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ABSTRACT

This Is a study of the llfe and career of Douglas
Southall Freeman (1886-1953>, whose careful schedul ing of
every minute of every day allowed him to pursue two
full-time careers - one as a hilstorian 2nd one as editor of
a major daily newspaper. In both occupations his views were
shaped by the traditional values he acquired in his youth --
rellglous convictlion, reverence for heroes, devotion to
duty, self-control, fortitude, lndustry, thrift.

Growing up in Virginia during the era of the
Confederate celebratlon, Freeman came to admire one hero
above all others -- Robert E. Lee, 2 man whose character
best exemplified his own moral values. 1In his Pulitzer
prize-winning biography, R, E. Lee. he painted a vivid
portrait of a moral hero. He followed up Lee with a
study of the high command of the Army of Northern Virginia.
Lee’s Lieutenants was his personaf favorite among his books
and represented his contribution to the training of a new
generation of American soldiers. His last major historical

work, Crorge Waghinaton never achieved quite the level of

acclaim from elther the reading public or the critics that
Lee and Lee’s Lieutenants did, but it constituted another
monumental portrait of a moral hero for Amer!cans.

In 1915 Freeman became editur of the Richmond News
Leader, a position he held for 34 vears. In state politics

il
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he was an lndependent Democrat who consistently, if
cautlously, opposed Virginla‘’s political machine. In
national politlcs he considered himself to be a liberal for
the first two decades of his editorship. By his own
definltion of the term, he was perhaps a llfe-long lliberal,
but after 1935 his lnslstence on flscal conservatlism and
limited federal power no longer placed him in the liberal
camp. Despite his growing opposition to the tax and spend
policles of the New Deal, he endorsed each of Franklin
Roosevelt’s blds for re-election, primarily because he
trusted FDR’s experienced hand in guiding the nation’s
forelgn policy. He soon lost faith In Roosevelt’s
successor, Harry Truman, and openly endorsed Republican

Dwlght Elsenhower for President in 1952. -

iv
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CHAPTER I
THE FAITH OF THE FATHERS

The flrst crimson streaks of dawn were breaking through
the eastern sky over Petersburg, Virginia as the young
Confederate soldler nodded on the flire-step of the trench.
Private Walker Burford Freeman of the 34th Virginlia
Infantry, Wise’s Brigade, was on watch rellief this
penultimate day of July, 1864. As he looked sleepily to the
north, an enormous explosion suddenly shattered the morning
calm. He watched as "a great column of earth shot up like a
huge water spout, and finally at the top, breaking asunder
as It were, showed a tremendous mountain of smoke, with
tongues of fire licking out, and fell back to earth." Union
troops, in a daring attempt to achieve a major penetration
of the Southern defenses, had detonated a mine underneath a
portion of the Confederate line and were now rushing into
the crater formed by the explosion. Walker Freeman was
proud of the manner in which hls veteran comrades of the
Army of Northern Virginia quickly rallled from their initlal
shock. Wwith the ald of artlllery, they kept the
disorganized attackers at bay until later in the morning
when General Willlam Mahone’s Division launched a

counterattack that repaired the ruptured llne and ended the
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"Battle of the Crater."!

Thirty-nine yvears later another young Virginian looked
on with pride as Mahone’s men again charged the Crater.
Walker Freeman’s 17-vear-old son, Douglas Southall Freeman,
had accompanied his father, as he often did, to a reunion of
Confederate veterans. This reunion of the men of Mahone’s
Division on November 6, 1903 culminated in a re-enactment of
the Battle of the Crater. The festivities prior to the
re-enactment were typical of the eventus assocliated with what
Gaines M. Foster has styled the celebration of the
Confederacy. The City of Petersburg took a holiday for a
festival that featured a parade of veterans. A Richmond
newspaperman remarked that the Cockade City "did herself
proud" and noted that if there were a bullding along the
line of march that was not decorated, "it was so hidden by
the vards of bunting and dozens of flags about (t. that its
so’ itary shame could not be seen.” About 2,500 men marched
in the parade, which commenced shortly after noon. Leading
the column were mounted police and a platoon of police on
foot, followed by the chief marshal and his staff. Then
came various Virginia militlia units with their bands and the

- different camps of the United Confederate Veterans, led by
the R. E. Lee Camp of Richmond. The Petersburg Fire

Department brought up the rear. As the throng of sgpectators

iWalker B. Freeman, "Memoirs of Walker Burford Freeman,
1843-1935" (typed MS), Virginia Historical Society, 42-43.
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cheered the marchers, the veterans of Mhahone’s Brigade
Stopped at the residence of General Mahone’s wldow in order
to pay their respects to that lady and her family as well as
to the widow and family of Colonel Daniel Welsiger, the
officer who had led theilr gallant charge almost 40 years
before. After lunch, a stirring speech and a praver, 20,000
people gathered on the field of the Crater for the
re-enactment. While the militia simulated musketry and
artillery fire, the veterans began running up the hill
toward the Crater. "But," observed the Richmond
correspondent, "their running days were over. . . .
Thirty-nine years had passed and they were now content to
take the redoubt in peace, and were as reluctant to run
to-day as were the Yankees to meet them when real Yankees
were there." Although a few hardy souls ran all the way to
the rim of the Crater, most completed the "charge" at a
walk.=

Douglas Freeman was deeply moved by the sight of these
old men as they climbed the slope. Afterward he saw some of
them in front of a Petersburg hotel "and observed that a few
were lame and some were blind and they all were not far from
the end of their course." He thought to himself "that 1f
nobody wrote the history of that great army, those men would

be cheated of their place in history," and it was then that

2Caines M. Foster, Ghogsts of the Confederacy: Defeat. the
t o
(New York, 1987>; Richmond Times-Digpatch, Nov. 7, 1903.
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he resolved to write the story.®

The months following the Battle of the Crater had a
dramatic lmpact on Walker Freeman’s llfe and, through him,
on the life of his son Douglas. Although battling a severe
cagse of malaria, Private Freeman served through the siege of
Petersburg without a single day’s absence from duty. During
this period of agonlzing trench warfare he flrst encountered
that "great and good man," Qeneral Robert Edward Lee.
Freeman was walking with a comrade on the Baxter Road when
they met the General, mounted on Traveller. Lee drew rein
and inquired how the men were getting along iIn the trenches.
“He was cordlial In his greeting," Freeman recalled, "andl
remarked that he hoped we were not suffering severe
discomforts." At Farmville, during the retreat from
Petersburg in April of 1865, the young private again had a
close encounter with his beloved commander. Freeman was
almost within arm’s reach of General Lee and “noticed that
he was very careful not to ride over, or up against, any of

Pl oY
il

men.,"<

W

Walker Freeman’s life-long reverence for General Lee
was matched only by his admiration of and affection for the
men of his own company. He called them "the very best

fellows who ever lived" and belleved that they “proved

2Douglas S. Freeman (DSF) to Loulis V. Nalsawald, July 2,
1946, Douglas Southall Freeman Papers, Library of Congress
(cited hereafter as DSFP-LC)>, Box 71.

“DSF, typed statement, Feb. 9, 1935, DSFP-LC, Box 22;
Walker B. Freeman, "Memcirs," 44, 49.
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themselves to be true heroes.'" Though he admitted "there
were some black sheep," he thought “they seemed to do as
well as you could have expected of them." He "loved every
one" of his comrades and was with them to the end at
Appomattox, when the men of the 34th Virginlia tore up their
battleflag and distributed its fragments rather than permit
its surrender.®
The 21-year-old Freaman made the short trip from

Appomattox to his hcome in Bedford County armed with a
philosophy of life that one of hies sons later described as
"a philosophy of optimism, of equanimity, with Just a
traclel of stoicism toward the things of 1lfe as they affect
yourself." Although he did not "regard war as a necessary
thing, or in any sense a good thing" and thought that
“General Sherman’s definition of it is true," Freeman
acknowledged that the Civil War had been a valuable
experience for him:

First of all it turned my thoughts to God In

remembrance of the many mercles he had

bestowed [In bringing me safely through the

countless dangers through which I had come.

Then I thought how it had disciplined my life

as it probably could never otherwise have been

done. 1 had learned the law of obedience and

could now see Its momentous importance, Jjust

as my parents had tried to teach me. I had

learned the habits of promptness in

acknowledglng responsibility, and had been

trained to respond without hesitatlion or

mental reservation to the call! of duty. I had
gained a healthful knowledge and a profound

=lbid., 20; Clipping, unldentified newspaper, [1925],
DSFP-LC, Box 4.
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admiration for the meaning of patriotism....
We loved the Confederacy. I had galned in
physical strength and manhood. . . . Finally
it had given me a self confldence that I
believe I could never have had. . . . I was
sure that I could never have a harder time
than I had had. Hunger, fatlgue,
disappolintment I had had; none of these things
had any terrors for me.*

In many respects Walker Freeman’s wartime experlences
served to reaffirm and strengthen bellefs long held by.the
Freeman family. He was descended on his father’s side from
a long line of ploneer preachers. His earllest American
ancestor on the paternal side was Edmond Freeman, who left
Eng!and for Massachusetts about 1625. The first of Edmond’s
descendants to settle in Virginia was Rev. James Freeman,
who moved to Bedford County in the 1740s. Hls son was also
named James and alsgsc became a Baptist minister. Richard
Freeman (1780-1852), the third generation of the family to
live in Bedford County, did some preaching and farmed near
the Meadows of Goose Creek. He married Catherine Hurt,
daughter of Garland Hurt of Bedford. Richard and
Catherine’s eldest chliid, Garland Hurt Freeman (1809-1857),
married twice, the second time to Thermuthis Burford of
Amherst County. In Garland Freeman were combined the
traditional family characteristics of plety, dedlcaflon to

work and a subtle sense of humor. He was an able farmer and

long a justice of the peace. To a descendant Garland

<Allen W. Freeman to Walker B. Freeman, Aug. 26,
1920, DSFP-LC, Box 121; Walker B. Freeman, "Memoirs,"
53.
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Freeman exemplified the famlly’s "persistent puritanism."
The Freemans "adhered to puritanical ldeals with a tenacity"
despite the marrlage of successive generations to women with
less stern Virginla traditions. Garland Freeman’s wife
Thermuthls, for example, was descended from the Rucker,
Duval and Tucker famillies.?

Garland’s son Walker also married Into the more relaxed
Virginia tradition. Leaving the disordered famlily tobacco
farm in 1867, he moved to the nearby town of Lynchburg.
There he engage& in the wholesale grocery business. One day
two women came into the store soliciting contributions for
Baptist church work. The younger of the two, Bettie Allen
Hamner, "was not qulte twenty, but perfect iIn face, fashion
and form." Walker gave the dollar requested, even though |t
was "about three times as much as he could afford." After
the ladies had left, his partner asked him: "How could you
possibly give that much?" He replied: "Well, you see that
girl -- I’m golng to marry her." Waiker and Bettle became
better acquainted by appearing together in a rhurch drama,
and soon afterward he began boarding with Bettie’s mother.
On January 8, 1874, Walker Freeman made gr~d his vow and

married Bettie Hamner. Bettle, born in Appomattox County in

“Ibid., 1-2; DSF, typed statement, Feb. 9, 1935, DSFP-LC,
Box 22; DSF, *"Something of the Freeman Family® (typed MS,
Aug. 6, 1908), DSFP-LC, Box 22; Anne B. Freeman, *The
Bedford Freemans: A Puritan Family in Virginia," quoted In
John Lewis Gignilliat, "The Thought of Douglas Southall
Freeman" (Ph.D. dissertation, University of
Wisconsin-Madison, 1968), 4, 6.
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1853, was the daughter of James Southall and Mary Chambers
Hamner. She had wlde relations among the Allen, Watson,
Ballard and Southall families of Midland Virginia. A
granddaughter commented: "She was of old, old Virginia stock
in which there was not a touch of puritanism," and, in fact,
her father "despised purltans and their ways."®

Douglas Southall Freeman was the final product of thils
blend of Puritan and Cavaller. Walker and Bettle were
already the parents of three sons when Douglas was born on
Sunday morning, May i6, 1886. He later remarked in jest
that "I was meant to be a girl, my mother thought, and I had
a hard job as a youngster proving that I was a boy rather
than a girl but in the end, I think, she was satisfied."®

Douglias” arrival colnclded with a downturn in the
family’s economic fortunes. 1In 1880 Walker Freeman
established W. B. Freeman Dry Goods and added a shoe
department soon afterwarcds. When he realized that the shoe
department was prospering nicely at the same time that he
was losing money on his retail dry goods operation, he sold
his business, rented another store and ordered a stock of
shoes. However, the purchasers of hls dry goods business

. defaulted on thelr payment., and before he sold a single pailr

SDSF, "Something of the Freeman Family"; Mary Tyler
Freeman Cheek, "Reflections," Virainia Magazine of History
and Blography (Jan., 1986), 25; Anne B. Freeman, "The
Bedford Freemans," quoted in Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF,"
21.

®DSF to Mrs. Wiltliam P. Danforth, Dec. 29, 1952, DSFP-LC,
Box 110.
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of shoes, Walker Freeman was bankrupt. Desperate to support
his famlly, he took a bookkeeping position with a wholesale
shoe company. Shortly after the birth of Douglas, the
family left their brick home on upper Main Street and moved
in with a widowed relative of Mrs. Freeman. Fortunately, In
February of 1887, Walker Freeman landecd a job as general
agent for the New York Life Insurance Company. He was to
hold this position until his death In 1935. Although it was
never to make him wealthy, It was to provide a secure income
for his famlly and offer his four sons opportunities that he
had never enjoyvyed himself.?®®°

Walker Freceman’s Puritan faith, with its emphasis on
trust iIn God and the value of hard work, saw him through war
and economic hardship and served as an example to his sons.
Although his wife came from a famlly with dlfferent
traditlions, Bettie Freeman was also a devout and actlve
Christian. Her son Allen Welr Freeman recalled that his
mother’s rellgious bellef was "deep and real and was
exhibited in everything she did or said, but she was not
bigoted or Intoierant. Her rellgion was her rule of life
rather than the profession of a particular set of beliefs."
Not surprisingly, then, religion played a key role in the

life of the Freeman family. Walker Freeman became a deacon

i°Walker B. Freeman, "Memoirs," 58; Allen W. Freeman, "My
Brother Douglas' (handwritten MS, 1953). DSFP-LC, Box 120,
pp. 4-5; DSF, typed statement, Feb. 9, 1935, DSFP-LC, Box

22.
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10
in Lynchburg’s First Baptist Church and also served as
superintendent of the Sunday school. Both he and his wife
taught Sunday school classes, while thelr boys attended
classes for thelr proper age group. The family then came
together for worshlp at the preaching service. Though there
was generally no family prayer service or Bible reading on
Sunday afternoon, all sports were forbldden except for a
walk, usually with Grandfather Hamner. The youngsters were
excused from Sunday evening services. As the youngest
chlild, Douglas was especially clogse to his pearents and was
perhaps more strongly influenced by their religlous values
than were the other boys. While Bettie Freeman was pregnant
with Douglas, she heard the evangelist Dwight Moody preach
in Lynchburg. Inspired, she determined that if her child
were a beoy he would become a minister. By the time Douglas
was four or flve years old, Bettle and Aunt Mary (hls
"“mammy" ) had him standing on a kltchen chalr preaching
"sermons" agalnst the evils of liquor and tobacco.?*?

Next to a strong religlous faith, the most pervasive
influence In the Freeman famlly was remembrance of the
Confederacy. As a small boy in Lynchburg, Douglas could
have sat on the knee of one of Lee’s lleutenants, for one of
the town’s most prominent clitlzens was General Jubal

Anderson Early. Yet when young Douglas saw the General

113allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 7, 12-13; Cheek,
"Reflections," 38.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



approaching, he crossed to the other side of the street.
His brothers had told him that the crusty old bachelor ate
little boys for breakfast, and one loolk at the
tobacco-chewing "0ld Jube" must have been convincing proof.
Perhaps it was Just‘as well that Douglas passed up his
chance to meet Early, for the General, "unpardoned,
unrepentant, unreconstructed," represented a dlfferent
attitude toward Confederate defeat than that which prevailed
in the Freeman household.'=

While Walker Freeman’s road from Appomattox to
Lynchburg ran through the famlily tobacco farm, Jubal Early’s
took a winding path of self-imposed exllie in Mexico, Cuba
and Canada. In 1869 Early resumed the practlce of law in
Lynchburg, but he devoted much of his time to bitter
denunciations of Yankees, blacks and, above all,
Southerners, such as James Longstreet, who had "deserted"
the Lost Cause by urglng sectional reconclillation. In the
18708 he emerged as the leader of a coalition of Virginia
groups that attempted to define and control the Confederate
tradition. Early and his fellow Virginlans, working largely
through the Southern Historical Soclety, developed an
interpretation of the war which emphasized that secession

was a constitutlonal act, that slavery was not the cause of

*=2Pocahontas Wight Edmunds, Virginians Qut Front
(Richmond, 1972), 382; Mary Tyler Freeman Cheek, "Love of a

Lifetime: Douglas Socuthall Freeman and the Writing of R, E.
Lee," talk before the Civil War Round Table of Rlchmond,
Va., Sept. 12, 1985.
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the conflict, that the Soufh lost only because of the
North’s overwhelming numbers and resources and General
Longstreet’s failure at a critical moment of the decisive
Battle of Gettysburg, and that the Confederacy produced
matchless military heroes iIn Stonewall Jackson and, above
all, Robert E. Lee. These points became generally accepted
parts of the Confederate tradition, but most Southerners
rejected the efforts of Early and his comrades to keep'allve
the pas=zivns of the war and revitalize the Confederate past.
By the mid-1880s a majorlty of Southerners had come to terms
with defeat and accepted reunion with the North even while
celebrating the Confederacy. Walker Freeman’s views
accorded much more closely with those of the men who led the
Confederate celebration than with those of Early and the
Virginia coalition, and he became an active and enthusiastic
participant in tiie celebration.*®

Walker had fond memories of life on the farm in the
days before the war. He recalled the beauty of its setting,
with the Blue Ridge "near enough to be plainly visible, and
yet far enough to glve the coloring and contour a dreamy
tint that lulls one intc thoughts of the almightiness of God
and the wonders of Hlis handiwork." The farm of 301 acres,
including woodland, "was of the middle class" and was

“gufficlent for the ample maintenance of a large family in a

t=Millard Kessler Bushong, Old Jube: A Biographv of
General Jubal A. Early (Boyce, Va., 1955), 284-99; Foster,
Ghogts of the Confederacy, 47-63.
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style of living that was in keeping with thelr standing in
good socléty, and also to provide for thg education of the
children." When Walker returned years later to find the
once carefully cultivated fields "grown up In forest, or
wrapt In jungle," he must have felt a twinge of sadness.
Yet, characteristically, he was philosophicai: "Nature works
out its immutable plans regardless of us mortals." And
unlike Early and the other leaders of the Confederate
revitalization movement, he never sought a return to the
past. In later years he expressed satisfactlon that he was
not like those who regretted that things were not as they
used to be: "Evervything has lmproved thank God, materially,
educationally, morally and religlously. These are the best
times I ever saw, and I thank God."*<

He had unpleasant recollections of the Reconstruction
period. His resentment of Northern military rule was no
doubt compounded by a personal encounter with an officer of
the occupation forces whom he suspected of seeking to secure
a bribe. He cited this officer as an example of "the class
of men who were administering “Jjustice’ in those dark days."
These memories of postbellum Radical Republican rule made
him a confirmed Democrat in politics, but they did not

translate into the bltter denunclation of Northerners that

t2Walker B. Freeman, "Memolirs," 1, 11, 14; Walker B.
Freeman to DSF, May 6, 1905, Douglas Southall Freeman
Collection, Speclal Collections, Milton S. Eisenhower
Library, The Johns Hopkins Unlversity (hereafter clited as
DSFC-JHU)>.
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14
was characteristic of Early and the Virginlia coalition. An
admonition that he later gave to his son Douglas typified
his attitude toward hls former foes:

Never depreclate the adversary. What honor

was there for a Confederate, i1f he was

supposed to be fighting a coward? They were

not cowardsg, those men of the North. Indeed,

there never was a greater army In the worid

than the Army of the Potomac, save one, which

modesty forbids me to mentlon.:=

Similarly, Walker Freeman also rejected the bitter
anti-black attitudes of Early and his followers. Though
certainly not a raclial liberal by modern standardgg his
attitude toward blacks was one of benevolent paternalism.
He recalled the life of the Negro on his father’s farm as "a
most happy one" that was “absblute]y free from care." He
maintained that the slaves’ "wants were all provided for,
and they had the protection and sympathy of the owners."
Yet despite this view of glavery as a beniagn institution, he
"always regarded slavery as a curse" and conslidered its
abolitioﬁ as "one of the happy outcomes of the war between
the states."'<
A strong relliglous belief steeled by civil war and

economic distress, a reverence for the Confederacy and its

 heroes, especially Robert E. Lee and the Army of Northern

Virginia, and an acceptance of the war‘s outcome with no

*SWalker B. Freeman, "Memoirs," 55; Gignilliat,
"Thought of DSF," 16; DSF, "An Address! [before the
Civil War Round Tablgs of Richmond and Chlicagc, May

7, 19531, Clvii War Higtory (March, 1955), 14,

1<Walker B. Freeman, "Memoirs," 13.
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bitterness toward Northerners or blacks and with optimism:
for the future cf the reunlted nation -- these were the
fundamentalis of the faith Walker Freeman taught his sons.
Throughout his life, Douglas Fieeman acknowledged the great
influence of his father. Douglas called him one of the
three men to whom he owed "more for my bent ln formative
vears than to any others." There can be little doubt that
his father’s lInfluence was greatest of all. "I do not know
why It 1Is," Douglas once wrote of Walker, "but the older I
get the more does his influence on me become. More do I owe
to him than I realize now or ever will realize." He usually
noted his father’s birthday In his dlary. "Nobody will ever
know how much of my best self I owe him," he wrote on the
centennial of Walker’s birth. Two years later Douglas
Freeman penned perhaps his most succlinct acknowledgment of
his father’s influence on his own llfe and work: "My father:

I have tried to keep the faith!":”

1?Dlary of DSF, Aug. 22, 1948, Aug. 28, 1943 and Aug. 28,
1945, DSFP-LC; DSF to James Douglas Freeman, Aug. 28, 1945,
DSFP-LC, Box 61.
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CHAPTER I1I
A RICHMOND BOYHOOD

Five-year-old Douglas Freeman stared out of the coach
in wide-eyed wonderment as the train steamed across the
bridge spanning the James River. Before him lay the City of
Richmond, proud capital of the Commonwealth of Virginia and
once capital of the Contederate States of America. It was
March, 1892, and Walker Freeman, with hls busliness expanding
in eastern Virginla, was mcving his family to the city he
had fought to defend 30 years before. When the Freemans
arrived at their new residence at Mrs. Hunter’s boarding
house at Tenth and Capitol Streets, Walker showed Douglas
the grecat monument to George Washington across the street in
Capitol Square. The small boy marveled at the size of man
and horse. Indeed, he marveled at everythling in thls city
that was to be his home ever after and was to do much to
shape his life and career.?

To the experienced eyes of the novelist Henry James,
who vislited Richmond a few vears after the Freemans’
arrival, the city seemed '"gsimply blank and vold.* James
understood the South’s psychologlcal need to come to terms
with defeat: "The collapse of the old order, the humiliation

of defeat, the bereavement and bankruptcy involved,

1DSF to Bettle Freeman, May 8, 1905, DSFC-JHU; Walker B.
Freeman, "Memoirs," 58; DSF, typed statement, Feb. ¢, 1935,
DSFP-LC, Box 22.
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represented, with lIts obscure miseries and tragedies, the
soclal revolution the most unrecorded and undepicted, In
proportion to its magnitude, that ever was; so that this
reversion of the starved spirit to the things of the heroic
age, the four epic years, is a definlte socothing sailve.*
What bothered James about Richmond was the lack of beauty
and slgniflcance In the city’s celebration of Its *heroic
age." As he toured Richmond’s Confederate shrines, James
was struck by their "triviallization of history* and
"inaccessibility to legend.” He was particularly appalled
by the Museum of the Confederacy, locaped In the former
Confederate White House. *It fills the whole large house

. . and one assuredly feels, in passing from room to room,
that, up and down the South, no equal area can so offer
itself as sacred ground," he wrote. “Tragicatlly,
indescribably sanctified, these documentary chambers that
contained, so far as 1 remember, not a singie object of
beauty, scarce one in fact that was not altogether ugly (so
void they were of intrinsic charm), and that spoke only of
the absence of means and of taste, of communication and
resource." The museum’s “sorry obJects" brought home the
low esthetic level of the Confederate celebration. James
noted that "the social reveolution had begotten neilther song
nor story -- only, for llterature, two or three blographies
of soldiers, written in other countries, and only, for

music, the welrd chants of the emancipated blacks." James

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.
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observed in Richmond only two thlngs of beauty. One was the
"little old lady" who recelved him at the Confederate
Museum, "a person soft-volced, graclious, melllfluous,
perfect for her functlon . . . with her perfectly
‘gectional’ good manners, and that punctuallty and fellicity,
that inimitablility . . . of the South in her." The other
was the equestrian statue of Robert E. Lee on Monument
Avenue. Yet even the Lee monument evoked iIn James thoughts
of the esthetic poverty of Richmond:

I felt brought round agalin to meeting my first

surprise, to solving the riddle of the

istoric poverty of Richmond. It is the

poverty that jg, exactly, higstoric: once take
it for that and it puts on vividness. The

condition attested is the condition -- or, as
may be, one of the later, fainter, weaker
stages -~ of having worshipped false gods. As

I looked back, before leaving it, at Lee’s

stranded, bereft lmage, which time and

fortune have so cheated of half the

signiflcance, and so, I think, of half the

dignity, of great memorials, I recognized

something more than the melancholy of a lost

cauge. The whole infellicity speaks of a cause

that could never have been gained.=

Yet Henry James’s critical eye saw only the material

objects associated with the Confederate celebratlion. It was
the celebration’s ritual activities that gave it much of its
meaning for impressionable young Douglas Freeman. In fin de
siecle Richmond, these activities consisted primarily of
funerais of promlinent Confederates, the dedication of

statues cf Confederate greats and reunlons of Confederate

ZHenry James, The American Scepne (London, 1907,
383-87, 394.
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veterans..

One of Douglas’ earliest memories was of the
reinterment of the body of Jefferson Davis In Hollywood
Cemetery in May, 1893. The train bearing Davis’ body from
New Orleans arrived in Richmond about one o’‘clock in the
morning. A procession of veterans and townspeople escorted
the body by torchlight from the train statlon to the
capltol, where Davis Qas to lle In state before interment in
Holiywood. Little Douglas viewed the scene from the
boarding house across the street and heard the Stonewall
Band of Staunton playing "How Firm a Foundation."®

The dedicaticn of the Lee statue took place two years
before the Freemans moved to Richmond. Although grander
than subsequent unveilings, it set the pattern for such
occasions. When the statue, sculpted in Paris, arrived in
Richmond in four sections, more than 9,000 citizens helped
pull the crates from the Elba Statlon to the slte chosen for
the monument at Franklin and Allen Streets. Women and
children joined In and pulled two of the crates themselves.
The unvellling ceremonies were held three weeks later on May
29, 1890. Events began with a parade that included 15,000
to 20,000 people ahd stretched for four miles. Chief
marshal Fltzhugh Lee halted the procession at the monument,

and the ceremonies commenced with praver and the playlng of

3DSF, address at thé unvelling of the bust of Jefferson
Davis in the House of Delegates, Richmond, Va., June 25,
1952 (typed MS)>, DSFP-LC, Box 242, p. 10.
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“Dixie." Colonel Archer Anderson then dellvered the
dedicatory address, &at the conclusion of which General
Joseph Eggleston Jchnston stepped forward and unveiled the
statue. As the crowd of over 100,000 people cheered
enthusiastically and cannons roared In salute, a great sham
battle erupted between the cavalry and Infantry in the
nearby fields.*®

The dedication of the Lee monument was the occasion for
Richmond’s flrst reunion of the United Confederate Veterans.
This organization., formed in 1899, took control! of the
Confederate tradition during the next decade and attracted
widespread support from veterans of all soclal classes.
Richmond hocsted a huge UCV reﬁnion in 1896. A crowd
estimated at 100,000 clogged the city’s streets and filied
all available housing accommodations. In addition to the
UCV reunions, there were numerous reunions of Individual
units. such as that of Mahone’s Division in Petersburg in
1903."

These reunions left a lasting impression on Douglas
Freeman, whose father took an increasingly active role in
veterans’ affalrs. Douglas later noted that his father’s

. greatest interest during the 43 years of his residence In

Richmond "was in the history of the Confederacy and in the

“Foster, Ghosts of the Confederacy, 100-1; Michael B.

Chesson, Richmond After the War, 1865-1890 (Richmond, 1981>,
205.
“Foster, Ghos o) e Confederacy, 133.
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care of lts survivors." Walker Freeman "read widely, wrote
frequently and spoke often on Confederate themes." He
Jolned the R. E. Lee Camp of the United Confederate
Veterans, served for many vears as its treasurer and was
later chosen commander. He also served as vice-president of
the board of the Lee Camp Soldlers’ dHome. In the national
UCV organization, he eventually held nearly all offices from
that of adjutant of the Virginla division to that of
commander-in-chief. VWhen his term as natlonal commander
expired, he was named honorary commander-in-chief for life.
Douglas’ mether alsc took an active part In the Confederate
celebration as a member of both the United Daughters of the
Confederacy and the Confederate Memorliai Literary Society.=
If the intimate association of his family with the
activities of the Confederate celebration gave the
Confederate tradition a special significance for Douglas
Freeman, his Richmond schooling served to buttress it.
Douglas received his first formal education at a
kindergarten run by Miss Slzer Roberts at her reslidence on
Cary Street, near the Freemans’ new home at 11 South Third
Street. After leaving "Miss Sy‘s," he was enrolled in
McGuire’s Universlity School for Boys, which was iocated on
the second floor of a bullding housing a first-floor grocery

store and restaurant. The school’s headmaster, Jchn Peyton

=<DSF, typed statement, Feb. ¢, 1935, DSFP-LC, Box 22:
Bettle Freeman to DSF, Oct. i, 1905, DSFC-~JHU.
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McGuire, was the second of the triumvirate whom Douglas
Freeman credited with influencling his development most.
“The Boss," as4McGu1re was known to his students, opened his
school in 1866. He had been an Instructor in the
Confederate Naval Academy, and, according to Douglas
Freeman, "Richmond boys always felt that Mr. McGuire had
leaped from the deck of the slnklng Patrick Henry to his
seat behind the desk of his own school. A contlinuity of
Confederate tradition, If not of academic life, there
assuredly was at McGulre’s.* The headmaster’s enthusiasm
for the Confederacy occasionally worked to the practical
advantage of the students. Especlially on Friday afternoons,
the boys always did their best to get Mr. McGuire to talk
about the Confederacy "because they knew that if he began he
would become so stirred emotionally that he would not “keep
in“ the delinquents of the day." On Lee’s birthday and on
Memorial Day, "all the blackboards at McGuire’s would be
covered with chalked appeals for a holiday, but, In full
understanding of thelr master’s sentiments, the boys always
wrote the word “holyday.”"”

As wlth Walker Freeman, John Peyton McGuire’s reverence
for the Confederacy was exceeded only by hls strong

religious falth. He had conslidered becoming a minister

“Edmunds, Virgainjans Qut Fropt, 382; Allen W. Freeman,
"My Brother Douglas, 9; Dlary of DSF, Aug. 22, 1948,
DSFP-LC; Richmond News Leader (cited hereafter as NL>, June
8. 1942; DSF. "John Stewart Bryan" (typed MS, 1947),
Virginla Historical Society, 143.
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rather than a teacher, but, as Douglas Freeman later
remarked, "if he could have foreseen the Influence he was to
exert on the character as well as on the minds of boys, he
would not have faced alternatives or admitted a dilemma.
Teaching was ministry." Douglas remembered his teacher’s
“inspirational power" and maintalined that many Richmonders’
“conceptions of truth and honor and responsiblility were
strengthened for life by Mr. McGuire’s “lectures’ Friday
afternoon." McGuire emphasized the school’s
character-bullding function In the Catalogue: "Conduct
enters the estimate of the school’s honors because, as a
basis for true manhood, self-restraint and devotion to duty
are worth more than brilliant talents." Nearly 40 years.
later, McCGuire’s son reaffirmed that "the foundation of all
education should be character" and claimed that the school
had never "yielded to the notions of the “‘modern
educator.’"®

Not surprisingly, then, McGuire’s curriculum was
traditional with an emphasis on the classical subjects.
Greek, offered at no extra charge, became one of Douglas
Freeman’s favorite subjects. The school’s faculty, all of
whom were educated at either the Unlversity of Virginia or

Virginia Military Institute, also offered courses in Latin,

&NL, June 8, 1942; McGuire’s University School for Boys.
Catalogue and Announcement, 1900-1901 (Richmend, 1900>, 22;
J. P. McGuire, Jr., quoted in Hamilton J. Eckenrode (ed.>,

Richmond, Capjtal of Virginla (Richmond, 1938), 219-20.
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French, German, English composition and literature,
mathematics, chemlstéy and "natural sclence."” History was
an ilmportant component of the English iiterature curriculum,
and the Catalogue reassured sensitive Southe:i'n parents by
promising "the jntelligent gtudy of such History as we
believe to be true."®
No records of Douglas Freeman’s academic performance at

McGuire’s are extant, but his progress was rapld. Though
the school had no speclfic graduation requirements, Mr.
McGuire thought it unllkely that his students would complete
their college preparatory work before the age of 18. Yet
Douglas finished hls program at McGuire’s when he was 15.
He demonstrated wrlting and speaking abilities at an early
age, as in hlis boyhood "sermons.” His flrst published work
appeared In ar 1894 edition of the Richmond Dispatch:

Mv dear Santa Claus: I want so many thlngs

that I cant tell all but I will tell the good

ones 1 want a foot ball A gun A bysislie A

lot of roman candles some sky-rockets and some

sponk to light the pop crackers I am 8 years

old Good by from

Douglas Freeman
No 11 south 3rd st:°
Young Douglias also demonstrated certalin personality

traits for which he was to become famous as an adult. One
was thrlift. His brother Allen later recalled that even as a

smali boy Douglas was careful of his possessions "and was

always the last to finish the candy or sweets which were

*Catalogue and Apnouncement, 1900-1901, 5.
‘elbid., 3; Richmond Dispatch, Dec. 23, 1894.
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given to ;he two younger boys in equal amounts." Another
cheracteristic that Douglas developed at an early age was
his careful planning of daily tasks and wvudgeting of his
time. This Is revealed In a note 14-year-old Douglas wrote
to himself "preparatory to going to Jamestown with my girl®

and saved by his Aunt Florencs:

-

(1) shall fix my cuffs.
(2> I " choose a necktie
(3> 1 “ fix my shirt
(4> I shall wash all over.
(5> I shall take care to wash my hands [thatl I may
get the marks off.
(6> I shall choose a hat.
(7)1 u black my shoes.
(8) get out my suit.
(9> put ticket and wherewithall in my pocket.
(10> I go to bed:?

By the time he left McGulire’s School in the spring of
1901, many of the attitudes and Interests that were to
dominate Douglas Freeman’s life were already becoming
evident. He shared his father’s religious convictions and
belief in hard work, thrift and the wise use of time.
Though he had not yet chosen a career, he had already
demonstrated an affinity for writing and speaking. The
wartime reminiscences of Walker Freeman and John Peyton
McGuire and the Confederate activities of his Richmond
bovyhood gave Douglas a keen interest in the history of the
Southern Confederacy. Hls advanced educatlon would serve

both to strengthen these interests and to create in Douglas

117]len W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 7-8; DSF,
memorandum "written on the 25th day of May 1900," Freeman
Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virginia Historical Society.
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Freeman a sharp Interest in current affalrs and in the

future of hls city, state and nation.
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CHAPTER 1II1I
EDUCATION AND AFFIRMATION

When the precocious Douglas Freeman entered Richmond
College in the fall of 1901, the school was still in the
first decade of Frederic William Boatwright’s remarkable
half-century as president. Taking over a Baptist-supported
college with 186 students and seven faculty members in 1895,
the 27-year-old Boatwrlght set out at once to ralse money
for the construction of a sclence building with laboratory
space ior chemlistry, physics and biology. Despite his
enthusiasm for the physical! sciences, Boatwrlight did not
neglect the soclal sclences. Samuel Chiles Mitchell, the
newly appointed Professor of Latin, immediately approached
the new precident with a suggestion for a two hour per week
history course. Boatwright agreed to the proposal, and in
the fall of 1895, Mitchell offered his first class in
history. It proved so successful that it was expanded to
three hours a week durlilng the next term and to flve hours
the followlng vear,?

