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ABSTRACT

Matewan Before The Massacre:
Politics, Coal, and the Roots of Conflict in Mingo County, 1793-1920

Rebecca J. Bailey

On May 19, 1920, gunshots rang through the streets of Matewan, West Virginia, in an
event soon known as the “Matewan Massacre.” Most historians of West Virginiaand Appaachia
see this event as the beginning of along series of events known as the second mine wars. This
dissertation argues that this event was, rather, the culmination of an even longer series of events
that unfolded in Mingo County, dating back at |east to the Civil War, and setting the stage for the
second mine war. Equally important, whileit is outside the scope of this dissertation, the
conflictsin Mingo County’s history that crystallized around the massacre continued to resonate
throughout the twentieth century while the county’ s residents worked to balance their lives
against the public’s knowledge of the best known events of their history, including the massacre
and the earlier Hatfield-McCoy feud. This dissertation’s strength isthat it provides the first
comprehensive history of the area that became Mingo County in 1895, a history that begins here
in the late eighteenth century and continues to the massacre. The dissertation interweaves the
area s economic history, including the development of coal mining and struggles over land
ownership; labor history, including early efforts at unionization; transportation history, including
the role of the N & W Railroad; political history, including the role of political factionsin the
county’ s two major communities — Matewan and Williamson — and the impact of the state’s
governors and legislatures on the county; and history of violence, including the Hatfield-McCoy
feud. Equally important, this dissertation argues that the history of the southern West Virginia
codfieldsisfar more complex than we have believed previously. Mingo County did not have the
large immigrant population of its neighbors. Nor did it have the large-scale mining operations
that could withstand fluctuations in the coal markets better than did the small minesin Mingo
County. The dissertation draws on extensive use of county court records, local newspapers, oral
history interviews, correspondence with a Matewan local historian, and the papers of coal
company owners to address the question of why the massacre happened in Matewan on that date
— aquestion that can only be answered by knowing the history of the county before that date.
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INTRODUCTION

I. An Overview of the Matewan Massacre of May 19, 1920

At 11:47 am., on the morning of May 19, 1920, agents of the Baldwin-Felts Detective
Agency arrived in Matewan, Mingo County, West Virginia, to process evictions for the Stone
Mountain Coal Company. Sid Hatfield, Matewan’s chief of police, and C. C. Testerman, the
mayor, challenged the agents' authority to process the evictions within the town’s municipal
limits. Despite the objections of the town’s officers, the agents proceeded with the evictions.
After eating an afternoon meal at the Urias Hotel, the Baldwin-Felts men headed to Matewan’'s
depot to catch the train back to their company’ s headquartersin Bluefield. While on their way,
Chief Hatfield and Mayor Testerman requested a conference with the agents' leader, Albert C.
Felts. Accounts of the exchange between the three men differ, but apparently both Hatfield and
Felts attempted to arrest each other, whereupon guns were drawn. Both Felts and Mayor
Testerman fell mortally wounded during the first volley. Within minutes, eight other men,
including six agents and two innocent bystanders, also lay dead or dying on the streets of

Matewan.?

The time of the Baldwin-Felts agents' arrival was noted in the Charleston Gazette, 21
May 1920. For a sample of the variety of accounts of the Massacre, see also: Williamson Daily
News, 20 May 1920; West Virginia Federationist, 20 May 1920; “Testimony of Sid Hatfield”
U.S. Congress, Senate, Committee on Education of Labor, West Virginia Coal Fields: Hearings .
.. to investigate the recent acts of violence in the coal fields of West Virginia and adjacent
territory and the causes which led to the conditions which now exist in said territory
(Washington: GPO, 1921), 205-221; various eyewitness testimonies from the “Massacre trial”
Sate of West Virginiav. Sd Hatfield, et al , H. C. Lewis Collection, Eastern Regional Coal
Archives, Craft Memorial Library, Bluefield, West Virginia. The Lewis Collection is comprised
of the papers of the Baldwin-Felts Detective Agency founder Thomas L. Felts and contains the
only known copies of trial records from the Matewan Massacre Tria (January-March 1921) and
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The Matewan “Massacre,” asit came to be known, was a pivotal episode in West
Virginia's second “mine war.”? This brief, but bloody exchange set in motion a chain of events
that resulted in a twenty-eight month long strike that led to two dozen deaths, West Virginia's
longest and most controversial murder trial to date, a United States Senate investigation, the
retaliatory assassination of Chief Hatfield, and the largest armed civilian insurrection since the
Civil War.®> Because the Matewan Massacre occurred in the heart of the “stompin’ grounds’ of
the Hatfields and McCoys, it entered the annals of American history as one of the most well-
known incidents of West Virginiaand Appalachian history.

Beginning with contemporary press accounts and continuing through to current academic
and popular presentations of the event, the Matewan Massacre has been treated primarily as an
episode of |abor-related violence. In the eight decades since May 19, 1920, an orthodoxy has
evolved that pits Hatfield, Testerman, and the armed men of Matewan against the jack-booted
agents of capitalist oppression. The principal goal of this study isto reconstruct, and thus
reintroduce, what has become the single most overlooked, but central question of the Massacre

story. Of all thetowns and coal camps of southern West Virginia and eastern Kentucky, why did

thetria of C.E. Lively, William Salter, and George Pence (October 1921) for the murders of Sid
Hatfield and Ed Chambers.

*Theterm “mine wars’ generally refers to the episodic attempts to organize West
Virginia s coa fields by the United Mine Workers of America. According to one of the men
who popularized the phrase, H.B. Lee (who served as state attorney general, 1925-1933), there
were four mine wars between 1900 and 1933. (H.B. Lee, Bloodletting in Appalachia: The Sory
of West Virginia’ s Four Major Mine Wars and Other Thrilling Incidents of Its Coal Fields
[Morgantown, W.Va.: West Virginia University Library, 1969]).

*Commonly used in feud lore, the phrase, “stompin’ ground” was immortalized in John
Sayles 1987 film, Matewan, and at-shirt sold by a Matewan merchant after the film’srelease.
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the Massacre occur in Matewan? A brief survey of the treatment of the Massacre story

illuminates how this critical issue was | ost.

. Historiographic Synopsis: The Construction of the “ Anatomy” of the Massacre Story*

Within twenty-four hours of the events of May 19, news of the Matewan gun battle
spread across the nation. Journalistic reports appeared not only in local and regional newspapers,
but even in the New York Times.® In less than two weeks, a story on the incident and its
underlying causes appeared in Nation, one of America's leading news magazines.® That first
story, entitled “Private Ownership of Public Officials,” set the tone and defined the parameters of
the contemporary accounts of the story.

According to the United Mine Workers' of America, reform-minded journalists, and
liberal politicians of the day, the violence of May 19, 1920, resulted from the coal operators

attempt to defeat the UMWA'’ s effort to organize the miners of Mingo County.” The principal

“The term “anatomy” as used here is a paraphrase of aterm used by E.P. Thompson in the
preface to the Making of the English Working Class. According to Thompson, one of the flaws
of intellectual analysisis the attempt to “anatomise” phenomena, in this case to reduce an event
to discrete, easily defined causative and interactive categories. (E.P. Thompson, The Making of
the English Working Class [New Y ork: Vintage Books, 1966], 9).

>'Twelve Men Killed in Pistol Battlein West Virginia,” New York Times, 20 May 1920.
The actual number of deaths was ten, although several more men were wounded, either during
the battle or in related incidents nearby.

°Arthur Gleason, “ Private Ownership of Public Officials,” Nation 110 (29 May 1920):
724-725.

"United Mine Workers Journal, 31 (1 June 1920): 5; Winthrop D. Lane, Civil War in West
Virginia: A Sory of the Industrial Conflict in the Coal Mines (New Y ork: B.W. Huebsch, 1921
[reprint 1994]), 15; “Personal Views of Senator Kenyon,” U.S. Congress, Senate, Committee on
Education and Welfare, West Virginia Coal Fields: Personal Views of Senator Kenyon and views

Xiv



agents of the story thus became the labor union and its corporate foes, the anti-union coal
operators of southern West Virginia. The critical issue was the right of coal minersto come
together and defend their rights against the overwhelming force of “industrialism gone mad.”®
The coal industry had enslaved southern West Virginia s minersin the “worst economic serfdom
in America.”® Moreover, the coal operators “owned” the political and legal systems at the local
and state levels, which further deprived their employees of nonviolent redress for their
grievances.’® Worst of al, the minerslived in isolated, company-owned communities, policed
and brutalized by armed guards, “ private gunmen” who answered only to the operators.™* With
such coercive power arrayed against them, it was little wonder that the “ignorant, primitive
mountaineers’ reverted “to their ancient way of settling trouble” by taking down their guns and
killing their oppressors.*

As creatures of their age, most of the journalists who covered the Massacre and

subsequent events structured their accounts to titillate their readers and possibly to inspire

of Senators Serling, Phipps, and Warren . . .. (Washington: GPO, 1922) [67th Congress. 2d
Session Senate Report 457]. Lane's pamphlet consisted of articles first published in the New
York Evening Post in the Spring of 1921. Senator William S. Kenyon of lowa chaired the
subcommittee that investigated the Massacre and strike.

8Arthur Warner, “West Virginia-- Industrialism Gone Mad,” Nation 113 (5 October
1921): 372-373.

°Neil Burkinshaw, “Labor’s Valley Forge,” Nation 111 (8 December 1920): 639.
19G|eason, “ Private Ownership,” 724.

“Arthur Gleason, “Gunmen in West Virginia,” New Republic 28 (21 September 1921):
90-92.

21bid, 91; Gleason, “Private Ownership,” 724.
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support for industrial reform. Details of the story were simplified, the causes of the conflict were
generalized and broadly drawn, and individual playersin the drama became archetypal
caricatures. At the same time, issues that would complicate, or muddy the picture, were ignored.
Matewan and Mingo County were simply spots in a barren landscape of an isolated and
dysfunctional industrial empire. Sid Hatfield became a mountain Gabriel avenging the
demoralized miners brutalization. The detectives and the coal operators became the heartless
tools of aremote and uncaring corporate monolith. Asonejournalist later observed in his
memoir: “In the public mind, fed by newspaper emphasis on the sensational and with so little
reporting of the background and personalities of [the] strike, the Matewan massacre . . . meant
merely one more example of union violence. It was not as simple as that.”*3

The historiographic legacy of the contemporary journalistic accounts of the Massacre can
be measured by their influence on subsequent treatments of the story. For decades, not only
popular accounts, such as Lon Savage' s Thunder in the Mountains and John Sayles' s film
Matewan, but also scholarly studies have perpetuated the flaws first created by the partiality and
biases of the reporters.

A. F. Hinrichs published the first academic analysis of the Matewan Massacre and
Williamson-Thacker strike in 1923. His The United Mine Workers of America and the Non-

Union Coal Fields drew heavily on newspaper accounts, the published Senate investigation

3Malcolm Ross, The Death of a Yale Man (New Y ork: Farrar and Rinehart, 1939), 96.
Ross also wrote one of the now classic accounts of the decline of the coal industry, Machine Age
in the Hills.
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records, and trial transcripts as well as Hinrichs's own firsthand observations.** Although his
sources were virtually identical to those cited by the journalists, Hinrichs' s study emerges as a
mirror image juxtaposition. The journalists dramatized and sensationalized their subject, while
Hinrichs pared down the sources to those which would best lend themselves to objective
examination. In keeping with the contemporary vogue for dispassionate scientific inquiry,
Hinrichs asserted that his purpose was to “examine the case for and against the extension of the
United Mine Workers of Americainto the nonunion coal fields.”*®> Hinrichs sreport is
essentially a compilation of narrowly focused issue analyses. For example, utilizing the
statistical evidence provided by the union and the operators themselves, Hinrichs tested the
UMWA's claim that employment conditions were worse in the non-union coal fields. After
allowing for the discrepancies between the similar, but not identical sources submitted by the
antagonists, Hinrichs concluded that overall conditions in union and non-union fields were about
the same.'® Although Hinrichs acknowledged that both sides had legitimate grounds for the
positions they took in the conflict, invocation of broader and deeper * philosophico-

psychological” reasons, such as political liberty, only clouded the argument.” The larger issue to

¥AF. Hinrichs, The United Mine Workers of America and the Non-Union Coal Fields
(New York: n.p., 1923). Thiswas apparently a printing of Hinrichs dissertation for Columbia
University' s Political Science department.

¥lbid, 9.
°lbid, 9-12.
YIbid, 10.
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Hinrichs and most of his academic contemporaries was the threat posed to the American public's
dependency on coal by the systemic causes of inefficiency in the coal industry.*®

After New Deal legidlation legitimized America’s unions, academic studies of the
Massacre and strike marked a return to the partial and flawed contemporary journalistic accounts.
Four of the most well-known of these works are: John L. Dunbar, “Two Periods of Crisisin
Labor Management Relationsin the West Virginia Coa Fields, 1912-1913 and 1919-1922”
(1946); John M. Barb, “ Strikes in the Southern West Virginia Coal Fields, 1912-1922" (1949);
William R. Trail, “The History of the United Mine Workersin West Virginia, 1920-1945"
(1950); and Thomas E. Posey, “ Some Significant Aspects of the West Virginia Labor
Movement” (1951). The monographs produced by Dunbar, Barb, and Trail were masters’ theses,
while Posey wrote his essay for a meeting of the West Virginia Academy of Science.

Typical mid-century “institutional” histories, the studies by Dunbar, Barb,Trail, and
Posey focused on assessing the success or failure of the UMWA'’s effort to unionize West
Virginia s coa miners. The Massacre and strike were thus treated as episodes in alarger study.
How and why District 17 officials chose Matewan and Mingo County to be the center of the
union’s 1920 organization drive were not addressed. These and later studies launch their
discussions of the background of the Massacre with the failure of the 1919 Armed March on

Logan, and, without any explanation, simply turn to Mingo with observations that in the spring of

¥1bid, 12; Joseph T. Lambie, From Mine to Market: The History of Coal Transportation
on the Norfolk and Western Railway (New Y ork: New Y ork University Press, 1954), 330. By
1923, Lambie explains, academic economists and the Interstate Commerce Commission had
concluded that the policy of imposing freight rate differentials had promoted the development of
an inefficient and unfair coal transportation network.
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1920, the union renewed its effort to organize southern West Virginiain Mingo County.*
Prgjudice, aglaring lack of citation for significant observations, and an unquestioning citation of
biased sources further undermines these early academic treatments.?

The most partisan of the four works, Trail’s “History of the United Mine Workers,”
baldly insinuates that the violence of the Massacre and strike resulted from the criminal
conspiracies of cowardly miners. Without citation, Trail claims that the murder of the Massacre
trial’ s star witness was “planned at a union meeting at Blackberry City,” just across the river
from Matewan.?* Other explanations of strike-related violence, again uncited by Trail,

undoubtedly originated in the contemporary anti-union publications of the Mingo operators. For

¥John M. Barb, “ Strikes in the Southern West Virginia Coal Fields, 1912-1922,”
(master’ sthesis, West Virginia University, 1949), 13-14; Merle T. Cole, “Martial Law in West
Virginiaand Major Davis as ‘Emperor of Tug River’,” West Virginia History 43 (Winter 1982):
118-144, 126.

2 jsted chronologically: John L. Dunbar, “Two Periods of Crisisin Labor Management
Relationsin the West Virginia Coa Fields, 1912-1913 and 1919-1922” (master’ sthesis,
Columbia University, 1946); John M. Barb, “ Strikes in the Southern West Virginia Coal Fields,
1912-1922" (master’ sthesis, West Virginia University, 1949); William R. Trail, “The History of
the United Mine Workersin West Virginia’ (master’sthesis, New Y ork University, 1950); and
Thomas E. Posey, “Some Significant Aspects of the West VirginiaMovement,” West Virginia
Academy of Science Proceedings, vol. 22 West VirginiaBulletin Series 51, no.12-13 (June
1951): 120-127.

ATrail, 16. Lacking a source citation, readers are left to wonder why Trail pinpointed
Blackberry City, asmall community (actually, at that time, just a cluster of houses) on the
Kentucky side of the Tug River. The best clue appeared, coincidentally, nearly forty years later in
an oral history interview. According to a 1989 Matewan Oral History Project narrator,
Blackberry City was a community owned and occupied by union miners, which was a source of
aggravation to the operators because “they couldn’t send their thugsin there to drive the miners
ou.” (Kenny Phillips interview with John Hennen, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History Project).
Although archived at all of the major West Virginiarepositories, including West Virginia
University, the original interview materials are owned by the Matewan Development Center,
Matewan, West Virginia
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example, Trall states that West Virginia state policemen injured or killed during the strike, were
“all shot in the back.”? Had Trail’s poor scholarship simply gathered dust when later accounts
were being written, hiswork could have been dismissed for what it was, an anti-union diatribe.
Unfortunately, some of his conclusions, drawn from what amounted to operator propaganda,
reappeared in one of the most recent works on the Massacre and Strike. According to Trail, the
“Three Daysin May” Battle of 1921, turned local Mingo County citizensinto “law and order”
partisans and allies of the operators.?® Nearly fifty years |ater, in Power, Culture, and Conflict in
the Coalfields, Roger Fagge asserted that organization of Mingo’s volunteer militiain the
aftermath of the battle stemmed from the growing antipathy of the local middle-class and elites.*
In contrast to Trail’ sthesis, John M. Barb's“ Strikes” is generally sympathetic to the
miners. Unlike Trail, who describes the union men assaulting unarmed men from behind or from
ambush, Barb, in his account of the Massacre, noted that Hatfield and his allies were provoked
by the actions of the “armed detectives.”?* Barb's apparent pro-union outlook did not inhibit an

attention to details overlooked by later scholars. For example, in discussing the population of the

Z|bid. Compare Trail’ s account to these quotes from, The United Mine Workersin West
Virginia, submitted by the Bituminous Operators Special Committee to the United States Coal
Commission, (New Y ork: Evening Post Job Printing Office, 1923). “Ernest Ripley, State
Policeman, was shot in the back” (53) and this description of the deaths of four federal troopers,
“al shot in the back” (56).

Zbid, 18. The United Mine Workersin West Virginia (1923), 58.

*Roger Fagge, Power, Culture and Conflict in the Coalfields: West Virginia and South
Wales, 1900-1922 (New Y ork: University of Manchester Press, 1996), 144.

*Barb, 61. Barb's liberal use of contemporary newspapers and Senate investigation
testimony indicates that he would have been aware of the debate over exactly who did the
provoking and who fired first.
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striking miners’ tent colonies, Barb noted that the inhabitants were area natives, not industrial
migrants, and therefore were less likely to relocate in order to escape the colonies dismal living
conditions.”* However, like Trail, Barb failed to cite the sources which would have substantiated
his assertion regarding the miners’ nativity.

Already undermined by their authors' biases and methodological inconsistencies, the

mid-century studies were also weakened by their perpetuation of the idea that the Massacre and

%Barb, 89. In the most recent accounts of the Massacre and strike, New Left and labor
scholars have stressed the heterogeneity of southern West Virginia s coa communities at the
expense of the particular accuracy of Mingo’s mining population. Beginning with David
Corbin’s Life, Work, and Rebellion (1981) and more recently with David Skeen'’ s thesis (1996),
commentary on the nativity and ethnicity of southern West Virginia' s miners has stressed the
diversity of the broader population, (across several counties and coafields) because the authors
sought to emphasize what they considered a more significant issue -- the emergence of aworking
class culture, at the expense of accuracy in the description of the population of Mingo’s tent
colonies. However, this author would argue that Mingo’ s higher proportion of regional natives
directly affected the progress of the strike and the emergence of union loyalty. It wasthe native
miners who emerged as leaders of the strike, and persisted in their devotion to the cause. David
A. Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion: Southern West Virginia’' s Miners, 1880-1922 (Urbana:
University of Illinois Press, 1981); David O. Skeen, “Industrial Democracy, Social Equality, and
Violence: The West VirginiaMine Wars: 1912-1921,” (Masters' thesis, California State
University, 1996). See Appendix 2 for a statistical analysis of the nativity of Mingo County’'s
mining population in 1920.

“The nativity of the striking population was a hotly contested issue during the Senate
inquiry in the Mingo situation. Union advocate Neil Burkinshaw and Mingo County Sheriff G.T.
Blankenship both stressed that the strikers' dedication stemmed from their nativity and
reluctance to leave the area. By contrast, operator spokesmen and attorneys asserted that the
magjority of the tent colony population were Kentucky natives who had “never” lived in West
Virginia. Olmsted offered as proof the interrogations of the men taken into custody after the Lick
Creek tent colony raid on June 14, 1921. Testimonies of Neil Burkinshaw, G.T. Blankenship,
and Harry Olmsted, and interrogation documents filed with the committee, 19 September 1921,
West Virginia Coal Fields: 5-8, 486-490, 223-277, and 559-601. Based on the operators' own
evidence, while most of the Lick Creek tent colony miners were not West Virginia natives, the
majority had, in fact, been employed in the Williamson-Thacker field when the lockout and strike
began in the summer of 1920. See Appendix 3 for an analysis and refutation of the evidence the
operators' attorneys submitted concerning the nativity and work history of the Lick Creek
colonists.
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strike-related violence were culturally rooted. Like the theses by Trail and Barb, Dunbar’s “Two
Periods of Labor Crisis’ (1946) explained the violent actions of Mingo’s minersin terms that
reflected the pseudo-sociological observations of the New York Times. According to Dunbar,
“there had always been strife in Mingo County -- always localized, intensely insulated strifein a
kind of shut-off little world.”?® In “Significant Aspects’ (1951), Thomas E. Posey, aformer
student of Selig Perlman of the Wisconsin school of American labor history, attributed the failure
of West Virginia s labor movement to develop a politicized class consciousness to the belief in
direct action of “its freedom-loving, individualistic hillbillies.”#

The invocation of “feuding” and “mountain traditions” as reasons for the violence of the
Massacre and the Williamson-Thacker strike persisted from the 1920s through the 1960s. To the
contemporary observer-reporters and scholars of the 1920s, the extralegal and violent
“tendencies’ of southern West Virginia's miners were atraditional social dysfunction that had
been exacerbated by the new order. That commercial coal mining had not, as an agent of
progress, eliminated this antiquated behavior was just another piece of evidence that southern
West Virginia's coa industry itself needed to be reformed. Decades later, when scholars again
turned to the study of Appalachia s labor and economic problems, episodes from the past, such as
the Massacre seemed to indicate that as aregion, Appaachia suffered from historical, systemic
cultural defects that impeded efforts to improve living and work conditions. This*“new” outlook,

later known as the “Culture of Poverty” model, viewed the mountaineer-miners' violence as the

BDunbar, 44.
®Posey, 121.
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outbursts of a people overwhelmed by the abrupt dislocation of their lives by the advent of
industrialization.®

Since the 1970s, scholars have reexamined southern West Virginia s “mine wars,” and
rather than focusing on “what went wrong,” they have pursued arevisionist course that
incorporates these episodes of Appalachian history into a broader context. The 1977 John L.
Lewis biography by Melvin Dubosfky and Warren Van Tine illustrates the new focus of labor
scholars. Dubofsky and Van Tine critically assessed Lewis's leadership of the post-World War |
organization drives of the United Mine Workers of America. Nevertheless, when addressing the
1919-1922 effort in southern West Virginia, they still felt safe in remarking, “historically,
violence in Mingo and Logan counties had been personal and familial.”*

Just four years later, David Corbin’s Life, Work, and Rebellion: The Southern West
Virginia Miners, 1880-1922, appeared to chart a new course for the academic analysis of the
mine wars. Corbin persuasively constructed the “world” of southern West Virginia sminersas a
rural-industrial order that fostered the development of a defiant class-consciousness which
resulted in periodic clashes between miners and operators. Primarily alabor history, Corbin’s
work begins with the emergence of post-bellum commercial mining and its transformative

influence on economic, social, and political relationsin the region’s new coal communities.

®Dwight B. Billings, Mary Beth Pudup, and Altina L. Waller, “ Taking Exception with
Exceptionalism: The Emergence and Transformation of Historical Studies of Appalachia,”
Appalachia in the Making: The Mountain South in the Nineteenth Century (Chapel Hill:
University of North Carolina Press, 1995): 1-24, 5-6. Thisessay is a co-written introduction to
Appalachia in the Making, which Billings, Pudup, and Waller also edited.

#Melvin Dubofsky and Warren Van Tine, John L. Lewis: A Biography (New York: The
New Y ork Times Book Company, 1977), 77.
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Seeking to underscore how the miners were proleterianized by their surroundings, Corbin
departed from traditional scholarship in asserting that the advance of corporate capitalism into
southern West Virginia “quickly and ruthlessly destroyed old cultures.”** To Corbin, the miners
violence stemmed not from an ingrained cultural proclivity, but from their oppression in the
“company system” imposed by their employers.®

Despite taking a dramatic stand on the antecedents of the mine wars' violence, Life,
Work, and Rebellion did not undo decades of flawed interpretations of the Matewan Massacre
and the Williamson-Thacker strike. Like the earlier studies by Trail, Barb, Dunbar, and Posey,
Corbin’swork also focused on the decades-long unionization struggle in southern West Virginia.
The new orthodoxy simply reconfigured the old anatomy of the conflict. The old formula
consisted of atraditional, and thus culturally backward, people spontaneously striking back
against an oppressive corporate monolith. Reliant on asimilarly simplistic causative string, the
new equation asserted that dislocated people from several cultures, trapped in an exploitive
system and denied other forms of protest, struck out at the agents of their domination. Corbin
did not change the essential dialectic of the struggle. Instead, he only replaced the violent
hillbilly miner with an archetypal working-classrebel. Like the traditional versions of the

Massacre and strike, Corbin reduced the story to the point of obscuring its essential elements.

David A. Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, The Southern West Virginia Miners, 1880-
1922 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1981), 77.

#|bid, 240-247.
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Subsequent scholars, whether in emulation of, or reaction to Corbin, have done little to alter the
basic pattern he established nearly twenty years ago.®*

The new labor history approach to the Massacre and strike, first pioneered by David
Corbin, veils and/or ignores the aspects of the story that explain why the Massacre occurred in
the town of Matewan, rather than one of the other towns or coal camps of southern West
Virginia For example, if it were the abject demoralization of company town life that radicalized
miners to the point of fighting back, why did the Massacre occur in Matewan, an independent
municipality, rather than a company town like Holden in Logan County or Gary in McDowell
County? The cause and effect structure imposed by Corbin and others also generates narrative
inconsistencies that prohibit a more nuanced understanding of the event’ s place in local and
regional history. Again, if the coa companies*®owned” the local political and legal systems, how
and why did Mingo County sheriff G.T. Blankenship come to power and defend the miners
during histerm in office? Why did Judge Damron oversee the invalidation of eviction processes
and the indictment of the surviving Baldwin-Felts agents? The revisionist approach, by drawing
such a clear parameter around the “origins’ of the story, first obliterated the need for factual

accuracy, and then surrendered the story’ s most relevant historical context. By isolating the

#A typical factual error caused by the leftist “equation” of the story is that the surviving
Baldwin-Felts agents were not tried for the gun battle. For example, Fagge falsely asserts that
the agents were never tried, because the operators had the power to prevent it. Fagge, 146.
Actualy, the agents were tried in a non-coal county (Greenbrier) and acquitted by afriendly jury.
Undated newspaper clipping, Bluefield Daily Telegraph, Matewan Omnibus Collection, ERCA.
To some it may seem to be splitting hairs to observe that the operators had the power to “rig” but
not prevent the agents' trial. However, this author asserts that acknowledging the existence of the
agents' trial iscritical to understanding the coal operators slavish devotion to observing the
form, if not the spirit, of legal justice. Besides, it was the agents' prerogative to request a change
of venue.
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Massacre' s relevance to the industrial era and the broader struggle of unionization, what the story
could reveal about the deeper roots and lasting ramifications of violence in Appalachia have been

lost.

[11. A Reexamination of the Matewan Massacre from a Local Perspective:

The genesis of this study may be found in a convergence of the author’s personal history
and academic career. Although | was born and reared in Virginia, my parents' families were
from McDowell and Mercer Counties. Moreover, my maternal grandfather was a teenager
working in aWelch pool hall in the summer of 1921, and thus was a witness to the aftermath of
the murder of Sid Hatfield and Ed Chambers on the McDowell County Courthouse steps on
August 1, 1921. Until my grandfather’s death in 1982, any recitation of his memories of working
in the mines of McDowell County invariably included a story of seeing Sid Hatfield “shot down
like adog.”* However, my own parents’ departure from West Virginiain the mid-1950s severed
our family’ s direct link to the areaand | grew to adulthood with no understanding of the
historical context of my grandfather’s memories.

An opportunity to reconnect with the historical heritage of my family roots in southern
West Virginia began with my arrival at West Virginia University in the fall of 1988. During my
first classin the Public History program at WV U, my instructor announced that the community

of Matewan, in Mingo County was seeking graduate students to work on an oral history project

*For readers who might not understand the full import of the phrase, “ shot down like a
dog,” what my grandfather was imparting was that, in his opinion, Hatfield had been murdered,
and not in a“fair fight,” where as a man, he would have had the opportunity to shoot back. The
use of the phrase also implies that the method used by Hatfield s assailants also reflected alack
of respect of his humanity and dignity as a man.
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in the summer of 1989; | was one of two students chosen to go Matewan. Funded by the State of
West Virginia Humanities Council, the Matewan Oral History Project ultimately included two
ten-week field work sessions in the summers of 1989-1990. During the first summer, my
colleague and | noticed that the narrators of the project mentioned individuals, issues, and events
that either had not appeared in previous accounts of the Massacre and strike, or if they had, not in
the context that the narrators stressed. For example, narrators revealed the familial connection
between the Massacre participants and local officials.*® The oral history project focused
primarily on the Hatfield-McCoy feud and the Matewan Massacre, but we were given liberty to
explore other eventsin Mingo County history. Because a documented comprehensive history of
Mingo County had never been written, the oral histories gathered in our project placed the Feud
and the Massacre in their local context for the first time. My colleague and | were allowed to
pursue aline of questioning that facilitated the emergence of a sense of the community’s
historical continuum. For example, the narrators discussed how the Massacre affected
subsequent social, political, and economic relationsin the county.®

In the opinion of Dr. Barbara J. Howe, my Public History instructor and an advisor to the

Matewan projects, my own familial connection to the area played a pivotal role in encouraging

%The pivotal family relationship revealed centered around the Chambers family of
Matewan. Five of the men originally indicted for participation in the Massacre were related by
blood or marriage to the Chambers. Reece, Hallie, and Ed Chambers, and Clare Overstreet and
Isaac Brewer. In addition, it was learned that G. T. Blankenship, the sheriff of Mingo County at
the time of the Massacre, was also related to these men by marriage. Moreover, familial and
marital connections also linked the Chambers families to the Hatfield and Chafin clans.

3Y et again, a primary subject was the Chambers family. Virtually alone among the
county elitein their affiliation with the union cause in 1920-1922, the Chambers's loyalty was
rewarded by Mingo’s minersin the 1930s, after unions were legalized. For the next thirty years,
Chambers family members or their allies “ran” Mingo County.
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the project narrators to speak so openly about the community’ s history, and in particular, the
impact of the Massacre on the participants families. AsDr. Howe noted, as the granddaughter
of a southern West Virginiaminer, | was “of, but not from the culture.” Lacking the bias and
prejudice that might have colored the interviewing methodology of a community resident, | had
an inborn understanding of the mores and values of the people with whom | interacted that a
“true outsider” would not have possessed. For example, because of my own family’s past, |
knew that otherwise upstanding citizens and “good Christian” people could, and often did, act
outside the law. During the Great Depression, my grandfather had supplemented his meager
earnings as a miner by making bootleg whiskey, while hiswife had sold her vote to a corrupt
politician.

Inspired by what | had learned during my summersin Matewan, | entered the doctoral
program in history at West Virginia University intent on discovering why there was such a
disparity between the oral histories from Mingo County and the traditional accounts of the
Massacre and Williamson-Thacker Coal Field Strike, 1920-1922. Throughout the decade-long
process of uncovering and accumulating the hitherto little used archival resources on the history
of Mingo County, my experiences from the summers of 1989-1990 guided and informed my
research. Because | had won the trust of the people of Matewan, | was also able to re-establish
contact with one narrator, Margaret Hatfield, who proved to be an invaluable resource.® Before

her death in the summer of 1998, Margaret Hatfield and | corresponded frequently about my

BMargaret Hatfield was a retired Mingo County teacher, and alocal history enthusiast.
Like myself, she had been a sickly child who had spent her early years “on the porch” absorbing
the knowledge of her community’ s past from the conversations of elders who normally did not
speak of such things in the presence of young people.
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research. Many of the connections drawn in this study would not have been possibleif | had not
had access to her knowledge of the genealogical, social, political, and economic bonds between
the long-overlooked playersin Matewan’s history.

However, the bond forged with Margaret Hatfield reinforced my belief that a special debt
was owed to the narrators of the Matewan Oral History project. When the time came to write
this study the decision was made to focus on the story of what came before, rather than after the
Massacre. In choosing this course, the complexity of the Massacre story, which had not appeared
in previous analyses could be revealed without exploiting the deeply persona remembrances that
had been shared by the people | interviewed. Anyone who listens to the Matewan interviews will
sense how traumatic the events of 1920-1922 were for the people who lived through that time.
How the Massacre affected the people of Matewan and Mingo County is a story best |€eft to that
community, or at least to another study where the methodological imperative of impartial
historical analysis does not interfere with the power of Matewan’s communa memory as
expressed in the Matewan Oral History project interviews.

Asthe project gestated, Appalachian scholars began to reevaluate the accumulated
knowledge of the region. The resulting deconstruction of events and issues exposed the
inadequacies of previous generations attempts to explain the region’ s apparently aberrant social,
political, and economic history. Among the studies that inspired this author were: AltinaL.
Waller's analysis of the Hatfield-McCoy Feud; Paul Salstrom’s and Wilma Dunaway’s

interpretations of Appalachian economic development, Ronald L. Lewis swork on the industrial
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transformation of rural West Virginia, and Dwight Billings' and Kathleen Blee's case study of
the historical roots of chronic poverty in eastern Kentucky.*

In each case, these works, as well as others, helped to illuminate a new way of looking at
the Matewan Massacre. Waller’swork on the Hatfield-McCoy Feud exposed the necessity of
understanding the broader context of familial and social relations when seeking to situate an
event in the fabric of community history.*® Salstrom and Dunaway, by reformulating
Appalachia’ s economic history, eradicated fal se assumptions about the transformative effect of

industrialization.** Lewis's study of commercial timbering revealed that the course of

®AltinaL. Waller, Feud: Hatfields, McCoys, and Social Change in Appalachia, 1860-
1900 (Chapel Hill: The University of North Carolina Press, 1988); Paul Salstrom, Appalachia’s
Path to Dependency: Rethinking a Region’s Economic History, 1730-1940 (Lexington, Ky:
University Press of Kentucky, 1994); Wilma A. Dunaway, The First American Frontier:
Transition to Capitalismin Southern Appalachia, 1700-1860 (Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 1996); Ronald L. Lewis, Transforming the Appalachian Countryside: Railroads,
Deforestation, and Social Change in West Virginia, 1880-1920 (Chapel Hill: University of North
Carolina Press, 1998); Dwight B. Billings and Kathleen M. Blee, The Road to Poverty: The
Making of Wealth and Hardship in Appalachia (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2000).
Although not “Appalachian” in focus, Richard E. Nisbett’s and Dov Cohen’s “cultural
psychology” interpretation of southern violence also proved useful. According to Nisbett and
Cohen, in communities where individuals feel compelled to personally protect their status and
property, violence can be justified for reasons that defy legal and cultural norms. Richard E.
Nisbett and Dov Cohen, Culture of Honor: The Psychology of Violence in the South (Boulder
and Oxford: Westview Press, 1996).

“OIn addition to Feud, Dr. Waller has also published an essay that eval uates the creation of
the Appalachian feud stereotype and its influence on the interaction between American and
Appalachian culture during the industrial transformation of the region. AltinaL. Waller,
“Feuding in Appalachia: The Evolution of a Cultural Stereotype,” in Appalachia in the Making:
The Mountain South in the 19th Century, edited by Dwight Billings, Mary Beth Pudup, and
AltinaWaller (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1995), 347-376.

“In addition to Appalachia’s Path to Dependency (Salstrom), and Appalachia’ s First
Frontier, (Dunaway), Drs. Salstrom and Dunaway have also published essays that examine a
particular aspect from the subject matter of their longer works. Salstrom, "Newer Appalachiaas
One of America's Last Frontiers," in Appalachia in the Making, 76-102; Dunaway, “ Speculators
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industrialization in West Virginiawas directly influenced by the conflict over the transformation
of the political and legal philosophies of the state' s elites. Nisbett’s and Cohen’s explication of
the cultural ramifications of economic scarcity and governmental weakness broadens the
historical perspective of reactive violence.** Although just published, Billings' s and Blee's study
of poverty in Clay County, Kentucky, has perhaps been the most influential, for three reasons.
First, The Road to Poverty accomplishes agoal parallel to the one pursued in this study. The
Road to Poverty dissolves the boundaries between periods in the county’s history. Second, it
weaves a new narrative that reveals the persistence of local attitudes and behaviors over time.
Third, Billings and Blee created a vocabulary to define and describe the long-term influences on
Clay County, which this author shamelessly borrows and otherwise hopefully emulates.

The primary goal of this dissertation is to show that the local history of Matewan and
Mingo County created a unique set of circumstances that culminated in the violence of May 19,
1920. To that end, the following chapters will identify and trace the evolution of three factors

that created the vortex which spun out of control on the streets of Matewan that day.

and Settler Capitalists: Unthinking the Mythology about A ppal achian Landholding, 1790-1860,”
in Appalachia in the Making, 50-75.

“2During the 1960s and 1970s, Appalachian scholars, in their efforts to dispel the
traditional stereotype of the inherently violent hillbilly, stressed the abrupt and alienating
transition to industrial work as a cause of violence. Nisbett’s and Cohen’s work melds with the
new focus of Appalachian scholarship which seeks to remove the “preindustrial/industrial”
historical barrier to understanding the region’s history and culture. For example, Nisbett and
Cohen assert that their “Culture of Honor” model applies not only to the historical American
South, but also to herding societies around the world and contemporary American inner city
subcultures.

XXXi



First, this study will show that the introduction of commercia coal mining did not render
“traditional mountain politics’ obsolete.** Moreover, this study will prove that, unlike the
surrounding coal operator-dominated counties, Mingo County was not “ruled” either by, or on
the behalf of, a single corporate-backed party. Rather, from the time of its creation until after the
resolution of the strike, politicsin Mingo County exhibited a comparatively astonishing
volatility. The faction wars of Mingo’s dueling “clientelist” political systems, asreveaed in the
pages that follow, ultimately created an opportunity in the spring of 1920, upon which the United
Mine Workers of America hoped to capitalize.* Sections of Chapters 1 and 2 contain segments
that outline the antebellum and pre-industrial roots of Mingo’s political relationships. Chapter 3
reveals that the political opportunism which led to Mingo County’s creation set the stage for the
survival of old political habits, despite the introduction and expansion of a new economic system.
Chapter 6 and a segment of Chapter 10 explain how Mingo’s “ stunted public sphere” contributed
to the county’s selection by UMWA District 17 as the focal point of the 1920 organization

drive.®

“Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 12. The assumption that “ pre-industrial” power
networks were swept aside as the rail and coal industries “opened” southern West Virginia,
originated with John Alexander Williams. John A. Williams, West Virginia and the Captains of
Industry (Morgantown: West Virginia University Libraries, 1976), 117-120.

“Theterm “clientelist,” borrowed from Billings and Blee, means that local political (and
in some cases economic) relations were constructed around a patron-client relationship, in which
higher status holding individuals offered protection, financial remuneration, and/or employment
to lower status “clients” in return for political loyalty. Billings and Blee, Road to Poverty, 131-
133.

“Billings and Blee, Road to Poverty, 134-135. Again, Billings and Blee created this
phrase to describe how communities were governed by elites whose decisions were influenced
not by a concern for the public good, but by a desire to maintain or enhance their own status, and
power.
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Second, this study will demonstrate that prior to the Matewan Massacre and Williamson-
Thacker Coal Field Strike, 1920-1922, the Williamson-Thacker coal field of Mingo County was
not an integral part of the economic monolith hitherto known as the “non-union coalfields of
southern West Virginia.”*® Sections of Chapter 2 and Chapter 4 will show that the opening and
early development of the Williamson-Thacker field followed the basic developmental pattern
established in southeastern West Virginia's coafields. For example, Williamson-Thacker was
opened in the aftermath of the arrival of a coal-hauling railroad and the corporate backing for the
field’s development aso originated from similar sources. Many of the coal company investors
and officers from the older fields also contributed to the establishment and growth of minesin
Mingo.

