 
of O~inance 13,032 C.S., be and the Is hereby 
amended as follows: From and after the first 
of October, 1897, It sha II be un Iawfu I for any 
prostitute or woman notoriously abandoned to 
lewdness, to occupy, inhabit, live or sleep in 
any house, room, or closet, situated without 
the fo I I ow i ng limIts, v rz : From the South s I de! 
of Customhouse street to the North side of St. 
Louis street, and from the lower wood side of 
North Basin Street to the lower or wood side of 
Robertson street: 2nd:--And from the upper side 
of Perdido Street to the lower side of Gravler 
Street, and from the river side of Franklin 
Street to the lower or wood side of Locust Sfreet, 
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provided that nothing herein shall be so 
construed as to authorize any lewd woman 
to occupy any house, room, or closet In 
any portion of the city. It shal I be 
unlawful to open, operate, or carry on 
any cabaret, concert-saloon or place where 
can can, clodoche or sImIlar female dancing 
or sensational perfo~nces are shown, 
wIthout thefollowl ng limits, viz: From 
the lower side of N. Basin Street to the 
lower side of N. Robertson Street, and 
fnom the south side of Customhouse Street 
to the north sIde of St. louis Street." 

Story, though successful In confining prostitution to certain boundaries, 
was humiliated when the district of harlotry and vice became known as 
Storyvil Ie soon after the Ordinance went Into effect. 

It was not long before Storyville had earned the reputation of 
being the most renowned red-light district in the United States. This 
was largely due to publicity as found In the Mascot, the Sunday Sun, 
and the 81Me Book. 

The Mascot was started in 1882 and came out weekly, on Saturdays, 
and sold for a nickel. It was of the same content and form as the pre­
sent day National Tattler and other weekly thrillers. The Mascot was 
usually from four to six pages in length, and contained a column cal led 
IISoc iety" which printed different articles concernIng personal details 
of varIous harlots throughout the Storyvllie area. The following come 
from different columns of "Societyll in 1894 and 1895, and are Indtctatlve 
of the material printed In the section: 

"Madame Julia Dean has received a draft 
of recruits, and the fair Julia Is bragging 
loudly of her importation. She seems to for­
get that the ladles played a star engagement 
here last winter at Mme. Haley's, and they 
al I carry theIr diplomas with them. 

Several amateurs have been enjoying qufte 
a good time of late In the residence at the 
rear of a grocery store on Oerb' gny Street. ,,8 

Compared to the blatant gossip Incorporated by the Sunday Sun. the 
Mascot was almost as Innocuous as a Watchtower. The Sun appeared on the 
streets of New Orleans in 1888 and centered only on scandals. like the 
Mascot, the Sunda~ Sun was a weekly rag and likewIse asked a nickel of 
the buyer. Thoug shorter than the Mascot (often four pages) the Sun 
grabbed its readers with violent headlines usually dealing with a murder, 
adultery, or other 'juicy' matters. An example of the Sun's attention 
rousing headlines is this: 
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"Wife of •••Commits Herself in a Most 
Notorious, Lewd and Outrageous Manner. 

COt+1ITS ADULTERY 

With a Person Known as •••Who Openly 
Boasts That She is His WOIN!In."9 

The part of the Sunday Sun that maintained It being sold however was 
to be found on the Inside of the paper. This was the column titled 
"Scarlet World" and It !lave accounts of the doings of prostitutes lo­
cated in and around the area. The journalistic style and content of 
this column can best be appreciated through the fol lowing examples: 

"N ina Jackson, who keeps the swe II mans i on, 
1559 Customhouse Street, and who Is herself 
one of the Jolliest girls In the bunch, has 
gotten rid of those two tid-bits, May and 
Mamie, and In their stead she has two of the 
finest and most charming ladies to be found 
anywhere. Queen Emmette, known as the Dhlmond 
tooth, Is one of the girls, and Etta Ross Is 
the other. 

Eunice Deering, who presides at the ... 11 
~.slon, No. 341 Basin Avenue, corner Conti, 
has increased her staff and Is ready for the 
Carnival business. In this mansion nothing but 
wwe I I women are to be seen." 10 

The Blue Book was the most famous of all scarlet publications and 
came out In 1901. Aside from being Informative, the Blue Book was the 
only red light publication to cater to the upper class as tmplied by 
the preface: 

This Directory and Guide of the Sporting 
District has been before the people on many 
occasions, and has proven its authority as 
to what Is doing In the "Queer Zone." Anyone 
who knows to-day from yesterday will say that 
the Blue Book Is the right book for the right 
peop Ie. "I I ­

Although originally Intended for the wealthier class In the city, the 
Blue Book ultimately worked Its way throughout New Orleans society. 
Blue BOOks could be obtained In saloons, hotels, railroad s~ations, 
and steamboat landings for a quarter (nowadays they can be purchased 
at the New Orleans Jazz Museum for a dollar--these are reprints of 
the original and hence are not too useful today). The Blue Book 
operated somewhat like a phone directory In that the names of fhe 
prostitutes were listed In alphabetical order, whi Ie some were listed 
by streets. The Blu~ Book was kept up to date by printings of Late 
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Arrivals, as well as a list of names that Included girls working in 
bars and cabarets thought to be 99 44/100 impure. Though the cover 
of the book was blue, the print was red, and aside from being plea­
sent to the eye, It was Informative as well. For instance: 

"Martha Clark, 227 North Basin, Her 
women are known for their cleverness 
and beauty. Also in being able to 
entertain the most fastidious of man­

. kl nd. ,,, 2 

No matter what the publications stated however, none disputed the 
fact.that Josle Arlington ran the finest place In town. Josie's resi ­
dence was No. 225 North Basin Street was a five dollar a day confine-­
the rates had dropped tremendously fnom earlier In the Century--and only 
the finest of women and entertainment could be found at her place. There 
was a legend surrounding Jos'e even after she died. At night a red glow 
always shone from her tombstone and many thought it Indicative of Josie's 
successful past. It came to be recognized, however, that the glow ori ­
ginated from the fire station located across from her burial site, and 
from that point on, legends were quelled. 

With people such as Josle Arlington and with publications such as 
the Mascot, the Sunday Sun, and the Blue Book Storyvl lie flourished. 
By setting aside a distrIct for pleasures of the flesh, the New Orleans 
Common Council had confined prostitution into an area where it could be 
kept under order and everyone seemed to prosper. Regular medical atten­
tion was assured as was a certain amount of revenue to the city, mostly 
to the furniture stores. The area was well policed by Its own bouncers, 
and It was seldom that the flare ups witnessed before 1897 occurred. 
"Storyville at Its peak was forty b.locks of action. The then Ch lef of 
Police, 0.5. Gaster reported It had 230 sporting houses, 30 houses of 
assignation, and 2000 whores."13 The .Ifference between the sporting 
houses and the assignation houses was basically In quality, the assigna­
tion house being the better of the two. 

Unfortunately, in 1917, Secretary of the Navy, Josephus Daniels 

closed down Storyville on the "pretext that the fine young men marching 

off to war singing Over There needed to be protected from the vile, vi Ie 

world.,,14 


Upon Storyvl lie's clOSing, prostitution In New Orleans spread 
throughout the city and the quality of the girls went down as the di­
sease rates sky rocketed. The Glamour Period of prostitution was finished 
in New Orleans, and for that matter, was slowing down across the NaTion. 
MoST sociologiSTS of The Time seem TO think thaT vice was cracked down 
upon because of the general loosening of morals throughouT The country 
concerning pre-marital sex. Countess Willie Piazza, a famed New Orleans 
madame seems TO have summed up the situation perfectly when she exclaimed: 

"The counTry club girls are ruining my buslness!,tl5 
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FOOTNOTES 

IHerbert Ashbury, The French Quarter~ Ballantine Books; New York, 
1936, p. 2. 

2Robert Kinney, The Bachelor In New Orleans, Bob Riley Studios, 
New Orleans, La., 1942, p. 87. 

3Ashbury, op. cit., p. 295. 

4Kinney, op. cit., p. 90. 

5Clint Bolton, Prostitution Then And Now, New Orleans Magazine, 
New Orleans, April 1973, p. 78. 

6Ashbury, op. cit., p. 268. 

7Bolton, op. cit., p. 97. 

8Ashbury, op. cit", p. 328. 

9 lbid • 

10Ibld., p. 329. 

I I Herbert Ashbury; The French Quarter: An Informal History of the 
New Orleans Underworld, Capricorn BOOks, New York, 1968, p. 446. 

12Ibld., p. 446. 

13Bolton, OPe cit., p. 100. 

14Ibid., p. 103. 

15Ashbury, The French Quarter; p. 338 
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COMMUNICATION IN LEADERSHIP 

Submitted by: 

JOHN SHI NNERS 

have chosen the term "leader" over that 
of "hero" or "great man" for several reasons. 
First. as Sidney Hook IndIcates In The Hero 
In History (Beacon: Boston) 1943, page 33, 
our i nferest I n heroes rests I n "the Ind Is­
pensibilityof leadership in all social /lfe.'· 
Secondly, in a democracy. the power of the 
people prevents an individual from assuming 
"heroi c power" (Hook, page 229), He leads an 
assenting constituency. Finally, all. six men 
in our test cases have been leaders of one 
form or another--some deserve the appelatlon 
"hero," others do not. 
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COMMUNICATION IN LEADERSHIP 

In studying the great leaders of democracy in America there 
are many IndIvidual characteristics that may be regarded as neces­
sary to heroic leadership. Such noble traits as perseverance, 
courage, and self-confidence might al I be singled out as prere­
quisites for the successful leader. 

However, added to these, the leader In a democracy requires a 
very special characteristic because of the composition of the milieu 
in which he functions. He must function through a critical consti­
tuency that--according to democratic ideals--ultimately serves as 
his power base. In other words, he is constantly dependent upon the 
people for his power. 

Therefore, there Is a unique relation between the leader and 
tae people. Because It is a relationslp Involving two parties (the 
leader and the people) i-here must exist a channel of communication 
between both parties. There are two elements In this communication 
chain. 

On the one hand, there is a necessity for the leader to effec­
tively communicate his ideas or goals to the people. The ski I I with 
which the leader conveys his ideas to the people--hls ability to per­
suade--can often determine whether a leader wll I succeed or fai I in 
gaining the support of the people. On the other hand, the people's 
esteem for any particular leader is not based solely on his own 
noble Ideas. To a large degree the leader's success wi II depend 
on his empathy with the unexpressed mood of the populace. Charles 
W. Smith states: 

"In a democracy, the people are supreme 
in power but their opinions wll I be un­
organized and IneffectIve for the accom­
plishment of their more or less hazy 
desires unless great leaders come forward 
to crystallize opinIon around a program. 
Leaders give definiteness of direction 
to public opinion and help the people to 
get what they want, at the same time helping 
make clear what it is they want and how they 
can get It. ,. I 

Thus, the leader not only gives his own ideas but also concre­
tizes the feel ings of his supporters through his~aci Iity in the 
dramatic expression of the sentiments of large groups of people."2 

This paper, then, wi I I examine the necessIty of communication 
with pubilc as an important characteristic of the leader. 
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I. SAM ADAMS: 

Sam Adams Immediately presents an anomaly to this study. 
He wll I be seen to differ somewhat from our other five leaders in 
both his reasons for oommunicatlng with the public and in his com­
municative style. 

As Indicated above, there are two Important aspects ~o be con­
sidered in the communication between a leader and ,his fol lowers. On 
the one hand, the leader must be able to persuade the people to his 
Ideas. On the other hand, he must be astute enough to express the 
Implicit sentiments of the crowd. Adams' motives for establishing 
communicative relations with his people will be seen to be substan­
tially lacking this second quality of empathy simply because he was 
responsible for th~ people's sentiments and thus knew what they were. 

Adams' primary purpose for oommunlcatlon was to incite the 
populace to his own ideas. His desire was for revolution and to 
achieve this end he was compelled to propagandize the people of 
Boston and Iater others into fo II ow Ing his goa I for co Ion I a I au­
tonomy. 

Of course Adams could not totally Ignore the underlying senti ­
ment of the people. For instance, when he was cnowned the leader 
of the Revolution he hastily pointed out that he could "merely lead 
the way as the people follow, and we can go no further than we are 
backed up by them ••• ,,3 But his compliance TO The people was merely 
because of his reliance upon Them for support. John C. Miller 
states: "Because Ad_s always strove TO be The spokesman of The 
common man, he was forced to adjust himself to The sla. pace aT 
which public opinion moved."4 Of course The ImportanT fact remains 
ThaT Adams was in conTrol of public optn~n. 

Sam Adams hardly needed empathy wiTh the public sentiment--he 

himself was responsible for The people's revolutionary fervor. 