Professor Mitchell, the last of the three men whom

Douglas Freeman regarded &s the greatest [nfluences on hils

*E. Bruce Hellman, The Story of the University of
Richmond: A Sesauicentennial Addregs (New York, 1979)>, 17:
Reuben E. Alley, i v
1830-1971 (Charlottesville, 1977), 90-91; Samuel Chiles
Mitchell, An Aftermath of Appamattox [gic] [Atlanta, 19541,
52-53.
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early life, considered his own 1lfe to be "an aftermath of
Appomattox" :

December 24th, 1864, when I was born in

Coffeevillie, [Miss.,] was a dark hour in the

history of the South for a child to open its

eyes. . . It was not merely a military

defeat that followed at Appamattox [gigcl on

April 2th, when I was not four months old. It

was an economic and soclial revolution, . . .

Poverty, hardship aiid gioom beset my ch!ldhood

in the deep South. The effects of the Civil

War, by wrecking my father‘s famlly, have

dogged my footsteps even to the present day,

gseventy-eight years after Appamattox [gicl.

Such Is the long-drawn aftermath of war.
The generosity of a patron enabled Mitchell to attend
Georgetown College in Kentucky, where he was taught by Dr.
Arthur Yager, a product of Herbert Baxter Adams’ seminar In
history and government at the Johns Hopkins University.
Mitcheil recalled in his autobiography that "the ferment in
Southern soclety fellowing Appomattox forced me to study
social change; and, to me, history has appeared as a process
toward that end -- a form of statesmanship rather than
scholarship. The driving power of this social passion, born
of the upheaval |n the South, I owe to Dr. Yager." As a
teacher at Richmond Colleye, Mitchell’s alm was “to produce
public-mindedness" in his own students. None was more
receptive than Douglas Freeman.=

It was Mitchell’s optimism, one of many tralits he

shared with Walker Freeman, that heid a particular appeal

=Diary of DSF, Aug. 22, 1948, DSFP-LC; Mitchell, An
Aftermath, 1, 22.
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for young Douglas. Despite the hardshlips of his boyhood in
Mississippl and Texas and the lnevitable.dlsappointments
faced by a reformer, Mitchell never lost his faith in a
brighter future for the South and in the power of hard work
and education to help bring about that future. He saw the
"evange! of the dignity of work" as the necessary corrective
for the arlistocratlc South’s disdain for toil. And he
agreed with the educa2tional reformer Jabez Lamar Monroe
Curry, another figure closely assoclated with Richmond
College, that the three major tasks facing the South --
economic development, national integration and racial
adjustment -- were to be accomplished through the schools.
Mitchell also shared with Walker Freeman a reverence for
General Lee. He had glven hls young son Broadus the maxim:
"Papa wants his boy to be, Just like General R. E. Lee."
Mitchell most admired Lee for his decislon "to take the road
from Appomattox to Lexington" ~-- to use the schools "to
repbujld the South after the wastage of war."=

The most obvious evidence of Mitchell’s influence on
Douglas Freeman’s career Is Freeman’s use of his mentor’s
phrase "The Road fron Appomattox to Lexington" as a chapter
title In his blography of Lee. Yet Mitchell’s influence ran
much deeper, as Freeman readl!ly acknowledged. "It is to you
that I owe my avocatlion of historical writling," Freeman

later wrote to his old professor, "and to you that I owe my

=lbjd., 36-37, 51, B89.
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approach to public questloﬁs. I have not held always to the
same opinion or even to the same approach that have been
yours, but from you I always have had a falth in the
out-working of man‘’s destiny and a resolution to have a part
In that process." When Freeman memoriallized him In 1948, he
credited Mitchell’s falth with making him “the greatest
teacher we ever knew."

The idealism of falth. That was Samuel Chlles
Mitchell. PFaith In the past, a faith so
profound that when he had spoken of General
Lee he confessed he always went home so
overcome by his emotion that he was sick.
Faith in the boys about him. Oh, sometimes,
to be sure, his judgment In them falled. But
had it not been better for him to trust them
and believe in them than to doubt them, to
discourage? Faith in the future. Always
faith in the future. Storms might come. BHe
expected them. This advance of mankind might
be thrown back. It was human history to be
so. The progress of mankind goes on. That
was his falth, the falth of his ideals. That
gave him his enthusiasm; that gave him that
incomparable inspiration of youth.<

Although Freeman came under Mitchell’s Influence early
in his college career, he did not take history until his
final vear. FHis first year was devoted to the study of
Latin, Greek, mathematics and physics. A diary Douglas képt
during his second semester at college reveals somethling of
the attitude toward work that would enable him to complete

his undergraduate studies in three years: "Lots of work, but

4“DSF, R. E. Lee: A Bloaraphy (New York,
1934-1935)>, IV, 226, n. 2; DSF to Samuel Chiles
Mitchell, Dec. 7, 1943, DSFP-LC, Box 51; DSF,

"“Mitchell: The Prophet of Hls Generatlon," Unlversity
of Richmond Alumni Bulletin (Jan., 1949), 3.
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oh Master, give us strength to work." Again, In a slightly
different vein: "Hard work, but that is all 0.K. Haven’t
got any kick coming at all.* Freeman’s careful use of tlme
also stood him In good stead. It was probably during his
Rlichmond College days that he devised a gystem by which he
delayed his bedtime by two minutes each night for a month
until he had extended his day by a full hour. Such
dedication to work and attention to time were no doubt
largely responsible for his fine freshman record. Hlis
mornthly grade averages for the academic year 1901-1902 were
97.5 In Latin, 96.6 in Greek, 98.3 In mathematics and 94 in
physics.”

Yet college was not all work and no play for young
Douglas. He lived at home while attending Richmond College
and continued to be an active member of Second Baptist
Church. He Jjolned the Phl Gamma Delta fraternlty and
participated enthusiastically in its various social
activities. Although an lnguinal hernia suffered at an
early age prevented him from taking part In organized

e g BB
athletics, he enjoyed attending various sporting events,
especially baseball games. He also experlienced the usual
ups and downs of young love. "And Madge," he wrote in his

dliary on April 16, 1902, Ydo I love her -- yes and no -- you

SCheek, "Reflectlions," 26; Dlary of DSF, April 21 and 22,
1902, DSFP-LC; Freeman Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virginia
Historical Soclety. Student grade reports are no longer
open to the public and thus are taken from Gignilllat,
"Thought of DSF," 112.
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understand.' When Madge first refused to participate in a
musical show that Douglas was directing and then "{dlidn’t

crack a smlle" durlng the performance, he was sure the

answer was no. Yet Jjust two days after the show he wrote:
“Never has my darling been so sweet. How it encourages me.
She is one of the truest girls in the worid. How I love
her." Perhaps he summed up the¢ age-old problem best on May
6: "She’s as sweet as she can be? Maybe."<

Shortly after entering Richmond College, Freeman’s
interest In oratory and in writing became more pronounced.
After hearing a iecture on Savonarcla by & renowned
turn-of-the-century orator, Edward Howard Griggs, he began
taking elocution lessons from a Mrs. Thurston, who lived In
an apartment across the street from the Freeman residence on
Third Street. His brother Allen recalled Douglas repeating
over and over the practice phrases Mrs. Thurston had given
him. The phrase that stuck in Allen’s mind was: "Three
million 6f people armed in the holy cause of Liberty!"
Allen also noticed that Mrs. Thurston "must have devoted
much attention to volce placement for Douglas spoke often of
its importance and even his ordinary speaking volice became
perceptibly lowered iIn pitch as a result of her teaching.”
Douglas put his writing skills to work as the college

correspondent for the Richmond News, a poslition that enabled

<Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 52; Diary of
DSF, April 16 - May 16, 1902.
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him to famillarize himself with the workings of the paper
and to develop his own style of news writing. He also
dabbled in poetry, but, as hls brother recalled, finding
that he possessed no special skill at the business soon gave
it up."”

Douglas soon found an outlet for both his writing and
speaking talents In the theater. Durling hls first year in
school, he starred In the Richmond College Dramatic Club’s
productlon of Augustus Thomas”’ four-act play "Alabama." The
heroine was "Carey Preston, an Alabama blossom." Douglas
played her father, "Colcnel Preston, an old planter." The
play was such a success that he convinced the director of
the summer school for teachers at the University of Virginia
to 2llow him to produce it agaln In Charlottesville and to
acgmit all registered teachers at the "somewhat reduced price
of ten cents each." In the two frantic weeks prior to the
performance, the actors had to rehearse their lines, and
costumes and props had to be Improvised. Charlottesville’s
one theater had little scenery avallable. To make matters
worse, the weather was hot, and the cast members were housed
in a summer hotel outslide of town "where the mosqultoes were
ferocious." Despite these problems and the fact that when
expenses were pald "there was nothling left but the
questionable glory of the performance," Douglas seemed

immensely pleased. Allen Freeman, whom Douglas had pressed

“Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 20, 26A, 26B.
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into service as "Colonel Moberley, a rellc of the
Confederacy," remembered that "the cast played beyond its
powers and Douglas, still in his teens was really convincing
as the old man of the play."®

Douglas complled another excellent record during his
second yvear in college. His monthly grade averages were
96.7 in Latin, 94.6 In Greek, 96.6 in Engllish iiterature and
95.8 In advanced llterature. Yet the lure of the theater
alimost led him to abandon his studies for a career on the
stage. An acquaintance was organizing a travelling stock
company in the summer of 1903, and Douglas confided to Allen
his plans to leave school and join the group. Allen did his
best to persuade him to change his mind and continue his
education, but only the ultimate fallure of the company to
materialize prevented him from taking this step.®

Though forced to give up his hopes of becoming a
professional actor, Douglas had one more memorable moment in
theater. While paying a call on one of the students in
Richmond Female Institute In the fall of 1903, he was asked
by the school’s drama instructor if he knew of any piay with
a large number of female parts and a limited number of male
parts. As his classmate John Abram Cutchins later recalled
it:

®Undated playbill, Richmond College Dramatic Club,
g?fgé%c. Box 122; Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Dougleas,”

®Gignitliat, "Thought of DSF," 112; Allen W. Freeman, "My
Brother Douglas," 24.
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*Doug" even then was eloquent and imaginative;
so he launched forth into a description of a
play which promised to be just what the
teacher wanted and she, being carried away
with it, insisted on knowing where it could be
gotten. ‘“Doug" promptly told her the name was
"When the Bugle Sounds," but that he could not
at the moment recall the name of the
publisher. Finally the lady’s persistence was
such that he had to produce the desired play.

He did: He wrote [t himgelf!
He enlisted the ald of Allen In writing the drama, and the
two brothers devoted most of their Christmas vacation to the
task. With Allen’s help, Douglas, using the nom de plume
"Donald 0’Connell," produced a two-act drama set near
Trenton, New Jersey at the time of George Washington’s
crossing of the Delaware. As promised the cast consisted of
11 females and six males. Douglas himself plavyed the male
lead, "Captalin Ananias Peterson, a veteran of the 0ld Navy."
John Cutchins played "Mills, an 0Old Sallor—SerQant of
Captain Peterson," and Fred S. Toombs played "Lieutenant
Ropert McHenry, of His Majesty’s Hesslan Dragoons.” The
drama was to climax with a fencing scene in which a British
soldier, played by a reserve interior lineman on the
Richmond Colliege football team named Garrett, dueled with
the Old Sallor-Servant while Lieutenant McHenry fought with
Captain Peterson. As Cutchins remembered it, the script
"called for the servant to be kllled outrlght and the
captain to be mortally wounded, but with enough strength
left to raise himself on his elbow and give ferth a stirring

speech'which would tie the whole thing up as It should be."
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Unfortunately, on the big nigﬁt. Garrett got nervous and
forgot his instructions. He went after Cutchins as iIf he
were an enemy ballcarrier and became so reckless with his
sword that the Old Sallor-Servant was driven back and fell
across Captain Peterson as the Captaln lay desperately
wounded. Freeman, intending to whisper stage instructions.
boomed out: "Get off me, vou fool!" The Old Sallor-Servant,
quaking with laughter, replied: "I can’t you damn fool, I‘m
dead!" As the audience shrieked with laughter, the curtain
was lowered and the actors put in their proper positions.
The curtain rose again, but the sight of a laughing corpse
was too much for the audience and, as Cutchins put it, "the
play ended in great hillarity."?°

Freeman’s interest ln dramatic fiction aiso found
expression in the Richmond College Megsencer, the school’s
literary magazine, which he edited durling his final vear.
He contributed a serlies of "Stories of the Opera," in which
he demonstrated hls narrative skill and hls sense of the
dramatic. The storles are set in New York City at an opera
school run by a Madame Beaumont. 1In the first of these
storlies, "Rudolph," the narrator, Henry Mlillar, describes
the main character:

It must have been In January that Rudolph

first came to the school -- a tall, graceful
Italian, with a rich voice and an ollive

*9John A. Cutchins, Memorjeg of Old Richmond ¢1881-1944>
{Verona, Va., 19731, 101-3; Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother
Douglas," 23; Undated playbill, DSFP-LC, Box 238.
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complexion, as courteous as a knight, but as

simple as a boy. . . . He fully came up to my

ideas of the 0ld World student, saturated with

the lore of the Renalssance, even at a

gacrifice ¢f the facts of modern European

affairs; conversant with the great men of the

pagt, though lgnorant of Tolsoi’s life and

works.
Rudolph had never known his parents. Urged by his attorney
to study in America, he came to Madame Beaumont’s school,
where he met the narrator. When asked to sing as a
replacement, he finds himself palired with his long-lost
love, Beccla. Says the narrator: "Then he told me how it
had happened, how Beccia had enlisted with the great prima
donna, how she had searched In vain for him in America, and
how the face before him at first he mistock for a dream."
Then, in a flnal dramatic twist, It is revealed that Madame
Beaumont is Rudoliph’s mother.?t

In the more ambitious "Francesca," the heroine, -

“Francesca Smizzini," actually Frances Smith of Georgia,
leaves her home and her lover, guardian and distant cousin,
Tom Prescott, to studv with Madame Beaumont. The story
centers around the conflict between the old world,
represented by the rural South, and the modern world,
represented by New York. Shortly before Francesca’s big
debut in Richard Wagner‘s Tannhauger, a dissipated Tom shows

up with a fever. Francesca nurses him back to health and

reforms him through her show of love, but Tom forces her to

t+DSF. "Rudoliph," Richmond .College Messenger (Nov.-Dec.,
1903>, 75-86.
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choose between the traditional world of marriage and the
"other world" of a career in the New York opera. The
conflict remains unresolved as the story enas wlth Francesca
backstage, called in one directlon by the pleading of her
lover and in the other by the strains of the "Pilgrim’s
Chorus." The significance of Freeman’s youthful fascination
with the stage and the writing of flction lles In the flair
for the dramatic that he displayed in both pursuits.
Altkough he was never to pursue either career
professionally, he was to employ his keen sense of drama in
his writing of history and in his public¢ gpeaking.?=

Freeman’s decision to write the dramatic story of the

Army of Northern Virginia came during the fall of his final
year at Richmond College. The roots of this decision ran
deep, but he was undouptedly influenced by Professor
Mitchell, whose history course he took that year. Mitchell
stated his philospohy of history in the college cataiogue:

History is taught with the desire of

presenting an insight into the past, so that

the mind may be disciplilned for the Judgment

of the present. History is regarded as one

stream, with Rome as the great reservoir, into

whlich the best of Greece and the Orient was

emptied, and from which, by many outiets,

Europe has been supplied. Facts are studied

to discover principles and to explain social

phenomena, and the method of [nstruction is

from the standpoint of politics and economics,

for history is properly the account of the
evolution of social organization.

12DSF, "Francesca," Richmond College Messenger (Jan.,
1904), 136-43 and (Feb.-March, 1904), 184-92.
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The year’s course that Douglas took was a survey of English
and American history that emphasized the close connection
between English and American institutions. The course
offered a "rapld glance" at the political history of England
but devoted more time to "tracing the growth of the English
Constitution in its successive stages, from the Magna Charta
to the Reform Bills of this century." Mitchell summarized
briefly the colonial period of American history and devoted
the remainder of the course to United States history. "Much
attention" was glven to the historlcangeography of America.
Douglas earned a 94.6 monthly grade a§arage In Mitchell’s
course.?!?

Freeman’s other courses during his final year in
college Included philosophy, bioclogy and Greek. His
philosophy professor was Dr. William Heth Whitsitt, who had
Joined the Richmond College faculty in 1901 after resigning
the presidency of Southern Baptist Seminary because of a
long controversy centering on his rejection of the tradition
that every Baptist church was directly descended from the
original congregation in Jerusalem. Whitsitt presented the
history of philosophy "from Its origin among the Ionlans
down to our own age" and examined the "rise of various
theories and tendencles, and theilr connection one with

another." He stressed "the influence of philosophical ldeas

1 3P}

i (July,
1904), 51-52; Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF," 112.
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upon the progress of history" and, liké Dr. Mitcheil, he
emphasized the relationship between his subject and modern
life. Freeman‘s monthly grade average In Whitsitt’s course
was 90.6. Douglas showed a strong interest in biology and
earned a 95 monthly average In that course. He earnsd a
grade average of 94 in Greek, a subject for which he
maintained a lifelong enthusiasm and in which he received a
Bachelor of Arts degree at the Richmond College commencement
of June 5, 1904.:<

The Richmond faculty were highly impressed with the
excellence of Freeman’s work. Dr. A. C, Wightman, his
biology teacher, regarded cne of Douglas’ papers as "the
best he had ever received from any student anywhere since he
had been teaching Blology." President Boatwiright relayed
this opinion to Walker Freeman and added his own comment:
"Douglas overflows with energy and seems destined for a
large work. I pray that the Lord may bless and direct him
to wide usefulness." Although the exact course into which
Douglas would channel his energy was not yet set, it was
becoming apparent by 1904 that his largest work and widest
usefulness lay in the fleld of history. Accordingly, in the
fall of that year, he enrolled in the doctoral program in

history at the Johns Hopkins University in Baltimore.*=

t<lbid.; Alley, Historvy of the Unlversjity of Richmond,

106-7; Richmond College Bulletin, Cataloque Number (July,
1904>, 23-24, 50.

1SF, W. Boatwright to Walker B. Freeman, Feb. 20, 1904,
Freeman Scrapbook, 1886-1%923, Virginia Historicai Society.
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If Richmond College was the logical undergraduate
school for Douglas because of its Baptlst affillation, its
proximity to the Freeman home and its expanslion under
President Boatwright, Johns Hopkins was an equally logical
choice for graduate study. In the guarter century after |ts
founding in 1876, the Hopkins had moved to the forefront of
American historlcal scholarship under the leadership of Dr.
Herbert Baxter Adams. Professor Adams, who ploneered In
introducing the German seminar method of instruction in the
United States, attracted more Northerners and Westerners
than Southerners to his department of history, political
sclence and economics, but Southerners, as Wendell Holmes
Stephenson has noted, were so Important a segment that they
convinced themselves that the Hopkins was a Southern
university in a Southern clity. Adams welcomed Socuthern
students and encouraged them to pursue the "sclentific"
study of Southern institutions. Although the center of
Southern historical scholarship shifted to Columbia
University after Adams’ untlimely death In 1901, his legacy
continued to attract promising Southern students. The
special Hopkins fellowships for students of “character and
intellectual promise" from Maryland, Virginia and North
Carolina provided an additional Incentlive for Douglas to
attend the Baltimore school, and he was the recipient of a
Virginia fellowship for three vears. A final and important

reason reason why Douglas attended the Hopkins was that his
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beloved brother Allen was a medical student there.:!<

Douglas shared with Allen and another medical student a
sulte of three bedrooms and a sitting room on the fourth
floor of a bullding known as "Hotel Hopkins," located at 318
North Broadway in East Baltimore. While his brother took
his meals for $6 per week at Mrs. Rutledge’s boarding house
on Jackson Place, the frugal Douglas saved a dollar a week
by eating in a "somewhat informal restaurant® on the first
floor of the "Hotel Hopkins." On Saturday evenings thre
Freeman boys spent flfty cents each fcr seats in the peanut
gallery of a theater or concert hall. They enjoyed Richard
Mansfield as Cyranc de Bergerac, Joseph Jefferson as Rip Van
Winkle and William Glillette as Sherlock Holmes. A
particularly memorable experlence was hearing Richard
Wagner’s opera Parsifal sung in English. The brothers also
devoted weekend hours to long walks and discussions oz
topics of mutual interest. Allen later wrote that It was
auring this vear together in Baltimore that he and Douglas
“began to develop that intellectual congeniality which never
afterward falled them."*”

Except for the weekend diversions with his brother and

*<Wendell Holmes Stephenson, Southern Historv in the
ki : ione t t th (Baton Rouge, 1964),

8, 54, 69-70; T. R. Ball to DSF, Oct. 14, 1904 and Ira
Remsen to DSF, June 13, 1906, both in Freeman Scrapbook,
1886-1923, Virginia Historical Society; Remsen to DSF, June
10, 1905, DSFP-LC, Box 121; Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother
Douglas," 27.

*"]lpbid., 28-30; DSF to Walker B. Freeman, Jan. 11, 1905,
DSFC~JHU.
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the completion of a historical novel, "My Lady’s Lord,*
which was rejected by four publishers, Douglas devoted his
time during his first year at Johns Hopkins to a heavy
schedule of course work In history and political science.

He took vear-long lecture courses in "Early Germanic
History" and "Paleography and Diplomatics" with Dr.
Friedrich Keutgen, "Amerlican Diplomatic History to 1801" and
"History of Secesslon In the United States" with Dr. James
Curtis Ballagh and "Legal Aspects of Economic and Industrial
Problems" and "Pollitical Theorles and Llterature of the 18th
and 19th Centuries" with Dr. W. W. Willouchby. He attended
Dr. John Martin Vincent’s one-semester lecture courses on
“History of the Reformation" and "History of the Puritan
Revolution" as well as Dr. Vincent’s seminars in “Municipal
History" and "The 16th Century.” He also took two seminars
in political science with Professor Willoughby. Perhaps the
most valuable course of his graduate career was Visiting
Professor Keutgen’s first-year seminar "Problems in
Historlical Research." 1In a letter to his father, Douélas
gquoted with approval the German scholar’s statement that "we
don’t care if History never does any body any good, -- we
are after the sclience." Such a sentiment was
uncharacterlistic of Freeman’s phllosophy and probably
represented the young student’s temporary Infatuation

with the views of a distingulshed man of learning. Yet

Dougias accepted "Father" Keutgen’s definition of history as
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a sclence and never renounced the ldeal of thoroughness in
historical research and writing. As he wrote to Walker
Freeman: "A man ought not to go over a flield and leave
gsomething else for the next man who comes along to do, --
when a thing Is dene, at least when you have done It, let |t
be lndeed done, so that not a new word can be said.":®©

Douglas worked so diligently, even during his vacation
perliods, that even hls father sometimes expressed concern.
"Douglas is working hard and keeps up all right," Walker
Freeman wrote during the Christmas hollidays. "He works all
day every day and well into the night. That is all very
well, but it would be possible, should he continue the lick
at which he is now golng, tc Qet out of touch with the
world, and become a book worm, which I hope will never be
the case." Douglas made frequent references in his letters
to his parents of hls love of work. "But who minds work, --
not I for one," he wrote to his father. "I had rather work
anyday than play; I never was much good at playing; work
suits my constitutlon and mode of living a great delall
better." Similarly, he wrote to his mother in May of 1905:
"It is a big summer’s work that I have planned, but I think

. that I will find in it the very greatest possible dellight.

19The Bobbs-Merrill Company to DSF, Oct. 17, 1904, Harper
& Brothers to DSF, Oct. 18, 1904, G. P. Putnam’s Sons to
DSF, Nov. 15, 1904, L. C. Page & Company to DSF, Jan. 17,
1905, all in DSFP-LC, Box 4; Johns Hopking Upiversity
Circutar, vol. 23, no.7, pp. 19-20 and vol. 24, no. 3, pp.
18-21; Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 4$; DSF to
Walker B. Freeman, March 18 and March 20, 1905, DSFC-JHU.
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There is nothing hallf] so good in all this world, I think,
as to have a good day’s work and to do it, and the delight
of conscienlcle that comes from such a day’s lavor Is always
pleasant."**®

Yet Walker Freeman need not have worrled that his son
would become an ascetic, for Douglas was stlll too full of
youthful vigor to love books alone. As Douglas wrote to
Bettie Freeman on another occasion: "I will tell you that
there is nothing that I have found in this world that is as
good as real hard work, rightly proportioned, so as not to
make us pook-worlmls, or fossils; but mixed with it enough
of more llberalising influences, to keep the balance exact
and right." Although he indeed worked so hard during the
early summer of 1905 that he had to retire to the Virginia
mountains for a rest, he also found a "liberalising”
influence in a girl named Margaret. Though existing
referenres to this teenage love affalr are scarce, the two
apparently struck up a romance that culminated in an
engagement. When, in October of 1905, the young iady
travelled to Easton, Pennsylvania, she spent a week wlth
Douglas, who was now living alone in a boarding house run by
a Baltimore physician. At Thanksgiving he Journeyed to see
“Mag" in Easton, but there the relationship ended. “Events

the last few hours have fallen thick and fast, and I don‘t

**Walker B. Freeman to Allen W. Freeman, Jan. 5, 1905, DSF
to Walker B. Freeman, May ¢, 1905, DSF to Bettie Freeman.
May 17. 1905, DSFC-JHU.
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exactly know when to begin iIn their narration,” Douglas
wrote to Walker from Easton. "Suffice it simply to be said,
however, that the engagement has been broken off. . .
There was no fellow other than myself concerned in the deed;
and I bear my share lIn the breakup. I am not sorry, in fact
now that it has come I am very glad, because I don’t think
the girl was the one for me after all."=e
Though Douglas consoled himself with the knowledge that

he would now be under no obligation to buy a Christmas
present for his recently beloved, the episode must have
affected him deeply, for during the next sgeveral months his
letters contained an increased number of references to
religion and meditations on spiritual matters. In March of
1906 he even decided to fulfil]l his mother’s wishes by
becoming a minister. He explained his decision to his
father:

As you know, it has now been five years since

I know not what came upon me, and I first

thought about studying for the ministry, and

devoting myself to that service. Events over

which I had not full control intervened, and

that idea vanlshed from the prospect of

my life. But never, during all these years,

did it all disappear, and there have been but

few days, when, in some form or other, it did

not come to me. During the present session,

and especially since my trip to Easton,

theisle thoughts have been of greater

frequence, until it has seemed to me that I

would not have rest from them. . . . I am
going to take up that work, and devote my 11ife

Z0DSF to Bettie Freeman, Jan. 16, Oct. 21, 1905, DSF to
Walker B. Freeman, Aug. 3, Nov. [?], 1905, all in DSFC-JHU:
Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 28.
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to it, —- the Christian ministry.
He resclived to complete his doctorate but then to accept any
available pulpit "and to do the best I can, by God’s help,
to ulpllift the soclial, moral, and intellectual sphere where
I am cast." Yet the spirit of skepticlism at Johns Hopkins
gserved to dampen his religious zeal, and by his own
admission, he underwent a crisis of faith during his last
vears in Baltimore. He later described his experlence
during these vears to his Men‘’s Bible Class:

My parents wanted me to be a minister. . . .

I went to a university, the name of which 1

still reverence, but the traditions of which,

while not irreligious, were disgstinctly

unreligious. Into that cold water I plunged

after having been in a denominational college

of wholesome life. There I began to study

history; I gained a familiarity with history,

and pretty soon lost what little falth I had.

. « That was about the year 1907.=?

I£f young Freeman’s falth in God temporarily waned while
he was at Hopkins, other elements'of his fathers’ faith
never flagged. Douglas never doubted the gospel of work.
Finding sclace as well as satisfaction in a good day of hard
work, he plunged ahead with another full load of courses in
the spring semester of 1906. In addition to seminars with
Professors Vincent and Ballagh, he took Vincent’s lecture

courses "Historical Writers since the Reformation" and

“England in the Later Middle Ages" and Ballagh’s lecture

=1DSF to Bettlile Freeman, Dec. 12, 1905 and DSF to
Walker B. Freeman, March 12, 1906, both in DSFC-JHU; -
DSF, "The Form and the Substance" (typed transcript,
Feb. 8, 1925), DSFP-LC, Box 126.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



48
courses "Formation and Sources of the Federal Constitution"
and "The U. S. Public Land System." He attended two more
courses In pollitical sclence, taught by Dr. Wllloughby, and
five courses in his second subordinate field, political
economy. Although he was more diligent than the average
student, he did not hesitate to make caustic comments about
the failings of his instructors. Douglas was personally
fond of Dr. Vincent, but he found the venerable historian‘’s
lectures to be almost unbearable. He parodied one of
them in a letter to an absent classmate:

In 1348-9 in England. There was a plague.

The plague was bad. People died of the

plague. Many people died of the bad piague.

The many people who died of the bad plague in

1348-9, were very much disfigured by black

spots, hence the very bad plague which occured

in the reign of Edward the Third, In the vear

1348-9 was called the Black Death.
More than four decades later Freeman stiil remembered how
ewful Vincent’s lectures had teen. "I remember one occasion
when Vincent was lecturing more laboriously than ever about
the German Reformation," he wiota in 1948. "I counted, and
he used the word ‘thing’ to refer to at least a half dozen
different subjects In the course of two or three minutes’
utterance."==

Douglas alsgso began work on hls dissertation during the

spring term of 1906. The seed of his doctoral thesis had

2=

Johns Hopking Unjversjty Ciccular, vol. 25, no. 2, pp.
40-42; DSF to Sam Derieux, Feb. 28,1906, DSFC-JHU; DSF to
George Radcliffe, May 7, 1948, DSFP-LC, Box 92.
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been planted in Professor Ballagh’s course on secession the
previous year, when he had written a paper on the Virginia
gecession conventlon. In January, 1906, he secured the
approval of Dr. Vincent, the department chalirman, to expand
the paper into a dissertation and soon set to work on the
task with characteristic energy. The topic was a logical
one, for llving in Baltimore had not loosened his ties to
Virginia and the South. His father expressed enthusiasm for
the subject, though with a mild caveat: "I am much
interested in what shall be your thesis, and it does
seem to me the “Secession ln Virginia’ would be a good one,
only 1f you are sure that as warm a southerner as you are
(though I know you are a temperate, san¢ and broadminded
reasonable man), can write In an absolutely natlonal or
catholic spirit on the subject. I firmly bellieve you can."
Douglas enlisted Walker’s ald in contacting survivors of the
convention, and father and son frequently exchanged views on
secession and the war that resulted.==

During his first year at Hopkins, Douglas had announced
his grand intentions "to write that story of our country,
that story of the causes that led up to those four dark
vears of war, which changed the whole tenor of our nation,
and made it a nation, where before we were only a

confederation." Twenty years, he added prophetically, "is

=3pDSF to Walker B. Freeman: Jan. 18, 1906 and Walker B.
Freeman to DSF, Nov. 21, 1904, both in DSFC-JHU.
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but a trifle for so great a work." A letter he wrote to his
father two years later deserves to be quoted at some length,
for as one historian has said, it “presents what is possibly
the most explicit statement of his bellefs and feelings
about the war that Douglas Freeman ever committed to
writing."

Some of these days, God wlilling, we shall gee
what was the true signiflcance of that long
conflict of opposing interests; someone shall
perhaps arise who will be able, as no one thus
far has had power, to wrlite the war as It was:
To tell the story of two different peoples,
with a common blood, but entirely contrasting
traditions and spirits; two peoples who
engaged in the use of slave labor. How one
found it unprofitable, and how it paid for
awhile in the other, but was recognised

as a curse in itself and baleful in its
interests, ~- all this has to be told. Then,
one must tell how, in the North a small group
of people arose who bellieved that slavery was
wrong in itself, -- a mortal mortal wrong, and
began, hesitatingly at flrst, to preach

their thecory. Then it must be told how the
invention of the cotton gin made slavery
profitable, and how, when the abolition
sentiment began to spread, the South began to
defend an institution which it had previously
abhorred. 1t ls a long story then, and
chiefly a story of economic struggle, how
slavery was circumscribed, how slaves became
too numerous in the more northern states of
the government, and more profitable in the
southern; how Texas came as an opening to the
slaveholder, in legitimate constlitutional, and
economically necessary expansion; and how at
the time, this was fought by the North on the
economic basis, -- all this will have to be
told, and however one may be ashamed when he
comes to consjider the days before the war, --
and they were sir, discreditable to both
gsides, -—- one can look with pride on the
struggle of arms. It was a mighty sight, for
a whole southern nation rose in arms, against
a northern brother equally as valorous in
arms. From that civilization of the South,
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declared by northern politicians to be rotten
through, -- there came men of principles
unimpeachable, of valour indescribable, of
powers vast and devoted. These men led the
southern men, through struggle and through
death, through victory and through defeat.

Nor is the historian to reckon that they were

only the sons of great landed slaveholders who

fought iIn the southern ranks: From the

mountain fastnesses where slaves were unknown,

from the valleys where negroes were abhorred,

from cabin homes wherc fathers and sons tolled

and reaped their little crop by the sweat of

their brow, ~-- from these came the great rank

and flle of the southern army.
If Freeman’s emphasis on economlic factors in his
interpretation of the war’s causes reflected his study of
history and political economy, his view of the war itself as
a herolc struggle, particularly on the part of the
Confederate army, reflected part of the falth with whlich he
had been raised. It was this heroic struggie of Southern
arms that young Freeman had first vowed to chronicle on that
autumn day in 1903, and [t would remain hls primary interest
for decades to come.=<

The first small step in Freeman’s quest "to preserve

from immolating time some of [the Confederacy’sl heroic
flgures' came {n the summer of 1906. While researching his
digssertation at the Virglnia State Library in Richmond, the
scholarly ycung man had attracted the admiring attention of
the library’s director, Dr. H. R. Mcllwaine, and Mrs. Kate

Pleasants Minor, the reference librarian. When Mrs. Minor

24DSF to Walker B. Freeman, Jan. 30, 1905, May 23, 1907,
DSFC~JHU; Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF," 140.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



ieft for a two-week vacation, MclIlwaine asked Douglas to
substitute for her. He gladly accepted the chance to "pick
up a little extra change.” Whlle fillilng in for Mrs. Minor,
he also agreed to annotate the introduction to a book Dr.
Mcllwaine had just finished writing. According to his later
account of the story, Douglas performed his duties, pocketed
his $40 in pay and returned at the end of the summer to
another heavy load of courses at Johns Hopkins. Yet in
February of 1907, Mrs. Minor, a leading figure In the
Confederate Memorial Literary Soclety, wrote to ask if he
would undertake to compile a catalog of the papers In the
Society’s Museum of the Confederacy. Douglas readily
accepted Mrs. Minor‘s invitation: "The work ls one that
appeals to me strongly, as a contributlon to historical
science, as a legitimate field of historilclal enterprise,
and above all as an offering to the cause.* In later years
he liked to cite the story cf how he came to write A

Calendar of Confederate Papers as prime evidence of the

efficacy of a favorite maxim: "Do not walt for the big
opportunity -- make the small opportunity blg." Evidence
suggests that he played a larger role in creating this
opportunity than he later cared to admit. On the day that
he received Mrs. Minor‘s proposal, he wrote his father that
"I consider the work proplolsed here of sufficient
importance to warrant the offer I made there, and believe

that properly done it will be a good thing for the Museum,

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



53
and a much better [onel for your son." Regardless of how
much of the opportunity to complle the Calendar was the
result of chance and how much the result of calculation, the
fact remains that thls small opportunity led ultimately to
the opporiunity to Qrite the story of Robert E. Lee and the
Army of Northern Virginla.== .