However, these same chapters, along with Chapters 7 and 8, will also illustrate that from
its opening the Williamson-Thacker coal field differed from the surrounding fields. The
accumulated comparative analyses highlighted in these chapters will prove that the Williamson-
Thacker field was a“ peripheral” field of the larger, and more productive, fieldsto its east and
north. Lacking the community-shaping leadership of pioneering entrepreneurs, and undeserving
of on-site management by corporate representatives, the Williamson-Thacker field by 1920 had
become the Achilles heel of nonunion southern West Virginia. These chapters will also expose

the history of unionizing effortsin Mingo County before 1920. The discussion of the prelude to

“6Southern West Virginia s nonunion coalfields (Winding Gulf, New River, Pocahontas,
Williamson-Thacker, and Guyan) covered the political boundaries of six countiesin West
Virginia: Fayette, Raleigh, Mercer, McDowell, Logan, and Mingo, as well as some contiguous
territory in southwestern Virginia and eastern Kentucky. See Map 4 “The Southern West
VirginiaCoal Fields, ca 1921.”
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the Massacre in Chapter 10 will draw together al of these elements and demonstrate that the
unigue mix of politics and labor issuesin Mingo County set the stage for the Massacre.

The third theme of this study addresses the issue of violence as a means of conflict
resolution from within the framework of Mingo County’ s socia transformation. Rather than
merely reciting details of isolated and probably unrelated episodes of violence that preceded the
Massacre, | have chosen to include only those stories of criminal acts that reveal a behavior
pattern or social notion that appears later in the local reaction to the Massacre and to evaluate the
evolution of local attitudes regarding the issue of moral versus legal “rights.” Of particular
importance is the persistence of “fact” manipulation or obsfucation in order to marshall public
acceptance and legal sanction for otherwiseillega acts. This discussion thus begins in Chapter 2
with the local reaction to the “land grab” that accompanied the arrival of the Norfolk & Western
railroad. Analysis of the most famous legal case from this period, the King Land case, will
illustrate how elites, by cloaking themselves as defenders of local interests, defeated a competing
claim to the mineral wealth of southern West Virginia.*’

Chapter 5 expands on the theme of manipulation of the law and addsto it the theme of
“ownership of the law,” particularly in relation to the definition of acceptable and justifiable acts
of violence. Episodes that highlight how Mingo Countians approached “lawing” and killing each
other, whether over conflicting land claims, affronted male dignity, or self-defense by murder,

illuminate how people in Matewan and Mingo County reacted to the events of May 19, 1920.

“"The King Land case is actually an umbrellaterm for a series of lawsuits that were
brought, between 1893 and 1913, by and against Henry C. King, a claimant to 500,000 acres of
southern West Virginiacoal lands. See Chapter 7 of Edwin A. Cubby, “ Transformation of the
Tug and Guyandot Valleys, Economic Development and Social Change in West Virginia, 1888-
1921, (Ph.D. diss., Syracuse University, 1962).
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Chapter 9 illustrates how the domestic social and economic policies imposed during World War |
facilitated the ascendance of Mingo’sindustrial elite and the crystallization of class and social
differences in the county.

Finally, Chapter 10 analyzes the Matewan Massacre and its aftermath. Readers will
understand that what propelled the men of Matewan and the Bal dwin-Felts agents into bloody
confrontation was not as simple as a group of mountaineers striking back at the agents of their
oppression. Nor was the incident smply an act of retributory justice on behalf of an heroic and
embattled union. Both sides had legitimate claims to legal authority and could have chosen to
withdraw and continue the confrontation through other channels on another day. However, the
influence of conflicting issues and agendas led the men who faced off on the streets of Matewan
on May 19, 1920, to attempt to “bluff” their opponents into submission.”® Unfortunately,
someone blinked and gunfire erupted. | have chosen not to contribute yet another analysis of the
success or failure of the strike that followed the Massacre, but to focus instead on how the
community reacted to the Massacre and how the forces behind the conflict, that is the union and
the operators, molded presentations of the Massacre story for their own purposes.

This study concludes with a deconstruction of the mythology of the Matewan Massacre.
First, I will examine how the agendas of those retelling the story crept into the scholarly analysis

of West Virginiaand Appalachian labor history and truncated and trivialized the Massacre’'s

“8M assacre witness testimony offer conflicting versions of the “bluff* story. One witness
alleged that before the Massacre, Albert Felts told Sid Hatfield that during the Paint Creek and
Cabin Creek strike “they (the miners) tried to bluff me out” by shooting at him and his men, but
that it did not work. Y et another witness testified that a union miner observing the Stone
Mountain evictions observed angrily that it was the Baldwin-Felts agents perpetrating the bluff
by making a show of the evictions. “Trial Testimony of Dan Chambers,” and “ Statement of Miss
Jennie Mullens,” 21 August 1920, Lewis Collection, ERCA.
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impact on the community where it occurred. For example, the Massacre’ s galvanizing effect on
subsequent local political, economic and social relations in Matewan and Mingo County has
gone undocumented except for notations that Mingo’s miners enthusiastically joined the union in
the 1933.% Second, | will show how the resultant lionization and demonization of the Massacre
and strike participants forced the communities of Matewan and Mingo County into silence. An
observation from a Feud retrospective published in the Williamson Daily Newsin 1982 offers
insight into why the citizens of Matewan and Mingo County refused to tell their story until the
late 1980s. The author noted that after the Feud ended, Tug Valley residents did not publicly
discuss what they had seen and more importantly what they knew. “Implicit in their silence was
embarassment at being part of a culture that produced the feud. It was better to bury the
memories and overcome the legacy.”* | hope this study honors the effort of the men and women

who broke the cycle of silence to reclaim their history in the summers of 1989 and 1990.

A Note on Sources:
For nearly eight decades the transcripts of the Matewan Massacre and C. E. Lively trias
were believed lost, and the records of the Baldwin-Felts Detective Agency were alleged to have

been utterly destroyed. A. F. Hinrichs, whose dissertation was published in 1923, was the last

“Richard D. Lunt, Law and Order vs. The Miners: West Virginia, 1906-1933
(Charleston, W.Va.: Appalachian Editions, 1992), 181. Lunt observes that after the passage of
the National Industrial Recovery Act in 1933, it took one week to organize southern West
Virginia s coal counties.

*Charlotte Saunders, “ The Hatfields and McCoys Special Commemorative Edition,”
Williamson Daily News, 2 August 1982. Thisissue of the Daily News is dedicated entirely to
stories about the feud and interviews with both families' descendants.
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academic to cite material from the Massacre trial until now. No one will ever know how
different the historiography of the Massacre and Williamson Coal Field Strike might have been if
the wealth of these sources hadbeen available to the generations of scholars who have written

about the events in southern West Virginia between 1920 and 1922.%*

*The rediscovery and curation of the surviving trial and Baldwin-Felts records is due to
the efforts of Dr. Stuart McGehee, chair of the History Department of West Virginia State
College and the archivist at the Eastern Regional Coal Archives.
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PART I: THE EARLY HISTORY OF THE TUG VALLEY, 1671-1894



CHAPTERL
BEFORE THE RAILROAD CAME: LIFE IN THE TUG VALLEY, 1795-1880s.
"'Mate Creek' -- A country post office in Logan County, 13 miles
southwest of Logan (court house), 172 from Wheeling, 35 from
Louisa, Ky., on the Chattaroi Ry., its shipping point. Mail daily."*
-- West Virginia Sate Gazetteer and
Business Directory, 1882-1883
Until recently, the history of Appalachiawas divided into two distinct periods, pre-
industrial and industrial. Prior to the arrival of the railroad and the advent of commercial coal
mining, the native mountain population was believed to have lived isolated, subsistence-oriented
lives. The transition from farmer to worker, cabin to coa camp, was depicted as violently abrupt
and alienating. The new industrial order supposedly swept away, or at least subsumed, the
mountaineers traditional social, economic, and political patterns of behavior. The native
mountain people were identified by one of two characterizations: helpless victims of external
forces they could not understand or combat, or cooperative betrayers of their own people.?
However, recent scholarship has shown that while Appalachia’ s industrial transformation

profoundly affected social, economic, and political relations, the “new” order did not ssmply

destroy and replace old patterns of interaction.

"Mate Creek," West Virginia State Gazetteer and Sate Business Directory 1882-1883, vol. 2
(Detroit: R.L. Polk & Company, 1883), 246.

“Robert Eugene Lanham, "The West Virginia Statehouse Machine: Structure, Function and
Process,”" (Ph.D. diss., Claremont Graduate School and University Center, 1971), 247. For a
concise overview of the evolution of Appalachian historiography, see the Introduction to
Appalachia in the Making: The Mountain South in the Nineteenth Century, edited by Mary Beth
Pudup, Dwight B. Billings, and AltinaL. Waller (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina
Press, 1995), 1-24.



To illustrate that the background story of the Matewan Massacre predates the industrial
development of southern West Virginia, Part | of this study explores how the political, economic,
and social relations that dominated life in Matewan and Mingo County in 1920 took shape long
before the arrival of the railroad and the advent of commercial coal mining. The first chapter of
this section reveals both the issues that influenced the establishment of white settlement and the
creation of the basic patterns of life in the area that became Mingo County. In particular, Chapter
1 addresses the impact of geography, landownership, and social and economic stratification on

the first century of human habitation of the Tug Valley.

|. Antebellum Life in the Tug Valley: Geography and Human Enterprise, 1790s-1860

The town of Matewan lies on the bank of the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River, in the
southeastern half of Mingo County, West Virginia, but several "boundaries” intersect and divide
the geographic region in which Matewan islocated.® First, the Tug Fork river and valley are part
of the Big Sandy river and valley system, which covers the area from the southwestern tip of
Virginiain the Cumberland Plateau region to the northwest, where the Tug Fork and Big Sandy
converge into the Ohio River system at the Catlettsburg, Kentucky, Huntington, West Virginia,
and Ironton, Ohio triangle.* Second, this system straddles the border of the states of West
Virginiaand Kentucky. Third, until 1895, Matewan was in Logan County, which itself was

divided by amountain ridgeline. East of the ridgeline, Logan falls into the Guyandot watershed,

3In her work on the Hatfield-McCoy feud, Dr. AltinaWaller explains how the physical
geography of the region influenced the devel opment of social, political, and economic relations
in the Tug Fork Valley and surrounding region. Waller, Feud, 25. A map illustrating Waller's
observations appears on page 27 of Feud.

“Willard Rouse Jillson, The Big Sandy Valley: A Regional History Prior to the Year 1850
(Louisville, Ky.: John P. Morton & Company, 1923), 93.
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while west of the ridgeline, the area that became Mingo County in 1895 liesin the Tug Fork
watershed.

The physical geography just described profoundly affected life in the Tug Fork Valley.
The steep and forbidding terrain coupled with a seasonally unnavigable river system made the
areainhospitable to constant human habitation.> The area encompassing present day Mingo
County was little more than a hunting ground for various Indian tribes.® White explorers Batts
and Fallam first traveled to the Tug Valley in 1671, but few references to the area appeared until
the mid-eighteenth century after the exploration journey of Dr. Thomas Walker and the ill-fated
Big Sandy expedition of 1756 during the French and Indian War.’

White settlers first attempted to establish homesin the Tug and Big Sandy Valleysin the
1770s and 1780s. Some of these pioneers were veterans of the Revolutionary war, while others
were merely continuing the westward drive initiated earlier in the century. In every case, hostile
actions by the Shawnee drove the whites back to safer territory. Unlike the bluegrass region to
the south and west, the population of this area between the Cumberland Plateau and the Ohio
Country remained scarce, which led Willard Rouse Jillson, geologist and historian of eastern
Kentucky, to liken the Tug and Guyandot valleysto a“cul-de-sac” of Indian supremacy

surrounded by white habitation.®

°lbid., 29-31.
®lbid., 41-42.

"Ibid., 45. Recent scholarly analysis of the Batts-Fallam expedition indicates that the western
terminus of their journey was the site that eventually became the town of Matewan. Alan V.
Briceland, “Batts and Fallam Explore the Backbone of the Continent,” in Appalachian Frontiers:
Settlement, Society, & Development in the Preindustrial Era edited by Robert D. Mitchell
(Lexington, KY: University Press of Kentucky, 1991): 23-36, 33.

®lbid., 75-76, 54, 66, 38.



Once settled by white families, Dr. Jillson’s * cul-de-sac” became a peripheral region
beset by difficulties created by the area’ s forbidding landscape and complicated by human efforts
to impose order through political boundaries. Although old bison trails eventually evolved in
wagon roads that connected the valleys of the Big Sandy watershed to settlements to the north
and east, until the arrival of therailroad, theriver remained the primary means of accessing the
area® Frozen in the winter and reduced to stagnant puddles in the summer heat, the Tug was not
easily navigated during high water because of rocky shoals and the debris swept down from
mountainsides.

The problematic river even affected the establishment of the Valley’s political
boundaries. In 1799, after the creation of the state of Kentucky, Virginiaand Kentucky resolved
their border dispute with a conference at the Tug and Levisaforks of the Big Sandy. Surveyors
representing the new state and Virginia agreed to make the eastern bank of the larger of the two
“forks,” the Tug and the Levisa, the border. According to local legend, arainstorm delayed the
actual survey of theline. To celebrate their agreement and while away the delay, the two parties
engaged in adrunken revel. When the weather cleared, the government officials declared the
Tug Fork the larger river and thus the new border. Not waiting to see that at normal levelsthe
Levisawas actually the larger stream, the outlanders retreated to civilization.*

On one level, the story humorously depicts how nature played a trick on men who lacked
the staminato withstand the harshness of the frontier. On a deeper level, the story illustrates

how, out of ignorance, impatient and capricious outsiders created a boundary that little reflected

%Jillson, 93; OtisK. Rice and Stephen W. Brown West Virginia: A History, 2d edition
(Lexington, Ky.: University of Kentucky Press, 1993), 87.

19Jillson, 116.



the redlity of lifeinthe Tug Valley. Despite the imposition of the political boundary between
Virginia (later West Virginia) and Kentucky, the social habits of the residents of the valleysin
the Big Sandy watershed were primarily influenced by geography. Individuals and families were
identified by the “holler” or creek they lived on, not by the state line.* Activities organized
around official political events, such as elections and “court day” in either state drew participants
and spectators from both sides of the river/state border.*? The day-to-day irrelevance of the
political boundary between Kentucky and West Virginia, however, contrasted sharply with the
times when the law and social customs were breached. The ability of criminals, especially
murderers, to “swim theriver,” “dip over theline,” and “hide out” to evade the law became a
common occurrence and source of frustration.™®

Absentee ownership of land in the Tug Valley not only predated the land grab of the
industrial transition period, it began before the permanent establishment of white settlement.
After the War for Independence, and until “Mad” Anthony Wayne's defeat of the Shawnee at the
Battle of Fallen Timbersin 1794, the continuing threat of Indian reprisals made most veterans

unwilling to move west. Consequently many sold their “soldier warrants’ to land speculators.*

This habit persists among residents to this day, especially when describing “ branches’ of
larger families, e.g., the “Hatfields of Grapevine Creek” or the “Hatfields of Beech Creek.”
Correspondence between Margaret Hatfield and the author, letter no. 12. For a broader
Appalachian or southern perspective on this phenomenon, see Barbara Allen, “ The Genealogical
Landscape and the Southern Sense of Place,” in Sense of Place: American Regional Subcultures,
edited by Barbara Allen and Thomas J. Schlereth (Lexington, Ky.: University Press of Kentucky,
1990), 152-161.

2Waller, Feud, 72. For example, one of the pivotal incidents of the Hatfield-McCoy feud, the
murder of Ellison Hatfield, occurred in Pike County on election day. Ellison, who was a resident
of West Virginia, had no political reason to be there.

3Examples of this behavior will be discussed in subsequent chapters.

¥“Aaron M. Sakolski, Land Tenure and Taxation in America (New Y ork: R. Schalkenbach
Foundation, 1957), 76.



Even before Fallen Timbers removed the threat of Indian attack, interest in Virginia s western
frontier and the “Ohio Country” reached new heights in the last decade of the eighteenth century.
Speculation and settlement converged in 1792, when the Commonwealth of Kentucky was
carved from the Commonwealth of Virginia® Alsoin 1792, the legislatures of Virginiaand
Kentucky authorized the sale of unclaimed lands. In 1793, the Virginia“peddled” Appalachian
lands for two cents an acre.”® The sale of the unclaimed and less desirable land of the eastern
Kentucky-western Virginia borderlands proceeded at such a pace that within five years, more
than two and a half million acres were sold to fourteen individuals.”” Ultimately, over three
million acres were claimed or sold in the territory that became Logan County, although the
county only covered 512,000 acres.® The rampant speculation by absentee capitalists, the border
dispute between Virginiaand Kentucky, and the propensity of pioneer settlersto claim ownership
by right of possession forged a dilemmathat would take nearly a century to bear its bitter fruit.

In the forty years between the late 1790s and the early 1830s, pioneers settled in the Tug
Valley. Some, like Ephraim Hatfield (the grandfather of William Anderson, commonly known

as“Devil Anse” Hatfield) arrived seeking land.”® Others, like Anthony Lawson and James

*Carol Crowe-Carraco, The Big Sandy (Lexington, KY : University Press of Kentucky, 1979),
20.

*WilmaA. Dunaway, " Speculators and Settler Capitalists: Unthinking the Mythology about
Appaachian Landholding, 1790-1860," in Appalachia in the Making, 50-75, 52.

YIbid., 53, 60-61.

8George W. Summers, "Owned A Sixth of W.VA. Died in Prison For Debt," Pages Fromthe
Past: Recollections, Traditions, and Old Timers Tales of the Long Ago reprint in West Virginia
Heritage Encyclopedia vol. 21, supplemental series, edited and published by Jim Comstock,
(Richwood, WV: 1974): 56-74, 61.

®waller, Feud, 34-35.



Nighbert, backed by entrepreneurial capitalists, came seeking economic opportunity.?’ From the
beginning, the social position and power held by these “first families” were influenced by land
ownership. The men and families who claimed the land at the natural crossroads of overland
trails and the river’ s tributaries quickly rose to position within their local communities. In each
of these cases, the power and influence wielded by these men illustrate that by no means was the
“pre-industrial” society they inhabited egalitarian.

Through their ownership of several prime locations along the Tug and its tributaries,
intermarriage throughout the surrounding valleys, and their own proliferation, the Hatfields
became an influential family. By virtue of their early arrival and sheer numbers, the landowning
Hatfields emerged as aforcein local politics and law enforcement. Possessing only a nominal
literacy and almost no contacts with the outside world, members of the Hatfield clan were still
respected community leaders. Devil Anse s father Ephraim (“Big Eaf”) served as a justice of the
peace and several of Anse's uncles and brothers held a variety of public offices.? Although not

untarnished, the Hatfields' “position” survived even the disruptive impact of the “feud” with the

“Mary Beth Pudup, "Social Class and Economic Development in Southeastern Kentucky,
1820-1880," in Appalachian Frontiers: Settlement, Society, and Development in the Pre-
Industrial Era, edited by Robert D. Mitchell, (Lexington, Ky.: University Press of Kentucky,
1991): 235-260, 250. Externa backing in the case of Logan County's Lawson and Nighbert came
from Andrew Beirne of Monroe County. The most complete biography of Beirne appears in Oren
F. Morton, A History of Monroe County, West Virginia (Staunton, VA: The McClure Company,
1916), 309-310.

“'For details on Hatfield, Lawson, and Nighbert, see Waller, Feud. For additional details on
Lawson and Nighbert, see Robert Y. Spence, Land of the Guyandot: A History of Logan County
(Detroit: Harlo Press, 1976).

2\Naler, Feud, 35-37



McCoys. Devil Anse's sons and nephews continued the family tradition of holding local office;
one nephew, Henry Drury Hatfield, served as governor of West Virginia.?®

Although they inhabited roughly the same geographic sphere of influence as Devil Anse
Hatfield, Anthony Lawson and James Nighbert represented a different stratum of what came to
be known as the native elite. From England and Germany respectively, Lawson and Nighbert
were “ Johnny-come-latelys’ in the eyes of pioneering families like the Hatfields, although they
arrived in Logan County within five years of its creation in 1824.2* The most likely reason for
the distinction between Nighbert and Lawson and the men who preceded them into the area by
two decadesisthat Lawson and Nighbert arrived seeking their fortunes, not land.”® These two
individuals were recruited by early Trans-Allegheny capitalist, Irish immigrant Andrew Beirne to
become part of afur and ginseng trade network that stretched throughout southwestern (West)
Virginia®

The exploitation of Appalachia s natural resources began not with timber and coal, but
with the equally lucrative and far more portable commodities of fur and ginseng.?” Even during
the first century of English habitation in Virginia, the desire to establish aviable fur trade went
hand-in-hand with the conquest of the unknown frontier.?? The fur trade played a pivotal rolein

keeping alive Virginia sfitful exploration of and expansion into the west, and provided an

“Neil Shaw Penn, “Henry D. Hatfield and Reform Politics from 1908-1917” (Ph.D. diss,
Emory University, 1977), 293.

*Spence, 106; Waller, Feud, 143.

»Spence, 161-164.

M orton, 309-310.

“Jillson, 115-116, 124; Dunaway, First Frontier, 24.

“Dunaway, First Frontier, 14.



important, athough auxiliary, commodity for Virginiain the English imperial and international
markets.”® Before the War of 1812, the bearskins from Appalachia sold by frontier hunters for
the sum of oneto four dollars were used in the crafting of the hats of Napoleon’ s grenadiers.®

Along with fur, the Appalachian frontier abounded in ginseng, a plant whose root was
prized by the Chinese and Europeans for its medicina value.® In hisdiary, William Byrd of
Virginiadescribed how chewing on the root invigorated his constitution and settled a number of
other digestive complaints.® The harvesting of “sang,” asit was called by the native
Appaachians, drew the remote upcountry South into a national commercial network as early as
the 1820s.%

The unequal exploitation of these early resources heavily influenced the stratification of
the early society of the Appalachian frontier.® Many, if not most, of the native mountaineers
gathered ginseng for trading purposes. However, only afew enterprising merchants, like Lawson
and Nighbert, whom we are now discovering were not “pioneers’ as much as early arriving
entrepreneurs, actually profited from the sale of ginseng.® The capital accumulated by these

mountain merchants facilitated their emergence as an €lite class who owned more land and

“|bid., 16.

¥Crowe-Carraco, 22.

$'Spence, 163.

#bid.

#bid., 161.

#Pudup, "Social Class and Economic Development,” in Appalachian Frontiers, 238.

*Examples from the Tug and Guyandot Valleys (Logan County) include Anthony Lawson
and James Nighbert. See Spence, 106-107; Waller, Feud, 143-146.
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livestock, lived in better housing, and sent their children beyond the mountains to be educated.®
Within the infrastructure of the local communities, the merchants often parlayed their positions
as community postmaster and banker into political and legal domination of the communities.® It
was this faction of the “squire class’ who later promoted the incursion of the railroad and
extractive industries into America' s last continental frontier.®

Although Anthony Lawson died while returning from a business trip to Philadelphiain
1846, members of his extended family remained significant figuresin Logan County’s
development.® His son served as a delegate to the Virginia Assembly and the Secession
Convention of 1861.*° After the war the second Anthony Lawson purchased the Burke's Garden,
Virginia, plantation that had belonged to Virginia governor John B. Floyd.** Almost thirty years
after the war, another kinsman, Dr. Sidney B. Lawson, while serving as a Logan County Delegate
to the West Virginia Legis ature, proposed the division of Logan County.* James Nighbert

amassed an estate of thousands of acres and twice married into “buckskin” elite.®®

*bid; and Sara Lubitsch Tudiver, “Political Economy and Culture in Central Appalachia,
1790-1977,” (Ph.D. diss., University of Michigan, 1984), 93-94.

¥bid; Jillson, 83.

%John Hennen, "Benign Betrayal: Capitalist Intervention in Pocahontas County, West
Virginia, 1890-1910," West Virginia History 50 (1991): 46-62, 49.

¥Spence, 161.

““Ralph Mann, "Diversity in the Antebellum Appalachian South: Four Farm Communitiesin
Tazewell County, Virginia," in Appalachia in the Making: 132-162, 147.

“bid., 154. Lawson was credited with introducing entrepreneurial farming to the area.

“2Sidney B. Lawson, Fifty Years a Country Doctor: Autobiography and Reminiscences of
Sdney B. Lawson, M.D. (Logan, WV: n.p., 1941), 45,

“Waller, Feud, 153; Lawson, 43; Spence, 261. Nighbert first married Alice Lawson and then
Vicie (Straton) Ferguson.
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Comparison of the lives of the Hatfield, Lawson, and Nighbert families illuminates
several elements of the interconnection of land, power, and wealth in antebellum Appalachia.
Land ownership, over and above any other factor, determined one' s access to power and
influence. However, an individual or family could be essentially illiterate, cash poor and live
without the luxuries wealth brings and still possess influence and power. In the decades before
the Civil War, the Hatfield family held this position. By contrast, their fellow elites, the Lawsons
and Nighberts, were wealthier, better educated, and were connected to external sources of capital
and political prestige. Thus, the Lawsons and Nighberts were more actively involved in the early
efforts to exploit the area’ s natural resources.

In 1837, the first steamboat steered its way up the Big Sandy, initiating a new interest in
the area’ s abundant natural fuel resources, which included oil, natural gas, timber, and coal .**
Between 1849 and 1852, local elites and outside capitalists launched the first efforts to exploit
these resources and move them into the national and international markets.” In the 1830s and
1840s, Kentucky and the federal government authorized expenditures to clear the Big Sandy river
system's channel; both also launched canalization projects.*® Theriver was cleared of "simple
obstructions' and surveyed, but no other work proceeded until after the Civil War. Despite

aggressive lobbying by Governor John B. Floyd, the Virginialegislature grudgingly appropriated

“William Edward Lightfoot, Folklore of the Big Sandy Valley of Eastern Kentucky
(Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 1976), 55.

“Ibid; Spence, 161-162.

““Mary Verhoeff, "The Big Sandy River Navigation," Proceedings and Papers of the Ohio
Valley Historical Association for the year 1919 (Columbus, OH: F. J. Heer Printing Company,
1925): 25-42, 34.
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only fifteen thousand dollars to clear the entire Big Sandy system.*’ Loathe to spend public funds
improving access to aremote corner of the state, the eastern Virginia-dominated General
Assembly preferred to authorize private ventures.®

Privately funded development projects in the Tug and Big Sandy valleys included: the
Warfield Salt and Coal Company, the Guyandotte Navigation Company, and the Peach Orchard
Coal Company. Partially owned by Governor Floyd's brother, the Warfield Salt and Coal
Company operation included atwo-story red brick building and avillage that, in itsisolation,
bore “a remarkable resemblance to western cowtowns."* In 1849, the Virginia Assembly
incorporated the Guyandotte Navigation Company and authorized the new company to improve
the navigation of the Guyandotte from its mouth to Logan Courthouse.® Primarily interested in
timber, the company cleared the river and acquired land from which to base its operations.>* For
both companies, Virginia's failure to supplement their developmental efforts led to their demise.*

Only the Peach Orchard Coal Company survived the Civil War.

“Ibid; William Ely, The Big Sandy Valley: A History of the People and Country from the
Earliest Settlement to the Present Time (Catlettsburg, Ky.: Central Methodist Publishing
Company, 1887), 311.

“8Barbara Rassmussen, "The Politics of the Property Tax in West Virginia," Journal of
Appalachian Sudies, 6 (Spring 1996): 141-147, 142. For amore extensive analysis of the
history of land development and taxation in Virginiaand West Virginia, see Barbara Rasmussen,
Absentee Landowners and Exploitation in West Virginia, 1760-1920 (Lexington, Ky.: University
Press of Kentucky, 1994).

“Jillson, 143.

*Spence, 161.

*bid.

*2Jillson, 144; Spence, 162.
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In 1847, New Y ork and Ohio businessmen opened the first coa mine at Peach Orchard,
Kentucky, less than sixty miles from the West Virginiaborder.>® A mode village was
constructed that included forty houses and steam-powered saw and grist mills. The finished-
board-sided houses, school, and church far surpassed the living conditions of most of the area’s
native inhabitants. However, the difficulty of transporting coal from Peach Orchard to the river
barges limited the mine's production and the profits of its owners.>

The Civil War suspended industrial development in the Big Sandy Valley.® Loyaltiesin
the region were deeply divided. Like their counterparts elsewhere in Kentucky, many of the Big
Sandy’ s merchant or town elites were Unionists, while their farmer or rural neighbors were
Confederates.®® Just across the Tug Fork and Levisarivers, southern West Virginiawas almost
entirely Confederate.” Almost to a man, the miners of Peach Orchard abandoned the area to
return to their native states, or to join Union regiments; the mine and other company property
was |eft in the hands of a caretaker.>®

Serious efforts to continue mining at Peach Orchard were not resumed until the late 1860s
and early 1870s.* By that time the infant railroad system connecting the Kentucky side of the

Big Sandy Valley to the east and northwest had been absorbed by the Chesapeake and Ohio

*Mary Lucille Chapman, "The Influence of Coal in the Big Sandy Valley" (Ph.D. diss.,
University of Kentucky, 1945), 282.

*Jillson, 204-205.
*|bid., 205; Spence, 162.
**Crowe-Carraco, 29.
*Waller, Feud, 30.
*8Jillson, 205.

PIbid.
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Railroad under the leadership of Collis P. Huntington.*® Although a"rail line from Virginiato
the Ohio had been conceived as far back as 1851," construction on what became the West

Virginiaside of the greater Valley did not begin until the 1880s.%*

I1. The Civil War and Its Aftermath Set the Sage for the Industrialization of the Tug Valley,
1860-1888

On the eve of the Civil War, the atmosphere in the valleys along the Virginiaand
Kentucky border was energized, but restless. The early ginseng, fur, and timber companies had
kept the people of the Tug, Guyandot and Big Sandy Valleys aware of the outside world and
desirous of more reliable intercourse. Local entrepreneurs exported marketable goods and
established the first linkages with outside capital, despite the impediments of geography, limited
financial resources, and disinterested state governments.®

However, land travel did not allow for goods' shipment beyond what peddlers could carry
on afew pack horses.®® The weather limited both land travel and river traffic. During the winter,
sections of the river were frozen solid, and in the summer bone dry.** Even during fair weather,

river traffic could be hazardous, as fallen trees and rock outcroppings challenged both

®Ibid., 205-220.

®1Spence, 107; E. F. "Pat" Striplin, The Norfolk and Western: A History (Roanoke: Norfolk
and Western Railway Company, 1981), 81.

®2Barbara Rasmussen, "Politics of the Property Tax," 142. According to Rasmussen, "internal
improvements . . . were paid for by higher taxes," which eastern Virginia were loathe to impose
in the first place, much less spend in the remote western section of the state.

8Crowe-Carraco, 24.

®Tyrel G. Moore, "Economic Development in Appal achian Kentucky, 1800-1860," in
Appalachian Frontiers: Settlement, Society, and Development in the Pre-Industrial Era, edited
by Robert D. Mitchell (Lexington, KY: University Press of Kentucky, 1991): 222-234, 223;
Jillson, 115.
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pushboaters and timber rafters.®® The cost of river improvement, although more economical than
railroad building, still exceeded the means of private funding by local businessmen, and
assistance from the state governments of Virginia and Kentucky remained grudging and
insufficient.®

Despite their dissatisfaction with the policy of western neglect practiced in Richmond, the
vast majority of southwestern Virginians supported Virginia's secession from the Union in the
Spring of 1861. Having struggled for decades with eastern Virginialeaders over issues involving
political and economic equity, local elites considered themselves loyal sons of Virginiawho,
when forced to choose between loyalty to the Union and their home state, chose Virginia. One
such individual was James Lawson, the delegate from Logan, Boone, and Wyoming counties,
who was one of only four southwestern Virginians to vote against the ordinance of secession.
Nevertheless, he, along with the other three holdouts, eventually signed.®’
the Confederacy. AsAltinaWaller observesin Feud, "Tug Valley residentsin choosing the
South were not embracing the ideal of southern nationhood so much as defending their
autonomy."® The threat of an invading army entering Virginiatransated into a threat against

their own homes.*® Despite an extremely small and scattered African-American population,

%V erhoeff, 35.

®Moore in Appalachian Frontiers, 233; Pudup, "Social Class and Economic Development,”
in Appalachian Frontiers, 240; Rasmussen, "Politics of Property Tax," 142.

®’K enneth W. Noe, Southwest Virginia's Railroad: Modernization and the Sectional Crisis
(Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1994), 104-105.

%Waller, Feud, 31.
®Ibid., 32-33.
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somein the Tug Valley, as elsewhere in the Appalachian South, were also influenced by a deeply
rooted racial animus.” Correspondence between West Virginia Governor Henry D. Hatfield and
West Virginia University professor and West Virginia historian CharlesH. Ambler illustrates
how many white southerners perceived African-American emancipation as adistinct threat. In
reply to Ambler's request, Hatfield sent the transcription of a song often sung by his kinsman,
"Uncle Jim" Vance, a Confederate veteran and Hatfield-McCoy feudist:

"I am aRebel Soldier, the truth to you I'll tell,/ | voted for secession,

and | would do it over again--/ | fought in many a battle, and many a

Y ankee slain./ Now you give your daughters, likewise your old maids,/

To any big buck negro, you are al of equal grades./

It isan honor to your service your dirty monger crew/ The Red, The

White, The Blue.™

When local elites raised volunteer companies, men from all levels of mountain society

joined. One such company, the Logan Wildcats, raised by Capt. David Wilkinson, included both
future feudists William "Devil Anse" Hatfield and Randolph "Ranel" McCoy.” For ageneration

after the war, aman's or hisfather's record of service, was second only to hisfamily nameasa

means of "identifying" him to the community he inhabited.” In the Tug and Big Sandy valleys,

One of most in-depth analyses of race relations in the antebellum upcountry South is John
Inscoe's Mountain Masters, Savery, and the Sectional Crisisin Western North Carolina
(Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1989).

"Governor Henry D. Hatfield to Charles H. Ambler, 3 December 1953, Henry D. Hatfield
Papers, West Virginiaand Regional History Collection, West Virginia University, Morgantown,
West Virginia. Hereafter Hatfield Papers, WVRHC.

2Waller, Feud, 30.

“bid., 32-33.
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asin other parts of Appaachiaand the South, one's family name and wartime affiliations
provided critical social, political, and economic meaning.”

The skirmishes between the Union troops and the Confederates in the Tug Valley (which
constituted a part of the upper Big Sandy Valley) made the years between 1861 and 1865 chaotic.
In Logan and its neighboring counties, the Union army decimated entire towns and burned the
county courthouses before marching on to other locales.” The Confederate Army was hardly
more solicitous. Undersupplied and underfunded, it often ssmply took what local citizens would
not allow to be requisitioned or could not afford to give away.”

The departure of regular troops did not end the suffering of the native population. Once
the Union and/or Confederate Army passed through the area, bands of deserters and self-styled
"home guard" units roamed the hills, extorted food and valuables, and generally terrorized their
neighbors.”” Such wartime experiences survived long in the memories of the communities
elders. In 1989, nonagenarian Basil Hatfield recounted his grandparents enduring the theft of

livestock, foodstuffs, and his grandmother's "best" dress.”® The pattern of the story's recounting

"*The perception of "local" versus "outsider" would become extremely critical in the 1880s
and 1890s land rush. The Logan Banner, which began publication in 1889, frequently noted the
war records and nativity of the lawyers and land speculators who facilitated the industrial
transformation of the area. Many of the land deals so negatively portrayed by subsequent analysts
were brokered by men who had been automatically granted welcome and trust because of "who
they were." Asone descendant of a pioneering family noted, "in many cases the people of
Appaachiaweren't ignorant hillbillies taken in by slick outsiders, but like Joseph, were sold into
davery by their own blood kin." Hatfield correspondence, letter no.17.

“Waller, Feud, 32-33.

®William D. Barns, "The Grange and Populist Movementsin West Virginia, 1873-1914"
(Ph.D. diss., West Virginia University, 1946).

""Crowe-Carraco, 45-46; Waller, Feud, 32.

®Basi| Hatfield interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History
Project.
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revealed the family's sense of having been abused. They could understand, if not approve, being
deprived of the food, supplies, and livestock, but that a bunch of men would take his
grandmother's dress seemed like an act of wanton cruelty or capriciousness.

The Civil War disrupted what had been a gradual capitalist development of the Tug
Valley and its geographic environs. Impeded by obstacles such as remoteness from markets and
an increasingly inadequate mode of transportation (the river system), the inhabitants of the
vestigial frontier never abandoned the outside world nor their desire to be a part of it.” How this
subregion of Appalachiamight have developed if the Civil War had not exacerbated the
economic changes already occurring will never be known. The Civil War * caused a sharp break
in regiona development, and exposed the exhausted area to later transformations
industrialization wrought."® The "rediscovery" of the richness of area's timber and coal reserves
during and after the Civil War coincided with technological advances and the political and
economic will to exploit those resources on a national scale.®

When the Civil War ended, the disruption endured by communities in Logan County
during the war continued. The divided loyalties of the inhabitants and the hostility engendered
by soldiers and partisans of the Union and the Confederacy impeded the restoration of normal

public relations. In 1867 because "threats of armed resistance had prevented the collection of

“Altina Waller asserts that because of their wartime experiences, Tug Valley residents were
forced to "[reconstruct] their community,” which profoundly affected their perceptions of the
region and the nation. Waller, Feud, 33.

8K enneth Noe, "'Appalachias Civil War Genesis: Southwest Virginia As Depicted By
Northern and European Writers, 1825-1865" West Virginia History 50 (1991): 91-108, 105.

8Many of the early post-bellum efforts to revive external interest in the exploitation of the
region’s resources were led by Civil War veterans, who had first traveled to the Appalachian
upcountry during military campaigns. One such individual was Jedidiah Hotchkiss, a
Confederate officer and mapmaker.
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taxes since the war, troops were sent in to do the collecting."® Elections held in the late 1860s
also precipitated shows of force. In Logan and other West Virginia counties, "federal bayonets
[guarded] ballot boxes."®

The decade of the 1870s was "one of many plans,” al of which focused on reconnecting
the areato regional and national markets.® Inthe Tug Valley, this transformation encouraged
increased socioeconomic stratification, an increase in entrepreneurial activity, and an
intensification of the efforts to link southwestern West Virginia to external markets.® For
example, mercantile entrepreneur Anthony Lawson moved to expand his local empire by laying
claim to an old three hundred thousand acres’ land grant.?® In the larger Big Sandy Valley,
Catlettsburg, Kentucky, became the center of the region's timber market and the largest hardwood
market in the world.®” Regional entrepreneurs and outside capitalists also launched two railroads,
the Big Sandy Railroad Company and the Chatteroi Railway Company.® Although economic
activity intensified in the 1880s and 1890s, it isimportant to see the initial impact of these
conditions in the 1870s, because they precipitated a transformation of the local community's

internal relations, as well as the community's intercourse with the outside world.

#Barns, 13.

#bid., 13-14.

8Jillson, 417.

®bid.

#Summers, "Owned One-Sixth of West Virginia," 60.
8Ely, 325; Jillson, 213.

8Jillson, 207.
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For most of the twentieth century, journalists, writers, and scholars viewed antebellum
and immediately post-bellum Appalachiaas a"pre-industrial” subsistence-oriented and basically
egalitarian society.® It was widely accepted that Appalachians lived in avirtually isolated world,
and little attention was paid to evidence of socio-cultural and economic stratification, much less
their intensification after the Civil War, even before the onslaught of industrialization.* Some
writers, for instance, the first chronicler of the Hatfield-McCoy feud, New Y ork journalist T. C.
Crawford, purposefully omitted any acknowledgment or description of the elite of Logan
Courthouse who feted him during his 1889 visit.*

In reality, social stratification and cultural differentiation had accompanied white
settlement of Appalachian areas like the Tug Valley. From the beginning, local elites
conscioudly lived "better" than their neighbors and felt few qualms about benefitting from others
misfortunes.? The local elites, who were dominated by the merchant-large landholders, lived in
clapboard covered frame houses decorated with luxury details such as wallpaper, store-bought
furniture, and glass windows.** They sent their children, in some cases girls as well as boys, to

schoolsin eastern Virginia or larger communitiesin Kentucky.* In lifestyle and aspirations,

#®Dwight B. Billings, Mary Beth Pudup, and AltinaL. Waller, "Taking Exception with
Exceptionalism: The Evolution and Transformation of Historical Studies of Appaachia"” in
Appalachia in the Making: 1-24, 3-9.

“lbid.

*'Edwin A. Cubby, "The Transformation of the Tug and Guyandot Valleys: Economic
Development and Social Changesin West Virginia, 1881-1921, (Ph.D. diss., Syracuse
University, 1962), 6; Waller, Feud, 222-228.