They were inciTed to revolution by the Information thaT Adams con­

structed for them. Thus, Adams was In substanTial control of the 

news which Americans were using to form their opinions. He merely 

had to play on the pro-revolutionary emotions of the people which 

he hlmself--by his viTriolic propaganda--had caused. 


Adams also differs from our OTher leaders in the style of his 
communications. Surely he was adept aT oraTory--the moST personal 
and probably moST effeCTive variety of communicaTion--as Miller in­
dicates by his §oncluslon That Adams "was more violenT in speech 
than In print." BUT Adams himself "diSTrusTed his oratorical 
powers. ,,6 

Ad... ' specialty in communication was undoubTedly The prinTed 

media. Besides the attesTed effeCTiveness of his prinTed messages 
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in inciting revolutlon7 they were also more easily accessible to 
large numbers of people. This printed propaganda could send out 
the cal I-to-arms to groups of non-Bostonians and also more ru~al 
areas. 

Thus, Sa. Adams' talent as a mass oommunicator was absolutely 
necessary to the success of the American Revolution. We can safely 
conclude that, for Adams, his leadership was directly rel3ted to 
,his communicative skill. 

II. ANDREW JACKSON 

LIke Sam Adams, Andrew Jackson also presents difficulties 
In an analysis of his leadership as manifested by his communicative 
ability. The most prominent deficiency of Jackson In this regard 
resides in hIs seeming iack of outstanding communicative power-­
clearly a deviation from the stated thesis. 

Jackson seems to have possessed scant oratory ability. The 
longest speech of his political career was a mere fifteen mlnutes. 8 
This could perhaps reasonably be attributed to his loss of teeth 
which impeded his articulation, but the problem is deeper. Jackson's 
biographer, Marquis James, writes that "A set of teeth made by a 
Nashville dentist removed Old Hickory's difficulty In speaking but 
not his aversion to public appearances."9 

Furthermore, because "he had never studied the niceties of 

language" IO as Taney reported, he was III-equipped to prepare elo­

quent oratory even If he had not been hesitant to deliver It. 

Throughout his presidency he had always relied on the services of 

Eason, Lewis, and Judge Overton I I In preparing his messages to the 

pub II c. And Sch Ies I nger reports that Amos Kenda II's "supreme s k II I 

In Interpreting, verballz~ng and documenting Jackson's IntuitIons 

made him Indlspensable.,,1 


Similarly, there Is no evidence of the effectiveness of Jack­
son's leadership as manifested through the printed media. Here too, 
his messagos were prepared by his competent staff of ghost writers. 

If Jackson had no special skil I in communication, what then was 
his talent for conveying his leadership to the American people? It 
.ust certainly lie in that nebulous quality of empathy--hls abi Ilty 
to comprehend the people's sentiments. However, Jackson did not 
express this comprehension of the public mood in words. Rather, he 
translated It directly into democratic action. Schlesinger detects 
this empathy of Jackson: "In the last analysis, there lay the secret 
of his strength: his deep natural understanding of the people ••• The 
people cal led him, and he came •••to lead them out of captivity and 
bondage."13 
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Thus, Jackson appeared as the noble, yet laconic standard 
bearer of democracy. Perhaps the term charisma could--not un­
justly--be applied to Jackson. People found him "certainly the 
most ,opular man we have ever known •••• He has a kind expression 
for each--the same to all, no doubt, but each thinks It intended 
for hlmself.,,14 

In conclusion we may assert that Jackson's talent in communi­
cation was based on his sympathetic ability to represent the oeople's 
mood through his democratic actions and examples. 

I I I. ABRAHAM LINCOLN 

Abraham Lincoln's communicative ability could certainly re­
present the epitome of this ski I I in a democracy. Not only did he 
superbly express his admirable democratic ideals to the American 
populace, but he also had a shrewd awareness of the feelings of 
these people during the tumultuous oeriod of the Civil War. 

One of the distingulsh~ng marks of Lincoln was certainly his 
eloquent oratorical abi lity. This trait served him wel.l In his role 
as a leader for it enabled him to personally communicate with his 
constituency. 

It Is almost fatuous to resort to proof of Lincoln's remarkable 
skil I as an orator. His Gettysburg Address is alone evidence of this 
gift; let alone his two Inaugural addresses. One of Lincoln's many 
biographers, Lord Charnwood, expresses the appeal to Lincoln's 
speeches: 

"it is not to be thought that he 
was ordinari Iy what could be cal led 
eloquent; some of his speeches are 
commonplace enough •••But the greatest 
gift of the orator he did possessj 
the personality behind the words was 
felt."15 

Lincoln's works of oratory never deprecated his audience. They 
may have occasionally lamented faults In man, but to alienate an 
audience by enunciating their evilness was hardly Lincoln's style. 
In a rare pessage he described his approach to oratory: 

" •••• assume to dictate to his judgment, 
or to command his action, or to mark him 
as one to be shunned and despised, and he 
wil I retreat within himself, close al I 
avenues to his head and heart; and though 
your cause be naked truth itself, transformed 
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to the heaviest lance, harder than 
steel, and sharper than steel can 
be made, and though you throw It 
with more than Herculean force and 
precisIon, you shall no more be able 
to pierce him, than to penetrate the 
hard she I I of a torto Ise wi th a rye 
straw. 

Such is man, and so much he be 
understood by those who would lead 
hlm~ even to his own best Interest.,,16 

Lincoln not only expressed his Ideals of democracy in speech 
but--because of his understanding of the people--he centered on 
issues which implIcItly concerned them. Thus his nhouse divided" 
speech can be seen as an expression of the people's innate desire 
to resolve the tension between the North and South over slavery. 

The New York Herald expounded Lincoln's keen abi I Ity to read 
the people's opinIon: "PlaIn common sense, a kindly disposition, 
a straight forward purpose, and a shrewd perception of the ins and 
outs of poor, weak human nature, have enabled him to master dIffi ­
cultIes which would have swamped any other man.,,17 

Clearly, once again the abIlity to successfully oommunicate 
has proved an IndIspensable asset to the leader. 

IV. HENRY FORD: 

Henry Ford wIll seem tarnished next to the shining qualities 
of leadership witnessed in our three previous leaders. Indeed, he 
should seem so for, whereas the communicative ability ef Adams, 
Jackson and Lincoln has been shown to be an inherent quality in 
them used for a common good, Ford's abl Itty to communicate as a 
leader was not so much his own as it was contrived by his sub­
ordinates; and it was used, ultimately. for self-serving ends. 

Ford's personal ability as a communicator to the public can 
be dismissed. In his first speech he confessed "I've never made 
a speech in my life and never expect to." IS Indeed, his trial 
against the Chicago Tribune reveals hIm as a decided bumpkin. 
However, the ominous machInations of the Ford public relations 
department portrayed Ford In an entirely different image. It 
used a propaganda technique that would have humbled even SaM Adams. 
And--just as Adams--It was tremendously successful in portraying a 
a doctored image of Ford to America. 

For instance, KeIth Sward finds that Ford's everyday speech 

as opposed to the speeches released to the public written for him 
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19
by the Company "are as unlike as two different dialects." 

However, this rustic quality of Ford was quite common In 
America and thus his Image as a simole, yet rich, man who re­
mained simple could be appreciated by the people. 

It would not be fitting to consider the dishonest prooaganda 
of the Ford Service as part of Ford's communicative abll!ly. After 
al I, he had no hand in contriving it. Like Jackson, we must turn 
not to ~is public pronouncements but rather to his actions to see 
how Ford communicated with the public. 

Even without the propaganda of his subordinates Ford came 
across as a simple, honest man in public. Once again we may use 
his demeanor In the Tribune trial as SUbstantiation. And In public 
his actions were philanthropic. Thus, because he was like them In 
manner and did benevolent words Ford was seen as good In the 
public's eye. His private actions in which he revealed his ruth­
lessness belie this Image, of course. Therefore, Ford's public 
image was a mendacious facade. It portrayed but one aspect of 
Ford's double nature. As Sward says, "he was the calculating busi­
nessman engaged In the pursuit of purely selfish ends, and he was 
social prophet add phllanthropist. H20 

Here we must disgress back to Sam Adams. It might be objected: 
Did Adams not also lie to the people with propaganda In order to 
gain support for a personal project--the Revolution? How is he 
thus more noble than Ford? The resolution to this problem lies In 
the personal benefit accrued by each man. Adams gained a modicum 
of fame but really no substantial personal gain and yet he led 
America to its Independence. Ford, however, benefited no one but 
himself and his Company by the Inflated Image he conveyed to America. 
One Is to be praIsed; the other castigated. 

V. FRANKLIN O. ROOSEVELT: 

Once again with Franklin Roosevelt we encounter a leader who 
used his skll led communicative abi Ilty as a vital aspect of his 
leadership. Here too we must acknowledge the advent of radio. For 
the first time a leader could personal Iy* reach a natIonal audience. 
Roosevelt's "firesIde chats" represenfa watershed In the develop­
ment of the leader's communication to the public. 

Charles W. Smith, a contemporary of Roosevelt, described hIs 

great oratorical abilIty: 


"PresIdent Franklin O. Roosevelt is an­
other leader whose power Is to a consi­
derable extent due to his oratory. He 
has the abIlity to present an Issue In 

*Ford had access to the radio but It was used for him, not by hIm. 
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its simplest terms, and to carry his 
audience with him against the opposi­
tion •••• Over the radio he talks quietly 
and in a conversational tone that carries 
an impression of reasonableness. His 
listeners feel that he is ri~ht, that 
he Is fighting their battles, and they 
give him their support."21 

Again, we see manifested the two necessary points for a 

leader's effective communication: the expression of his goals 

and ideas and the discernment of the feelings of the people. 


The effectiveness of Roosevelt's communication is seen In 

his fireside chats. Soon after his first Inauguration Roosevelt 

talked to the nation in his first fireside chat. Tugwel I reports 

its success: "The first battle with fear was won with talk. The 

flresldechat was so simple, so lucid, so matter-of-fact that there 

was an unmistakable response to its appeal for confldence."22 


Because he seemed to know how to so'ive their problems and 

assuage their fears the American public genuinely accepted Roose­

velt. Tugwel' finds one indicator of Roosevelt's successful COM­

munication to the people to be an Increase of mai I to the White 

House. 23 


LI ke U nco In, Rooseve It's orator I ca I 9 I tts (though great I y 

enhanced by ghost writers) persuaded the people that they could 

trust him and that he would work for them. And like Lincoln, he 


. did not disappoint them. 

VI. MART I N LUTHER KI NG 

Finally, we must examine the communicative ski II of Martin 

Luther King. Along with Lincoln and Roosevelt, his oratory wi I I 

be seen to be a great source of strength to his leadership. 


Certainly his background as a Baptist preacher is reflected 

In his rhetoric. His speeches to his followers were an odd mix­

ture of many sources: Scripture, patriotic songs, colloquial isms. 

The renowned til have a Dream" speech is a good example of this Odd 

eclecticism. 


One cannot contribute the great eloquence and style to King's 
oratory that one might to Lincoln or Roosevelt. But surely his 
speeches were just as motivating. He brought to the surface the 
deep feelings that had burned in the black man for decades. As his 
biographer David Lewis notes, "He was the echo chamber of the raci­
ally oppressed but an echo chamber whose reverberations were sounder, 

http:House.23
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more Intelligible, and much more polite than the raw cries that it 

trans«>rmed."24 


Again we see the two-fold nature of the communications of a 

Ieader to his peop I e In KI ng' s oratory. He cons i stent I y expressed 

his own admirable goal of non-violence while articulating the end­

less misfortune and hopelessness which had been frustratingly re­

pressed by the black men. He captured the American black's desire 

to overcome his oppressed state and offered a peaceful and legiti ­

mate mean by which to do It. And cont.lnual Iy--true to his Chris­

tlanlty--he wove the message of love throughout his talk. Probably 

more than any other leader in this study Martin Luther King un­

leashed and articulated the feelings of his people. 


His orated guidance was the catalyst for", significant movement 
In America's history. It is hard to see how clvl I rights could have 
progressed as it has without the presence of a leader who was skil led 
In communication. 

CONCLUS IONS: 

We have examined six great men who can al I be considered leaders 
of some type. Three led a country, one led a group of rebels, one 
was the leader of the long oppressed and one was a leader of industry. 

. A I I have i ncoommon the po lit i ca I system i n wh i ch they worked. The 
democratic surroundings offered each man both unique opportunIties 
and unique restrIctions. 

Their common opportunity was to freely influence broad groups 
of people with their Ideas and lead them. All but one spoke a message 
of freedom. 