Although A Calendar of Confederate Paperg was not
published untlil 1908, Douglas completed most of the work on
the project during the summer and fall of 1907. Thus, the
Calendar may be considered to be his contribution to what he
described as "preeminently Virginial’s] year." 1In additicn
to the tercentenary of the founding of the Jamestown colony,
1907 witnessed the centennial of the birth of Robert E. Lee
and the Richmond reunion of the United Confederate Veterans.
Freeman’s work in Baltimore prevented him from attending
many of the festivities in person, but he was never far
removed from Richmond in spirit. VHe corresponded frequently
with his parents during the Confederate celebration of 1907,
and nis letters reveal both his concern for historical
accuracy in the commemoration and his reverence for Southern
heroes. "I am especlally interested in all that concerns
our coming reunion," he wrote his father. "I am hoping that

it will be of great value, not only per se, but by awakening

25DSF to Harry E. Henschkel, Aug. 27, 1943, DSFP-LC, Box
50; Cheek, "Reflections," 27-28; Kate P. Minor to DSF, Feb.
19, 1907, DSF to Kate P. Minor, Feb. 21, 1907, DSF to
Walker B. Freeman, Feb. 21, 1907, all in DSFC-JHU;
Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF," 182.
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In our people a new thirst after history and historical
fact. . . . I certainly am sorry that I shall not be there
to see vou in line, for if there is one thing that does
[make] my heart burn within me, In patriotic fire, it is the
sight of the men of 61-65 still active, alert and
prosperous.” Another feature of Richmond’s celebration of
the Confederacy in 1907 was the dedication of a monument to
Jefferson Davis. The statue was hauled from the train
station to Its place on Monument Avenue by a group of 3,000
school children. 1In commenting on the occasion, Douglas
reiterated both his belief in the glory of the South’s
struggle and his Intention to chronicle it:

God bless the children; let them do everything

they can to keep alive the memory of that

immortal struggle; no period of history offers

more thrilllng examples of all that Is noble

and good. For my part, I hope some day

to put it to paper, and add my bit to the

general sum of knowledge.
He never questioned the heroic qualities of the men who
fought for the Southern cause and thus never feared that in
telling thelr story he might be torn between veneration and
his quest for historical fact.=-

One Confederate hero above all others seemed to him to

represent the nobility of the South’s cause. That.hero was

Robert Edward Lee, his father’s beloved commander. Though

unable to be in Richmond on January 19, 1907, the centennial

==DSF to Walker B. Freeman, May 23, 1907, May 14, 1907,
April 15, 1907, all in DSFC-JHU.
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of Lee’s birth, Douglas held an "informa! celebration of the
day." For him, Lee was not merely a name from the recent
past. As he expressed his thoughts to Walker: "How my heart
rejoices to see the general nature of the celebration, --
embracing all the South, and characterlized by such general
reverence for a great presence. Yes. a presence as well as
a name; for Lee still lives, -- thank God, through all the
South." While Douglas belleved that Lee "gtands for atll
that was best and highest" In the Old South and felt Lee’s
presence at work in the New South, he exulted in the fact
that the centenary brought signs of an increasing respect
for Lee in all parts of the United States. He wrote with
satisfaction from Baltimore on Lee’s birthday: "The papers
here for a week have been full of his fame, and this
evening’s News was virtually full of it." As his father’s
son, Douglas cherished national reconciliation. He thus
attached a special significance to the centennial address of
Charles Francis Adams at Washington and Lee University in
Lexington. "It is a striking fact," he wrote, "that the
address In Lexlington, where Lee’s fame best 1lves, should be
delivered by a man in whose veins ran the blood of two
Northern presidents, and who himself fought agalnst Lee.

But he has come to see his glory and his greatness."27

In his veneration for General Lee both as a model of

27Diary of DSF, Jan. 19, 1907, DSFP-LC; DSF to Walker B.
Freeman, Jan. 20, 1907 and DSF-to Bettie Freeman, Jan. 19,
1907, both in DSFC-JHU.
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behavior for the New South and a hero for all America, as in
his belief in the gospel of work, Douglas reflected the
faith instilled in him by John Peyton McGuire, by Samuel
Chiles Mitchell and, most especially, by Walker Freeman.
Until the arrival of Charles McLean Andrews during Douglas’
final year at Johns Hopkins, he never found in Baltlmcre a
mentor to rival the Richmond triumvirate, and It 1s doubtful
that Andrews’ influence would have been as great even had he
come to Hopkins earlier. Freeman’s four years in Baltimore,
with Its libraries, theaters and concert halls, widened his
cultural horizons, and hls graduate work sharpened his
research skills and increased his interest in politics and
economics. Yet the Hopkins years served largely to affirm
the values and [nterests of his youth. Even his religious
faith, though seriocusly challenged, was far from
shattered.=®
In March, 1905, during his first year !n graduate

school, Douglas Freeman explained his life’s ambitions to
his father:

I aim at manlyl] things in this world, you

know. I want to be a good scholar, one whose

name will not be forgotten tomorrow; I want to

be a keen thinker, the impress of whose mind

will mould the thought of days that come

after; I want to be a strong speaker, to

carry conviction to the hearts of men in

matters that concern their welfare most. But

above all there is one thing I want to be, --
a man; and when I look back at all I ever knew

=®Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 46; Cheek,
“Reflections," 27.
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for the model of manhood, I dont have to take

down the classics of other days, and In the

forgotten languages read of the great and good

who established a rule of living; I dont have

to loock at that great historian or that great

logician for an example, they were great in

thelr place; but I want a MAN, *every inch a

man", and that I find Iin my father.
By falthfully applying the famlly work ethic to his studles,
Douglas erected a firm foundatlion upon which to buiid his
career as scholar, thinker and speaker. The excellence of
his efforts brought him numerous honors, including
fellowships and election to Phi Beta Kappa. Yet he did not
receive his most coveted honor until June 3, 1908, when he
passed the oral examination In American history, the final
requlirement for hls doctorate. "PASSED THE BOARD," he
telegraphed nome to his father, "WILL BE HOME TOMORKOW.*
Back came the reply: "WELL DONE, HEARTY CONGRATULATIONS COME
HOME TOMORROW."* The loyal son pasted his father‘s telegram

in his scrapbook and wrote beneath it: "The reward of it

alytr=s

=®DSF to Walker 3. Freeman, March 24, 1905, DSFC-JHU; T.
R. Ball to DSF, Jan. 17, 1908, Edward C. Armstrong to DSF,
April 25, 1907, DSF to Walker B. Freeman, June 3, 1908,
Walker B. Freeman to DSF, June 3, 1908, all in Freeman
Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virginia Historical Society.
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CHAPTER IV

"A BRILLIANT YOUNG VIRGINIAN"

On June 4, 1908, Dr. Douglas Southall Freeman stepped
from the train onto his beloved Richmond soil. He had
enjoyed many pleasures in Baltimore, but he had never lost
his affection for the city on the James. "[I)f I were
choosing a permanent home," he had written from Baltimore,
"it would not be in this place, -~ give me the state of
Virginia, and the city of Richmond in particular." Walker
Freeman, for his part, never doubted that his son would
achieve greatness In the capital city of the Old Dominion.
“I am happy in the thought that this dear old city will some
day be the center from which you will do a great work
for humanity," he had written Douglas in 1907.!

Sure as was Douglas of his vearning for Richmond and
his desire to accomplish great things there, his immediate
plans were clouded by uncertainty. He had never been
excited by the prospect of being an underpaid and
underappreciated college profegsor. "If I must be poor atll
my life," he wrote, "at least let me be free, and do my own
work, for the country, and for the sclence not for a little
circle of unappreclative students. Research for me, no

teaching, If you please." Only one college teaching

*DSF to Walker B. Freeman, May 15, 1905 and Walker B.
Freeman to DSF, April 25, 1907, both in DSFC-JHU.

S8
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position aroused his interest. That was at his alma
mater, Richmond College. He was excited by the chance to
live in Richmond and by the opportunity to play a role in
the continuing growth of the school, which was now moving
toward the status of a university. Professor Mitchell had
contacted him as early as February of 1907 about the
possiblliity of joining the history faculty, and by the time
Douglas left Johns Hopkins, a job at Richmond Col lege seemed
assured. His former Greek instructor, W. A. Harris, wrote
to him: "Since Mitchell wants you, I do not see how there
could be much doubt about your chances." Yet when the
college’s Instruction Committee met on July 11, 1908, they
rejected all of the applicants, including Douglas.
President Boatwright notified him of the committee’s
decision the following day. Anxlous to secure satisfactory
employment, Douglas contacted Mercer Universlity In Georgia
about an opening, but the school’s president informed him
that the position had already been filled by a recent

Y

graduate of Harvard.=

Adding gloom to young Dr. Freeman’s disappointment was
the shocking news that his mother was suffering from breast
cancer. Bettle Freeman had concealed this malady from her

family until Dcuglas had completed his doctorate and

2DSF to Walker B. Freeman, May 15, 1905 and Samuel Chiles
Mitchell to DSF, Feb, 17, 1907, both in DSFC-JHU; W. A.
Harris to DSF, May 26, 1908 and F. W. Boatwright to DSF,
July 11, 1908, both in DSFP-LC, Box 4; S. Jameson to DSF,
Sept. 3, 1908, DSFP-LC, Box 121.
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resettled in Richmond. Though she submitted to surgery
immediately after making her condition known, the disease
had already reached the incurable stage. Her gallant fight
against the ravaging illness served to Inspire her famiiy
and friends, but she finally succumbed on May 29, 1909.

As Douglas came to the realizatlon that he faced an
uncertain future without the gentle guldance of the person
he professed to love best, he underwent a personal crisis
that he was able to conquer only through the falth of his
fathers. This involved both a rebirth of the spiritual
faith he had begun to question during his last vears at
Hopkins and a rigorous application of the gospel of work and

- rerseverance, which he had never doubted. Though he had
become skeptical of many of his long-held religious beliefs,
Douglas continued to attend services with ﬁis family at
Second Baptist Church after his return to Richmond. On a
Sunday morning Jjust days after he learned of his failure to
obtain the Richmond College position, he was approached on
the church portico by Mr. James Hinton Goddin, a successful
sand contractor who had devoted some of hls wealth to the
founding of a mission in the old Theatre Comigue in the
city’s red light district. Mr. Goddin, probably aQare that

Douglas had done some mission work durlilng his first years in

=Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Doualas," 40; Religious
Herald, June 10,1909; Resolutions adopted by the Ladies’
Guild of Second Baptist Church, Richmond, Va., June 8, 1909,
Freeman Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virginia Historical Society.
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Baltimore, asked him to come speak to the people to whom the
mission was ministering. Douglas protested that he had
nothing to say. "Why," he exclalmed, "I need more to be
ministered unto than to minister. I need what the mission
has to offer; I have nothing I can give to it." Goddin
insisted: "Well, come. Anyway, come." Douglas went and
went agaln. Night after night he heard thleves, drunkards,
pimps, "the very dregs of the earth . . . who had plumbed
all the depths of human woe and sounded the deepest seas of
mortal misery" stand up and glve testimony of how they had
been born again in Christ. These men had not been saved
so much by initial belief as by living. Through living had
come their belief. Douglas considered this to be proof of
the power of Jesus Christ, proof "as clear and convincing as
any proof of a scientific fact could be made through an
experiment." The young "scientifically" trained historian
reasoned that if Christianity could work for these men, it
might work for him. "I declded to try It," he recalled. "I
began as humbly as I could to lead the Christ-life. 1 went
to work for the Kingdom. Soon, doubts began to disappear,
or at least to lose thelr importance." Cradually, as he saw
how the power of Christ changed men’s lives, he came to
have in his heart "an indefinable conviction that it must be
so, this belief that Jesus was God." The lesson that he
learned and put into practice was: "Take the word of Jesus.

Live those words, and then you wili know whether He is
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the Christ, the Son of God."<
Freeman’s views on speciflic aspects of Christlan theology
were to change over the years. He felt that such change was
good because, as he put it, "I hope to have a larger
conception of a God of Law than I have today." Yet the
essentials of his relliglious bellefs would remain constant
after his reaffirmation of faith in that summer of 1908.
His eldest daughter has noted that her father’s "rellglon
was so profound and so wholly the source of his life that it
is hard to express." And as a leading student of his
thought has written, Freeman’s "religious faith did inform
his writing in the years ahead -- sometimes quite pointedly
in his editorials, less obviousgsly but nonetheless implicitly
in his biographies."=

Besides spiritual renewal, Freeman’s trips to Mr.
Goddin“s mission produced another lasting result. On his
first visit, Mr. Goddin‘s tall, blonde, blue-eyed daughter,
Inez, was playing the plano for the service. Despite Miss
Goddin’s stately beauty, it was not love at first sight for
Douglas. "I dldn‘t think too much about you when I flrst

saw you," he wrote to her a few months later, "but now I

<DSF to Bettie Freeman, July 3, 1902, DSFC-JHU; Cheek,
“Reflections," 28-29; DSF, "The Form and the Substance"
(typed transcript, Feb. 8, 1925) and "Growth" (typed
transcript, May 3, 1925), both In DSFP-LC, Box 126;
“Minutes," News Leader Current Events Class, May 26, 1924,
DSFP-LC, Box 177; DSF to Mrs. R. L. Chenery, BApril 5, 1921.
Box &.

SCheek, "Reflections," 38; Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF,"
175-76.
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think of little else." As they continued to see each other,
Douglas came to find In her the purlty and beauty he had
always wanted and decided that the serene, scmewhat shy Inez
Virginia Goddin would make the perfect wife for a literary
man. Yet in splite of the young couple’s growing love for
each other, thelr marriage would have to wait until Douglas
could accumulate enough money to support a wife.*<

Douglas continued to live with his family after his
return to Richmond. With their other boys gone, Walker and
Bettle took an apartment in the Ralelgh, at the corner of
Harrison and Franklin streets. As Mrs. Freeman’s condition
worsened, Douglas took over management of the household and
did much of the nursing of his terminally {11 mother. After
her death, he continued to keep house for himself and his
semi-retired father.”

When a college teaching position falled to materialize,
Douglas took on a varlety of jobs in the Richmond area. 1In
the fail of 1908, he began teaching history and drama at a
school for girls run by Miss Virginia Ellett. He would
bicycle from the Ralelgh to the school and usually arrive
around noon, slightly ahead of schedule. Often he would
remain after 4 p.m. for fireside conferences with the
headmistress. “Miss Jennie" shared not only Freeman’s

interest In educating youth but also his reverence for

=Cheek, "Reflectlons," 28-29.
“Allen W. Freeman, "My Brother Douglas," 39-41, 44,
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General Lee. According to one alumna of the schooi, the
girls always knew when they had been exceedingly bad,
because Miss Jennie "would turn General Lee’s photograph to
the wall, to spare him the painful sight." Also in 1908 Dr.
Ennlon Willlams, Commissioner of the Virglnia Department of
Health (of which Allen Freeman was now Assistant |
Commissioner), hlred Douglas at a salary of $500 per year to
handle publiclity for the Department. By 1911 he assumed the
title of director of publiclity and began speaking on behalf
of the Department throughout the commonwealth. In 1910 he
took on a related Job as executive director of the Virginia
Anti-Tuberculosis Association. This position also required
frequent public speaking and increased his recognition
across the state.®
Yet the greatest opportunities continued to stem from

his two-week stint at the Virginia State Library in 1906.
In March, 1909, Douglas was back at work in the library when
Dr. Mcllwaine approached him about an inquiry to the
librarian from John Stewart Bryan, publisher of the Richmond

imes-Dji h. Mr. Bryan had asked Mcllwaine for the name
of someone qualifled to write a serles of articles on needed
tax reform in Virglinia. The old llbrarian had thought of

Douglas, who had journallistic experlience as a college

SCheek, "Reflections," 27; Edmunds, Virainlans Qut Front,
386-87; J. Bryvan, 111, The Sword QOver the Mantel: The Civil
War and I (New York, 1960), 43; Allen W. Freeman, "My
Brother Douglas," 43; Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF," 206.
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correspondent and a knowledge of politics and economics from
his graduate studles at Johns Hopkins. Bryan hired him at a
salary of seven dollars per week, beginning a 35-year
association between Freeman and Bryan. The most [mmediate
result was Douglas"appolntment in the summer of 1910 as
secretary of the State Tax Commission, which the General
Assembly had created in March to reform Virginia‘s tax and
assessment laws. His work for the Commission brought him
close to some of the most Important leaders of the
commonwealth, Including William Hodges Mann, James Tayler
Ellyson and Richard Evelyn Byrd. The Commission’s report,
featuring an extensive appendix written by Freeman, appeared
in December of 1911. In 1913 he returned to work for Bryan
as an editorlial assistant on the staff of the
Times-Dispatch.”

Meanwhile, Freeman’s career as a historlan was
pregaressing as another outgrowth df his work for Dr.
Mclliwaine and Mrs. Minor. A Calendar of Confederate Papers
had appeared in 1908 and had been vwell received. Frederic
Bancroft reviewed it in the American Historlcal Revjew and
pronounced it to be '"the historlan’s Baedeker for Richmond’s

best memorials of the Confederates." Bancroft was so

*Cheek, "Reflections," 28; DSF to James Douglas Freeman,
May %3, 1952, DSFP-LC, Box 111; Virginia State Tax

Commission, Report t \Y nia b
the Tax Commission Appointed to Make an Investjgation of the

System of Assessment., Revenue and Taxation Now in Force in
this State (Richmond, 1911).
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impressed with the Calendar, in fact, that he penned a
personal note to Douglas prior to the appearance of the
review. "I have read . . . your Calendar with so much
pleasure that I feel llke adding a few lines to what I

have written for publication," he wrote. "1 don’t see how
any one could have performed the task better than you have
and I was hardly less thar amazed by your breadth of view
and accuracy." This high praise was well deserved, for the
young editor of the Calendar did lndeed demonstrate a
remarkable range of knowledge and attentlon to detail. The
volume’s first 500 pages described the documents in the
Confederate Museum’s collection. These included maps,
muster rolls, papers relating to the trial of Jeffersdn
Davis, papers relating to the Richmond Campalgn of 1864

and the papers of General William Nelson Rector Beall.
Douglas enlisted the aid of his brother Allen in annctating
the Museum’s papers relating to the Cocnfederate Medical
Department. Some manuscripts were reprinted verbaflm while
others were abstracted. Footnotes explained statements made
in the text and ldentlfied persons and places. The index
Included all names given in the text and references to
specific subjects. The final part of the work was a
descriptive biblliography of the Museum’s collection of

books and important pamphlets published or used in the
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Confederaqy.*°

Another who was impressed with Freeman’s work on the
Calendar was Mr. Wymberley Jones DeRenne of Savannah,
Georgia. His mother, Mrs. Mary DeRenne of Savannah, had
donated her large collection of Confederate books and
pamphlets to the Confederate Museum. In the Calendar
Dougias had pralsed the DeRenne Collection as "the most
valuable of the Library" and added: "At a time when
Confederate publications were much more numerous and
more easily acaqulired than at present, Mrs. DeRenne, with
rare judgment, gathered a collection of Confederate
publ ications second to none in the country." Appreciating
Freeman’s generous remarks about his mother and admiring the
overall quality of the Calendar, DeRenne decided to pay a
visit to Richmond and approach the budding historian about
another editing project. 1In the spring of 1910, he
contacted Douglas and outlined the project he had in mind.
He Invited Douglas to come to Savannah and examine the
papers he had described. In a letter written from the
Ralelgh on June 14, Douglas assured De Renne that "nothing
will give me more pleasure than the co-operation In an
undertaking which bespeaks so much patriotism on your part

and which will be of such great value to the people of the

‘“Frederic Bancroft, Review of A Calendar of Confederate

Papers, American Historjical Review (April, 1909), 623;
Frederic Bancroft to DSF, Feb. .19, 1909, Freeman Scrapbook,

1886-1923, Virginia Historical Society.
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South." Yet he was so heavily involved in newspaper and
public health work that he found it lmpossible to make the
Journey to Savannah before De Renne left for hls country
home in upstate New York. He sought to reassure the
Georgian that his "business arrangements will probably be
such within the next few weeks that I shall have a good deal
more leisure tlme and this I shall devote to the publication
you suggested."?*?

As |t turned out, Douglas spent most of his new-found
leisure time on a tour of the western United States. A
secretarial error prevented him from learning of De Renne’s
reply to his letter of June 14. Fortunately, De Renne
persisted and wrote again in August, whlile Douglas was in
the West. Upon his return in September, Douglas again
affirmed his interest in the project. "I am vours to
command," he wrote. "I can come and examlne [the papers]
whenever you are at home and can push the publication as
rapidly as you may desire." The first meeting between
Freeman and De Renne finally took place the next month when

-8

Douglas took a train to Mr. De Renne’s vacation home on the

*1DSF (ed.>, A Calendar of Confederate Paperg with a
Biblioaraphy of Some Confederate Publjcatliongs (Richmond,
1908), 501; William Harris Bragg, "“/0Our Joint Lebor’: W. J.
De Renne, Douglas Southall Freeman, and Lee’s Dispatches.
1910-1915," Virginja Magazine of History and Bioaraphv
(Jan., 1989, 4-5, 7-8; DSF to W. J. De Renne, June 14,
1910, De Renne Family Papers, Hargrett Rare Book and
Manuscript Library, University of Georgia.
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banks of Lake Champlain at Westport, New York.:=

Douglas was now well aware of the general nature of the
project and its potential importance, but he did not
actually see the papers he was to edit untl]l several weeks
later, when De Renne passed through Richmond on his way back
to Savannah. The wealthy Georglan telephoned the young
Virginian from the Hotel Jefferson and Invited him to lunch.
After an enjoyable meal, the two men went up to De Renne’s
room, where he took a three-quarter morocco volume from his
Gladstone bag and asked Douglas to look at It. As Douglas
opened the volume and began leafing through Its pages, he
quickly realized Jjust what a treasure he held in his hands.
The volume contained Robert E. Lee’s confldentiail dispatches
to Jefferson Davis. Most of these papers were orlglnals, no
copies of which had survived the evacuation of Richmond in
1865. As their whereabouts had remalned a mystery, they had
not been included in the Qfficjal Records of the war
that had been published between 1881 and 1900. Now their
owner was placing them In the hands of a 24-year-old
historian with the request that he edit and annotate them

for publlication.*®

*ZBragg, "‘Our Joint Labor,’" 8; DSF to W. J. De Renne,
Sept. 14, 1910, De Renne Famliiy Papers.

*2Bragg, "‘0Our Joint Labor,’" 9-10; Mary Tyler Freeman
Cheek, "A High Calling: Douglas Southall Freeman and Robert

E. Lee," in Robert Armour (ed.>, Douglas Southall E:ggmg

Reflections by His Daughter, His Research Associate and
Historian (Richmond, 1986)>, 9-10; Gignilliat, "Thought of
DSF," 186.
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Although he must have falrly trembled with excitement

at the realizatlon that he had been glven the opportunity
of a lifetilme, Freeman’s progress on the work was slow. MNMr.
De Renne pressed ahead, securing approval of the project
from Captaln Robert E. Lee, the general’s son, and making
preliminary contacts with a publisher. However, Douglas now
hegan to comp:iain of "baffling attacks of rheumatism which
threaten, every now and then, to put a permanent end to my
investigations." After examining the whole of the
collection, he also confessed to “a deep and sincere
regret that no more of the letters are original" and salid
that he "had hoped for better things." De Renne’s publisher
expressed other reservations:

We have not made any deflnite arrangement with

Mr. De Renne for the publication of these

letters. We told him that we were very much

interested in the matter and in a late letter

asked that we might see certaln of the

letters. We must say that those which you

have sent disappoint us exceedingly. They

seem to us to be merely in the nature of

reports and would be technically interesting

perhaps to military strategists, but would

not, in our opinion, appeal to the general

public.**<

Undaunted by doubts, physlcal ailments or other work,

Douglas pushed on with the task, He felt reassured that the

unpubl ished letters were "ln every respect the most

important of the whole." By March, 1911, he was already

14W. J. De Renne to Robert E. Lee, Jr., Oct. 28,
1910, DSF to W. J. De Renne, Feb. 16, 1911, Dodd,
Mead and Company to DSF, March 16, 191i, all in De
Renne Family Papers.
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anticipating the completion of the project. Yet more than a
year later, despite repeated assurances, it was still far
from finished. A major reason for the delay was that De
Renne, in June of 1911, brought Freeman another bound volume
of papers. This vofume, which De Renne had apparently never
mentioned to Douglas previously, contalned telegrams from
General Lee to President Davis. At first the editor did not
believe that the telegrams would long detain him, but in
April, 1912, he told Mr. De Renne that "they ocffer some very
interesting problems which must be solved." He said that he
was striving "to make the finished task worthy of the writer
of the letters and of the distingulshed owner of them" and
added that with no more duties to perform for the Tax
Commission, he was "thus in a position to put more labor on
our letters." But the Jjobs with the State Board of Health
and the Virginia Anti-Tuberculoslise Assoclation remalned, and
in October, 1912, the overworked Dr. Freeman was stricken
with a form of temporary paralysls that Incapacitated him
for several months. More rest apparently cured his
condition, which had been variously diagnosed as multiple
sclerosis and a potentially fatal thrombosis, and in
September, 1913, he broke a long silence by writing to the
increasingly exasperated De Renne: "With good fortune, I
hope now to escape serlous trouble at least for the rest of
the year. Naturally, however, when I was laid up for

[s01 lbng, I got behlind In all my work and In my finances as
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well. Since recovery, I have been forced to work overtime
on those things which brought an immediate return and have
not been able quite to finish my work on the Lee papers.’
By the last week of October, 1913, it appeared that the end
was indeed in sight: "I am glad to report that things are
maving along splendidly and that I am now at work on the
papers for February, 1865. I have only to flnlsh the few
remaining letters to April and to write the preface." He
added optimistically that this was "but a matter of a few
evenings’ work." Yet It would still take more than a vear
to complete the project.:=

Two projects that Douglas began during his first five
vears back in Richmond were never completed. One was an
ampltlous three-volume history of Virginla. In 1910 Douglas
signed a contract with the Lewis Publishing Company of New
York to complete by January, 1912, "a general history of the
State of Virginia." Most of his task was "to edit what has
been compiled in a general way by other gentlemen who are
engaged in collating much of the earlier history of the
State." Yet he was soon heavily lnvolved in his work for
the Tax Commission and the editing of Lee’s correspondence

with Davis and failed to meet the deadline called for in the

t=Bragg, "‘QOur Joint Labor.’" 12-17; DSF to W. J. De
Renne, March 4, March 25, Aug. 18, Aug. 24, Dec. 11, 1911,
April 29, 1912, Sept. 8, Oct. 24, 1913, all in De Renne
Family Papers.
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contract.*<

The other unfinished project was the publication of his
dissgsertation. Although he had worked dillgently on the
dissertation, it had taken a back seat to his work on the
Calendar during much of his final year at Hopkins. The
final product, "The Attitude of Political Partlies in
Virginia to Slavery and Secession (1846-1861)," was approved
by hlis two-man dissertation commlttee, Professors Ballagh
and Andrews, but both men expressed some reservations. The
crusty Ballagh told him: "Freeman, the research on this
paper is excellent, Indeed most exceptlional. But you will
never make a writer. Your purple prose is execrable." Dr.
Andrews refused to discuss the question of style, except to
say that it "should be a dally Interest and one that should
mark improvement with everything you write." As for
content, Andrews felt that the paper "needs a little more
interpretation under its facts, and a little more conviction
in Its conclusions." Still, Andrews thought that It could
be published as part of the Johns Hopkins Studies in History
and Political Sclence [f Freeman would "comb it over and
throw a little more imagination into it." At least twice
during 1909, Professor Vincent requested him to submit the

paper for publication, but Douglas never complied.*”

*<Clipping, Richmond Eveninga Journal, 1910, Freeman
Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virginia Historical Soclety.
. '7Cheek, "Reflectlons," 27; Charles M. Andrews to DSF,
July 29, 1908, John M. Vincent 'to DSF, June 25, Oct. 8,
1909, all in DSFP-LC, Box 4.
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A flre in the Hopkins archives serlously damaged the
copy of Freeman’s dissertation on deposit there, and the
copy he retained in hls personal papers [Is so heavily
revised and disordered as to be nearly unreadable. The
paper appears to be less than 200 pages of political
narrative. Not surprisingly, in view of Its author‘s later
achievements in the field of biography, lts best parts are
personal ity sketches of some of the key figures In the
secesslion crisis. Apparently, Freeman lost interest in
revising the manuscript for publication. He learned to
moderate his "purple prose' and to simplify his style, but
thereafter he devoted his llterary efforts to the military
history of the Confederacy rather than to politics. In 1927
he loaned the dissertation and hls notes to Henry T. Shanks,
who was working on a similar thesis at the University of
North Carolina, with the assertion that "I have no reason to
assume that I shall ever print my digsertation and for that
reason, as well as from consideration of Mr. Shanks, would
be most unwilling to stand in his way."?*®
Despite his fallure to publish his dissertation and the
proposed higtory of Virginia and his slow progress on Lee’s
- dispatches, Douglas had, by 1913, achieved a measure of
notoriety in the Old Dominion. His flrst boss at the

Times-Disgpatch, Henry Sydnor Harrison, had left the

t8Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF," 193-94; DSF to Joseph G. de
Roulhac Hamilton. Oct. 14, 1927, DSFP-LC, Box 11; Henry T. Shanks
to DSF, Jan. 12, 1928, DSFP-LC, Box 13.
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editorship of the paper in 1910 in order to pursue a career
as a novellst. The hero of Harrison’s novel Queed,
published in 1911, was a studious young man with a reverence
for hard work and the careful allotment of time for each
task and whose first public work Involved the writing of a
series of newspaper editorlals on tax reform. The author
warned Douglas not to read It "with the expectation of
finding any famillar faces, for the fact is that there
aren’t anyvything of the sort." Yet there can be iittle doubt
that Harrison based young Dr. Queed mainly, 1f loosely, on
young Dr. Freeman. Certainly many readers saw the
similarities. As cne Virglinia lady wrote to Mr. Harrison:
"I hear that ‘Queed’ has escaped from the pages of your
novel and has even ventured to Roanoke to deliver lectures
and his name is Douglas Freeman, or something of the
sort."**

If there remained some small doubt as to the true
identity of Dr. Queed, the Danville Regjster expressed no
doubts about Dr. Freeman in a 1911 editorial entitled "A
Brilllant Young Virglinian." Wrote the edlitor: "We have
heard and met and know Dr. Freeman. As a matter of simple
Justice we desire here to record the fact that we regard him

as a man of unusual talent and ability and of remarkable

**Henry S. Harrison to DSF, March 23, 1911, Freeman
Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virglnia Historlical Soclety; Claudine
Ferguson to Henry S. Harrison, July 21, 1913, Henry Sydnor
Harrison Papers, Manuscript Department, Duke University.
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erudition when his age Is considered, for he is still a
young man." The Reglster reviewed Freeman’s work with the
Tax Commission, the Anti-Tuberculoslis Assoclation and the
State Health Department and concluded: "He Is all this at
the age of twenty-five; added years lnsure for him a future
large with prcmise."=°

By hls mid-twenties Douglas Freeman was already widely
recognized as Virginia’s young man eloquent. It remained
for two wars -- one fought largely on the Old Dominion‘s
soil half a century before, the other about to break over in
Europe —-- to provide him with the opportunlty to achieve

wider fame.

=0Danville Regigter, Jan. 20, 1911.
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CHAPTER V
EDITOR-IN-ARMS

The years 1914 and 1915 were momentous ones for Douglas
Freeman and for the world. At 5 p. m. on February 5, 1914,
the young editorlal assistant and Inez Virginla Goddin were
married in a qulet ceremony at the home of the bride’s
mother, 1114 Floyd Avenue. After a honeymoon the couple set
up housekeeping with Walker Freeman at the Raleigh. Inez
did indeed prove to be the perfect wife for a man of
Douglas’ interests and habits. ©She loved him deeply and had
compliete faith in his ability to accomplish his many goais.
Douglas paid her public tribute when he dedicated R. E. Lee
"to I. G. F., who never doubted." Shy by nature, Inez did
not resent the fact that her husband’s devotion to work left
little time for an extremely active social life. She proved
so adept at managing the Freeman household that even after
the birth of their three children, Douglas had plenty of
time for work. And even as a newlywed, work was the
dominant theme of Douglas Freeman‘s 1ife.!

In the late summer of 1914, Freeman was finally able to
report the completion of the editorial work on Lee’s
dispatches, Includlng a long introduction to the collection.

The introduction had proved troublesome. He had rewritten

‘Unidentified clipping, [Feb. 6, 1914], Freeman
Scrapbook, 1886-1923, Virginia Historical Society.

7
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it several times and still felt obliged to ask Mr. De Renne
for a critique. De Renne suggested that he tone down his
references to General James Longstreet and Longstreet’s
responsibility for the Confederate defeat at Gettysburg.

"As for the changes you make," Freeman replled on September
22, "that regarding Longstreet is certainly not only wise
but I think generous. My origlnal was a llttle too
savage."=®

Nevertheless, Freeman’s first published opinions on the
Gettysbura controversy placed him squarely In the Lee ~amp.
This was understandablie, for a major tenet of the
Confederate faith was that Longstreet had lost the war at
Gettysburg through his tardiness in carrying out Lee’s |
orders on the second day of the great battle and had
compounded hls gullt by criticizing Lee’s decisloﬁ to send
the divisions of Pickett, Pettigrew and Trimble against
Cemetery Ridge the following day. This facet of the
Confederate tradition had become especlially popular in the
Richmond of Freeman’s youth, where William L. "Buck" Royall,
Confederate veteran and newspaper editor, annually told a
packed audience In the Academy of Music theater that
Gettysburg was lost because of Longstreet’s "contuﬁacy, and

the word is not too strong!" Richmond was also the home of

=2DSF to W. J. De Renne, Sept. 7, Sept. 13, 1914, De Renne
Family Papers; DSF to W. J. De Renne, Sept. 15, 1914,
DSFP-LC, Box 4; W. J. De Renne to DSF, [Sept. 21, 1914] and
DSF to De Renne, Sept. 22, 1914, De Renne Family Papers.
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the Southgrn Historlical Socliety, whose publications
frequently savaged Longstreet’s reputation. For his part,
Freeman reJected Longstreet’s claims that Lee later admitted
that his lleutenant had been right in arguing agalinst the
assault on Little Round Top on July 2, 1863 and the great
charge agalnst Cemetery Ridge on July 3. If the young
editor of Lee’s digpatches omitted, at De Renne’s urging,
his orlginal reference to Longstreet’s "attacks of self
important dotage," he let stand his critique of Longstreet’s
memoir Manassas to Appomattox as a "questionable narrative”
written by "an old man, soured by fallure and embittered by
circumstances." Though Lee accepted responsibiilty for the
Confederate defeat, this was not, in Freeman’s view, an
admission that he had been wrong in ordering the assault
against the Union position. The editor concluded: "Only in
the knowledge which nelther he nor Longstreet possessed on
July 3 and in the realization that the attack which should
not have failed did fail, was he prepared to admlt that he
would have followed a different course." Freeman praised
Lee for refusing to avail himself of others’ errors to
escape his own responsibility, even at Gettysburg, where

"merited reprimand of culpable lieutenants would have
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absolved the commander-in-chief."=

Freeman’s praise of Lee for refusing to criticlze
others and bravely bearing the blame for Gettysburg was
typical of his attitude toward the transcendent figure of
the Confederate falth. He had long admired Lee as a man,
soldier and a model for behavior. Now he presented for
the first time in print his evaluation of the Southern
demigod, "who bore success with humility and failure with
fortitude." He wrote that "one may end the letters with the
bellef that Lee the soldlier was great but that Lee the man
was greater by far." The war had subjected Lee the noble
cavalier "to every test by wh;ch the heart of man may be
tried. . . . And from it Lee emerged aged and worn, already
in the shadow of the grave, but a stronger, nobler man than
when he consecrated his sword to the gervice of Virginia and
assumed command of her little army." Freeman believed, like
his mentor Samuel Chliles Mitchell, that Lee’s "St. Helena at

Lexington was more glorious than his Austerlitz at

#Bryan, The Sword Qver the Mantel, 73; W. J. De Renne to
DSF, [Sept. 21, 19141, De Renne Family Papers; DSF (ed.?,

Lee’s D;ggg;gbgs Unpu Ql1§hgg_Lg$Ju§LQi_§,n£LiLJBHBHL_£L
ee, C.S. t of

the Confederate Statgg_gi_ﬁm§:1§§4_1§§2;§§ (New York, 1915).
- XXix, 114, On the background of the Gettysburg controversy,
see Willlam Garrett Piston, Lee’s Tarnighed Lieutenant:

James Longstreet and His Place in Southern History (Athens,
Ga., 1987); Louis Decimus Rubin, Jr., |

Southerners (Baton Rouge, 1982), 184-91; Thomas Lawrence

Connelly, The Marble Man: Robert E. Lee and His Image in
American Society (New York, 1977), 83-90; Thomas Lawrence

Connelly and Barbara L. Bellows, ng and Genperal Longstreet:

The Logst Cause and the Southern Mingd (Baton Rouge, 1982,
30-38,
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Chancellorsville. . . . Noble he was; nobler he became.
The sufferings he endured were worth all they cost him
in the example they gave the South of fortlitude In disaster
and courage in defeat." Thus, In his first publlc
evaluation of Lee, Freeman expressed sentiments typlcal of
the postbellum deiflcation of the South’s wartime hero.<

Perhaps Douglas felt the need for an example of
fortitude and courage because of the triais he had endured
during the editing of the dispatches. *Physical debility
that threatened to wreck me, the hard necessity of long
hours’ work to make bread and meat, grinding routine, -- all
these kept me back," he wrote to Mr. De Renne at the
completion of the project. For a brief time it appeared
that his sufferings would be for naught. De Renne’s chosen
publ isher, Dodd, Mead and Company, rejected the finished
product. Fortunately, G. P. Putnam’s Sons of New York
accepted the manuscript and publilished Lee’gs Digpatches in
1915.=

Freeman’s most immediate reward from the publication of
Lee’s Dispatches was a gift of $1000 from Mr. De Renne.
This gift was important, for it enabled the Freemans to
purchase their first home on Floyd Avenue. Yet even more

important in the long run was the national exposure that the

<DSF (ed.), Lee’s Dispatches, xvil-xlx.