®Morton, 310; Noe, 43; Pudup in Appalachian Frontiers, 238, 260.
%Jillson, 128.

%Logan Banner, 17 March 1892. Hatfield correspondence, letter no. 29. Before being sent to
college at age 15, Henry D. Hatfield, who lived on Mate Creek in West Virginia, traveled to
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there was little to distinguish them from rural elitesin other parts of the country.® Lewis
Prichard, afounding member of the innovative Catlettsburg-Huntington timber firm of Vinson,
Goble and Prichard, initially financed his medical education by marketing unclaimed logs that
had broken loose from a dam and washed up on his family's farm.* The misfortune of hisvalley
neighbors launched Prichard on a career that culminated in the presidency of the Charleston
National Bank, the financial epicenter of West Virginia's capitol .

Despite remoteness from the mainstream American marketplace, increasing economic
stratification also occurred in the Tug Valley over the course of the nineteenth century. Between
1850 and 1870, tenancy increased from 30 percent to 50 percent.® At the sametime, the
landholding of the area's elite rose. Between 1850 and 1860, James Nighbert, who had come to

Logan County with his merchant father in the 1840s, had expanded the family's landholding

Blackberry Creek, Kentucky, to attend school. According to arelative, "Doc's' mother Betty
made weekly trips on muleback to take him back and forth, a hardship made worse by his
possession of asingle pair of overalls. Homer Claude McCoy, "The Rise of Education and the
Decline of Feudal Tendenciesin the Tug River Valley of West Virginiaand Kentucky in relation
to the Hatfield and McCoy Feud (masters thesis, Marshall College, 1942), 40.

®Sara Lubitsch Tudiver, “Political Economy and Culturein Central Appalachia, 1790-1977"
(PhD. diss., University of Michigan, 1984), 93-94.

%A. M. Prichard, Descendants of William Prichard (Charleston, W.Va: Tribune Printing
Company, 1912), 44. Lewis Prichard eventually abandoned his medical practice and succeeded
his brother-in-law as president of the Charleston National Bank. Hisyounger brother, R. H.,
invested with Wallace J. Williamson, and Z. T. Vinson in the development of the town of
Williamson. Prichard, Williamson and Vinson also incorporated the Huntington and Kenova
Land Development Company with Vinson's early political patron, Johnson Newlon Camden.
Logan Banner, 16 July 1891 and Huntington Advertiser, 18 February 1891.

bid.
®B\Waller, Feud, 38.
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threefold all while the land's value rose 400 percent.*® By the 1880s, Nighbert was one of the
county's wealthiest and most influential citizens.*® Despite Logan County's remoteness in the
era before the railroads, James Nighbert and his second wife, Alice Lawson, "wintered" in Hot
Springs, Arkansas.'®

In the financially unstable years after the Civil War and before the advent of the railroad,
the communities of the Big Sandy, Tug and Levisavalleys imported more than they exported
although they rafted over 1.2 million dollars worth of wood products, corn, and peltries’ down
river. Inthe 1870s, only the export of coal from the Big Sandy and tributary valleys decreased;
"because of the dangers and irregularities of river transportation [it] could no longer be shipped
[at] aprofit."'® In 1876, Maury's and Fontaine's Resour ces of the Sate of West Virginia
observed of Logan County, "the land is seven-eighths [covered] in timber... and the land in large
tracts may be bought at from $1 to $10 dollars’ an acre.’® Until the completion of the Ohio
Extension of the Norfolk and Western Railroad in 1892, which enabled the profitable exportation

of coal, exploitation of the timber resources of Logan County and southwestern West Virginia

dominated the local export market.'®

“Based on data extrapolated from the 1850 and 1860 Agricultural and Manufacturing Census
reports for Logan County, West Virginia

1%waller, Feud, 143.

104 ogan Banner, 1 January 1891.
102/ erhoeff, 38.

1% bid., 38-39.

1%4M.F. Maury and William M. Fontaine, Resources of West Virginia (Whedling: The Register
Company, 1876), 387-388.

1%5See Cubby "The Transformation of the Tug and Guyandot Valleys' for amore in-depth
analysis of the impact of the timber boom and the early impact of the Norfolk and Western
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Because anyone who owned or had access to land from which timber could be cut and
rafted down river, the entrepreneurial spirit spread out of the traditional elite class. Timbering
especially affected another segment of the "first" families, who, as true pioneers, were locally
influential, but not as well-educated, or as well-connected to the outside world, as the more
recently arrived merchant elite.’® While the merchant elite typically sold or leased their land to
outside owned companies, the lesser elites worked their own operations, with recognizable but
more limited success.™® The most infamous and illustrative individual "timber" entrepreneur
was William Anderson "Devil Anse" Hatfield.

Devil Anse Hatfield's grandfather, Ephraim, was one of the first permanent settlers of the
greater Big Sandy Valley.'® The Hatfield family’s early arrival helped them obtain control of
choice acreage in the valley. Several mouths of the rivers main tributary creeks, the natural
crossroads of the area, were owned and occupied by different branches of the Hatfield clan.®
The family's large numbers also assured their influence. As an early historian of the Big Sandy
Valley noted, at political gatherings it was not uncommon that two to three hundred members of

the crowd were Hatfields.*°

railroad. See Ronald L. Lewis Transforming the Appalachian Countryside for a more recent
and far reaching analysis of the same period.

%Example of first families: Hatfields; examples of merchant elite: Nighbert and Lawson.
9Spence, 234. The most prominent example in Logan was the timber firm Cole and Crane.
%waller, Feud, 34.

"®Hatfield correspondence, letter no. 12.

LOE|y, 202,
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Sometime in the 1860s or 1870s, Devil Anse Hatfield, who had inherited no land from his
father, entered the timber business.*** With little land of his own in the beginning, Devil Anse
first harvested timber from his brothers' lands but eventually acquired or controlled thousands of
acres through purchase, skillful use of local merchants as creditors, and by manipulating the legal
system.'?

Devil Anse's aggressive tactics unfortunately coincided with tense economic conditions
and arapidly evolving socia atmosphere. In 1878, a court case involving Devil Anse's kinsman,
Floyd Hatfield, launched twelve years of intermittent violence and constant legal wrangling.*
The Hatfield-McCoy Feud, asit cameto be called, might have destroyed all of Devil Anse and
Elias Hatfield's achievements as timbermen if not for the coming of the railroad and the cod
industry.** The younger sons of the brothers' Hatfield, who were born as their fathers prospered,
but were too young to be caught up in the feud, found ways to adapt to the new industrial order
and salvaged the family's political and economic, if not social, influence.*

Like the rest of the country, West Virginiaand its people faced several turning pointsin

the 1880s. Timber, railroad, and coal ventures were transforming the farms and forests.™® After

acentury of struggling with inadequate transportation links to the national marketplace and a

MwWaller, Feud, 40.
"2Ibid., 40-50.

3T he two best works on the Hatfield-McCoy feud are: Otis Rice's Hatfields and McCoys
which is recommended for a clear narrative of the feud, and Altina Waller's Feud: Hatfields,
McCoys and Social Change in Appalachia, 1860-1900 for a deeper and more detailed analysis of
how the feud reflects the impact of rural industrialization.

Wwaller, Feud, 236.
1bid., 242-243.
118_ewis, Appalachian Countryside, 7.
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cash-poor economic system, many West Virginians embraced the new era.'*’ The railroad
dramatically increased consumer contact with the outside world, but more importantly, many
farmers believed the railroad would connect them to alarger market.*® What was not obvious at
the time was the limitations of the railroad, which served primarily as a conduit for finished
goods coming into the state and raw materials heading out of the state; it "did little to cut through
the internal compartmentalization of the mountains."*** Traditional political leaders on the local
and state level lost ground to transplanted outsiders and a new native generation who received

120

their educations and professional training outside of the state.™™ West Virginias timber and coal

helped fuel the industria transformation of the nation, but the positive results for most West
Virginians were limited, superficial, and fleeting.***

However, the pace of progress overwhelmed most objections to the course devel opment
was taking. Moreover, its means and validation bore the stamp of legality. Nineteenth century
American society was “in a hurry and the contract was the legal instrument that hel ped them to

move fast."*? The ascendancy of the modern written contract meant that many states had to

reconfigure their legal and judicial systems. One such state was West Virginia, whose most

17 John Alexander Williams, "Davis and Elkins of West Virginia: Businessmen in Politics"
(Ph.D. diss, Yale University, 1967), 41.

“84arry M. Caudill, Night Comes to the Cumberlands: A Biography of a Depressed Area
(Boston: Little, Brown, & Company, 1963), 76.

Dudley H. Plunkett and Mary Jean Bowman, Elites and Change in the Kentucky Mountains
(Lexington, Ky.: University Press of Kentucky, 1973), 20.

1205ee Chapter 8 "New Men Versus Old Men" of Lewis, Appalachian Countryside, 211-234.
2IRasmussen, Absentee Landowning, 102.

22Robert R. Bell, The Philadelphia Lawyer: A History, 1735-1945 (Selinsgrove, Penn.:
Susguehanna University Press, 1992), 108.

26



dedicated booster, Gov. William Alexander MacCorkle, bluntly identified the single largest
barrier to the state's industrial development. “‘ The land law of West Virginiais peculiar,’”
MacCorkle observed, because it "reflected the activities of several generations of large and small
speculators, spasmodic and inconsistent attempts at revision and reform, and a chaotic system of
land registry inherited from Virginia"'® In West Virginia, legislators and jurists spent several
decades clarifying land titles so that the railroad, timber, and coal companies contracts could be
considered ironclad and binding.***

A series of "land laws" were passed by the West Virginialegidature that clarified land
titles and facilitated the efforts of natives and outsiders to launch massive extraction effortsin
timber and coal.**®* During the decade that followed, obstructions to the full-scale
industrialization of southwestern West Virginiawere also removed. In 1880, the United States
Army Corps of Engineers reported that 148 miles of the Big Sandy River system had been
cleared of obstructions, and navigation had been improved by the construction of a series of wing
dams.'® By the end of the decade, the N& W railroad had wound its way from southwestern

Virginia, through southeastern West Virginia, and was poised to enter the Tug Valley on its way

to Ohio and the Great L akes.

[11. Conclusion:

12MacCorkle quoted in Williams, “Class, Section, and Culture,” in Appalachia in the Making,
215.

124See Lewis, Appalachian Countryside and Rasmussen, Absentee Landowning.
125_ewis, Appalachian Countryside, 86-87.

126Quoted in Prospectus of the Big Sandy Land and Manufacturing Company in Logan,
Wyoming, and McDowell counties, West Virginia (Camden, N.J.: n.p., 1882), 12. WVRHC.
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The first one hundred years of white settlement in the Tug Valley influenced the ways in
which the valley's inhabitants reacted to industrial development and conflict. First, the
geography of the Tug Valley fostered a system of clientelist political, economic, and social
interaction that little reflected the area’ s political boundaries. While the areawas isolated and
enjoyed little intercourse with external markets, land ownership and family size and connections
could be parlayed into local influence and power. Conversely, cash-based wealth and contacts
with the outside world empowered another €elite faction to represent the valley beyond its
boundaries.*’

Second, the pre-railroad, "pre-industrial" economy of southwestern Virginia was neither
solely subsistence-oriented nor static. Nor was the "company system” of the coal industry
something new to the valley's inhabitants. Asearly asthe 1840s, the Valley's residents were
familiar with the "piecework™ system of ginseng gathering and trading. Although many locals
harvested the root, they were subcontractors in a system that primarily benefitted the merchants
who bought their neighbors' roots and amassed afinancially significant amount of product.
Merchant James Nighbert ran a"ginseng factory" that employed several people to dry and
process the roots he had purchased before transporting them to Philadel phia.*®

Merchants like Nighbert, who capitalized on the ginseng trade, also provided the primary

financial infrastructure for their local communities. Utilizing a mixture of barter and seasonal

credit systems, they provided their clientele with goods that could not be produced locally while

127A ccording to Billings and Blee, in the community they studied, Clay County, in eastern
Kentucky, whole families were often integrated in an interlocking grid of these relationships.
The author documents a similar situation in this study. Billings and Blee, Road to Poverty,
131,133

128Spence, 164.
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simultaneously providing a conduit to outside markets. One Logan County merchant offered a
"good pair of boots or afine suit of clothes" for a"pound of seng."** The notoriety of the
company store system has overshadowed this earlier experience with credit purchasing. In
retrospect, the exploitive nature of most company stores obscures the possibility that in the early
years of industrialization, mountaineers may have expected the neighborly patience and
forbearance that many were extended by ol d-time merchants.**°

Third, the benefits that accrued to the merchants in the "pre-industrial” era were not only
economic, but also social and political. Aswas the case with the economy in which they figured
so prominently, the merchant class was not monolithic. One group of merchants emerged
primarily from the first settlers of the area. The "capital” of this group was largely their control
of "prime" locations at natural crossroads and the heads of waterways.*** The confluence of
natural advantage and economic activity enhanced the social and political position of these
individuals who garnered local governmental responsibilities as magistrates, justices of the
peace, and sheriffs. The hierarchical “place’ held by these men was reflected in their possession

of the old Virginia appellation of "squire."**

129 ogan Banner, 14 August 1890 quoted in Cubby, 29 and Eller, 22.
10Spence, 164.
BiEler, 11.

32F]ler, 12; Hennen, "Benign Betrayal," 49. The correlation between "first settler status' and
political power was not unique to the Appalachian South, but also occurred in the rural Midwest.
John Mack Farragher asserts, "original settler families held a monopoly of political power.” John
Mack Farragher, "Open-Country Community: Sugar Creek, Illinois, 1820-1850," in Steven Hahn
and Jonathan Prude, eds. The Countryside in the Age of Capitalist Transformation: Essaysin the
Social History of Rural America (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press, 1985):
233-258, 243.
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A more affluent tier of merchants appeared in the decades between 1810 and 1850, during
the first push to nationalize the American economy. Primarily viathe river system, these
merchants entered the remote areas of the country like central Appalachia and established trade
networks that provided the national and international markets with commodities such as ginseng
and fur. In contrast to their neighbors who ran trading posts and dealt in small amounts of
commodities for alocal and small regional market along the Big Sandy river system, the later
arrivals were better capitalized and traded in more bankable commoditiesin financial centerslike
Philadel phia and Baltimore.

For Anthony Lawson and James Nighbert, putting down roots in remote areas placed
them at the pinnacle of their local society. They were connected to and knowledgeable of the
outside world, better educated, and enjoyed a somewhat more refined lifestyle. From this class
of merchants were chosen the area's state and national representatives. Considered more capable
of interacting with remote powerbrokers, the community's best educated and most prominent
members were entrusted with the protection and advancement of local interests. The resultant
dovetailing of personal and public interest in the operation of the region's politics profoundly
affected the ared's industrial transformation.

Although a member never resided in Logan County until the family fortunes declined, the
Floyd family of southwestern Virginia spearheaded efforts to improve navigation of the Big
Sandy and its tributaries, which serviced the iron and saltworks purchased by George Rogers

Clark Floyd in 1853.2® The Civil War effectively destroyed the Floyds hopes for their industrial

133JilIson, 143-144 and Troy Floyd, Jr. to Robert L. Floyd 4 September 1951, in George
Rogers Clark Floyd Papers, WVRHC.
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investments on the Tug Fork.** Still, when G. R. C. Floyd moved to Logan County, the
connection forged between the Floyds and the Hatfields proved instrumental to the exercise of
influence by both families.**

Fourth, after nearly a century of struggling to improve transportation into their region, the
residents of southwestern West Virginiawelcomed the announcement of the Norfolk and
Western's intention to build arailroad through the Tug Valley. However, none of the Valley
residents could have predicted the impact of the realization of their fondest dream. The railroad's
path accel erated development only in one half of Logan County, and less than three years after
the completion of the railroad, the county was divided.

Chapter 2 explains how the arrival of the Norfolk & Western Railroad in the Tug Valley
profoundly affected economic, political, and socia relations in Logan County. Previous scholars
have asserted that the industrial development which occurred in the wake of the railroad’ s arrival
utterly transformed the region and created a whole new dynamic of public intercourse. By

contrast, this study shows that, while the economic stakes were raised and political alliances were

reconfigured, the basic pattern of human interaction remained unchanged.

134Jillson, 144. In 1857 the Floyd family landsin Burke's Garden Virginiawere sold to
Anthony Lawson of Logan County, who in turn sold forty-six thousand acres in the Logan areato
George Rogers Clark Floyd. After acheckered political career, Floyd moved to Logan. Both his
son John B. Floyd and grandson George Rogers Clark Wiles were an important Democratic
politicians in southern West Virginia.

%G, R. C. Floyd was an early mentor of Henry D. Hatfield, who later became governor of
West Virginia. Henry D. Hatfield to C. H. Ambler, 5 December 1953, Hatfield Papers,
WVRHC. Floyd s son, John B. Floyd, apolitical ally of Devil Anse Hatfield, wasthe likely
connection between Hatfield and West Virginia governor E. Willis Wilson during the feud.
Waller, Feud, 175.
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CHAPTER 2

THE ARRIVAL OF THE RAILROAD
AND THE INDUSTRIAL TRANSFORMATION OF THE TUG VALLEY, 1888-1894

"The native mountain people were sold,
like Joseph into Egypt, by their blood kin."*
--Margaret Hatfield

When the Norfolk & Western announced its intention to build an "Ohio Extension" to
connect Virginiato the Ohio River market system, the pace and extent of land speculation in
southwestern West Virginiaincreased dramatically. As historian AltinaWaller has observed,
"the year 1888 was the most important turning point in the history of the Tug Valley" -- it was
the year the N& W surveyors appeared.> Asthe railroad's construction proceeded through Logan
County in the late 1880s and early 1890s, profound economic and political changes followed in
itswake.

The forces unleashed by the arrival of the railroad in the Tug Valley precipitated the
creation of Mingo County. First, the railroad made possible the advent of commercial coal
mining and precipitated an economic boom along the railroad’ s route in the Tug Valley which
constituted the western half of Logan County.® Second, because the railroad bypassed Logan
Courthouse, the county seat, industrial development became a divisive issue among the political
elites of the county. Third, the N& W’ s dual construction drive, from the northwest and the

southeast, fostered the rise to prominence of two different groups of elites and outsider alliesin

"Margaret Hatfield correspondence, |etter no. 17.
AWaller, Feud, 199.

3Prior to 1895, Logan County included both the Guyan and Tug Valleys. When the 1895
West Virginialegislature authorized the creation of the new county, Mingo, the division roughly
followed a natural barrier, the Guyan ridgeline which separated the two halves of the county into
the Guyan and Tug Fork watersheds.
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western Logan County. The chapter concludes with a discussion of how two crises, the Panic of
1893 and the King Land Case (1894-1913), brought all of these issues to a head and created the

framework for future political, economic, and social relations in Mingo County.

|. Development Follows The Path of the Ohio Extension,1889-1894

The route of the Ohio Extension of the Norfolk & Western Railroad determined which
part of Logan County would first experience industrial growth. The final decision concerning the
route was made on February 1, 1889, and set in motion a "rush to acquire coal leasesin Mingo."*
Two developments prompted the drive: the confirmation of the specific route that the Ohio
Extension would follow through Logan County and the incorporation of the Guyandot Coal Land
Association (GCLA). Because of the railroad's route, the economic devel opment and
transformation of the western half of Logan County quickly outstripped development in the
eastern half of the county.® The catalyst for the boom in western Logan County was the purchase
of alarge tract of land by the Guyandot Coal Land Association, a corporation with very closeties

with the Norfolk & Western.®

“Waller, Feud, 154; Walter R. Thurmond, The Logan Coal Field of West Virginia: A Brief
History (Morgantown: West Virginia University Library, 1964), 29. Thurmond's observation
was written many years after Mingo County was created. In 1890, the year to which he refers
however, the area which became Mingo was still the western half of Logan County.

*Cubby, "Transformation," 18.

®Coal Trade Journal 29 (23 April 1890): 199. Members of the Association were: E.W. Clark,
Stephen A. Caldwell, William W. Justice, and Edward W. Denniston, all of Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania, and Jedidiah Hotchkiss of Staunton, Virginia. The board of directors included:
Clark, Caldwell, Denniston, Hotchkiss, and Justice, and S.H. Chauvenet and J.H. Dingee. The
association officers were: president, Clark; vice-president, Justice; secretary-treasurer J. Milton
Colton. The managers were Clark, Denniston, and Hotchkiss. Clark, Denniston and Colton were
business associatesin E. W. Clark & Company, a Philadelphiainvestment banking firm. S. A.
Caldwell was associated with the Fidelity Insurance Company of Philadel phia; Justice the
Justice, Bateman & Company wool merchant firm, and S. H. Chauvenet, the Robinson Furnace;
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In addition to reporting the creation of the Guyandot Coal Land Association, the April 23
1890 issue of the Coal Trade Journal reported that the Ohio Extension was under "vigorous
construction."” By the end of 1890, the Journal reported that the N& W had completed the
surveys and purchased the rights of way needed to complete the extension.2 A news item from a
Logan County newspaper emphasized the local impact of the N&W's initial undertakings. On
December 18, 1890, the Logan Banner announced, "Mr. H. K. Shumate has had a seven foot vein
of coal opened."® The correlation between the commencement of the N& W's construction
projects and the opening of Shumate's was not coincidental. Shumate was one of the first West
Virginialawyers hired by the railroad.”

Along the railroad's main construction route in the western half of the county, all was not
well. In September, the N& W advertised atwo hundred dollar reward in the Logan Banner for
information regarding shots that had been fired into its assistant engineer's office at Miller's
Creek, on Tug River.'! The announcement offered no clues to the shooter's motivation, but there
were at least three likely reasons. First, the shots were accidental, stray bullets fired by a hunting
party without malice or forethought. Second, the shots constituted an act of retaliatory vandalism

by a disgruntled employee or someone with a grievance against an employee of therailroad. The

and J. H. Dingee was identified only as a Philadel phia banker and representative of English
investors. For more on the history of E. W. Clark & Company, see Frederick Winslow Clark, "A
Case Study of E. W. Clark and Company: Investment Banking Firm, 1837-1957" (master's thesis,
University of Nebraska, Lincoln, 1958).

"Coal Trade Journal 29 (23 April 1890): 199.
8Coal Trade Journal 29 (17 December 1890): 609.
°Logan Banner, 18 December 1890.

“Mingo Republican, 10 February 1911.

| ogan Banner, 10 September 1891.



third and more intriguing possibility is that the shots constituted "an act of resistance” against the
agents of development, an act not without precedent in West Virginia. In 1889, squattersin
Randolph county had resisted violently the loss of their land to "foreign capitalists."*?

In February 1891, public advertising of the coal resources of the Guyandot Coal Land
Association (GCLA) began in industry publications and in southern West Virginia newspapers.
The GCLA did not equivocate about its corporate motivation or its development interests. The
company identified itself as“a corporation owning 260,000 acres of coal land . . . [that] proposes
to lease out suitable tracts to coal men at aroyalty of ten and twelve cents aton."** Only aweek
later, the Huntington Advertiser revealed something of the scope of investments along the N&W.
The February 18 issue of the Advertiser noted, "within the past elghteen months millions of
Northern and English capital has been spent in the purchase of coal and timber lands tributary . . .
[to] the Norfolk & Western."** In the same issue, the Advertiser identified another group of
investors. Johnson Newlon Camden and severa business associates had formed a " syndicate”
and "purchased the most desirable portion of this valuable property."*®

Nearly two years of financial development and advertisement preceded the first mining
company incorporation. At least three nationally known experts were brought in to examine the
potential of the GCLA coal lands: Jedidiah Hotchkiss, I. C. White, and Andrew Roy. Identified
by the Coal Trade Journal as "the well-known mining expert of Ohio," Roy worked for the

GCLA for at least six months and, during that time, wrote one of the first descriptions of what

“Barns, 686.

3Coal Trade Journal 30 (11 February 1891): 69.
Y“Huntington Advertiser, 18 February 1891.
Blbid.
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made the GCLA's lands so attractive. Published in the Coal Trade Journal, Roy's article, "The
Advantages of the Coalfield To Be," depicted the GCLA land in glowing and tempting terms.
all the mineswill be drift . . . requiring neither machinery to lift coa nor
pump water; the dip and rise of the stratais. . . sufficient for natural
drainage and easy and inexpensive haulage. The roof is sandstone in many
places, easily worked where blasting is necessary . . . [and] the codl is
remarkably free from sulphur.*®
While al of the above observations may have been accurate, their enticement valueis
immeasurable. Because of several natural "advantages,” Roy's article implied that mines could
be opened in the field for aminimal capital outlay, all while producing a highly desirable coal for
market.”
Coal mines were opened in Wayne County at Fleming and Dunlow a year before any
mines were opened in western Logan County.”® This early development had been made possible
by the N&W's dual construction drive; the rail line was being constructed from the west and the

east.” Located to the west of Logan's worst geographic barriers, and closer to Charleston,

Fleming and Dunlow were more quickly accessed.”? Unfortunately for the operators of the

*Andrew Roy, "The Advantages of the Coalfield to Be," in Coal Trade Journal 30 (24 June
1891): 302.

Y bid.

8Coal Trade Journal 31 (9 March 1892): 136.

¥_ogan Banner, 29 September 1892.

A uthor's assertion based on available geographic information.
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mines, the coal veins were also thinner and of poorer quality.? By the time other minesin the
GCLA holdings were opened, those at Fleming and Dunlow had failed.?

The first coal company located in the area that became Mingo County was incorporated in
August 1891. Thefiveinvestors of this company, the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing
Company, were awho's who of southwestern West Virginias pro-industry Democrats: Z. T.
Vinson, lawyer and business associate John C. C. Mayo and Johnson Newlon Camden, R. H.
Prichard, businessman and brother of Lewis Prichard, president of the Charleston National Bank,
John Q. Dickinson, salt manufacturer and banker, also from Charleston, Thomas H. Harvey,
Logan County's "law and order judge" from Huntington, and Wallace J. Williamson, who
although an area native, had made his fortune in timber and banking in Catlettsburg, Kentucky.?

Before creating the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company, Wallace J.
Williamson and his business associates capitalized on the coming of the railroad by buying land
and creating the town of Williamson in honor of Wallace J. Williamson's father Benjamin.?* In
the middle of July 1891, the Logan Banner excitedly announced the venture, "'Ho, For
Williamson'." According to the Banner, Williamson and his fellow investors bought twelve

hundred acres of his brother's farm for thirty thousand dollars.® Two weeks |ater, the Banner

21 Thurmond, 24.

“peter Roper, Jedidiah Hotchkiss: Rebel Mapmaker and Virginia Businessman
(Shippensburg, PA: White Man Publishing Co., 1992), 174-175.

Z"Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company,” Reports of Incorporation in Acts of the
West Virginia Legislature for 1891 (Charleston, WV: Moses W. Donnally, 1891), 88; (Wallace J.
Williamson) Ely, 290, 324; (R.H. Prichard) Prichard, 53-54; (J.Q. Dickinson), West Virginia
Heritage Encyclopedia, 6: 1337.

| ogan Banner, 16 July 1891.

®|pid. Disagreement appears in the accounts of Wallace J. Williamson's purchase of family
landholdings in order to start the town; the confusion largely stems from his father and brother
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reported that Z. T. Vinson, John S. Marcum, John A. Sheppard, and U. B. Buskirk intended to
start a newspaper, The Sandy New Erain Williamson.?® At an August 26, 1891, city lot sale,
seventy-five lots sold at an average price of three hundred dollars, with arange between two
hundred and six hundred twenty-five dollars.?

However, the early enthusiasm for western Logan’ s development diminished when the
N&W abandoned plans to build a connecting line to the county seat. A minor note in the Logan
Banner from January 15, 1891 portended the splinter of Logan into two counties: "Locating the
line of the Guyandotte Branch of the N&W has been directed to stop."?® Without a branch line
extending over the Guyan ridgeline, the natural barrier that divided the county in two became a
line of demarcation. West and south of the ridge, railroad construction continued, population
concentrations appeared along the track lines, and plans to open coa mines proceeded. East of
the ridgeline, development slowed to a standstill with only periodic efforts at revival for over a
decade.”

The single most important Norfolk & Western news of 1892 occurred on September 22,
1892, when "the two halves of the Ohio Extension joined . . . near the mouth of Lick Creek --

about midway between Williamson and Hatfield Bend."*® The importance of the completion of

both being “Benjamin” Williamson.
|_ogan Banner, 30 July 1891.
"L ogan Banner, 26 August 1891.
8| ogan Banner, 15 January 1891.

*These assertions are based on extrapolations from data in the United States Census and West
Virginia Department of Mines reports. Specific details and citations appear later in thisand
subsequent chapters.

¥_ogan Banner, 29 September 1892. N& W President Kimball described Hatfield Bend as
“the worst place on the Ohio Extension” because of lawlessness and violence. Kimball
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the railroad cannot be overstated. Since the Tug Valley had been settled in the late 1790s, the
ared's geography had consistently impeded economic growth and contact with the outside world.
An example from a contemporary newspaper best illustrates this dilemma. 1n 1892 the editor of
Wayne County’ s Twelve Pole Monitor complained that it cost $1.25 to transport a $1.00 chair
from Huntington to the Logan-Wayne County area. The completion of the railroad, while it
aleviated the problem of the cost of importing goods, dramatically altered the rest of the area's
social, economic, and political fabric. The railroad gave Logan Banner editor Henry Clay
Ragland a whipping boy for the area's social woes and a scapegoat for the difficulties of southern
West Virginia's Democrats.

The ebb and flow of local opinion was reflected in and sometimes led by the editoria's of
the local newspaper editor. After giddily heralding the N& W's approach, Henry Clay Ragland
quickly turned into one of the railroad's most vocal critics. In the pages of the Logan Banner,
Ragland bemoaned the rise in taxes and blamed arise in crime and epidemic disease on the
Italian and African-American railroad workers.** Ragland was not just a concerned newspaper
editor. Hewas also apracticing lawyer and local speculator whose early aspirations for the
railroad's impact on Logan's economy, and his own fortunes, were squelched when the route

bypassed eastern Logan County.*

correspondence cited in Cubby, 160. However an observation by one Hatfield descendant offers
another explanation for why the inhabitants roused the ire of Kimball. According to Margaret
Hatfield, the Hatfields and related families of the Bend could not be cheated out of their land.
Hatfield correspondence, letter no.12. So, perhaps it was this recalcitrance, and not just the
Hatfield’s misdeeds, that roused Kimball’sire.

$Undated article from Twelvepole Monitor quoted in Chapman, 17.
| ogan Banner, 30 July 1891 quoted in Cubby, Transformation, 161-164.

#Edwin A. Cubby, "Railroad Building and the Rise of the Port of Huntington," West Virginia
History 32 (October 1970): 234-247, 234, 238-230.
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Between 1890 and 1892 tension over the impact of development continued torise. As
early as April 1890, Logan Banner editor Ragland revealed to his readers the negative impact of
the land speculation that accompanied the arrival of the railroad:

The value placed upon our lands by the speculatorsis no fair criterion

of their value. . . our home market for grain has enabled our farmers to

live, but when the N&W is completed the present price for grain will

be reduced more than one half. We hope that the prevalent custom of

putting the small farmer in the clutches of the speculator will be

avoided in the reassessment.®
In this one editorial, Ragland touched on two issues that became common complaints across the
United States in the last quarter of the nineteenth century: the ascendancy of the "non-producer”
speculator and the railroad's complete reconfiguration of the small producer's place in local,
regional, and national marketplaces.

By 1892, Ragland still praised local entrepreneurs but loudly criticized "outsider"
operations. Ragland celebrated R. B. Lawson's single shipment of twenty-five rafts of logs and
noted that Lawson was "the largest individual timber man in the county, and is doing, probably
more than any other man in the county to circulate money."* Conversely, in an editorial titled,
"People Exploited by Monopoly,"” Ragland complained that "the chief industry of this community
is getting out logs for the Little Kanawha Lumber Company."* Ragland's statement underscores

that in theindustrial transformation period, southern West Virginians were aware of the threat

dependency on a single industry presented to local economic vitality.

#Logan Banner, 24 April 1890.
*|_ogan Banner, 31 March 1892,
%|_ogan Banner, 17 March 1892,
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I1. The Reconfiguration of Logan County Politics, 1890-1894:

Beginning in 1890, issues related to industrial transformation dominated Logan County
politics. Although united in the antebellum period in their pursuit of economic devel opment,
after the Civil War, the county elites aligned with different leaders of the state’s Democratic
party. However, because Logan Countians already understood who the local politicians
followed, contemporary press coverage of elections generally focused on issues that affected the
factional schism. For example, the two issues that dominated the Logan Banner's coverage of
the 1890 election, race and outside corporate control of local development, permeated all
subsequent elections.®

Both issues reflect the local perception of the threat from the railroad and coal developers.
Not surprisingly, the Banner did not criticize Logan's home-grown entrepreneurs or editor
Ragland's fellow Democratic politician-capitalists. The Banner reserved its criticism for the
railroad and the coal developers coming in from out of state and Logan's southeastern
predominantly Republican neighbors. Logan's Democratic candidates for the state legislature
faced Republican candidates from counties to the east, counties already accessed by the N&W
and producing coal.

Thefirst issue that dominated the 1890 Logan County election was race. Asaformer
Confederate stronghold, Logan County was not known for racial or ethnic tolerance in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The Banner's editor, Henry Clay Ragland, while a pro-
economic growth lawyer was also aracially bigoted Confederate veteran. One of the first
railroad-associated criticisms Ragland lobbed was an attack on the African Americans and

Italians who worked on the N&W construction crews. According to Ragland, the construction

3"The subsequent elections referred to are the Mingo County €l ections.
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camps were havens of vice, gambling, and drinking and the workers themsel ves were responsible
for an unprecedented rise in the Logan's crime rate.®

Ragland's racia vitriol intensified and became more overtly political as the 1890 election
approached. Inthe October 16, 1890, issue of the Banner, Ragland accused the Republican Party
of "[scheming] to Africanize West Virginia by colonizing it with negroes from North Carolina."*
Ragland’s commentary illustrated the local reaction to what was perceived as an onslaught of
imported African-American rail and coal industry laborers whose political loyalty bolstered the
development of powerful Republican organizations in the counties undergoing industrial
development.”® On election eve, Ragland exploited his readers worst racial fear by suggesting
that a Republican victory would result in school desegregation.*

The second issue Ragland stressed during the 1890 campaign underscored his
disillusionment with the forces that were guiding southern West Virginia's development. To
Ragland, the diehard Democrat, the southern West Virginia Republican party had passed
completely under the control of business interests. On October 23, Banner readers were

reminded that "a party which has sold itself to corporations and trusts is always to be watched."*?

*|_ogan Banner, 30 July 1891.

¥|ogan Banner, 16 October 1890. West Virginia Democrats had effectively played the "race
card" asfar back as 1870, when it facilitated their recapture of the state legislature. Milton
Gerofsky, "Reconstruction in West Virginia' (master'sthesis, West Virginia University, 1942),
71.

“°Rice and Brown, 206.

“'Logan Banner, 6 November 1890.

“2| ogan Banner, 23 October 1890.
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A week later, on October 30, Ragland reiterated the issue: "remember that in thefight . . . one
side represents a happy home and the other side a gilded hell ."*®

Ragland's partisan attacks during the 1890 campaign, combined with the rhetoric of local
entrepreneur-lawyers obscured the equally exploitive role played by many Democrats. For
example, Z. T. Vinson, one of the leading attorneys in the King cases, was a lieutenant of
Johnson Newlon Camden, a wealthy Parkersburg capitalist, one of the leaders of the West
Virginia Democratic party, and the representative of Standard Qil's interestsin the state.

To understand how both the Republican and Democratic parties were pro-industrial
development while publicly maintaining a "party of the people" stance, one must examine the
post-Reconstruction evolution of the local parties. After the Civil War and the Democratic
"Redemption” of the state, Union Army veteran Nathan Goff preserved the West Virginia
Republican party. Goff's party re-building/maintaining strategies had included: sending bands of
the party faithful as relief workers into flood-ravaged areas during a cycle of devastating floods
in the 1870s and helping Union veterans apply for their pensions. However, Goff lost control of
the party following the resolution of the 1888 gubernatorial race, which deadlocked with three
men, including Goff, claiming to be governor.*

In a bitter year-long battle over who actually won the election, Goff's Democratic
opponents focused their argument on allegations of illegal voting by African Americansin
several counties. One of the counties under scrutiny was McDowell, through which the Norfolk
& Western had already passed on itsway to Logan. Strong Republican organizations had

emerged by 1888 in McDowell and the neighboring counties penetrated by the railroad by 1888.

“3Logan Banner, 30 October 1890.
“Rice and Brown, 206.
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Republicans had or would control most of these southeastern West Virginia counties for over
four decades. The charges raised during the 1888 contested election hearings and the arrival in
Logan of asignificant (in hisview) number of African-American railroad workers combined to
convince Henry Clay Ragland that with the arrival of the N& W, a"Black Republican” net
seemed to be closing in around Logan County.*

In the early 1890s, Logan County became an isolated Democratic stronghold in a bloc of
relatively new but powerfully backed Republican county organizations.® Even though Logan
County remained Democratic, the tensions aroused by the railroad's routing and the King case
split the County's faithful between factions led by former West Virginia Governor E. Willis
Wilson and Johnson Newlon Camden.*” Camden's influence was most apparent among the pro-
development native elite and lawyer-business elite whose activities in the 1880s focused on land,

timber, and railroad ventures.*®

45James Henry Jacobs, "The West Virginia Gubernatorial Contest, 1888-1890," West Virginia
History 7 (April 1946): 159-220.

“John Alexander Williams, "The New Dominion and the Old: Antebellum and Statehood
Politics as the Background of West Virginia's 'Bourbon Democracy'," West Virginia History 33
(July 1972): 317-407.

“Ibid., 391. The Wilson faction coalesced around Devil Anse Hatfield. Ludwell H. Johnson
[11, "The Horrible Butcheries of West Virginia: Dan Cunningham on the Hatfield-McCoy Feud,"
West Virginia History 56 (1985-1986):25-44, 38. Camden's influence in Logan centered around
the courthouse; his alliesincluded Henry Clay Ragland and Z. T. Vinson. Waller, Feud, 146.

“8Evidence of Camden's influence can be traced through patronage appointments and
Camden's investments in some of his lieutenants business ventures. Father andson S. S. and Z.
T. Vinson were key campaigners for Camden in his 1894 run against E. Willis Wilson for a
senatorial appointment. S. S. Vinson, a pioneering timberman of Wayne County, had served as
U.S. Marshall for southern West Virginiain the early 1890s. Both Vinsons and Camden were
investors in the Huntington-Kenova Land Development Company. John Alexander Williams, "A
Note and Documents on the Wayne County Shooting Incident During the Election Campaign of
1894," West Virginia History 33 (January 1972): 152-156, 152-153.
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Although from northeastern West Virginia, Governor Wilson gained support in Logan
County for two reasons. First, while governor he had intervened on behalf of the Hatfields
during the Hatfield-McCoy feud. He had opposed allowing Kentucky vigilante-posses (McCoy
alies) to arrest West Virginia citizens (Hatfields) and take them back to Kentucky for trial.
Second, as the Feud furor died down and an anti-N& W sentiment increased in Logan, Wilson's
anti-railroad, pro-farmer, pro-small businessman platform attracted voters from among those who
had not materially benefitted from the arrival of the railroad and coal industry.*

Exactly why Logan County became a scene of Camden-Wilson factional fighting in 1890
isnot clear, given the recurrence of the struggle in 1894, but both men were probably jockeying
for the allegedly solidly Democratic Logan support in abid for the U.S. Senatorship. Therift
between Logan's Camden and Wilson Democrats, which only widened between 1890 and 1894,
also reflected the exacerbation of local social and economic tension by development initiatives.™

One of the election return reports from the November 6, 1890, issue of the Banner
illuminates the political turmoil that beset Logan County and led to itsdivision: "M. A. Ferrell
and J. E. Rutherford brought in the returns from Mates Creek. In that precinct the Democrats
gained five and the Republicans lost ten on the vote of 1888."! First, it should be noted that
Mate Creek was located in western Logan County where the railroad, identified as a conduit for

Republicanism, was being constructed.®® Second, because of the close connection between the

“\Waller, Feud, 176.

OWilliams, "New Dominion," 391; Lawson, 45. Sidney B. Lawson, the Logan delegate who
proposed the bill to create Mingo County, revealed in his memoirs that he had been chosen to run
for office specifically because he was young and his political inexperience meant that he had no
enemies.

> ogan Banner, 6 November 1890.
*2Williams, Captains of Industry, 230.
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railroad and Republicanism, the decrease in Republican votes between 1888 and 1890 may have
reflected the disillusionment and/or racial fears aroused by the railroad's arrival.