Their common restriction was those whom they sought to influence. 
In a democracy a leader may assume only the power granted to him by 
the people. Any power he seizes beyond this popular mandate is taken 
at the risk of the withdrawal of that mandate. Thus, ideally,demo­
cracies can protect themselves from the tyrant. 

This paper has attempted to Drove that any leader must establish 
a channel of communication with the peoole around him in order to 
effectively lead. The evidence seems to support this thesiS, but 
with an unforeseen twist. The thrust of the argumentation has been 
on direct, personal, verbal communication. As indicated, however, 
neither Jackson, Ford, nor--to a lesser extent--Adams relied on 
direct verbal contact with their followers. Therefore, this com­
munication can be much more general in Its form than originally 
theorized. The concrete actions of a leader can appease a public 
and at the same time completely bypass the verbal stage. 

Of course, It is Important to interject here that all symbolic 
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communication of the leader must be at least partially concretized 
in order for the leader to retain his support. Sidney Hook elabo­
rates on this point: "whether or not the [leader] proves himself 
by works Is a minor matter at first. To adapt a remark of Santayana: 
for those who believe, the substance of things hoped for becomes 
the evidence of things not seen.,,25 Hook mainta;ns that the leader 
cannot always fall to actualize his promises wIthout loslnq support, 
but Initially the belief in the leader's sincerity wi II satisfy the 
public. 

But even though both forms of communloatlon (verbal and visible 
actions) in the end produce the same result of fulfil ling the people's 
needs, the berbal form of communication seems to add a fuller dimen­
sion to the leader. Instead of a rather abstracted figure who is 
symbolic of a lofty 90al (Jackson the .symbol of democracy or Ford the 
epitome of the slmprle, honest man)~e leader who openly speaks to--­
the public becomes very personal. He becomes a great man who--rather 
than being somewhat mysterious and unapproachable through his reti­
cence--ls born trom the people and works for the people. 
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HISTORIANS ON LUTHER 

A Study In Historiography 

Submitted by: 

RUDOLPH R. RAMELLI 

The life of a man Is many things to many people, and the life 
of Martin Luther Is no 8)111Ceptlon. When he walked those steps from 
the Augustinian Monastery across town to the Castte Church, and 
tacked his ninety-five theses to the door, little did he know of 
the complexity and controversy that his life, his works, and his 
character would present to future historians. Martin Luther was 
born In Elsleben In 1483 of German parents. After receiving his 
Master of Arts degree, he entered the monastery In 1505 after a 
brief stay In law school. By 1507 he was ordained as a priest, and 
continued studying scripture and theology. Luther was troubled 
,over the question of salvation; he wanted assurance that he was 
saved. Useally, monastery life In the 16th century provided this 
sense of security, but for Martin anxiety only mounted. The preach­
ing of Indulgences particularly aggravated Luther and, In October of 

1517, he posted his ninety-five theses against this preaching of In­

dulgences. 


From this point on, things moved rapidly. Luther began debating 

his position with noted theologians and all the time hardening his 

position. By 1521, he was excommunicated from the Catholic Church, 

and was on his way to found a new Christian religion. This new reli ­

gion became the Lutheran Church, which Is still much alive today. It 

differs from the Catholic Church not only In structure, but also in 

doctrine. This church stands as a living testimony of Luther's work 

and life. 


A study of the life of Luther would, Indeed, prove to be a fas­
cinating project, but the purpose here Is not Luther's life, but the 
way historians have treated Luther as a historical figure. Historians 
rarely agree conclusively on any historical figure or event. This is 
even more so with Martin Luther. He Is more than just a figure In 
national politics, or a social reformer with the dreams of human bliss. 
He Is a religious Innovator, and religion seems to cut deeper Into the 
ijuman fabric than anything else. Luther has added a new dimension to 
hls~orlcal controversy. Now historians can line up on more than just 
political or national sides. They can take up the cross of their reli ­
gion, and write history with one eye on the past and the other on the 
teachings and doctrines of their church. Surely, not all historians 
write with the preoccupation of their religion, but Luther has added 
this religIous perspecttve to historical thought. 
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In analyzing various historians' attitudes or treatment of 
Luther, emphasis will be placed on luther's personality, character, 
and .contrlbutlon to subsequent historical developments. Each his­
torian to be analyzed deals with one of these three aspects of 
luther. Some arrive at similar conclusions, but use different me­
thods. Others use the same methods, but in their conclusions they 
strongly disagree. And, of course, there are still others who ar­
rive at no conclusion, or conclusions which are unique in themselves. 

Besides merely stating conclusions of the historians, methods 
will be considered. Some historians base their conclusions on an 
analysis of primary sources, such as letters, manuscripts, and various 
records. A number of other historians use the writings of others in 
addition to primary material. A more recent development has been the 
use of psychoanalysis, which Is used by historians of all opinions. 
To say that a historian uses one method or another's not to say that 
he uses It to the exclusion of all others. Certain historians do, 
however, approach luther from different ways. The archivist wll I 
take the primary sources as the ultimate of historical truth, while 
the psychoanalyslst will take primary information and interpret it 
from a psychological point of view. All these different techniques 
add to the hIstorical perspective of luther, and prove to be a rich 
field for historiographical research. 

Historians, for the most part (especially In the case of Luther) 
write history with various Interpretations or reasons in mind. A 
work on Luther may be designed to preJse him, or to condemn him; to 
praise his religion or to condemn it; to show luther as a great cata­
lyst in history, or to show him as a vehicle of the times. Atl these 
reasons, and many others, are captured by the historian, and presented 
through his works. To understand and discover these reasons Is one of 
the duties of historiography. 

To understand why a historian writes the way he does, his back­

ground must surely be considered. The historian does not write in a 

vacuum. He is Influenced by his religion, his nationality, and his 

place in time. These things are essential if the historian Is to be 

understood and appreciated. To ignore this would leave a gap in his­

torical understanding. 


As previously stated, the purpose here is to understand the how 
and why of historical research. The character, personality, and con­
tributIon of Martin luther will be the common ground for consideratIon. 
This will serve as a basis around which the writings of various his­
torians will be analyzed. Their methods, their backgrounds, their 
reasons, and their conc1uslons will be demonstrated. It Is not specif­
Ically Martin Luther which is of Interest, but the treatment of Martin 
Luther by the historian. 

The first historian to be considered is Bartholomew Sastrow. 
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Sastrow was a German who lived from 1520 till 1603. He Is the closest 
In time to Luther of any historian that will be studied, and It is this 
closeness that makes him Interesting. The 16th century was a time of 
polemics, and Sastrow was well apart of this trend. In his meMOirs, 
he palnts·a very provocative picture of Luther on the day of Luther's 
death: 

"One day, while at meet, "N master announoed 
the happy tidings of the death of Dr. Luther; the 
hereslarch had met with the end he deserved; a 
legion of devils had swooped down upon him, and a 
horrible din had put all those around him to flight. 
luther himself had bellowed like a bull, and at the 
last moment he had uttered a terrible yel I; his 
spirit went on haunting the house ••• that limb of 
Satan, doomed, like all other demons, to everlasttnq 
fire. lfl 

Sastrow relates his reactions to the announcement of Luther's death 
by cal ling him a devil and a hereslarch. These seem to be emotional and 
vehement statements, but the 16th century Is noted for that. Sastrow 
lived through the religious struqgles of the Reformation, and undoubtedlv 
heard older people talk of Luther's early exploits. This had an effect 
on his recording af the event. The Immediateness of the circumstances 
and the polemical nature of the age are the reasons for the use of such 
terms as demon and 11mb of Satan. Other writers will have the same 
opinion as Sastrow, but they will not express It In the same manner. 
Sastrow is close to the event. His everyday life Is affected bv the 
actual conflicts of the Reformation. He writes with an emotional at ­
tachment. It is this last consideration that future historians will 
lack, and that Influenced Sastrow to write In.the manner In which he 

has done. 


Leopold Von Ranke did not have the same historical perspective as 
did Sastrow. By the time he waS born In 1795, the Lutheran Church had 
been firmly established in Germany. Ranke himself was a descendent of 
Lutheran Pastors. 2 He did not have the advantage of living through the 
conflIcts of the Heformatlon, or talking to those who had. The oicture 
that Ranke developed was based on archival sources. 

Ranke ,ut much stock In primary sources. For him there was only 

one way to write history, and that was to write It how It actually 

occurred. There was only one truth about any event, and that truth 

was to be found In primary Information: 


"And thus I proceed boldly to the comple­
tion of this work; persuaded that when an in­
quirer has made researches of some extent In 
authentic reeords, with an earnest spirit and 
a genuine ardour for truth, though later dis­
coveries may throw clearer and more certain 
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light on detatls, they can only strenqthen 
his fundamental conceptions of the subject: 
--for truth can be but one.,,3 

There Is no room In history for Interpretation, Ranke believes. History 
should present the facts, and this is what he attempts to do In his 
History of the Reformation in Germany. Luther is presented, for the 
most part, not as a personality, but as a flqure in German history. 
Whenever Luther is mentioned, he Is presented as a listing of facts: 

"Luther relates that hts mother once 
scourged him till blood came, on account of 
one miserable nut; that his father had punished 
him so severely that it was with great diffi ­
culty that he co~ld qet over the child's terror 
and alienation." . 

This passage is not written with the same emotion and fervour as Sastrow's. 
It Is written with the calmness end factual detachment that Ranke has 
obtained from his massive research. 

Ranke, however, for all hIs efforts, had not fully been able to forqet 
his relIgious heritage. ThIs Is not to discount what has been saId above. 
It cannot be doubted that Ranke attempted to present Luther as objective 
as possible. He wanted to show Luther as a force In history, helpinq to 
drive the German nation forward in the movement of tlme.S But, in presentinq 
this picture of Luther, Ranke occasionally slips into the outer edges of 
perSOftal opinion: 

"A determined will has always the power of 
carrying others along with it. How resistless 
must It then be.tn one so filled wIth the Spirit
of God1 n6 . 

These personal oplntons are more of an exceptIon, rather than the rule. 

Ranke wrote with the assurance that hIs archival research gave him, and he 

made no definite attempt to analyze Luther as a personality. His main 

concern was the presentation of the truth as revealed to hIm throuqh his 

studies. For Ranke, Martin Luther was "Ittle more than a factor in the 

evolutIon of German hIstory. . 


The DominIcan Heinrlck Seuse Denlfle, O.P., gathered, lIke Ranke, 

most of hIs informatIon from primary sources, but here the likeness to 

Ranke ends. Born in AustrIa In 1844 and lIving until 1905,7 Denlfle 

deals wIth Luther more In the polemic tradition of Sastrow, rather than 

In the detached scIentific tradition of Ranke. Even though he uses the 

same historIcal research method as Ranke, he arrives at different con­

clusIons for different reasons. 


Denflle deals wIth Luther as a personality. He uses primary sources 
to SUbstantiate the claims he makes, which for the most part are detrimental. 
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Luther Is seen as a liar who distorts the truth: 

"It is a distortion of the truth. 
He employs it to attain his own end ••• 
The knave knew wei I that, if he stuck to 
the truth, the propositions of Catholic 
doctrine and the monastic constitutions, 
he would have played a losing game."S 

Besides this view of Luther as a liar, Denffle sees other faults In 
him, such as his drunkenness: 

"There was stili a further nutrient 
of carnal lust In Luther, and In by far 
the greater part of his younger adherents, 
and that was drunkenness, Intemperance."9 

and his sexual desire: 

"Everything tends towards the satisfying 
of the sexual Instinct, just as eating and 
drinking tend to satisfy hunger and thirst. 
This Is openly declared by Luther. ltlO 

Denlfle deals with Luther in this manner for a specific pur­
. pose: to discredit him and his religion. Only the negative aspects 
of Luther's personality are presented In his work. In the tradition 
of 16th century polemics, Dentfle again g'ves rise to the question of 
the good or bad of Luther. Luther Is not considered as simply a 
historical figure In the movement of German history, but as a person 
with faults and failings. Historical research becomes, In Denlfle, 
not the tool for finding the truth, but the proof needed to demonstrate 
a conviction. 

This negative treatment of Luther by Denifle can be traced to fac­
tors In his life. He was, as mentioned, bOrD In Austria, which has 
traditionally been predominantly Catholic. This strong Catholic tradi­
tion may have unduly prejudiced him to Luther. Also, his religious 
order, the Dominicans, may have had an Influence on his writings. When 
Luther lashed out against the preaching of Indulgences, his attack was 
focused mainly on the Dominicans. This assault may not have been for­
gotten, and was possibly transmitted to Denlfle during his religious 
training. It Is withIn this tradition that DenlHe was writing, and It 
is out of thIs that Luther is presented as faltering and adulterated. 