=DSF to W. J. De Renne, Sept. 15, 1914, DSFP-LC, Box 4;
Edward H. Dodd to W. J. De Renne, Oct. 13, 1914, De Renne
Fami ly Papers.
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appearance of Lee’s Digpatcheg brought to the young editor.
Walter Lynwood Fleming reviewed the work for the Mississippi
Vallev Historical Revjew and commented: "The editor
contributes a first class iIntroduction and extensive notes,
thus making the papers of much greater value and rendering
it easler to use them. The Index Is all that can be asked.
The editor has done a most creditable work." Eben Swift,
writing In the American Historical Review, took Freeman to
task for going "beyond the evidence he presents when he
speaks of ‘blunders and worse of subordinates,’‘culpabie’
lieutenants, ‘others’ errors,’ etc. -- all matters upon
which Lee, the master, was silent." ©Still, Swift pronounced
the book "admirably edited" and praised Freeman for
providing such complete notes "that It Is not at all
necessary to refer to other works for a full understanding."’
Writing in the Chicago Post, William E. Dodd maintained that
none of the dispatches revealed why Lee "fought so rashly at
Gettysburg on July 3, or why he allowed Grant to slip away
from him after Cold Harbor. The editor makes a long
argument against the criticism of E. P. Alexander that Lee
was outgeneraled by his great antagonist, June 15 to i8,
1864. The letters do not sustaln his contention.”

Professor Dodd concluded that Lee’s Dispatches "is a welcome
addition to the Lee lliterature, tho [t does not change the
estimate of the man or general at any point. It does,

however, fill in the lacunae of the correspondence and this
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will aid the speclialist who may some day undertake a ‘Life
of Lee’ the best opportunlity In the fleld of American
biography to him who knows enough of military things,
of social conditions and the wilis of our fathers who
brought on the greaf Amerlican war."®

Dodd probably had no one particular in mind, but others
did. Shortly after a favorable review of Lee’s Dispatches
appeared in the New York Times, Henry Sydnor Harrison
attended a dinner In New York at which he sat next to Edward
Livermore Burlingame, edltor-in-chlef for Charles Scribner’s
Sons, Publishers. Mr. Burllngame had seen the review and
asked the Virginian if he knew Freeman and whether he
thought the editor of Lee’s Dispatches could write a brief
blography of the General for Scribner’s "American Crisis
Serles." With thoughts of young Dr. Queed probably running
through his head, Harrison replied that indeed he thought
Freeman could perform the task. Burlingame contacted
Douglas, who signed a contract for a book of 75,000 words
and estimated that the project would require two yvears.
Freeman later saw the hand of Providence at work in the
chain of opportunity that led to the writing of R. E. Lee.
Indirectly, at least, the chance to write the life story of

his idol stemmed from his work at the Virginia State Library

=DSF to W. J. De Renne, Nov. 4, 1914, De Renne Family

Papers; Mississippi Valley Historical Rg view (March, 1917),
540-42; Amerjcan Historical Review (Jan., 1916), 357-59:

Chicago Post, Sept. 3, 1915.
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in the summer of 1906. That two-week Job almost a decade
ago had given him the opportunity to compile A_Calendar of
Confederate Papers and to work for Mr. Harrlson at the
Times-Digpatch. Publlicatlon of the Calendar had led to

Lee’s Dispatches. Now the Djigpatches and the friendship
with Harrison had led to the opportunity to tell the

story of Lee and, through the eyes of thelr commander, of
the men whose story he had first resolved to write in 1903.7
Yet the story of the Civil War would have to walt as
the drama of an even greater confllict unfolded. When the
guns of August, 1914 barked in Euroée, Douglas was
completing his work on Lee’s Disgspatches and earning a living
as an editorial assistant on the staff of the Richmond News
Leader. He had come over to the afternoon paper from the
morning Times-Dispatch when the Bryan family sold their
interest in the Times-Digpatch in order to concentrate their
efforts on the News Leader. He watched the war In Europe
with growing interest, as he noted "the remarkable
similarity of some of Lee‘s campalgns to those of Joffre."
As he began to write the paper’s edltorials on the European
war, he made frequent references to a war more famllliar to
his Virginia readers. "In the hideous struggle in Europe.
not less than in the peaceful progress of the South, we see

Lee, we see Jackson," he wrote on Lee’s 108th birthday.

“Cheek, *A High Cailllng," 10; Gignilllat, "Thought of
DSF," 182-91.
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"For unless we much misread the strategy of the European
War, it is infinitely more that of Lee and his great
lieutenant than it is that of Napoleon or von Moltke.' He
cited the use of rallroads, inner line defenses, extended
flank and rapld concentratlon as milltary principles
adopted from Lee and Jackson. He might also have mentioned
futile frontal assaults against rifled weapons as tactical
parallels between the two wars, but he did not.®

Freeman used geographical analogies as well as
strategical and tactical comparisons to bring the Great War
closer to his readers. One exampl!e will suffice:

For a ready understanding of the slituation, we
shall ask readers to substitute a familiar for
an unfamiliar country and to conceive of
Richmond in Its relation to the James as
Peronne on the Somme. If we imagine the

James river running upstream, the terrain
corresponds accurately enough. Bapaume is in
the same relative location as Ashland, the
Richmond, Frederlicksburg and Potomac
corresponds to the Peronne-Bapaume highway,
and Shirley is about where the important city
of Ham is situated. . . . The first assaults,
as all men know, were delivered simultaneously
on the Richmond - Ashland line and on the
northern end of the Richmond - Shirley

line. . . . Richmond has thus been in some
measure isolated. In military parlance, it is
on a double salient, with the French and
British on the Richmond, Fredericksburg and
Potomac and with the French clogse to the James
from the vicinity of Swansboro as far south

as Bermuda Hundred. It would seem to be only
a question of time before the attacks to the
east of the Richmond, Frederlcksburg and
Potomac and south on the Bermuda Hundred line
will isolate the city completely and force its

©DSF to W.-J. De Renne, Oct. 17, 1914, De Renne Family
Papers; NL, Jan. 19, 1915.
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evacuation.”

Although some knowledgeable readers considered
Freeman’s constant comparisons between the Great War in
Europe and the Civil War in Virginia to be "a far-fetched
exercise," even his critics admitted that they "“led the
paper into unprecidented popularity." The News Leader’s
daily circulation increased by several thousand until it
became the most widely read newspaper in Virginia.
President Woodrow Willson was salid to keep a copy of the News
Leader on his desk at the White House. Undoubtedly, the
popularity of Freeman’s articlies on the World War and his
:ncreasing prominence as an expert on millitary affalrs led
to his appolntment as edltor of the News Leader In 1915,
before he had reached the age of thirty.°

If President Wilson actually read the News Leader that
he kept on his desk, he must have liked not only the young
editor’s detailed treatment of military campaigns but alsc
the paper’s consistent support for his foreign policy. Like
most Southern editors and a majority of Southerners in
general, Freeman favored the Allled cause while applauding
Wilson’s efforts to keep the United States out of war. He
- saw the war as a conflict between representative

Institutions and German millitarism, a mllitarism that had to

*Ibid., Oct. 11, 1916.

toVirginius Dabney Across the Years: Memories of a
Virginian (Garden City, 1978), 107; Emily Clark, tuﬁfe

Peacocks (New York, 1927), 216.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.

86



87
be crushed before there could be any talk of peace.
Yet he believed officlial neutrality to be the best course
for America and approved the President’s vigorous assertion
of neutral trading rights. "The United States cannot, of
course, permit their ships to be denied rights at sea." he
wrote on May 3, 1915, Yand they will not allow any
belligerent, be he of the Teuton alllance or the entente, to
abridge in any way that freedom of trade which is the
privilege of all neutrals.":?

Just four days later a German submarine torpedoed and
sank the British luxury liner Lusitania off the Irish coast.
Of the 1,198 victims, 128 were Americans. From this day
forward, the News Leader dropped all pretense of neutrality
of thought. "We need not speak of the crime itseif,"
Freeman wrote the next day:

It was the vandalism of Louvain without the
provocation. It was the bombardment of Reims
without the opportunity of any answering
defense. It was the ravaging of Belgium
without the excuse of "military necessity."

It was deliberate piracy and cold blooded
assassination, and is on precisely the same
moral plane as the knife-thrust of the lurking
criminal who strikes in the dark from the
mouth of an alley. Warnings do not extenuate
and the presence of arms aboard the Lusijtania
does not palliate. No maxim of international
law can even be cited to excuse this act, even
in the slightest; it rests solely on the
doctrine that the strong will of Germany must
and shall prevail ~- by murder 1f need be.

The sinking confirmed that Germany "has forfeited her last

*1Gecrge Brown Tindall, T e nce of the New South
1913-1945 (Baton Rouge, 19673, 38-39; NL, Feb. 13, May 3, 1915.
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claim to be treated as a member of the family of nations,
and that she has forced thls country to the most extreme
measures short of war itself." At the end of May, Freeman
went even farther when he declared that "the United States
must elther go to war or take extreme measures short of
war."*=

President Wilson opted for measures short of war, and
Freeman endorsed the measures by which Wilson finailly
secured from Germany a pledge to abandon unrestricted
submarine warfare. "Mr. Wilson put Berlin on notice and in
the face of the blood-thirsty factions of the German
reichstag, has compelled an unwilling kalser to surrender
the most devilish weapon of this inhuman war, his lawless
submarine," Freeman wrote in an editorial published shortly
before the election of 1916. He agreed with those who
charged that it took Wilson months to wring the pledge from
Germany. "but even so," the News Leader contended, "the
dipiomacy of Woodrow Wilson has achieved more for safe
travel at sea than the allied fleets have been able to
accomplish . . . in twenty-seven months of cruising."*=®

Yet Freeman continued to see a fundamental conflict of
ideals between 2merica and Germany. Although he wished to
see Germany chastened rather than destroyed, he maintained

that it was "to the interest of the United States to see

*=2lbid., May 8, May 10, May 31, 1915.
13]bid., Nov. 4, 1916,
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Germany removed as 2 menace to the worid," for "Germany must
cease to be Germany or cease to be a friendly nation."
While he believed that the Allles could defeat Germany
without direct American intervention, he had been a gtrong
advocate of American military preparedness since before the
Lusjtania inclildent. 1In an editorial pralising Richmond’s
Congressman, Andrew Jackson Montague, for his support
of preparedness measures, Freeman again appealed to the
city’s martial tradition:

Perhaps It Is because we 1ive where the marks

of battle still linger. Perhaps it is because

we Richmond people know that the James river

would be one of the first objectives of the

enemy in case of invasion. Perhaps it is

because, as descendants of the veterans of ail

the American wars, we of Richmond have more

than the average interest in milltary matters.

But whatever the reason for the attitude of

the Third district, Mr. Montague may be sure

that for one man who would have America

defenseless. there are twenty voters of

Richmond who want to see the United States

strong encugh to repel any enemy at any

time.*<

Freeman praised the preparedness program finally

adopted by Congress in 1916 as "the most far-seeing defense
measure In the history of the country" and "a monument to
America’s awakened sense of world responsibility," but he
continued to call for universal compulsory service., "We
must build a new army on a new foundatlon," he maintalned.
"And If so, that foundation must be compulsory because

volunteer service fajils, universal because only in that way

141bid., Aug. 14, 1915, April 19, May 12, 1916,
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can it be democratic." He qualified thlis demand only by
insisting "that the issue be not made one between the
professional offlcer and the citizen soldier, between the
regular army and the national guardsmen." He held that
officers should be recruited from the ranks and that the
increase in the number of professional soldiers should be no
larger than absolutely necessary. "Otherwise," he argued,
“we are headed for rampant militarism."®=

As a loyal Democrat and ardent admirer of the
President’s progressive domestic policles, Freeman applauded
Wilson’s re-election in 1916 as "a vindication of the
president personally, and an endorsement of his theory,
which, as far as possible, he put into practice, that the
president should be a national as well as a party leader."
Yet when Germany announced, even before Wilson’s second
inauguration, the resumption of unrestricted submarine
warfare, Freeman’s calls for action became more strident,
and his patlence with the Presldent began to wear thin.
Though as late as early February, 1917, he still warned
against a too hasty resort to war, his denunciations of
American pacifists and the "little group of willful men" in
the Senate who filibustered against Wilson’s propoéal to arm
American merchant ships took on a harsh tone. When on March
18 German submarines sank three American merchantmen, the

editor could restrain his passion no longer. "Rejected in

*=1bid., Sept. 8, Dec. 8, Dec. 19, 1916.
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all things and lnsulted beyond endurance, our final
acceptance of German challenge would be proof tc all the
world that no nation can live at peace with the common enemy
of mank!ind," he wrote. "The president should at once
convene congress in extra session and call for a declaration
of war -- that Is our dellberate opinion." The time had
come for Wilson to "throw aside his cloak and show beneath
it the arms of a warrlor or the cassock of a paclfist."
Freeman left no doubt that he wanted to see the warrior’s
armor: "Better a generation’s impotence as a minority party
than an hour’s concession to disloyalty; better defeat in
the next election than disgrace in the eves of the world;
better a battle to the finish than a parley for the sake of
politics." When Wilson flnally went before Congress to ask
for a declaration of war, Freeman pronounced the occasion "a
great night in the march of democracy." At last the United
States had been called to do its duty “"to our future
security, to our democratic sister nations, to our ideals
and to our God."?*=

Although he was only 30 vears of age when Congress
declared war, Freeman was disqualified for milltary service
because of the hernia he had suffered in childhood. Yet he
believed that victory required some contribution from every

citizen. He made his own contribution through his News

reIpjd., Nov. 17, 1916, Feb. 3, Feb. 22, March 5, March
8, March 19, March 31, April 3, 1917.
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Leader editorlals, in which he not only continued to analyze
battles and campaigns of the boys In Europe but also
exhorted his fellow citizens on the home front to perform
thelr duty to the war effort. He reminded his readers that
"most wars of the past have been ordered by the rich
and fought by the poor," but declared that this war should
be different. If the government had the right to demand
that a boy give his services and risk his life in defense of
his country, it had the equal right to demand that the
farmer raise certain crops and sell them at a certain price
and that the wealthy manufacturer, merchant or capitalist
bear the war’s cost by subscriblng to loans and paving
heavier taxes. "The government has more than the right," he
concluded. "It has the solemn duty." The popularity of
Freeman’s wartime editorials contributed to his growing
popularity as a public speaker. After America‘’s entry into
the war. he quickly became Richmond’s first choice as an
orator for patriotic gatherings. He also began delivering
daily news commentaries via Richmond radio, an activity he
continued for the rest of his life.*”

The outcome of the war served to buttress Freeman’s
religious falth. Entitling his editorial for November 11,
1918 "The Stone Was Rolled Away.," he proclalmed: "God’s ls

the victory: His be the praise! Before the opened tomb of

*7Ibid., Aprit 4, 1917; Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF,"
356.
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the old world’s dellverance, exultation must wait on
thanksgiving and every emotion must yield to praise to Him
whose right in might hath prevalled." He credited the hand
of God for every Allled victory of the Great War. "God it
was who stayed the Hun upon the Marne, and God who halted
him upon the Yperlee," he wrote. "“He it was who kept
inviolate the bloody bastion of unsullied Verdun and He it
was who stood between our withdrawing allies and the
pursuing foe last March, in that dread nightmare of retreat.
Slowly, inexorably, and with that greater mercy that puts
the lives of nations above those of men, God has brought us
to this hour.":®

A young lieutenant who was convalescing in the base
hospital at Camp Lee, Virginia read this editorial and wrote
to its author to express his "keen disappointment" and
"vehement disapproval." The young offlcer asked |f Freeman
really saw "in the tremendous events of the past four vears.
in the shrapnel-torn civilization of Europe, and, now, in
the cessation of the Great Carnage, only the unfolding of
the plans of some vague anthropomorphism which you name
mysteriously “God’?" Freeman’s reply was, in the words
of historian John L. Gignilliat, "the most explicit
statement of his faith in the action of God’s will through
history."

You would say that the war was wasteful and

teNL, Nov. 11, 1918.
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purposeless. I would maintaln that through it
ran a purpose. That purpose I would call the
will of God, the ultimate God of the world. I
believe that purpose runs through all the
channels of history, a current that carries
men toward a distant sea that we call for

lack of a better name, The Xingdom of God. I
cannot believe that men are merely born to
struggle against thelr brothers in an animal
survival of the fittest and then to perish. I
believe they are constantly moving onward in
an evolution which has its end, even as it
had its beginning, in God. And even when I
see men thrown back in their civillzation,
through some great disaster, such as war, it
is to me merely a stage in the great process
of development. . . . The autocrat had to go
and much life had to be spent in destroving
him, vet life will continue still, glorified,
I think, and chastened by what [t has endured.
I regard that as the work of God: vou may
classify him as you may. Nor do I find the
war irreconciiable with the view that if

there is a God he must be a God of Love. 1If
you have experienced much of life, you have
found that peace is often purchasable only in
pain. You may say that He cannot be a God who
makes pain the price of peace. I can only
reply that some of us cannot value peace until
we have known pain. In the prospect of peace
on earth and of ended wars, I confess I see a
Mercy that will prove greater than that mercy
which we craved as we saw Belgian women raped
and a civilization submerged. 1 have read
history in vain unless it means a real

liberty afiter & relogn of terror, a real
tolerance after this world’s St. Bartholemew’s
eves and a real love after hate has burned
itself out.

Freeman was to be dismayed by the war’s ultimate
congsequences both at home and abroad. Yet for at least a
decade after the Armistice, he gave no evidence that his

faith in man’s progress through Divine will was
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diminished.**%

Clearly Freeman must have seen the hand of God at work
in his own life as 1918 drew to a close. His two weeks of
work at the Virginia State Library a dozen years before had
led ultimately to the opportunlity to write a biography of
nhis hero, Robert E. Lee. He was already contemplating
expanding this project beyond its original scope into an
ambitlous attempt to write the definitive study of the
General. At the same time, the Great War had provided him
with an cpportunity to demonstrate his considerable
knowledge of current military affairs to a wide audience and
contributed to his appointment as editor of the News
Leade¢r. Thouosh he had never put on a unlform, war had done
as much to shape the career of Douglas Freeman as it had

most men who had worn the gray or the khaki.

t*Russell G. Smith to DSF, Nov. 15, 1918 and DSF to
Smith. no date. both in DSFP-LC, Box 8; Gignilliat., “Thought
of DSF." 358-59.
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CHAPTER VI
A LIBERAL EDITOR IN THE AGE OF NORMALCY

Even though Douglas Freeman was often at hls best when
wrlting of wars past and present, he devoted the early years
of hls newspaper edlitorshlp to the causes of peace abroad
and progressive reform at home. In so dolng he considered
himself to be a ]llberal, reform-minded editor. Although
political labels are often difficult to apply accurately,
Freeman’s views generally were 1lberal within the context of
time and place. Moreover, he was a liberal under his own
definition of the term:

A true llberal . . . nejther Is dlsdalinful of
the past nor enslaved to 1t, nelther
contemptuous of the present nor afrald of the
future. He regards vesterday and today as the
two flxed points by which to proJject tomorrow.
Never does he experiment In order to destroy,
but always In an effort to improve. The axe
Is never wielded where the scalpel sufflces.
In the knowledoge that exlistence can be
retrogresslon as well as prooress, he goes on,
but he slipis] back by standing stiil.

. Censclous of hils llmltatlons and nf the
certalnty of error, he 1s convinced that an
open mind |s the first requisite In opening
the way. Tolerant even of Intolerance, he
seeks above all to learn by honest effort.
This liberallsm Is not a program but an

approach.?
Yet Freeman had nelther the temperament nor the
philosophlical outlook to be a crusading editor. HIis falth

in the ultimate progress of man through the will of God

1DSF to Henry Preston, Nov. 24, 1952, DSFP-LC,
Box 112.
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generally prevented him from expressing frustratlion or
Impatlence In his edltorlals. Though he could employ strong
language to denounce pollclies and practlces that he
dlsapproved, he refralned from personal attacks upon men
with whom he dlsagieed. He usually preferred tactful
persuasion and encouragement to faultflndling and rlidicule.
Freeman’s deferentlal relationship with the News Leader‘s
publ isher, John Stewart Bryan, also served to resgtrain
the young editor‘s passion. He and Bryan agreed on most
publ ic questions, but when there was disagreement Freeman
deferred {o the older man’s wishes. He kept his boss
closely Informed on local and state affalrs whenever Mr.
Bryvan was away and sought hls oplnlion on all controverslal
matters of lmportance.=

Bryan supported Woodrow Wlison for President in 1912,
and his edltor provided rlnglng endorsements of Wilson’s
progressive accompl Ishments when the President sought
re-election:

New freedom for lndustry Is the central
thought of the Underwood tariff and the
federal reserve act. New freedom for
childhood 1ls the golden chord that runs
through the chlld-labor law. New freedom for
commerce prompted the repeal of the Panama
tolls provision. New freedom for the farmer
is the motlve of the rural credits act. New
freedom for the calm dlscusslon and Jjust

analyslis of a portentous labor dispute led to
the passage of the Adamson bill.,

2Mary Wells Ashworth, *Douglas Southall Freeman: The Man
and the Making of a Book,* In Armour (ed.>, Doualas Southall
Freeman, 17; Glgnilliat, "Thought of DSF," 204.
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Ironically, the "New Freedom" program of domestic reform was
nearing its end when the admiring Freeman became editor of
the News Leader. Yet he found even more to admire In
Wilson’s forelgn policy. Carefully lgnoring American
Interventlion In Halti and the Dominlcan Republlc, Freeman
praised Wilson for his reversal of the Latin American
policles of hls Republlcan predecessors, who had "shortened
not a thong and lightened not a blow In lashing the
trembl lng governments of Latin-America." The editor did not
questlion the rightness of Wilson’s Intervention In Mexico
but commended the President for not resortlng to war and
for reallzing that "1t iIs for the strong, unperturbed, to be
gentle because they are strong.* Wllson had "sought and
found the surest, shortest road to the regeneration of a
ruined republic, the road of mercy and asslstance.*=
Freeman’s support for Wilson’s dealings with the

belllgerents In the European war has already been noted.
Belleving as he did that "God led America into this war to
work His wlll," Freeman saw the hand of God at work In the
Presldent’s proposals for peace and a League of Natlons to
enforce that peace. "No such league . . . could be more

. than Utoplian unless we had, In the coming peace conference,
the world’s greatest opportunlity to make lasting and
righteous adjustments of practlcally every question of race

and boundary," he wrote. "Perhaps that s the reason God

®NL, Nov. 2, Nov. 3, 1916.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



saw flt to put practlcally every world power In the war.*
As opposlition to the League grew, Freeman countered that a
League 'strong enoush to enforce a peace of Justlice® was the
only alternatlive to *a treaty, the InJustlice of which will
be so great that it wil! render Impossible a renewal of the
war by elther Germany or Austria withln the next century."
Since such a vindlctive peace would of necessity violate
ethnic boundaries, a strong League was really "Indispensable
to the peace of the world." The League would also reduce
colonlal tensions and provide "a chance for backward
peoples" to mount up lndustrially, soclally and polltically
under League-directed tutelage. In short, Wilson’s plan was
the only one that gave any genulne promlse of peace because
it was the only solution based on Jjustice.*

When Senator Henry Cabot Lodge of Massachusetts
Introduced his "Round Roblin" resolutlon agalinst Amerlcan
acceptance of the League, Freeman denounced it as “a
dellberate negatlon of every rlighteous principle for which
America has been flghting In thls war." As oppositlion to
the Treaty of Versallles and its provisions for the League
mounted In the Republican-controlled Senate, Freeman
reconclled himself to the hope that the peace would still be
ratifled with “mild" reservatlions. Yet when Lodge proposed

a serles of "sirong® reservatlons to the treaty, the

“lbid,, July 31, 1917, Jan. 9, 1918, Jan. 10, Jan. 31,
1919,
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News Leader declared In boldface type: “TO ACCEPT THE
RESERVATIONS IS TO DENY THE FAITH OF THOSE FIFTY THOUSAND
MEN WHO FELL IN FRANCE. TO WRITE THEM INTO THE TREATY WOULD
BE TO SOUND THE ‘ALERT’ FOR ANOTHER WORLD WAR. TO PERMIT
THEM TO STAND UNCHALLENGED AS THE STUDIED EXPRESSION OF THIS
NATION’S SENTIMENT WOULD BE TO BRAND AMERICA WITH THE IRON
OF IMPERIALISM IN THE MARKET PLACE OF HISTORY.' In the end,
however, Freeman urged supporters of the treaty and the
League to compromlsé. He sensed that the public had drifted
“*away from the convictlon that ratificatlion wilthout
reservatlons was a political necessity and an lnternatlonal
duty." The early enthusiasm was gone; some skeptlcism had
taken lts place. "Polltlcally, 1t Is always dangerous to
flght under a waning moon," he warned, and he advised the
Democratlc party not to make the election of 1920 a
referendum on ratlflcation without reservation.®

That election proved to be a deep disappointment to
Freeman. His first cholce for the Presidency was Herbert
Clark Hoover, whose work as Relief Commissioner In Belglum
and Unlted States Food Adminlistrator he had greatly admired.
Hoover declared himself to be "an Independent Progressive,*
which the progressive edltor of the News Leader took to mean
that he would accept nelther the Republlican nomination on a

"stand-pat Leonard Wood - Harding platform®" nor the

=lbld,, March 4, Oct. 17, Oct. 23, 1919, March 9, March
19, March 20, 1920.
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Democratic nominatlon on a “radical McAdoo platform.* In
sum, Freeman thought that Hoover "professes to be lh
principle 1f not In agreed detaill -- what the Democratic
party ought always to be -- progressive.* He urged the
Democratlc Natlonal Commlittee to adopt a prelimlnary draft
of a platform that would be acceptable to Mr. Hoover, who,
he contended, "ls the strongest presidentlal possibillity In
the Unlted States today, commands the largest general
followling and best exempllifles those quallitles for which a
country, disgusted with petty politics, Is clamoring.” Yet
Just a few days after this ringing endorsement, Freeman told
Mrc. Bryan that he was "really very much disappointed at
Hoover‘s behavlor® and felt that the Democrats could not
conglder him. "I hardly think he has been frank," Freeman
sald.=

He stll]l found Hoover, "that great man and wretched
politiclan," preferable to the other Republican candidates
and was dismayvyed at the GOP’s cholce of Ohlo Senator Warren
Gamallel Herdlng. At least he saw consistency In the
cholce. "Having adopted a meaningless and cowardly
platform," he wrote of the Republlcan convention, "it chose
a colorless nominee.* He pronounced the Republican
candlidate to be a reactionary on the problems of labor and a

tool of blig business. "Never prominent enough to arouse

=Ibid., March 10, 1920; DSF to John Stewart Bryan, March
31, 1920, DSFP-LC, Box 5.
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antagonlsm,* he wrote of the Ohloan, "but always sympathetic
with the 0ld Guard, Harding was agreed upon as the nominee
not becaugse of the record he had made, but because of the
enemies he had not made."”

Freeman felt that the Republican tlcket of Harding and
Massachusetts Governor Calvin Coollidge could be beaten by
Ystrong men on a strong platform.'" Yet more to be feared
than a Hardlng victory was "the temptation to radlcalism*
presented to the Democrats by the Amerlcan Federation of
Labor’s denunclation of the Republlcan platform, the control
of the conventlon by blg business and the attltude of both
Harding and Cool ldge toward labor. That temptation had to
be resisted at all costs, he malntalned:

Ours is a party of lliberalism, of sane

l1tberal ism, as opposed not less to radicallsm
than to reaction. The Democratlc party can
endorse collectlive bargalnlng; the Democratic
party can repudlate any such sentiments as
those that led Hardlng to demand a return to
the antebellum Industrial conditions. But the
Democrats cannot and willl not, for the sake of
support from the A.F. of L. or from any other
quarter, endorse government ownershlp of
railroads, the Plumb plan or the
natlionallization of the mines.®

With Hoover out of the picture, the jNews Leader
endorsed Virginla‘s own Carter Glass for the Democratic
nomination, even whlle admitting that the 0ld Dominion’s
gtatus as a "safe' Democratlc state made Glass’s nominatlion

unllkely. Freeman pralsed Wilson’s Secretary of the

“NL, June 14, 1920.
“lbid,
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Treasury for his bralns, hls record and hls courage and
declared him to be "the man best sulted to carry on the work
undertaken by a Democratlc administratlion and merely
Interrupted, It Is to be hoped, by the acclidental election
of a Republlican congress in 1918." He malntained that it
"*Wwill be quite a remarkable commentary upon the cowardice of
our Polltlcs If two yvyears after the blggest accomplishments
In the history of our natlon, as of the world, no man who
had a hand In the blg thlngs wlil be nominated," and he
lamented that a candldate’s pollticai avallablility depended
on hls resldence In a pivotal state and his lack of
responsibllity for any mlstakes that necessarily accompanied
the accompl ishments of the previous adminlstration.®

The “most avallable choice" for the Democrats proved to
be Governor James M. Cox of Ohlo. Freeman belleved that
Cox’s views on ratlflcation of the Treaty of Versailles, on
labor and on prohibltion of alcohollc beverages “generally
reflect the sentiment of the South" and characterized him as
"a rellable and courageous man," though having done nothing
of great importance. In short, the Ohio Governor was not a
statesman but was "the best man the Democrats could nomlnate
for a difflcult campalgn,” given his residence In a swing
state and his lack of tles to the Wilson admlinistration.

The News Leader pronounced Governor Cox’s nomination

*Ibld,, June 21, 1920; "Minutes," News Leader Current
Events Class, May 17, 1920, DSFP-LC, Box 177.
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“satisfactory” and worked hard for the Democratic tlicket of
Cox and Frankllin Delano Roosevelt. The edlitor gradually
warmed to hls task, as American ratlflcation of the Treaty
of Versallles and particlpation In the League of Natlons
became the focus of the campalgn. On the eve of the
electlon, Freeman summarized what was at stake: “America is
not declding the destiny of thls generatlon, but the destiny
of the chlldren who, twenty years hence, will have to bear
arms ln case of another confllct. . . . The basic question
|s whether Amerlica is to take the long view or the short, Is
to declde for the ease of thls generation or for the safety
of the next. It Is a sacred, an awesome question."” Yet he
feared that the Republlcans had marshalled the forces of
discontent In the country and would win the electlon.!®
When hls fears became reallty, he commented that

although *Mr. Cox was by every count the better candidate,"
neither Cox nor Harding was really the flrst cholce of the
people. He lamented the fact that "the contest for a
successor to Wlilson, a president great by any standard,
should have been between a successful governor who had

" littie experlence In natlonal affairs and a Republican

- genator, whose chlief distinction was that he was Innocuous
and Inconsplicuous." Freeman considered thls to be all

the more remarkable "when America had In Herbert Hoover a

1oDSF to Allen W. Freeman, Aprll 30, 1920, DSFP-LC, Box
6; "Mlnutes," News Leader Current Events Class, June 14,
1920, DSFP-LC, Box 177; NL, July 6, Nov. 1, 1920.
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man who had performed superbly a task as difflcult as that
of Wilson or of Clemenceau." He felt that the nation
“*probably can survive Harding’ but questlioned the wisdom of
a nom!lnating system that produced great presidents only as
“political accidents or providential glfts." He dld not
despair for the Democratlc party, but he agaln warned
Democrats to avold the temptation to swing toward radicallsm
or toward reaction. The hope of the party, he maintalned,
“Iles In consistent middle-of-the-road 1lberalism.®*?

The News Leader generally followed Freeman’s
prescription durlng the Twenties. Even with his hopes for
Amerlcan particlipatior In the League cof Natlons dashed, he
contlnued to be an outspoken proponent of Internatlonal
cooperatlion to ensure peace. He became an ardent advocate
of multilateral reductlons In warshlips. The News Leader
supported Senator Willilam E. Borah’s call for a conference
to discuss naval dlsarmament and heartlly endorsed the
results of the conference that met In Washington In late
1921 and early 1922. "For the flrst time In the hlstory of
modern natlons," the editor wrote, *a limitation of armament
by Internatlonal agreement ls a fact. One need theorize no
longer, nor argue that 1t can be done: It has been done.
And If done In the case of capltal ships, why not hereafter
in the case of submarines or even alrcraft?" A later

conference at Geneva sought to extend the terms of the

t11bld., Nov. 3, Nov. 5, Nov. 6, 1920.
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Washlngton agreement to other classes of shlps, but
negotlations falled. Freeman attrlbuted.thfs fallure to the
fact that advocates of blg navies were allowed to domlinate
the conference. "It was altogether a victory for the navies
over the state departments," he wrote, "except, perhaps, In
the case of Japan, whose delegation was well-balanced.” He
denounced the Amerlican "blg-navy crowd® and malntalned that
Great Brltaln had contributed almost nothing to world peace
during the postbellum years. "The imperlallsts are in the
saddle," he sald of the British government. Yet despite his
disappolntment over the fallure of the Geneva conference, he
remalned hopeful for the future of arms limitation, provided
that *"the frlends of llmltation shape the counsels of
limitatlon,"*=

The preventlion of war remalned the central focus of
Freeman’s writlngs on forelon affalrs throughout the 1920s.
He frequently used patrlotic occaslons to urge international
disarmament., “Memorial Day never wlll be worthy of those we
seek to memoriallze untll we make It Peace Day -- and then,
as qulickly as the cooperation of other nations makes
possible -- Disarmament Day!" he wrote In 192i. On the
sixth annlversary of the end of the Great War, he told his
readers that “the noblest ldeal of the war was endurling

peace." By 1927 he had even come to doubt the rlighteousness

t2]bid,, June 8, June 30, 1921, Feb. 6, 1922, Aug. S,
Aug. 31, 1927.
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of Amerlca’s particlpation In the confllct:

Even those who cannot see now In what way they
mioght have done more iIn civil life for thelr
country In 1917 feel no pride in thelr
achievement. They do not know how much of
their behavior reflected devotion and how
much hysterla. They are not sure whether they
followed the light or the mob. They cannot
say what credlt they deserve for discerning a
world-issue, or what blame for vlelding to

wor | d-propaganda they later helped to spread.
. « « Yesterday Is lost; only !5 tomorrow Is
there hope. And for tomorrow only one thing
I8 sure -- that by God’s help the volces of
those who answered “Aye’ to war In 1917 will
shout “No’ In the teeth of every man who seeks
In any gulse or by any excuse to thrust
America Into another war!

It Is not surprising, then, that Freeman welcomed the
slagning of the Kellogg-Brland Pact for the cutlawry of war
In 1928. He recognlzed the treaty’s weaknesses, but he
belleved It could succeed If the world sustained the "will
to peace" and "the contlnulng wlll tc set up those agencles
of Investigation and adjudlicatlion that will glve no excuse
for resort to arms." This placed a particular burden on the
United States to adhere to the declsions of the World Court.
“From the Qual d’ Orsay," he argued, “the road of duty leads
to the Hague; from the renunclation of war, honor and
obllgatlon call America to subscribe to the world court.":®
Freeman was equally consistent In his condemnatlion of
American Ilmperlallsm In the Western Hemlsphere durlng the

Twenties, HIis criticism of US policy In Latin Amerlica began

121bld., May 30, 1921, Nov. 11, 1924, Aprlil 6, 1927, Aug.
27, 1928; "Minutes," News Leader Current Events Class, Aug.
27, 1928, DSFP-LC, Box 178.
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even before Wilson left offlce. While he did not reject the
necessity for American Iintervention in Mexico ocut of hand,
Freeman demanded that the pollcy of friendship be trled
first. "Let It not be sald for one moment that friendship
has falled In our deallngs with the republlics of Central and
South Amerlca," he contended. "Where trled -- seldom
enough, Heaven knows -- 1t has wrought wonders." He
denounced the selflshness and greed of those who urged
Interventlon to protect Amerlican investments and compared
America‘’s past attlitude toward Mexico with that of
antebellum Prusslia toward the legsser states of Eastern
Europe. Even Prussia "never fathered a more wicked
propaganda than that which urges the Unlted States to ‘clean
up’ Mexico." 1In 1924 the News Leader urged the US
government to warn all Amerlcan businessmen and investors
with interests In Mexlco that they must accept the risks of
heavy taxatlion and posslible exproprlatlion and "must not
expect the army and navy of the United States to make good
thelr blunders." He decrled the contlnuing Amer!can
presence In Haitl, which amounted to an unofficlial
protectorate, as “in violatlon of all laws.* He wondered
how there could be an American protectorate when there was
no provision for a protectorate under the Amerlcan
constitution. Even worse was President Coolldge’s
intervention In Nicaragua *wlthout the consent of congress,

in plaln deflance of the constlitution.” Freeman declared
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that “Andpew Johnson was lmpeached for far less than Calvin
Coolldge has done, with only the volce of a few llberals
ralsed In protest."**

In general, Freeman repudlated the Monroe Doctrine as
"a doctrine of doiiar dipiomacy for Amerlican exploltation
and for America only." When the doctrine was origlinally
promulgated, the United States "had acted as a father to the
son." But now the son was grown, and although the United
States stll]l had a duty to befrliend her southern nelghbors,
“the duty to befriend implies no privilege to plunder." The
editor was partlicularly disgusted with Cool ldge, who was
*reshaping the Monroe doctrine into a policy Indefensible in
theory and dangerous Iln actlon" because of hls bellef In *a
new sacrosanctity of forelgn Investments.” Freeman urged
Amerlicans "to forget there 1s such a thing as the Monroe
doctrine’ and to win Latln America‘’s frlendship “by being
frlendly and by doing friendly acts.* Thls Included, among
other thlings, learning Latin America’s languages and customs
and dlisplaylng "co-ordinated common-sense iIn the extension
of credlt, whether for goods or for public improvements.":S

Freeman voiced simllar opinlons about American
Imperlailsm in China. With the glant of Asla In the throes

of clvll war, Freeman feared a clamor for US intervention to

t“*NL, Dec. 2, 1919, June 1, 1920, Oct. 23, Dec. 1, 1924,
Aug. 22, 1928.

istMinutes," News Leader Current Events Class, April) i1,
1921, DSFP-LC, Box 177; NL, Dec. 3, 1923, May 9, 1927.
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protect Amerlican missionaries and property. He expressed
reservations about the US having missionarles in China In
the flrst place because he questloned the right of a natlon
vattempt!ing to Impose Its rellglon on a clvliilzatlon vastly
older and which had jts own relligion.* He preferred the
‘service" misslionaries who sought to win converts through
deeds more than through sermons. Yet no misslionarles or
buslnessmen had any rlght to expect protection from the US
government when they had falr warnlng of the dangers
involved in remaining in China. In 1928 Freeman gave his
prescription for a llberal pollecy toward Chlina:

America must abstaln from all Iinterference In
China‘s lnternal affalrs; she must use all her
moral and flnanclal influence for the “open
door’ of equal opportunity and equal rights
for all forelgners; she must not assume to
alve armed protection to her natlonals outslide
concesgsion cltles; she must be willling to
accord Chlna the right that other natlons
possess of determining what tarlffs shall be
Imposed on Imports and in what manner; and she
must surrender al!l special privileges for the
consular courts, and the whole arrogance of
extraterritoriality, Just as soon as Justice
can be assured before Chlinese trlibunal. This
is the right pollcy, and because it Is rlight
it will be advantageous. Chlna never
forgets,t*
Freeman’s views on Amerlica’s China pollicy also took
. Into account the strength of Japan. By 1929 he even thought
that the cause of world peace might be advanced |f Japan

took control of Manchurla, a region that had been in dispute

1«'Minutes," News Leader Current Events Class,
March 7, April 4, 1927, DSFP-LC, Box 176; NL, Aprl]
4, 1927, BAug. 7, 1928.
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for many vears. A decade earller he had descrlbed Japan as
"the England of the Orient" and malintalined that denying the
Japanese colonial expansion "would be to take no warning
from the lessons of a thousand years of Brltish history."
Throughout the Twentles Freeman’s edltorlal references to
Japan were generally favorable. On the other hand, he
condemned Amerlican “Jlngoes" who sought "by as pernlclous a
propaganda as ever dlsgraced Amerlica® to arouse antagonlsm
with Japan. Though a proponent of Immligratlon restrictlon,
he consldered the excluslon of Japanese immigrants under the
Immigration Blll of 1924 to be a needless and dangerous
affront to the proud Japanese. He correctly pointed out
that Japanese Immigration would be negliglble even |f the
Japanese were allotted the same quota as other natlonals.
"Why risk a war for prejudice?' he asked In urging President
Coolldge to veto the blll. When Coolidge reluctantly signed
the blll Into law, Freeman seemed certaln that the
resentment 1t aroused In Japan would lead ultimately to
armed confllct with the United States. *"There ls no greater
gln than to transmlt such a legacy of hate," he wrote.!”