Most important, the shifting vote count of the Mate Creek precinct underscored the
political impact of the changes occurring in western Logan County, chief among these were those
affecting the Hatfield clan for whom the Mate Creek precinct was home. By 1890, the feud with
the McCoys was drawing to a close, and several Hatfields had been tried and sentenced to prison.
On February 18, 1890, Ellison "Cottontop” Mounts was executed for participating in one
particularly brutal attack on the McCoy family. Sometime that year, or shortly thereafter, Devil
Anse, and his brother Elias moved their families from the Mate Creek area, which was right on
the border with Kentucky and into the interior of Logan County.*

By 1890, the Hatfields and severa marriage-allied families in the Mate Creek area had
sold thousands of acres to the railroad land companies and other outside capitalists.> Devil
Anse's son Johnse and Ellison's son Valentine also worked as land agents for these outside
interests.®® As the popularity of the railroad and outsider entrepreneurial activity waned, perhaps
the Hatfields close affiliation with these groups compounded the family insecurity over their
personal safety.

William Ely's 1887 History of the Big Sandy Valley reveals why where the Hatfields lived

was important. As Ely noted "at alarge gathering . . . to listen to a political discussion there were

BWaller, Feud, 228-231, 198, 243. Devil Anse Hatfield built a home on Main Island Creek,
while his brother Elias settled in Logan Courthouse.

>*Logan Banner, 11 April 1889. Several Hatfields, Mahons and Vance sold nearly eight
thousand acres to outside devel opers.

*Darrell G. Brumfield and Richard N. Ellis, More Stories About Gilbert, West Virginia and
Surrounding Communities (Baltimore, MD: Gateway Press Inc, 1995), 415 (Johnse); Hatfield
correspondence, letter no.13 (Vaentine). AltinaWaller states that Johnse was a detective for
U.S. Coal & Coke. Waller, Feud, 245.
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... over three hundred votersin the crowd who were either Hatfields or had Hatfield blood
coursing through their veins."*® In an erawhen Logan County probably had between one and two
thousand voters, wherever the Hatfields lived, they controlled that precinct, and whichever party
secured the Hatfields support won the political contest at hand.

The persistence of vivavoce voting magnified the Hatfields influence at public political
gatherings.>” Although West Virginia had passed alaw replacing viva voce voting with ballot
voting in 1868, the practice of eligible voters convening at a polling station and voting aloud was
not unheard of in southern West Virginia as late as 1901.® Well into the 1880s, male citizens of
Logan County met at designated poll sites and "voted" by group acclaim or physically moving to
stand together in support of their candidate. According to a Hatfield family historian, the mere
presence of Devil Anse Hatfield at such a gathering often secured success for "his' candidate.
When a Hatfield family friend ran for state senator, the election officer who was a political rival
refused to call the Hatfield ally’sname. Devil Anse and severa of hismen arrived armed, on

horseback, and Floyd's name was called.®

S6Ely, 202.

>'Gerofsky, 111. Delegates at the 1872 West Virginia Constitutional Convention sanctioned
exclamatory voting when it determined that voting "should be by ballot, but the voter was | eft
freeto make it open or secret." According to Gerofsky, this constitutional acknowledgment and
endorsement "existed in no other state."

*®Affirmation of ballot voting, Acts of the Legislature, 1891: 226-264; William N. Miller to A.
B. White, 5 May 1902, A. B. White Papers, WVRHC.

*G. Elliott Hatfield, The Hatfields (Stanville, KY: Big Sandy Valley Historical Society,
1974), 72-73. Hoyd, whose uncle and grandfather both had been governors of Virginia, was
born in Logan County in 1855. Educated at Rock Hill Collegein Maryland and the University of
Virginia, Floyd studied history, literature, and international and constitutional law. Floyd first
went to the state legislature in 1881 as Delegate from Logan and then in 1883 as state senator.
“John B. Floyd,” in George W. Atkinson and Alvaro F. Gibbens, Prominent Men of West
Virginia, (Wheeling, WV: W. L. Callin, 1890), 720-721.
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William A. MacCorkle, West Virginias governor from 1892 to 1896, recounted a similar
instance in his memoirs. During an election in which MacCorkle stood as a candidate, Devil
Anse tried repeatedly to get his district convention to support him. Finally, Hatfield informed
those assembled that if they did not endorse MacCorkle, he would "go over to [his] house and get
[his] Winchester and . . . seejustice. . . done." When queried about why he liked MacCorkle,
Hatfield stated simply, "heisjust the same kind of man | am."®

The Democratic fissure which had first appeared in 1890 deepened considerably in 1892.
The controversy stemmed from one faction's alignment with Johnson Newlon Camden and the
other's support of a coalition of William Alexander MacCorkle and E. WillisWilson. Z. T.
Vinson, the business associate of Wallace J. Williamson and co-founder of Williamson, also
served as alegal advisor, minor business associate, and political lieutenant of Johnson Newlon
Camden, one of the leading Democratsin the state.®> The Camden-Vinson-Williamson faction's
power emanated from the river cities of Catlettsburg and Ashland, Kentucky, and Huntington, in
West Virginiaand Ironton, Ohio.%? Through their close association with Vinson and Williamson,
severa of Logan County's attorneys, therefore, allied politically with Camden, and thus actively
pursued railroad and industrial devel opment.

Despite the power exerted by Camden, in 1892 the Democratic faction in control of

Logan County was aligned with a coalition forged in support of William Alexander MacCorkle

®\illiam Alexander MacCorkle, Recollections of Fifty Years of West Virginia (New Y ork:
G.P. Putnam'’s Sons, 1928), 285-286.

®'Festus P. Summers, Johnson Newlon Camden: A Study in Individualism (New Y ork: G.P.
Putnam's Sons, 1937), 511.

®2author's assertion based on previously discussed individuals and events.
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and E. Willis Wilson.®® In Logan, the most visible ally of the MacCorkle-Wilson faction was
Devil Anse Hatfield.** Wilson had won the Hatfields' loyalty by using his influence as governor
of West Virginiato protect them during the feud. Eureka Detective Agency detective Dan
Cunningham who trailed the Hatfields for years, complained bitterly in his memoirs about the
family and their political patrons.*> According to Cunningham, for years, Governor Wilson of
West Virginia opened the state treasury to protect the Hatfields, whom Cunningham considered a
gang of murderers, and who, in turn, displayed portraits of their protector Wilson in their
homes.*® MacCorkle had forged arelationship with Devil Anse and Elias Hatfield while
traveling through southern West Virginia as a young circuit-riding lawyer.®’

The rivalry between the Camden Democrats and the MacCorkle Democrats splintered an
important political and legal aliance in Logan County. Asthe Logan Banner of April 21, 1892,
revealed, Z. T. Vinson and John S. Marcum, two of the most prominent lawyers in southwestern
West Virginia, were "attending court, and for the first time championing different candidates for
Governor."® Three weeks later, at the Logan County Democratic Convention, the MacCorkle-

Wilson faction carried the convention and the state delegates from Logan were instructed to vote

BWilliams, "New Dominion," 391.
%1hid.
%Johnson, "Horrible Butcheries," 38.

®|bid. Pursuing Hatfields became something of a career for Cunningham. Nearly two decades
after the end of the feud, Cunningham, then serving as a U.S. Marshall, investigated the role of
Devil Anse's son Eliasin apeonage case. Kenneth Bailey, "A Temptation to Lawlessness:
Peonage in West Virginia, 1903-1908," West Virginia History 50 (1991): 25-45, 37.

®"Mingo Republican, 24 March 1911.
%_ogan Banner, 21 April 1892.
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for MacCorkle-Wilson.®® Two of the county's six districts (two of the three westernmost
districts) were represented at the county convention by Hatfields or Hatfield allies: Joseph
Hatfield was the Magnolia District delegate, and the Lee District delegates were Johnse Hatfield,
Thomas B. Farley, and Sidney B. Lawson.” Historian John Alexander Williams reveals why the
support of Devil Anse Hatfield was so important to MacCorkle and how MacCorkle repaid the
debt. According to Williams, Hatfield was the political leader of Logan County, the state's
staunchest Democratic bastion. When Logan delivered a solid vote to MacCorkle, he expressed
his gratitude by protecting Hatfield’ s family.”

Ironically and probably unbeknownst to the their far removed Logan County partisans,
Camden actually supported MacCorkle's gubernatorial candidacy. After winning the election,
MacCorkle rewarded Camden by appointing him to complete John E. Kenna's unexpired U.S.
Senatorial term. The degree to which Logan's factions continued to battle underscores the vast
distance between local politicians like Hatfield and West Virginias party powerbrokers, like
Camden.™

In September 1891, the Logan Banner reprinted a portentous story from the Wayne News

regarding a meeting held at Dunlow, Wayne County, in the last week of August, 1891. The

% ogan Banner, 12 May 1892.
L ogan Banner, 19 May 1892.

Williams, "New Dominion," 391. The "Kanawhans' Williams refersto are also known as
the "Kanawha Ring," one of the four major factionsin West Virginias Democratic Party in the
late nineteenth century. The core of power in the Kanawha Ring centered on two Charleston law
firms, Kenna and Watts and MacCorkle and Chilton. The Kanawha Ring was a conservative,
pro-industry faction. In Transforming the Appalachian Countryside, Ronald L. Lewis explains
how these Charleston lawyers ingratiated themselves to voters like Anderson Hatfield. Lewis,
Appalachian Countryside, 213-244.

2Summers, 447; Oscar Doane Lambert, Sephen Benton Elkins (Pittsburgh: University of
Pittsburgh Press, 1955), 177.
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Banner dismissed what it referred to as "The New County Scheme" for three reasons. the Wayne
and Logan "contingencies" were unlikely to agree on the location of the new county's seat,
because the area needed "better" not "new" county governments, and most importantly, "the
people find taxation high enough to maintain . . . counties now formed. The Banner asserted that
"the Logan County people do not want the county unless they can get the courthouse either at the
Mouth of Pigeon on Tug River or at the Mouth of Breeding on Twelvepole." "

1892 proved a significant year in the development of the Tug Valley of western Logan
County. AsAltinaWaller notesin Feud, "where there had not been a single town or village, two
suddenly appeared . . . at the Mouth of Pond Creek [and] afew miles from the Hatfield enclave
on Mate Creek."™ The Pond Creek town was Williamson and the one on Mate Creek was
Matewan. Williamson's founders were a group of investors that included T. H. Harvey, while the
town of Matewan was created by investors who were friends and political alies of Banner editor
H. C. Ragland.” Although no sources identify the "creators' of Matewan, the likely candidates
were R. W. "Bob" Buskirk, son of Williamson co-founder U. B. Buskirk, and Hiram S. White,
two of the earliest tradesmen in Matewan.™

Just as towns were appearing in the Tug Valley, land values rebounded from their low in
1891, underscoring yet again the impact of the completion of the N&W’s Ohio Extension. In

1891 overall land valuation in Logan County had fallen over three quarters of amillion dollars

3Logan Banner, 3 September 1891 ( reprint of undated article from Wayne News).

“Waller, Feud, 200. Waller cites two Logan Banner articles, 5 March 1891, and 4 April
1892.

“lbid.

61891-1892 West Virginia Sate Gazetteer and Business Directory; Ragland had actively
supported White's candidacy for a seat in the state legislature in the 1890 election. Logan
Banner, 30 October 1890.
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from the previous year. According to Banner editor Ragland, the decline in land values resulted
from delinquent lands being "dropped from the books."”" The Logan County total land valuation
for 1892 was $1,535,929, an 82 percent increase over 1891's $838,535.” The following tables

illuminate how industrial development affected land valuesin Logan County. Note in particular
the shift in the value of land in Magnolia, Lee and Hardee districts, which would become Mingo

County in 1895.

Land Valuation Losses in LogaTnagI:u%\.ty by Magisterial District, 1891
Chapmanville down $5,081 Magnolia down $70
Logan down $449 Lee down $3,683
Triadelphia down $5,230 Hardee down $11,451

Source: Logan Banner, 16 July 1891.

Table 2:
Land Valuation Increases in Logan County by Magisterial District, 1892
Chapmanville $54,000 41% Magnolia $124,000 128%
increase increase
Logan $199,000 60% Lee $24,000 100%
increase increase
Triadelphia $76,000 67% Hardee $191,000 150%
increase increase

Source: Logan Banner, 7 April 1892.

Table 2 illustrates that 1and values rose all over Logan County, but again, asin 1891, in
1892 the three westernmost districts Magnolia, Lee, and Hardee increased the most in value. The
completion of the N& W's course through the county undoubtedly influenced the escal ation,

which isreflected in the rise of land values in the districts intersected by the railroad. In

"Logan Banner, 16 July 1891.
®Logan Banner, 7 April 1892.
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combination, compared to the three eastern districts of Logan County, the western districts land

increased in value 378 percent, while the eastern districts' increased only 168 percent.”

[11. The Panic of 1893 and the King Land Case (1894-1913):

Just as land values peaked in Logan, the railroad and coal industries teetered on the edge
of an economic chasm. As mentioned before, the tumultuous economic conditions of the 1880s
and early 1890s had wrought havoc in the coal industry. Increasing competition, production
costs, and vacillating prices compelled coal men to seek new fields where coal could be mined
more cheaply.? Opened in the midst of this crisis, the Thacker coal field of western Logan
County (eventually Mingo County), came to rely on the distress of other fieldsto grow. The
field’ s reaction to the Panic of 1893 set the pattern of this reaction.

The Panic of 1893, one of the worst depression in United States history, left ailmost a
guarter of the American workforce unemployed. Fifteen thousand commercia firms and six
hundred banks failed.®*® Known inthe Tug Valley as"Cleveland's Panic," the depression fostered
anxiety even in the valley’ s remote sections.> As one man recalled, because the Gilbert area of
Logan (Mingo) County "was largely self-supporting,” it took some time for the crisis to affect

people, "but when it did come it was very bad."®* Many years later, the same man, who was the

L ogan Banner, 7 April 1892.

8payl Salstrom, Appalachia's Path to Dependency: Rethinking a Region's Economic History,
1730-1940 (Lexington, Ky.: The University Press of Kentucky, 1994), 40, 72-73.

8 Ron Chernow, The House of Morgan: An American Banking Dynasty and the Rise of
Modern Finance (New Y ork: Simon & Schuster, 1990), 66.

8John Edward Stafford, "Memoirs,”" in Stories About Gilbert,16.
8lhid.
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son of asaw and grist mill owner, remembered that "family men came and begged Father to let
them work . . . at awage of 25 cents for aten hour day."® Asthis story of Gilbert, West
Virginia, illustrates, the Panic of 1893 reached into every corner of the country. In terms of
response to the Panic of 1893, there was an important difference between the reaction of the
southwestern West Virginia coal field and its neighbors to the East. As mining ground to a halt
in southwestern Virginia and southeastern West Virginia, efforts to open the Thacker field forged
ahead.

Despite the single-minded focus of its president, Frederick J. Kimball, the Norfolk &
Western Railway Company nearly collapsed during the Panic of 1893, primarily from
construction cost overruns. Although Kimball had initially projected asix million dollar price
tag for the Ohio Extension, itsfinal cost approached nearly eight million dollars. In order to
avoid "excessive curvature' along the grade for the railroad's roadbed, the Tug Fork and three
tributaries were bridged sixty-one times, and eight tunnels were constructed, including one that
measured 3,340 feet. The work had been so difficult, several contractors had abandoned their
work and disappeared in the middle of the night.®

Even though the Panic started in May, two mining companies in western Logan County
had been incorporated by the end of 1893. The Pearl Mining Company's incorporation was
reported in the Coal Trade Journal in July 1893. Because the company was backed and would
be operated by experienced Pennsylvania coal men, the Journal confidently proclaimed that the

Pearl mine would be the first to ship coa from the new field."® Two months later, the Journal

#bid.
&_ambie, 130.
%Coal Trade Journal 32 (12 July 1893): 436.
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announced the incorporation of the Thacker Coal & Coke Company, the "first large company™ in
the area® In fact, the Thacker Coal & Coke Company was so prominent, both the new field and
the coal it produced were known as "Thacker" for over a decade.®

Despite the adverse atmosphere precipitated by the Panic, efforts to open the Pearl and
Thacker mines continued. There were two possible and probably interrelated reasons for the
push to get these mines into production. First, according to pioneer coal operator W. R.
Thurmond, the initial Ohio Extension route "soon proved to be unsatisfactory due to excessive
grade and distance” from the first mines.® Thefirst line of the Ohio Extension had followed the
course of the Tug Fork River asit flowed northwestward towards Wayne County, West Virginia,
Ashland Kentucky, and Huntington, West Virginia. Spur lines were constructed, including aline
to Dingess, which had a 1.5 mile long tunnel.* The orientation of the Ohio Extension sparked at
least one historical debate. According to Joseph Lambie, the course of the Ohio Extension was
chosen to maximize the profits of the Guyandot Coal Land Association.”* However, Jedidiah
Hotchkiss's biographer Peter Roper uncovered correspondence that proved that the majority of
the GCLA tract was at |east amile away from the main line of the railroad, which in turn cost the

railroad thousands of dollars by adding the expense of settling several rights-of-way cases.” The

8Coal Trade Journal 32 (6 September 1893): 666; Phil Conley, History of the West Virginia
Coal Industry (Charleston, W.Va.: Education Foundation Inc., 1960), 258.

#Dr. Henry M. Payne, "The Future of Williamson and the Tug River Coalfield," Illustrated
Monthly West Virginian 2 (August 1908): 45-49, 45.

#Thurmond, 24.
%L ambie, 130.
bid., 124.
%2Roper, 174-175.
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additional costs of correcting several significant problems with the railroad was only one of two
major problems encountered during the opening of what was then the N&W's youngest coal
field.

The failure of the field's first mines constituted the second major problem confronted in
the new field. Located at Fleming and Dunlow in Wayne County, these mines had failed by 1893
after less than four years, because production was low and the coal was of poor quality.
According to Roper, "the failure of the mines around Fleming and Dunlow made the
development of seams near Dingess. . . al the more important.” When the Pearl Mining
Company was determined to be an excellent gas coal and locomotive fuel, demand was sufficient
despite the recession to require a two shift operation."® To understand the significance of the
opening of production at Dingess and Thacker, one has only to look at what happened to the east
in the Pocahontas field and the coal field around Graham, Virginia.

In William C. Pendleton's History of Tazewell County and Southwest Virginia, thereisan
eerie description of the Panic's impact on the coal fields east of the Thacker field. Pendleton
wrote:

what was known as the “boom," when men became wild with their
schemes to build towns and cities, and gambled recklessly . . . camein
1890. The [town] of Graham [was] laid off, and [its] founders aspired
to make [it an] industrial center. Things moved along nicely until
1893. Then came the direful panic . . . The coal mining industry
became stagnant throughout the United States and it was almost
discontinued in the Pocahontas fields . . . Graham presented an air of
desolation. The coke ovens at Pocahontas were idle and abandoned;

and it wastold that calves were grazing about and hogs [were] sleeping
in the coke ovens.*

*|bid.

“William C. Pendleton, History of Tazewell County and Southwest Virginia, 1748-1920
(Richmond: W.C. Hill Printing, Co., 1920), 664.
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The collapse of the national economy affected the coal industry of the Tug Valley in
1894. To stay afloat, the Guyandot Coal Land Association created the Mingo Coal Company,
which paid the "most pressing” of the association's debts by buying between nine and ten
thousand acres of the association's land.*> Despite the economic woes of the land company, the
four coal companies of the new Thacker field produced over fifty-two thousand tons of coal.*
The four companies were: Union Mining & Manufacturing Company at Dingess, Lynn Coal &
Coke and Alma Coa & Coke at Matewan, and the Glen Alum Cannel Company at Glen Alum.””
Thefirst two shippers of coa were the Thacker Coal & Coke Company at Thacker Creek and the
Union Mining & Manufacturing Company. Despite successfully launching production, Thacker
had to curtail shipments because of the railroad's failure to furnish cars, a problem which plagued
the N& W for the next several years.®

Despite the difficulty in obtaining cars to transport coal, the new mines of the Thacker
field probably survived the first year of the depression because of the United Mine Workers of
Americasfirst general strike. Founded in 1890, the UMWA called the strike in an effort to

improve conditions, but the strike simply encouraged the new fields to expand production.*® The

**Roper, 17.

%Conley, 258.
lbid., 258-9.
%Cubby, 245.

% Jerry Bruce Thomas, "Coal Country: The Rise of the Southern Smokeless Coal Industry and
its Effect on Area Development, 1872-1910," (Ph.D. diss., University of North Carolina, 1971),
237.
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strike also temporarily revived the Peach Orchard minesin Kentucky, whose workforce in the
1890s was predominantly Hungarian.*®

Although the Panic had threatened industrial development in southeastern West Virginia,
while simultaneously spurring expansion into southern West Virginia, the actual turning point in
southern West Virginias development came with the filing of the State of West Virginia v. Henry
C. King lawsuit in 1894.*" The antecedents of the King case trace back to the land speculation
boom of the 1790s. In 1795, Robert Morris acquired the title to approximately a million acres of
land, shortly thereafter he conveyed the bulk of the land to James Swan. Swan sold thousands of
acres, but the mgjority of the "Morris Tract" was forfeited in the 1830s to the Commonweal th of
Virginiafor nonpayment of taxes and non-entry upon the land books, which was required by
Virginiafor recognition of title to the land.*®

Despite the mass forfeiture, in 1838 the General Assembly of Virginiaresurrected the
Morris Tract for the use and benefit of Swan's creditors, most of whom were "French officersin
American service during the Revolution.” The title was conveyed to John Peter Dumas as trustee

for the French creditors. In 1881, after the Civil War, and after the transfer of old Virginialand

1%0Chapman, 49-50. The mining experience at Peach Orchard probably would have been
known in Mingo County. Mr. Howard Radford, a narrator from the 1989 Matewan Oral History
Project, had family tiesto the area; his mother hailed from Peach Orchard. Harold (Howard)
Radford interview with John Hennen, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History Project. Although
correctly referred to as “Howard” by Mr. Hennen, Mr. Radford’ sinterview isindexed as “Harold
Radford” interview.

%'For the most detailed account of the King case, the author suggests Chapter 7, "A Pandora's
Box of Litigation: Disputed Land Claims," of Cubby's " Transformation of the Tug and Guyandot
Valleys." Inwriting hisanalysis of the case, Cubby had accessto a critical primary source --
1894 issues of the Logan Banner, to which the author herself did not have access.

%2Cubby," Transformation," 181, 182. Cubby's sourceis: "State of West Virginiav. Henry C.
King," in Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals 64 (March 3,1908-December
23, 1908): 553-557. For textual clarity, Cubby is cited.
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laws and titles to the land books of the new state of West Virginia, afive hundred thousand-acre
section of the old Morris Tract was declared delinquent. West Virginia allowed Dumas's
successor to redeem the tract, and in 1891, a subsequent trustee sold it to John V. LeMoyne and
David W. Armstrong, who in turn sold the title to Henry C. King.*®®

The legislature of the state of West Virginiarepeatedly attempted to prevent successful
resuscitation of the Morris claim. Inthe 1870s and 1880s, the legislature passed several laws that
sought to clarify land laws and titles. Finally, in 1893, empowered by these statutes, the state of
West Virginiafiled alawsuit to end Henry C. King's claim to the Morris tract. However, the
final resolution of the King case, as it cameto be called, did not come until October 27, 1913.1*

The body of reform laws that threatened Henry C. King'stitle to the Morris tract were
referred to as the "School Land Laws" because the state of West Virginia set aside the profits of
land sales to support public education. The first such laws, passed in 1872-1873, allowed county
commissioners to authorize sheriff's sales of both waste and unappropriated lands and forfeited
and delinquent lands. Because forfeited and delinquent lands differed from waste and
unappropriated lands in that individuals lost their titles for failure to register their claims and/or
pay their land taxes, the lack of any differentiation in the 1872-1873 laws, between the two types
of land provided those who had been stripped of their land a means of protest. Lega challenges
to land sales processed under the School Land Law of 1872-1873 were based on the argument
that allowing forfeited lands to be sold under the same conditions as waste lands denied those

who faced loss of title through forfeiture of due process, which meant that they had been denied

adequate opportunity to redeem their title. More important, those who opposed the School Land

%Bbid., 182.
%Ibid., 210.
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Law of 1872-3 also claimed that individuals who purchased forfeited lands under the law actually
did not hold valid title."®

In 1882, to protect the titles of those who had purchased land under the 1872-3 law, the
West Virginialegislature revised it, adding an important procedural provision to the School Land
Law. Inresponse to complaints about the lack of a due process clause, the 1882 law required the
circuit court clerk of any county intending to sell forfeited lands to issue a summons
announcement that the county would be petitioning the circuit court for permission to sell the
land. Thisimportant change allowed former owners an opportunity to show cause why the lands
should not be sold and also made the entire proceeding judicial and not administrative.
Translated loosely, the "former" owners of forfeited lands were guaranteed their day in court.'%

Unfortunately, the school commissioners of Logan, Wyoming, and McDowell counties
throughout the 1880s continued to operate under the old law. When land values began to rise
because of the construction of the N& W and the development of coal properties, violations of the
1882 reforms opened a window of opportunity for speculators like Henry King to "reassert” their
clams. Thelawyersand loca politicians of southern West Virginia scrambled to reform the
School Land Laws yet again, to preserve the title validity for the lands they had speculated in
themselves and the lands they had helped the great land associations to acquire.*”’
In 1891, the School Land Law reform required that no suit could be brought to reassert

the old claims until authorized by the circuit court of the county in which the disputed land was

located. The School Land bill of 1893 proposed by state senator of the seventh district, John A.

®Ibid., 183.
%Ibid., 184-185.
YIbid., 185.
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Sheppard of Logan County, provided for the most sweeping resolution of the title reclamation
issue. First, any (West Virginia) land forfeited to the State of Virginia before 1863 was declared
irredeemable. Second, all previous sales of land for the benefit of the School Fund were declared
valid, "no matter how irregular” the sale. Third, redemption of land based on old land titles was
limited to land still held by the state. The 1893 Legidature passed the bill and launched a two-
decade long legal struggle over the ownership of five hundred thousand acres of southern West
Virginia’ s most valuable mineral lands.*®

Concern over the outcome of the King case swept over Logan County in 1894. A survey
commissioned by the initial lawsuit established the boundaries of the land tract under contest.
Known asthe W. D. Sell survey, it officially designated the acreage affected in the southern
counties-- 327,000 in Logan, Wyoming and McDowell counties. Of the 327,000 acres, 286,000
were in Logan (after 1895, 200,000 in Logan, 86,000 in Mingo), 24,000 werein McDowell, and
17,000 in Wyoming. If King prevailed, not only would the railroad and coa developers suffer,
private citizens could also lose their homes,*®

Fear of what a King victory would mean precipitated severa citizens meetings
throughout Logan County.*® Published resolutions of a gathering at Wharncliffe, in the
southeastern corner of the county reveal how local residents responded to the threat posed by

King's claim.**

%bid., 185-186.

1%1phid., 200. Again, Cubby’s source was another King case: “State v. King,” Reports of the
West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals 47 (November 11, 1899- April 14, 1900): 437-454,
442,446.

lbid., 190.
™Mbid., 190-191.
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Whereas . . . we believeit [King's] intention to annul our land titles
and take our homes from us; and

Whereas, we recognize no right or title of [his] to any of the lands of
our county; therefore be it

Resolved that we earnestly protest against [his] claim, and ask the
citizens of the severa counties concerned to hold mass meetings for
the purpose of deciding upon aline of action to be pursued.™?

King's attorney, V. A. Wilder, dismissed the resolutions as "'the fevered imagination of
some foolish people,” and fed a story to the New York Weekly World that "an armed band of forty
'drunk and ugly settlers had threatened him on avisit to King's land.**®* The secretary of the
Wharncliffe meeting, J. M. Hatfield, in aletter to the Logan Banner, angrily replied that Wilder's
charges and the World's story were a deceitful ploy to prejudice outsiders against "the people of
this county.""* Wilder apologized for his remarks, but the damage had been done. His actions
galvanized local and public support behind his opponents, the native speculator-elites and the
attorneys for the land companies and railroad.**

The lawyers who defended the interests of the state and local citizens were corporate
attorneys, among them the state's Attorney General Edgar P. Rucker (Statev. King) and Z. T.
Vinson (Sate v. King and King v. Mullins). Rucker was well-known for his close ties to the
Norfolk & Western Railroad and Vinson was becoming widely known for histies to Johnson

Newlon Camden and his own entrepreneurial pursuits.*® Along with state senator John A.

Sheppard, these anti-King lawyers claimed to be fighting for "the people,” but in redlity, they

12| ogan Banner, 2 August 1984, quoted in Cubby, "Transformation," 191.
Bpid., 191-192.

Y4bid., 191.

B31pid., 150-152.

118(Rucker) Williams, Captains of Industry, 83; (Vinson) Summers, Johnson Newlon Camden,
494.
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were scrambling to preserve their own and corporate investmentsin the disputed land. In
courtrooms and on the floor of the state senate and house of delegates, listeners were exhorted to
remember that what was at stake were "the vine-clad mountain homes" of many southern West
Virginians.**’

In King v. Mullins and later cases, King's attorneys raised serious charges against their
opponents. King'slawyer, V. A. Wilder, asserted repeatedly that his opponents constant harping
about "the vine clad mountain homes' of Logan County just obscured their true objectives.
Although the lawsuit included leading merchant-landholder J. A. Nighbert, the primary defendant
in the g ectment case was "Black” Mullins, who occupied one small parcel of the immense tract.
Wilder's observation about Mullinssrole in the case illuminates the alleged manipul ative actions
of the native entrepreneurial elite. According to Wilder, in histestimony Mullins,

“told . . . of hisdear wife and imperiled family . . . how the King land
case. . . had robbed him of his'little vine clad mountain home.' . . . But
... Mullins never had a home until he got it through the King land
case. He was poor when King first crossed his horizon . . . Sheppard
and Buskirk of Logan County . . . they skinned him . . . took al he had
... After having been well cleaned out by Buskirk, et als., the King
Land case again put Mullins on hisfeet, and now it is said he isworth
$50,000 and more coming.**®

A Boston attorney active in another county described alegal strategy similar to the
Mullins situation. According to Henry L. Shattuck, alawyer for the Gauley Coal Land

Company, a“tenant” was hired to live on the disputed land, which placed the burden of proof of

1/ A. Wilder, "Senate Bill #212 West Virginia Legislature. The King (Land Case) Is Dead.
Long Live the King (Land Case). The West Virginia Legisature 'Dough’ and Confiscation: A
Diatribe Dedicated without permission to the Authors and Enactors of Senate Bill #212,"
(n.p.:n.d.). Pamphlet 4133 in the Pamphlet Collection of the West Virginia and Regional History
Collection, West Virginia University.

81 bid.
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ownership on the contestant, who had to sue to gject the hired occupant.**® The parallels between
Shattuck’s story and Wilder's accusations suggest that Wilder's claims were valid.

The King Land case eventually encompassed more than a half dozen lawsuits and
countersuits. Four of the cases, including King v. Mullins, reached the Supreme Court of the
United States. In King v. Mullins, Justice John Marshall Harlan ruled against King and said that
proceedings for the collection of public revenue by taxation do not have to meet the standards
required of other legal proceedingsin order to satisfy the rights associated with judicial due
process. In particular, Harlan asserted that "summary measures may be used in tax collection that
would not be allowed in judicial proceedings.” The subsequent U.S. Supreme Court hearings
were dismissed. Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes explained that the dismissals were based on the
principle that the latter cases just reargued the earlier case. After seventeen years, the King Land
case was dismissed for the final time on October 27, 1913.°

The significance of the King case cannot be overstated for "it symbolized the new era
evolving in the Tug and Guyandot Valleys and hinted at the nature of strugglesto come."***
Before the final resolution in the King case came in 1913, the political structure of southern West
Virginiawas transformed by the creation of a new county, political alliancesfell apart and were

reconfigured, and most importantly, a pattern of deceptive political rhetoric was established.'#

WHenry L. Shattuck, "Horse and Buggy Days in the West Virginia Appalachians,"
Massachusetts Historical Society Proceedings 80 (1968): 71-78, 74. This article, removed from
its parent journal, was accessioned by the West Virginia and Regional History Collection as
Pamphlet 12796, WVRHC.

120Cubby, "Transformation,” 193-198, 210.
2 pid., 210.

22The legacy of this deceptive style of politicsis revealed in David Corbin’s description of
attorney John A. Sheppard as “aleading defender of the occupants’ property rights.” Corbin,
Life, Work, and Rebellion, 3. Asthis discussion has shown, the “real” occupants were the native
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The Democrats carried West Virginia handily in 1892, but the Panic of 1893 proved to be

aturning point in West Virginia politics.'®

Prior to the Panic, defiance of rising corporate
influence in the state had come from the Agrarian wing of the Democratic Party. After the Panic,
the challenge came from labor.*** National civil service reform precipitated another important
change in state level party politics, as did the advent of civil service examinations which severely
curtailed patronage distribution.’® In response to civil service reform, party leaders simply
adopted a more direct and appealing system of reward -- “payment . . . immediately after the task
was completed.”*?® In West Virginia, “ payment” covered arange of financial exchanges between
state and county level party bosses, which ran agamut from fronting the cost of local campaigns
to actions like paying election officers to manipulate poll returns and buying votes on election
day.*

The most significant change in West Virginia politicsin the early 1890s was the

emergence of areinvigorated Republican party.’®® The catalyst for the change traditionally has

elites who had bought up their neighbors' claims and needed to defeat King's claim in order to
profit from their investment. The native elites and their corporate allies disguised their rolein
the dispute by hiding behind “Black” Mullins, thus eliciting more local support for their actions.
Thistype of deliberate obsfucation of the “real” issue became a staple of southern West Virginia
politics.

1Z\Williams, "Davis and Elkins," 2609.
241 hid.

%Gordon B. McKinney, Southern Mountain Republicans: Politics and the Appalachian
Community, 1865-1900 (Knoxville: University of Tennessee Press, 1998 [1978]), 143.

2l bid.

127 ssertion based on data collected on subsequent elections which will be cited fully as
discussed.

128\ cKinney, Mountain Republicans, 9, 150. McKinney's study of southern mountain
Republicans, asserts that the Republican "machines’ of the Appalachian South were similar to
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been attributed to the onslaught of the railroads and industrial development.™® A new class of
legal and business elites, many of whom migrated to West Virginia, replaced the native state-
makers and Union Army veterans like Nathan Goff.*** Senator Stephen B. Elkins, who was West
Virginias Republican Party boss from the early 1890s until his death in 1911, personified the
power and influence wielded by this new group of political and economic |eaders.**

The Republicans most dramatic advance in membership occurred in the southernmost
countiesin the state. In Fayette, Raleigh, Mercer, and McDowell counties, the Republican party's
growth and power stemmed from the devel opment and expansion of railroad and coal industries.
The rapidity with which formerly strong Confederate and Democratic counties became bastions
of the Republican party inspired leading West Virginia historian John Alexander Williams to
observe, "by 1893, it was axiomatic that the opening of minesor arailroad . . . was practically

certain to add [the county] to the Republican column." Williams extended his observation by

adding, "the traditionally Democratic mountain clans were completely transformed . . . the clash

"other community political organizationsin the Gilded Age" which were highly "centralized . . .
[to] insure personal control." In West Virginia, the apex of the Republican Party was first
occupied by Nathan Goff, and then Stephen B. Elkins.

129John Alexander Williams, “Class, Section, and Culture in Nineteenth-Century West
VirginiaPolitics,” in Appalachia in the Making: 210-232, 228. An example relevant to this study
is Mercer County, where "the influence of the [coal] operators began to be felt in 1888."
Princeton Observer, 5 August 1937, William Y. Cooper Papers, ERCA.

130M cKinney, Mountain Republicans, 150. Also a capitalist and coal mine investor, Goff
dedicated his tenure as ajudge to rectifying land titles, in order to "[encourage] afaster
development of the state.” G. Wayne Smith, Nathan Goff, Jr.: A Biography (Charleston, WV
Education Foundation Inc, 1959), 255.

BMcKinney, Mountain Republicans, 150.
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was between an older order of political leadership and a new one represented by Elkins and his
men." ¥

Williams chose the Hatfields of Logan County as his paradigm clan and justified the
selection solely on the apparently close relationship established between the Hatfields, the N& W,
and the coal industry. Most of the evidence cited as proof of this relationship extends only to the
superficial biographical data of Devil Anse's nephew, Henry D. Hatfield, who began his
professional life as an N&W company doctor and later served as a Republican governor and
United States senator.’** A closer examination of the political history of the three southern West
Virginia counties where the Hatfields and their kinsmen exerted influence exposes the holesin
Williams' thesis.***

The Hatfield "clan" wielded considerable political power in Logan, Mingo, and
McDowell counties. While McDowell did fall under the sway of the Republican party, neither
Logan nor Mingo moved irrevocably into "the Republican column,” even though both counties
underwent an industrial transformation precipitated by the railroad and coal industries. For over

forty years, between the late 1880s and the early 1930s, Logan County remained under the

2Williams, Captains of Industry, 230, 231.
33 hid.

Gignificant portions of Chapters 3 and 6 of this work are dedicated to revealing how, in
direct contradiction to Williams assertion, Henry D. Hatfield relied on kinship networks and
traditional mountain politics to rise to power in the Republican party, often incurring the wrath of
powerful industrialists-politicians.
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control of the Democratic Chafin family, kinsmen through marriage to Devil Anse Hatfield.**®
Mingo County shifted back and forth from Democratic to Republican control and back again.**
Williams and other historians have also overlooked the history and importance of the
clan's divided and shifting political loyalties. In 1887, Big Sandy Valley historian William Ely
noted that, while traditionally the Hatfields had all been Democrats, after the Civil War, they
almost all had become Republicans.**” However, Devil Anse and his sons remained Democrats;
two of them, Joe D. and Tennyson or "Tennis,” were active members of their cousin Don
Chafin's machine.® By contrast, Devil Anse's brother Elias's sons Greenway and Henry D.
became Republicans. Although Henry D. remained staunchly Republican, Tennis, Joe D., and
Greenway Hatfield switched their party affiliation when shifting political winds either so alowed

139

or required toremainin power.”™™ Asthe younger generation of Hatfields matured and stepped

into the political arenain the 1890s, however, they still relied on their name and kinship

1%Spence, 465. Don Chafin's father first served as Logan County sheriff in 1894-1898; other
family members and close business associates alternated in the office until the 1920s. For more
on Logan County politics, see Raymond Chafin and Topper Sherwood, Just Good Palitics: The
Life of Raymond Chafin, Appalachian Boss (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1994).

13%The assertions regarding the nature of political control in each county is based on available
election data (primarily from newspaper reports) from Logan, Mingo, and McDowell countiesin
the period between 1888 and 1932.

WE|y, 204,
138Chafin, 20.

39|t should be noted that after Tennis Hatfield helped bring down Don Chafin; both he and
Joe D. Hatfield served terms as sheriff of Mingo County. The split with Chafin and Henry D.'s
ascendance to the United States' s senatorship allowed Joe D. to move closer to his Republican
cousin. Greenway Hatfield was three times sheriff of Mingo County, twice as a Republican and
once as a Democrat. As Margaret Hatfield observed, if it served their purposes, few Mingo
County politicians were above "kissing their elbows" and claiming to be a member of whatever
party they thought could get them elected. Hatfield correspondence, letter no.1.
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networks for influence and power, regardless of their relationship with the new economic and
political order.**

As the younger Hatfields moved to the fore, local and state politics were transformed by
two events which began in 1893, the King Land Case and the Panic. Political alliances were
broken and reconfigured, reputations made, and patterns of political and legal behavior set. The
men whose economic, legal, and political careers began in this period were the same men who
controlled the local and state government when the Matewan Massacre and Williamson-Thacker
strike rocked West Virginia a quarter of acentury later.

Several key figuresin the King land cases became Republicans in the years between 1894
and 1913, some after years of active participation in the Democratic Party. For example, after
serving Logan County as Democrats and playing active roles in the resolution of the King case,
both John A. Sheppard and F. H. Evans became important figures in the Republican Party in
Mingo County.*** The King Case aso contributed to the disintegration of close working
relationships and political alliances. Although they had supported different gubernatorial
candidatesin 1892, Z. T. Vinson and John S. Marcum had remained business associates until the

King case intervened.*

Y“0This assertion is supported at length in following chapters.

“The role of Sheppard and Evans in the Mingo County Republican party will be discussed
and documented in subsequent chapters. Many of the "natives' who defected from the
Democratic to Republican party coalesced as a party faction around members of the Hatfield
family. F.H. Evans membership in this group was secured by his aunt's marriage to James
Hatfield. "Obituary of James Hatfield," Mingo Republican, 25 November 1915.