Hartman Grlsar wrote out of a simIlar tradition as that of Denifle. 
Born In Austria In 1845, and lIving tl.11 1932, Grisar received his 
doctorate In theology and then later taught Church HIstory at the Uni­
versltyof Innsburck. His major works o~ Luther are Luther (1911-12) 
and Martin Luther: His LIfe and Works (1926).11 

http:1926).11


-52­

Grlsar's approach to Luther is different from any seen so far. 
He attempts to present a psychological as well as historical picture 
of Luther: 

"The author's purpose In the oresent 
work has been to give an exact historical 
and psychological picture of Luther's per­
sonality, which stili remaIns an enigma 
from so many points of vlew."12 

In Grlsar's works, historical facts take on new meanings. They are 
presented not only to find the truth or to win an argument, but also 
as a way of understanding the psychological make-up of Luther. Cer­
tain events and happenings In Luther's Iffe had effects on hIm that 
Influenced his psychological make-up: 

"What we do find Is that the one-sided­
ness of this school, with Its tendency to 
hair-sQllttlng, had a negative effect upon 
hlm. ul3 

"This In connection with other bodily 
Infirmities, an Intolerab'. psychological 
condition developed, namely, a tormenting 
sense of fear which restlessly sought and 
found an object In the unrest of his con­
science •••• The first of the abnormal traIts 
of Luther's psychology was hIs fear of the 
devil--Luther·megnlfled and coarsened the 
maniacal ideas which his parental home and 
the tendency of his age Implanted In his 
mlnd. tt l4 

These Instances and many others are analyzed by Grlsar and presented 

in his works. 


Grisar, however, Immediately recognizes that history cannot be 

written without some InterpretatIon: 


tt ••• the CatholIc too must be free to 
express his opinion from the point of view 
of his own prInciples as 500n as the facts 
have been established. The unreasonableness 
and impossibility of writing hIstory from 
which personal convictions are entirely ab­
sent has been recognized by all competent 
authoritles. ttl5 

In keeping with his tradition, Grisar points out many of the bad 
elements of Luther's character. 16 But, he Is not entire'ly condemning. 
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He does on occasion give luther credit when It Is due him.17 

The meln concern In Grisar, however, Is luther's breaking away 
from the Catholic Church. Grlsar's psychological research becomes 
what Denlfle's archival research became: a method to show that 
Luther was wrong and that his church should not exist. Grisar, 
however, is not the harsh, polemical historian that Denifle was. 
He looks upon Luther's deeds In a ~evere, yet melancholy manner: 

"I f a Catho I I c opponent of Luther, 
familiar wIth his life and death, a man 
noble-minded and sympathetic of heart, had 
entered that room In the morning after the 
reformer's death, what would have been his 
thoughts? Above al I else he would have Im­
plored God to be mercIful to the souls of 
the departed man, thus complying with the 
teaching of Him who commands men to love even 
their worst enemies. Then, there would have 
flashed before his mind's eye the monstrous 
and embittered attacks launched by Luther upon 
that sacred Institution, the Indestructible 
Church established by Jesus Christ at the 
price of His blood and founded upon Peter and 
his successors. In spirit, he would have be­
held the deep wounds Inflicted upon that 
Church by this man, so remarkably endowed 
with eloquence, will-power, and energy. How 
many thousands of souls redeemed by Christ, 
he would have said to himself, have been 
torn from the Saviour's living body by this 
man, without any fault of their own, and 
frequently without their knowledge, bequeathing 
their misfortune to posterity. But yielding to 
mercy, he would also have recal led the fateful 
enthusiasm of the dead reformer for his own 
cause, and that profound and serious self-delu­
sion which domJ~eered his ardent temperament 
with ever increasing force since the inception 
of his contest with Nome. Old not Luther, thus 
the spectator might have soliloquized, eventually 
find himself In a state of true mental obsession, 
though, of course, of his own volition and which, 
at least In Its inception, had been caused by 
himself? Was It an obsession wh;ch allowed him 
to see naught else but his supposed vocation as 
the promUlgator of a new and true Gospel, directed 
against Antichrist and the demoniac forces, just 
as he Imagined the Imminent dissolution of the 
world and the advent of the Great Judge? Old this 
delusion, In the evenlno of his life, incapacitate 
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him for receiving even one ray of light? 

"If our hypothetical friend, thus absorbed 
in reflection at the bier of Luther, had been 
granted an Insight into the mental evolution 
of the deceased, i.e., into his psychological 
condition since he left the parental roof, his 
frightening experiences at entering the mor,astery, 
as wei I as his state of despondency and the con­
stant struggles caused by his disease, he would 
have felt al I the more inclined to pronounce a 
charitable judgment on the dead reformer. Was 
Luther a great man? he might have asked himself, 
as he left the chamber of death impressed by these 
reflections. There could be no other answer than 
this: If he Is to be called great, his greatness 
Is negative. As our observer later in life re­
cal led the stirring scene In Luther's death cbamber, 
he might have entertained the hope that the mis­
guided reformer would be saved. Janssen, the 9reat 
Catholic historian who penetrated so deeDly into the 
inwardness of the Reformation period, used to re­
commend to converts who sought his guidance to pray 
for the repose of Luther's soul. God alone searches 
the hearts and reins of men. Human understandlna 
I s too I I m I ted. " I 8 ., 

Heinrich Boehmer comes from a different background than Denlfle 
or Grisar. Like Ranke, he was born in Germany and a Protestant, In 1869. 
He, too, concerns himself with Luther's psyche, 19 but his purpose is dif­
ferent from that of Grisar's. Boehmen attempts to show Luther from the 
Protestant tradition, to explain his psychological make-up with an eye 
to defending Luther from the attacks of Denifleand Grlsar. Luther's 
school days are seen as the reason for his attack on papal educatJon,20 
and his monastery training as leading him to his intense scrupulosity.21 
Luther Is not seen as abnormal, and the cause for his inner distress is 
presented as a product of his virtue and honesty, not as the possession 
of the devi I: 

"In the final analysis, the real cause of 
Luther's Inner distress was, first, the convic­
tion that God requires absolute purity and total 
surrender; and, second, the Inexorable rigor and 
honesty with which he judged his ..own heart.,,22 

Boehmer sees Luther as a product of his environment and heredity. 
Out of this combination, a man emerges that has contributed much to 
Christianity and human life. The Protestant tradition of Boehmer comes 
through his work. The ,aychological analysis of Grlsar Is turned 
completely around and used to present Luther as a genius who Is su,"e 
of his callIng and Who, through his works, has accomplished "miracles": 

http:scrupulosity.21
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'~o retain his own metaphor, Luther could 
not give birth unti I he had conceived, that is, 
~ntt' he had become certain of his r~d. But 
when this had occurred, he became, more than 
any other man of German blood, the exempl ifica­
tlon of the truth of the saying: 'Where qenius 
and faith meet, miracles occur',,,23 

Robert Herndon Fife first heard of Luther from his Vlrqinia parents 
whose religious traditions extend from Scotland. Born In 1871, Fife 
attempts to present in his work a balanced picture of Luther. In doinq 
this, he presents primary material co~pled with a presentation of critics 
and apologist: 

"His arm has been a careful reexamination 
of the sources and the opinions of competent 
critics, hostr Ie or apologetic, In order to 
unfold before the reader more at home In Engl ish 
than in Genman the development of Luther from a 
viewpoint as free as possible of conscious con­
fessional btas."24 

Fife intends to present primary sources In his picture of Luther, 
but, unl ike Ranke, he does not believe that these records are a conclu­
sive unfolding of the truth: 

"The writer has not Intended thereby to 
approximate Ranke's famous 'How the things 
actually occurred'. The combtnatlon of clr­
c~mstance and Individual genius which formed 
a man like the mature Luther does not yield 
al I its secrets to so simple a formula, any 
more than to other ingenious patterns which 
the philosopher of history might deduce from 
the course of human events. Stimulating as 
such theories are to the Insight and the 
Imagination, they must always be tempered by 
the awareness that no portrayal of a qreat 
figure or an outstanding period can be defini­
tive. Without eschewing necessary selection 
In the weighing of fact and theory, therefore, 
the writer has preferred to present In ample 
detal I the Background, actions, events, and 
traits of character as they appear In the 
sources In order to let the Hgure of Luther 
emerge, 8S It Inevitably does from his writings, 
lectures, and letters, with the forcefulness, 
the weakness and strenqth, the contradictoriness 
--in short, with the mysterious alchemy of per­
sonality that wi I I never cease to tantalize 
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and attract the scholar and student.,,25 

Each student of Luther is to draw his own conclusions from the Luther 
that emerges from primary sources. The sources do not give a definite 
picture; they are merely a vehicle which historians use to paint their 
own pictures. 

Fife attempts to analyze Luther through his writings. He sees 
Luther unfolding himself through the written word: 

"The Fourteen Consolers is a truly 
remarkable eXQresston of Luther's complex 
persona II ty •,,26 

"His bitterness toward Aristotle and 
Thomas and Scotus and other authorities of 
the scholastic theology In which he had been 
trained burns In his letters and writings with 
the naive fury of a combatant who look~ Into 
the eyes of a tricky and hated enemy." 7 

He does not use the psychological analysis of Grlsar or Boehmer. He 
looks at the facts as Instruments of Interpretation, not as tools of 
psychological research. The writings of Luther are to be presented 
in order for the historian to see al I sides of the man. Only by seeinQ 
the various shades of the man can a true understanding be foond. To 
present primary material as truth in Itself Is not the way 'of Fife. He 
wants the facts presented not as the ultimate of truth and the only 
truth, but as material for understanding. Out of this material wi I I 
emerge an understanding of the complexity of Luther. Fife 91ves the 
pros and cons of Luther, both 'in primary material and in historical 
writIngs, and out of this he tries to give an impartIal picture of the 
man. HIs work ends there, and he leaves the judging of Luther to 
others. 

Father Joseph Lortz, a German born in 1887, deals with Luther in a 
dIfferent way. He Is not basically concerned with l~ther as a personal ity 
to be understood or analyzed,28 but as the originator of a new religious 
doctrine. In presenttn,g his case, Lortz sees Luther's emotions and 
scrupulosity as affecting him, but he does not use Grlsar's or Boehmer's 
psychological treatment. He sees Luther as a fIgure in tIme whose actions 
arose out of the time-condItioned elements of hIs age: 

"Yet it can be demonstrated that the 
beginnIng ~ this ,nocess Is Indeed related 
to j~T such tIme-conditioned theological ele­
ments 80 much and so profoundly so that without 
these elements it could not have taken place at 
al I. ImagIne Luther outside the monastery, 
Luther wIthout theology, Luther fl I led with the 
theology of Thomas or the Roman missal Instead 
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of Ockhamlst theoloay, and his reformist 
action simply could not have happened."29 

"Again it is illuminating to observe 
to what an extent minds were prepared In 
principle for revolt against Rome and the 
priest. When Luther came, he appeared to 
thousands and tens of thousands as the per­
sonification of old, long-overdue demands, 
demands long increasingly justlfied."3Q 

Lortz is interested In the chain of events that made Luther a reformer,31 
not the events that shaped his psychological make-up. 

Besides being Interested in the events that led to Luther's revolt, 
Lortz also deals with Luther as a rei iglous innovator. He attempts to 
show that Luther In his reltgious zeal misunderstood the teachings of 
the Catholic Church, and established a new church which was not needed 
or necessary. It cannot be deni~d, Lortz says, that Luther was a rei i-. 
glous man,32 but Luther, In his Interpretations of the Bible and Cathol ic 
doctrine, let his personal likes and dislikes color his thlnk'n~. Lortz 
sees this misunderstanding as the problem of the Reformation, and one 
that should be corrected. He sees no need for a spl It In Christianity, 
and that It Is the duty of al I Christians to pray for reconciliation: 

"If Luther left the Church because he mis­
understood the true Catholic doctrine, and if he 
gave his fol lowers an essentially false picture 
of what Catholic doctrine was, then first of al I, 
we must deny that he had any real justification by 
leaving the Church, and secondly, the false picture 
must be replaced by a true one. Thus it means that 
it was wrong for Cathol ics and Protestants to divide, 
to separate, in the first place. At the same time 
our true positions are seen to be incomoarably closer 
to one another than we had suspected •••• If we take 
these conclusions seriously we ask the question: If 
the Reformation came about because of misunderstandina 
and falsepre-supoosltlons, can we In conscience oermit . 
the separation to continue? I feel that this question 
Is more Immediate and demanding now than orevlously. 
If we truly deserve the name of Christians, there is 
no time for hesitation or delay. As Christians, al I 
of us have a serious obligation to consider anew the 
task of the Reformation •••. It is precisely In our own 
day that the real meaning of the Reformation is becoming 
understood more clearly once again. What can we do in 
the face of the massive threat that we see before us, 
the mysteriu. iniquitatls, which causes love and faith 
to grow cold and makes men deaf to the message of the 
one Church? \~e can do noth i ng better than I nvoke the 
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aid of God himself by prayer. 