Freeman also saw no room for hate in America‘’s postwar
relations with Germany. Just as his father had champloned
sectlonal reconcllilation after the Civil War, Douglas urged

reconclillatlon between the United States and her defeated

178sMlinutes,* News Leader Current Events Class, Nov. 25,
1929, DSFP-LC, Box 176; NL, May 1, 1919, Dec. 11, 1920,
April 14, 15, 16, 21, 29, May 7, 8, 13, 26, 27, 1924.
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European enemy. As In his views on Asia, he mixed ldeallsm
with pragmatism. He agreed with John Maynard Keynes that
the literal executlon of the Treaty of Versallles meant ruln
for all Europe and urged the United States and Great Britaln
to reduce thelr clalms agalnst France so that France could
reduce her "imposslible® claims against Germany. He regardéd
October 16, 1925, the date of the signlng of the Locarno
Pact, as "the world’s greatest day since Nov. 11, 1918*"
because the treaty restored Germany to “equallity of
relations In the famlly of natlons® while providing
assurances for France. He greatly admired Gustav
Stresemann, who had negotlated for Germany at Locarno. Only
Talleyrand approached the German forelgn minlster in his
sklll at bringing a defeated country so quickly back to
Its old place In the family of natlons, and even
Talleyrand’s record was not comparable "because the French
relled on dupllcity and maneuver, whereas Stresemann has
shaped everything by one hlgh purpose, that of convincing
Europe of his honest purpose to keep the peace." In short,
Freeman welcomed Germany’s return to the famlly of natlions
because leaving "63 milllon of the smartest, [most])
physlically fit . . . people of Europe out of International
affalrs 1s utterly foolish."!®

Freeman 3aw the greatest threat to European peace in

1elpjd,, Sept. 18, 1923, Aprlil 9, 1924, Oct. i7, 1925,
Aug. 16, 1928; “Minutes," Newsg Leader Current Events Class,
June 25, 1928, DSFP-LC, Box 178.
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the 19203 comlng out of Fasclst Italy, whlch he thought *had
simply gone crazy." In 1926 Douglas and Inez made a tour of
Europe, and the 40-year-cld edltor was appalled at the
rampant militarism he observed in Benito Mussolini’s Italy.
He found an Amerlcan counterpart tc the Fasclsts in the Ku
Klux Kian. Though he coﬁceded that Fasclst rule had so far
benefltted the country economically and that the people
appeared to be happy, he feared that Itallan Fasclism boded
111 for world peace. "There Is much In the state of mind of
Young Italy today that suggests the Germany of 1906 and
thereabouts," he commented. “The outcome may be the
Same."*®

. Preeman’s views on Bolshevlk Russla provide perhaps the
best example of his "mliddle-of-the-road llberalism" with
respect to foreign affalrs of the Twentles. He did not
demand the removal of Allled forces from Russla In 1919, but
he questlioned the wisdom of Allled Intervention In the
Russlan Revolutlon and noted the unsavory character of some
of the antl-Bolshevlk leaders whom the Allles were
supporting. “Russia could not be conquered except by a
mlghty army; that army the western natlions wlll not raise;
1f conquered Russia mlght return to an autocracy worse

than Bolshevism," he asserted. Russia, he concluded, "must

t*Ibld., May 24, 1926, DSFP-LC, Box 176; DSF,
“Confldentlal Notes on Polltical and Flscal Conditlions in
Great Britaln, France and Italy," typed MS, DSFP-LC, Box 6,
ppo 14—150
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be left to work out her own salvation." Yet he did not
support the severing of relations between the United States
and Russla, and he urged Amerlcan humanitarlan ald during
the Russlian famine of 1921. Oppositlion to the Bolshevlks
*ought not to postulate a policy of nonintercourse when no
other pollcy holds out the sllightest promise of rellef,” he
wrote. He declared that Lenin deserved “to be reckoned
among the bllindest of leaders, guilty of every blunder a man
could make® and compared him wlith Philip II of Spaln. "But
what has that to do for the moment with the fact that
milllons are starving?" he asked. "/If thlne enemy hunger,
feed him’ -- so reads the apostolic lnjunction, and so
America’s duty ls shaped.* Freeman never approved of the
Russlan communlist reglime or Its practices. Indeed, he took
no small dellght In the disilluslonment of radicals such as
Bertrand Russell and Emma Goldman who journeyed to Russia
expecting to find the communist ldeal at work. “Here was
Utopla -- Russla," he wrote sarcastically after Goldman’s
return to the West. "Here was communism’s paradise. Here
capltal was bound and gaggec. Here the downtrodden had a
falr deal. Yet Emma Goldman quits this Elysian fleld
moaning under her burden of sympathy for the ’oppréssed
masses.’" However, Freeman contlinued to glve Indlicatlions

throughout the 1920s that he favored the restoration
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of relathns between the United States and Russla.=°

Desplte the postwar "Red Scare" In the US, Freeman had
little fear that Americans would embrace elther soclalism or
more radical Russian communism. He clited "the ghastly
experlence of Russlia® and "the memory of the wretched
federal operation of rallways® during the Great War as
reasons why soclallsm had little appeal to Amerlicans.
Still, radicallsm could spread If government became too
congervative. "Justlce and liberalism, now as always, are
the sure preventlves of radicallsm," he asserted. The
Republlcan party of the 19208, he felt, offered nelther.=?

Freeman regarded the Republlicans’ high tarlff policles
as the chlef economic Injustice of the Twentlies. He
employed some of his strongest language In denouncing the
Fordney-McCumber Tarlff Act of 1922, "It ls the worsti
tariff e;;r imposed by men who are supposed to represent all
the people, and not merely New England manufacturers and the
wool, steel and sugar Interests.... To see the dominant
party so selflishly serving a few greedy interests and so
ruinously ignoring economic fundamentals is to tremble for
the future of America,” he declared on August 19. When the
bill was finally passed into law a month later, he was

still seething with lndignation: *For economic cruelty and

2eNL, Feb. 7, 1919, Aug. 2, Aug. 11, 1920, Aug. 6, 1921,
Nov. 17, Dec. 2, 1924, June 14, 1927; Glgnilliat, *Thought
of DSF," 370-1.. .
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blind political stupldity It stands unrlvalled."2=2

The scandals of Harding’s administration also drew the
edltor’s lre. The Hardling regime’s "attltude of mind" was
one dominated by the concept of a "holy alllance between big
business and government." The Teapot Dome scandal would not
have been possible under the Wllson administration because
of that administration’s llberal state of mind. The
contrast between the champlen of the New Freedom and the
Republlcan champlons of “normalcy* must have appeared all
the greater when Wilson died at the helght of the
Congressional Investlgatlon of the oll scandal. Wilson, he
sald, "had the viewpolnt and the traditlions, even as
he had the blood of Scotch Calvinlsts who had mocked death
and persecution for consclence sake. . . . There can be,
then, no sllence as he passes, for he has kept the falth."2=2

Freeman himself kept falth with llberallsm during the
presidential campalgn of 1924. Indeed, he thought lt more
important than ever that the Democrats nominate a llberal
candidate. He dld not see how the Democrats could hope to
win In 1924 unless they opposed the stand-pat Republlcan
Coollidge with a liberal nominee. *Democrats can be

- ‘conservative’ in the sense that they willl avolid extremes of

radicalism, but they cannot and should not attempt to be the

conservatlve party In that they will vie with the

221pld., Aug. 19, Sept. 19, 1922.
zaMiputes,* News Leader Current Events Class, Feb. 18,
1924, DSFP-LC, Box 177; NL, Feb. 4, 1924.
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Republlicans In opposing all pollitical change,” he affirmed.
“Their rightful place is the only possible place for
Democrats -- the place of the Liberals In the political
array of partlies." Hls brand of liberallism was not one of
increasing federal regulatlion of the economy. In fact, he
felt that "government has become so obnoxiously regulatory
and Is attempting so many activitles that speclal Interests
will contlnue to seek advantage -- if not on the naval oll
reserves, then under the waterpower act, or through the
shlpping board, or In Alaska.” He did favor legal
regulation of campalgn contrlibutlions in order to limlt .
corrupt Influence on government as much as possible. Most
important of all was the choice of cablnet officers. *“The
Republican custom of Including In the cablnet two or three
of the men who get the money and “put’ the electlon “across’
must be stopped," Freeman wrote, "for this Is in every way
obnoxious and dangerous."=24

The best way to ensure the rlight type of cablnet, of
course, was to choose the rlight type of candidate, but
beyond lnslst(ﬁg that he must be a llberal, the News Leader
expressed no preference. The paper was no more favorably
Inclined toward Willlam G. McAdoo than It had been In 1920
but had praise for both of the other leading Democratic
contenders, Alfred E. Smith and John W. Davis. Smlth, “the

wonder boy of pollitlcs," was "a born adminlistrator® with

=4]bld., Dec. 18, Dec. 19, 1923, April 8, 1924.
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gsense, courage and charm. Davis was "a brilllant
possibllity" because of his "wealth of experlence" as a
Congressman, Sollcitor-General and Ambassador to the Court
of St. James. -Unfortunately, he also bore the political
burden of belng counsel for J. P. Morgan & Co. and the
Standard 0l] Company of New Jersey. Smlth, of course, wasb
handicapped politically by his Roman Cathollclsm. Freeman
noted that It was useless to disgulse the fact that
pollitical wisdom held that no Cathollc could win the
presidency. "I1f anybody could disprove this,* he contended,
“It would be Al Smith." When Davis flnally secured the
nomination on the 103rd ballot, Freeman swallowed the West
Virginian‘s blg busliness connectlons and endorsed him
enthusliastically. Besides hls proven ablllties as a lawyer
and a statesman, Davis was "a step-son of the 0ld Domlnion"
and a graduate of Washlington and Lee Unlversity School of
Law. "Wlll Davlis show himself a llberal?" Freeman
Iinquired. "“The News Leader does not doubt that he wll]."==
At least Davis had to be preferable to the

alternatives. The lncumbent President Coolldge was "a weak

man" of narrow mlnd, tacliturn manner and secretive
temperament who had “permitted his administration and his
campalan to come under the dominatlon of men and forces that
do not work In the light." He had not repudiated the

grafters of the Harding adminlstratlon *and seemed to regard

==]lbid., Jan. 28, Aprll 11, July 10, 1924,
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the plundering of perhaps $100,000,000 of the natural
resources as simply a matter for the police." The regime
that Coolldge sought to contlnue In offlce was "comparable
only to that of Buchanan, Johnson or Grant in its impotence
and lneptltude." Coollidge and hls party, lf returned to
power, would, Freeman predicted, "cure nothing but the
deluslons of those who trust In them.* The "radical’
Republlcan Insurgent Robert M. La Follette would be even
worse. "He revealed hls essentlal weakness of temperament
when he affirmed his bellief that this country entered the
war at the Instance of J. P. Morgan & Co., who stood to lose
the sum by which the allled powers had overdrawn their
credlt,* Freeman wrote. "Add to nonsense of thls sort La
Follette’s record durlng the war and his foollish scheme
of government ownership of rallroads and he becomes an
imposslible candldate, =<

Freeman sought to lllustrate the dlfferences between
the three candidates by describing how each would go about
bullding a house on a rocky slte. Coolldge, who belleved
"that law-making and law-enforcement should be left to find
the low level of the least resistance . . . would not think
of removing stones, but would adjust the floor-plan to the
unevenness of the ground."” La Follette, who seemed to think
“that man was made for laws, not laws for man . . . would

not run a line until he had removed all of [the stongs] and

2«1pbid., Nov. 1, Nov, 3, 1924.
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then he would refuse to put them In the foundatlons.*
Davis, whose "polint of view ls that of executive leadership
. . . would not remove all the rocks, nor would he cramp his
comfort rather than rlid himself of them. He would
stralghten his walls with those he had to 11ft out of his
way .27

When the Amerlcan people chose the bullder who would
adjust his floor-plan to the unevenness of the ground and
elected Calvin Coolldge by a large majorlty, Freeman was
agaln disappointed but not disheartened. ®"A great maljority
of the Amerlican people endorsed the Republlcans, not for
maklng promises, but for refralning from them," he analyzed.
“The country apparently wants nelther great men nor great
reforms. It wants to be left alone." The only way for
Democrats to regalin power, otherwise than through a major
rift In Republlcan ranks, *must be through the emergence of
a great man or a magnetizlng issue." The edlitor remalned
optimlstic that the man would come agaln, "as Cleveland
came and Wilson," and that the lssue would be found "1f, as
radlicals wreck themselves and reactlionarles become
ovgg?eaglng. Democrats keep the falth of equal rights and
honest 1lberallsm.* Freeman’s own prescrlptlion fof the 1l1s
of the Democratic party involved a union of the 1lberal
Democrats of the South with those of the West. He had long

urged cooperatlion between liberals of the two reglions and

271bid,, Sept. 2, 1924.
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belleved ;hat they both advocated the same ends, with the
chlef distinctlion belng that Western 1lberals sought reform
through a comblination of gstate and federal action whille
liberal Southern Democrats generally preferred to work
primarlly through the state governments.2®

Freeman himself was willing to compromise a little in
order to promote the natlional Interests of the Democratic
party, but he left little doubt that he preferred state to
federal actlon. 1Indeed, he often urged action at the state
level in order to make federal action unnecessary. Yet
pollitical realltles iIn hls own state often made change
difficult. In leading the Newg Leader’s campaigns for
reform In Virglnia, Freeman needed to marshal all of his
falth In llberal Democracy, In the ldeals of the Old

Dominion and In the power of tactful persuaslon.

2albid,, Nov. 5, Dec. 17, 1924.
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CHAPTER VII
AN INDEPENDENT AND THE INVISIBLE GOVERNMENT

Most dlscussions of Virglnia politlics In the 20th
century center around the state’s Democratic "machine," or
as Douglas Freeman came to cail it, the *invisible
government.* Machlne politlcs is no stranger in most
states, but the resiliency and traditionallist nature of
Virginia’s Democratic organlzatlion led political scientist
V. 0. Key, Jr. to describe the 0Old Dominion at mid-century
as "a polltical museum plece." The Invisible government had
its orligln In the efforts of Virginta’s
Conservative-Democrats to wrest control of the state from
the Readjuster-Republican organization controlied by Willliam
Mahone, the same Mahone whose men had made the celebrated
charge at the Battle of the Crater. The Readljuster party,
whose name derlived from lts desire to adjust the state debt
downward, formed In 1879 and !mmedlately won control of the
General Assembly, which elected Mahone to the United States
Senate later that year. 1In 1881 the Readjusters captured
the governorship with the help of Republlicans and blacks.
Desperate for new leadership, the Conservatives held a

- conventlion in Lynchburg In 1883, reorganlzed as the new
Democratlc party, and chose businessman and rallroad
executlve John Strode Barbour as the new party’s chalrman.

The efficlent Barbour organized every district, county and
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precinct In the state. Running agalnst "Mahonelsm" and
"Africanism," the Democrats regalned control of the General
Assembly In 1883 and the governorshlp two years later.
Democrat John Warwlck Danlel ousted Mahone from the US
Senate in 1885, and Barbour, the archlitect of the Democratlic
resurgence, was sent to that body by a now overwhelmingly
Democratlic General Assembly In 1887. According to Virginla
historlan Allen Wesley Moger, Barbour had ensured Democratic
domlnation of the state by substituting a political machine,
interested In party success and adaptable to changing
condlitlons, for a rullng class that had been Interested
only In perpetuating itself and its pollitical viewpoint.?

As the "boss" of thls Democratlc machlne, Barbour was
ably asslsted by a middle-aged Scottsville attorney, Thomas
Staples Martin. By 1892 a new threat had emerged iIn the
form of the Popullst party, but Barbour was no longer there
to meet it; he had died on May 14 of that year. Martin, a
matchless organizer, entered the fleld of'candldates to
succeed Barbour In the Senate. To the genuine surprise of

many Virginians, the relatively unknown Martlin was chosen

1y, 0. Key, Jr.,

(New York, 1949), 19; Jack Temple Kirby,
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1968), 47; Paschal Reeves, "Thomas S. Martin: Committee
Statesman,* Virqglnla Magazine of Historvy and Blography
(July, 1960), 349; Edward Younger and James Tlce Moore
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over Confederate war hero and former Governor of the
Commonwealth Fitzhugh Lee. Although the Popullst movement
in Virginlia was in reality not strong, Martin‘s close
friend and political ally Henry D. Flood nearly lost his
geat In the state Senate to a Popullst candidate in 1895.
Martin and "Hal" Flood responded to this close call by
strengthening the party organlzation at the local level.

The Martin machline thus emerged from the Popullist challenge,
Just as the Barbour machine had emerged from the challenge
of the Readjuster-Republlicans. Some recent historlans have
refuted the popular notlon of an all-powerful Martln machine
beating back the challenges of Independent Democrats.
Clearly Martin’s control of the Democratic organization was
not as strong as that of his successor Harry Flood Byrd.
Yet from his election to the US Senate In 1893 until hls
death a quarter-century later, Tom Martin was the dominant
flgure ln Virglinla politics.=

By the time Douglas became editor of the News Leader In
1915, the Brvan newspapers had established themselves as
opponents of the Martin machine. Family patrlarch Joseph
Bryan was a loval Democrat during Virginla‘s era of

Reconstructlion, Redemption and Readjustment, but he
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malntained his Independence from the Democratlic machline. He
refused to embrace Popullsm even when the Virglinlia Populists
Jolned forces with the Martln machine to support the
presidential candidacy of Wllllam Jennings Bryan in 1896.
There was no blood belatlon between the two Bryans, nor was
there any common ground between them on the lssue of free
allver. The Virginla Bryan, a sound-money businessman,
was appalled by the}bemocratlc conventlion’s adoption of a
free sliver platform and nomination of the young Nebraskan
for the presldency; Joseph Bryan and other Virglnia
"goldbugs," including Governor Charles T. O’Ferrall and
former governors Fltzhugh iee and Wiillam E. Cameron, held
thelr own convention In Rlchmond in August of 1896 and
adopted a platform that praised Jeffersonian Democracy, the
gold standard and the sound money views of Preslident Grover
Cleveland. Despite the vigorous support of Joseph Bryan’s
newspaper for the gold Democratlc ticket of John M. Palmer
and Simon B. Buckner, W. J. Bryan carrled Virginla by almost
a 20,000-vote margln over Republlican Willlam McKinley, the
national winner. The Palmer-Buckner ticket recelved only
2;129 votes In the 0Old Dominlon. The Martln machlne never
forgave the Virginia goldbugs for the!r apostasy. Governor
O‘Ferrall was rendered a lame duck and never agailn held
elected offlce. Joseph Bryan ran for a seat in the Virginla
constltutional convention of 1901 but was defeated In a

close contest. Nelther he nor his son and successor John

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



126

Stewart Bryan ever sought publlic offlce agaln.®

Yet the Bryans, father and son, contlinued to use their
edlitorial columns to further the cause of Virginla‘s
independent Democrats. Though denied a seat In the
constlitutional convention, Joseph Bryan applauded the new
constitution’s provisions for disfranchising nearly all of
the state’s black voters. As a champlon of the progresslve
cause of honesty and efficlency In government, Bryan
belleved that black disfranchisement was the only way to
avold fraudulent campalgn practices. *I had rather see the
Democrats take shotouns and drlve the Negroes from the polls
than to see our young men taught to cheat," he sald. "If
they once learn that lesson they will not stop at cheating
Negroes." Many whltes were also dlsfranchlsed by the voting
requirements of the new constitutlion, but Bryan did not
conslder this too hlgh a price to pay for honest government.
He also Jjoined In the progressives’ call for the direct
primary method of nominating candidates for statewide
offices, Including, as a challenge to Martin, the office of
US Senator. Yet Brvan, In the words of Douglas Freeman,
"*supported the primary not as a panacea but as a lenitive.*
He was more ardent In his support of the campalign for

Increased publlc education In Virglnia. These and other
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progressive reforms were achleved durlng the adminlistration
of Governor Andrew Jackson Montague, who took office in
1902. The election of Montague showed that the Martin
machine was not so powerful that it could not be made to
accept an lndependent candlidate 1f that candldate could be
made to appear atiractlive to a majority of the state’s
Democrats. Joseph Bryan thus saw his chlef task as an
Independent Democratic edlitor to be one of publicizing
independent candldates and programs and prodding the machine
to accept them as its own. This realistic approach to
Virginia‘’s one~party politics was adopted by Bryvan’s son
Stewart and later by Freeman.+*

Jogseph Brvan died In 1908. Stewart Bryan succeeded his
father as publisher of the Iimes-Dispatch and the News
Leader. The opening shots in his flrst editorial campaign
were fired by young Douglas Freeman, whom he had hired to
write a serles of artlicles on tax reform for the
Times-Dispatch. The governor, Claude Augustus Swanson, was
a machine man, but he was, In Freeman’s words, "always gulck
to sense pollitical trends.* Bryan thus felt that the time
was ripe for a campalgn to equallze property tax
assessments, which varled agreatly across the 0ld Dominion.

A few weeks after Freeman’s editorlals began to appear,

other Virginla newspapers took up the ceuse of equai

<+John Stewart Brvan, Joseph Brvan. 250; DSF, "John
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taxatlon. Governor Swanson responded by proposing the
establ ishment of a legisliative commission to Investigate the
question of tax reform. Another influentlal machine man,
Richard Evelyn Byrd, supported the call for reform and
became a member of the commission, of which Freeman, it wlll
be remembered, served as secretary. The General Assembly
rejected the commission’s recommendations when the Issue was
debated In 1912, Virginlia would have to walt for tax
reform. Yet the willlngness of such important machline
leaders as Swanson and Byrd to support reform shows both the
flexliblllty that enabled the Democratlc organizatlion to
endure and the possiblilitles of Bryan’s methods of
persuaslon.®

Stewart Bryan‘’s attlitude toward the machine
crystalllized between 1909 and 1911, whlle Freeman was
working for the State Tax Commission. 1In the gubernatorlal
race of 1909, the machline supported Judge Wi!lllam H. Mann of
Nottoway County. Bryan threw hls editorial influence behind
his cousin, Henry St. George Tucker. Harry Tucker had
fallen out of favor with the machine in 1896, when, like his
xinsman Joseph Bryan, he refused to embrace free silver.

- His heresy had cost him his seat in Congress. In the
Democratic gubernatorial primary of 1909, which was now
tantamount to election, Mann defeated Tucker by 5,000 votes.

The campalgn was generally dull and uninsplring except for

=Ibid., 218-19; DSF, “John Stewart Bryan," 224-29.
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the Issue of prohibition of alcoholic beverages. Tucker
opposed statewlde prohibltion, favoring local option
Instead. Mann was a leader of Virglinla‘s Antl-Saloon
League, but many of his machlne supporters were “wet." The
campaign drew to a close amid accusations of a "deal*
hetween ths Martin machine and the Reverend James Cannon,
the leader of the flght for prohlbltion In Virglnla.
Although no such charges were ever substantlated, the
contest fanned the flames of oppositlion to the machine.+<

The death of Senator John Warwick Daniel in 1910
created a unique opportunity for an Independent challenge to
the machine and created a dilemma for Stewart Bryan. Former
governor Swanson was appolnted to f111 Daniel’s seat but In
1911 faced a primary for a term of his own. Senator Martin
was also up for re-electlon that year. Independent
Congressman Carter Glass of Lynchburg decided to run agalnst
Swanson, while another anti-machine Congressman, Wlillam
Atklinson Jones, challenged Martin. Bryan did not admire
Swanson, but he acknowledged that Swanson had sponsored or
endorsed much admirable leglslation during his term as
governor. Though he often disapproved of Martin’s methods,
Bryan, In Freeman’s words, “"had been of one mind with

Richmond businessmen in thinking that Martin/s dillgent

<lbld., 237-38; Younger and Moore (eds.),
Virainla, 188-89; Pulley, 0ld Virainla Restored, 158-60;
Moger, Virqinla, 215-18; Reeves, "Thomas S. Mart!in," 355;

Virglinlus Dabney, Dry Messlah: The Llfe of Blighop Cannon
(New York, 1949), 54-56.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



130
attention to duty was a credit ltem not to be dlsregarded.”
When Jones charged that Martlin had used his position to
lobby actively on behalf of rallroad Interests, Bryan
chal lenged the Congressman to prove his accusatlons. Jones
responded with the publlcatlon of the Barbour Thompson
letters, a serles of correspondence between Martin and J. S.
Barbour Thompson, an lmportant Virginia rallrcad offlicial.
These letters, exchanged In 189!, furnished proof beyond a
reasonable doubt that Martin had received rallroad money.
Faced with this evidence, Martin admitted taking money
from rallroad Interests but denled using It for personal
gain. He also denlied being a rallroad lobbyist. The
rallroad funds, he contended, had been used to establlish and
maintain Democratic hegemony over a state threatened by
Negrc domination. Stewart Bryan held to the progresslve
bellief In honest, efficient government, but he was no
radlcal. He accepted Martin’s explanation of hils rallroad
connhections as necessary for the maintenance of good order
in Virglinla and refralned from making formal endorsements in
his newspaper. Then Carter Glass made a direct personal
appeal to Bryan. Glass admitted that he had 1ittle hope of
winning but felt that he had to try because the good of the
commonwealth depended upon breaking the polltical and
financial control of the machine. The Congressman was
persuaslive, for Bryan responded with a News Leader edltorlal

declaring that If *a ruthless, selfish, corrupt and
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extravagant ring is In power, that ring must be broken, and
the best way to break It Is tc defeat I1ts leaders." The
News Leader, personally edited by Bryan, mmediately
endorsed Glass and Jones, though the Bryan-controlled
Times-Dispatch dld not do o untll lts reluctant edltor, J.
C. Hemphill, left for a vacatlon on the eve of the election.
Although Glass and Jones went down to defeat, the Senate
contest of 1911 more flrmly establlshed the Bryan newspapers
as opponentis of the machline.”

Yet the nature of Virglinla soclety and polltics served
to restraln this opposition. Perhaps the greatest
constralint on hard-hitting oppesition to the machlne was
Virglinia’s code of manners. AsS Freeman described the 0ld
Dominlon‘s gentlemanly code of conduct: "The average
Virglnian displays an lnherited thoughtfulness for the
gsensibilities of another. He diglikes to say unpleasant
things or touch a sore spot, and he is equally anxlous not
to have his own brulses handled cor 'his own feelings hurt.”
The code placed restrictions on the organizatlion itself.

The machlne that controlled Virginla polltics was remarkably
free of venallty and demagoguery, of personal attacks on Its
opponents. But the code also Imposed restrictions on the
oppogition. Freeman summarlzed the operation of the

gentleman’s code In Virglnla politics:

“DSF, "John Stewart Bryan,* 237-44; Pulley, 0ld Virainia
Restored, 164-66; Moger, Virainla, 221-28; NL, Aug. 2, 1911;
Ferrell, Claude A. Swanson. 97.
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Personalitles In campalgns are banned by

unwritten law. Consideration shows itself In

a sharp reactjion to the side of a man who Is

too vigorously assalled, elther by his

opponents or by the newspapers. . . . It is

all a political curlosity —-- a people too

conslderate of office~holders to overcome the

phalanx offlce-holders are careful to muster.
Thus, the aggressive Jjournalistic crusade that might result
in political change In most states could often producé a
groundswell of sympathy for the machlne In the 0Old
Dominion.®©

Stewart Bryan learned thls lesson in 1913, when the

Times-Dispatch launched an attack on the practice of
compensat ing county offliclals through fees for performance
of specliflic duties rather than through flxed salarles. The
paper regarded the fee system as the key to machline control
and employed strong ianguage In denouncing it. After an
attack on Congressional lobbying, the Tilmes-Dispatch
aggserted that there existed In Virginia a unique
officeholders’ l1obby, “better known as the Plunderbund.*
This lobby was "a combination iIn the Interest of authorized
theft and legalized graft." The paper concluded that to a
great degree, *the General Assembly of Virginia is the tool

of the Plunderbund." Such Intemperate language provoked

outrage on the part of machlne politiclans and many

“DSF, "Virginla: A Gentle Dominion,® Natlon C(July
16,1924> 69, 71; Key, Southern Polltics, 19; Marshall

William Fishwlick, Virginla: A New Look at the Old Dominion
(New York, 1959, 252.
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newgpapers. The Tlmes-Digpatch was lashed by a storm of
criticlem that lasted nearly four months. When the storm
finally began to abate, Mr. Bryan candidly confessed in the
edition of October 7, 1913 that the Plunderbund editorial
had been "couched In language that was unnecessarily harsh,
offensive and severe."®

Even within the 1imlts Imposed by Virginla‘’s code of
manners, the machine mlght have been successful ly challenged
had there exlsted an effectlve organized opposition.
Occaslionally, as In the case of Andrew Jackscn Montague in
1901, the machine could be made to accept an Independent
candidate. On other occasions, a machine governor such as ~
Claude Swanson might be convinced of the polltical wisdom of
champloning certaln lndependent causes. Yet the
Independents could never mount a sustained challenge to the
machine. The Republlican party stood discredited In the eyes
of most white Virginlans because of its associations with
Reconstruction, "Negro rule" and Mahonelsm. After the
Constitution of 1902 disfranchised nearly all black voters,
the Virglnia GOP was emasculated.®®

The realltles of gocial and political life in Virginlia
comblined wlth Douglas Freeman’s temperament and his personal

politlcal views to make the News Leader during the years of

*DSF, *John Stewart Bryan," 251-53; Richmond

Times-Digpatch, June 8, Oct. 7, 1913.
1oMoger, Viralinla, 193-94; Glgnllllat, *Thought of DSF,"

240-41,
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his editorshlp a frequent but cautlious critlc of Virginla‘’s
Iinvisible government. Freeman’s deference to John Stewart
Bryan has been noted. but the young edlitor had little
difficulty adapting hie pollitical views to those of his
publlsher because their views were essentlially the same.
Both men desired a government of honesty and efflclency that
would promote private business as a means of Increasing
community wealth. That government should do all In its
power to ensure equal opportunity for all. Support for
public educatlon thus became a major theme of Newg Leader
editorlial pollcy. Yet government spending for education and
other programs to provide equallity of opportunity should not
defeat lts own purpose by placing a heavy burden of debt on
succeeding generations. Radical movements found no favor
with Freeman or Bryan because nelther questloned the
American capitallst economic system. The News Leader
recognized the need for organized labor but never endorsed
radicalism within the labor movement. Edlitorlallizing upon
the death of Samuel Gompers, Freeman declared that American
labor had galned more under the conservative leadership of
Gompers than It could have gained in any other way, under

- any other of its contemporary leaders. Similariy, Freeman
and Bryan favored only limlted governmental Intervention In
the economy. When such intervention was necessary to ensure
equal opportunlty, they preferred that it be at the state
level. As noted earller, the News Leader frequently
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urged actlion by the state government in order to make
federal actlon unnecessary. Throughout his edlitorlal
career, and especlally during the early years, Freeman’s
writings on contemporary Virginla were a call upon the
state’s invisible government to work to lmprove the quaillty
of life for all Its citizens, but the call was softened by
the Old Dom!nion’s code of manners, by the realltles of Its
one-party polltlical system and by Freeman’s own temperament
and polltical views.*?

The gubernatorial contest of 1917 was the first major
state polltlical contest in which Freeman was lnvolved as
edlitor of the News Leader. The campalgn revolved around the
issue of prohibition, even though Virginla had already
adopted statewlde prohibition. It became an Issue because
of the entrance into the race of Westmoreland Davlis, a
wealthy planter and attorney from Leesburg. Davis was a
total abstainer, but he favored local option over statewide
prohiblition. Moreover, he was an independent Democrat. The
machline candidate was J. Taylor Ellyson, a veteran of both
the Confederate army and of Virginia‘’s pollitical wars and a
man known to enjoy more than an occasional glass, even
though as lieutenant governor he had cast the decliding vote
In favor of statewlide prohibltlion. The lrony thus presented
Itself of a personal "dry" appearing as a "wet" candidate

and a personal "wet' running as a "dry.' Complicating

*11bid., 214, 228-29, 384; NL, Dec. 13, 1924.
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matters was the presence of a third candidate, Attorney
General John Garland Pollard, another "dry" who had the
support of most of the state’s Independents. The News
Leader endorsed none of the three but showed friendship
toward Pollard when it allowed him to ugse Its pages to vent
his ire against prohlibitionist leader James Cannon, Jr.
Reverend Cannon, fearing that a split of the "dry" vote
between Ellyson and Pollard would allow Davis to win, had
thrown the consliderable weight of his support behind
Ellyson. Two days after Pollard used the News Leader to
accuse Cannon of violating the nonpartisan rules of the
Anti-Saloon League and of harboring personal grudges,
Freeman expressed the paper’s growing concern over the trend
of the campalgn. Noting that the Newg Leader had opposed
prohibition ln 1915 because it did not belleve it could be
enforced, the edltor declared that the paper now approved
prohlblition *because we know 1t Is enforceable.," But,
Freeman wondered, "Is 1t elther necessary or honorable to
assall the honesty of Mr. Davis, to discredit Mr. Pollard,
to pose In hollness or draw agaln the llnes of a finished
fight" In order to promote the candidacy of one man? At
the end of July, the News Leader still expressed no
preference among the three contenders, but by electlion eve,
Freeman had become go dlisgusted by the tactlics of the
machine and its Anti-Saloon League allies that he definitely

eliminated Ellyson as a favorable cholice. He lamented the
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fact that nelther tax reform, reform of the state’s budget
system nor good roads had been the chief Issue of the
campalgn. Nor was prohibitlon and Its strict enforcement
the Issue. The law was on the books, and all three
candidates, Including Davis, were pledged to enforce
it. No, the lssue, as stated by Freeman, was this: *"WILL
VIRGINIA PERMIT A COMBINATION BETWEEN THE DISCREDITED STATE
MACHINE AND A FEW LEADERS OF THE ANTI-SALOON LEAGUE TO
REVIVE A SETTLED QUESTION AND, IN THE INTERESTS OF ONE
CANDIDATE, TO PROSCRIBE ALL WHO DARE OPPOSE HIM OR RAISE A
VOICE IN BEHALF OF FAIR PLAY?" He stlll declined to endorse
elther Davis or Pollard but urged his readers to "vote for
the one of these two men you belleve has the strongest
following to defeat thls comblnation -- the one who,
enforcing the ilaw, wlll fight political proscription
to the bitter end."*=

Just as Cannon feared, Ellysén and Pollard split the
"dry" vote, thus opening the door for a Davis victory. 1In
reviewing the outcome of the campaign, Freeman expressed
satisfactlion that Virginia had voted agalnst proscription,
not agalnst prohibitlion, and had shown "all her anclent
resentment of boss rule, whether paraded with all the
speclious illoglic of Job-hunting polliticians or masked behind

the misused cowl of the church.* The lndependent

12Moger, Virainla, 313-16; Kirby, Westmoreland Davlis,
61-70; Younger and Moore (eds.>, Governors of Viralnia, 215,
250; NL, July 26, July 28, July 31, Aug. 6, 1917.
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administration of Governor Davis stressed economy and
efficlency In government and saw through the passage of
several reforms that won enthuslastic support from Freeman.
Among these were the inauguration of the executive budget
system and the workmen’s compensation system and the
streamlining of the state highway department and state
penitentlary.*?