“2Samuel S. Vinson to Johnson N. Camden, 5 September 1894, Political Correspondence
1894 O-Z, Johnson Newlon Camden Papers, WVRHC. Thisletter illustrates that by 1894, "the
Marcums" had permanently defected into the faction headed by Camden's rival E.W. Wilson.
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Although fractures had appeared in the southwestern West Virginia Democratic Party
years before the King case, the concurrent stresses of the Panic and the lawsuit accel erated
factional discord. Without mentioning the King case by name, newspaper coverage of the
political campaign of 1894 reflects the issues raised by the case. In the local press, the central
"campaign issue" was the 1893 School Land Law.** John A. Sheppard, who had proposed the
law, ran for reelection in 1894. H. K. Shumate led the opposition against Sheppard, claiming
that Sheppard was only acting to protect his own investments and was therefore unfit to represent
the people of Logan County in the legislature.*** The Logan Banner denounced the Republican
party generaly asinterlopers, but saved its worst for Sheppard's Republican opponent W. H. H.
Cook of Wyoming County. Banner editor Ragland described Cook, a supporter of King's claim,
as a"boodle accepting" hireling of outside capital .**°

Although the King Land case exacerbated Logan's local political fractures which had
begun as aresult of the state level Democratic factiona in-fighting in 1890, the Panic
precipitated the fatal factional crisis among the Party leadership. In 1894, the Republican Party
regained control of the state legislature and two years later the governor's office. In southern
West Virginia, the pivotal battle occurred between Sen. Johnson Newlon Camden and former

Gov. E. WillisWilson. Thefall out from this, their last major confrontation, promoted the

%3 ogan Banner, 25 October 1894.
144 ogan Banner, 13 September 1894, quoted in Cubby, "Transformation," 188.

“>Charleston Evening Mail, 21 September 1894. Ragland's vicious attacks on Cook led the
Evening Mail to simultaneously mock and chide Ragland for being “so rough” on afellow
Missionary Baptist.

70



political realignments that facilitated the cleavage of Logan County, southern West Virginia's

bastion of the "Democracy."'*

IV. Industrialization Alters the Economy of the Tug Valley, 1888-1894

Rampant land speculation followed the advance of the railroad. In February 1890, the
Logan Banner noted, "there have been over eight hundred transfers of real estate made during the
present year."**” For the most part, the average citizen in Logan County did not benefit materially
from the real estate boom because the opening of the railroad had coincided with a decades-old
agrarian crisis.® As previously noted, the increase in tenancy in the Tug Valley had reduced the
number of people who had land to sell. This situation stemmed partly from the inability of
mountain families to continue to subdivide their land but also from the local elites acquisition of

149

land in the post-Civil War recessions.” Chief among these local speculators were James A.

Nighbert and Wallace J. Williamson.** These men, along with the speculators who arrived in
the area two or three years before the announcement of the Ohio Extension's route, benefitted

greatly from the mad scramble that came after.™*

18_awson, 47.
47|_ogan Banner, 27 February 1890.

“8Crandall Shifflett, Coal Towns: Life, Work and Culture in Company Towns in Southern
Appalachia, 1880-1960 (Knoxville, Tenn.: University of Tennessee Press, 1994), xiii.

“\Waller, Feud, 37-39. The dlites generally acquired land by virtue of their ability to pay the
taxesonit. For example, Anthony Lawson laid claim to part of the old Morris tract by paying the
taxes on it, starting in 1865. Summers, "Owned A Sixth," 60.

Bowaller, Feud, 153-154.

Bhwilliamson Daily News, 4 March 1914. One prominent early outside speculator, Stuart
Wood of Philadelphia, left an estate worth fifteen million dollars when he died in 1914.
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In May 1890, the Logan Banner observed that |ands purchased by Philadelphia capitalist
Stuart Wood "purchased for less than adollar an acre, now [are] worth ten to twenty-five dollars
an acre." What makes the escalation of value in the Stuart Wood lands even more dramatic is

158 Wallace J. Williamson, a

the realization that the increase occurred in less than three years.
native of the Pond Creek area and contemporary of Devil Anse Hatfield, in October 1890 sold
one hundred acres at the Mouth of Pigeon Creek for ten thousand dollars. Again, the Banner
underscored the dramatic escalation of land value, when it noted that land "five years ago [was]|
worth 25 cents now [is] worth $15 and if the land titles could be settled . . . $100 per acre."**
However, land values did not rise evenly around the county. In the same October Banner, it was
reported that Henry Mitchell whose family had intermarried with the Hatfields and Chambers,
sold hisland on Mate Creek for fifteen dollars an acre.*

Just afew months before the N& W surveyors arrived in the Tug Valley in 1888, the last
skirmish of the Hatfield-McCoy Feud occurred. Known as the “Battle of Grapevine Creek,” the
incident revealed how the feud had been transformed from * a dispute between neighbors over
timber rights,” into “a symbol of conflicting historical forces.”** Devil Anse Hatfield had been

transfigured from a nascent native entrepreneur into archetypal backwoods traditionalist who

violently resisted the modernization of hisworld. In redlity, after Grapevine Creek, Devil Anse

52| ogan Banner, 8 May 1890.

153/ ssertion based on records of Stuart Wood' s land purchases from the Logan County
Grantee Index, W-Z. Logan County Grantee Index, W-Z, Logan County Courthouse Records,
West Virginia County Records on Microfilm, Reel 172, WVRHC.

>4_ogan Banner, 16 October 1890.
B phid.
Be\wWaller, Feud, 185.

72



and several members of hisfamily moved away from the scenes of the feud and used the
proceeds of the sales and leases of their land to reconstruct their lives. However, the Hatfields
did not simply retreat into the untouched wilderness of Logan County. The sons of Devil Anse
and his brother Elias and their cousins, some educated by the proceeds of the family
“capitulation,” and others employed by the land and coal companies, forged a political
organization that ultimately reigned over three counties in southern West Virginia®> An
accurate portrayal of the transformation of the Tug Valley and the lives of itsresidents did not fit
the needs of those who profited from the depiction of mountaineers as “a peculiar people” in
need of the uplifting hand of progress.

The most telling evidence of the divergence of perceptions of the Tug Valley emerges
from a comparison of local and national press representations of the area. Contemporary national
reporters and missionaries depicted the lifestyle of Logan Countians as a throwback to pioneer
days. These outsidersinformed the rest of the nation about people in the southern upcountry who
inhabited roughhewn log cabins, lived according to the rhythms of nature, and were out of step
with the contemporary world.**®

In contrast, the local social news reported in the Logan Banner revealed that Logan's
elites lived lives not dissimilar to their contemporaries around the country. S. S. Altizer, an
important lawyer-politician, educated his daughtersin Virginia™ George Rogers Clark Floyd,
whose father and brother had served as governor of Virginia, and who himself was the mentor of

afuture governor of West Virginia, kept a personal library that included the works of

%'Rice, Hatfields and McCoys, 123.
18" Taking Exception,” in Appalachia in the Making, 1.
9_ogan Banner, 17 March 1892.
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Shakespeare, Plutarch, and the novels of Tolstoy and Benjamin Disragli.’® For this segment of
local society, Henry Clay Ragland reported the death of the poet Walt Whitman in the Logan
Banner.*® However, the lives of the Nighbert, Altizers, and Floyd did not attract the attention of
|ate nineteenth century America, and therefore they were not the subjects of the dime novels set
in Appalachia.'®?

Even as the Hatfield family dispersed and yet recovered their political influence, reporters
and dime novelists continued to focus attention on their violent deeds. A dime novel, The
Hatfield-McCoy Vendetta, or Shadowing a Hard Crowd, published in 1894, captures the
juxtaposition between the press image and the redlity of the Tug Valley's transformation. The
novel's plot focuses on a private detective's search for amissing Louisville, Kentucky, heiress.
The detective's investigation leads him to the Tug Valley, where he uncovers proof that severa
years before, Devil Anse Hatfield had helped kidnap the infant heiress. With the assistance of an
African-American "dwarf" who communicated coded messages in sign language, the detective
frees the heiress and reunites her with her long-lost father. One particular passage stands out
poignantly against the reality of how and why the Hatfields valley had changed. The novel
begins with this observation by the detective, who was in fact along-absent native of the area:

Here and there aong the road were spaces of cleared land and
cultivated fields and in almost every valley could be seen arude cabin,
built of logs. They were for the most part unoccupied. The deeds of

the Hatfieldsand . . . the McCoys. . . had terrified that part of the
country to such an extent that a great many families had abandoned

%Troy Floyd to Robert L. Floyd, Floyd Papers, WVRHC and Hatfield to Ambler, Hatfield
Papers, WVRHC.

181 _ogan Banner, 31 March 1892.

%2Altina L. Waller, "Feuding in Appalachia: Evolution of a Cultural Stereotype,” in
Appalachia in the Making: 347-376, 367.
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their homesteads and sought safety in the villages and the towns until
such time as they might pursue their peaceful occupations again.*®

The dislocation of families from their pastoral lifestyle was far easier to blame on the
backward and violent ways of the natives themselves than to look to the influence of changes
wrought by a modern industrial society. No mention was made of the roar and smoke of the
trains that already snaked through the bottomlands, nor that most of the inhabitants who had
"fled" their homesteads had been pushed or lured into coal camps in search of a better life by the
rapid economic transformation of southern West Virginia.!**

However, this passage from The Hatfield-McCoy Vendetta indirectly refers to two issues
overlooked by many historians and social analysts: first, that the "pre-industrial,” or more
accurately the "pre-railroad,” erain Appalachia, particularly in the Tug Valley, was not a pastoral
idyll. Even before the incursion of industrialization, the valley's residents "were no strangers. . .
to exploitation, oppression, political impotence . . . [or] economic hardship."!® A second, if
misguided observation in the passage refers to the existence of towns and villages. For decades,
historians of the Appalachian coalfields have overlooked the contemporaneous devel opment of
independent and company towns. Historians had accepted uncritically what began as coal
industry propaganda -- that coal companies had been forced to build "company towns" because

"local housing, stores, schools, and other facilities did not exist" -- asif the coal companies had

183\\/.B. Lawson, The Hatfield-McCoy Vendetta or Shadowing a Hard Crowd (New Y ork:
Street and Smith, 1894), 8. Microfilm copy acquired from the Hess Collection, University of
Minnesota.

ghiflett, 24. Shiflett cites as an example the grandfather of Charlie Blevins, who along with
seven sons, abandoned farming in Clay County, Kentucky to work in the mines on the Pike
County, Kentucky - Mingo County, West Virginia border.

®lbid., 7.
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discovered a barren wilderness.*® In Mingo County, at least, independent towns and villagesin
some cases pre-dated or appeared simultaneously with the coal camps. The existence and
struggle of these independent entities for survival and prosperity culminated in subsequent labor

incidents like the Matewan M assacre.

V. Conclusion:

The early to mid-1890s marked the beginning of the end of the Tug Valley'sfirst century.
The Ohio Extension of the Norfolk& Western Railway had bridged the geographical barriers that
had made political, economic, and socia intercourse with the rest of the world almost
impossible. Although the easily accessed stands of timber in the Big Sandy Valley were almost
gone, coa was in ample supply and great demand, and the valley’ s popul ation was growing.

But, because the railroad intersected Logan County west of the Guyan ridge, greater
development occurred in the county’ s three westernmost districts of Hardee, Lee, and Magnolia.
Moreover, beyond the boundaries of the Tug Valley, storm clouds were brewing. Twenty years
of boom and bust economic cycles had destabilized the American economy, and hardest hit were
industries like coal and timber. During the 1880s and 1890s, coal prices were declining, and the
rush to open new fields to find a cheaper better coal, especially those in southern West Virginia
resulted, in part, from an effort to offset the losses incurred from the older fields.*’ Ironically,
the first boom of development in the Tug Valley was, therefore, generated by depression in the

national coal industry.

1%Robert F. Munn, "The Development of Model Company Towns in the Bituminous Coal
Fields," West Virginia History 40 (Spring 1979): 243-253, 244.

%’Salstrom, Path to Dependency, 40, 72-73.
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Industrial development also dramatically affected political relations in Logan County.
The postbellum upsurge in commercia timber extraction destabilized the deferential, clientelist
elite hegemony, because anyone who owned or could access land with standing timber could
become a man of influence. Men from pioneering families throughout the county who engaged
in the timber trade or negotiated with capitalists seeking their timber were no longer as dependent
or deferentia to the county seat elite. Also, once it was known that the railroad would bypass
Logan Courthouse, even more power shifted to the emerging communities along the rail line.*®

Further complicating the economic impact on political relations was a schism in the
Democratic party itself. Inthe early 1890s, local factions, loya to either the pro-industrial Sen.
Johnson Newlon Camden or the pro-agrarian former governor, E. Willis Wilson, threatened to
tear apart Logan County’s Democratic party. The division among the courthouse €elite spread
throughout Logan when Camden lieutenants founded the town of Williamson, while allies of the
disaffected Ragland migrated to Matewan, atown emerging on the lands of the Hatfields, who
supported Wilson because he had protected them during the Feud. The rise of the Republican
party in the devel oping counties to the east of Logan also heightened tensions in Logan because
former Democrats in those counties abandoned the party in order to share the power held by the
Republican rail and coal elites.

The Panic of 1893 intensified the conflict between the factions, while simultaneously

increasing the need for party unity. Asthe party in power when the Panic hit, West Virginia's

%8Devil Anse Hatfield is the most notable example of this group. During the Civil War he
had joined the Confederate company organized by a Logan Courthouse elite. In the timber boom
of the 1870s and 1880s, his business relations with the merchant elite became less stable, as
Hatfield alternately depended on or challenged their economic support of his ventures. Severdl
of these men sought to capitalize on Hatfield' s misfortunes during the Feud period. For a
detailed analysis of Devil Anse Hatfield’ s relationship with the Logan Courthouse elite, see
Waller's Feud.
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Democrats faced losing control of the state in the 1894 midterm elections. Desperate to hold as
many counties as possible, one group of Democrats devised a scheme to transform loyal Logan
into two counties. In the summer of 1894, the citizens of Logan Courthouse gathered in the
streets of the town to celebrate the venture' s success with a grand barbeque.*®® Unfortunately, the
creation of the new county was not made official until the state legislature convened in 1895. By
that time, the Democrats had lost West Virginia. Although Logan remained loyally Democratic,
the Republican Party carried thirty-three of the state's fifty-four counties, and all four
Congressional seats.*”®

Chapter 3 chronicles the political ramifications of the decision to divide Logan County.
Born in atime of intense factional discord in the Democratic party and the emergence of a
powerful Republican party in southern West Virginia, Mingo became the region’s most
politically fractious county. The constant battle for local primacy among the elites and
powerbrokers of Mingo County overshadowed all other concerns and profoundly affected

economic and social relations in the county.

1%9Charleston Daily Mail, 21 July 1894 (reprint of an undated article from the New York
Tribune).

M cKinney, Mountain Republicans, 156.
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PART II: THE INDUSTRIAL TRANSITION, 1895-1911
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CHAPTER 3

THE CREATION OF MINGO COUNTY AND THE PATTERN OF COUNTY POLITICS,
1895-1911

“The actual accomplishment of the new county set up
was not smply automatic . . .[it] required considerable

conniving, . .. and awhole lot of friendly co-operation.”*
-- Dr. Sidney B. Lawson

Historians who have analyzed southern West Virginia have asserted that the region’s
industrialization destroyed traditional patterns of political behavior. The new €lite and the
company towns they constructed transfigured community life, eradicating customs learned in the
formerly homogeneous communities.> The mountain patriarch and hisloyal clan, they allege,
was replaced by the omnipotent coal operator who owned the communities and controlled the
lives of the men he employed. Aslong as they could not autonomously combine and challenge
the operator’ s power, his politics were their politics, and the mountaineers turned miners were
thus, in essence, disfranchised. Those who have held this opinion cited as evidence the political
hegemony and absol ute power exercised by the coa operators and their minionsin Logan,

McDowell, and Mercer counties.®

Y awson, Fifty Years, 47. Lawson sponsored the bill that created Mingo County.

*This view of the transformative effect of industrialization has been argued by both John
Alexander Williams and David A. Corbin. See Williams, Captains of Industry, 117-120 and
Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 12.

SWhileit is true that a single party controlled politicsin each of these counties, in McDowell,
Mercer, Raleigh, and Fayette counties, it was the Republican party, whilein Logan, it was the
Democratic party. No scholar has pondered the significance of the party switch from east to west
in southern West Virginia, or that the buffer between the two areasis Mingo, which never, during
this period, passed into the unassailable control of either party.
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This study acknowledges that a new elite entered southern West Virginiawith the arrival
of therail and coal men in the 1880s and 1890s, and agrees that the free expression of individual
political preference was severely constrained by the coercive power of the coal companies.
However, at least in Mingo County, traditional mountain politics survived into the industrial era.
The clan patriarchs gave way, not to the coal operators, but to party bosses whose power derived
not only from the patronage of the coal companies, but also from their ability to manipulate the
traditional style of politics to keep challenges to the new order out of public discourse.* In part
because outsider capitalists entered the Tug Valley at roughly the same time from different
directions, before Mingo was created, dual and dueling alliance systems emerged and thrived,
preventing the construction of a single hegemonic center of political power in the county. This
unigue development ultimately contributed to Mingo County becoming the epicenter of the
struggle that led to the Matewan Massacre.

Between 1895 and 1911 the five central elements of Mingo County politics emerged: the
battle for political primacy between Williamson and Matewan, the lack of party unity and
recurrent “bolting,” apropensity for election day violence, especialy in Matewan, the creation
and manipulation of diversion to subvert the political process, and the institutionalization of the

necessity of purchasing Mingo’s political loyalty. Participation by industrial elitesin Mingo

“John Gaventa explains this phenomenon in Power and Powerless: Quiescence and Rebellion
in an Appalachian Valley. According to Gaventa, instead of effectively dealing with the issues
of equitable taxation and infrastructure development and maintenance, local politics were
reduced to “ritualized battles’ over corruption, stolen ballot boxes, various and sundry “dirty
tricks,” and broken promises. Asthis and subsequent chapters will show, Gaventa might as well
have been describing Mingo County, not the Clear Fork Valley in the Cumberland Gap region of
Kentucky, Virginia, and Tennessee. John Gaventa, Power and Powerless. Quiescence and
Rebellion in an Appalachian Valley (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1980), 144.
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politics did not substantively affect these systemic patterns of behavior. In fact, by choosing to
ally with factions led by native elites, the coa elite facilitated the apparently syncretistic rebirth

of the Hatfield family’s political power in the county.®

|. The Creation of Mingo County: A Reexamination

The Bill authorizing the creation of Mingo County was passed on January 23, 1895.° The
last West Virginia county to be created, the West Virginialegisature carved Mingo from Logan
County for avariety of political and economic reasons. Politically, the mid-1890s were a
tumultuous period in West Virginia politics, and the bill creating Mingo was passed in the first
legislative session dominated by the Republican party in over twenty-five years.” For decades
historians have assumed that the ascendancy of the Republican Party, in both the state
government and in southern West Virginia, precipitated the cleavage of the Democratic Party's
most loyal county.® However, acloser examination of the motivations and actions of the
principa playersin Mingo's early development reveal s that both Republican and Democratic
politicians, aswell asindustria entrepreneurs sought to manipulate the new county's founding to

their advantage.

*The term syncretistic is used here because the |eader of the Hatfield reemergence, Dr. Henry
D. Hatfield, built a political machine that simultaneously drew support from atraditional kinship
network, the operator-backed southern West Virginia Republican organization, and the desire for
genuine political reform across party, economic, and regional lines throughout the state.

&' Chapter 68: An Act establishing the County of Mingo," Acts of Legislature of West Virginia,
Twenty-Second Regular Session (Charleston, WV: Moses W. Donnally, 1895): 212-214.

'Rice and Brown, 208.
8Williams, "New Dominion," 391.
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First put forth in the 1890s by a disgruntled Henry Clay Ragland, the Democratic editor
of the Logan Banner, the theory that Mingo's creation resulted from a " Republican Statehouse
conspiracy” has been accepted as fact by historians for several reasons.’ First, the Republican
Party regained control of the West Virginialegislature in the 1894 midterm elections. Second,
because the political power of the Hatfield family was so strong in western Logan County, the
defection of several Hatfields to the Republican Party seemed to indicate that it was the
Republicans who had the most to gain from the division of Logan County. The third and primary
reason for the general acceptance that Republicans were behind Mingo's creation is that as the
raillroad and coal industry had moved into other southeastern West Virginia, the counties of
Mercer, McDowell, Fayette and Raleigh had become Republican strongholds.’® Because the
public offices of those counties were dominated by Republicans, and supported by the coal
operators and the railroad, historians have drawn on the voluminous records of the manuscript
collections of the operators' associations and the operators' private papers to construct an image
of the southern West Virginia counties as a solid Republican bloc.™

The assumption that Mingo was just one of severa obedient Republican counties has
obscured a significant aspect of the county's history that profoundly influenced subsequent
events. Unlikein Logan, McDowell, and Mercer, political control of Mingo County shifted from
one party to another with nearly every election. To know why political influence was so divided

in Mingo County, the story of the county's founding has to be reexamined.

°Logan Banner, 20 October 1898, quoted in Cubby, "Transformation," 188.
\williams, Captains of Industry, 230.
Y bid.
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While it cannot be disproven that Republicans were behind the division of Logan County,
previously ignored sources reveal that several Democrats played significant rolesin the
accomplishment of the deed.*? In his memoirs, Fifty Years a Country Doctor, the man who
proposed the bill that created Mingo County, Dr. Sidney B. Lawson, asserted that he and another
Democrat, H. K. Shumate added names to the Mingo “enumeration” and made correctionsto the
surveyor's work to keep one or both of the counties Democratic.® Lawson stated simply that the
Democrats supervised the division because they feared that to not do so would "either make the
new or leave the old county more or less of Republican complexion."** Lawson, while alifelong
Democrat, was also a close personal friend and professional associate of Henry D. Hatfield, who
became southern West Virginia's most famous native Republican. Lawson and Hatfield were co-
founders of the Hatfield-Lawson Hospital in Logan.*> Lawson’s summation of Mingo's creation
as the result of "considerable conniving, many hours of tiresome work and awhole lot of friendly

cooperation" reinforces the assertion that Democrats played an equally important role.™®

2The most unequivocal piece of evidence that Democrats wanted to divide Logan is the
following: The Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company “paid al of the expenses for the
surveys made by the engineers to make a separate county.” Phil M. Conley, “The Founder of the
City of Williamson,” West Virginia Review 2 (February 1925): 162.

13_awson, 48.
¥ hid.

Blbid.,, 47. Like Henry D. Hatfield, Lawson could be described in some aspects as a
"Progressive." He notes with pride that in addition to the bill creating Mingo County, he
proposed bills requiring the use of silver nitrate to protect newborn eyesight and also doctors to
pass a state examination.

Ibid.,, 48.



An anecdotal history of Mingo County published in 1960 corroborates the "cooperation”
story first set forth by Sidney Lawson. In An Early History of Mingo County, Nancy Sue Smith
claims that the new county resulted from a political compromise between Wallace J. Williamson,
an emerging Democratic force in western Logan County, and Republican state senator James A.
Hughes of Huntington.” According to Smith, in return for allowing the creation of the new
county, Hughes was allowed to name the first sheriff.®* Two facts enhance the credibility of
Smith's account. First, James A. Hughes was the brother-in-law of Z. T. Vinson, Wallace J.
Williamson's closest business associate.® Asin the case of Sidney B. Lawson and Henry D.
Hatfield, Williamson's and Hughes' differing political affiliations should not overshadow the
non-political and probably closer persona and business ties of the two men. Second, the
phraseology of the story, that Williamson rewarded Hughes "cooperation,” implies that the
proactive agent was Williamson the Democrat, not Hughes the Republican.

The last and most significant line of evidence that points to a Democratic desire for the
division of Logan County centers on the role of Wallace J. Williamson. In the early 1890s
Wallace J. Williamson, Z. T. Vinson, and a group of associates incorporated the first mining

company of the new Thacker coalfield.®® This same group of bankers, lawyers, timbermen and

Nancy Sue Smith, An Early History of Mingo County, West Virginia (Williamson, WV:
Williamson Printing Co., 1960), 8-9.

Blbid.

*"Memorial for Congressman James A. Hughes' Memorial Services Held in the House of
Representatives of the United States, Seventy-First Congress, 2d Session, House Document #506
(Washington: GPO, 1930), 35.

2" ncorporation of the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company," in Acts of the
Legislature of West Virginia, Twentieth Regular Session (Charleston, WV: Moses W. Donnally,
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capitalists bought the Williamson family homestead and created atown.” When the N& W
designated the new town the western terminus of its Ohio Extension, Williamson was poised to
eclipse Logan Courthouse, the county seat of Logan.

The years Wallace J. Williamson spent as a timberman and banker in Catlettsburg,
Kentucky probably affected his aspirations for Williamson the town. Unlike West Virginia,
which until 1895 had only fifty-four counties, Kentucky had nearly one hundred. In Kentucky,
counties were often created for base economic and political motives. Land speculators pushed
for the establishment of countiesin order to increase the value of their holdings, which often
became the center of the new county. Politicians often sought the creation of counties as
gerrymanders to maintain or expand their influence because the new county created more public
offices to distribute and control.2

After spending the formative years of his career in Kentucky, Williamson seized the
opportunity presented by the pending arrival of the railroad to look homeward. However, despite
the influx of capital, including his own, and connection to powerful state leaders, political control

of Logan had eluded Wallace Williamson. Logan County remained under the control of a

1891), 88. Theincorporatorswere: Z. T. Vinson, Wallace J. Williamson, R. H. Prichard, J. C.
Alderson, J. Q. Dickinson, and T. H. Harvey.

' ogan Banner, 16 July 1891. The men behind the new town project were identified as: Z. T.
Vinson, Wallace J. Williamson, R. H. Prichard, T. H. Harvey, J. Q. Dickinson and J. C.
Alderson.

“Robert M. Ireland, Little Kingdoms. The Counties of Kentucky: 1850-1891 (Lexington, KY :
University Press of Kentucky, 1977), 2.
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competing Democratic faction.?? Williamson's town, with its railroad connection, coal
companies, bank, and other businesses, was a ready-made county seat, if only there could be a
new county.

In January 1895, Dr. Sidney B. Lawson whose family lands bordered the Williamson
farm on Pond Creek, took his seat as afirst time member of the West Virginia House of
Delegates, and proposed the division of Logan County. The bill passed on January 23, and was
approved by Democratic governor William Alexander MacCorkle on January 30, 1895.%
Williamson was named as county seat "until otherwise provided by law," and three county
commissioners were appointed to serve until the genera election of 1896.%° Between February
1895 and November 1896, the blueprint of Mingo's political future took shape. A pattern
hallmarked by bitter rivalry between the county seat and outlying towns and districts, vicious
factional in-fighting, and elections so corrupt, the nickname "Bleeding Mingo" appeared a decade

before labor strife ever occurred.?’

%See Chapter 2 for details on the conflict between Williamson and the coalition faction
comprised of former Governor E. Willis Wilson and Governor William Alexander MacCorkle.

#See pages 215-234 of Lewis' Transforming the Appalachian Countryside for more on this
phenomenon in West Virginiaduring the industrial transformation period. AsLewisfound in at
least two cases, similar situations in Tucker and Randolph Counties resulted in “county seat
wars.”

#"Act Establishing Mingo County," Acts of the West Virginia Legislature, 1895, 214.
BIbid., 213. The three commissioners were: J. K. Anderson, J. L. Deskins, and Alex Stafford.

“undated "Bleeding Mingo" newspaper articles circa 1908 election, Roy H. Keadle Papers,
West Virginiaand Regional History Collection, West VirginiaUniversity. The bulk of this small
collection consists of newspaper clippings, correspondence, and political and socia ephemera,
which were pasted into aledgerbook.
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I1. The Pattern of Mingo County Politics Emerges, 1895-1902:

One of the primary reasons for the political turmoil that beset Mingo at its birth was the
competition over the permanent location of the county seat.®® Scarcely a month after the creation
of the county, a public meeting was held at Burch (Mouth of Rockhouse) to challenge
Williamson's right to remain county seat.® Before Williamson and Matewan appeared in 1891,
Burch had a population of 150, two general stores, a post office, a combination saw and grist
mill, two carpenters and a blacksmith.* However, by 1895 both Williamson and Matewan had
surpassed Burch in population and occupational diversity.** Rockhouse, also known as Burch
was atiny village, off therail line, “with only its central location to recommend it.”* In the years
between Mingo's founding and the Massacre, Burch, like several other older communitiesin the
county off the railroad or without coal development, stagnated as newer communities prospered
and grew.

As the other significant contender for county seat, in 1895 Matewan had less than half of

Williamson's popul ation and business development.*® However, as the political center of

“\W.T. Meade, aleading Democrat from the northwest section of the county and the
Democratic candidate for sheriff in the first county elections of 1896, later claimed that he lost
the election because "the Williamson crowd sold him out to gain the the necessary votes to locate
the county seat in Williamson." Mingo Republican, 30 July 1914.

#|_ogan Banner, 27 February 1895, quoted in Cubby, "Transformation," 172.
%01891-1892 Gazetteer and Business Directory.

311895-1896 Gazetteer and Business Directory.

¥Cubby, “Transformation,” 172.

$31895-1896 Gazetteer and Business Directory.
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Magnolia district, Matewan's prominence was enhanced by its position as the homebase of the
county's first prominent Republicans (including several Hatfields) and also because the first large
coal operation at nearby Thacker rivaled Williamson in size.®* In 1896 the vote for Williamson's
retention of the countyseat was 821 for and 804 against.*® Although avictory for Williamson, the
near parity in the number of votes presaged the future temper of county politics. The balance of
power in the county would swing back and forth between Williamson the county seat, financial
and industrial center, and Matewan, the center of the county's second largest industrialized
district.*®

A second reason for continuous upheaval in Mingo County politics between 1895 and
1920 was the factional in-fighting and party jumping engaged in by Republicans and Democrats.
Although the founders of Williamson were Democrats, the other Democrats in what became
Mingo County considered them interlopers.®” In the quarter century between the county's
founding and the Massacre, Democrats from the "rural districts' of the county often coalesced

into a minority opposition party within a party. The issues that fostered internal opposition were

#1bid. Williamson's population was 500; Thacker's was 400.

*Mingo County Court Commissioners Record Book no.1, page 173, quoted in Cubby,
"Transformation," 72, note 72.

*nitially Williamson was part of Lee District but was eventually redistricted independently.
From 1895 through 1920, in population and coa employment figures Williamson/Lee District
and Matewan/Magnolia district were roughly equal in size.

$'Cubby, "Transformation," 171. According to Cubby this opinion arose from the belief that
the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company was backed by outside capital. Cubby cites
three Logan Banner articles from the Spring of 1895 to support this assertion. The animosity
may also have been a carry over of the Logan County Camden-Wilson faction wars of the early
1890s. See Chapter 2 for details.
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the distribution of patronage positions and the allocation of county and state funds for roads and
similar infrastructure improvement projects.®

The election of 1896 was the first general election for the new county. Fraught with
political and personal tensions the campaign and election set the standard for subsequent
electionsin Mingo. News coverage from the Logan Banner reveals that the burning national
debate over the Gold Standard carried into southern West Virginia. Stuart Wood, a Philadelphia
capitalist and land speculator, who owned thousands of acres in southern West Virginia, weighed
in on the local debate of the issue with a patronizingly pointed analogy. In reply to a Ragland
editorial, Wood wrote that "the business community ‘would no more adopt a silver currency . . .
because it cost less than gold than Anse Hatfield would buy a cheap gun if he were expecting
visitors from Pike County."* Wood's attempt to sway the voters of Logan and Mingo counties
died unheeded. Mingo and Logan went for Bryan, Mingo by amajority of six hundred votes.*

Although Republicans dominated the most powerful public offices for the year between
the county's founding and the first general election, the incumbents did not fair well in the fall of

1896. The only Republican victors for local offices were N. J. Keadle who was el ected sheriff,

%See Chapter 6 for adetailed discussion of the faction wars between Mingo's " County" and
"City" Democrats. The leadership of the County faction came predominantly from Matewan, in
Magnolia district, and Kermit, in Warfield district.

*|ogan Banner, 30 September 1896, quoted in Cubby, “Transformation,” 103-104. Although
two newspapers reportedly had been started in Mingo by the Fall of 1896, no issues have been
located by the author, hence the citation to a Logan Banner article, rather than one from Mingo
County. Also, the West Virginiaand Regional History Collection’ s issues from the 1896 Logan
Bannerend with 10 June 1896.

“°Cubby, 81; B. Randolph Bias, "Condensed Facts: Relating to the Republican Organization in
Mingo County, W.Va" (n.p., n.d.), 2, Pamphlet 8662, Pamphlet Collection, WVRHC.
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and Jonathan Estep who was elected commissioner of the county court.* The weak showing of
the party that supposedly had conspired to create the county can probably be blamed on at least
two factors. First, the coattail affect of Bryan, whose inflationary proposals lured anxious Mingo
voters back to their traditional Democratic alignment. Second, there was dissension in the party
ranks. Within days of the Mingo County's first Republican county convention, Hiram S. White
one of the party's leading members, "bolted" the convention to support William T. Meade, N. J.
K eadle's Democratic opponent for Sheriff.* White's maverick shift in loyalty set a pattern of
behavior that plagued Mingo County politics for decades.

The most significant and ominous occurrence linked to the 1896 general election in
Mingo County was the fatal confrontation at Matewan between "Cap" Hatfield and the mayor's
son, John Rutherford. Unrelated to the feud, the gun battle which left three men dead serves as
an example of the link between politics and public violence in the County and establishes yet
another patternin local politics -- Matewan as afocal point for election day disorder.®

On election day 1896, Cap Hatfield and his stepson Joe Glenn arrived in Matewan armed,
but in accordance with atown ordinance, surrendered their weapons to Mayor Rutherford.

Hatfield and Glenn reportedly spent the day avoiding the mayor's son John Rutherford with

4" Condensed Facts," 2, P8862, WVRHC.

“Y|bid., 1-2. At the 1896 Mingo County Republican convention, the first Central Committee
(one representative from each magisterial district) chosen consisted of: N. J. Keadle, R. B. Clark,
Henry D. Hatfield, W. A. Johnson, and J. B. Bartram. In turn the Central Committee elected the
following to serve as the Executive Committee: N. J. Keadle, chairman, J. K. Anderson (one of
commissioners of the county court), secretary, E. E. Musick and James Turner.

“Examples of subsequent election day violence in Matewan include: the general €lections of
November 1896 and 1910, and the municipal election of 1919.
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whom Cap shared some unknown antagonism. Not long before Cap's intended departure from
the town, and after he and Glenn had reclaimed their weapons, trouble began at Hiram S. White's
store, which was also the town's polling place. When the younger Rutherford and several friends
who had been drinking confronted Cap, he shot Rutherford, and then Rutherford's brother-in-law
Henderson Chambers, who had rushed from White's store to see what was happening. John
Rutherford's nephew Elliott Rutherford was shot by a hidden Joe Glenn, because Glenn feared
that Rutherford was in turn about to shoot Cap who was facing in another direction.*

Although sources do not reveal how, Cap and Glenn escaped immediate arrest. After
eluding Sheriff Keadle's posse for several days, Hatfield and Glenn were captured on Grapevine
Creek by two detectives, J. H. Clark and Dan Christian. According to several accounts, Sheriff
Keadle convinced Devil Anse to alow the "rule of law to prevail" and Cap and Joe Glenn were
tried for the three deathsin April 1897. Cap was convicted of involuntary manslaughter and
sentenced to one year in the county jail. Glenn was sent to the West Virginia Reform School for
Boys in Pruntytown. Allowed great liberties during his incarceration, Cap "escaped" after a
particularly noisy party and after a brief absence simply went home. According to noted West
Virginiaand Hatfield-McCoy Feud historian Dr. Otis K. Rice, Keadle and the other county
officials had tired of the extra expense of holding their notorious inmate, and decided not to force

Cap to returnto jail . *

“Rice, Hatfields and McCoys, 118-119. Dr. Rice identifiesthe Mayor as"Dr. Jim"
Rutherford, but Historic Survey Records and Nancy Sue Smith identify Mayor Rutherford as
Elliott Rutherford. Supervisor's Report on Mingo County history, 3 January 1938, Historic
Records Survey, Mingo County, Reel 125, WVRHC, and Smith, Early History, 6.

“Rice, Hatfields and McCoys, 119-120. After Cap and Joe Glenn escaped Matewan on
November 3, 1896, Elliott and Lewis Rutherford circulated a handbill promising a $500 dollar
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While arelatively minor event, the narrative of the 1896 election day shooting in
Matewan swirls with severa significant enigmas. First, the Rutherfords and Hatfields had been
close, as evidenced by Devil Anse naming one of his sons after Dr. Elliott Rutherford.*® What
had occurred between the 1880s and 1896 to sour the relationship, or was theill-feeling ssmply
between Cap and John Rutherford? Second, did Cap's murder of Henderson Chambers create an
antagonism between members of the Chambers and Hatfield families that would resurface in
Matewan's future political contests when the Republican Hatfields faced off against the
Democratic Chambers? Third, why did violence finally erupt in front of the polling place, Hiram
S. White's store, and moreover what role, if any did White play in this scenario? White, (the
same White who had been a Democrat in Logan) had openly antagonized Sheriff Keadle by
bolting the party to support Keadle's opponent, and was a so the uncle of M. Z. White who, by
1920 had become co-chairman of Mingo's Republican Party along with Greenway Hatfield, Cap's
first cousin.*” Unfortunately no public records shed light on these questions, however, this event

occurred when several old alliances were disintegrating or changed irrevocably.

reward for their capture. The two detectives Clark and Christian tracked and caught Hatfield and
Glenn. Clark could not claim his portion of the reward outright because he had outstanding
criminal charges of his own, so he signed over his share to Lewis Runyon. On January 25, 1897,
Clark and Christian sued the Rutherfords for payment. After several twists the suit was resolved
by a decision of the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appealsin 1904 and the Rutherfords were
forced to pay $307.50. "Runyon v. Rutherford," Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of
Appeals, 55 (February 9 1904-June 1904), 436-442.

®\Waller, Feud, 41.

“"M. Z. White," in West Virginia Heritage Encyclopedia 23:5079. H.S. (Hiram Solomon)
White was the oldest brother of West Virginia' s state geologist Isragl C. White. Herman L.
Fairchild, “Memoir (Memorial) of Israel C. White,” (n.p., n.d.), 127.
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Perhaps the most important enigmain the story isthe role of Sheriff N. J. Keadle. Born
near the Wayne-L ogan county line, after being orphaned Keadle was reared in Jackson County,
Ohio by hisuncles. According to his obituary, Keadle counted among his childhood friends both
Mark A. Hanna and William McKinley.®® In the 1880s, K eadle returned to Logan County and
lived there until the new county was created in 1895. As mentioned earlier, local historian Nancy
Sue Smith asserts that Republican Congressman James A. Hughes agreed to the division of the
county primarily because he was alowed to select Keadle as Mingo's first sheriff. If the Hughes
story is accurate, did Keadle possess some cachet because of his connection to Hanna and
McKinley? On another level, did Keadle bear any influence or responsibility for Henry D.
Hatfield's entry into the Republican fold? Keadl€'s obituary also noted that he counted Devil
Anse among his closest friends and favorite hunting companions.”® How had this bond been
forged? Isthat why Keadl€e's posse did not capture Cap and why ultimately Keadle did not bother
to re-incarcerate him? Regardless of these unanswered questions, Keadl€e's decision to allow Cap
to just go home without finishing his sentence set another precedent in Mingo. Depending on
who you were, regardless of what you had done, the Sheriff of Mingo possessed vast
discretionary power over how you were punished.®

Asdiscussion of later electionsin Mingo County, and especialy Matewan, will show, the

county’ s competing factions orchestrated diversionary conflictsin order to diminish their

“8N.J. K eadle obituary, K eadle Papers.
“Ibid.