"What I have said before, I must repear: 
this prayer of union in faith is not something 
that we may make or omit as we please; it is 
our duty. We must make a firm resolution to 
do everything in our power to spread an under­
standing of this fact among those with whorr. we 
come into contact.,,33 

Lortz's purpose in dealing with Luther and the Reformation was to 
show that Christianity should be one. He shows Luther's actions as 
being a product of circumstances, emotions and personal preferences. 
He critldzes Luther's Interpretation of doctrine, but he does not do 
it for polemical reasons as Denlfle does. Lortz Is concerned over 
Christianity, and is not interested in defaming Luther's personal ity. 
His Catholic background at points does arise, but he does not let his 
work fal I to a mere condemnation of Luther's Church. "He wants a 
joining of Chrlstlandom, not a further split. 

Roland Bainton, born in 1894, paints a picture of Luther simi lar 
to the one that Boehmer presents, but he does this by a different 
method. Bainton's purpose in studying Luther is to understand the 
man and his contributions. 34 He does this by considering primary 
sources as a reservoir of information, but not Information to be used 
primarily for psychological analysis. 

Bainton sees Luther as contributing much to the keeping of Chris­
tian civilization: 

''If there is any sense rema I n I ng of 
Christian civilization in the West, this 
man Luther In no smal I measure deserves the 
credlt.,,35 

He disagrees with Denlfle about Luther's drunkenness, and sees his 
coarse language as of little Importance: 

"Luther deliqhted le9s In muck than 
many of the literary men of his age; but 
It he did indulge, he excelled In this as 
In every other area of speech. The volume 
of coarseness, however, in his total output 
is slight •••• But Luther Is not recorded 
ever to have exceeded a state of hllarlty.,,36 

He agrees with Lortz In that Luther was a religious man, and compares 
him to Shakespeare in his literary works. 37 

Bainton generally paints a favorable picture of Martin luther. 

He sees Luther as contributing to many phases of German life, and 
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Influencing the shaping of the country.38 He is not primarily con­
cerned with personality as was Sastrow, Grlsar and Denifle, however, 
as shown, when personality is under consideration, his remarks are 
usually positive. Bainton's main concern, for the most part, is 
simi lar to that of Ranke's. He wants to see Luther in the history 
of Germany, not taken out and analyzed separately. Luther Is a 
contributor to Gennan culture, and it is In this light that 8alnton 
treats him. 

Richard Friedenthal, born 1896, gives a rather balanced picture 
of Luther. He shows Luther's good points: 

"Nor was he afraid for his own skin. 
Lack of courage can hardly be counted among 
his f a I lings • ,,39 

"L1 ke a I I men of strong character and 
creative genius, Luther was subject to fre­
quent attacks of severe depression, but he 
admitted this much more frankly and emphatic­
a I I y than other neop Ie "40 

Luther'e bad points: 

"Even among Luther's friends there were 
always some who were embarrassed by the coarse­
ness and bluntness of his language.,,41 

And, he also gives a picture of Luther's physical condition: 

"Very different temptations plagued him 
when he had eaten too much or drunk too 
quickly, as he often did In fol lowing the 
extremely unwholesome diet with which he tried 
to ward off his attacks of depression. Whl Ie 
tbe severe mental disturbances trom which he 
suffered are not to be explained entirely in 
this way, there is not doubt that his highly 
Irregular way of life was an important contri­
butory factor. r~oreover, he slept bad I y on a 
wretched bed which no one kept in order for him. 
And on top of It al I he worked tirelessly and 
heedless of his body, letting up only when his 
kidneys, or the ~al I-stones from which he suf­
fered early In life, made a break Imperattve.,,42 

Frledenthal Is not pronounced In any area. He is neither overly 
praising nor overly condemning. In his treatment of Luther he Is 
similar to Fife, but a little more prone to personal observation. Frieden­
thai presents a neutral view. One that is void of the controversial 
Judgment of Oenlfle and the "strict scientific" approach of Ranke. 

http:country.38
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Erik Hamburger Erikson marks a return to the psychoanalytical 
study of history. Like Grlsar and Boehmer, Erikson uses primary 
material as a basis of psychological study; but, unlike them, he is 
not interested In proving whether Luther was great or not. He is 
interested In the process of Luther's development such that It can 
be studied by the psychoanalyst. The process he attempts to study 
is this: 

"We wil I therefore concentrate on this 
process: how youno t-1artin, at the end of a 
somber and harsh chi Idhood, was precipitated 
Into a severe Identity crisis for which he 
sought delay and cure In the silence of the 
monastery; how, being silent, he became pos­
sessed; how, being possessed, he gradually 
learned to speak a new language: his language; 
how, being able to speak, he not only talked 
himself out of the monastery, and much of his 
country out of the Roman Church, but also formu­
lated for himself and for al I of mankind a new 
kind of ethical and psycholog1cal awareness: 
and how, at the end, this awareness, too, was 
marred by a return of the demons, whoever they 
may be.,,43 

Erikson Is a psychoanalyst and professor at Harvard University. 
Co"sequently, he is not Interested i.n the val idlty of rei igious dogmas 
as was Denifle and Lortz. His only concern with religion Is how It 
affected Luther: 

"In d~plctlng the Identity struggle of a 
young, great man, I am not concerned with the 
val idlty of the dogmas which laid claim to him, 
or of the phi losophles which influenced his 
systematic thought, as I am with the spiritual 
and intellectual mi I lieu which the isms of his 
time--and these isms had to be religious--offered 
to his passionate search."44 

Erickson deals with Luther's identity crisis, that point in a 
young man's I ife where he is unsure of himself and searching. The 
event that Erikson centers much of his studies on Is Luther's fit In 
the choir loft during his middle twenties. This event that Erikson 
cites has caused much controversy among historians as to Its validity. 
Erikson, however, Is not concerned with this. He is readity wi Iling 
to accept the event as half-legend, and proceed from there: 

"The fit in the choir could wei I have 
happened In the specific form reported, under 
the specific conditions of Martin's monastery 
years. If some of It is legend, so be it; the 
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making of legend is as much part of the 
scholarly re-wrlting of history as it is 
part of the original facts used in the 
work of scholars. We are thus obliged to 
accept half-legend as half-history, pro­
vided only that a reported episode does not 
contradict other wei I-established facts; 
persists In having a ring of truth; and 
yields a meaning consistent with psycho­
logical theory.,,45 

This treatment of half history is very upsetting to Bainton,46 and is 
not within the fact-as-truth tradition of Ranke. Erikson is more in­
terested in psych&analysls than in recording accurate history. He Is 
not engaged in any rei igious argument over the val idity of competinq 
rei igious dogmas, nor is he engaged in any polemical presentation of 
Luther's personality. Erik Erikson Is a psychoanalyst and it is In 
this way that he treats Martin Luther. 

Each of the historians presented above has his own oartlcular 
treatment of Luther that sets him apart from his fel low historians, 
but this individualized treatment does not prevent a comprehensive 
overview of their similarities and differences. The historians can 
be groupedfnto certain categories or schools. The main schools that 
have developed In the historiography of f'-1artin Luther are obviouslV 
those who are pro-Luther, anti-Luther, and neutral towards him. Of 
the historians presented here, those who appear to be pro-luther are 
Boehmer, Bainton and Ranke. By classifying these three men together 
as pro-Luther historians, there Is no attempt to say that their treat­
ment of Luther was Identical. Only the final result Is the same. 
Boehmer deals with Luther from a psychological analysis. He takes 
the events of Luther's life and gives to them psychological sl~nifi­
cance. Out of this methodology Luther arises as a man who has given 
much good to the world. Bainton takes the events of Luther's life 
and treats them as factors In history, not necessarily as tools for 
psychological study. As said before, Bainton treats Luther In a 
manner similar to that of Ranke's. He sees Luther as contributing to 
German religion and culture. He deals with personality only as an 
element of Luther to be studied and understood, and Bainton's under­
standing is, for the most part, favorable. Ranke, too, can be trea+ed 
as pro-Luther historIan, but he Is not pro-Luther to the degree that 
Boehmer and Bainton are. He is mainly concerned with the historical 
significance of Luther, not the good or bad of his personality. His 
pro-Luther tendencies are below the surface, and only arise in general 
and Impersonal statements. Ranke, therefore, can only be considered 
pro-Luther to the extent that his work flow with a subtle undercurrent 
of Lutheran tradition. 

The anti-Lutheran historians studied above are Sastrow, Denifle, 

Grisar and Lortz. Of these, Sastrow and Denifle are the strongest in 

their convictions. Sastrow condemns Luther out of the exoeriences of 
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his own life and the life of those around him. Oenlfle sees Luther 
from his religious tradition, and develops a portrait of Luther that 
Is neither kind nor objective. Grisar also writes out of a Cathol ie 
tradition, but his anti-Luther treatment is more moderate than 
Denlfle's. He sees Luther's greatness as neQatlve, but In expresslnq 
this ~plnlon Grisar shows a melancholy that Is not found In Denifle 
or Sastrow. This melancholy arises out of Grisar's concern for 
Christianity and the souls of Luther's Protestant adherents. This 
concern is part of Grisar's anti-Luther attitude. Lortz picks up 
where Grlsar leaves off. He, too, is concerned for Christendom and 
sees Luther's actions as wrong, but his concern goes further than 
simply melancholy. Lortz wants to see Christianity united, and he 
discredits Luther to that purpose. His anti-Luther statements are 
not directed at Luther's personality, but to Luther's minunderstandln1 
of Catholic doctrine. By attacking this aspect of Luther, Lortz be­
lieves that he can prove Christianity should be one and that it Is 
the duty of al I to work to this end. 

The neutral historians are Fife, Friedenthal, and Erikson. Both 
Fife and Friedenthal attempt to present a balanced picture of luther. 
Fife wants to present the facts concerning Luther, and let the essence 
of the man arise for all to see and analvze. Frledenthal qives both 
the good and bad of Luther. He Is more prone to personal observation 
than Fife, but the sum of his observations is neutral. ErIkson also 
presents a study of Luther that is void of partiality. This Imoartlal 
treatment does not arise out of a balancing of pros and cons. Erikson's 
own psychoanalytical techniques have bui It Into them an Impartiality. 
Luther is studied as a problem of psychoanalysis, not as a problem of 
pros and cons. Erikson Is a scientist, and Luther a subject to be con­
sidered in the I ight of scientific understanding. Out of this analysis, 
no polemical attitudes are developed. 

In each of the schools above, there was something common among the 
historians. Each of them, in his own school, had similar attitudes, 
but their development and purpose of these attitudes differed. This can 
also be seen I~ historical methods. Grlsar, Boehmer and Erikson al I 
used psychoanalysis, but each for different reasons: Grlsar to dis­
credit Luther; Boehmer to praise him; and Erikson to further scientific 
understanding. Ranke and Denifle concentrated their efforts on primarv 
material, but each for separate goals: Ranke to show what actual Iv 
was; and Denlfle to prove his oreconceived convictions. This use of 
simi lar methods to reach ~lfferent conclusions is part of the comolexity 
of historical study, and adds much to its interest. 

To judge the historians on their methods and conclusions is a task 
that can only be justified when complete knowledge of the historians 
and Luther is obtained. The study presented here Is far from complete, 
but from the Information given in the analysis of the historians cer­
tain conclusions and observations can be made. 
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Bartholomew Sastrow's statements about Luther must be taken for 
what they are, the emotional reactions of an Individual to a particular 
person. Sastrow's reactions cerne down to the present through his 
memoirs. These are highly personalized accounts of his life and ac­
tions. To take them for more than this would be to put more credence 
In them than they deserve. Sastrow should be studied to get a feel ing 
for the times, not to get an accurate picture of Luther. 

Leopold Von Ranke sees Luther as a fact In ~istory. His concern 
for Luther is limited to his role in German history, but Is this al I 
Luther has to give to historical understanding? Luther's character 
and personality have added much to history •. The facts are essential 
In studying history, and Ranke has shown this more than any historian, 
but the facts themselves are I ifeless. It Is up to the historian to 
breathe life Into them, and give them a relevance. Ranke, however, 
has given much to historical thought. He stands as a beacon to those 
who may stray too far In their own personal convictions. 

Heindrick Denlfle seems to pass Ranke's beacon, and salls Into 
the tradition of Sastrow. Denifle, however, Is not writing memoirs. 
He Is dealing with historical material; but, unlike Ranke, he only 
takes what he needs to prove his point. The historian should take 
the facts and give them life, but, if only one view Is considered, to 
the exclusion of al I others, the facts may become distorted and mis­
used. 