In 1921 Henry Tucker sought to glve Virginla a second
consecutive term of independent leadership iIn the governor‘’s
mansion. Stewart Bryan again supported "Cousin Harry," and
Freeman used the editorlal pages of the Newg Leader to
endorse Tucker’s candldacy. As he so often did, Freeman
based hls appeal for a better future for Virginia on a
recollection of the Old Dominion’s past glories. "The News
Leader often has thought that !f one of those greaf men of
Virginia’s golden ages could come back and could face the
problems of the twentleth century, he would be much 1ike Mr.
Tucker," he wrote on the eve of the Democratic primary. “He
would not be a reactlionary. . . . But If the men who made
the destiny of Virginlia In other days might look Into the
darkness of the future, they would focus upon it the llight
of the past. That Is what Mr. Tucker has done.* fhe
machine was wlthout a definite leader following the death of

Senator Martin In 1919. Senator Claude Swanson and

t=2]bjd,, Aug. 8, 1917; Pulley, Qld Virainia Restored,
174; Moger, Virginla, 320-23; Kirby, Westmoreland Davis,
77-104,
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Representative Hal Flood were the most influential
organlization men, but nelither wished to glve up a
Congresslional office to run for governor. Elbert Lee
Trinkle, a 44-year-old Wytheville lawyer, emerged as the
machine candidate. Trinkle took no firm positions on any
issue but portraved himseslf as a progressive businessman who
would run the commonwealth 1lke a well-managed corporation.
Tucker ., 1lke Freeman and Bryan, urged reform at the state
level In order to prevent the usurpation of state power by
the federal government. After a dull campalgn that
eventually became a partlsan assault on Tucker’s record of
opposition to free sllver, prohiblition and female suffrage,
Trinkle won the primary by a majority of over 22,000
votes.?**

Yet for the first time iIn many years, the Republlicans
mounted a serlous campalgn for the governorship. The
Republ ican nominee was Colonel Henry Watkins Anderson of
Dinwlddie County, a successful corporate attorney. The GOP
platform, calling for a businesslike administration,
Improved public educatlon and better roads, appealed to both
Bryan and Freeman. Bryan was so enthused that he considered
editorlial support of Anderson‘s candidacy. Freeman was more

reallistic. Writing to Bryan, who was vacatloning in New

*4DSF, "John Stewart Bryan," 351-52; NL, Aug. 1, 1921;
Moger, Yirglnla, 327-28; Younger and Moore (eds.), Governors
of Virginla, 224-26; Kirby, Westmoreland Davig, 153-54;
Ferrell, Claude A. Swanson, 133-35.
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Hampshire, he expressed his agreement wlth Anderson’s demand
for reapportionment of the state legislature, for "Richmond
and Virginia need nothing so much as they need Intelllgent
tax reform; that never can be had until there Iis a
reapportlonment of representation.* He would contlnue to
encourage the Republicans in this, as well as In their call
for other reforms, because "God knows we need a better and a
loftler splirit than that now displayed by the men who
control the Democratic machline." Yet he consldered an
outright endorsement of Anderson unwise. "I cannot be
persuaded that the time yet has come when we can afford to
be Independent In name as we are lndependent in fact,* he
told Mr. Bryan. Moreover, he did noct support Anderson’s
call for constitutional revislions that would liberalize the
franchise. "I must say I do not favor any revigion of the
constitution as respects the electoral franchise, for It
gseems to me we ought to raise the electorate to the
franchise rather than lower the franchise to the
electorate," he malntained. YIf we do the latter we fender
still more unintelligent our electorate; If we pursue the
former course, we have the electorate flt to vote when It is
" quallified to vote.":*=
Freeman’s fear of an unintellligent electorate and his

reluctance to endorse a Republlcan candidate stemmed not

*SYounger and Moore (eds.)>, Governors of Virginia,
226-27; DSF, "John Stewart Brvyan," 352-53; DSF to John
Stewart Bryan, Sept. 12, 1921, DSFP-LC, Box 5.
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only from his perceptlon of current political realltles but
also from historical consciousness. Like Walker Freeman,
Douglas bore no I11 wlll toward the North, but both father
and son found It difflcult to forglve the Republican party
for the excesses of Reconstruction. A 1916 campalgn
editorial reveals the depth of the younger Freeman’s feeling
against the GOP:

[The countryl knows that during the
forty-seven yvears and more of power of thelir
party since the close of the war between the
gtates the Republicans, in 1876, stole

the presidency, and in 1880 bought it with
their “blocks of five.” It knows that they
forced upon the South the reconstruction
addlitions to the constitution in violatlion of
that Instrument; it knows that they turned
loose upon the South an army of allen
cormorants to prey upon what little substance
was left us from the wreck of the war. It
knows that they made parts of the South
political and soclal Infernos, and that In
mallice and envy they aimed to uproot and
destroy the very foundations of Southern
civilization.

The country also knows that they, the
Republicans, whlile In power retarded Southern
industrial recuperation and development for
nearly a generatlon; It knows that they bound
the nation to a Juggernaut of robber
protection, which In the service of the
trusts, was crushing out competition and
fattenlng the few -- gorging speclal interest
-- at the expense of the many, and it knows
that they fostered and perpetuated a banking
and currency system that entrenched a currency
monopoly.

All this the country knows; and it knows,
moreover, that in the less than twelve years
of Democratic power [since the Clvil Warl] the
two latter evlils have been extirpated, and
practically all the progress since the close
of the war in recovery from the effects of the

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



142
previous ones, has been made.*

Reallzing that most Virglnians shared Freeman’s
sentiments, Anderson tried to distance himself from the
Republican party of the 19th century. The state GOP
convention excluded virtually all Negro delegates and
pledged to admit no blacks to Its party councllis or to
public office. Yet Anderson contlinued to call for a repeal
of the poll tax and further extension cf the suffrage.
Freeman was somewhat amused at the Republlican predicament
but warned: “Republican control of Virginia, no matter under
what gulise It Is sought, means the re-enfranchlisement of
those who were taken out of politics In 1902. 1If the
Republlcans were capable of accompllishing all they promise
In other respects, the fulflliment of thelr pledge to lower
the electoral quallfications would bring to Virginia
calamity outmatchling any possible service.' On the day
preceding the election, Freeman admitted that Virginla
required many Improvements. "“But if Improvements are to be
genuine," he asserted, "they must be effected by the
party that knows Virginla, has the confidence of Virginia
and has served Virginla. . . . The surest and qulckest way
of finishing the task before Virginia Is, first, to
recognize that Virginia must and will remain Democratic, and
secondly, within the party to stand shoulder to shoulder

with the llberals.* He concluded that a vote for Anderson

t<«NL, Oct. 14, 1916.
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would weaken lliberalism rather than strengthen lt. Trinkle,
capltalizing on white Virginia‘’s fears of a return to *Negro
rule" under the Republlicans, crushed Anderson by‘wlnnlng 65%
of the vote, but not before the Republlican campaign had
forced him to pledgé reapportlionment of the seats in the
gtate legislature. Freeman expressed satisfaction with the
outcome, but years later he credited Anderson with effecting
a turning polnt In the pollitical history of Virglnla. “To
you," he tcld the Colonel, “primarlly and almost
exclusively, was due the destruction of the ‘rotten
boroughs’ of Virglnla and the reapportlionment of legislative
representation.!?

Freeman soon found himself at odds with the new
governor. Despite the News Leader’s support durling the
general electlion campaign, Trinkle never forgave the paper
for having endorsed Tucker durlng the prlimary contest and
proved to be hypersensitive to nerpaper criticism. Freeman
later wrote that Governor Trinkle, though Yan amiable man at
heart," became obsessed with the ldea that Virginla
newpapers were 8o destructive In thelr criticism that they
were hampering the state’s progress. He recounted an
incident In which Trinkle used the cccasion of a welcoming
address to a natlional convention to dellver "a tirade of

more than an hour agalinst “the press.’* Durlng the flnal

1 ?Younger and Moore (eds.), ngg:ngng_gﬁ_!l:gunla, 227;
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Henry Watkins Anderson, July 2, 1949, DSFP-LC, Box 95.
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year of hils administration, Trinkle wrote a personal letter

to Freeman in which he expressed his regret “that there is
so little I can apparently do . . . that meets with the
approval of your paper," requested better cooperation and
concliuded that "1f your paper would be Jjust as fair to me as
I have trled to be to your paper, I am sure there would be
very few differences betwssn us."*®

Although Trinkle’s tone was perhaps unnecessarily
defenslive, there Is little doubt that the News [eader was a
thorn in his side. At no time In hls long career as editor
was Freeman more incessant in his calls for reform in the
Old Domlnlon. In keeping with his belief that a gocd
government should provide equality of opportunity for all
its cltizens, he placed particular emphaslis on Improved
roads and better education. He consldered good roads so
important that he even favored the state government going
into debt by financing them through a bond issue. 1In 1923
he exhorted Trinkle and the ieglislature to overcome their
"bondphobla" and authorlze an lssue of at least $12,000,000
for road construction. "If there be any flnanclal risk," he
wrote, "it Is worth taking -- for Virginla." He conceded
that If Virginlans were content to bulld better roads at
a slow pace It could be accompl ished without contracting any

debt, "but while Virginia may be saving interest, nearby

tepsSF, "John Stewart Bryan,* 352, 368; Elbert Lee Trinkle
to DSF, Jan. 10, 1925, DSFP-LC, Box 8.
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states will be making millions through the veritable
regeneration of thelr agriculture." Agalin, the appeal was
to Virginlia‘’s pride: "Ever since 1810, Virginla has been
slipping back from her prominent place among the states.
Others have been galning in wealth, In population and in
comforts more raplidly than has the Mother of States.* Lack
of good roads had been a major reason for this relative
decline. If this were not so, "why did Virginia recover
lost ground during the only perlod (1840-60> in which she
invested heavily in improved highways?' Freeman saw
good hlghway transportation as necessary not only for
economic growth but as a means of preserving the distlinctive
rural life of the anclent commonwealth. Rallroads had not
suffliced to make the farmer contented, but the *“railroad
age" was glving way to the “road age," whlich presented the
0ld Dominion "her one best opportunity to maintain her
civillization by stopplng the exodus from the farm and from
the state. This, surely, ls an ldeal worth fightling for.":®

Improved educatlon was even more cruciail for Virginla’‘’s
welfare. As he often did when he felt the state’s future
was at stake, Freeman supplements«! hig editorlal
commentaries with personal Involvement. In 1923 he helped
to organlze an "alumn! council" of adminlstrators and
graduates of Virglnla‘’s state and private colleges. The

Alumnl Councll ser?ed geveral purposes, not the least of

t*NL, Feb. 28, March 1, Aug. 13, Nov. 7, 1923.
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which was lobbying the legislature for increased aid to
public Institutions. Freeman worked to get the presidents
of state-supported schools to agree in advance on the
appropriations they would urge and on the proper and
equltable division of any new money that was received. Such
prlor agreement among the college heads would *"prevent much
back-biting and many sly attempts on the part of one to take
advantage of another." Once more, Freeman made his usual
appeal to pride In Virginla’s past. Notlng that the 0ld
Dominion ranked first among the Southern states (excluding
Texas) Iln college enrollment but next to last In the
percentage of the tax dollar devoted to hligher education, he
asked hls readers |f there could be any "clearer proof that
Virginla must maintain her standards and enlarge the
facilities of the state colleges or else must reconclle
hergelf to losing the primacy that was hers for a century.*
Other important state lssues were involved In the battle for
better schools. Freeman cited the fact that North Carolina
had moved ahead of Virglnia both in highway construction
and in hlgher education because the Tar Heels had financed
thelr road-bullding program through bonds and could thus

- devote more than twice as many cents per tax dollar to
educatlion than could Virglinia. The editor lambasted the
phllosophy of "pay-as-you-go' road constructlon as "treason
to the future." Such a pollcy made the “go" uncertain, but

Freeman had no doubt that *Virginia will pay -- not merely
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In heavier taxes for the attempted constructlion of the rdads
from revenue, but in disappolintment, In loss of inltiative
and In educatlion." Perhaps Virginia would even “pay
with her chance to take her place once more among the states
that hope.* The News Leader’s old fight for equalizatlon of
tax assessments was relevant to the struggle for Improved
elementary and secondary schools. "The obllgatlion to help
the backward county is not an cobligation to help thez county
that will not help itself," argued Freeman. Why should a
county that assessed property at only 25% of market value
recelve the same amount of state funds as a county that
assessed at 70%? Freeman’s prescription: “Do this --
equalize assessments -- and Virglnla will have abundant
means to equallze opportunity.*=°

Trinkle proved to be a vaclllating governor, and
Freeman eventually became so disgusted with Virginia‘’s slow
rate of progress that he came as close as he ever did to
advocating rebelllon against the state’s Democratic
leadership. In 1924 he wrote a serles of editorials in
whlich he endorsed Republlican Henry Anderson’s call for an
expanded electorate. He compared voting statistics for the
two decades prior to the adoption of the Constitution of
1902 with those for the period since 1902. The average vote

per 1,000 population iIn Rlichmond during the 20 years before

2apSF to John Stewart Bryan, Dec. S5, 1923, DSFP-LC, Box
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1902 was 126. Between 1902 and 1920, the average vote was
only 44 per 1,000. Even after the adoptlion of female
suffrage, the average vote had been only 79 per 1,000.
"Twenty per cent. of the electorate rules -- 20 per cent. at
the maximum. And It Is called democracy!" Freeman crled.
“In keeplng out the lgnorant,* he wrote, "the framerzs of the
constitution kept out the indlfferent as well. . . . The
negroes are ellminated -- yes; but who |Is prepared to say
the result ls worth what It has cost?® He polinted out that
the black population of Virglinia had dropped from 38.4% of
the total ln 1890 to only 29.9% In 19?0. *Negro rule" was
thus no longer a threat. Moreover, Virglnia Republicans no
lenger sought the black vote: “"The “1lly whites’” control and
know that the Republlicans’ chance of growth In the South
depends upon avoldance of fellowshlp wlth the negro.' The
edjtor concluded:

To protect himself from a danger that does not

exist, and to disfranchise an element that

could be debarred much more easlly, Virginla

makc3 too heavy demands on the voter. When

the average man and woman fall to meet

those demands, they subject Virginlia to

government by a fragment of her electorate.

Yet Virginia wonders why she iIs leaderless,

why she Is politlically sterile! How can the

people fall to see that the starting point of

political progress in Virginia Is a revision

of the constitution to provide simple and more

liberal electoral! regulrements?
Until such revision took place, Virginia’s government would
contlnue to be "oligarchy made easy.” And as long as the

ollgarchlc machlne ruled, progress would be siow. Freeman
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was encouraged in his bellef that the time was ripe for an
assault on the machline by the opinions of the men of the
News Leader Current Events Class, which he taught from 1918
until his death. 1In 1924 the class members, most of whom
were bankers or attdrneys. resolved that "the machine gang
had done Richmond and the State of Virginla more harm than
anything since the Civil War,."2?

Yet desplte such evidence of support, Freeman continued
to be cautious, and by 1926 he had virtually abandoned his
campaign for electoral reform. The reason for this apparent
retreat was not timidity but rather the emergence of young
Harry Flood Byrd as the leader of the state’s Democratic
organizatlon and his election to the governorship in 1925.
Under Byrd, the machlne became more powerful than ever, and
Freeman contlinued to editorialize agalinst the Invisible
government for the rest of his career. But Byrd’s policles
as governor accompl ished much of Qhat the News Leader had
advocated for two decades and convinced Freeman that true
reform was possible within the conflnes Imposed by machlne
domination.

The News Leader showed little enthusiasm for Byrd
during the Democratic primary campalgn of 1925. Indeed,
Freeman’s exasperatlon with the machine was stlil! sc

profound that he hinted at the desirablity of a new party

RilnLdL. Nov. 6, Nov. 7, Nov. 8, Nov. 17, Nov. 24, 1924;
“Minutes,” News Leader Current Events Class, Nov. 17, 1924.
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made up of Independent Democrats and |iberal Republlcans.
“The alternatlives of Virglinla liberals are to make the
Democratlic party progressive or else to cut loose from the
conservative machine element and, drawing Republican
llberals to them, to set up a party that shall be true to
the reai Democratic tracdition of liberalism," he maintained.
“In one sense, nelther alternative Involves departure from
the Democratic party, for the truth Is that those who have
fallen into the rut of conservatism have already abandoned
the party, no matter how tenacliously they hold to the name."
In short, Freeman declared that Byrd "FINDS THE DEMOCRATIC
PARTY WHERE IT MUST GO FCRWARD OR BE SPLIT. . . . Four more
vearg of reaction will mean rebelllion." The editor
acknowledged Mr. Byrd’s youthful vigor, hls blood llnes and
his proven busliness ablllty as tralts that should make him
the leader of Virginla progressives. On the other hand,
Byrd had cloge ties "with those who are holding tenaciously
to the pollitlical ldeals of an age that is dead and done
with." The gambie was now whether Byrd "will choose to
spend hls four years as governor with the vanguard or with
the rearguard." On the day Byrd was lnaugurated, Freeman
agaln sounded the challenge: "If Mr. Byrd holds to
ll1beralism and develops no temperamental weakness that
will tle him down, he probably has before him a leadership
rivaling that of Virginla’s early history. But if he holds

back and casts In hils lot with the conservatives, who would
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shamble along on the easy road, he will be the lost leader
of a decadent cause."==

The energetic Governor Byrd set out at once to meet the
challenge. He proposed and saw through passage of a tax
reform plan whereby state property taxes were abolished.
Thls ended the problem of unequal assessments for state
taxatlion and allowed each lccallity to tax property at its
own rate of assessment and for lts own purposes. The new
plan also cut taxes on capital used In lndustry and reduced
the tax on bonds, notes and other evidences of debt.
Industrial and farm machlnery was to be subject to local
taxatlon only. Byrd also saw through an ambltlious program
of government reorganlzatlon that brought economy and
efficiency to the state bureaucracy. He began by hiring the
New York Bureau of Municlpal Research to conduct a survey of
Virginia government. He then appointed a commlittee of
prominent cltizens to receive the bureau’s report and make
recommendations. Freeman was one of the members of this
committee, which accepted most of the bureau’s work and
recommended that the plethora of state agencles be combined
into 11 major departments. State financlial functions were
to be centralized In the Department of the Treasury. The
number of state officlals elected by the voters was reduced
from elght to three, with the others being appolnted by the

governor and confirmed by the Senate. The fee system of

2=NL, Sept. 21, Sept. 29, Nov. 2, 1925, Feb. 1, 1926.
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compensation for local officlals was also brought under
better control, with a fixed maximum of compensation set by
a state compensation board. Most of these changes were
achleved without constitutlonal revislon, but some, such as
the short ballot, required amendments to the constlitutlion.
Byrd was able to secure passage of these amendments without
the necessity of calling an expensive constitutional
conventlon.=2

Improved roads and better schools contlinued to be major
Issues durlng Governor Byrd‘’s administratlon. Byrd’s
Insistence on a “pay-as-ycu-go* plan of road construction
was one of the few parts of hls program that the News Leader
opposed. Freeman hoped that the governor could be made to
accept a bond Issue to finance hlighway construction, but he
eventually abandoned this hope. Near the end of Byrd’s
term, the editor ralsed the question of diverting some road
funds to. ilmproving education. He pralsed Byrd for
supporting Increases In funding for both public schools
and higher education, but he reallzed that while these
approprlations were Impressive In comparlson with previous
years, they remalned lnadequate. Whlle the Southern states

" had been Improving their educational systems, other states

23Robert T. Hawkes, Jr., “"The Emergence of a Leader:
Harry Flood Byrd, Governor of Virginia, 1926-1930,* Virainlia
Magazine of Historv and Biography (July, 1974), 265-78;
Younger and Moore (eds.), Governors of Virginia, 237-43;
Moger, VYlralnla, 341-44; Pulley, 0ld Virginia Restored,
177-80; Kirby, Westmoreland Davis, 164-66; Ferrell, Claude
A. Swanson, 143; NL, Jan. 15, 1930.
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had not stood still, so that the South still lagged behind
the rest of the natlon. 1In Virginia, appropriations for
education had been multiplied by three between 1912 and
1927, but outlays for roads had grown almost fifty-fold.
Freeman thus posed the question: "How far does the economic
interest of the state require that the road program should
be pushed at lts present rate before there Is a more
equitable distribution of revenues between highways and
schools?" He acknowledged that road revenues came from
gasol ine taxes and automobile 1icenses, but when the main
state roads had been bullt, "what reason 1s there that a
great part of the gasollne tax shouid not be used to
equallze educatlonal opportunity In the state?"=<

Overall, Freeman believed that the Byrd administratlion
had been a great boon to Virginla. He admired Byrd both for
his accomplishments and his administrative skills. "He has
commanded virtual unanimity for measures that formerly
divided the leglislature bitterly," Freeman wrote in 1928,
"and he has accomplished this by preparing the way carefully
through conference, conclilation, compromise and the most
brilliant publicity." At the conclusion ¢#f Byrd’s term, the
News [eader 1lsted his many achlevements and pronounced them
to be *a most astounding record" that had probably never
“pbeen excelled In any American state durlng any one man’s

adminlistration of four vears.' Byrd’s program had placed

2<]lbid., Oct. 17, 1929.
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the 0ld Dominion Yon a foundatlon as secure as that whlch
any state can envisage.® Yet for Freeman, Byrd had a
slagnlflcance beyond any speclflc accomplishments:

What he has done has been to set a new
standard for Virglinia and to prove that
progress does not mean radicallsm. He has
shown, at the same time, that new and
effective |deas can be Introduced and
administered by an organization that has, in
the past, been charged with belng incurably
reactlionary. If he has not been Virginla’‘’s
greatest governor since the days of Henry
and of Jefferson, The News Leader confesses
that it does not know to whom to award that
distinction. He has fought a good fight, he
has kept the falith....=%

For more than a dozen years after he became editor of
the News Leader, Douglas Freeman had fought a good, [f often
restrained, fight for progress in hls beloved home state.
Despite occasional frustrations with the workings of the
invisible government, he had kept the faith that his fellow
Virginians would adopt his brand of moderate 1iberalism as
the best means of restoring the 0Old Domlnion to her place of
greatness among the states while maintalning most of her
tradlitional values. Though he never abandoned his hopes for
liberal progress In Virginla, he never agaln devoted as much
of his own time and energy to the cause. Partly this
resulted from the expansion of hls personal horlizons during
the lagt 25 years of his life. Partly It was because he
became more conservative in some of his own views, at least

within the context of changing times. Yet it was largely

2sIphid., March 9, 1928, Jan. 15, 1930.
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the result of a severe blow to his falth In the tolerance,
Intelllgence and good wlll of many of Virginia‘s citizens.
This blow came as a direct result of defeat in a flight that
even Harry Byrd could not win -- the struggle to carry
Virginia for Democrét Alfred E. Smith In the presidential
election of 1928.
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CHAPTER VIII
THE VALLEY OF THE SHADOW

The campaign of Alfred Emanuel Smith for President of
the Unlted States brought to a boll passions that had been
simmerlng for years; Perhaps no issue stirred more passions
or caused more resentments than did prohibition. Stewart
Bryan "linstinctively opposed" prohibition. Like his father
Jogeph Bryan, "he denled ... that government could or should
attempt to deal with the average man’s appetite.” When
Virginla adopted statewlde prohibition In 1914, the News
Leader volced !te opposition to the measure, but when the
lssue of a natlonal prohibltlon amendment arose a few years
later, the paper, now edited by Douglas Freeman, was more
sympathetic toward the "noble experiment." Writing on
January 12, 1918, Freeman declared: "If prohibltion will do
the natlon as much good -~ or anvything like as much good
-- as It has done Virginia, we aré for national
prohlibitlon.” When the 18th Amendment was ratifled a year
later, he predicted that It would be "an unreckonable
blessing to America.* 1t soon became apparent that there
weire many problems with enforcing prohibition, but Freeman
counselled patience. The crux of the problem lay in "the
difference between an experimental and a dogmatic state of
mind." The proper state of mind was experimental.

"Prohlibition should be considered the best method yet

156
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devised of combating a known evil," he wrote. "As such it
degserves a thorough test under conditions that will show Its
comparative beneflts and disadvantages. If a better method
be found, let it be tried, whenever the fair-minded majority
may deslire." Freeman contlnued to sound this theme well
into the Twenties. "For the sake of every Interest, the
present experiment honestly should be carried on to success
or fallure with the support of every self-respecting,
law-abldling, country-loving Amerlcan," he wrote in 1923,

"I1f It be successful, all wil] benefit. If It faill,
palpably and unmistakably, something else may be tried.*
Yet he was already beglnning to wonder If Virginla‘’s
original "quart-a-month* prohibition law might not be
preferable to absolute prohlbition. “Many conslider that
Virginla never was as little troubled about liquor as when
those who wished [t could get a quart of whlskey every
month," he observed. ""Bootleggers did not flourlsh;
comparatively few people got drunk by the quick consumption
of their quart; dupllcating orders and impersonating other
people never reached the proportions of a scandal; more than
anything else, perhaps, the quart-a-month rule opepated to
molllfy those who wanted a llttle liquor at intervals and
mightlly would have protested iIf they had been denled It."
By 1924 he was forced to confess that all was not well with
prohibition but stll]l did not advocate abandoning the

experliment. Two years later he clted "the wlplng out of the
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bar" as a great gain of prohibltion but admitted that the
experiment had also brought about “the almost unliversal
deflance and dlsregard of the law." He was glad that
publlic debate on the Issue was Increasing. "Public opinion
of prohibltion Is ‘on the move’ ln Amerlca," he asserted.

"It will not halt til]l It has found scme method, falr allke
to law and to temperance, of dealing with this anclent foe
of the race."?®

If Freeman welcomed Increased public discusslion of
prohibition, he did not welcome the injection of the
prohiblitlon question Into partisan polltics. Hlis disgust at
the machine’s use of the issue in the gubernatorial contest
of 1917 has been noted. When the Democratic Natlional
Conventlion met in 1920, he warned It not to dogmatlize on
prohibltion. He belleved that the party platform "might
with proprlety avold all reference to the experiment while
It Is In progress." But lest sllence be construed as
evaslon, he urged the party to pledge itself to giving
prohibition a fair test. “Beyond this," he contended, "it
s nelther necesary nor wise to go. . . . The Democrats
should accept the status quo and should avoid all
complicating questlons.” As with the platform, so with the
nominee. Every gserlous contender for the Democratic

nomlnatlon was willlng to pledge himself to a falr test of

tDSF, "John Stewart Bryan,* 169-70; NL, Jan. 12, 1918,
Jan. 16, 1919, March 29, June 17, 1920, April 12, April 16,
1923, Nov. 28, 1924, Feb. 12, Feb. 20, 1926.
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prohibition. In the cplnion of the jNews Leader, he should
not be asked to do more. The candidacy of local-optionist
Harry Tucker for Governor of Virginia in 1921 agaln brought
prohibltion to the fore in the Old Dominion. Freeman was
becomlng lncreasingly concerned about the overriding
importance of the prohibition Issue in political campaigns,
and he warned that Amerlca would lose if a man who opposed
prohlbition "honestly and without selflsh motives is
permanently to be proscribed" from office. America would
likewise suffer “if a candlidate’s record on prohlbition is a
passport to offlce, however Incompetent the man may be."
Support for prohibltion should not be a test for pollitical
officeholding, for if prohibition were to fall it would do
so "on the streets and on the hlighways, and not at the polls
or In the leglislative halls." Yet when the avowedly “wet"”
Al fred E. Smith sought the Democratic nomination for
president In 1924 and 1928, there was no way that
prohibition could be kept out of politics.=?

Another phenomenon of the 1920s that was intimately
bound up with prohliblition but often touched even deeper
nerves was rellglous intolerance. The Ku Klux Klan enjoyed

- a resurgence during the decade and directed many of its
activities against forelgners and Céthollcs as well as
blacks. In the wake of the xenophoblia that swept the natlon

after World War I, the Klan offered a program of

2]lbjid.,, June 17, 1920, Aug. 4, 1921.
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“Americanism." Freeman announced that the News Leader might
be in fuli sympathy with any of the Klan‘s ldeals that were
constructive, but he admitted that the name Ku Klux Klan
conjured up Images of terrorization and mystery, which
no longer avalled for a solution to the South’s problems.
“Instead of mystery, open counci] |s needed; Instead of
terrorization, education," he asserted. "To revive the
name, even for a program of distinct Americanism, Is to
arouse apprehenslons that cannot help and may hinder." When
the "Amerlican Clivic Assoclation" organized In Richmond in
1921, Freeman suspected It of being a front for the Klan.
He challenged the group to prove that it was not the KKK in
disgulse. The News Leader conducted an lnvestlgatlion of the
group and found it to be more of an anti-Catholic
organization than an antl-Negro or anti-Semitic one. A
personal threat against him did not dissuade Freeman from
his determination to expose any group that opposed "absolute
freedom of consclence." The threat was not carrlied out, and
Freeinan eventually concluded that "the organization probably
will disintegrate or become simply a fraternal soclety of a
more or less harmless sort.'®

Yet he never ceased to expose and denounce any evidence
of rellglous bigotry. When the Virginia Klan opposed the

election of Roman Cathollc state treasurer John M. Purcell,

2]lbid., Nov. 16, 1920, July 30, Aug. 6, 1921; DSF to
John Stewart Bryan, Aug. i, Aug. 5, Aug. 7, 1921, DSFP-LC,
Box 5.
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appointed by Governor Trinkle to fill an unexpired term,
Freeman asked indignantly: “Was there any criticlsm of John
Purcell’s rellgion during all the years he held a dlfflcult
clerkship in the state treasurer’s offlce and did far more
than he was pald for?* A Catholic could apparentiy die for
his country but could not work for her -- at least not In a
well-pald Job. That was the worst InJustlice. The worst
danger was that "intolerance, once it becomes fixed, will
produce cleavages and lasting hates fatal to Democracy.* As
he often did, Freeman sought to lead by example as well as
with words. On Mother’s Day, 1927, approximately 200
members of the Richmond Counclil of the Knights of Columbus
responded to Freeman’s lnvitatlon to attend his Business
Men’s Bible Class at Second Baptist Church.*

Freeman taught the Business Men’s Bible Class
throughout most of the 1920s. He attracted some enormous
crowds, including one of over 1,100 men and women on
Mother’s Day, 1922. Transcripts of gsome of hls talks to the
class provide a glimpse of his rellglous views at the time.
The fundamentals of hls falth remalned unchanged. Work is
holy, and through work man can come to know God and His
divine purpose. "Cleave the wood of your hard, daily toil,*
he told the class, "and there, ever new, ever born anew,

ever newly risen to every newly awakened soul; there

“Ferrell, Claude A, Swanson., 144; NL., Nov. 4, 1925, May
9, 1927.
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everywhere in llfe -- there is the risen Christ.* None of
Cod’s gifts should be wasted. "Some of us are fortunate
enough to recelve from our parents that greatest
Iinlhlerlitance -- clean blood, right-thinking ancestry," he
sald. All men, by reason of thelr inherltance, by reason of
thelr mental assets, know that they are charged with a
trust. “We are executors, each of us; we are stewards who
have received from a departing king the talents In trust for
him." The most Important talent of all is falth. “On that
foundatlon the whole structure of achlevement can be
built," Freeman afflrmed. "With that Initlal Investment the
treasury of the world Is yours to command, for from falth
comes conviction, and from conviction comes leadership, and
from leadership comes service, and from service grow all the
areat things of life." Money, whether Inherlited or earned,
should not be misused, for “thrift is of God." Even worse
than the wastage of money 1s the Qastage of time. Yet few
men apprecliate the sacredness of tlme, and Freeman
apprehended that few would agree with him that “when we
wagte time, we sin." He concluded that most of man’s
activity is between the ages of 25 and 60 and calculated
that those 35 years give a man slightly less than 11,000
worklng days, something less than 175,000 waking hours.
“In those we achieve that which Is our end as the night

draws on and the balance of the years Is reckoned," he
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asserted. "Durling that time we waste |mmoderately,
fnexcusably . 'S

Freeman bel leved "that only a few people could attain
to immortallity." Though he profes=sed bellef in a hell on
earth, he was less certaln about the existence of a hell
hereafter. He thought 1t *quite possible" tha* such an
eternal hell did exist. "“But I also know this, thank .God!"
he declared. YThat for a few vague and equlvocal references
in Jesug’ teachlngs about the doctrine of hell, there are
hundreds of magnificent unequlvocal passages, the purport of
which no man may doubt, showlng that love is eternal; that
those who attain to love, attain to eternlty." He found the
greatest cause for bellef In immortality In his study of
history:

I would say that the study of hlstory ls that
which gives man the greatest optimism, for 1f
man was not destined by his Maker to go on
until! the Kingdom of Heaven is attalned, man
would have been extinguished long ago by
reason of all man’s mistakes and fralltlies.
Man was made to be immortal, else he could not

survive being the fool he Is.4

Pessimism, on the other hand, “*has lts origin In

SSecond Baptist Church (Richmond), The Ideal ¢June,
1922>, 5; DSF, “"He Goeth Before® (typed transcript, April
12, 1925), "The Safe Executor* (typed transcript, Feb. 22,
1925), “Spring* (typed transcript, April 19, 1925), “The
Value of Time* (typed transcript, Nov. 30, 1924), all in
DSFP-LC, Box 126.