A ctually this was acommon reality at least in the South and especially Appalachia. In Little
Kingdoms, Robert Ireland discusses the impact of the allegiances between “feuding” families and
local sheriffsin the outcome of interelite violence. Ireland, Little Kingdoms, 77.
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competitors presence at important political events.® Thefirst illustration of this behavior
appearsin areport by aleading southern West Virginia Republican to then Governor A. B.
White. Edgar P. Rucker, an N&W backed politician from eastern southern West Virginia
described the 1902 Mingo County Republican convention thugly:

The Caldwell crowd, composed of afew respectable Republicans, a

bunch of hirelings, and a crowd of Democrats, tried to create all the

confusion possible in our Mingo Convention, but were outgeneraled

and outvoted. . . . The Caldwellites engineered the appearance of a bolt

to induce our people to compromise in order to avoid asplit. [But]

Scott is clearly entitled to the delegation from [Mingo] and will get it.>

In this particular case, the state level conflict between Nathan B. Scott and J. L. Caldwell

generated the local factional fighting. Caldwell's political ties and economic investments
extended throughout southwestern West Virginia and crossed party lines, which unfortunately for
his political aspirations proved to be a double-edged sword. His business associates included
fellow southwestern West Virginians Wallace J. Williamson, aDemocrat and Z. T. Vinson, who

had only recently turned Republican.® Caldwell's rumored support for William Jennings Bryan

in 1896 also complicated his standing in the party.> Scott was a powerful lieutenant to state

*'Held less than aweek after the Matewan Massacre, the 1920 primary election in Matewan
was abnormally quiet and voter turn out small. After noting this the Williamson Daily News
suggested that perhaps the two events were related. Williamson Daily News, 27 May 1920.

*?Edgar P. Rucker to A.B. White (letter #7981), A. B. White Papers, WVRHC.

>3Along with Williamson and Vinson, Caldwell had invested in the Huntington and Kenova
Land Development Company and the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company. He had
also been involved in starting the town of Williamson. See Chapter 2 for citation details.

>*Roper, 185.
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Republican party leader Stephen B. Elkins, but previously had faced opposition from southern
West Virginia Republicans.®

Both of the leading scholars of West Virginia politics, John Alexander Williams and
Gordon McKinney agree that despite recurrent factional flare-ups, by 1900 the West Virginia
state Republican party was far less fractured than the Democratic Party.® Ironically, despite the
evidence in the Caldwell-Scott struggle, Williams in particular denies the existence of regiona
animosity within the Republican Party.>” Gordon McKinney offers a more accurate explanation
for the overarching unity among West Virginia Republicans. McKinney's Southern Mountain
Republicans reveals that following Reconstruction, the Republican Party at both the national and
state level reorganized itself into a"Party-Army" ahierarchical, militarily structured
organization.® Even the terminology of intraparty communications reflected this, asin the cited
letter from Edgar P. Rucker to Governor White. When Rucker wrote to White of the defeat of
the Caldwellites by Scott's supporters, he observed that the Caldwellites had been

"outgeneraled."*®

>Williams, Captains of Industry, 82; Scott's problems with southern West Virginia continued
into the next decade. In 1912 Scott supported Taft in the quest for the Republican presidential
nomination while most southern West Virginians like Henry D. Hatfield supported Teddy
Roosevelt. Carolyn Karr, "A Political Biography of Henry Hatfield,"West Virginia History, 28
(October 1966/January 1967): 35-63/137-170, 55.

*Williams, Captains of Industry, 230; McKinney, Mountain Republicans, 194.
>Williams, Captains of Industry, 230.

*M cKinney, Mountain Republicans, 62-123.

*Rucker to White, White Papers, WVRHC.
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The final noteworthy incident in the Republican campaign of 1902 underscores both the
character of Mingo County politicians and how the state Republican leaders kept the local
Republicansin line. In 1902, B. Randolph “Dick” Biaswas ayoung coal company attorney
serving as postmaster of Williamson, when state party |leader Nathan B. Scott named him the
Republican candidate for the sixth district state senate seat. As described by his detractors, Bias,
despite having a majority of four thousand loyal Republican votesin the district, "was avaricious
enough to demand of senator Scott $3,000.00 to make his campaign.” Scott replied that "he was
not a national bank and that [Bias] had better get down and out if it would cost him that much to
make his campaign.” Scott's lieutenants soon found a replacement for Bias, W. H. H. Cook, a
Baptist minister from Wyoming County. Cook won the state senate seat and proved to be an
ideal party hack. According to his critics, Cook rarely attended legidlative sessions, and only
appeared to vote for Scott."®

Scott's response to Bias demand underscores that, asin amilitary structure, the true
decision-making power in the Republican party emanated from the center. It also illustrates a
more important political trend identified in McKinney’s Southern Mountain Republicans.
McKinney asserts that after the passage of civil sevice reform legislation, the river of patronage

dried up and the leadership of both the Democratic and Republican parties resorted to direct cash

®Undated, unknown newspaper article in Keadle Papers, WVRHC. In 1894, W. H. H. Cook
had been the Republican opponent of the then Logan County Democrat John A.Sheppard for a
seat in the state legislature. At the time Cook was denounced as a"boodler" Logan Banner
editor H. C. Ragland. Ragland depicted Sheppard as the defender of the small landholder and
Cook asthe tool of the railroad and outside corporate interests. Logan Banner, 13 September
1894 article reprinted in Charleston Daily Mail, 21 September 1894. See Chapter 2 of thiswork
for amore thorough analysis of John A. Sheppard's role in the development boom that led to
Mingo County's creation and Sheppard's own bolt to the Republican party.
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payment as ameans of maintaining loyalty and rewarding faithful service.®* Thus, although the
party created the atmosphere in which minor party officials and candidates like Randolph Bias
could logically expect financial remuneration or assistance from their leaders, the power to grant
the requests rested solely with those at the apex of the organization. When Bias demanded more
than his party chief Scott deemed him worth, he was replaced with aless expensive and more
malleable candidate. However, Scott and other state party |eaders also learned how to secure the

loyalty of Mingo’s political leaders -- they could buy it.

I11. Factionalism Undermines the I nfluence of the Coal Men, 1904-1911:

The factions that dominated the Republican and Democratic partiesin Mingo County
until 1920 were well-established by 1904. The Republicans were divided between the “ Old
Liners’ and the “Regulars,” while the Democrats were split between the courthouse elite and the
leaders of smaller communitiesin the County’s outlying districts.®? All four factions included
native and outsider dlites, all of whom in one way or another were dependent on Mingo’s

emergent industrial economy. Examination of the definitions of “native’ and “ industrial

M cKinney, Mountain Republicans, 143.

®2The names of the Republican factions were given here because they can be documented in
the sources cited for events discussed in this chapter. The lack of records on Democratic
factional politics until 1911, when areliable run of local newspapers begins prevents naming the
Democrats factions here. The only pre-1911 evidence of Democratic factional politics can be
found in the anecdotal memoir of West Virginia governor John J. Cornwell. In 1904, Cornwell
who was making hisfirst bid for the governor’s office visited Mingo and met with faction leaders
Hi Williamson and outgoing Sheriff Greenway Hatfield, whom he misidentified as Ali Hatfield.
John J. Cornwell, A Mountain Trail: To the School Room, the Editor’s Chair, the Lawyer’s
Office, and the Governorship of West Virginia (Philadel phia: Dorrance and Company Publishers,
1939), 97. In-depth discussion of Mingo County Democratic politics beginsin Chapter 6.
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dependence”’ underscores the complexity of Mingo’slocal politics, and illuminates some of the
reasons why none of the factions could establish unassailable domination of the county.

Democrat Wallace J. Williamson and Republican Greenway Hatfield, as descendants of
pioneering Tug Valley residents were true natives who aso directly affected the county’s
development -- Williamson as areturning capitalist entrepreneur and Hatfield as aland agent for
an outside corporation. Their factional opponents were G. T. Blankenship and Hiram S. White
respectively, both “quasi-natives.” An N&W railway agent, Blankenship came to Mingo in 1900
and married into the Chambers family of Matewan, who themselves had only arrived in the Tug
Valley in 1870, but had intermarried with the Hatfields. The brother of West Virginia state
geologist Dr. Israel C. White, Hiram S. White had come to Logan Courthouse in the 1870s and
then Matewan in the early 1890s. Hatfield and Williamson built “machines’ whose domination
of local politics was periodically challenged by the factions led by White and Blankenship.
White' s faction consisted mainly of disaffected Republican coal industry elites. The bolts of
White' s faction also followed the pattern of the schismatic national Republican politics between
1900-1912. By contrast, Blankenship and his Chambersin-laws gradually established a
reputation as the advocates of the people most threatened by the coal industry: the miners,
farmers, and independent small businessmen of the county.®

Asrevealed by the 1896 election day incident involving Cap Hatfield, Matewan
possessed a notorious reputation almost from its birth, and a quarter of a century before the

Massacre. Although the historic record of the 1896 events do not reveal any political

®3Citations for the biographical details of these four individuas have or will appear in other
sections of this study. Citations for their economic activities appear in discussions of their
political activities that most clearly reflect their business orientations.
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underpinning for the violence of that day, what happened in Matewan on election day 1904 set a
pattern for the interconnectedness of physical intimidation and political control of the town.
Moreover, the story of Matewan’ srole in determining Mingo’ s disputed 1904 election also
illuminates how domination of Matewan directly influenced the balance of power in the County.

The general election of 1904 was held on November 8. The elections of the sheriff,
house of delegates representative, county assessor, prosecuting attorney, county commissioner
for the short term and county commissioner for the full term were al contested. Asaresult, the
determination of which party would control the county through these offices could not be
finalized until late February, 1906, more than seventeen months after the votes were first
tabulated. Inthe meantime atotal of seven cases detailing the conduct of the election went
before the West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals.®* Asabody of evidence themselves,
the case reports of the high court’ s decisions expose three aspects of political behavior in Mingo
County.

First, several of the cases demonstrated that county officials repeatedly failed in their duty
to prevent the subversion of the election’s outcome. Before the election, the county court granted

the request of several Republican politicians for the creation of new precincts and more

®The seven cases were; “Williamson, et al v. County Court,” “Hurst, et al v. Same,”
“Stafford, et a v. Same,” (These cases were heard together), Reports of the West Virginia
Supreme Court of Appeals, 56 (June 14, 1904): 38-43; “ Stafford v. Board of Canvassers,”
Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, 56 (June 14, 1904): 670-675; “ Stafford
v. Sheppard,” Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, 57 (January 24, 1905-
April 25, 1905): 81-90; “ Stafford v. County Court,” Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court
of Appeals, 58 (April 25, 1905-February 6, 1906): 88-94 and "Williamson v. Musick," Reports of
the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, 60 (April 24, 1906-November 27, 1906): 58-75.
Citation for the duration of the controversy was derived by mathematical deduction, the date of
the election to the conclusion of the last case found in "Williamson v. Musick," 59.
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convenient voting places. Although Democrats appealed the decision based on West Virginia
statutory requirement that “no consolidation, division, change or alteration [could be] made in
any election precinct within ninety days preceding any election,” the state supreme court upheld
the county court action. Despite the obvious violation of state law, the high court decided that
Mingo’s county court had acted appropriately in creating the new precincts and more important
that in seeking satisfaction through awrit of prohibition, the Democrats had sought redress
through the wrong legal action.®

The failure of Mingo County officials to protect el ection evidence after November 8,
however did draw criticism from the high court. Because the county clerk refused to take
possession of the precinct boxes containing the packaged ballots, the county court had been
forced to prevail upon the Sheriff to guard the returns. The ballots sat in a courtroom for a week,
until an official recount of the results could be undertaken. When the Mingo County Board of
Canvassers met, the packages of the Matewan precinct appeared to have been tampered with, asa
result, the victors in the races for sheriff and prosecuting attorney could not be determined
without appeal to the state supreme court of appeals.*®

Again, the high court sidestepped the implication of political corruption in the dereliction
of duty by Mingo’s county officials. Instead, the high court restricted its deliberations to whether

even primafacie evidence of ballot tampering at one precinct “vitiated,” or corrupted the

®"Williamson et al,” 39-41. The case was submitted to the West Virginia State Supreme
Court of Appeals on 29 September 1904, and decided on 18 October 1904.

%"Williamson v. Musick,” 70,72,60. In Little Kingdoms, Ireland cites examples of the
complicity of county court clerks, who by leaving their office doors open or unlocked, facilitated
the theft, falsification, or destruction of records entrusted to them. Ireland, 145.
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election’ s entire outcome, or even at the precinct in question. In the final case affected by their
decision, the justices acknowledged that they believed many of the Matewan ballots were
suspect. However, the majority of the judges decided that because ballots were not the only
evidence of the election’s actual outcome, the “true result” could still be ascertained by throwing
out only the questionable ballots from Matewan. By rejecting only a portion of the suspicious
ballots the judges decision threw the election from Democrat H. H. “Hi” Williamson to
Republican E. E. Musick, even though if the Matewan results had been dismissed completely,
Williamson would have won.®

The lengths to which the West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals went to avoid
directly confronting the subversion of Mingo County’s 1904 election is revealed by the contrast
between the details offered about the course of election day in Matewan and the court’s own
attempt to protect the interests of the town’s “honest voters.” The court acknowledged twenty-
fiveirregularitiesin the conduct of Matewan’ s election, including the presence of guns and
alcohol on the poll’ s premises, and inappropriate treatment of voters by election officials. Two
examples capture both the atmosphere at the poll in Matewan on November 8, 1904, and the
supreme court’ s disregard for the evidence of “fraud.” The court dismissed asimmaterial the
accusation that R. W. Buskirk “usurped” the legitimate poll clerk by “jabbing his pistol down in
his pocket” and proclaiming, “By God, if | don’t be poll clerk, nobody else will be!” The court

also disregarded the testimony of one of the morning election commissioners who claimed that

*Ibid., and 74-75.
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he failed to vote because when he went to vote himself, he was first told he could not vote, and
then told the denial was only ajoke.®®

The majority of the court’ s justices decided not to invalidate the entire election at
Matewan because they feared that in so doing they were "disfranchising” the voters of Matewan.
However, Judges Poffenbarger and McWhorter dissented angrily from the Court's decision.
Judge Poffenbarger, passionately citing the breadth of the court's discretionary power, observed
that if acourt of contest could “see that aman iselected . . . it has the power to declare him
elected," regardless of the vote tally. Judge Poffenbarger chastised his fellow judges for their
decision and cited as proof of their error the following assertion from the maority’s own
decision, "when it becomes apparent that an election is a subversion rather than expression of the
will of the people, or that the result is attended with such uncertainty that it may not be
ascertained, the election should be set aside."®

As Judges Poffenbarger and McWhorter realized, by not holding the politicians of Mingo
County accountable for their actions, the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals not only
validated acts of subversion, but also ensured future corruption of legitimate political processes

in Mingo County. The Republicans had been allowed to regain control of the county for the first

®|bid., 63-65. This story wasincluded because Matewan's local loreisfull of the
characterization, "he was the kind of fellow who would be laughing and joking one minute and
would kill somebody in the next minute." The Hatfieldsin particular were said to have this type
of temperament. Ely, 203. One account of Sid Hatfield’ s approach to Albert Felts on the day of
the Massacre illuminates the duality. Allegedly as Hatfield approached Felts during the Stone
Mountain evictions, Felts ordered Sid to stop, telling him “thisis private property” to which
Hatfield replied, “ That’s alright, I’'m a private man,” and kept coming towards Felts. See Chapter
10 for full citation.

®Ibid., 75, 65.
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time in adecade, through legitimized theft. The lasting effect of the outcome of the 1904
election dispute was the creation of a blueprint for how to control Matewan’ s elections and thus
influence the county election as well.”

In 1908 a statewide schism in the Republican Party highlighted the growing division in
Mingo County’s own Republican ranks. Although the first hint at the cleavage had come during
the first county elections in 1896 when Hiram S. White bolted to support the Democratic
candidate for sheriff, the deep-seated reasons for the antipathy between the “Old Line” and
“Regular” factions had grown over a course of ten years. In the interim, control of the party
passed from the “Old Liners’ and their coal elite allies to the “Regular-Renegades’ a group that
eventually coalesced around Greenway Hatfield, a native elite with hisown industrial ties. The
events that marked the transference of power from the “Old Liners’ to the “Regulars’ fell largely
between 1906 and 1908. For nearly a decade after the 1908 el ection, the various members of the
deposed “Old Liner” faction aternated between acquiesence to Hatfield rule and co-option of
schismatic national Republican third party issuesin their efforts to overthrow the Hatfield-
dominated “ Regular” faction.”

Despite bolting the party in 1896, Hiram S. White's“Old Liner” faction dominated the

county Republican Executive and Central Committees for several years. Like White, the other

At the time of the 1904 Election dispute, it should be noted that all five justices of the West
Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals were Republicans. Lewis, Transforming the
Apppalachian Countryside, 112. Therole of the Court in solidfying Republican primacy
throughout the state is also addressed by Lewisin this work; see Chapters 3 and 8 of
Transforming the Apppalachian Countryside.

"The 1914 political campaign was particularly fractious for Mingo’ s Republicans.
Throughout the year, Bias, Leftwich and other former “Old Liners’ fought the Hatfield Machine
as much as they did the “Democracy.” Mingo Republican, 20 April 1914 and 28 October 1914.
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“Old Liners’ had been drawn to Mingo because of itsindustrial development. The Old Liners
based in Williamson were represented by B. Randol ph Bias and Everett Leftwich, attorneys who
represented and invested in the local coal companies, and brokered land development deals.™
The other industry men were actual coa entrepreneurs such as James Little or corporate
managerslike S. T. Lambert.”?® Theissues championed by the “Old Liners’ reflected turn-of-the
century business progressivism: fiscal accountability inlocal government, opposition to blatant
patronage system abuses, and equitable expenditure of tax revenue.”* Unfortunately, the “Old
Liners’ had to vie for control of Mingo not only with the Democrats who controlled Williamson,
(and the county until 1904), they also had to fend off an insurgent movement in their own party.
From 1900 until 1906 every addition of an “Old Liner” to an executive position in the
Count party was matched by one from the “Regular” faction. The “Regulars’’ s names reveal the
primary source of their influence: S. A. Ferrell, A. G. Rutherford, and John A. Sheppard. Ferrell

and Rutherford, like Greenway Hatfield, who joined them on the Executive Committee in 1906,

2B, Randolph Bias’ in 1905 Progressive West Virginians. Robert E. Murphy, compiler,
Progressive West Virginians. Some of the Men Who Have Built Up and Devel oped the State of
West Virginia (Wheeling, WV: The Wheeling News, 1905), 271; Leftwich in same, 97.

A native of Scotland, James Little personifies the early presence of the migratory coal
entrepreneur in Mingo. His biographical information was found in the returns of the Twelfth
United States Census (1900). The James Little Coal & Coke Company started operationsin
August 1897. Coal Trade Journal 36 (25 August 1897): 454; The James Little company
appeared in the Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines from 1897-1899.
Lambert’s personal background is detailed in a 1908 political advertisement from an 11 February
1908 unknown newspaper clipping, Keadle Papers, WVRHC.

“Ibid.
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were scions of pioneering Tug Valley families.” Sheppard, although a Virginia native, had
gained local prominence and trust during the early phase of the King Case.” However, the
difference between the “Old Liners' and the “Regulars’ cannot be distilled down to afight for
primacy between the industrialists and traditionalists, natives and outsiders, reformers against
machine men. Examples from their 1908-1910 factional warfare illustrate that neither groups
leaders allowed principle to interfere with the pursuit of power.

By the time the West Virginialegislature met in specia session in the Spring of 1908,
Mingo’ s Republicans were deeply divided. When state senator and “Old Liner” Hiram S. White
proposed a bill calling for the creation of aMingo County criminal court, Delegate and
“Regular” F. H. Evans, aso of Mingo, opposed the bill even though he had sponsored a criminal
court bill for the county in another session.” Thislack of unity in the county’s legidlative
delegation however, only hinted at the warfare to come.

The primary excuse for the open confrontations between Mingo’s Republicansin 1908
centered around the selection of the 1908 Republican candidate for governor.” Of the two
leading candidates, secretary of state Charles W. Swisher and attorney general Arnold C. Scherr,
only Scherr had a direct connection to Mingo. His son, Harry after graduating from West

VirginiaUniversity’s Law School, had moved directly to Mingo in 1905, and rapidly ascended

Confirmation of this assertion can be found in the discussion of pioneering familiesin Ely,
Jillson, and Waller, Feud. See Chapter 1 for complete citations of their works.

"®Sheppard’ s biographical facts can be found in 1905 Progressive West Virginians, 101.
"Miscellaneous 1908 newspaper clippings, Keadle Papers, WVRHC.
®lbid.
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the party ranks.” The younger Scherr, who resided in Williamson, had aligned with the “Old
Line” faction led by Hiram S. White.® The fight over which candidate Mingo’ s Republicans
would support revealed the reasons for the division between the “Old Line” and “ Regular”
factions. Thelocal issues that disrupted County level politics included accusations of fiscal
corruption and the growing dependence of one faction on African-American voters.

The acrimony deepened to the point that White' s faction produced its own newspaper,
“The Old Liner,” in Matewan in order to exorciate their rivals for using elected office to enrich
themselves and their own districts. For example, “The Old Liner" claimed that the poor people
of Mingo County should oppose the road tax because all the money went to Guy White and R.
W. Buskirk for roads between Matewan and Thacker, which had left “the rest of the county with
poor roads and less development.” The “Regulars’ also were accused of bleeding the public
coffers dry with their expense reimbursement requests. The "Old Liner" published alist of the
Regulars who had made reimbursement claims with the observation, "Just read . . . the figures
and you will see why this gang wants the earth and a fence around it -- [and] wants no 'Old Liner'
on the Executive Committee." Twelve individuals and one law firm on the reimbursement claim
list declared the county owed them over fifty-two thousand dollars. E. E. Musick, the incumbent

Sheriff, claimed twenty-three thousand or nearly half the total amount. Hisfellow claimants

®George S. Wallace, Cabell County Annals and Families (Richmond: Garrett & Massie,
1935), 482-3. Harry Scherr had served as assistant prosecuting attorney since 1905 and in 1906
had been elected treasurer of the county organization.

®Details of Scherr’s movements through the ranks of Mingo’s Republian leadership can be
found in “ Condensed Facts,” P8662, Pamphlet Collection, WVRHC.
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included: Guy White, Greenway Hatfield, R. W. Buskirk, John Sheppard, James Damron, M. Z.
White and Vaentine Hatfield.®

The"Old Liner" assault on the integrity of the "Regulars,” "To The Honest V oters of
Mingo County" reveals the methods used by the “Regulars,” also known as the Hatfields and
their allies, to manipulate election results. According to the circular, the “Regulars’ used
"election day rumors,” "stories" and "affidavits' to distract voters, "hired ruffians. . . to bluff and
bulldoze the decent," and ballot box stuffing to steal the election. The circular aso urged the
arrest of illegal voters, who were to be taken to Williamson.®

The charge to watch for illegal voting amounted to an open invitation to interfere with the
voting by the county’ s African-American population.®®* The connection between race and charges
of illegal voting in the area dated from 1890, when Mingo was till part of Logan.®* Since the
Republican loyalty of the African-American population in other southern West Virginia counties
had helped transform those counties into Republican strongholds, efforts to gain control of

Mingo’s black voters waxed heavy. The relative smallness of the county’ s black population

8The Old Liner appears to have been a brief run newspaper published during the 1908
political faction warsin Mingo County. It is highly probable that some of the undated,
unidentified newspaper articles previoudly cited from the Keadle Papers came from the Old
Liner, however, this assumption cannot be verified. Keadle Papers, WVRHC.

8'To The Honest Voters of Mingo County” 1908 election broadside, K eadle Papers,
WVRHC.

8In “West Virginiaand the Election of 1896," Barbara Ferrell notes that both Republicans
and Democrats “rounded up” African-American voters on election day; Republicans generally
did so to “vote” the men at severa precincts, while Democrats did the same to keep them from
voting. Barbara A. Ferrell, “West Virginiaand the Election of 1896" (Masters' thesis, West
VirginiaUniversity, 1967), 37.

8See Chapter 2 for details.
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however, allowed for two-prong initiatives.® While cautioning white voters to watch for efforts
to coordinate illegal voting by African Americans, the “Old Liner” also invoked the racist actions
of “Regular” politicians to undermine their attractiveness. In prior campaigns, “Regular” John A.
Sheppard allegedly circulated "the picture of a colored schoolteacher whipping awhite child and
preaching the doctrine of negro equality."® The paper also charged Sheppard with "[helping]
Judge Evans with his famous Jim Crow Bill."®

Despite the efforts of the Old Liner, the “Regulars’ overwhelmed the “Old Line’
Republicans at the county convention. Their success stemmed from two significant
developments. First, M. Z. White and Greenway Hatfield had masterminded a Democratic bolt
that swelled the “Regulars’’ ranks by fifty.2 Second, the “Old Liners’ were betrayed from

withinby a"Judas. . . who . . . sold out his party . . . to Mont and Jack," when Bias broke from

¥In 1916, Mingo's Democrats undertook a similar campaign. See “ Damaging Facts
Disclosed,”Williamson Daily News, 2 November 1916 and “V ote for George Wiles and Be
Safe,” Williamson Daily News, 4 November 1916.

&"\When Johnie Comes Marching Home" Old Liner, 21 March 1908, newspaper articlein
Keadle Papers, WVRHC.

#bid. The Evans' Jim Crow bill controversy illuminates an important difference between the
Mingo’ s Republicans and the State Party leaders. By 1908, whatever their personal feelings, the
State Republican leadership accepted the growing importance of the industrial black votein
maintaining control of the state. However during the 1907 legislative session, Mingo Delegate
F.H. Evans broke ranks and proposed Bill#18 “The Evans Jim Crow Bill.” The bill was tabled
after public outcry by the state’' s leading African Americans. Charleston Advocate, 14 February
1907. Only four years earlier, in 1903, Mingo’'s Democratic Delegate G.R.C. Wiles had
proposed asimilar bill. Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908.

#\Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908.
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the “Old Liners’ to support the “ Regulars.”® Thus, at the 1908 county convention, the
“Regulars’ orchestrated the selection of M. Z. White as county chairman and the deposition of
both Harry Scherr and B. Randol ph Bias from Mingo’ s Republican Executive Committee.
White' svictory fulfilled the Old Liner’s fearful prophecy that “a complete change in the control
of affairsin the county" would comeiif the “Regulars’ triumphed.* From that time until the
1930s, either M. Z. White, Greenway Hatfield, or another member of their faction served as the
head of Mingo County’s Republican party.” Only the coal men who made peace with the
faction’s methods of achieveing and maintaining power substantively affected Republican
politicsin the county.

An astute politician with personal and businesstieswith al of Mingo’s political and
economic leaders, White wisely sent Mingo’ s delegation to the state convention without voting
instructions.® Although the Swisher-Scherr contest for the 1908 Republican gubernatorial nod

dramatically affected politics in Mingo County, neither man won the nomination. William M. O.

#Undated Old Liner newspaper clipping, Keadle Papers, WVRHC. “Mont” was M. Z. White
and “Jack” was J. K. Anderson, one of Mingo'sfirst county commissioners and the General
Manager of the United Thacker Coal Company. Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908.

“\Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908, and undated, unknown articles in K eadle Papers,
WVRHC.

A ssertion based on available Handbooks of the West Virginia Legislature, (later known as
the West Virginia Bluebook, 1908-1935, WVRHC.

*Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908.
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Dawson, an associate of Elkins, who also possessed reformer credentials, emerged as the
compromise candidate and went on to win the governorship in November.*

In 1908, the only exceptions to the campaign factional fighting in Mingo were the
personal advertisements of two coal industry candidates for local office. Neither man attacked
his competitor, nor made overt reference to his own factional association. However, each man
revealed his political alignment by the elements of personal biography stressed in the
advertisements, and in turn these revelations illuminated where both stood on the current conflict
within the party.

J. R. Booth and S. T. Lambert were pioneer coal men in Mingo County. Booth had been
the superintendent of the Pearl Mining Company at Dingess in the northeastern section of the
county, while Lambert had been superintendent of several mines at or near Thacker in the
southcentral section of the county. Both were aso long-time members of the Republican Party.
In 1908, Booth who was no longer working as a superintendent, ran for house of delegates.
Lambert, the superintendent of the Mate Creek Coal Company ran for sheriff. Booth defined
himself as a self-made man. He had worked as a coal miner, foreman, and superintendent and

was now on his own as alumberman. The message of his advertisement to the voters of Mingo

®Dawson’s close affiliation with West Virginia Republican party boss has generally been
overshadowed by his reputation as a reform advocate and his later |eadership of the West
Virginia Progressive Party. The source cited here for the connection is George C. Mclntosh, a
veteran West Virginia newspaperman who participated in the Scherr faction’s bolt in 1908.
Unpublished typescript memoir of George C. Mcintosh, WVRHC. For more on Dawson, see
Nicholas C. Burckel,“ Progressive Governors in the Border States: Reform Governors of
Missouri, Kentucky, West Virginia, and Maryland, 1900-1918" (Ph.D. diss., University of
Wisconsin, 1971). Again, information is lacking regarding the role of coal menin Mingo's
Democratic Party until the post-1911 period. By the late teens, the most prominent Democrat of
Mingo’s coal elite, L.E. Armentrout, the superintendent/vice-president of Borderland, one of the
largest concerns in the County had been elected county commissioner. See Chapter 6 for details.
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was "l am acommon man like you." Lambert, like Booth had come to the county in the early
1890s because of the opportunitiesin the coal industry. However, he did not make any reference
to coal. Lambert’s advertisement stressed that he had come to Thacker from Kentucky at the
urging of Republican friends and had been aloyal party man ever since. Without emphatic
assertion, both men revealed their factional loyalty. Both Booth and Lambert aligned with the
Hiram S. White faction which claimed to represent the legitimate party.*

The 1908 campaigns of J. R. Booth and S. T. Lambert inadvertently reveal why the “coal
men” in Mingo County did not wield the local political power enjoyed by the industrial elitesin
the surrounding counties.*> Mingo's coal industry elite were a diverse group divided by nativity,
religion, education, party affiliation and occupational status.* Moreover, whether entrepreneurs
or corporate managers, like Booth and Lambert, the county’ s coal men aso disagreed about the
choice of which faction to support. Assessment of the timing of their presence in Mingo’s party
organizations and public offices reveal s the degree of their influence over Mingo’s political

affairs.

%J.R. Booth and S.T. Lambert, 1908 political advertisements in undated, untitled newspaper
clippingsin Keadle Papers, WVRHC.

®*Despite prosopographic studies like Kenneth Sullivan’ s “ Coal Men of the Smokeless
Coadlfields,” that reveal the diversity of political affiliation among southern West Virginia s coal
elite, West Virginia histories typically stress the ideological unity of southern West Virginia's
operator class. However, as episodesin this study will show, the political alignment strategies of
this group varied from field to field and directly affected the operators coercive power. Kenneth
Sullivan, “Coal Men of the Smokeless Coalfields,” West Virginia History 41 (Winter 1980): 142-
165.

%A ssertion based on a group biography study of the Williamson-Thacker coal elite, compiled
for the seminar paper, by the author. Datawas drawn from the U.S. Census (1900-1920) and
various West Virginia biographical publications, all available in the West Virginia and Regional
History Collection.

112



After the state legislature created Mingo County, coal men figured prominently in local
politics. J. K. Anderson, the General Manager of the United Thacker Coal Company holdingsin
southern West Virginia, was one of Mingo’s first three county commissioners.®” S. T. Lambert,
who worked as a superintendent for several mines between 1893 and 1918, served as Magnolia
District’sfirgt justice of the peace.”® Asmentioned earlier, other coal men such as James Little
represented their districts in the County organization. Little disappeared from the political
records after hismine closed. Lambert and Booth, by aligning with alosing faction, asserted
little power during the reign of their factional opponents. However, J. K. Anderson, who
represented one of the largest coal interestsin the County, backed the Hatfield faction and

influenced local politics through them.®

V. The Rise of the “ Hatfield Machine,” 1895-1911:

*™United Thacker Coal Company,” advertisment, Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908. See
Chapter 7 for a description of UTCC'’ s holdings.

®8Supervisor's report on Mingo County history, 3 January 1938, Historic Records Survey,
Mingo County Book I, WVRHC. Lambert served as mine superintendent for several companies:
Red Jacket Coal Company (1902), Vulcan Coal Company (1903-1904), Mate Creek Coal
Company (1905-1906), Magnolia Coal & Coke Company (1915), and Stone Mountain Coadl
Corporation (1918). Annual Reports, West Virginia Department of Mines, 1902-1918.

*“The largest of Mingo’s earliest coal companies, Thacker Coal & Coke was managed in this
early period by T. E. Houston, who ultimately became one of the most powerful coal menin
southern West Virginia. According to S. D. Stokes, Houston “ purchased” Mingo County for
1920 Republican gubernatoria candidate Ephraim Morgan from M. Z. White and Greenway
Hatfield for fifty thousand dollars. Thisincident suggests both how and why the big
corporations’ representatives, like Anderson and Houston, influenced the political activities of
Mingo’ s factional leadership. See Chapter 10, and Appendix 4.
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In the waning days of the Hatfield-McCoy Feud, Elizabeth “Betty” (Chafin) Hatfield
twice aweek traveled on horseback between her home on Mate Creek to Blackberry Creek to
collect or deposit her younger son Henry Drury at school.!® One reason for the regularity of the
trips was that “Drewy” as the extended family called him, owned only one pair of suitable
trousers.’® However, the sacrifices necessary to send Drewy to the superior Blackberry school
paled in comparison to the opportunity to better his education. Something of a child prodigy,
Drewy also benefitted from the tutelage of Logan County’s most prominent resident before

102" A's one descendant recalled, once identified

departing the Tug Valley for college at age fifteen.
asthe “promising pup” of the family litter, Drewy had been culled from the group, and no
expense was spared to cultivate his abilities.'®® He encapsulated his family’s aspirations and
ambitions for the future.

Liberally educated at Franklin College, Ohio and the University of Louisville, Kentucky,
Hatfield received additional medical training at New Y ork University, at the time one of the most

advanced and premier medical institutionsin American medicine'® Drewy Hatfield returned to

the Tug Valley in 1894, adoctor at age 19. He began his medical career in the southern West

1%\ cCoy, “The Rise of Education,” 40.
109 big.

1%2*"Henry D. Hatfield,” Men of West Virginia, vol.2 (Chicago: Biographical Publishing
Company, 1903): 727-728, 727. Hatfield’'s early mentor was George Rogers Clark Floyd, the son
and brother of two Virginiagovernors. Henry D. Hatfield to C. H. Ambler 5 December 1953,
Hatfield Papers, WVRHC.

1%Hatfield correspondence, letter no. 29.

%Wallace, Annals, 403. According to Wallace, Hatfield graduated from Franklin 1890,
Louisville 1894, and NY U 1904.
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Virginia coalfields as a company doctor, and his lifelong commitment to quality healthcare for
miners and their familiesis evidenced by the miners hospitals he helped establish.’® However,
Henry D. Hatfield chose to enter politics, and it wasin this public sphere that the twin influences
of hisfamily background and professional training at times warred and in others dovetailed to
mold him into one of West Virginia's most successful reformers, and yet most corrupt politicians.
The sheer size of the Hatfield family made them a force with which to be reckoned in
southern West Virginia politics. By the time Henry D. Hatfield first ran for state office in 1910,
the Hatfields and/or their relatives were a dominant force in the politics of three counties: Mingo,
Logan and McDowell.*® Through his mother, Betty Chafin, Henry D. was related to the
Democratic Chafins who ran Logan County. Two of Devil Anse's sons and thus double first
cousinsto Henry D. Hatfield: Joe D. and Tennyson or "Tennis," were part of the Chafin machine

until the mid-1920s.*” Henry D.'s second cousins, brothers William "Bill," and McGinnis"Mac"

1%K arr, 36-37.

1%|n Logan, Francis M. "Marion" Chafin served as Logan County sheriff, 1894-1898. Deuvil
Anse' s brother and father to Greenway and Henry D., Elias Hatfield was Town Marshal of
Aracomain the early 1890s, and after the name was changed to Logan (Courthouse) became
Chief of Policein 1895. James M. "Jim" Chafin, Marion Chafin's brother served as a county
clerk in Mingo. Marion’s son John Chafin served as Logan Circuit Court Clerk for 18
consecutive years. West Virginia Heritage Encyclopedia, 5: 919-21 and Lawson, 41; In Mingo,
Greenway and Henry D. Hatfield were both senior members of the Republican Party,
"Condensed Facts," 7, 1; In McDowell, Henry D. "Drewy", William "Bill", and McGinnis"Mac"
Hatfield joined the Republican party faction led by former McDowell County Sheriff W.W.
Whyte. Sodom and Gomorrah Today, or the History of Keystone, West Virginia, (n.p. 1912), no
page numbers. "Condensed Facts' is Pamphlet 8662 and "Sodom and Gomorrah” isin the Rare
Books Collection, both in the WVRHC.

9Raymond Chafin, with Topper Sherwood, Just Good Palitics: The Life of Raymond Chafin,
Appalachian Boss (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1996), 20.
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Hatfield were an emerging force in McDowell County Republican politics.® Henry D. himself
had helped found the Republican party in Mingo in 1895-1896, before moving to McDowell
County.'®®

Exactly why Henry D. moved to McDowell has never been irrefutably established. One
possible reason may have been the lure of better pay and working conditions at the larger mining
operations of the Pocahontas coalfield. Based on family descriptions of his character, Hatfield
may also have been disgusted with the imbroglios of his cousins Cap and Eliasin 1896 and
1899.1° Hatfield family descendants assert that "Doc," who had been educated far away from the
feud, did not want his own reputation tarnished or his personal aspirations tainted by the
"shameless goings-on in Mingo."*** Whatever the reason for his departure, once Henry D.
Hatfield moved to McDowell, he and cousins "Bill" and "Mac" Hatfield forged an alliance with
the coal and industry €lite of that county. Asone Hatfield |ater recalled, the McDowell political

scene suited the three kinsmen better because there "they were playing to the opera and box seats,

not the peanut gallery."'2

1%\ cDowell County DAR, McDowell County (Fort Worth, TX: University Supply and
Equipment Company, 1959), 113.

109" Condensed Facts,” 1-2. P8662, Pamphlet Collection, WVRHC.
1oHatfield correspondence, letter no. 31.

bid. Acording the elder members of the Hatfield family, Henry D. Hatfield is described as
being the Hatfield most like his famous uncle, Devil Anse: shrewd, proud, loyal and formidable.
Governor Hatfield was aso known for his temper; hisire reportedly was most often raised by
assaults on his honor or will, and by people who were dishonest, cowardly, or greedy.

"2Hatfield correspondence, letter no.28.
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Despite the Hatfield family historians' characterization of McDowell asa"cleaner," or
perhaps more refined political climate than Logan or Mingo, the contemporary accounts of
political contests at the time reveal adifferent view. If politics were less combustible in Logan
and McDowell it was because they were ruled by single party machines, not that the politics were
less dirty or dependent on corruption.

When the coal industry entered Logan in 1904, it was considered an efficiency expedient
to pay the Chafins, of whom Don Chafin was the emerging leader, to maintain order.** The
Republican primacy in McDowell depended on the loyalty of the county’ s African-American
popul ation, whose percentage of the total population exceeded the combined figure for native
and foreign born white.*** In the coal camps and predominantly black towns like Keystone and
Kimball, the Hatfields helped build a machine that provided the patronage and protection to keep
the African Americansin line.**®

By 1910, when Henry D. decided to run for a seat in the state senate, his older brother
Greenway had carved his own niche among the Republican elite of their home county. A report

on a contested Congressional seat from the 1910 election exposed how the Hatfield brothers built

amachine that drew power both from their kinship ties and their connection to the coal industry.

3_ee, Bloodletting, 137-138. Shortly before federal legislation legalized unions, James D.
Francis, the president of Island Creek Coal Company, visited the Sheriff Joe D. Hafield to
discuss ending the coal company subsidy of the sheriff's deputies. Francis allegedly gave asa
reason that the companies had initially paid the money to help keep order in the county, but that
under Don Chafin, it had transformed into an extortion racket.

14K enneth R. Bailey, "A Judicious Mixture: Negroes and Immigrants in the West Virginia
Mines, 1880-1917," West Virginia History 34 (January 1973): 141-161, 158.