Hartman Grlsar takes a more scholarly approach to Luther. He 

does not use the harsh attitude that Denifle used. He tempers his 

work with a concern that Denifle lacks. For an anti-Luther Catholic 

work, Grisar is not overly polemical. 


Heinrich Boehmer does for the Protestants what Grisar did for the 

Catholics. He looks at Luther's accomplishments and relates a favor­

able Impression of the reformer. He Is not overly praising as a Pro­

testant Is imagined to be. He presents an orthodox Protestant Inter­

pretation wei I worth consideration. 


Robert Fife wants to use the method of Ranke, but he doesn't want 

to go as far as Ranke In his use of facts. Fffe wants to present a 

picture of Luther from all sides, hoping that the true Luther wi I I 

emerge. This Is a fine approach, but Fife must be careful in his 

presentation of both sides of Luther. At times he has a tendency to 

Interject his own thoughts about the opinions. If this practice Is 

overly used, then it is possible that Fife wll I fai I in his purpose. 


Of all the historians that have been studied here, Joseph Lortz 
deals with Luther and the Reformation for the most noble of purposes. 
He wants to see a rejoining of Christendom. The spilt in Christianity, 
which he sees as the result of. a misunderstanding, should be reconci led, 
but what If there Is no misunderstanding? It Is In considering this 
last consideration that the question leaves the confines of history and 
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moves into the concern of philosophy and theoloov. Lortz has attempted 
a commendable task, but it is a little more than history alone can 
handle. History must ally with phi losophy and theology to prove him 
right or wrong. 

Bainton deals with Luther in a way simi lar to Ranke's but he adds 
more to his history than mere facts. He, too, wants to see Luther's 
contribution to German life; but, unlike Ranke, he is not afraid to 
say whether he believes the facts as presented to be accurate or not. 
Bainton gives a picture of Luther that Is direct and wei I dooumented, 
yet one that Is lively and readable. 

Richard Frledenthal seems to be a return to the purpose of Fife, 
with an adaptation of hts method. He presents facts on both the pro 
and con sides of Luther, but he is more prone to personal opinion. 
This would seem to lead to a controversial presentation, but the re­
sult ts a balanced picture of Luther that ts neither provocative nor 
bothersOile. 

Erik Erikson, the last historian studied, dealt with Luther as 3 
psychoanalyst. He wanted to study the Identity crisis that he says 
Luther suffered in hf.s young manhood. Erikson, however, is not very 
thorough In his historical research. He Is wi I ling to accept half­
truths as sufficient historical evidence. This may be acceptable in 
psychoanalysts, but historical study has not yet reached the point 
where this wi I I not be frowned upon. Erikson's psychoanalytical con­
clusion may be correct, but his lack of coneern over historical accu­
racy puts a tllght on him as a historian. 

History is composed of many facets. It Is not a clear crystal that 
can be seen perfectly from al I angles. History Is composed of events, 
records, and historians. Without these elements there can be no history, 
and without history there can be no understanding of the present. The 
student of history Is under an obligation to find the nature of history, 
the nature of man In time. To find this nature, he must understand the 
elements of history. Since the events of history are gone in time and 
cannot be repeated, the student is left with only the records and the 
historians. An analysis of both of these wi I I give an idea Into the 
make-up of hIstory. But, since historical records are not readily 
available, the student Is left with the historians. Here Is a rich 
field to explore. The historians are the ones who bring history to 
life. They are the ones who make it real and al ive. To understand them 
is to get an understanding of their subject. Historiography is the tool 
used for exploring the historian, and this paper is but a sma I I contri­
bution to that endeavor. 
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CITIES OF THE DEAD 

Submitted by: 

DAY to J. PELS 

The city of New Orleans has became a "Mecca" for tourists due to 
many Interesting factors. Some of the factors which make New Orleans 
so different, would seem abnormal if superimposed on the life styles 
of another large American city. One of these practices, which Is the 
exception In New Orleans, rather than the rule, Is the method of burying 
the dead. 

Nature and tradition have ,combined over the years to effect New 
Orleans burial customs and mold them Into their present state. Several 
factors must be considered to approach the matter In Its entirety. The 
first factor Is the natural condition of soil and climate of the New 
Orleans region. The average rainfal I per year is 64 Inches. The 
swampy character of the locality is a product of this heavy ralnfal I 
and overflows from the Mississippi River. Before the above-ground 
burial became popular, graves dug Into the earth fll led with water very 
rapidly to within a foot of the surface. The graves had to be balled 
out Immediately before interment. Even so, the casket was Invariably 
lowered into two or three feet of water. 

Secondly, burial In water-fil led graves was repulsive to many 
people. They abhorred the Idea. Dr. Bennett Dowler, a New Orleans 
physician, aptly called the New Orleans cemetery "the wet graveyard." 
People couldn't be Interred during extremely heavy rains. It was im­
possible then, to prepare an adequate, sanitary grave. After the 
flooding subsided, mass Interment usually fol lowed. A suitable alter­
native to this "repulsive" water burial had to be found. 

The alternative, the third factor, took the form of an old French­
Spanish tradition of the Creole Inhabitants--that of above-ground burial. 
The French and Spanish have taken the above-ground burial with them 
throughout the world and they brought the custom likewise to New Orleans 
in the latter 18th century when a suitable amount of excess bui Idin~ 
materials could be secured for construction of above 9round vaults. New 
Orleans was an expanding city at thIs point, and building materials were 
funneling Into the city for the construction of new buildings. It Is 
probably for this reason that the red brick, which stil I may be seen by 
passers-by In bui Idings surrounding Jackson Square, was used for construc­
tion of tombs. The red cemetery brick, wastage from building construction, 
was no doubt cheaper secondhand. 

Shortly after the turn of the century, In the early 1800's, the new 

addttlons to New Orleans society, the Americans, Improved on the crude 

brick tombs of their French and Spanish predecessors. By 1860, they 
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evolved "a highly distinctive type of sepulcher in marble and granite.,,1 

J.N.B. de Pouil Iy, an architect of French birth, came to New Orleans 
in the early 1830's and provided the fifth factor--through his designs of 
famous European tombs, he set the style trends of sepulcher architecture 
when he copied these styles for the New Orle~ns cemeteries. r~st of de 
Poull Iy's drawings were of monuments in the Pare Lachalse Cemetery of 
Paris, one of th~ most prominent in Europe, and well know:, for Its Greek 
revival designs. De Poull Iy's designs have since been copied by other 
architects to the extent that all fashionable sculpted tombs of New 
Orleans bear traces of his taste and flair. 

Blenvil Ie founded the city of New Orleans In 1718. The original site 
comprised the area bounded by the Mississippi River, Canal Street, North 
Rampart Street and Esplanade Avenue. Most of the ground was or had been 
cypress swamp. Baron de Carondelet erected log ramparts, hence Rampart 
Street, to act as a levee to help minimize the water level. The Carondelet 
Canal was later constructed to drain a portion of the clty.3 Earlv Inter­
ments, before such drainage, were made on high ground on the Mississippi 
River's banks. 

In 1721, Adrien de Pauger, Royal Mi litary Engineer of the French 
Government, laid out the city of New Orleans. His plans Included a ceme­
tery where the dead were burted below ground, as in most conventional 
cerneter i es. Th I s cemetery, Iater known as St •. ~ter Street Cemeter-y, ex­
tended along the upper side of St. Peter Street between what are now 
Burgundy and Rampart Street. A ditch, serving as a moat, separated the 
cemetery from the city. This was built as a defensive measure In 1729 
after the Indian massacre of Natchez. One could gain access to the 
cemetery through a road which connected It with Orleans Street.4 

Because burial In St. Peter Cemetery was below ground, a sufficient 

level had to be, built up to provide sanitary conditions and to prevent 

the cadavers or caskets from floating to the surface. The elevation of 

the site was effected through ditches dug on the periphery of the ceme­

tery. The dirt thus obtained was thrown Inside of a stout wal I of cyoress 

logs surrounding the area of the cemetery. The logs prevented the dirt 

from leveling, and so maintained the proper elevation from the water table 

for burial. 5 


The St •. Peter· Cemetery served as the city's only burial place for 

nearly 70 years and was stili being used when finally surrounded by the 

city. The cemetery extended to cover the entire area from st. Peter to 

Roulouse Streets. In 1742, Father Charles, the Rector of the st. Louis 

Church, directed the construction of a five foot brick wall. The wealthy 

contrIbuted the money; the poor, the labor. The wal I was dedicated on 

AI I Saints Day in 1743. 


The rapid growth of the city was eventually the downfall of St. Peter 
Cemetery. Also in 1788, the city flooded causir1g death, and a massive 
fIre destroyed 856 houses whIch laId waste 4/5 ~ the cIty. These dIsasters 

t 
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were compounded by a serious epidemic. The Spanish Cabildo felt that 
St. Peter Street Cemetery, quickly becoming fi lied to capacity, would 
soon become congested and unsanitary In the event of possible catastro­
phes of the future. There was also the feeling among New Orleanians 
that the epidemic, in part, hgd been kindled by the miasmas f~ cadavers 
In St. Peter Street Cemetery. 

So the Cabl Ido decided to re-Iocate, or rather, estaliish another 
cemetery which would be away from the city. The Cablldo, In agreement 
with the Vicar General, selected a new site. The Cemetery occupied an 
area between streets known today as Basin, Conti, Tr~~, and St. Louis. 
Its total area was 300 feet square and was fenced In at city expense by 
Antonio Gujdry for 523 pesos, 7 reales. The site In relation to the 
city, then, was "In the rear of Charity Hospiral about 40 yards from 
its garden." A Royal Decree was issued on August 14, 1789 by His 
~-1ajesty officially approving construction of the cemetry.7 

As St. Louis No. I, the new cemetery, was being constructed, St. 
Peter Street Cemetery was razed. Those who could afford It, moved the 
remains of their loved ones to St. Louis No. I. The others remained 
to be built over by houses. The bricks from the walls were used In 
1797 by Don Almonaster Roxas in building st. Louis Cathedral. The 
cemetery was temporarily picketed in until all of the bodies possibly 
were removed. There remains today no visible sign that purports of 
St. Peter Street Cenetery's existence. 8 

The tombs in St. Louis No. I bear no dlscernable order. Being un­

famil iar with the grounds could present difficulties when attempting to 

exit the cemetery. The pathways were narrow. The tom~s were of simple 

square desTgn, made of soft powdery red brick, plastered over, and ~hite­


washed. The plaster served the dual purpose of beautifying the tomb, and 

sealing the cracks to prevent the escape of "deadly epidemic" gases. 


St. Louis Cemetery No. I marked the beginning of above-ground burial 
in New Orleans on a large scale. As previously described, the tombs were 
simply constructed, and only in the cemetery's later years of existence 
were marble and sculpted tombs visible. Wrought iron crosses and fences 
marked off the plots. The tombs with their similar designs and sloping 
tops gives the appearance of "a city of sma I I dimensions." ThIs "city of 
the dead" was surrounded by brick wal I vaults twelve feet high and nine 
feet thick. These served the dual purpose of enclosing the cemetery and 
providing spaces for above ground interment at low cost. 9 

The wall vaults were called "fours" or "ovens" because they resembled 
old bread ovens. Vaults were bricked up after a burial and an inscribed 
marble slab bearing the oocupant's name, was fitted Into the opening. 
These wal I vaults were used for more than one burial by removing the 
wooden coffin and burning it, then shoving the remains of the deceased 
to the rear of the vault. The next ooffln was then Inserted. Sometimes 
the rema ins were scattered "he I ter-ske Iter I n the rear of the cemeterv." 10 

Ins'lde of the wall vaults," in the cemetery's interior, were scattered 
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the tombs. The New Orleans tomb generally consisted of two vaults, one 
above the other~ with a receptacle in the lower portion, the foundation. 
The body was first Interred In the upper portion, the remains later being 
removed to the lower portion when the upper vault was again needed for a 
new Interment. After interment therein, the upper vault is hermetically 
sealed with bricks and mortar. In this fashion, a single tomb served one 
family for several generations. I I According to a government provision, 
"a tomb, or vault must remain sealed for a year and a dav after a burial 
therein. After that time has explred ••• the tomb may be used agaln."12 

St. Louis Cemetery No. I, as wei I as subsequent New Orleans ceme­
teries, were not pains taklngly elevated above the water ta~le as St. 
Peter Street Cemetery had been. The availability of adequate materials 
made the building of above-ground tombs possible. From the city's 
founding to the advent of subsurface drainage In the late 19th century, 
the water level was twelve Inches below ground. When later drainage 
decreased the level, the tombs sank, because the old peat and vegetable 
matter of the cypress swamps could not hold the tomb, due to sol I ero­
sion. It was also a common sight to see the lower vault level of the 
wal Is partially sunk. 13 There were usually four, five, or six levels 
of wal I vaults, with the lower tier generally the ch~pest to purchase. 
The cheaper cost was probably due to the fact that once sunk, the lower 
tiers could only be opened with difficulty. 