“'Minutes," News Leader Current Events Class, May
26, 1924, DSFP-LC, Box 177; DSF, "Santa Claus on the
Street" (typed transcrlipt, Dec. 20, 1924), Untitled
Rel lgious Lecture (March 29, 1925>, both In DSFP-LC,

Box 126.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



indigestion." Freeman proposed making a historical
Investligation to "see how much of the gloomy outlook of John
Calvin and those other great apostles of gloom had its
origin in their health.* Far from a life of glocm, the life
of a loving Christlan is fllled with Joy. And the greatest
Joy of all tor the Christlan Is the abllity to say each day:
*Thank God, I have kept my self-respect this day; I have put
no new burden on my conscience!* The Christian willi
experlence fallures, but If he accepts responsiblllity for
them and learns by them, he will ultimately succeed. "Study
the things you want to do; study your mistakes; study the
handlcap of your own equipment, of your own temper, of your
own splirit," Freeman urged. Above all, a man must never
lose falth: "When you lose falth In yourself, when you
loge falth In your fellow-man; when you logse faith In God,
then -- but oh God, not until then -- are you lost."?
Freeman had long hoped for "the day when there shall be
an end of denominational llines, -- when there shall be ‘one
shepherd and one flock,” and all shall work for the glory of
God." Yet he treasured the church of his fathers, for the
Baptist traditlon Impcsed no strict set of belliefs on its
foilowers. "“I let no man say what I shall or shall not
belleve. That is one of the fundamentals of being a

Baptist,” he told his class. "The fundamental of your faith

“DSF, "What Men Live By® (typed transcript, May 24,
1925, "Spring' - (typed transcript, April 19, 1925), Untitled
Rellglous Lecture (March 8, 1925), all in DSFP-LC, Box 126.
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is to Interpret God for yourself -- to let nc man say what
you shall or shall not belleve." He thus felt free to
believe that while Jesus was the Son of God who “brought us
the ideal of life and lald down for us enduring rules
of conduct," the revelatlon of God was progressive:

Jesus never taught us that the revelation of
God was complete. On the contrary, ln his
last discourse to his disciples, He told them
that ‘greater works than these shall ye do.”’
By that I think he meant that as his influence
worked in them and through them, age on

age, the mind of man would be enlarged untjl
i1t became capable of sensing many things
unknown to them. It has been so. We know
more of truth today thalnl] the disciples knew.
Our vision is wider. Where they marvelled at
the thunder, we understand. Where they

gsaw some 2,000 stars, we can look through a
great telescope into the heavens and can see a
host now estlimated at 7,000,000. Where they
looked upon plague as a visltation from God,
we know its cause and the method of preventing
it. So the process will go on, through larger
and still! larger horizons until that day, ages
hence perhaps, when the ‘kingdom of earth

will become the kingdom of heaven.’ Jesus
taught us that the ‘kingdom of God is within
you.’” That is full revelation in Itself, its
consequences involve a growing revelation.
Take Jesus as complete In that He disclosed:
The rest we may get as we walk In his steps
and unselfishly labor in his gpirit.®

For Freeman, then, sclence and faith were not
incompatible, but rather compliementary. Some Virginia
- Baptlists did not concur. The Fundamentalist wlng of the

denomination sought to secure passage of a bill forbidding

SDSF to Walker B. Freeman, Oct. 19, 1907,
DSFC-JHU; DSF, “Growth" (typed transcrlipt, May 3,
1925>, DSFP-LC, Box 126; DSF to Mrs. R. L. Chenery,
April S5, 1921, DSFP-LC, Box 5.
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the teaching of the theory of evolutlion In the public
schools. Freeman’s Influence was largely responsible for
defeating this effort. In fact, the 0Old Dominion was the
only Southern state whose leglsiature never had to consider
an anti-evolution bill during the 1920s. Freeman used
the famous Scopes "monkey trial" of 1925 as an opportunity
to state editorially his personal belief In God and
evolution. He chastised Willliam Jennings Bryan for making
the Scopes case "a duel to the death" between science and
Christianity. He did not fear the effect of Bryan’s
dogmatism on those who, 1lke himself, found the hand of God
revealed In new sclientlfic discoverles. *Men who belleve
that God speaks in the stone as certalnly as in the
commandments written on It, men who are convinced that
growth and progress are part of a mighty plan proclaimed in
star and In sea -- as surely as in law and In gospel --
these men flind evolution a help rather than a hindrance,
when It Is properly Interpreted," he wrote. “They have much
of the thrill that comes to those who begin to see In
daylight the form and the meaning of thlings that were
mysterious and affrighting In the dark." Rather, Freeman
feared the effect of Bryan’s crusade on Impressionable
students, many of whom mlight “become out-and-out
materiallists' solely because Bryan sought to keep them, *for
his little day, from fellowship with the company of those

who do not say “God or evolution, but God and evolution.’*
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The editor did express some feellngs of plty for Bryan.
"Forgetting the evolution quarrel for a moment, forgetting
the follles and foibles and conceits of the bald and
beardless warrior, the sensitive man finds moisture in his
eyes," he lamented. "Those brave days of The Crogss of Gold
and Crown of Thorns are gone forever." Yet he concluded

that Bryan "made a consplicuous fallure®" at Dayton "because
he utterly falled to win anybody to falth In the unseen by
hls puerlle denials of the seen.* Clarence Darrow, the
attorney for John Thomas Scopes, also drew Freeman’s Ire
“because, while preaching tolerance, he practiced vindictive
oppresslon." If Bryan "allenated a multltude who reasoned
... that if William J. Brvan was typical of religion, then
rellgion was not for them," [t was equally clear to the
average man “that lf Darrow was typlcal of tolerance, then
tolerance was mighty undesirable." Freeman summarized the
whole episode as "discreditable to American Intellligence."*®
The struggles over prohibitlon and rellglous
intolerance came to the fore with Al Smith‘s quest for the
White House in 1928. After the Democratic debacles in 1920
and 1924, Freeman feared that the nomination of another
compromise candidate, such as James M., Cox or John W. Davis,
"would mean the going to pleces of the Democratlic party."

The Democrats were doomed l1f they did not "put up an active,

®Virginius Dabney, Liberalism in the South (Chapel Hill,
1932), 305; NL, July @, July 18, July 22, July 24, 1925.
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good candidate” In 1928. Freeman himself saw Al Smith as
the best cholce and told his Current Events Class in 1927
that the News Leader "was as sympathetlc as it was thought
the people would stand for.* Although this statement
reflected the ed!tof’s awareness of the cdds &agaiast the
wet, Cathollc New Yorker in the South, he belleved Smith’s
nomination would offer several benefits to the region.

First of all, Southern support for Smith’s candldacy would
be a victory for tolerance. As such, It would "be an offset
to the KKK" and "would be a rebuke to the Baptist-Methodist
coalition which is riding our withers raw." Even iIf Smith’s
nomination split the Solld South, Freeman saw only good
resulting, for such a split would mean the South’s
"political emancipation." He had little hope that Southern
delegates to the Democratlic conventlon would actively
support Smith because of thelr fear of clerical opposlition
but hoped that they would fall In llne after Smith had
gecured the necessary two-thlrds majorlty.t:°

Freeman feared the divisive effect of the prohibition
lssue on Smith’s chances. Just prior to Smith’s nomination,
he wrote to the Governor and warned him against advocating
the repeal of the 18th Amendment In hls speech of
acceptance. "We have a dlfflcult problem in the South as It

is," he told the candidate, "though I think we can carry

‘b"Mlnutes," News Leader Current Events Class, Sept. 13,
1926, March 28, 1927, May 14, 1928, DSFP-LC, Box 178.
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every Southern state except, perhaps, Tennessee. If you
declare against the Elghteenth Amendment, or for any
referendum on It, I would not answer for the outcome of any
Southern states except Florida and Loulsliana.* Governor
Smith ignored this advice, and Freeman sought thereafter
to minimize the Importance of prohibitlon as a campaign
lssue. Prohlibltlon could not be an issue, he asserted,
because no matter what recommendations Mr. Smith made with
regard to the subject, “no revision of the eighteenth
amendment will get the requlred two-thirds vote in each
branch of congress, and If [t did, It would not receive the
vote of three-fourths of the states." No, the real campaign
Issue was the issue of "candor agalnst evasion -- the lssue
of whether a candidate shall say what he thinks,
courageously and plainly, or whether he shall be permitted
to conceal a partlisan purpose behind a smokescreen of vague
words." Having falled to dissuade Smith from taking a firm
stand on prohlbition, Freeman now praised him for doing just
that.**

It soon became apparent that the main lssue in the
campaign, especially In the South, was really one of
rellgious intolerance. Freeman estimated that "eléhty per
cent. of the opposlition to Smith has Its origliln iIn

rellglous prejudlice.® Thus, four-flfths of those who

11DSF to Alfred Emanuel Smith, Aug. 11, 1928, DSFP-LC,
Box 13; NL, Aug. 23, 1928.
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opposed the Democratic nominee did not oppose the Smith who
challenged prohibltion or Smith the Tammany Hall politician.
Rather, sald Freeman, 1t was “the Smith who has exerclised
the right of religlous lliberty guaranteed every American."
The 1928 campaign was therefore the most critical ln
the South since that of 1860, for it raised the question
"whether religlous liberty shall be malintalned, or whether
it shall be destroyed, and with it the party that saved the
South." Freeman became Increasingly dlismayed at the tone of
the campaign In Virginia. When Harry W. Anderson, the
Republ ican leader he had often commended, charged that
Tammany had taken control of the Democratic organization and
appolinted Ya high official of the Vatican" as party
chairman, the editor condemned him. “Surely Mr. Anderson
knows how much the South has suffered from the divisions
born of racial prejudice: how can he, then, be a party
to stirring up rellgloué prejudice, which ls vastly more
destruct lve?t*=

Other, more traditional, issues occasionally emerged.
Freeman admitted to hls Current Events Class that there was
little difference in the platforms of the two parties, but
thought that Smith would bring the Democratic party and the
nation back to a liberal approach to the problems of the

day. He no longer had much falth in Herbert Hoover, the

12DSF to J. Marshall Vanneman. Sept. 7, 1928, DSFP-LC,
Box 14; NL, Aug. 29, Sept. 7, 1928.
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Republican nominee. When Republlcans berated Smith for his
close tles to Tammany Hall, Freeman polnted out that the GOP
was not only the party of “Sllent Cal" Coolidge but of
Albert Fall and Harry Daugherty and others tainted by
scandal. Hoover could talk of the glorles of the GOP, wrote
Freeman, "but he cannot quite drown out the sound of the
convicts’ chains from Indlana." Hoover cited overproduction
as the chief cause of the agricultural depression, but in
arguing for é higher tarlff, "he must know that stiffer
duties will only increase the prices to the farmer of the
goods he must buy In a protected domestlc market." In
almost the same breath that he champloned the tarlff, Mr.
Hoover argued for enlarged foreign trade as a means of
reducing the agricultural surplus. Echolng the warning of
Woodrow Wiison, Freeman asserted: "We cannot raise our
tariff wall to the sky and expect Europe to throw us over it
a bag of gold for Interest on our debt." He believed that
Smith had demonstrated his ablllty to handle agricultural
problems through hls sponsorship of New York’s model
cooperative marketing laws. Freeman endorsed Smith’s
proposal for a non-partlisan commission to study the

- feaslbllity of the McNary-Haugen bill, even though the News
Leader had opposed the bill. If no practicable alternative
could be found to the McNary-Haugen plan of government
assistance in the controlled sale of surplus farm products,

then the pllight of the farmer Jjustifled the experiment.
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Freeman hoped that Southern cooperation to revive American
agriculture would lead to the union of South and West that
he had long desired. Such a unlon, he felt, "would temper
somewhat the radicallsm of the West and liberalize the
South." The time was rlpe for thls union "now that the
Democratlic party has as |ts standard-bearer a man who
will make it once more the liberai party of Amerlica.":2

Yet nelther corruption nor agricultural policy nor even
prohibition could outpace religion as the key lssue of the
campalgn. As the contest entered the home stretch amid
Increasingly vitrliollc charges and countercharges, Freeman
cautioned voters against taking the election too seriously.
"It Is right to have convictions and contend for them, but
what is the good in permitting animosities to be aroused
that will outllive the campalign?" he asked his readers. *The
good-will of your nelghbors means more to you than victory
for the candlidate you favor." But Freeman hlmself was
finding It more and more difficult to follow his own advice.
Though he rarely made direct editorial references any ﬁore
to the evlils of the Reconstructlion era, thls most bltter of
campalgns brought forth a serles of articles on the
postbellum excesses of the GOP. 1In an editorlal entitled
"The Rape of Virginla," Freeman reminded hls readers that

Republican transgressions against the 0ld Dominion began

13'Minutes," Newg Leader Current Events Class, Oct. 8,
1928, DSFP-LC, Box 176; NL, Aug. 13, Aug. 23, Sept. 20,
1928.
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even before the Confederacy’s defeat. The separation of
West Virglnia from the mother state "was In many ways the
greatest economic calamity that ever befell [Virginial." At
the end of the series, Freeman told his readers that the
purpose of retelllng the tale of Republlcan misrule during
Reconstructlion was not to combat relliglious prejudice with
race prejudice. Blacks were not to blame for the sins
committed in their name. Nor should the individual
Republlican of the 19208 be held accountable. *“But," he
concluded, "history is history."*<

During the last week of the campalgn, Freeman appealed
to Virginlans’ bellef in thelir traditional values as well as
to thelr historical consclousness. "The News Leader ls
anxious that here in the clty where the statute of religious
llberty was put lnto the laws of the commonwealth, no man or
woman shall sin against American institutions by opposing
any honest candldate because of his religlon," he asserted.
"Richmond ought to be spared that humillatlon. She has
suffered from fire, from war, and from pestilence; it must
be that she has intelllgence enough to disdaln religlous
hatred that Is worse than any of these.' Speaking for those
Virginians who could not subordinate all their political
falth to the opposlition’s view of prohibition eor

Catholiclism, Freeman declared that they had not been

i4]pbld,., Sept. 21, Sept. 24, Sept. 27, Sept. 28, Sept.
29, 1928.
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"bought" by Tammany Hall. "“We may be old-fashloned in our
political faith," he maintained, "but we are not
consplirators against church or state. Ninety-five per cent.
cf us are the descendants of those at whose instance the
statute of rellgloué liberty was enacted, and we are trying
to hold to Its gpirit and to its letter." 1In his final
appeal to the Jury of voters, the edltor summarlized the
case for the Democrats: *"Is Virginla to remain true to the
party that has made her one of the best governed and most
progressive of all the American states, or Is she to permit
a combination of Republlican politiclans, Anti-Saloon leaders
and Ku Klux Klansmen to dellver her over to the party that
had thrice despolled her and lIs now walting another
opportunity to selze power?" Freeman adnitted to his
Current Events Class that three years earlier he might have
sald that a Republican victory would be a good thing
for Virginla. But after the achlevements of Harry Byrd and
the promise they held for the future, he felt that victory
by the GOP in the state would be a calamity. A vote for
Hoover would not be a vote against Smith but a vote against
Virginia. "It Is not only loyalty to the liberal party and
to the principle of equal rights that Is at Issue," he wrote

on election eve. "It Is loyalty to Mother Virginia as

well. "=

*=]bld., Nov. 1, Nov. 3, Nov. 5, 1928; "Minutes," News
Leader Current Events Class, Aug. 27, 1928, DSFP-LC, Box
178.
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Yet neither Freeman’s reminders of Republican sins nor

his higher appeal to Virginia ldeals nor even Harry Byrd’s
powers of polltical persuasion could stem the tide of
anti-Smith sentiment In the 0ld Dominion. Hoover carried
Virginia by almost 25,000 votes and zulled In three new
Republican Congressmen on his coattails. The outcome
stunned the commonwealth’s Democratic leaders. Although It
had lamented the late start of the Smith campalign In
Virginia, the Newgs Leader had expected the Democratic
nominee to win. The paper concluded that Smith was the
victim of a three-pronged attack by the Republicans, the Ku
Klux Klan and the Anti-Saloon League, which enlisted the
support of thousands of women. Freeman urged his fellow
Richmonders to "waste no time in a post mortem" and get back
to business. "You may not llke the result -- but the
overwhelming majority for Hoover Is the expression of a will
that every Amerlcan Is In honor bound to respect, so, smile
and keep your falth In Virglinla," he counselled. Outwardly,
he continued to affirm his own falth in the future of his
state and region, but he allowed himself at least one public
expression of doubt:

Some there are who have gliven years to

reasoning with the prejudices of the South,

who have worn thelr hearts away trying to stir

a2 somnolent people, who have taken flrst-rate

ablllitles and have exhausted them in teaching

a handful of students in a college that had

little library and less laboratory, who have

been kept to small business, though they had

perscnal ity that might have sufficed to
organize great iIndustry. At the end, they had
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2 hundred thousand where they might have

had a milllon, a 1ittle reputation in thelr

own state where they might have been natlional

flgures.
As John Glgnilllat has noted, such an assessment of the
llmitations Imposed by conditlons In the South represented a
stern indictment coming from so tactful a writer as
Freeman.!+“

The results of the electlion of 1928 also convinced
Freeman that the time for restralint had passed when
discussing prohiblition and the dangerous mixing of relligion
and pollitics. The News Leader began openly advocatlng
changes in the prohibltion laws, and the editor declded to
take off the glpves when he wrote of Blshop James Cannon,
the Methodist cleric who had led the fight against Smith in
Virginla. Freeman had refralned from direct edltorial
censure of Cannon even during the bitter days of the 1928
campalgn. Yet when the bishop sought to use the Virginia
state elections of 1929 as a means of punishing those who
had supported Smith, the News Leader assalled him. Freeman
stil]l had encugh falth In Virglnia to belleve that the
voters would repudlate Cannon, whose reputation was already

tarnished by charges of shady flnanclial dealings. “Dr.

Cannon may rall and may rave and may seek to exorclise party

*<«James R. Sweeney, "Rum, Romanlsm, and Virginia
Democrats: The Party Leaders and the Campaign of 1928,"
Viralnla Magazine of History and Bjoaraphy (Oct., 1982,
425; NL, Nov. 7, Nov. 9, Nov. 10, Nov. 24, 1928; Glgnilliat,
"Thought of DSF," 406.
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demons that his egomania has fashloned,* he wrote.
"Virginia’s feet are In the road of progress, of unity, of
goclal Justlce and of equal opportunity, and she will not
stop to answer his valn and bitter words." He did not hold
the Methodlst Church responsible for Bishop Cannon’s
actlons, but he acknowledged the hold Cannon had on his
admirers and frlends: "If he rages, they froth; lf he were
to keep sllent on politics, so would they.* Yet Freeman had
little hope that the bishop would keep silent, for he "grows
in violence, rather than otherwise, and is disposed to
magnify the functlion of the ‘moral forces’ of which he is
the self-anointed apostlie." Though memorlies of the previous
year’s campalgn were not easlly forgotten, the News Leader
expressed rel ief when Cannon’s old adversary John Garland
Pollard was elected Governor of Virginia In 1929.

Virginlans looked to their ministers for leadership when a
real "moral issue" was at stake, but by golng agalnst
- Cannon’s wishes they showed that "they wlll not countenance
the Invention of a fake moral lssue to further a clerical
dictatorship in politics." Freeman asserted that both
prohibition and rellglon were more secure In Virginla
“because the people have at last taken the measure of James

Cannon."t”

t”]bid., 404; NL, Oct. 8, Oct. 19, Nov. 6, 1929. On the
Virginia gubernatorial race of 1929, see Alvin L. Hall,
"Virginla Back In the Fold: The Gubernatorial Campaign and
lectlion of 1929,"
Bloaraphy (July, 1965), 280-302.
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Desperate as the political struggle had been during the
summer of 1929, Douglas Freeman had been locked In an even
more desperate battle, one that threatened for a time to be
his last. On the evening of Monday, May 27, he was rushed
to St. Elizabeth’s Hospital for emergency surgery to repalr
a recurrence of the hernia that he had suffered in childhood
and that had kept him out of military service In the war.
Life-threatening complications set !n and resulted In the
removal of about one and one-half feet of intestines. Under
the watchful eye of Dr. O. 0. Ashworth, he slowly regalned
his health. Not until September 2 was he able to resume
limited dutles at the newspaper office.'®

Durlng his i4-week recuperation, Freeman listened to
Sunday morning radlo broadcasts and determined that he could
present a better program than any of those on the alr. He
was partliculariy anxious to provide better programming for
those who were confined by lllness or Infirmity. The result
was a half-hour Sunday broadcast that came to be called
“Lessons in Living" and continued until Freeman’s death
almost a quarter-century later. These talks, which were
generally dellivered without the use of notes, were even less
concerned with theology than his Business Men’s Bible Class

talks had been. As the title of the program impllied,

1eWjilliam H. Hlgglns, Jr., typed statement, Aug. 15,
1952, DSFP-LC, Box 116; Henrletta B. Crump to E. E. Farman,
May 29, 1929, DSF to Allen W. Freeman, Sept. 10, 1929, both
in DSFP-LC, Box 10.
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Freeman tried to Impart to his listeners, many of whom were
shut-ins, somethling of his philosophy of 1ife, complete with
practical advice on improving the quallty of thelr own daily
lives. He spoke on a broad range of toplics, such as how to
Increase one’s knowledge of history and science and what a
person should read to keep up with current events. He
developed a wide following, many of whom wrote for advice on
subjects ranging from love to Investments. Thelr questions
provided toplcs for future broadcasts.*®

The delivery of "Lessons in Living" precluded Freeman
from continuing hls more speciflically religlous Sunday
school lessons at Second Baptlist Church. Yet It Is by no
means certaln that he would have continued as an active
member In any event. The bltter religious and political
quarrels of the Twenties had caused strained relations
between Freeman and many of hls Christian brethren. An
example iIs offered by his denunclation of evangelist Billy
Sunday, for whom he had once expressed admiration. On more
than one occasion, he had to deny the rumor that he planned
to forsake the Baptlst denominatlon and become an
Epliscopallan. "I was born a Baptist, I expect to die a
Baptist and I have no intentlon whatsoever of leaving the

church in which I was reared and baptlised," he retorted,

1*DSF to Brantley Henderson, Aug. 11, 1947, DSFP-LC, Box
Glagnillliat, "Thought of DSF," 408; Cheek, "Reflectlons,"
34; George F. Scheer, "Plutarch on the James," The Southern
Packet (Feb., 1949), 3.

~
O
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adding Jocularly: "God forbid that I should seek the last
refuge of broken down aristocracy." True to his word, he
continued to support the Baptlist Church flnanclally and was
buried from it, but after 1929 he rarely attended any church
except when invited to preach. Hls falth became more
private durlng the last quarter-century of his life. He
rarely discussed religion even with his closest confidants,
even though he did confess to one of his radio listeners
that durling his !llness he *had a speclal revelation of
Jesus so personal and so overwhelming that I have not dared
to this day to describe it, even to my own wife." He read
from the New Testament in the orliginal Greek every day, and

- he mads -nis dally devotions at a small altar that he kept In
his otherwise spartan bedroom. In short, as hls daughter
has written, the mature Freeman did not talk about rellglion;
he llived it. And his Christian faith continued to influence
his writing even after his participation In publlic relliglious
activitles waned,=2°

During the closing years of the 1920s, Douglas Freeman
had passed through the valley of the shadow of doubt and of
death. The bltterness and Intolerance that culminated in
the presidentlal campalgn of 1928 caused him to doubt the

good will of many of his fellow Virginians and probably

20NL, Jan. 13, 1919, Nov.2, Nov. 5, 1928; DSF to Clarence
Wyatt, March 21, 1928, DSFP-LC, Box 14; Allen W. Freeman,
"My Brother Douglas," 41-42; DSF to Mrs. M. B. Graves, May
22, 1930, DSFP-LC, Box 13; Cheek, "Reflectlons," 38.
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caused him to re-evaluate some of his own attltudes toward
rellgion. When Virginla at last repudiated Bishop Cannon
and his allles and returned to the regular Democratic fold
in 1929, at least a measure of Freeman’s faith In the future
of the Old Dominion was restored. HIs close brush with
death that same year deepened his personal commitment to
Christ, 1f not to organized Christianity. A new crlsis that
arose in 1929 would further challenge some of hlis long-held
belliefs just as It challenged the natlion’s leaders to find

solutions.
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CHAPTER IX
DEPRESSION ANLi NEW DEAL

While Douglas Freeman fought to regalin his strength
during the summer of 1929, the American economy, which had
appeared so robust during the "Roaring Twentles," began to
show sligns of weakness. Industrial output, housing
construction and ccmmodity prices all declined as
unemployment and business Inventorlies rose. Yet despite
these and other warning slgns, the "Great Bull Market" of
the 1920s continued on Wall Street. Not until late
September did the stock market start to glve evidence of
weakenlng. Stock prlces began to fluctuate, with a sharp
decline durlng the week of Ociober 14-19. Further drops
took place the following week. Then between "Black
Thursday," October 24 and "Black Tuesday," October 29, the
market collapsed In what came to be known simply as the
"Great Crash." Prices continued to plummet until, by
MId-November, gecurlitles listed on the New York Stock
Exchange had lost over 40% of thelir face value. Freeman,
like most Americans lncluding President Hoover, was
concerned but remalned confident about the overall soundness
of the Amerlcan economy. Writlng on “Black Thursday," he
admltted that the market plunges of October 21 and October
23 "may have been no more than the preliminaries of a still

greater decline." Yet he stressed the general health of

182
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industry, the lincreased buying power of the country and the
stockpllling of much surplus wealth during the years of the
Great Bull Market and concluded: "If Industry showed signs
of slowing down while the speculative mania was sweeping the
country, the fall might be calamitous, but with factorles
busy and the general demand heavy, there is little reason to
anticlipate a general smash-up In the market." The "general
smash-up" came, but Freeman felt that the "economic effects
of the current decllne are not apt to be very serious."

Like many others In and out of the news media, he compared
current econom!c condltions with those In the panic yvyears of
1893 and 1907 and found reasons for optimism in the
comparison. "Baslically," he observed, "the dlfference s
that between a debtor and a creditor nation, between the
diffusion and the concentration of financial resources."
Clearly, he was not prepared for the economic crisis that
ensued.*®
Nor did his tradlitlional values of thrift and

perseverance make hlm comfortable with many of the steps
taken to meet the crisis., As the depresslion deepened In
1930, Preslident Hoover came under increased pressure to

- provide government rellef for the growlng army of
unemployed. Hoover was reluctant, bi't In his annual message

to Congress on December 2, he did propose an increase of

1Robert Scbel, :
1920g (New York, 1968>, 129-42; NL, Oct. 24, Oct. 31, 1929.
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from $100,000,000 to $150,000,000 iIn the existing federal
publlc works budget. Freeman, never comfortable with
federal Involvement In the economy and opposed to peacetlme
budget deficlts, was even more cautiousg than the President.
Indeed, he accused Hoover of being in a “"panlc* that must be
controlled. When unofficial estimates placed the probable
federal deflclt at $400,000,000 1f all of Hoover‘s
legislation were approved, the editor asked: "Is the rellef
from unemployment that can be effected by these lavish
expendltures worth the price that must be paid In heavy
taxes and hligher Interest rates on government borrowlngs?
The News Leader does not belleve it." A few days later he
conceded that "government bullding may be extended
gomewhat," but warned that "foollsh gallery-play and
wild expenditures will only disappoint the unemployed, pile
up a deficit of nearly half a billion dollars and force an
increase In the Income tax." Freeman feared that employers
would resort to drastic wage cuts If they found themselves
burdened with new taxes, which would not ralse enough
revenue to provide for the luckless unemployed in any event.
No, the unemployment problem could not be solved through
emergency rellef appropriations or public works projects.
“America," declared Freeman, “cannot attempt to buy spurlous
prosperity In times of adversity and not pay for it -- by
delaylng the return of true prosperlty." Instead, the

nation should "approach the guestion locally and through
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exlsting Industrial organization, and she must be prepared
to suffer untll she |s wise enough to lnaugurate In times of
prosperity a policy of unemployment insurance and a program
of ‘reserve constructlion’ for dull times." On New Year’s
Day, Freeman rang In 1931 with an editorlal that was both
reassurling and stern. "To some men,* he wrote, "the
depression has been worth all "It has cost them In the
warning It has glven them that In the quest of success there
is no substitute for dally plugglng away!" Some men, he
continued, "had to lose thelr profits to save thelr souls.
Over-easy money had glven them false gods." He offered his
own personal c¢reed as a prescrliption for the natlon’s (lls:

The struggle s for the flttest. The weak may

go under. But there |s one verity written

invisibly across every sheet of that new dally

desk calendar of yours: WORK (and plenty of

it>, BRAINS (and the hard use of them), FAIR

PLAY (and no dodalng |t for an extra dollar)

always have and always will bring happiness

and as much prosperity as is good for any of

us.=

As the Great Depression worsened, Freeman did attempt

to accomodate hls personal values to changlng conditlons.
He admitted the necessity for some government relief, though
he preferred that 1t come at the local and state levels. He
confessed that Hoover’s proposal for a “reserve bullding

program" was a "sultable" ldea but emphasized the need to

prepare bullding plans in times of prosperity. He continued

2Gignilliat, "Thought of DSF," 410-12; NL., Dec.
2, Dec. 6, Dec. 9, Dec. 10, Dec. 12, 1930, Jan. 1, 1931.
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to prefer voluntary relief efforts, such as one in which
men’s Blble classes throughout Richmond ralsed funds to put
idle men to work cleanling the clity’s parks. And he
continued to advocate individual sacrifice and fair pilay.
He urged landlords to be lenlent and walt for better tlimes
to collect arrearages. "Rellef can only come through
gself-sacrifice, through the employment of credit, through
the exercise of lngenulty on the farm and In the klitchen,
and through the co-operation of frliends and neighbors, near
and far," he told hils readers. As he nearly always did when
he sought to rally his fellow Virglnians, Freeman appealed
to thelr pride In thelr past:

People have had so much prosperity that it has
sapped the initiative of many of them. Their
great-grandfathers went through the panic of
the 30’s unafrald; their grandfathers bore
uncomplainingly the miseries of the war
between the states and the outlawry of
recongstruction; thelr own fathers met the
panic of 1893 by tightenlng thelr belts and
setting their tables according to their
pocketbooks.
Were the sons of these noble fathers so spoiled that they
expected government to support them? Millions were
"decelved by the bellef that there iIs some way of escapling
the operation ¢of economic law -- some mysterious substltute
In government for thrlift and enterprise and self-sacriflce

in a pinch." Freeman declared that there was r- .uch way,

no such substitute, and that the sooner people found it out,
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the sooner prosperity would return.®

Just as he called for sacrifice and thrift from the
individual, Freeman also demanded economy from the federal
government. He thought a federal spending reduction of 10%
could be effected easlly enough. All departmental expansion
of every sort, except that which provided large-scale
employment, could be stopped. At least a quarter of all
government publlicatlons could be suspended. Navy
construction could be suspended as well. Only after such
cuts had been made in the federal budget should the
government resort to hlgher taxes. If a tax lncrease became
necessary, Freeman suggested ralsing surtaxes on the higher
income brackets, doubling the estate tax and cutting the
personal lIncome tax reductlon to $750 for a slingle man and
$1,250 for a marrled man. This last step would not greatly
Increase revenues but would increase the number of citlzens
wlith an Interest in holding down federal spending. Freeman
excoriated "cowardly time-servers" In Congress who argued
that since the United States had rapidly reduced its war
debt the nation could afford an increase in deficit
spending. The present generation was responsible for both
the war and the depression. "Why," asked Freeman,.“should
we pass on the repalr bills to posterity?" He advocated

“felconomy flrst; then, If need be, new taxes, and only

=Ibid., Feb. 10, Feb. 12, Feb. 16, Feb. 18, Sept. 7,
1931.
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iast -- In desperate oxtremity -- an Increase of debt.* He
wished for "a little benevoient autocracy" whereby President
Hoover "could bring congress together, coax It Into voting
taxes to cover the defliclt, and then send it home again.*”
But he had lost most of what little falth he had left in
Herbert Hoover. In July, 1931, he had applauded Mr.
Hoover’s announcement of deep budget cuts, but less than two
months later he noted that "the confused, unhappy chlef
executive qulckly veered away from an economy program, and
has had nothing to say about 1t since.*<

Freeman held the Republlican party responsible for many
of the economlc evlls that had befallen the natlon. He
bel jeved that the GOP‘s policles during the Twentles had
served malnly to benefit the wealthy Industrialists of the
Northeast at the expense of Southern and Western farmers and
of small businessmen and wage earners everywhere. No
Republican pollcy drew more of his Ire than the
protectlonist trade pollcy, with the Hawley-Smoot tariff of
1930 belng the crowning injustice. When this blll was first
debated, before the onset of the depression, Freeman
denounced It as "a work of evil, done In darkness" by the
great manufacturers and sugar-refiners. After In became
law, he called It "the worst disservice we have rendered the
world In a long tlime" and told hls Current Events Class that

if he were made dictator with the task of overcoming the

“lbid., Sept. 12, Nov. 17, Dec. 1, 1931.
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depression, he would order downward revision of the tariff.
He had hoped that Hoover would veto the measure but
admitted: "Truth s, the Republican party has regarded the
election of 1928 as warrant to proceed with the rewriting of
the tariff In any terms that may please the manufacturers."
He dld see hope for the Democrats as a result of
Hawley-Smoot, "[flor If all the Interests of the country,
agricultural, manufacturing and mineral, are gliven the
fullest protectlon they ask, the country will someday
realize that cupldity has outreached itself." He agreed
with Virginia‘s Governor Poliard in 1931 that the Democratic
party should make its maln flght in the campaign of 1932 on
the tariff, but he was apprehensive that prohibition might
be the paramount {ssue once more.=

Freeman welcomed the return of the Democrats to control
of the House of Representatives In 1931, but he was under no
I1lusions. "The Democratic party is in power not because it
ls Democratlic, but because it is not Republican," he
explalned. "It is elected In protest, not approval." It
was essentlal that the Democrats convince the country that
they had an Intellligent plan for dealing with the industriail

" situation. As for the party’s presidential nominee for
1932, the News Leader endorsed Stewart Bryan‘s friend Newton
Diehl Baker. The editor admlred Baker for his work as

SIbld., May 8, May 9, Oct. 15, Oct. 18, 1929, Feb. 14,
1931; "Minutes," News Leader Current Events Class, Nov. 10,
1930, Feb. 11, 1932, DSFP-LC, Box 176.
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Secretary of War under Woodrow Wilson and sald that the
natlicn needed the Ohloan now Just as It had needed him
durling the war. "In 1917, Mr. Baker prepared the way to
send 2,000,000 men over the top," he wrote. "In 1932, his
country needs him agalin, and the man who sent others cannot
fall, In such a time as this, to answer that call himself."
Freeman wrote a personal letter to Baker telling the
Cleveland attorney of the strong support he had among
Richmond businessmen and professionals. Thls support was
reflected In a poll of the News Leader Current Events Class
that showed 18 members favoring Baker for the Democratic
nomination, six supporting Virginia’s own Harry F. Byrd, two
for Owen D. Young, one for Maryland’s Governor Albert
Ritchie and none in favor of New York Governor Franklin
Delano Roosevelt. Governor Roosevelt vislted Stewart Bryan
at the publisher’s home, "Laburnum," but the two men
developed no partlcular affectlion for one another. Freeman
later surmised that the two men "may have been too much
allke socially to llke each other greatly." Yet when
Roosevelt emerged as the clear frontrunner, the News Leader
expressed satisfaction. The New York governor, saild
Freeman, "is in rebelllon against a government policy of
economic rehablilitation that begins at the top and extends
downward." Rather than helping the banker help the farmer,
Roosevelt would help the farmer help himself. Hlis

declaration of hls pergsonz! platform, which emphasized farm

~
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rellef, asslstance to the homeowner and downward revision of
the tarlff, marked him definitely as the candidate of “the
liberal agrarian wing" of the Democratic party. “He will
win on an advanced platform or go down before a frightened
army of conservatlves," Freeman asserted. "Hls stand is
taken: The Democrats must elther stand with him or refuse to
nominate him." Freeman disagreed with Walter Lippmann, who
predicted that Roosevelt’s nomlinatlon would bring about
another campalgn of 1896, when Willlam Jennings Bryan’s
radicallism arrayed the East agalnst the Democrats and
allenated Southern conservatives. Freeman belleved that FDR
would run on a llberal platform much 1ike that of 1896 but
that he would "probably avold a radical currency policy."
Overall, the News Leader was pleased with both the nominee
and the party platform, which finally "threw caution
to the winds" and Included a positive plank calling for the
repeal of prohlbition.<

Freeman did have a certain amount of gsympathy for the
embattled President Hoover. "Of Mr. Hoover’s sincerity,
there can be no question," he wrote In 1931. "He wants to
do hls utmost for the betterment of business (who does
not?>; but of Mr. Hoover’s temperamental abllity to assume

the leadershlp in practical measures, the country wlill ask

“MNL, Sept. 14, Nov. 11, Dec. 8, Dec. 14, 1931, April 9,
June 27, June 30, 1932; DSF to Newton D. Baker, Nov. 2,
1931, DSFP-LC, Box 1%; "Mlnutes,® Hews Leader Current Events
Class, Jan. 14, 1932, DSFP-LC, Box 176.
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better credentials than his past performances or his present
vague proposals." After representing Stewart Bryan at a
conference of publishers called by Hoover In May, 1932,
Freeman toid hls boss that "Mr. Hoover looked tired and
discouraged but he was mentally awake and did not glve the
Impression of a man who was beaten." Reportling editorlially
on the conference, he wrote that "Mr. Hoover belongs
to the class of the unlucky presidents -- and he knows it.*"
Yet sympathy for Hoover the man did not transiate lnto
sympathy for Hoover the Republican pollitician. "Billions
for organized business is his motto; not one cent for the
individual," Freeman summarlzed Hoover‘s annual message to
Congress In December, 1931. By the time the
Roosevel t-Hoover contest of 1932 entered its final week, the
News Leader had trained all of its editorlal guns on the
unhappy man in the White House. When Hoover, in a speech
at New York’s Madlison Square Gardén, sald that "the grass
will grow in the streets of a hundred cltles" iIf Roosevelt
were elected, Freeman remarked that the lncumbent
"unwittingly gave one reason why that very thing has
happened already." Four years had shown Hoover to be "the
great promoter" rather than “the great englineer," and seldom
"has a distinctlion meant more to a country’s hurt."”

Hoover’s “whole impulse is to play the game according to the
rules that have ylelded the largest profit to the amallest

group.“ Had Hoover not entered publlic tife in 1921,
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"he probably would have found an ldeal outlet for his
abllity iIn the organization of some vast holding company, in
whlch a few men, by minimum Investment and a maximum
manipulation, could have used the savings of other men."
Freeman dismissed as ridiculous Hoover‘s charges that
Roosevelt was "an apostle of radicallsm and a herald of
ruin." In fact, some of Hoover’s own policles could
herald ruln. Freeman was particularly apprehensive of the
Reconstruction Finance Corporatlion, created to make loans to
banks and other buslinesses, and agreed with Virginia‘s
Senator Carter Glass that Preslident Hoover had "converted
the treasury at Washington Into a national pawn shop." When
some of the new enterprises begun with RFC loans collapsed,
the federal government wouid find itself "the owner of every
type of industry in America, a ‘natlonal Junk shop’
indeed."”