5The report of the Wiley v. Hughes case and "' Sodom and Gomorrah Today" offer several
examples of the white-black political relationshipsin McDowell County.
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The report also reveals that while “Doc” Hatfield espoused support for avariety of reforms,
including the institution of primaries, workers compensation, and mine guard legislation, he a'so
used the tools of a corrupt party boss to enhance his own power. The abuses orchestrated by the
Hatfield brothers to win Mingo and McDowell County were so flagrant that Rankin Wiley, the
defeated candidate for the fifth district United States congressional seat sought and a secured a
Congressional investigation of the election proceedings in Mingo and McDowell counties.**®
Although they examined awide range of charges, including questions concerning
Hughes' citizenship, the congressional committee found the charges regarding McDowell County
especialy disturbing. After noting that the majority of McDowell's popul ation was
predominantly immigrant or African-American and that al of the county officers were
Republican, the committee observed that "the method of conducting elections [there] . . . make it
amost fruitful place to perpetuate wholesale election fraud.” Even though they noted with
concern Wiley's assertion that he had not campaigned in McDowell because he had been
threatened with bodily harm, the congressmen were more dismayed by the actions of the

Republican President of the County Court Henry D. Hatfield. According to evidence brought

before the committee, Hatfield had openly violated well-established el ection laws when he

16" Contested Election Case of Rankin Wiley v. James A. Hughes from the Fifth
Congressional District of West Virginia," Sixty-Second Congress, 2d session, Report N0.1229
[Mr. Covington, from the Committee on Elections No.1 submitted the following report to
accompany H.Res.703] (Washington: GPO, 1912). Unfortunately for Rankin Wiley, his
Republican opponent in the 1910 election was James A. Hughes of Huntington, who had already
served fivetermsin Congress. Hughes was a native of Canada whose family had immigrated to
the United States after the Civil War. The brother-in-law of Z. T. Vinson, the Democrat-turned-
Republican business associate of Wallace J. Williamson, Hughes hel ped broker the deal that
created Mingo County. In return he had named Hatfield family friend, N. J. Keadle sheriff. See
earlier section of this chapter for citation details.
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refused to appoint Democrat as well as Republican election supervisors for each precinct in the
county.**
The committee was al so shocked to learn that upon his own election to the state senate in
1910, the West Virginialegislature, instead of censuring Hatfield, elected him president of the
state senate. However, despite their own disgust with Hatfield's behavior, the congressional
committee declared that the lack of bipartisan oversight of the McDowell polling stationsin and
of itself did not constitute fraud nor prove that fraud had been committed.™®
The congressional investigation focused most closely on the conduct of the election in

Mingo County. After noting that violations had occurred at nine precincts, the committee chose
to concentrate on alleged activities at the Matewan precinct. The precinct was so notorious the
committee report noted, people went to extraordinary lengths to secure afair election:

Conditions had in recent years become so outrageous at this precinct

that a number of women belonging to the Woman's Christian

Temperance Union determined to put a stop to fraudulent elections

there, and with the finest spirit of American womanhood repaired to

the polling place at daybreak and begged the election officials to see to
it that afair election was held that day.™

"ibid., 3.
81 bid.

bid., 4. Unfortunately, no other accounts of this action have been located. The annual
report of the West Virginia Woman's Christian Temperance Union does not include any record of
theincident. However, both the 1908 and 1910 reports of local WCTU memberships hint at who
might have been involved. In 1908, the president of the Red Jacket chapter was Mrs. Jennie
Turner, the wife of Dr. James Turner; Dr. Turner was involved in another incident at Matewan on
election day 1910. The 1910 WCTU membership of Matewan included Mrs. Martha Hoskins
and Mrs. Dora Lambert, the wives of Magnolia District Constable W. R. Hoskins and coal
company superintendent S.T. Lambert. Women’s Christian Temperance Union of West Virginia,
Report of the Twenty-Sixth Annual Meeting of the Women’ s Christian Temperance Union of West
Virginia, held at Huntington, VW, October 2-6, 1908, edited by Mrs. K. M. Murill (Charleston,
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Despite the women's efforts, the election at Matewan proceeded as corruptly asever. The
committee observed that while "negro floaters' were transported and illegally voted around the
county, in Matewan they were housed in "vacant buildings" and for "two or three days . . . and
food was carried to them in tubs.” On election day, Republican officials tried two methods of
providing the African Americans with the names they were to use when voting. The failure of
both methods resulted in Greenway Hatfield shouting the "name" of the voter to the election
commissioner or poll clerk. To quantify the fraud, Democratic commissioner secretly marked
each African-American voter on the back with a piece of chalk -- one man had twelve marks
before the poll closed. When Dr.Turner, a"respectable citizen" and fellow Republican,
"remarked in the presence of Greenway Hatfield that it was a shame to permit these "darkies' to
vote . . . he was struck in the face and driven from the polls."*®

The extent to which the franchise of Matewan's legally registered voters was undermined
is highlighted by the committee's citation of afew statistics. According to the investigators, in
the 1910 election 327 votes were cast at Matewan, 237 by African Americans, even though
Matewan had only ten registered African-American voters a the time. The committee stripped
Hughes of his plurality in Mingo and awarded it to Wiley. However, it was not enough to turn

the entire district's vote to Wiley's favor. Despite openly acknowledged irregularities and in

WV Tribune Printing Company, 1909), 79 and West Virginia Woman’'s Christian Temperance
Union, Twenty-Eighth Year, Charleston, WV, October 5,6, 7, 1910 (Fairmont, WV: Index Print,
n.d.), 113. Both Lambert and Hoskins subsequently served as mayor of Matewan. 1n 1910 W. R.
Hoskins was Constable for Magnolia District, but while mayor of Matewan in 1911, he was shot
and killed by Tom Chafin. For more on WCTU activitiesin West Virginiain this period see:
Barbara J. Howe, "West Virginia Women's Organizations, 1880s-1930 or "Unsexed Termagants .
.. Help the World Along," West Virginia History 59 (1990): 81-102.

bid., 2-3.
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some cases proven fraud, James A. Hughes retained his seat as United States congressman,
thanks to the Hatfield machine of Mingo and McDowell Counties.'*

After taking his seat in the state senate, Henry D. Hatfield aimost suffered repercussions
for hisrole in the scandalous 1910 election. Asone of several candidates for the state senate’s
presidency, Hatfield only received the honor after Logan County state senator E. T. England
conceded the caucus nomination to Hatfield for the sake of party unity. Asthe Mingo
Republican noted archly, "the scepter he (England) wields in his home county was not bestowed
by the power of amachine."*? The attack on native son Hatfield by the Republican reflected a
connection between the rise of the Hatfield machine and the emergence of reformist tendenciesin
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Mingo.

2\flliamson Daily News, 8 August 1914. In 1914, the News alleged that Buskirk "voted his
bulldog for Jim Hughes" in the 1910 election. Hughes re-election in 1910 was one bright spot in
adismal mid-term campaign; he was the only Republican in West Virginia's congressional
delegation to retain his seat. According to Gary J. Tucker, by 1910, the importance of the
African-American electorate in Mingo, McDowell, and several other southern West Virginia
counties led to their designation as West Virginia's "Blackbelt" counties. For more on the 1910
election see: Gary J. Tucker, “William E. Glasscock and the Election of 1910,” West Virginia
History 40 (Spring 1979): 254-267. As mentioned earlier in this chapter, in response to the
Republicans abusive overuse of black voters, Democrats repeatedly attempted to keep blacks
from voting. 1n 1910, according to the Mingo Republican, “with the connivance of a Democratic
roadmaster, nearly all the colored men on the extra force were taken to Burnwell before the polls
were opened and kept there until after dark. One escaped and reached home just in time to vote.”
Mingo Republican, 8 November 1912.

22Mingo Republican, 3 February 1911. During the 1920-1922 strike, England, who by then
was Attorney General, was openly critical of the southern West Virginia operators and
politicians, many of whom had backed Hatfield rather than England in the 1911-1912 period.
"Testimony of E. T. England,"West Virginia Coal Fields: 719-731.

210 1911, the editor of the Mingo Republican was Fred O’ Brien. Although O’ Brien's father
(who had served aterm as Williamson’s mayor) and his father-in-law John L. Stafford (see the
section on the 1904 election in this chapter) were Democrats, he himself was aliberal
Williamson Republican. 1n 1911, O’ Brien ran unsuccessfully for mayor against the machine-
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Although the liberal wing of his own party opposed his elevation to the Senate
presidency, once in control of the session, Hatfield shepherded several reform bills through the
legislature.® Asaresult, Hatfield gained a reputation for unlocking the impasse that had kept
reform measures from being passed for adecade. At the end of the session a bi-partisan
delegation presented the young senator with a silver platter in thanks for his efforts as a peace-
maker in the tumultuous session.'®

An examination of two bills passed during the 1911 |egidlative session exposes the secret
of Hatfield's success. One of these, the West Virginia Primary Election Law transferred the
responsibility or the right of picking a party's slate of candidates from the county and state
conventions to adirect primary. Like similar legislation around the country, the West Virginia
bill was meant to “democratize” the candidate selection process and thereby undermine the

influence of “cliques’ and machines.**® However, the bill’s limitations as an effective anti-

corruption measure was noted almost immediately after its passage. One month after the end of

backed incumbent Democratic mayor. “Obituary of Fred W. O’ Brien” Mingo Republican, 9
February 1912.

2% arr, 46-47. According to Karr, Governor Dawson's allies in the liberal -reformist wing of
the party "flatly refused” to endorse Hatfield's selection.

2Mingo Republican, 24 March 1911. The leader of the delegation was former Governor
William Alexander MacCorkle (D) who spoke of knowing Hatfield since his boyhood, when
MacCorkle, as ayoung circuit riding lawyer had forged a twenty-five year friendship with
Hatfield's father and uncle, Elias and Devil Anse Hatfield. One of Hatfield's many achievements
was saving M. Z. White's election as Mingo county's state senator. White had been elected by a
"near unanimous vote" but the Democrats still tried to get him unseated. Mingo Republican, 16
November 1916.

1%65teven J. Diner, A Very Different Age: Americansin the Progressive Era (New Y ork: Hill
and Wang, 1998), 209.

122



the 1911 session, John J. Cornwell, former Democratic gubernatorial candidate and editor of the
Hampshire Review, wrote an editoria about the law and itsimpact. Cornwell prophesied that
“party primaries would usher in a period of unparalleled disunity and corruption in Republican
politics."'?” Subsequent primary €lections in Mingo County affirmed the accuracy of Cornwell's
prediction.'?®
The other important bill passed in 1911 was the West Virginia Prohibition Act. As
historian Frederick Barkey has observed:
prior to the passage of the West Virginia Prohibition Act . . . avery
important source of patronage was the granting of liquor licenses. . .
[which were)] approved by the county court . . . [The licenses] were
often granted or withheld on the basis of direct financial support of the
controlling political organization or the patronizing of party approved
wholesalers.*?
The early records of the Mingo County Court substantiate Barkey's observation. The conference

of three saloon licensesin 1895 illustrates the link between politics and the liquor traffic in

Mingo County.*® The two saloons operated at the village and coal camps at Thacker were

1273ohn J. Cornwell editorial in Hampshire Review, 11 April 1911, quoted in Lucy Lee Fisher,
“John J. Cornwell, West Virginia Governor, 1917-1921," West Virginia History 24 (April
1963/July 1963): 258-288, 370-389, 272.

%8From 1912 through 1920, primary and general electionsin Mingo were racked with
corruption. One of the ring leaders of a state legislature corruption scandal in 1913 was from
Mingo County. The 1916 election in Mingo caused a Federal investigator to observe that Mingo
was one of the most politically corrupt places he had ever seen. Dicussions of and citations for
these events will appear in this and subsequent chapters.

%Frederick A. Barkey, "The Socialist Party in West Virginiafrom 1898 to 1920: A Study in
Working-Class Radicalism” (Ph.D. diss., University of Pittsburgh, 1979), 51.

1305, D. Stokesto Carl E. Whitney 19 September 1921, Stokes Papers, WV RHC. Stokes
describes M. Z. White's dismay at the loss of the liquor graft and his salvation by receiving an
appointment as warden of the West Virginia state penitentiary from Henry D. Hatfield in 1913.
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licensed to Mont (M. Z.) White and Eli Baker, the bondholder was R. W. Buskirk. At Matewan,
the liquor license was granted to Buskirk's wife Melda Buskirk, her bondholders were Wallace J.
Williamson and R. H. Prichard.™*" Williamson, White and Buskirk were three of the most
powerful political forcesin Mingo's first quarter of a century. While acknowledged by many as
one of the founders and guiding forces of the town of Matewan, Buskirk was also known as"a
purveyor of vice" who had originally come to the Matewan area from Logan with that intent in
mind.**

The sheer volume of liquor licenses granted by the Mingo County Court also underscores
the conflict between the graft game operated by machine politicians and the demand for social
reform which culminated in the passage of the Prohibition Act. Between 1895 and 1900, 121
liguor licenses were granted in Mingo County, that averages to twenty-four a year, or one saloon
for every ninety-four persons. Condemned as constant companions, drunkenness and violence
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were also seen as simultaneously new and old socia problems.™ On the one hand, "drinking

epitomized how things had things had got out of control in the new order."*** However, the

See Appendix 4.

B1"Mingo County Commission Records,” 14 February, 1895, Book |, Historic Records
Survey, Mingo County, Reel 125, WVRHC.

¥2Hatfield correspondence, letter no. 17.

13N ot unknown anywhere in 19th century America, in Mingo County history, drunken
violence seemed especially common on election day, well into the 20th century. Severa
examples are cited in the chapters of this study.

¥David Thelen, Paths of Resistance: Tradition and Dignity in Industrializing Missouri
(Columbia: University of Missouri Press, 1991), 155. Thelen's work focuses on the industrial
transformation period in the Ozarks of Missouri. The close parallels between the
"BaldKnobbers" of the Ozarks and the Hatfields and McCoys of the Tug Valley are discussed by
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drinking habits of the native mountaineers and lower classes were also associated with an
embarrassing and backward past.™** Conversely, temperance advocacy became a badge of one's
membership in the middle class.**

The "new order" required a sober work force, which would not disrupt the peace of the
modern towns that had grown up around the coal industry.**” Asapolitical issue however,
prohibition divided rather than united the ruling elite. Native elites and machine politicians who
depended on the political support of the lower classes generally opposed prohibition, while the
industrial eliteswho drew their power from external sources generally supported prohibition at

least for their work force.*® Only occasionally did genuine tee-total ers appear, asin the case of

AltinaWaller in Feud. Thelen is quoted directly here because his assertion encapsul ates the
opinion of many West Virginia prohibitionists in this period, who were especially concerned
about the drinking habits of the ethnic working class. 1n 1914, when prohibition went into effect
in West Virginia, agroup of unnamed citizens in Williamson started a“law and order league” to
“help enforce temperance.” Williamson Daily News, 3 July 1914 and 21 July 1914.

“Waller, Feud, 203-205.

¥e\Waller, Feud, 203. The growing acceptance of prohibition and temperance among the
middle class in turn-of-the century America some historians have argued, stemmed from their
own status anxiety. In Retreat from Reform, Jack Blocker observed that many in the middle class
advocated temperance in order “to shore up their damaged society and prove themselvesto be
caring and potent members of that society.” Jack S. Blocker, Jr., Retreat from Reform: The
Prohibition Movement in the United Sates, 1890-1913 (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1976),
241.

37 hid.
3T his trend reflected parallel situationsin the broader contemporary society. Diner, 73.
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Colonel William Leckie. Leckie, a Scots immigrant, pioneer operator of the Pocahontas

coafield, and investor in the Williamson-Thacker field, devoutly opposed liquor.**

V. Conclusion:

In contrast to the prevailing historical opinion regarding the impact of industrialization on
southern West Virginia politics, Mingo County did not come under the hegemonic influence of a
new elite. No single party dominated the county and within each party rival factions consisted of
mixed coalitions of natives and outsiders. Asaresult, the most powerful politiciansin the
county were masters of seemingly syncretistic sources of influence. For example, Democrat
Wallace J. Williamson and Republican Greenway Hatfield were native elites who actively and
lucratively participated in Mingo's economic development. Drawing on their kinship networks
and business connections, Williamson and Hatfield constructed machines that withstood both the
forces unleashed by their own political rivalry, and intraparty reformist efforts to topple them.
How their machines survived the Progressive Era and contributed to the escalation to violence in
Matewan on May 19, 1920, is best illustrated by the political career of Greenway Hatfield’'s most
powerful, but problematic ally, his younger brother Henry D. Hatfield.

Henry D. Hatfield’ srapid rise to the power in the state stemmed from his mastery of both
corrupt political methods and the language of reform. In essence, for awhile he was able to be all

things to all people, which was probably why he attracted the support of southern West

139_ecki€'s personal papers archived at the Eastern Regional Coal Archives contain literature
illustrating his devotion. Whenever he traveled he apparently stayed only at inns where no
alcohol was served -- ever. William S. Leckie Collection, ERCA.

126



Virginia s most powerful industrial elite. Observing Hatfield’ s ascent through the state party
ranks, aformer judge of West Virginia s State Supreme Court of Appeals noted that by 1911,
Hatfield was “ one of the strongest men in the state . . . all factions could unite behind him.” 4
However, when the death of Stephen B. Elkins opened a power vacuum at the apex of West
Virginia s Republican party in early 1911, Henry D. Hatfield seized the opportunity to break free
from his corporate sponsors. Chapter 6 tells the story of how the Hatfield brothers empire
expanded and then collapsed. Ironically, the combined impact of election reform and prohibition
on politicsin Mingo County contributed to the Hatfield’ s undoing.

In the interim, Chapters 4 and 5 assess Mingo’s economic and social transformation.
Chapter 4 illuminates an issue first raised in this chapter, the relative weakness of Mingo's coal
elite, by documenting the peripheral status of the Williamson-Thacker coafield. Chapter 5
closes the section on Mingo’ s transformation period by analyzing the social ramifications of the
county’s political volatility and economic marginality. Mingo’s elite failed to establish
hegemonic political control and lived in the shadow of the economic primacy of the surrounding
coalfields. Asaresult, loca methods of conflict resolution, and use of and attitudes towards

violence, lay the groundwork for the events of May 19, 1920.

%0 Judge Joseph M. Sanders interview from the Huntington Herald Dispatch, 22 December
1911, quoted in Penn, 249.
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CHAPTER 4
CRISISAND CONFLICT SHAPES THE THACKER COAL FIELD*
“Development . . . hasjust simply been started . . .
there is a slender thread of coal operations extended along theriver,
stretched over adistance of over fifty miles.”?
-- Williamson Enterprise, June 1908

The same year that the mines in what would become Mingo County went into production,
one of the nation’ s worst depressions gripped the United States. Throughout the coal industry
companies responded to the lingering economic crisis by increasing production and imposing
cost-saving measures, such as wage reductions. Because the crisis lasted into the closing years of
the century, and their employers showed no signs of restoring old pay rates, miners gradually
abandoned their traditional policy of cooperation and began flocking to the fledgling United
Mine Workers of America.®

In this atmosphere, the pattern of industrial relationsin Mingo County’s Thacker Coal

Field took shape. Thelong slow recovery from the national depression also coincided with a

The boundaries of southern West Virginia coalfields and counties do not exactly coincide.
Moreover, the names of the coalfields evolved over time and varied according to the descriptor’s
point of reference. All of Mingo County fell into the original “Thacker” field, which also
included asmall section of Wayne County, West Virginiaand Pike County, Kentucky. Not long
after the term “Williamson-Thacker” came into use, the Pike County section of the field came
into its own as the Pond Creek Field. Also since railroad publications and other industrial
publications frequently subdivided coalfields into production and/or distribution units, therefore
in some of these publications the field was referred to as the “Kenova-Thacker district.”

AWilliamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908.

3John H.M. Laslett, Colliers Across the Sea: A Comparative Sudy of Class Formation in
Scotland and the American Midwest, 1830-1924 (Urbana: University of 1llinois Press, 2000),
144-145.
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broad-reaching transformation of the American coal industry. Thefirst half of this chapter traces
the impact of the Panic of 1893 on the early development of the Thacker Coal Field. The second
half addresses how the trends of the dawning modern age of coal mining increasingly put the
Thacker field in the shadow of neighboring fields. Moreover, the growth and expansion of the
coal industry in Mingo County not only obscured the differences between it and surrounding
fields, but also disguised the long-standing systemic problems that precipitated the descent into

crisisin the Spring of 1920.

|. The Panic of 1893 Affects Industrial Development and Relations in Mingo County, 1895-1902:
The economic ramifications of the Panic of 1893 profoundly affected the initial stage of
Mingo County’ sindustrial development, even though the Thacker coal field continued to expand
in 1894-1895.* A new company, the Mate Creek Consolidated Coal Land Company, was
incorporated, backed by a combination of "local and Chicago capital."®> Coal production more
than doubled from 52,673 tonsin 1894 to 106,712 in 1895, but expansion in the Thacker field
did not necessarily signify fiscal soundness for the coa companies, the Guyandot Coal Land
Association, or the N&W.® The construction of the Dingess branch line further imperiled the

GCLA because its landholdings did not cover the acreage traversed by theline. To extend its

“The national unemployment crisis precipitated by the Panic of 1893 eased briefly in 1895, but
revived when the depression actually worsened in 1896. Michael Nash, Conflict and
Accommodation: Coal Miners, Steelworkers and Socialism, 1890-1920 (Westport, CT:
Greenwood Press), 13.

>Conley, History of the West Virginia Coal Industry, 259.

®Ibid; Annual Reports 1911, 8; Prior to Mingo's separation from Logan in 1895, production
figures for minesin the "Thacker" field were reported as part of Logan's figures.
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control over the land between its original holdings and the new rail line the company was forced
to pay twenty-eight dollars an acre for the missing 140 acres.’

Rather than cooperatively confronting the impact of overproduction and overcompetition,
coa men rapaciously sought ways to produce cheaper coal.® As minersin the older coalfields
came together and founded an organization to protect themselves from their employers' efforts to
lower wages, many operators searched for areas where they could start fresh and avoid the issue.®
In this climate of crisis, the pattern of industrial relations in the Thacker coalfield was
established. From the beginning, coal companiesin Mingo County operated under asiege
mentality; deprived of the benefits enjoyed by the Smokeless coalfields to the east, the operators
of Thacker field were slow to organize in pursuit of common interests. The story of the United
Mine Workers of America’'s early organizational efforts underscores not only the vulnerability of
the Thacker field, but also the roots of the union’s own tenuous relationship with Mingo’s
miners.

When the Norfolk & Western opened the coalfields of southeastern West Virginia, it
required all of the companies served by itsline to sell their coa through the N& W’ s own sales
agency.’® While most of the benefits of this arrangement accrued to the railroad, the companies

themselves were compensated by other aspects of the deal. First, because their coal was sold

"Roper, 177, 174-175.
8Salstrom, Path to Dependency, 36, 72-73
°*Hinrichs, 117.

19A ccording to pioneering operator W. P. Tams, the Smokel ess operators were compelled to
use Castner, Curran & Bullitt astheir agents. W.P. Tams interview with Richard Hadsell, A&M
2584, typescript pages 3-4, WVRHC.
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under asingle label, the Smokel ess operators benefitted from the rapid advance in demand for
their product. Second, and most important, the companies were guaranteed a minimum price for
their coal.*

However, after the Panic, the continued instability of the coal market had frequently
required the N&W to undercut itself by compensating the coal companies for the shortfall
between the prearranged price and the actual market value of the coal. After entering
receivership in 1895, the N& W embarked on a new coal sales policy. In late February, the
railroad abolished its coal sales company, the Pocahontas Coal Company and turned over its coa
sales contract to Castner, Curran, and Bullitt of Philadelphia, which had been the N&W's
seaboard agent. The new arrangement in coal sales promised to help stabilize the railroad’s
operating costs, and raise its coa hauling profit margin.*

For the coa companiesin the Flat Top, Pocahontas, and Thacker fields, the withdrawal of
guaranteed price supports removed an important safety net. In the midst of afailing market, the
operators faced afurther drop in coal prices™ All of the N& W’ s southern West Virginia s fields
suffered because of the loss of the guaranteed price support. But as the youngest of the fields,
only two yearsinto production, and lacking the established reputation enjoyed by the Smokeless

fields, the Thacker field was hit hardest by the N& W’ s decision.** Forced into open competition

" ghifting the Deal," Bluefield Daily Telegraph, 21 February 1895 in David E. Johnston
Papers, ERCA.

“Ibid.
Blbid.

“The southeastern West Virginia fields produced a high quality, “low volatile’-- hence
“Smokeless’ coal, while the Thacker field produced alesser quality “high volatile” coal. The
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much earlier in its productive life, the Thacker field never escaped the shadow of the better
known and established Smokeless fields.

Set adrift in afiercely competitive coal market, the fledgling companies of the Thacker
field launched their own effort to protect and improve sales of "Thacker" coal, only three months
after the N&W announcement. On May 1, 1895, three of the Field' s four producing companies
founded the Thacker Coal Company, which would sell al Thacker coal at the same price.
However, the refusal of the Maritime Coal Company to participate undermined the goals of the
other three companies. A year later, A. Moore, the president of Thacker Coal & Coke, who also
served as the president of the sales agency, resigned his appointment as the head of the sales
agency and withdrew Thacker Coal & Coke from its contract. In an explanatory letter to the new
president Moore blamed his action on the April 1896 sale of Thacker coal below the contracted
price. Two months later the sales agency went into receivership and sued Thacker Coal & Coke
for failing to fill its order of coal. The lower court found for the defendant, but W. P. Slaughter,
the agency’ s receiver, appealed the decision.”

The West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals upheld the lower court's decision, but

not because it accepted Thacker Coal & Coke's defense. All but one of the judges found the

differences between these coals and the impact of this variation on the fields' development is
explored later in this chapter.

Brglaughter v. Thacker Coal & Coke Company,” Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court
of Appeals, 55 (February 9, 1904-June 9, 1904): 642-644. The demise of the Thacker Coadl
Company is surrounded by shady events. For example, as his successor reminded Moore, as
president of the sales agency, he had authorized the below market sale. After the new president
threatened to sue for breach of contract, Moore, in collusion with the new owners of the Lynn
Company, engineered the dissolution of the sales agency. Same, 644-645. All effortsto find
additional information on A. Moore, even hisfirst name, have failed.
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original contract to be anillegal restraint of trade and thus void, meaning, "no recovery [could]
be had onit." President of the Court Judge Poffenbarger disagreed with the other judges
decision because he believed that the Thacker Coal sales agency represented the interests of
companies "developing anew field" whose product could be sold "more advantageously and
economically through one agency.” Moreover, in Judge Poffenbarger's opinion, the Thacker
Coal sales agency represented such asmall segment of the industry, "it isimpossible to see how
the public was, or could have been, injured by . . . the contract."*® The majority opinion prevailed
however, and efforts at concerted action among Mingo's coal operators were set back for years.*’
Cut adrift by the N&W, forced into competition with bigger, better known coal fields, and
denied the opportunity to emul ate the sales strategy of these same competitors, the Thacker Field
struggled to survive the aftereffects of the Panic. Not unlike coa operators around the nation,
Thacker companies competed for skilled workers to help boost production, only to impose wage
reductions as soon as they thought they could.”® Thus, less than four years after opening, conflict

between the miners and the companies wracked the Thacker coal field.

Ibid., 651-652, 647-649.

™ ack of cooperation” among southern West Virginia' s operators was atypical state of
affairs. Richard M. Hadsell and William E. Coffey, “From Law and Order to Class Warfare:
Baldwin-Felts Detectives in Southern West Virginia’ West Virginia History 40 (Spring 1979):
268-286, 275. Thisauthor arguesthat it particularly adversely affected the Williamson-Thacker
Coal Field. For example, it should be noted that in contrast to Mingo's coal companies after the
dissolution of the Thacker Coa Company, most of the coal companies along the N&W to the
east still sold their coal through Castner, Curran & Bullitt and thus benefitted from the use of a
single coal agency. Tamsinterview, 3-4, WVRHC.

1830 August 1898, Bert Wright Diary, Roland Luther Collection, ERCA. A mine
superintendent in the Pocahontas Field, Wright knew about conditions in the Thacker Field
because he had hired alabor agent to “canvass’ the Thacker Field and find experienced miners
willing to relocate.
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In 1899, the noted self-taught mining engineer and miners' advocate Andrew Roy
published an account of arecent visit to the Thacker Coal Field. Hisarticle, in addition to
analyzing the various advantages and disadvantages of the young field, also included this
description of atypical employee of the Thacker Coa & Coke Company:

the miner keeps his dress suit in his own closet while at work in the

mine. After bathing in the evening he dons this suit and places his

mining garb in the closet and emerges from the bathroom as ‘clean as a

new pin' and looking more like a congressman [than a miner].*®
The implications of Roy’ s depiction are clear. The miners of Mingo’'s Thacker Field enjoyed the
fruits of the latest innovations in American mining.”® After working in one of the Mingo’s
thoroughly modern mines, Thacker’s miners emerged from the company washhouse cleansed of
the coal grime that would otherwise mark their occupational status. Thus liberated, the miners
could move among local society, the equals of any man. What Roy’ s observation does not revea
however, isthat hisvisit coincided with a tumultuous time in the Thacker Coal Field, when local
miners undertook their first efforts to join the United Mine Workers of America

Although the UMWA included West Virginiain itsfirst organization drive in 1894, the

production crisis precipitated by the union’s success in Ohio, Illinois, and Indiana only fueled the

®Andrew Roy, “The Thacker Coal Field of West Virginia,” Mines and Minerals 19 (May
1899):472. Roy’'s emphasis on the classless appearance of the miners reflects his adherence to
the dominant ideology of the American mining industry in the nineteenth century. See Grace
Palladino, Another Civil War: Labor, Capital, and the State in the Anthracite Regions of
Pennsylvania, 1840-1868 (Urbana and Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 1990).

“Thacker was the first West Virginia Coal Field that opened mechanized. Keith Dix, What's
a Miner to Do: The Mechanization of Coal Mining (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press,
1988), 13.
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growth of newer fields like the Thacker field.*> The miners response to the changein the
N&W'’ s coal sales policy in 1895, hints at a possible reason for their refusal to join the 1894
strike. According to the Bluefield Daily Telegraph, the miners of southern West Virginia, in
recognition of the hardship faced by their employers, offered to “ concede to some wage
reduction” in return for a guarantee of full-time work.? The cooperative stance of the Thacker
miners revealed their adherence to atraditional philosophy of labor-management relations. Until
the late nineteenth century, miners believed in a“harmony of interest,” that they and their
employers had a common interest in maintaining production.? However, persistent adverse
economic conditions and evolving managerial philosophies negated the importance of the
miners sacrifices® Asaresult, between 1897 and 1902, miners in the Williamson-Thacker
Field answered the United Mine Workers of America’s strike call six times.

Scanty records limit analysis of the 1897, 1898, 1899, and 1900 strike effortsin Mingo
County. Brief inlength, Mingo’'s 1897-1900 strikes reflect the painful transition of turn- of- the

century American mining.® The reasons for these early strikes included: increased wages (a

“Thomas, "Coal Country,” 237.

2" shifting the Deal," Bluefield Daily Telegraph, 21 February 1895 in David E. Johnston
Collection, ERCA.

2| adlett, Colliers, 144-145.
X1hid.

#The 1897 strike was called July 4, 1897; in West Virginiathe strike lasted as briefly as 1 day
(Mason County) and as long as 77 days (Ohio County), in Mingo the strike lasted 30 days.
According to the 1898 Annual Report, a second attempt at a strike was made on April 1, 1898 --
hence the reference "the 1897-1898 strike." 1898 Annual Report of the West Virginia
Department of Mines, 47.
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perennial cause), the firing of alocal union president, and safety concerns.® While the 1897,
1899, and 1900 strikes ended in capitul ation, the 1898 walkout ended when the operators hired
replacement workers. The small amount of available information on these local attemptsto
participate in larger efforts seemsto indicate that the 1897-1900 strikesin Mingo County were
plagued by alack of cohesion and cooperation among the miners.?’ The operators successin
forestalling the unionization of their employees stemmed not from grand strategy but rather from
their ability to “starve” their men out or find area natives who were more than willing to hire on
as replacements.?®

Strike activity in Mingo’s Thacker field was transformed in 1901 when, as part of the
1900-1902 UMWA ' s effort to organize West Virginia, the union organized two sub-districtsin
southern West Virginia, one in the Thacker field and another on the New River. Although these

sub-districts rapidly amassed a combined membership of five thousand miners, the strikes

“From 1898-1903, the Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines reported
yearly on strike activity in the state’ s coa producing counties. Information on Mingo's strikes
was taken from these tables.

*’Based on details from the source cited in note 26, in this period, reasons for Mingo’s strikes
varied from mine to mine. For example, in 1900, miners at the Mingo Mining Company struck
“to compel minersto use [a] better grade of oil. 1898-1900 Annual Reports of the West Virginia
Department of Mines, Part 111: 286. The 1898-1900 Annual Reports were published in asingle
volume, divided by “parts’.

830 August 1898, Bert Wright Diary, Luther Papers, ERCA. The willingness of locals to
scab is documented in an oral history with native miner William Carey, who observed that
members of strikers' own families often accepted replacement work. William Carey interview
with Keith Dix, 17 October 1971 at Red Jacket, Mingo County, West Virginia, Oral History
Collection, WVRHC.
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undertaken in 1901 and 1902 also collapsed in failure.” Accounts of these strikes suggest that,
just as later during the mine wars, the operators defeated the miners through “injunctions,
deputies, strikebreakers, and intimidation.”*® The now classic work on the unionization of
southern West Virginia s miners aso accepted without question, the UMWA'’ s condemnation of
the miners for the strikes' defeat.®* However, analysis of the available records of the 1901 and
1902 strikes in Mingo’' s Thacker field suggests that the local story of these strikes exposes
heretore unacknowledge connections between the early organization efforts and the 1920-1922
initiative, including the partia culpability UMWA for their failure.®

The early success of the 1901organization drive in the Thacker field resulted from the
miners’ ability to attract support that, at least initially, undermined the strike breaking efforts of

their employers. First, the miners persuaded imported replacement workers to join them or

“Andrew Roy, History of the Coal Miners of the United States (Columbus, OH: Press of J. L.
Trauger Printing Co. 1902 ), 395.

®Fagge, 114.

1Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 27. Corbin’s failure to acknowledge Mingo’ s early strike
efforts, led many to assume, until Fagge' s Power, Culture, and Conflict was published in 1996,
that until 1920, Mingo’s miners had quiescently accepted their own oppression.

*The connections include: the participation of the same individuals in the early and later
strikes, the support of Mingo’s sheriff for the strikers, and most important, the significance union
organizers placed on the area’ s connection to the Hatfield-McCoy feud.
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return home.*® Second, Mingo’s sheriff refused to interfere in the conflict.®* Third, when the
operators sued the union for unlawful enticement the local court ruled against them.* Despite
these startling accomplishments, the operators prevailed and the 1901 Thacker strike collapsed
within months.* Union organizers and officials condemned the miners for the failure, claiming
that the miners "lost interest” in the union when they "discovered that they had to pay initiation
fees."?

A close examination of the few remaining primary sources from the 1901 strike
demonstrates that it failed for avariety of reasons, and not just the lack of will of Mingo's
miners. First, although the operators lost their court case locally, they managed to keep the suit

aivefor five years, which ultimately wore down the union’ sresolve.® Second, in arelated vein,

#Men imported from North Carolina at the company's expense never worked for the
company. Intwo other cases, men who contracted with Thacker to mine coal "broke" and
"violated" their agreements shortly after beginning to work, all because they were "induced and
enticed away" by the union. "Thacker Coal & Coke Company v. Burke et a," Reports of the
West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals 59 (February 15, 1906 - April 24, 1906): 253-262, 260-
261.

#'Minersin Conference” United Mine Workers Journal 11 (4 July 1901): 2. According to the
UMWY, Sheriff Hatfield and a posse arrived at a mine to perform guard duty, but “refused to
serve” and returned to Williamson. In a public statement, Sheriff’s Deputy (M. Z.) White
explained, “We declined to take a hand in the controversy because the demand of the operators
that all intercourse between the strikers and the non-union men be suspended was manifestly
unjust. We agreed to preserve order, prevent interference of a violent nature and protect
property, but beyond this we could not in fairness go.”

®"Thacker v.Burke,” 254.
%1901 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 114.
'Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 47.

*¥The last certifiable legal action, “Thacker v. Burke” was heard by the West Virginia State
Supreme Court of Appealsin the spring of 1906. Operators quickly learned that “tying up union
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the cost of the strike led to local internal dissension and disaffection with the union. Writing to
UMWA president John Mitchell, the president of the miners' local at Matewan exposed the most
critical obstacle to organizing the Thacker field. On behalf of his beleaugured men, the president
wrote:
“we are not being treated right here . . . if there is not more attention paid to the actual needs of
our men in justice to myself and men | will resign and in this declaration | voice the sentiments
of all the officers of our L.U. [local union].”* The UMWA'’s effort in the Thacker field
collapsed, not only because the men returned to work as non-union employees, but also because
the national union failed to provide adequate funding and capable |eadership.*

Despite historians' claims that deputies and intimidation were used to break the 1901
strike, the most egregrious abuse of union men, in particular the imported organizers, occurred in

McDowell County.* Intimidated, the organizers and the nationa union retreated before the

funds’ through legal battles was an effective method of strike breaking. Rhodri Jeffreys-Jones,
Violence and Reform in American History (New Y ork: Franklin Watts, 1978), 96.

¥S, S. Morrison to John Mitchell, 3 July 1901, John Mitchell Papers, Microfilm Reel 3,
Charles C. Wise Library Microfilm Collection, West Virginia University, originals archived at
Catholic University, Washington D.C. Other letters from Morrison, and fellow local union
leader Alvin Hunter, reveal the escalating costs of the local effort. Funds were needed for: legal
and transportation fees stemming from the fight against an operator’ s injunction, relief and
construction of shelters for the strikers's families, and transportation to other fields for miners
and their families.

“°See note 39 for explanation of the fiscal challenge to the union effort.

“W.H. Crawford to John Mitchell, 30 August 1901, Mitchell Papers. A native of Ohio,
Crawford was a professional UMWA organizer. In thisand subsequent letters, Crawford
repeatedly appealed for permission to go home, because as he observed in this letter to Mitchell,
“1 do not wish to work in aregion where officers of the law are assassins.”
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operators stiffening resolve led to pitched battle.** As Matewan’ local president Morrison
observed to President Mitchell, “had we this company to fight only it would have been settled
long ago, but right here in this Thacker field we are fighting nearly every operator in the State of
West Virginia”* According to union organizer W. H. Crawford, the Thacker miners had told
him that when they saw that to “fight was the only chance. . . they would take their Winchesters
and defend themselves.”* To underscore the sincerity of his report Crawford reminded his
superiors:

Thacker isin aregion where they certainly will use gunsto settle

differences of opinion being the center of the Hatfield-McCoy feud.

Those people are there yet and both sides to the controversy are with

the miners.®
Weakened by dysentery and unnerved by the death of afellow organizer, which heinitially
ascribed to poison, Crawford turned on the miners of southern West Virginia®® Derided as

violent but weak by the UMWA, thereafter the miners themselves became the sole scapegoats of

the failed early efforts to organize southern West Virginia.*’

“2The violent clashes over unionization during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries
“forced trade unions to set a premium on respectability,” and thus union leaders were loathe to
publicly endorse violent acts by their members. Jeffreys-Jones, 10, 18.

S, S. Morrison to John Mitchell, 25 August 1901, Mitchell Papers.
“W. H.Crawford to John Mitchell, 30 August 1901, Mitchell Papers.
“lbid.

“8W. H.Crawford to John Mitchell, 7 August 1901 and same, 25 September 1901, Mitchell
Papers.

“’Crawford to Mitchell, 30 August 1901 and same 9 September 1901, Mitchell Papers.
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The UMWA'’s continuing inability to undertake a decisive and sustained effort in 1902 is
reflected in the the following description from West Virginia s Department of Mines' Annual
Report. Asnoted in the Annual Report, in 1901 there were strikes in eight West Virginia
counties, including Mingo but, “were of short duration” and were the result of the operators
refusing to grant demands made by the miners for an eight hour day, recognition of organized
labor, and in two cases the result of wage differences. The strike was so weak and disorganized
West Virginia's state mine officials did not even acknowledge that the Union had intended to
undertake a mass drive.*”®

Defeated in 1901, castigated by their own leaders, and still fighting their employersin the
court system, in 1902 for the fifth time in six years minerstried to unionize the Thacker field.
On June 7, 1902, 132 miners at four Mingo County mines responded to a strike call from the
United Mine Workers of America®® The number of men thrown out of work by the strike grew
by 60 percent when the Grapevine mine locked out its eighty miners.® Since 80 percent of the
rest of the state's miners also responded, the UMW focused its attention on the previously

unorganized Fairmont field of northcentral West Virginiaand the other southern fields.®® Left to

81901 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 38.

91902 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 94. Contemporary
newspaper accounts do not mention the activities of Mingo's miners. Eleven days after Mingo's
strike began, striking miners of Mercer and McDowell counties marched throughout the Flat Top
Pocahontas field. At one mine, the marchers "disarmed the guards and drove the non-union men
from the mines after giving them a good beating." Huntington Advertiser, 18 June 1902.

*bid.