St. Louis Cemetery No. I Is the nation's oldest cemetery. It was 
named after Louis XIV of France, and not the Cathedral -as many belIeve. 
Burled within It are many people prominent In early New Orleans historj.14 
Also burled thereIn are many people of the original thirteen colonies, 5 
reflecting American Involvement In the growIng and prosperous New Orleans 
trade and commerce. Creoles are predominantly buried in St. Louis Ceme­
tery No. I, which was owned and operated by the st. Louis Cathedral con­
gregation, as are al I the St. Louis Cemeteries (nos. 1,2, 3, and 4). 
There Is a "spattering of Portugese" in st. Louis No. I. It Is the 
"arl stocratl c cemetery par exce II ence," and the on I y one of the four 
St. louis Cemeteries where the French language predominates almost com­
pletely.16 St. Louis No. I was of catholic denomInation, there being a 
Protestant cemetery occu~ylng the rear of the groundS, with a Negro ceme­
tery located behind It.17 

Part of the Protestant section, which had been given to Christ 
Church (Episcopal) In 1805, was In the way of an extension of Tr~~ 
Street. In 1822, the City of New Orleans offered land for a new loca­
tIon In the Faubourg St. Marie, because the old Protestant section was 
almost filled. So Mayor Joseph Rafflgnac sold to Christ Church "a tract 
of land In the upper limIt of St. Marie having a frontage of 526 feat on 
St. Paul Street (now South Liberty Street) and running back to a depth 
of 594 feet and forming a long regular square between what is now Per­
ri I Ilat and Cypress Streets (about 3 1/2 acres). The price of $3,140.67 
was to be paid over 10 years. All persons "professing Protestant or 
catholic rei iglon in any denomination or sect" were to be allowed burial, 
according to the deed. Hence, this became New Orlean"s first non-denomi­
nattonal cemetery. 

http:3,140.67
http:pletely.16
http:historj.14


-74­

The location of the cemetery was a bad one. At this time, the 
location was on the fringe of uotown expansion. It was frequently under 
water, and was known as "the swamp" by the rowdy flatboatmen who caroused 
In the dens which lined Girod Street. 18 The Christ Church Congregation 
was to oversee the use of the cemetery until the city felt It should be 
moved for sanitary reasons. The congregation would then dispose of the 
Girod St. Cemetery, as It came to be called, in any respectable manner 
8S they saw fit. 

~'1any of the bod i es in the Protestant section of St. Lou i s No. I were 
removed to the Girod St. Cemetery. Most of the important tombs of the 
Girod st. Cemetery were bui It In the 40 year period between 1822 and 
1860. This was during the eras when wealthy American Protestant merchants 
became firmly established In New Orleans. New Orleans correspondingly 
grew to be a very wealthy city. American faml lies are responsible for 
bui Iding and maintaining the Girod St. Cemetery, yet they keot the tradi­
tion of above-ground burial, and in a sense added a lot of class to It by 
hiring architects to sculp private tombs. This is the time when de 
Pouil ley's styles in memorial architecture came into prominence. 

The Girod St. Cemetery had a "decidedly Creole flavor" with its many 
walls of oven vaults and elosely built tombs, as In St. Louis No. I. 
Because the people using Girod st. Cemetery were wealthy, because of 
greater space, and due to the fact that there was now more than one ceme­
tery In New Orleans <St. Louis No. I had been the sole place for burial 
since St. Petar's razing), the custom of using one tomb or vault for 
more than one burial wasn't as common. This was done, however, in the 
many "society" tombs of Girod st. Cemetery. The society tombs resemb.led 
sections of wal I vaults in that they consisted of vaults constructed one 
upon the other. They were situated at various points throughout the 
cemetery. Often, there were smal I vaults on the top tier for the Inter­
ment of InfantS. A "society" tomb was one constructed by one of the many 
mutual benevolent societies which existed in New Orleans in that day. 
People had banned together, such as ethnic groups and craft or trade 
organizations to provide benefits for their members. This was esoeclal Iy 
advantageous for the poor. By simply paying his dues, a member automati­
cally acquired a vault In the tomb for himself or anyone In his fami Iy 
upon their death. The Negro "society" tombs are especially famous for 
their craftsmanship. 19 

In Girod St. Cemetery, there were 2,319 wal I vaults, with 526 more 
facing the aisles on the Interior. There were over 100 benevolent society 
tombs containing 12-70 vaults each, and approximately 1006 privately owned 
tombs. Christ Church sold the vaults for $50 each. They sold 313 vaults 
in 1837 and 1839. But in the yel low fever year of 1853, the congregation 
grossed over $12,000 from interments and purchases. After the Civi I War, 
the revenue greatly decreased to less than $400 a year. 20 This was barely 
enough to pay the sextons, or grounds keepers (they oversaw interments, 
dug graves, etc ••• ). The average Income per yeer before the C i v il vJar 
had been $3,000. 

As far as general arrangement, the Girod Street Cemetery was laid out 
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wei I, and in this respect proved to be the prototype of future New 
Orleans cemeteries--it had three spacious aisles from front to rear 
bisected by 22 cross-aisles. Shade trees were also planted. They 
had been absolutely prohibited in the Old St. Louis Cemetery, for it 
was found that the roots would weaken the many and closely packed to­
gether tombs. As New Orleans people grew more wealthy, finer, 
larger tombs appeared. The first tombs were of soft red locdlly 
made brick, the seme as the city buildings. Some were constructed 
using Philadelphia brick. Italian white marble became increasingly 
more common. It was Initially used only for name plates, then later 
used for entire tombs. There were also some very elegant tombs made 
from Quincy Granite from MassachusetTs. But Girod lacked the character 
of the newer Cypress Gro~e Cemetery or st. Louis No. 2 and 3. It was 
wei I laid out, "but on the whole, was not an architecturally Imposing 
place of last rest." The cemetery was accessible by a street car line 
from Canal. The I ine was poor and about the only time It had any con­
siderable use was on All Saints Day when used as conveyance to Girod 
Cemetery.21 

During the epidemic of 1853, the cemetery was wei I kept. After 
this, it degenerated as revenue drOpped to less than $300 per year in 
the 1870's. In the 1880's and 90's the vestry erected no new vaults. 
More and more Negroes were interred, as fashionable society people had 
the remains of their loved ones removed to other cemeteries in the late 
19th century and early 20th. 

"Water green and slime" often fil led the als1es. Undertakers often 

used boats to float to the tombs. Attempts were made In 1854 to "fll I 

the principle walks and paths with stable manure, street dirt, oyster 

she II s and other mater i a I, so as to p I ace them (the tombs) above water. I' 

I n the 1880' s the cemete'ry began to look neg I ected and run down. 22 Even 
In the 1840's, robbers had stolen iron mai lings and marble tablets. 

In 1910, a visitor reported that Brown, the sexton was raising 

chickens In the rear of the cemetery to supplement his meager Income 

from burials. There were few at this date. There was no sexton hired 

after 1950. 


In 1927 the Very Reverend William Hamilton Ness became Dean of 
Christ Church Cathedral. He was Interested in history, and curious 
about Girod Street Cemetery's degeneration. But his efforts to "resur­
rect" the cemetery and put it again on a self-supporting basis failed 
to materialize. In the 1930's, people were urged to clear their plots, 
but many just removed the dead instead. The Works Progress Administra­
tion also attempted to clear the cemetery. The Cemetery Committee of 
ehrist Cathedral In 1939 tried to negotiate with the City of New Orleans 
to buy the property. Eventually in the 1950's, the property was sold 
and the more than 22,000 bodies were removed. The cemetery was decon­
secrated by Rt. Reverend Glrault ~,1. Jones, Bishop of Louisiana on January 
4, 1957. Afterward, the cemetery was destroyed. 23 The real estate was 
sold for $332,708.58, which was a far cry from the $3 140.67 paid by 
Christ Church when the land was initially purchased. 24

http:332,708.58
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Girod St. Cemetery seems to have been plagued by bad luck. In 
1948, through a misunderstanding, some city workers tore down about 
100 feet of the front wall. After this, "vandals and ghouls" broke in 
to look for dental gold and jewelry. Bagrants and bums used the un~ 
occupied tombs as a place of ...efuge. By 1956, over a thousand vaults 
had been broken Into. Dense vegetation had overtaken Girod and roots 
had pried through the tombs busting them apart. 25 

One Interesting aspect In particular must be noted of Girod St. 
Cemetery which doesn't quite fit in elsewhere In other cemeteries. 
This has to do with the "Yellow fever mound" located in the cemetery. 
There was a particularly large area of consecrated land in Girod st. 
Cemetery, otherwise off-limits for regular burial, but marked with a 
stone. In this area, it Is hypothesized that during one of the 23 
epidemics which hit New Orleans between 1850 and 1860, that there 
was mass Internment in a gigantic hole. In this period, there had 
been 28,192 recorded deaths of "yellow jack." It is estimated that 
12,000 alone died in 1853. 

Dr. Michael Halpher says that in some cemeteries " ••• it became 

necessary to dig trenches and in them the coffins were laid five deep 

with scarcely two feet of earth thrown on top of them. Qulckl ime 

was used over the coffins, but it was scarce and of such poor qual ity 

so the effect was almost nul I .,,26 Those buried included many young 

men who had been attracted to New Orleans by the river trade. 


At other times, corpses would brought Into the cemeterles un­

cofflned and a large trench dug. The corpses were thrown In without 

any persona I rna rker or coff in. Girod Cemetery did not have to dig 

such pits during the great yel low fever epidemic of 1853. The so 

called "yellow fever mound" Is thought to be from the cholers epidemic 

of 1832-1833. It measured about 100 x 40 feet. 27 


There are several reasons for the decl ine of Girod st. Cemetery. 
Some say that a sexton should have been provided after 1950, but this 
wouldn't have nelped matters much. A portion of the revenue obtained 
from ori gina I sa les cou I d have been set as Ide t:. a perpetua I care 
fund. The location of the cemetery was poor--a virtual, swamp when 
the cemetery was established. The cemetery was located In an industrial 
area, and grew up In a tangle of tracks and warehouses. After 1850, it 
had the Increasing competition of newer, better located cemeteries on 
Metairie Ridge, such as Cypress Grove, Greenwood, Odd Fellows Rest and 
the St. Patrick Cemeteries. The Negroes, who were first tolerated, 
later came In such great numbers as to drive the white families away. 
And finally, the Girod St. Cemetery was poorly bui It by modern standards. 
The tombs crumbled due to the nature of the mortar used, and from inferior 
worksmanship.28 

As Girod St. Cemetery was declining through the 1880's, the Metairie 
Cemetery came into existence. Metairie Cemetery can be viewed as a tran­
sition stage between the old style cemeteries, such as Girod or st. Louis 

http:worksmanship.28
http:apart.25


-77­

Nos. I and 2 and the new modern "Forest lawn" types. l-1etalrie Cemetery 
is unique in that it bears semblance to both types. It's large 
size has al lowed it to keep pace with the times to the present date. 
Its future prospects are stll I very good. 

~4eta i r i e I s one of the Western wor Id's finest cemete r i es. It 
was originally a race track, managed by the Louisiana Jockey Club. 
There Is an old legend that one Charles T. Howard wished 70 become a 
member of this club. He had made two applications to join and was 
twice refused. He confided to some of his friends, "I am going to 
make the third application. If I am blackbal led, 1'1 I buy the mort­
gage on the place and If the stockholders cannot payoff, 1'1 I make 
it the deadest place this side of the Atlantic Ocean." He made the 
third application and was again refused •. True to his word, he fore­
closed, and turned the place into a cemetery.29 

The Metairie Cemetery Association was founded in 1872. The 
forming of cemetery associations was a development of the latter 
1800's. It did have the effect of providing for more efficient 
administration of the cemetery, especially when these associations 
were JoInt stock ventures, such as in the Metafrle Cemetery Associa­
tion. The old church board run and affiliated cemeteries were a 
thing of the past. The few that remain (church affiliated) wll I 
sOOft live out their usefulness. The fact that Metairie Cemetery had 
to produce, from a stand point of private gain, undoubtedly Is the 
chief factor for Its great success. 