By the time Freeman wrote his electlon eve editorlal,
the outcome was not In doubt. The election would not be a
contest but an inquest, in which the American people would
slt as a coroner’s Jury and bring In thelr verdict agalnst
Herbert Hoover, a man who "had kept so long the company of
Industrial kings that he had lost the common touch."
Hoover, the News Leader charged, was so remote in mind from

the struggle of the common man "that to this day he belleves

”NL, Dec. 9, Dec. 12, 1931, May 26, Nov. 1, Nov. 2,
1932; DSF to John Stewart Bryan, May 28, 1932, DSFP-LC, Box
15.
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it is posslible to reconstruct a wrecked industrial edifice
from the top, not from the bottom." 1In turning from him to
Roosevelt and the Democrats, the nation would expect no
miracles. Americans knew that recovery from "long economic
malpractlice" would be slow. “But they have declided to
change the doctor," Freeman wrote, “not only because they
belleve Roosevelt has skill but also because they belleve he
has human sympathy, human understanding and the will to
help. It Is the spirit that guickeneth." Freeman applauded
the "peaceful political revolution" that Roosevelt’s
landsllide victory represented, but he was pleagsed that FDR
had made no "wild extravagant promises" to attempt the
unattainable. The spirit with which Roosevelt administered
the government would mean more than speclfic programs, for
the slow cycle of depression and revival would "ultimately
achleve what no government can accomplilsh In puttlng men
back ﬁo work."®

Freeman expressed early approval for Roosevelt’s
personal style and hlis first polltical decisions. He
pralsed Mr. Roosevelt’s cabinet as "a group of speclialists
from a wlde political bracket, conservative In flnance but
liberal in domestic polltics and International relatlions.”
He continued to belleve that the Democratlic parfy was
“liberal or lost" and felt that Roosevelt’s cabinet choices

demonstrated that the President-elect was of the same mind.

SNL, Nov. 7, Nov. 9, 1932.
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"He has left the road of cautlon that the Democratlic party
has followed for twelve years," Freeman sald of FDR. "He
may have to pass through the willderness, but he ils striking
for higher ground." Freeman also had pralse for Roosevelt’s
effectlve use of radio. Unllke Coolldge and Hoover, whose
radio addresses "had the cold formality of messages to
congresg or of solemn pronouncements on state occasions,!
President Roosevelt used the airwaves for a “direct appeal
to the pubiic.* Thlis shortening of the distance between
Pennsylvania Avenue and Maln Street represented "a new
relationship between president and peopie" that Freeman
found to be the most distinctlve and encouragling quality of
the new administratlon. Unllke some other Americans, he
also found reassurance in the new relationship between the
White House and Capltol Hlll. He compared the rise of Adolf
Hitler in Germany wlth that of Roosevelt In the United
States and noted that the worlidwide economic emergency
required that both men be vested with extraordinary powers.
Whereas Hitler simply selzed them, Roosevelt acquired them
ln even less time by askling for them. Freeman predicted
that the Nazis would be driven from power, "elther by a

- proletarlan uprising or by a schism with the junkers," and
that when they were gone the German constltution would be "a
museum-plece." When the emergency had passed in the
United States, Congress would strip the executlve of his

speclal powers and would "leave the Amerlcan constitutlonal
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system unlmpalired."”

Roosevelt’s use of hls extraordinary powers and his
influence with the people and the Congress Initlally met
with Freeman’s editorlal approval. The News Leader endorsed
most of the leglslation of the Hundred Days with only a few
minor reservations. Freeman applauded Roosevelt’s efforts
to achleve a balanced federal budget, without which “general
economic recovery s Impossible." He regarded a balanced
budget as absolutely essential to the success of FDR‘s
program for reopenlng sclvent banks. He had pralse for the
banklng reforms themselves but feared that unless public
confidence In banks could be restored, hoarding of currency
would lead to a large Inflation. Since conflidence In banks
was "a nmlrror of confldence in government," that government
had to restore confidence by living "within its income, on a
currency that ls reasonably secured." The government had
also to restore confldence In the sale of securitles.
Roosevelt, in devising his plan for the regulation of stock
and bond sales, dld not wish to destroy the stock exchange
or investment banking, but, Freeman asserted, “he Is
determined that the buyer shall know precisely what he lIs
getting."?*®

Freeman had long been concerned about the plight of the

American farmer, and he was more willing to accept

*lbid., Feb. 22, Feb. 23, March 13, March 17, 1933.
telbid., Feb. 24, March 7, March 8, March 10, March 11,
March 29, 1933.
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experlmentatlon In agrlcultural policy than in any other
federal program. He regarded Roosevelt’s declislon to
re-finance farm loans as "a darlng measure" but concluded
approvingly: "A desperate situatlon calls for a desperate
remedy." The Agricultural Adjustment Act was another daring
measure. "The whole proposal s staggering," Freeman
observed. "It vests the president with power over
agriculture as great as that which the Rugsian Soviets
exerclise, subject only to the control of congress in
providing funds." Yet the country had been clamoring for
"planned industry," and here It was -- "advanced for the
relief of the most serliously prostrated of all American
Industries." The feaslbillty of the AAA‘’s processors’ tax
was "open to challenge" and possibly represented "the wrong
means to the right end." But Amerlca‘’s agricultural crisils
made the experiment worth trying. “The processors’ tax may
be a levy on the market--basket of the buyer,! Freeman
maintalned, "but present prlces are a tax on the exlstence
of the farmer. We are eating up his inheritance, eating up
the fertillity of his soll."*?

The perilous times of the early New Deal also made
Freeman amenable to other forms of planning lIncluded In the
National Industrial Recovery Act. Roosevelt’s pian for the

Natlional Recovery Administration Indicated to Freeman "a

t1Gignllllat, "Thought of DSF," 423-24; NL, March 17,
March 25, April 4, 1933.
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disposition to try conservative treatment before a ‘radical
operation’ ls performed." Yet the edltor dlid not fall to
gee that NRA could have far-reachlng consequences. "We
probably would not exaggerate If we described it as the most
revolutlonary indusfrlal program an Amerlcan presldent has
ever sponsored," he wrote. He saw only four courses open to
America -- contlnued drift In a stormy economic sea, radical
inflatlon of the currency, government regulation and the
course opened by the NRA, whlich !n essence was "natlional
planning by industry itself" to prevent waste,
overproduction and cut-throat competition. He left little
doubt that he saw NRA as the best alternative and urged
reluctant businessmen to comply with the NRA codes. *"The
extremlsts, of course, will continue to carp and to croak,"
he observed, "but the rest of us will let minor difference
slumber and will work together for the success of a movement
which, for all the practlcal difflcultles Involved in some
Industries, glves us good hope, not only of lndustrial
recovery, but of a stable industrlial order." He warned
businessmen that 1f NRA falled, "we may prepare for
something more drastic." Higher pay for lndustrial workers
was only one desirable goal of NRA. The great goal was to
provide new Jobs for the vast numbere cf unemployed.

"The highest place on the role of honor belongs to those who
increase their worklng force by the largest percentage of

new embloyes," Freeman aroued. In late October, 1933, the
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News Leader reported the speculatlon that 1f the Supreme
Court declared NRA unconstitutional, Roosevelt would respond
by securlng passage of a law whereby the older opposing
Judges could be retired and replaced by “new men of
sympathetic mind." Freeman admitted that this would be *a
revolution as great as any that has been wrought durlng the
struggle against the depression," but he volced no
oppogltion. As late as the autumn of 1933, he was still
convinced that the national emergency Justified continulng
the NRA experliment.*=

The Natlonal Industrial Recovery Act also set up the
Public Works Adminlstration to provide Jjobs for the
unemploved. Freeman, It will be remembered, had inlitlally
opposed large-scale publlc works programs, but he had
commended the spirlt and the loglc behind the creation of
the Clvillan Conservation Corps, and he saw the wisdom in
Roosevelt’s proposal for the PWA. The NRA alone could not
effect full re-employment of idle workers. This fact left a
cholice between public works and some form of inflation or
devaluation of the currency. For Freeman thls was no choice
at all. A publlc works program would increase the publlic
debt, but if prosperlity returned, this debt could Se pald
off and the program halted. *But Inflatlon may get out of
hand," Freeman warned, "and devaluatlion would be a step from

which the president could not turn back." Moreover, he saw

t21pbjd,, May 18, Aug. S5, Aug. 7, Aug. 8, Oct. 28, 1933,
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lasting galns to Virglinla resulting from PWA projects. He
urged appropriation of funds for a sewage treatment plant In
Hampton Roads, a project that would restore the state’s
valuable oyster beds and promote tourlism. He supported the
appllications of several Virglnla towns for federal money
with which to erect municipal power plants and demanded an
explanation when PWA director Harold L. Ickes was slow to
approve such applications. He was particularly pleased
that the Old Dominlon’s schools and colleges benefitted from
PWA construction. The buliding of schools, dormitories and
laboratorlies was not only a great galn in itself but created
Jobs for hundreds of ldle workers as well as affording some
rellef to Virginlans involved In the manufacturing and sale
of flxtures and hardware used In the new structures. Only
projects that seemed of dublous lasting value drew Freeman’s
fire. The creation of the Civil Works Administration in
late 1933 fell into this category. Since regulations
prohlblted CWA workers from engaging In publlc works
authorlized by elther the Reconstruction Flnance Corporation
or by Secretary Ickes, Freeman wondered Jjust what the
CWA was designed to accomplish other than to provide support
for Its employees. "It would be wasteful in the extreme to
take the new clvll works employees and to have them simply

rake up falllng leaves and do agalin what has already been
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well done," he contended.*?

In general, though, Freeman found little to criticize
durling the flrst nine months of the New Deal. Near the end
of 1933, he dlid give volce to two complaints against the new
administration. The more serlious of these concerned
Roosevelt’s experiments with the currency. Followling the
reasoning of Professor George Warren, who argued that if
gold prices were raised, the price of other commodities
would rise proportlonately, Roosevelt sought to purchase
quantitlies of gold on the internatlonal market and cut
the gold content of the dollar. Freeman had never approved
of currency manipulation, and he was especlally concerned
about the internatlional ramlficatlions of thils
gold-purchasing plan. "We find It dlfflicult to escape the
concluslon that thls bold extension of the preslident’s
pollcy will Involve a great gold war before there can be
Amerlican victory In the stabllilizatlon of exchange and the
rise of world prices, the two necessary preliminarles to the
commodity dollar," he wrote. Cooperation could prevent
International frictlon and destroy anilmositlies. On the
other hand, "cold-blooded economic nationalism" meant not

- only a gold war but "ultimately, diplomatic Isolatlion."
When Roosevelt’s flnanclally conservatlve advisors balked at

the plan, he secured thelr resignations and soon elevated a

13]bjd., March 22, Sept. 11, Sept. 12, Oct. 27, Oct. 28,
Nov. 20, 1933.
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known advocate of the “commodity dollar,* Henry Morgenthau,
Jr., to héad the Treasury Department. Freeman wrote in the
News Leader that "Mr. Roosevelt flinancially has ‘turned
left.”" On the same day, he wired Virglnia Senator Carter
Glass urging Glass to speak out against the plan. "It looks
as |f our friend ls determined to drive all sound money men
from the treasury and is embracing the whole creed of
Profegsor Warren," he told Senator Glass. "We think here
that the country should be warned of the impllications
of the policy and we know of nobody who can sound that
warning as effectively as yourself." When Roosevelt
denounced Glass and cther critics of his gold-purchase
pollicy as "Torles," Freeman retorted: "If they be ‘Torleg’
who have had the hardihood to call attention to these
ominous conditions, then the country needs more Tories.”
For all of his avowed llberalism, "left-wing" flnancial
policy was not a part of his political falth.:<

Less ominous but no less exasperating was the conduct
of General Hugh S. Johnson as head of NRA. The major
dlsagreement with Johnson came over the licensing of
newspapers under NRA codes. To Freeman the lssue was not
one of wages or hours but one of freedom of expression.
"For some undisclosed reason, General Johnson has so far

refused to allow the press to Insert In the final code the

14]bld,, Oct. 30, Oct. 31, Nov. 16, Nov. 20, 1933; DSF to
Carter Glass, Nov. 16, 1933, DSFP-LC, Box 17; Gionillliat,
"Thought of DSF," 430.
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statement that acceptance of this code in no way walves the
constitutlional guarantees of free speech," he wrote. "Why
the general should back and fll! over this simple clause is
not clear, but it Is clear that the Inslstence by the
press on this provislion Is not qulbbllng."” Johnson’s
imper {ous manner also irritated him. Stewart Bryan, as a
member of the code committee of the American Newspaper
Publ ishers’ Assoclation, had the opportunity to witness the
general’s behavior flrst-hand. In his blography of Brvyan,
Freeman wrote that hls boss “was often in Washington
anterooms for hours on hours until General Johnson or some
deputy would see the committeemen." Freeman admitted
there were exceptions but recalled that *in general, If a
functlionary was not bellligerent, he was susplclous; and if
he did not regard the publlishers as culprits, he treated
them as petitloners for bounty." Nevertheless, his
evaluation of NRA In November of 1933 stressed the positive
aspects of the experiment. It had put 3,000,000 people back
to work and produced other galns that were of immediate
benefit and posslibly of permanent advantage. Much of the
dissatlsfactlion with NRA had come about because General
Johnson and others had promlsed tooc much. NRA was no
panacea, but it had established a beachhead from which to
launch further assaults on the depression. “ﬁo:man must
expect NRA to do more than to wrest from the enemy the

front-line trenches," Freeman counselled. “The Amerlcan
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people must consolldate the ground they have won under the
recovery act and, nelther magnlifyling nor minimizing the
posslbillitlies of that law, must continue to press on in
common sacrliflce and united effort.":s

Similarly, Freéman contlnued to sound a positive note
in his overall assegssment cf Preslident Roosevelt’s
performance during 1933. At the end of August, he wrote to
a friend in Australla that Roosevelt "doubtless will make
mistakes and I1f he embarks on deflation or inflation of the
currency may lead us Into dark passages, but he has sagacity
as well as courage and I do not think will carry us to
extremes." On the first anniversary of FDR‘’s election, the
editor presented this public evaluatlion:

No president has faced so great an economic
crisis with more of courage, of candor, or of
determination. Never In this generation has
the preslidency been brought so close to the
people, and never have great powers been

so honestly exercised for the welfare of the
man In the streets. Opposition will grow, but
honor will grow with opposition.*<

The News Leader continued lts support of the New Deal
in 1934. After FDR abandoned hle pursult of the commodlity
dollar, Freeman conceded the need to devalue the currency.
He even admltted that the CWA had accompl ished much good by

putting men to work during the winter. When Roosevelt

suspended the program In March, Freeman agreed that the move

*SNL, Oct. 30, Nov. 7, 1933; DSF, "John Stewart Bryan,"
482-83.
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was necessary "to sgslft out the grafters from the needy, but
It means that some 10,000,000 American workers do not know
where next week’s bread is to be found." He confessed that
the $600,000,000 spent on CWA had stimulated the retall
trade and thus might have been partly responsible for an
upturn In the economy. Moreover, in Richmond at least, CWA
projects had proved to be distinctly worthwhile to the
community. The Newg Leader had supported the CCC glnce its
inception, and Freeman continued to laud the program for
rescuing vyoung men from "the temptation to crime and
idleness" and boostling their morale and thelr ideal of
cltizenship. He continued to support NRA and to warn
businessmen that fallure to cooperate with NRA code-making
would only result In more governmental control. He feared
that NRA was falllng because [t had In fact become "SRA --
sel f-recovery act; and every class in America has looked to
the law solely to see how self-interest,
gel f-aggrandlzement, could be promoted by lt." He endorsed
Roosevelt’s measures to regulate the stock exchange as "a
purglng rather than a thrashing," but again he feared that
selfishness might frustrate FDR’s program. The stqck
exchange, he told Stewart Bryan, "ls slow to learn, slow to

forgive and slow to surrender any of the autocratic power It
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so long has exercised."*'”

Freeman still volced some complaints about the New
Deal. He was stlll apprehensive of extravagant federal
spending and regretted that Congress reduced the income tax
on the lower brackets. He belleved that Congresslional
extravagance would stop only when the average man felt the
effects of iIt. "Taxation never exclites until it bites," he
malntalned. He contlnued hls criticism of Hugh Johnson’s
administration of NRA. "General Johnson contlnues to run
around the country and make a speech to anyone who wilil
listen," he wrote Stewart Bryan, “but hls utterances are so
extravagant and his manner so bombastic that I think he is
really doing the country much good in that he is completing
his own discredit." Johnson soon proved him right and
was forced out by FDR. Overall, Freeman was critical of the
administration of the New Deal. He felt that so many
"Independent offlices" operated directly under the president
that the chief executlve could not possibly supervise their
administration. He urged specifically that PWA and CWA
share more of thelr administrative authority with the
states.*®

Yet throucshout 1934, Freeman continued to take a

t7]lbid,, March 29, April 2, April 12, July 9, Nov. 13,
1934; DSF, Convocation Address, Unlversity of Richmond,
1934, DSFP-LC, Box 130; DSF to John Stewart Bryan, Feb. 12,
1934, DSFP-LC, Box 21. .

*eNL, Aprlil 12, Aprll 24, July 12, 1934; DSF to John
Stewart Bryan, July 18, 1934, DBSFP-LC, Box 21; DSF to D. R.
Hunt, Aprll 28, 1934, DSFP-LC, Box 23.
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practlical approach to the New Deal. He favored giving the
Bankhead cotton blll, the country’s “greatest experiment in
controlled production," a try. "If that does not succeed,
something else must be tried," he contended. "At the
moment, who has anything better to offer?" In general, he
demanded to know what "old deal" Roosevelt’s harshest
critics would substitute for the New Deal. "Abuse ls no
substitute for pollicy," he argued. As the Congressional
electlons of 1934 approached, he praised Roosevelt for
pursuing a path down “the middle of a road that trends very
gradually to the left." During the first two vears of the
Roosevelt administratlion, Freeman had tried to accommodate
his personal values of thrift and individual sacrifice to
changlng economic conditions and new methods of deallng with
them. Only when Roosevelt, armed with an Increased majority
in Congress, began to follow what Freeman regarded as a
sharp turn to the left would the Virginlan’s more
congervative Instincts flnally rebel and cause hlm to part

company wlth the New Dealers.t:*®

**NL, April 24, Nov. 5, 1934; Gignilllat, "Thought of
DSF," 420-21.
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CHAPTER X
KEEPING COMPANY WITH A GENTLEMAN

Whenever Douglas Freeman sought rellef from the rigors
of newspaper work, he could find It In several places. The
filrst was the comfort of his own home. Douglas and Inez
llved several years In a tcwnhouse at 1108 Floyd Avenue.
After Douglas’ llibrary grew too large for this residence,
the Freemans moved to a large Georglan dwelllng at 806
Westover Road, In Willlam Byrd Park. The Freeman famlly
also grew. 1Inez gave birth to the couple’s first child,
Mary Tyler, on Aprlil 6, 1917, the day the Unlted States
entered the war agalnst Germany. A second daughter, Anne
Ballard, was born In 1923 and a son, James Douglas, two
vyears later. Walker Freeman also lived wlth Inez and
Douglas. The skill with which Inez Freeman managed thls
household of six was perhaps her greatest contribution to
her husband’s career. Inez taught the children to play
quietly while Indoors so as not to disturb thelr father as
he worked In hlis spartan study on the third floor. Yet
Douglas was not an aloof parent. He was always avallable to
hls chlldren when they wanted to talk or share a laugh.
Despite hls lack of interest In a teaching career, he was a
born teacher and enjoved sharlng.hls knowledge and
enthusiasms with his chlldren. He loved music and gave

four-year-old Mary Tyler a Victrola with records of French
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and English songs and Strauss waltzes. His tastes in art
tended toward the European masters, and he framed
reproductions of hlis favorlte palntings for his chlldren’s
rooms. He had his favorite of all, Vermeer’s The Distant
View of Delft, reprdduced by a good copylst and hung In the
family’s dining room. He was fasclinated by astronomy, and
during summer weekends at the beach, he had a large
telescope mounted on the upstalirs porch of the famlly
cottage so that he could teach the children about the
wonders cf the heavens. The beach also provided the
opportunlty for his favorlte recreational activitles,
swimming and sallling. Most of all, he sought to lmpart to
his chlldren four rules by which he trled to live hls own
11fe:

i. Self-control Is the first law of life.

2. Tell the truth no matter what happens:

nothlng can be so bad as a lle.

3. Never be afrald of anything except doing

wrong.

4. Never waste today what you may need

tomorrow.*

Besides his family, a varlety of community actlvities

provided an outlet for Freeman’s abundant energles. Some of

these, such as hls News Leader Current Events Class and his

dally news broadcasts over Richmond statlon WRVA, were

*Edmunds, Virginlang Qut Fropnt, 389-90: Earl
Sowers, "Supplementary Blographlcal Data on Douglas

Southall Freeman," [typescript, 19351, DSFP-LC, Box
30; DSF to Ralph A. Habas, March 30, 1945, DSFP-LC,
Box 62; Cheek, "Reflectlions," 31~-34; Anne B. Freeman,
"The Bedford Freemans," quoted In Gienllllat,
*Thought of DSF," 182.

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction prohibited without permission.



. 210
closely assoclated with his Job as edlitor of the News
Leader. Others gave him an opportunity to lead by actlions
as well as by words. No cause Interested him more than did
education. One of hls favorlte charitable actlvities was
providing money for needy students to attend college. In
1930 he and several members of the Current Events Class
formed an organizatlon for that purpose, the Student Self
Help Soclety. 1In 1925 he was elected to the Board of
Trustees at his alma mater, the Unlversity of Richmond.

In the late Twentles and early Thirtles, he was briefly
considered for at least three college presldenclies, those of
Auburn, Washington and Lee and the Unlveraity of Virginia.
He was increasingly In demand as a speaker at colleges and
elsewhere. In 1920 alone, he¢ dellvered 104 addresses In
addition to 50 Sunday school! lessons and 49 Monday meetlings
of the News Leader Current Events Class. In a letter
written In January, 1921, he described a monthly schedule of
engagements that was by no means atyplcal:

Monday, January 10th, I had my regular Monday

nlght cliase, known as The News Leader Current

Events Class; Tuesday, the 1iith, I had to

gspeak at the Classjcal Study association of

Westhampton College at 7 o’clock; tonight I

have a class that meets weekly in English .

l1terature; January i3th I speak at Highland

Park at 8 o’clock; Frliday night I .ave open;

Saturday I have the annual meeti{ng of my Blble

Class; Sunday at 11 o‘clock I have to preach;

Monday, January i17th, I have my class;

Tuesday, January 18th, I speak before the

Richmond Typothetae; Wednesday night, January

19th, I speak in Winchester; Thuraday and

Friday, January 20th and 2ist, I shall be
absent from the city; Sunday, the 23rd, 1 have
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to preach at 8 o’clock at night; Monday

night, January 24th, I have my class; Tuesday,

January 25th, I have to attend a farewell

dinner to a frliend who iIs to be married;

Wednesday, the 26th, I have my class;

Thursday, the 27th, I speak at the R. E. Lee

School.
In additlon to a steady dlet of these actlvitles, Freeman
took three trips to Europe, In 1926, 1928 and 1929.=

Yet no activitles aroused as much enthusiasm In Freeman

as did those dedlcated to preserving the memory of the Clvl]
War. The history of the war was much more than Just an
escape fcr hlm because it Influenced his thinking on many
contemporary issues. Indeed, one historian has called
Freeman’s use of the Clvll War as Inspiratlon "the key to
his edltorial approach.? Preeman himeelf Inegisted that
Virginia’s *higtory must be for Inspiratlion rather than for
contempliation.* Virglinians could find lnspiration in many
eras cof thelr storied past, as Freeman remirnded his
listeners when he dellvered an address at the State Caplitol
on the tercentenary of the flrst meeting of the General
Assembly of Virginla:

Great crises Virginia has met with plaln acts

of unabashed manliness. She led the contlinent
because she had falth in herself, falth In her

2DSF to Loulse Haley, Jan. 28, 1921, DSFP-LC, Box 6,
"Minutes,"” News Leader Current Events Class, March 3, 1930,
DSFP-LC, Box 176; B. West Tabb to DSF, June 15, 1925,
DSFP-LC, Box 8; DSF to W. C. Griggs, March 10 and March 22,
1928, DSFP-LC, Box 11; Glles Buckner Cooke to DSF, Dec. 13,
1928, DSFP-LC, Box 10; DSF to Francls Pendleton Galnes, June
5, 1933, DSFP-LC, Box 17; Dlary of DSF, Dec. 31, 1920,
DSFP-LC; DSF to Howard D. Bryant, Jan. 12, 1921, DSFP-LC,
Box 5.
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cltizens, falth In her ldeals. Llke works

must be the fruit of like falth. AsS we

Virginians do not go to the storled shrines of

the past to do worship, but rather to gain

Inspliration, we would geek that falth afresh

today in a return to the virile and lofty

principles of the great morning of our

liberties. Without that faith, we walk

into an unknown nlight of word-befogged,

strange formulas. With that falth we march

into an assured day of new achlevements,

‘cheered by the familiar sun of old Justice.
But Freeman left l1lttle doubt that the perlod of the War
Between the States offered the greatest Insplration to later
generations of Virginlans. Thlis was particularly true for
Richmond, a clity made unique in America by Its experiences
of 1861-1865. Richmond’s hlstory before the war, Freeman
asserted, was "surprlisingly Infertlle® and "colorless."
Even the clty’s postbellum hlistory had been rather
inconspicuous. Freeman pralised the Confederate veterans for
thelr long struggle to rebulld after the war but lamented
that until the turn of the century "we marked history here
in the South by the funerals of great men, and by the
erection of monuments to them.* In short, he sald, “the
areatnegss of Richmond, s bound up In the Confederacy. It
is Iimpossible to think of thlis city as world-famous save as
the Capltal of the Confederacy. It Is Ilmpossible that we
could think of Rlchmond as a great city or that we could be
ourselves, had not Richmond been a clity set on a hill, the
target, for four years, of all the onslaughts of the

Federals." Prlilmarlly because of the Civll War, "Richmond is
different. Virglnia Is different.”
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You may cross the Potomac River, Southward

bound, and Jjust as soon as you do, you become

aware of the pecullar quallty of our life. It

is consideration, It is gentleness, it is a

reverence for the past, It |s a respect for

elders; It Is, In some, what might be called

the developed historical sense. Our Southern

fathers made up an ‘Army of Gentlemen.’ They

llved the tradition of gentlemen, by which all

of us are enriched -- enriched beyond measure.

There I8 not today any man ever born In the

South who is not the gentler, the meore

conglderate, the more loyal to truth, the

broader of vision because he has the

backgrounnd of the Southern Confederacy.®

The commemoratlive actlivities of the Confederate

celebration thus had real value as long as they inspired
younger Southerners to emulate thelr noble fathers. Freeman
himself was insplired by them and sought through hls
editorlials, hlis speeches and his historlcal writings to
Inspire others. An address by him at any event assoclated
with Richmond’s remembrance of the Civil War became almost
mandatory. The News Leader gave notlce to annlversaries of
the war’s lmportant events and birthdays of the South’s
great leaders as well as eulogies for departed Confederate
veterans. As Walker Freeman moved up the chain of command
of the United Confederate Veterans, Douglas became more
involved with the activities of that organization. He

addressed the veterans personally when they held their

aGlignilliat,"*Thought of DSF,* 279; DSF,
"Virginia: A Gentle Dominion," 71; DSF, "The
Tercentenary of Representative Government In
Amerlica,* July 30, 1919, DSFP-LC, Box 126, p. 20;
DSF, “"The Battleflelds Around Richmond," Stars and
Bars: An American Magazipe of Understanding <April, 1925).
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reunions in Rlichmond and wrote the address that his father
delivered as commander-in~-chlef of the UCV at the reunion of
1926 Iin Birmingham. When the aged veterans held their last
reunion In Richmond in 1932, Freeman celebrated the event
with an almost poetic editorlal that was later publlished in
a limited-edition volume contalnlng photographs of the
statues on Monument Avenue. The closing lines of this
edlitorial sald much about Freeman’s view that a proud past
could insplre hope for the future:

Today the clty has Its last review. The
armles of the South will march our streets no
more. It ls the rear guard, engaged with
death, that passes now. Who that remembers
other days can face that truth and still
wlithhold his tears? The dreams of youth have
faded in the twilight of the yvears. The deeds
that shook a continent belong to history.
Farewell; sound taps! And then a generation
new must face Its battles In Its turn, forever
heartened by that herltage.*

One of Freeman’s major contrlibutions toward keepling
alive the memory of the war was hls leadership in the
campalgn to preserve and mari: the battleflelds around
Richmond. The movement to mark the battlefields grew out of
the Richmond Rotary Club, to which Freeman belonged In the
early 1920s. An organization known as the Richmond
Battlefleld Markers Assoclation was formed, with its

offlcers all coming from the origlnal Rotary Club committee.

Of approxlmately 75 markers, Freeman wrote over 60 of the

“Glgnilllat, "Thought of DSF,* 264-65; Richmond

Tlmes-Dispatch, May 20, 1926; DSF, The Lagt Parade
(Richmond, 1932).
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inscriptions and personally located at least 50 of the
gltes. He conducted numerous battlefield tours during
the Twentles and counted such notables as David Lloyd
George, Ferdinand Foch and Winston Churchil] among hils
guests. Durlng one of these tours, Freeman and a group
of promlinent Rlchmonders conceived the idea of purchasing
the filelds of valor. They formed the Richmond Battlefleld
Parks Corporation, which negotiated to buy the flelds from
their owners. Richmond archltect James Ambler Johnston, the
secretary-treasurer of the corporation and a close friend of
Freeman, remembered that It would requlre *a volume to
recount ... all the conferences, negotlations, tfavel,
speeches and all the work resultlng In the purchase by this
Corporatlion of these flelds.” No one contributed more to
the movement than dld Freeman, who saw 1t as a duty to the
future even more than to the past. "We are golng to
perpetuate, please God, the bravest story ever wrlitten
on American soll,"” he told a meeting of the Sons of
Confederate Veterans In 1925.

It Is to be perpetuated, not for the glory of
those who did It, and not alone for the glory
of those who fought, nor even solely for the
glory of the great army to which they
belonged. It Is to be done In order that the
generations that come after wlll know that we
had sense enough to revere Amerlcan history.
It will be done to perpetuate forever those
sites where duty found {ts noblest expression,
and herolsm was at lts flower. More than
that, we seek to pregserve these memorials

- because they have made us what we are.

Such eloguence helped to win suppcrt, both moral and
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financial, for the Battlefleld Parks Corporation, which
eventually gave the flelds to the Commonwealth of Virginla.
The commonwealth later gave them to the Unlted States
Naticonal Park Service. In Ambler Johnston’s view, Freeman
almost single-handedly kept memories of the Civil War z!lve
In Virginia. *“Some people were saying, “Aw, forget it!-/*
Johnston recalled. "He changed that.*S

Though not visible to the public for many years, the
greatest of all Freeman’s contrlbutions to keeping alive
remembrance of the war was hls monumental blography of
General Robert Edward Lee. If he found much in the history
of the Civil War to Inspire his fellow Southerners, he
contlnued to find his greatest personal Inspiration In the
life of Lee. As hls father’s falthful son and a falthful
student of John Peyton McGulre and Samuel Chiles Mitchell,
Freeman had grown up with Lee as his exemplar. He had
always belleved a man needed heroes and should seek to
emulate them. "Have an ldeal!* he told hls Men’s Bibile
Class in 1924. "Have an ldeal! That we lack more than
anything else. That It 1s more than all else, I think, that
lifts a man. . . . The trouble with us is not that we lack
ideals, but that sometimes we fall to return dally.to that

fideal. I believe In a man having in his room, in hils

={J. Ambler Johnstonl], untitied typed MS statement, n.
d., DSFP-LC, Box 123; DSF, "Battlefields Around Richmond"':
J. Ambler Johnston quoted in Gignllliat, *Thought of DSF,‘
265.
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office, In his home, the plctures of those men who are his
ldeals." Practlicling what he preached, Freeman had a
portrait of Lee in his home. And on his dally trips to the
News Leader offices, he never falled to salute Lee’s statue
as he passed 1t on Monument Avenue. That a young man comlng
of age In early 20th-century Richmond should have had
General Lee for an ideal was anything but unique. In
fact, It was almost required. Yet by maklng the most of the
opportunities offered him, Douglas Freeman was In a unique
position to assure Lee’s fame for the ages.+*

The orliglnal contract wlith Charles Scrlbner’s Sons for
a Lee blography presented no spectacular opportunity In
itself. The book, it wlll be recalled, was to be a
75,000-word volume in Scribner’s "American Crisis Series."
Agreeing to terms with Scribner‘s editor-in-chief E. L.
Burlingame in 1915, Freeman had estimated that completion of
the work would take two years. In January, 1918, Mr.
Burllngame wrote to Ingquire how the project was progressing.
*I have very carefully refrained from troubling you with
Inquiries; for although the dates we at flrst discussed
have been for some time passed, my experlence has been that
these things always outgrow one’s most careful estimates,
and I have known that you would devote all the time you

could spare to the work," he told Freeman. Other

“DSF, “Batting Averages" (typed transcript, Dec. 7,
1924), DSFP-LC, Box 126; Gigniillat, "Thought of DSF,"
276-77.
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conditlons, mostly related to the war In Europe, had worked
to delay the launching of the serles. Yet several of the
volumes were now completed and others were soon to follow,
so Burlingame hoped that Freeman could glve a close estimate
as to when the Lee volume would be flnished. Freeman wrote
back that all of the research was done and that the
manuscript was virtually complete except for “pollishling up
the English.* He feared that his prose would never be as
good as he wanted It to be and wanted to hold the manuscript
until Burllingame told him to send it. Still, he expressed
no doubt that he could dellver the finished product "at
almost any time you may set after April." Burlingame penned
a pollte reply and dld not trouble the young writer agaln
until May 10, when he wrote: "I feel sure that this will
find you In readlness, although, as you say, one likes to
keep such a careful plece of work by him until it Is really
needed." When more than a month passed with no reply from
Freeman, Mr. Burllngame sent a tactful reminder. "I have
not heard from you,* he wrote, "which may mean that you have
been glving it some last touches that required more time
than you expected; but I know you will not think me too

- urgent under the clircumstances If I wrlte again to ask about
It." Two weeks later Freeman finally answered that he had
been delayed by two major difficultles. "The first," he
explailned, "ls to compress It Into one hundred thousand

words; the second iIs to keep up with the constant mass of
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new material I am gathering." Burlingame responded
sympathetically, but he expressed some impatlence and some
alarm at Freeman’s reference to "cutting” the manuscript to
a hundred thousand words. He reminded Freeman that their
orlginal negotlatlons were for a book of "about seventy-five
thousand” and feared that a volume even slightly greater in
length would be too expenslve to sell In large quantlties.”

And so the correspondence ran for several years.
Burlingame Implored Freeman not to think of him "as a
persecutor In the matter of the Lee blography," but he
contlinued to prod the writer to send In the manuscript.
Freeman wrote to his editor In December, 1918 explalining
that the demands of the world war had left him shorthanded
at the newspaper office and that tec compound his problems,
the News Leader’s plant had burned two days after the
Armistice. Desplite these majJor distractions, he reported
that he had "wrlitten It all -- most of It twlce.* He had
now completed the final revision through the Battle of
Gettysburg and saw “no reason why it should not be In your
hands on February the first." February came and went --
then March, April and May. On June 5, 1919, Burlingame
decided to try again. "Since your last letter with its
explanation of the unavoidable matters that had delayed your

work," he wrote, *I have felt, as before, that the most

“E. L. Burllngame to DSF, Jan. 5, Jan. 19, May 10, June
25, July 11, 1918 and DSF to Burlingame, Jan. 15, July 8,
1918, all in DSFP-LC, Box 5.
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considerate way to help you was not to disturb you with too
frequent inquirles; but I am afrald that another limit of
time Is nearly reached, beyond which delay would be
equivalent to a whole season’s postponement, and that I must
agk you if you cannot possibly let us have the manuscript
before this happens." Freeman replled with a long letter
that contalned the usual explanations and promises but also
elaborated upon the work. He explalned that he had “iald as
much emphasls as seems practlcal In the blography upon the
milltary blography of Lee’s campaigns' and had "sought
throughout to lay chlef emphasis upon the‘strategy that
preceeded the battles." He also explained that he had
"sought to maintaln a single point of view and to describe
the battles on a basls of what Lee knew rather than on a
basis of what we now know." This device became known as the
“fog of war® technique. Burllngame expressed satisfactlon
with Freeman’s description of the work but confessed that he
"could not help being dlsappointed when vour letter of the
13th, recelved a day or two ago, was not able to fix a
definite early date for our receiving the manuscript.” He
did not bother the author again untll the late summer of
1920, when he inqulred succinctly: "What news can you glve
me of the Lee blography? I do not like to think that the
gerlies is golng on so long without it." Thlis time Freeman
wrote back with the explanation that he was now delaying

In hopes of galnlng access to Lee’s prlvate letters to his
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family, “the last Important unpublished correspondence of
Lee." Perhaps despalring of recelving anything from
Freeman, Burlingame left on an extended vacatlon in the
gspring of 1921. 1In his absence, Maxwel