The charter, by-laws, rules and regulations of Metairie Cemetery 
Association were adopted November 12, 1873. The board of directors 
would consist of six people. The capital stock _as fixed at $120,000. 
$80,000 worth of stock, 800 shares at $100 apiece, was subscribed for 
and taken by members of the ~·letairie Racing Association. The other 
400 shares were subscribed for and taken by Charles T. Howard of New 
Or Ieans and John A. ~'orr i5 of New York. The money from these shares 
would aleviate the Metairie Racing Association's debt. The Board of 
Directors would "have the right to make such by-laws, rules and requla­
}ions for the government of the Association, and for disposal anq sale 
of burial lots."30 

Ivleta i r I e Cemetery is now located at tho Intersect Ion of Pontcha r­
train Expressway and t4etalrle Road. It can be viewed while driving 
through ~~talrie on Interstate-IO. Although the first Interment was 
in 1873, the grounds were laid out In 1895 by Benjamin Morgan Harrod 
at a cost of $30,000. The old oval tace course was converted Into the 
main drive. A lake was made in the center. The grounds are beautifully 
landscaped with carriage drives, lagoons, and tree shaded promenades for 
pedestrians. There formerly existed lagoons (now filled) of 1200, 2400, 
and 2700 feet. 

Many styles of architecture prevai I In ~·1etairie Cemetery: miniature 
Gothic Churches, Grecian Temples, Oriental kiosks, and even an Egyptian 
style pyramid complete with sphinx. 

http:cemetery.29
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There are several famous tombs in the cemetery. The monument 
to the Louisiana Division of the A~y of Tennessee Is wei I known •. 
Astride his horse, General Albert Sidney Johnston, kll led at the 
Battle of Shiloh, guards the tomb which stands below him. This tomb 
cont.ins the remains of soldiers of the Army of Tennessee, Including 
General P.T. Beauregard and at one time, those of Confederate Presi­
dent Jefferson Davis. 2500 men are burled within the mausoleum of the 
tomb of the Louisiana Division of the Ar-rmt of Northern Vl ..glnla, which 
Is surmounted by a bronze statue of General "Stonewal I" Jackson. 31 

A recent brochure put out by the Metalrte Cemetery Association 
descrlb~s their development as "a sanctuary for those departed--a 
source of Inspiration for the I iving--such Is beautiful Metairie 
Cemetery." Since 1873, over 7000 burial places therein. 32 The ground 
burials became more and more popular with Improved drainage of the 
latter 1800's. Cremation at this time was also viewed as repulsive 
by New Orleanians,33 but now Is viewed as a practical alternative to 
tomb construction or ground Interment. Both ground burial and crema­
tion can be viewed as evidence of Infusion of "alien 'i blood Into New 
Orleans' traditional form of burial above ground. Within the bounds 
of r·1eta I r I e Cemetery is offered every form of Interment sanct i oned by 
custom. The cemetery Is non-sectarian, so virtually al I groups have 
representation in Interments throughout its long history. Interments 
number approximately 38,000, and only 65% of Its 150 acres has been 
sold. The land has been drained, greatly improved, and landscaped. 
The very picturesque ~'1eta I r I e Park I awn sect ion was deve loped to meet 
the demand for an inexpensive, modern, garden-like place of burial. 
There Is al lowed only one Interment per plot, but several adjacent 
plots may be purchased. The lots are marked with flush granite markers, 
which al low for easy maintenance. When one looks out on this section, 
it gives the effect of a tranqui I meadow. 

By state lew, Perpetual Care and General Maintenance Funds are 

taken out of payments to provide eternal care for the lot or tomb. 

The ~1etairie Cell6tery cannot fall into decadency as did Girod St. 

Cemetery. 


If there Is a sudden death, and you have no burial spot, you may 

temporarily Inter the deceased for one year In a "receiving vault" in 

a special building untIl you make arrangements to secure or prepare 

the needed lot for burial. These receiving vaults are In the receiving 

mauseJeum and have been used since 1876. 34 


With the coming of the mid-1900's, the cemetery business has indeed 
become a lucrative trade. The real-estate boom has been a big impetus 
In the establishment of cemeteries In recent years. In the present era 
of upward bound prices, the "memorial counselors" (formerly cal led under­
takers or grave salesmen) "wll I be "'appy to accomodate any extravagances 
you have in mlnd.,,35 Caskets may be purchased In a range of from $300 
up to around $7000. The average middle class burial in New Orleans is 
estimated at. around $3000. In New Orleans, "establishing precisely what 
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are essential and what are extra costs" is complicated by local customs 
and traditions which may be unfamil iar to newcomers in this area. 
"Custowa and the profit motive are so intertwined in the funeral busi­
ness that they are sometimes inseparable." A good example would be the 
purchase of expensive wooden and metal caskets which wi I I have to be 
burned during cremation. L.B. Pepitune, in charge of cremations at 
"v1eta i r i e Cemetery says "Peop I e don't rea I i ze it, but we wou I d ta ke cre­
mations in a sack. In fact, It would be easier that way." But the 
"memorial counselors" don't exactly go out of their way to disuade 
people from buying an expensive casket for cremations. The caskets 
have to be Junked after one usage. In only two of the 145 cremations 
at Metairie Cemetery in the last two years, has the process been done 
without a casket. One of the extra "services" due to cremation (of 
course needing an extra charge) is the pulverizing of remains and then 
go i ng over them with a magnet "so that no na i I s or nuts or bo Its wi I I 
remain in the ashes to disturb the loved ones."36 

Of the 40-some odd cemeteries in the New Orleans area, the most 
recent ones typ i fy what B i I I Vii nn of New Or leans "Cour i er" ca I I s the 
"Forest Lawn Syndrome." He cites Westlawn t-1emorial Park in Gretna and 
the Garden of r.1emories rlemorial Park and Mausoleum on Airl ine Highway 
as examples. They "create the illusion that no one is really dead at 
al I," that the dead are only "slumbering." The vast tracts with low 
marked graves give a peaceful meadow-like effect. Dotting the land­
scape are "features" or statues, and "there Is almost always a Baby 
Land for the burial of infants, a secluded little spot with a statue 
of a child." There Is invariably a mausoleum, several stories high 
"resembling a miniature Pentagon or a bank vault from a distance."37 

Winr: says, "the simi larity to a bank vault is appropriate, for 
this is the money-making center of the whole." Some say the mausoleum 
type burial is the solution to overcrowded burial grounds of New Orleans, 
but If the "memorial counselors" can persuade the people of New Orleans 
to abandon the habit of multiple vault burial, the "mausoleum boosters" 
will be In for an immense fortune. 

Most of the sel ling In cemeteries is now on a "pre-need" basis. 

Credit terms and "layaway" plans are available and for a service, an 

$85 down-payment with 100 months to Day may be arranged at Westlawn. 

The sexton fee that was $3 at Girod Street Cemetery, has now been re­

placed by an interment fee--$85 at Westlawn and $Ii5 if It Is on the 

weekend. "The sexton fee at Garden of ~"emoiries is $110 for In-ground 

burials ($125 on weekends) and $50 in a crypt. n38 The charges, at 

Garden of Memories, for Interment in the mausoleum are $2,390 for the 

first level, $2,590 on the "heart" level, to $2,090 on the top. These 

prices are for double crypts. 


The conventional marble tombstone Is being phased out by flat 
bronze grave markers with removable vases at Garden of Memories. The 
removable vase makes grass cutting easler, whIch means less money for 
upkeep from the Perpetual Care fund, now required by the State of 
Louisiana. 10$ of the original charge must be put back for a Perpetual 
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Care fund. 39 

Metairie Cemetery Is one of the most expensive and prestigious 
cemeteries of the city. Single burial lots start at $500 In Metairie, 
but a 12 x 12 plot for two burials enclosed with a granite coping 
costs $3,650. Many private tombs In t·4etairle are valued at SIOO,OO() 
and one Is being planned for $250,000. Metairie Cemetery also has a 
mausoleum and an urn garden, where the remains of cremated loved ones 
are kept In urns which may top out at S180. The patch or ground In 
the garden for the urn costs $200. 40 

Winn says, "almost no one can afford to die anymore." 

The cemetery picture has changed quite a lot in the New Orleans 
area. But. native New Orleantans are tightly holding on to their burial 
customs as newcomers bring In an atmosphere of conformity and contem­
porary practice. Several trends are evident over the years. 

The criteria for location of cemeteries has changed somewhat. 
t~everthe less, Iocat ion is an important factor. Beforeeff i c i ent 
drainage, cemeteries had to be established on high ground and at 
least several hundred yards from the city due to the prevalent bel ief 
that miasmas from cadavers caused disease plagues. The miasma ques­
tion was answered, however, in 1878 when the dreaded epidemic started 
in the First District, which had only one cemetery, and the plague 
centered in an area more than a mi Ie from it. This served to relieve 
most people of al I doubts. 41 With the Improvements In drainage, the 
worry of selecting a spot prone to flooding is no longer prevalent. 
Realtors simply find an undeveloped location and then commence to 
construct a cemetery. There should be no more floodlnq Girod Street 
Cemeter i es • 

Through New Orleans interments in particular cemeteries, we may 
be able to trace the percentages of certain qroups in the city's 
populace at various times. The St. Peter Street Cemetery was entirely 
Creole, whl Ie st. Louis No. I contained a few Americans, some Pol ish. 
The Girod Street Cemetery contained a large number of Protestant 
Americans, mt.rroring their entry into New Orleans in the early 1800's. 
With t~etairte Cemetery, we see the mixture of more people of various 
ethnic groups which serves as a creditable measuring device for the 
continuing influx of al I groups to New Orlenas in recent years. 

The number of Church affi I iated cemeteries have decl inod tremen­
dously In recent years. They are being ohasod out by private firms 
and joint stock cemetery associations. This reflects the "business 
efficiency" Image in virtually all fields of American endeavor of the 
20th century. 

The New Orleans cemeteries sti I I point out one fact--that of 
racial segregation. But this seems to be a Mutual preference of both 
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Whites and Negroes. "Black people just don't seem to feel at home 
in the white funeral establishments," says Joseph Mfsshore head of 
Gertrude Gedd I s WII I Is Funera I Home. 42 In 1960, t~egroes had had three 
cemeteries of their own In New Orleans: Holt, ~t. Olivet, and Provi­
dence. In some of the old burial grounds, there was no race distinc­
tion. In other cases it was very evldent. 43 The Negnoes had a 
separate cemetery behind the protestant section of st. Louis No. I. 
In the instance of Girod Street Cemetery, the white faml I ies removed 
their deceased relatIves when Negroes buried there increasingly in 
the latter 1800's. There was a distinct color line. 

i'>1ost New Orleans cemeteries, excepting t-1etalrie and Greenwood, 
are sma I I compared to cemeteries in most urban American communities. 
The average size Is from I 1/2 to 4 acres which Is probably a reason 
for the large number of them. There are over 40 cemeteries in the 
New Orleans area. 44 

The types of monuments In a cemetery can be used as a guideline 
of economic status. This was already prevalent in early New Orleans 
as most fashionable New Orlean fans passed up Girod Street Cemetery 
and St. Louis No. I to inter their relatIves In the other St. Louis 
Cemeteries or one of the newer cemeteries. 

In early New Orleans, cemeteries were established because the 
older one was becoming fll led, i.e., only out of necessity. These 
were regulated usual Iy.by the local Church e.g. St. Louis Cathedral 
or Christ Church (Girod Street Cemetery). But as time progresses, 
cemeteries are established by various groups other than Churches such 
as the Cypress Grove Cemetery, which was established by the Volunteer 
Firemen's Association. Later stll I, as wIth Metairie, cemeteries 
are established for private profit. 

What happens to the dec I Ining cemetery? Most wll I persist, 

immemorial to future generations. The practice of razing a cemetery, 

such as Girod Street, or St. Peter Street, has become unpopular in 

recent years. But this practice may resurface as space becomes more 

and more limited In urban areas. Only time wll I remain to tel I us 

of the efflclenty of the present day Perpetual Care plans, which have 

been designed to provide upkeep for cemetery grounds forever. But 

what happens when the funds are depleted? We wll I just have to wait 

and see. 


The upkeep of New Orleans cemeteries has been greatly aided by 

the Louisiana statute which forces cemetery directors to keep back 

10~ of charges for perpetual care funds. So now there isn't as much 

danger of a cemetery, such as Girod Street Cemetery, .declining because 

of inadequate upkeep. 


The economics of the cemetery? The monetary costs wll I, of course, 
fluctuate with the economy. The hard-nosed promotion and sel I In9 tactics 
of "memorial counselors" have transformed the cemetery business into one 
comparable to the automobile business. With the cemetery business these 
days', the extravagance of the Ind i v I dua I I s the I 1mit. 

http:evldent.43
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