*'Fagge, 115; C. E. Lively joined the UMWA at Black Band, Kanawha County in 1902.
“Testimony of C. E. Lively,” 25-26 February 1921, unknown newspaper, Matewan Omnibus
Collection, ERCA; Thacker v. Burke started in 1901, was submitted to the West Virginia State
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their own devices, the miners of the Thacker field for atime succeeded without assistance.
Nearly twenty years later, the Williamson-Thacker operators association acknowledged that in
1902, the Williamson-Thacker field had been organized “without much objection."** B,
isolated and unsupported, the miners lost their battle again in just over three months. On
September 1, 1902, four days before it ended in the Kanawha, Flat Top and New River fields, the
strike in Mingo was called off and the men returned to work still without union recognition or
union contract.> If native miners like Sam Artis, a co-defendant in the 1901 Thacker v. Burke
case, maintained ties to the union they did so secretly. The minersin Mingo County did not
strike for the union again until July, 1920.>*

Except for success in the Kanawhafield, the 1900-1902 United Mine Workers of
America's effort to organize West Virginia s miners went down to ignominious defeat.*

UMWA Vice-President T. L. Lewis had been assigned to direct the campaign but "ignored his

Supreme Court of Appealsin 1903, and decided in March 1906. How much longer the case
lasted is not known, but the supreme court's 1906 decision only clarified the case in order to
remand it to the circuit court. Thacker v. Burke, 261.

*2The United Mine Workers in West Virginia, 54.

31902 Annual Report, 94; Huntington Advertiser, 5 September 1902. According to the
Advertiser, the strike in the other southern fields ended when the operators agreed to allow eight
thousand striking minersto return to work.

>Legal document from the Thacker v. Burke case, John Mitchell Papers. Sam Artis also
participated in the 1920-1922 strike. On May 19, 1920, he was shot and wounded by William
Cummins, the superintendent of Red Jacket. Mingo Republican, 8 July 1920. Artiswas also the
father-in-law of the pro-union Mingo County deputy sheriff, J. P. “Toney” Webb, who was a
defense witness in the Matewan Massacre trial. “ Testimony of Jesse P. Webb,” Lewis Collection,
ERCA.

*Fagge, 115.
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responsibility” and spent most of his time scheming to usurp the union's presidency from John
Mitchell.*® At least two organizers sent to West Virginia were accused of accepting bribes.”’
However, in communications with President Mitchell, the organizers asserted that "the miners
were quick to accept both company promises and advice to stay away from the union."*® The
operators had learned to buy off the union leadership, and the union itself found it easier to blame
its failure on the miners.

The ramifications of the "abortive strike of 1902" were far reaching.”® At the 1902
UMWA Convention President Mitchell announced that although the 1900-1902 West Virginia
organization drive had added five thousand new members, the operators were more antagonistic
than ever.* A more subtle, but no less significant, changed occurred in southern West Virginia
when following the strike, British miners abandoned the region for the unionized coal fields of
the Midwest.”" The exodus of the British Isles miners affected conditionsin the southern coal

fieldsin two significant areas.

*|bid.

*Ibid., 114.

*¥Corhin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 27.
*Fagge, 190.

bid.

®1bid. Fagge refersto the miners of the Smokeless fields, but based on data triangulations
from the 1900 and 1910 United States Census and the Department of Mine reports for 1900-1910
by this author, the same phenomenon occurred in the Thacker field. See also: Corbin, Life,
Work, and Rebellion, 27-28.
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First, when the British miners immigrated to the United States, and then as they were
recruited to open new coal fields, they carried with them atradition of trade unionism, which
made them natural |eaders of union organizing campaigns.®?> Their absence in the southernmost
counties after the 1902 strike deprived the native and new immigrant miners of that organic link
to traditional union philosophy. The native miners who eventually acquired a dedication to
unionism, did so because they saw in the union a means to address grievances peculiar to their
own situation.®® Also, they were too few in number to lead effectively because they were
frequently jailed and/or driven from the coal field in which they proselytized for the union.®

Second, the British miners were the core of the skilled craftsmen working in the mines.
Their passage from southern West Virginia also marked the beginning of the end of the
handloading era.® Until mine mechanization began in the late 1880s and early 1890s, miners

possessed a quasi-autonomous sub-contractor status. The mine owner-operator contracted with

%2Corhin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 27-28.

®David A. Corbin, “‘Frank Keeney is Our Leader and We Shall Not Be Moved': Rank and
File Leadership in the West Virginia Coa Fields,” in Essays in Southern Labor History: Selected
Papers from the Southern Labor History Conference, 1976 edited by Gary M. Fink and Merle E.
Reed (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1976): 144-156, 147.

®A. D. Lavinder interview with Bill Taft and Lois McLean, 22 June 1973, at Matewan, Oral
History Collection, WVRHC. One such miner was A.D. Lavinder, a native of southwestern
Virginiawho, in acareer that spanned sixty-three years and amost every coal field from the New
River to the Kanawha, remained a dedicated union activist and Socialist.

®Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 27-28. The author's description of the conditionsin the
mining industry was gleaned from this and these other works which reveal the impact of the
transformation of American coal mining: McAlister Coleman, Men and Coal (1943), Keith Dix,
Work Relationsin the Coal Industry: The Handloading Era 1880-1930 West Virginia University
Bulletin, Series 78, no.7-2 (Morgantown, WV Institute for Labor Studies, 1977); Carter
Goodrich, The Miner's Freedom (1925), John H.M. Ladlett, Colliers Across the Sea (2000), and
Homer Morris, The Plight of the Bituminous Coal Miner (1934).
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the miner to extract a certain amount of coal by a certain time or date and it was the miner's
responsibility to fill the order. The miner generally provided his own tools, and paid for the
powder and other necessary equipment. The miner also had to secure and prepare his own work
space at the coal face, for which he was not compensated.®

The "freedoms" the miner enjoyed in the handloading era to a degree offset the
responsibilities and costs shouldered by the "sub-contractor" miner. The miner, within the limits
of his contractual obligations, controlled the pace and length of hiswork day. Depending on the
agreement with the mine operator or superintendent, if the miner determined that he had earned
enough for that day or had choresto do at his home he packed up histools and walked out of the
mine. It wasthistype of mining that first attracted the native population who aso continued to
farm.®’

M echanization dramatically altered the nature and pace of mining. The process of mining
became increasingly compartmentalized and de-skilled. Men were hired only to timber, or shoot
the coal, or load the coal. Thisdivision of labor also separated the workforce and made
camaraderie and unity of action more difficult. As mechanization increased, the miners worked
according to the clock and not tonnage allotment. The miner was reduced from a craftsman who
had acquired avariety of skills over a number of years to a"machine tender" who required

minimal training before assuming his responsibilities.®

%|_aslett, Colliers, 24 and 131-132.
bid; Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 27.

®Dix, Work Relations, 16; Curtis Seltzer, Firein the Hole: Miners and Managersin the
American Coal Industry (Lexington, KY: University Press of Kentucky, 1985), 13. This process
was not confined to coal mining as David Thelen proves in his study of community reaction to
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All of these changes took decades to transform the industry. The "miner's freedom"” was
not lost all at once.*® The gradual and piecemeal transition itself contributed to danger and
discord in the work place.” Skilled craftsmen, like the British miners, chafed at the problems
created by working alongside men who had only recently entered their profession. The threat
posed by unskilled men could inspire outright resistance. 1n the 1900 strike at the Mingo Coal
Mining Company, miners went out on strike to compel their fellow miners to use a better grade
of oil.”* Improper or careless handling of the tools of the trade could and often did have deadly
CONSequences.

In the early years of mechanization when only afew miners could run the new machines,
the division of skills also undermined workplace camaraderie. Companies competed for the
skilled men, who could "name their price" and were paid much higher wages than their fellow
miners. James McCoy, the father of Rosa McCoy Wolford was one such miner. Mrs. Wolford
explained companies frequently sought to lure her father away from where he worked. The
demand for his skill affected their standard of living -- if conditionsin a camp proved

substandard, the family could always move on because Mr. McCoy was virtually assured of

industrialization in the Ozarks. According to Thelen, "when employers replaced artisans with
machines, they also ensured that the new workers would never have the skills.. . . to rise from
worker to employer in the time-honored manner. Thelen, 50.

Dix, Work Relations, 16.

“Thelen, 51. Thelen observes, "loss of control over access to the workplace. . . [led]
established workersto view new arrivals as competitors, not comrades.”

11900 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 286.
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finding work.”? Sometimes these skilled miners led unionization efforts in order to secure better
wages or to protect their interests. In other cases, the demand and competition for the skilled
machine men inured them to the complaints of their fellow miners and as favored employees they
were occasionally actually hostile to unionization efforts.”

The transition to mechanization often proved difficult in part because it occured unevenly
and because the miners often lost autonomy without a corresponding lessening of
responsibilities.”* The advent of shift work imposed limits on miners' time at the coal face but
the men were still expected to mine a set amount of coal. Still others were ordered to produce a
set tonnage of coal aday and in order to keep their jobs, had to work around the clock. The
father of Mrs. Virginia Grimmett often stayed at the mine for days, "sneaking a nap on the gob
pile" and eating only when Jennie's mother sent him ameal.” Failure to produce the demanded
tonnage could result in dismissal without recourse. Between the Thacker field's opening in the
early 1890s and the labor strife of 1920-1922, the miners were reduced from "looking like
Congressmen” when they |eft the bathhouse at the end of their shift to "being treated worse than a

dog" and sleeping on a pile of mine waste between shifts.”™

?Rosa McCoy Wolford interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1990 Matewan Oral
History Project.

*Thelen, 50-51. The process of mechanization had a similar impact in several industries.
"Dix, Work Relations, 16.

"Virginia Grimmett interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History
Project.

"®Roy, "Thacker Field": 472; Grimmett interview.
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I1. The New Century Brings New Strugglesin the Thacker Coal Field, 1900-1911.

Although freed from the threat of unionization, the Thacker field faced new problems
shortly after the dawn of the new century. Still in the shadow of the older, larger fields to the
east, the opening of the Guyan Field in Logan County added to the pressures on the Thacker
field. Inlessthan adecade, coa minesin Mingo’s parent county caught up with and surpassed
those in the Thacker field.”” The close of the field’s second decade found it caught between two
large and powerful neighbors, the Guyan Field of Logan County and the Pocahontas Field of
McDowell County..

By 1900, Mingo County surpassed its parent county in population. As noted by Dr.
Sidney B. Lawson and historian Edwin Cubby, in 1895 Mingo barely possessed the 6,000
inhabitants necessary for the formation of a new county, and then only after "considerable
conniving.” By 1900, Mingo's population had risen to 11,359.” By comparison, Logan
County's popul ation which had been 11,101 in 1890 fell to 6,955 in 1900.%° Table 3illustrates
both how the railroad and the coal industry first precipitated the early growth of Mingo and the
contemporaneous decline of Logan, and then, after finally coming to Logan in 1904, reignited

development in the older county.

""Assertion based on data from the 1910 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of
Mines, 8.

8L awson, 47; Cubby, "Transformation," 173.

“Abstract of the Thirteenth Census of the United States, with Supplement for the Sate of West
Virginia (Washington, D.C.: GPO, 1913).

®lbid.
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Table 3:
Population of Mingo, Logan, and McDowell Counties, 1890-1920

County 1890 1895* 1900 1910 1920

Mingo na 6,000 11,359 19,431 26,364
Logan 11,101 5,101 6,955 14,476 41,006
McDowell 7,300 na 18,747 47,856 68,571

Source: Fourteenth Census of the United States, State Compendium: West Virginia.
*Mingo County did not exist in 1890; it was divided from Logan County in 1895.

Between 1880 and 1910 Mingo, Logan, and McDowell counties underwent a parallel
experience in terms of industrial development. All three counties had been agricultural counties
with relatively sparse populations until their local economies were transformed by the railroad
and the coal industries.® AsTable 3 illustrates, in 1890, just as McDowell was poised to
undergo industrial transformation, the then larger, but still farming and timber dependent Logan
had more residents.

Ten years later, Logan had been cleaved in two and McDowell was the number one coal-
producing county in the state.? In 1900 McDowell, now fully-integrated into the coal-railroad
industrial matrix, possessed over two and one half times the population of the still undeveloped
Logan. Mingo, which had also undergone an industrial transformation, doubled in population
and surpassed Logan. The degree to which Logan had lagged behind because it was remote from
the railroad and had no coal development is underscored by these financial statistics from the

1900 Agricultural and Manufacturing Census. In 1900, Mingo County's "capital investment in

8Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 1.
821922 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 117.
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manufacturing and mechanical industries amounted to $268,975, but in Logan investments only
came to $9,285."%

The rapidity of Logan’s development after being accessed by arailroad and "opened" for
the development of its coa propertiesisthelast significant illustrationin Table 3. After the
Chesapeake & Ohio rail line to Logan County became operational in 1904, Island Creek Cod
Company began mining.®* Logan embarked on a transformation that by 1920 eclipsed Mingo.®

In 1901, the creation of the U. S. Steel Corporation altered the course of national and
regional economic development.®® U.S. Stedl, the first billion dollar corporation in the United
States and the world, effectively dominated the export of southern West Virginia coal after it
purchased almost 80 percent of the Pocahontas coal field.®” As noted by the UMWA in 1921,
U.S. Steel also eventually accumulated about fifty to sixty thousand acres of coal landsin Mingo

County.®

BAbstract of the Thirteenth Census, with Supplement for West Virginia, 944.
#Cubby, "Railroad Building," 246.

®Detailed comparisons of coal mining in Logan, Mingo, and McDowell Counties appear in
subsequent chapters.

8Chernow, 82.

®pbid., 82; Harold W. Houston, Brief on behalf of the United Mine Workers of America,
before the committee on Education and Labor, United Sates Senate, in the matter of the
investigation of violence in the coal fields of West Virginia and adjacent territory, (n.p. 1921),
45, Hereafter “Houston Brief.”

8"Houston Brief,” 45.
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However, U.S. Stedl's attention was not drawn to the Mingo County properties until the
First World War precipitated an unprecedented boom in the demand for coal .# A possible
explanation for the disregard appears in Ron Chernow's monumental study, The House of
Morgan. Chernow asserts that despite what generations of Morgan critics have assumed, it took
years for the executives of U.S. Steel to forge the corporate infrastructure that ultimately allowed
U.S. Steel to exert the influence so lauded and feared.*

For the entire period between 1901 and 1920, Mingo County did not warrant the
recognition afforded the U.S. Steel propertiesin the Pocahontas field. Mingo's coafield
possessed a high quality coal, but it was of lesser quality and commanded less demand than the
"Smokeless" coal found in McDowell.** McDowell’s “ Smokeless” coal was considered of such
high quality, demand for it offset the costs of operating in an older less efficient field. The
production “ranking” of the two fields underscores the difference in the market value of their
coa. Mingo County never placed higher than seventh of West Virginias coal producing
counties. By contrast, neighboring McDowell County, the heart of the Pocahontas field,
consistently ranked either first or second.

In 1904, when the Guyan field replaced Thacker as the youngest field in southern West

Virginia, the peripheral status of Mingo’s coal field became permanent. Although both the

#See Chapter 7 for the activities of U.S. Steel in Mingo County between 1917 and 1919.
“Chernow, 86.
ICorbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 4; Lambie, 335.

921922 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 117. Between 1897 and
1904 McDowell County ranked either first or second in production; from 1905 to 1922
McDowell ranked first in the state. In that same period, Mingo ranked from ninth to seventh.
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Guyan and Thacker fields mined “High Volatile’ coal, development of the Guyan field more
closely resembled that of the Smokelessfields. Just asin McDowell’ s Pocahontas field, highly
capitalized corporations dominated the development of the Guyan field. The largest, Island
Creek, asubsidiary of U.S. Coa & Qil, owned its coal landsin fee simple, or outright.”® Asa
result, “shoestring operators stayed away.”* Launched after the demise of unionization effortsin
southern West Virginia, and free from the distractive presence of small-time would-be
entrepreneurs, the operators of the Guyan field ran their empire in Logan County smoothly for
almost twenty years.®

The relationship between the operators and the railroad during the initial development
phase of the Thacker and Guyan fields underscores the contrasting economic power of the two
young fields. Andrew Roy observed in 1899 that one of the few disadvantages faced by
operators in the Thacker field was their weak bargaining position with the N&W. As Roy noted,
because the N&W had no competitors for trade in the Thacker field, it required the coal

companies to build their own switches.*® Just five years later when the Chesapeake & Ohio

%Spence, 289.
*|bid., 318.

%|_ee, Bloodletting, 136-137. The quietude of the Guyan field was ensured by the
administration of peace by the Chafin family, who provided their services to the operators, for a
price. Ascitedin other placesin this study, the Chafins were fixtures in Logan County politics
from the 1890s until 1924, when with the collusion of Tennis (son of Devil Anse) Hatfield,
Sheriff Don Chafin, the “ Czar of Logan County” was convicted of violating the Volstead Act.
For more on Chafin rule in Logan see Lee, Bloodletting, 87-121. See also Spence, Land of the
Guyandot, 465-468.

%Roy, "Thacker Coal Field": 472. By contrast to the N& W's treatment of the Thacker
operators, several years later when Island Creek launched operations in Logan County, it forced
the C& O to charge alower haulage rate by threatening to construct its own transportation system.
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lagged in constructing connections to the new Island Creek mines, the Company threatened to
renew its own plans to build a connecting line to the N& W tracks at Canterbury, in Mingo
County.®” Eager not to lose out to the Norfolk & Western, the C& O completed the work and
granted favorable rates to Island Creek. Five years after starting production, Logan’s Guyan field
outranked Mingo’s Thacker field.*®

Basic similarities between the Thacker field and surrounding fields in their early
development allowed historians to overlook differences that took yearsto take effect. For
example, the coal mined during the Thacker Field' sfirst decade was shipped east, like the
Smokeless fields' coal, for use by steamships.® However, the United Mine Workers of America
strikes and unionization drives of the late 1890s and early 1900s in Pennsylvania and the
Midwest allowed the coal fields of southwestern West Virginiato capture an increasing share of
the Great Lakes coal trade.'® The split in the export direction of southern West Virginia coals

eventually contributed to greater competition between the southern West Virginia fields.*™

Spence, 342.

Edwin A. Cubby, “Railroad Building, 246; Spence, 342. Cubby cites the creation of the
Island Creek Railroad Company in 1902 as evidence of Island Creek’ s financial power and
seriousness in its negotiations with the C& O.

%1910 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 8. Logan ranked 7th and
Mingo 9th out of 34 coal producing counties.

®Coal Trade Journal 36 (17 February 1897): 899.

1%Thomas, "Coal Country," 237; Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 6. According to Corbin,
"the West Virginia operators might be termed the pirates of the coal trade, standing ready at all
times to descend on any fat prize."

101 _ambie, 295.
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Haulage rates for these fields differed even when the coal traveled in the same direction on the
same railroad. For example, "High Volatile" coa from the Williamson-Thacker field and
"Smokeless' coal from the Pocahontas field were both shipped to the Great Lakes region on the
Norfolk & Western Railway. Despite being neighboring fields, and despite the Pocahontas field
being farther away from the coal's destination, the Williamson-Thacker field was designated an
"inner crescent” field and paid alower haulage rate than the Pocahontas field which was
categorized as an "outer crescent field."'*

In his anecdotal history of mining in southern West Virginia, pioneer coal operator W. R.
Thurmond substantiates other important differences between the six coal fields of southern West
Virginia. Most important, Thurmond also asserts that historians al too often have erroneously
discussed all six fields asasingle unit. According to Thurmond, "the basic division . . . isan
east-west one." In eastern southern West Virginia were the three "Smokeless' coal fields. the
New River, Pocahontas, and Winding Gulf, and in the west were the "High Volatile" coal fields:
Kanawha, Logan, and Williamson. Thurmond believed the differences between the six fields
extended further than the type of coal they produced.'®

The three eastern fields Thurmond stated, could be thought of as a"unit" because they
"had much in common: capital, markets, labor relations, traditions and personnel.” By contrast,

Thurmond asserted, "the three western fields devel oped more or less independently of each

other." Thurmond's most telling observation, which stands in marked contrast to most scholarly

19%21pid., 193, 297-298. The southwestern fields were Williamson-Thacker, Kanawha and
Logan; the southeastern fields were Pocahontas and New River.

15T hurmond, 15.
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treatments of southern West Virginia coal history, is his claim that "the western fields were not
developed as a mere extension of the older eastern fields." Thurmond goes further by stating that
"the operators in the Smokeless area played on a different stage . . . reading from a different
script."1

Thurmond's analysis of the development of the six southern West Virginia coal fields
emerges from a context of armchair reminiscences, but most of his commentary can be
substantiated.'® Moreover, the differences he stressed contributed significantly to the eruption of
labor violence in Mingo County.*® First, Thurmond's assertion concerning the cohesion in the
eastern fields can be carried too far but it is worth noting that even though they competed against
one another, the Smokeless operators all benefitted from the market value of the " Smokeless®
label. The western “High Volatile’ operators possessed no parallel perk.™*’

Second, as Thurmond states, the operators of the Smokeless fields were atightly knit
group. Several were active members inf more than one of the Smokelessfields operators

associations.'®

While the Kanawha and Logan fields were similar to the Smokeless fields in that
there were operators with connections to both fields, the Williamson-Thacker field was unique.

Many of the investors, operators and employees of mining companies of the Smokeless and High

%bid., 15-16.

1%See Chapters 7 and 8 of this study.
1%See Chapter 10 of this study.
Ibid., 16.

1%|hid., 15; This observation is also corroborated by the correspondence files of another
Smokeless field operator, Justus Collins. Justus Collins Papers, WVRHC.
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Volatilefields aso invested in the Williamson-Thacker field. However, as mentioned before,
investment did not involve active, on-site participation in the running of the mines.’®®

A specia edition of an early Mingo County newspaper, the Williamson Enterprise,
provides an appropriate example of the owner-operator disconnectedness that became
increasingly prevalent in Mingo County after 1900. Between 1900 and 1908, Dr. J. M. Mann,
the brother of banker and Pocahontas Coalfield financier Isaac T. Mann owned three businesses
in Mingo: acoa mine, the Mgestic Collieries Company, at Mg estic and two storesin Matewan.
The Williamson Enter prise disclosed that Dr. Mann organized Magjestic through P. P. Flanagan, a
thirty-six year old mine superintendent from Pennsylvania. Little could be uncovered about the
two storesin Matewan owned by Dr. Mann. The Williamson Enterpise article did not name them
and none of the available business directories from the period offer any clues.*

By 1904, eight mining companies were operating twenty-five minesin Mingo County,
which produced 1,291,375 tons of coal, and marked first year Mingo County surpassed the 1

million ton production mark.** Before 1920, Mingo's production output continued to rise and

surpass first the 2 million and then the 3 million ton marks, but in comparison to the Pocahontas

%A ccording to W.P. Tams, Justus Collins was the first southern West Virginia operator to
move his home away from his mines and that “all” of the other N& W and C& O operators lived
at the mines. Tamsinterview, 22, WVRHC. Tams observation merely underscores this author’s
assertion that the Thacker field was atangental concern for the leading operators who invested
there, but lived closer to their own minesin other counties.

Hojlliamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908. Flanagan’s biographical data was taken from the
Twelfth United States Census (1900).

MConley, History of the West Virginia Coal Industry, 260.
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field in McDowell and the Guyan field in Logan (which opened in 1904), Mingo's coa
production stagnated after 1904.

Despite the opening of a new N&W branch linein 1902, twenty-one of Mingo's twenty-
five mines were still located in Lee, Magnolia and Stafford districts in 1904.** The other four
mines were located in Harvey District in the northwestern corner of the county, and were
operated at Dingess by the Pearl Coal Mining Company, one of the oldest companiesin the
field.™® The relocation of the railroad and the economic downturn of 1904 spelled the end of
Dingess as a mining center, and eventually even the train tracks were removed.***

In 1905 W. N. Cole organized the Mattie Coal Company, an exceptional event in that
year because following the depression of 1904 several Mingo county coal companies had been
dissolved.*® Between March 8 and April 29, 1905, five of the county's twenty-three companies

116

went under, including: the Mephisto, Sitting Bull, Star, and Pappoose mines.™® One company

122 ssertion based on data extrapolation from 1902-1904 Annual Reports of the West Virginia
Department of Mines.

1131904 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines.

Cubby, "Transformation," 246; James G. Collier, "Mingo County in World War I1,”
(Master'sthesis, West Virginia University, 1956), 55.

\Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908.

HeSecretary of State, Report of Incorporations in the Sate of West Virginia, for the Years
1905-1907 (Charleston, WV: Tribune Printing Company, 1907), 871-872. Prior to 1903, the
report of all incorporations, increase or decrease of capital stock of corporations, registrations of
foreign corporations and corporate dissol utions were published in the Acts of the Legislature;
After 1903 thisinformation was published at least until 1909 by the Secretary of State. 1909 is
the last volume in the possession of the West Virginiaand Regional History Collection; none of
the other archival repositoriesin the state have that volume. No one in the current Secretary of
State's office could shed light on why or when the publication ceased. However, post-1909
incorporation records are kept on microfiche in the Secretary of State's office. By 1915, the Star,
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that dissolved, only to rise phoenix-like shortly thereafter, was the Red Jacket Consolidated Coal
& Coke Company.*

1906 provided little time for financial recovery before another series of financial crises
struck American industry. On October 21, 1907, the United States copper market collapsed
which in turn sparked a general stock market crash and "a sharp financial panic."**® In West
Virginia, the “so-called '‘Bankers Panic' was anything but a short economic set back,” and small
businesses went “under” daily.™® Just the latest in along line of United States financial panics,
which recurred "with worrisome regularity every ten years' in the nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries, the 1907 Panic precipitated a contraction of the coal industry.'®

Generaly, during an upswing in the business cycle, the price for coal followed demand
upward and the number of coal companiesin afield would increase. Many of these companies

were poorly capitalized, high risk ventures undertaken by investors who sought to make quick

money and get out. Other small-time capitalists were investors who were unable to raise

Pappoose, and Mephisto mines had been absorbed by the War Eagle Coa Company. The Coal
Catalog: Combined with a Coal Field Directory for the Year 1915 (Pittsburg, PA: Keystone
Publishing Company, 1915).

"Red Jacket would eventually be the largest coal mining operation in Mingo County. Inthe
1920-1922 period, Red Jacket and Borderland, the other large operation which was partialy in
West Virginiaand partially in Kentucky, led the final offensive against the union's attempt to
organize the coal field. See Lunt, Law and Order vs. The Miners for more on the impact of the
Red Jacket and Borderland injunctions on the 1920-1922 strike. Richard D. Lunt, Law and
Order vs. The Miners. West Virginia, 1906-1933 (Charleston, WV: Appalachian Editions, 1992).

18Chernow, 123; George H. Soule and Vincent P. Carosso, American Economic History (New
York: Dryden Press, 1957) 271.

Barkey, 60.
120Chernow, 128; Eller, 141.
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sufficient capital to open a coal minein atight economy, but benefitted from the easier banking
standards of an inflationary cycle. In either case, when the demand for coal decreased, and/or
price deflation set in, these companies shut down. The larger, better capitalized companies
would then move in and buy out these flagging operations.'*

The contraction and consolidation of the coal industry in Mingo County that followed the
1907 panic mirrored the state and national reaction to the recession. Twenty-seven companies
operated forty-two minesin Mingo County in 1907. Just two years later, in 1909, there were
only nineteen companies running thirty-two mines. The depression of 1908 also contributed to
the general economic constriction which had begun in 1907.*#

A West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals case underscores how adverse
economic conditions in 1907-1908 affected business relations in the coal industry. In September
1907, the Mate Creek Coal Company successfully sued its coal sales agency, the Damascus Codl
Company for $1,030.23. According to the brief Damascus submitted to the high court, the sales
agency had withheld the money from Mate Creek because it had been unable to sell the coa
provided for contracted purchasers. Damascus maintained that because Mate Creek had failed to
supply a sufficient amount of the agreed upon quality of coal, the coal company should not have

had to absorb the cost of selling the coal at a cheaper price and storing it longer than had been

anticipated.’® However, the high court sided with Mate Creek Coal Company because the

21E | er, 141.
122S0ule and Carosso, 340.

123"Mate Creek Coal Company v. Todd, et al" Report of the West Virginia Supreme Court of
Appeals 66 (May 4, 1909 - February 1, 1910): 671-679, 671, 673.
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judges believed that the coal company had fulfilled its obligation and could not be held liable for
the sales agency's difficulty in selling the coal. The Court based its decision on the fact that not
only had the sales agency failed to provide evidence against Mate Creek, its owners admitted to
touring Mate Creek's plant and approving its screening process.'?*

Another company that survived the fluctuations of the 1907-1908 economy was the War
Eagle Coal Company. War Eagle was controlled by A. Moore, aleading Norfolk & Western
attorney and former West Virginia Attorney General Edgar P. Rucker, who was also closely
alied with N&W interests.® War Eagle was one of afew long-lived companiesin the
Williamson-Thacker coal field. Incorporated in 1901, War Eagle was still in operation in at the
end of the 1920-1922 strike.*®® It is probable that War Eagle's longevity depended on itstiesto
the N&W.

In 1909 two developments in the Williamson-Thacker coalfield mirrored national and/or
state trends. More importantly, they mark the beginning of the end of one cycle in the long
transformation of the coal industry from a nineteenth century industry to a twentieth century
industry. As mentioned earlier, in the coal industry, as in the marketplace at large, economic

downturns forced the closure of small and marginally capitalized companies. During the bust or

2bid., 673, 675, 678. An interesting detail revealed in the Supreme Court report is that the
contract between Mate Creek Coal Company and the sales agency was an oral contract, and never
committed to paper.

2yndated, unknown newspaper article in Keadle Papers, WVRHC.
1261901-1922 Annual Reports of the West Virginia Department of Mines.
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in its aftermath, larger and/or more financially secure operations often exploited a deflationary
[ull in the demand for coal lands.*”

Correspondence between a corporate front man and Williamson attorney S. D. Stokes
substantiates the effect of this trend in the Williamson-Thacker field. After explaining that he
represented "interests’ who wanted to buy properties for speculation or rapid development, W.
W. Houston informed Stokes that "our people are demanding properties which can be turned
over promptly with good title,” for which they were willing “to pay spot cash."*®

The emergence of large multi-state coal corporations and the decline of entrepreneurial
owner-operator companies began before the turn-of-the century and was marked in West Virginia
by the underwriting of development by Pennsylvania, Maryland, and New Y ork corporations.
The consolidation of the rail industry begun by J. P. Morgan and othersin 1898, and the creation

of U.S. Stedl in 1901, accelerated this transformation.*”® Many contemporary observers and

especially the "corporate” coal men argued that their domination of the industry meant progress

27Eler, 141.

128/ W. Houston to S. D. Stokes, 10 May 1909 in Stokes Papers, WVRHC. Just who Houston
represented could not be found.

2%|n a process that came to be known as "Morganization,” J. P. Morgan acquired control of
one-sixth of all the United States railroad trackage. The means of the process of this
consolidation centers on the close relationship between railroads and banks. As Chernow,
asserts, "every company that failed and was reorganized by a bank ended up the bank's captive
client . .. before‘Morganization’ more than two-thirds of the railroads had offices outside of
New York . .. by 1900, the nation's railroads were consolidated into six huge systems controlled
by Wall Street Bankers." The "Morganization” trend also affected West Virginiasrailroads. By
1900 the Morgan interests acquired all of the Chesapeake and Ohio's trackage in southern West
Virginiaand eastern Kentucky; by 1901 Morgan et al had also acquired the Norfolk & Western.
Chernow, 67-69.
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because inflationary and cutthroat competition would be diminished, which in turn ennabled their
companies to focus on efficient and safer coal production.*®

M echanization of the extraction process aso diminished the need for a skilled and
"demanding" work force. The traditional work process was “restructured -- piecework fell away,
hour work increased, task specialization, [and] supervision increased."**! According to coal
historian Keith Dix, 1909 marked the turning point from traditional to modern mining in West

132 Dix based this assertion on an examination of work-related statistics, the most

Virginia
important being the ratio of the "skilled craftsman” pick miners to the number of machine
miners.’* The advent of machines reduced the importance of the individua man in the mining
process. Miners devolved from quasi-autonomous subcontractors into just another type of
interchangeable part.

Asillustrated by Table 4, employment statistics from Mingo County mirrors the state
trend noted by Dix. Asthe number of minesin the Thacker or Williamson-Thacker coalfield
increased so too did the number of pick miners. However, because machine mining had
accompanied the field's opening, there had been a corollary increase in the number of machine

miners. In Mingo County, machine miners surpassed pick miners three years before the state

average. Mechanization al'so made possible the division of tasks in and around the mines which

139Paul H. Rakes, "Technology in Transition: The Dilemmas of Early Twentieth Century Coal
Mining," Journal of Appalachian Studies 5 (Spring 1999): 27-60, 32. According to Rakes,
"larger concerns made conscious efforts to drive smaller operators out of business.”

1BlSdtzer, Firein the Hole, 13.
132Dix, Work Relations, 36.
1331 hid.
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meant that the number of men employed by the mines, but not as pick or machine miners, also

increased. Thetable also illustratesthistrend. The change was gradual and was influenced by
many factors. For example, the continued decline in the number of pick miners after 1906 was
accompanied in the 1908 depression year by an overall decline in the total number of men

employed.
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Table 4:
A Comparison in the Number of Pick and Machine Minersin Mingo County, 1898 to 1910

Year Tota #of Mine Pick Miners Machine Miners % Pick Miners
Employees
1898 673 329 105 49%
1899 617 352 52 57%
1900 751 371 148 49%
1901 1,414 655 349 46%
1902 1,489 710 395 48%
1903 1,172 615 229 52%
1904 1,781 666 357 54%
1905 2,548 786 708 31%
1906 2,624 574 755 22%
1907 2,624 615 784 23%
1908 1,677 412 717 25%
1909 2,053 245 785 12%
1910 2,358 241 745 10%

Source: Annual Reports of the West Virginia Department of Mines, 1898-1910.
*Data prior to 1898 was not available

In 1910, Mingo's coal production passed the two million tons mark.™** The Thacker Coal
& Coke company alone worked ten mines.*** The consolidation of larger mines continued as the

Magnolia Coal & Coke Company absorbed the old Mate Creek operation.”*®* However, neither

1341910 Annual Report of the West Virginia Department of Mines.
¥ hid.
31 pid.
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increasing coa production and advancing technological sophistication could protect Mingo's
miners from misfortune nor prevent the field's marginalization.™’

Tragedy struck at the old Lick Fork mine shortly after 7 am. on December 31, 1910. The
ten men who had worked the night shift were in the first of four cars on the upward-moving man
trip when the last three cars broke loose. The loss of the back three cars upset the counterbalance
between the man trip and the cars traveling down slope. The car with the men came up the
twelve hundred foot slope so fast, when it hit the headhouse, seven of the men were killed
instantly, and the others died later from their injuries.*®

The rocketing shot of the Lick Fork man trip in a sense symbolized the growth of Mingo
County and the Williamson-Thacker coalfield. Despite enjoying increased coal production,
population, and economic expansion, Mingo County failed to keep pace with its neighbors.
Comparison of statistics from 1900 and 1910 in the Abstract of the United Sates Census
underscores how far Mingo County had fallen behind McDowell and Logan. The average value
of land per acrein Mingo had risen 47 percent between 1900 and 1910, from $7.57 an acre to
$16.28."* Comparison of the same statistics for Logan and McDowell Counties reveals that

Mingo's land value, which in 1900 had been comparable to McDowell's and ahead of Logan's,

lagged in 1910.° Table 5 illustrates this growing disparity in land values.

3'Conley, History of the West Virginia Coal Industry, 269.

38_acy A. Dillon, They Died For King Coal (Winona, MN: Apollo Books Inc., 1985), 39-41.
Unfortunately no extant local records exist for this disaster.

39Abstract of the Thirteenth Census, with Supplement for West Virginia, 620-621.
1901 pid.
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Table5:
Comparison of Land Valuesin Mingo, Logan, and McDowell Counties, 1900-1910

Mingo Logan McDowell
1900 $7.57 $5.76 $8.04
1910 $16.28 $32.03 $33.42

Source: Abstract of the Thirteenth United States Census, with Supplement for West Virginia.

Possessing the premier coal in the state, McDowell, remained West Virginias top
producer, and as the virtually captive source of coal for U.S. Steel, had secure sales. Opened
only in 1904, Logan owed its startling growth to an aggressive development by highly capitalized
operations.***

The most significant indicator that the Mingo operators were aware of their predicament
was the West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals case Thacker Coal & Coke v. Norfolk &
Western Railway Company.**? After the Norfolk & Western ingtituted a coal shipment rate
increase for the West Virginia coafields, at least one Mingo County company challenged the
intended hike. Claiming that the increase was "discriminatory, unjust, and unreasonable” in

favor of the Pennsylvania and Ohio operators who shipped on the same rail system, Thacker Coal

& Cokefiled for, and was granted a temporary injunction to stop the rate hike by the Mingo

“Cubby, "Railroad Building," 245-246. Also, "no shoestring operations' were allowed to
open mines. Spence, 318. The development of the Logan-Guyan coal field was so focused and
determined from the beginning that there had been no "hell-raising” during the construction of
the railroad like there had been during "the construction of the Ohio Extension."

142" Thacker Coal & Coke v. Norfolk and Western Railway Company," Reports of the West
Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals 67 (February 1, 1910 to October 18, 1910): 448-456.
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County Circuit Court.**® The injunction was dissolved and the case dismissed, but Thacker
appealed to the West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals.

On May 3, 1910, the high court affirmed the dismissal of the suit because as Justice
Brannon, on behalf of the mgjority, observed, "the case [was| purely one of inter-state
commerce" and therefore subject to the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Commission. In
explaining the decision, Brannon observed that Thacker's appeal asked the state court to stop the
rate increase from ever reaching the ICC for review. If the West Virginia court granted the
request it would be denying the supremacy of federal jurisdiction by undermining the ICC's
authority to hear and resolve all such cases. Moreover, Brannon argued, chaos would ensue
because different states could impose varying rates and federal oversight of the shipment process
would be pointless,**

Brannon's review of the case law, utilized by the court in analyzing Thacker's appeal and
making its decision, sheds light on the power of both the ICC and the railroad conglomerate
which held the coal industry captive. Thacker's attorney, Z. T. Vinson, had based the appeal on
the assertion that the Pennsylvania and Ohio operators were benefitting from aviolation of the
Sherman Anti-Trust Act. Vinson alleged that the Norfolk & Western had engaged in a
conspiracy with other railroads to impose arate increase, which while favoring Pennsylvania and

Ohio operators, would subject Thacker Coal & Coke to "irreparable injury and probable ruin.”

“31bid. The coal shipped from southern West Virginiawest and northwest to the steel centers
on the Great Lakes was first carried on the Norfolk & Western Ohio Extension and then
transferred to the Pennsylvania Railroad system. Both of these systems were controlled by J.P.
Morgan and associates.

“Ibid., 452.
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Justice Brannon rejected Vinson's position, citing that while an individual victimized by a
conspiracy could seek damage compensation, only the government could invoke an injunction
under the Sherman Law.'*

Brannon cited the United States Supreme Court decision Texas & Pacific Railway
Company v. Abilene Company to explain the court's decision. Like Thacker, Abilene had suedin
protest of arate it considered unfair and injurious. In Abilene, the lower court judged the rate
"final" until reviewed and decided upon by the ICC. The fact that the ICC ultimately ordered the
rate reduced was judged immaterial. The U.S. Supreme Court upheld the lower court's decision
that the arbiter of the conflict was the ICC, not the courts. Vinson argued that the Abilene
decision should not apply because it was a case to recover damages caused by an already
established rate whereas the Thacker case sought to stop the establishment of an unfair rate
before it could be imposed. Brannon countered Vinson's interpretation of the difference between
Thacker and Abilene by reiterating that in both cases the arena of resolution had to be the
Interstate Commerce Commission.'*

1911 proved to be an important turning point for the coal industry in Mingo County.

Over the course of the year, two cases marked a separation between the coal interests of Mingo

County and the interests of the countiesto the east. Thefirst event centered on a conflict

“Ibid., 449, 456. Justice Henry Brannon was considered West Virginia' s preeminent legal
figure of late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. A pro-industry jurist, Brannon always
sided with the railroads. For more on Brannon, see Lewis, Transforming the Appalachian
Countryside, 122-127.

“S1bid., 452. Thetone of Brannon's review of Vinson's argument implies that he found the
core assertion of the latter’ s brief nonsensical: "A state court is asked to say that this schedule
shall never reach . . . [the] Commission. It does seem to me that the very statement of the
proposition isits own refutation.”
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between the Williamson-Thacker field and the Pocahontas field over an unfair market advantage.
The second case focused on the break between one of Mingo's largest coal operations and the
Norfolk & Western's official coal sales agency. The backdrop for these events was the tense
condition of the American economy. 1911 was alow point in the national economic cycle which
marked the turning towards recovery."*’

Competition in the market place was aways a source of tension between the coalfields of
southern West Virginia because they competed for market shares not only against each other but
also with coalfields from the Mid-Atlantic through the Midwest.**® Coal from southern West
Virginiawas shipped to the shipyards of Tidewater Virginia and to the Midwest.'*® The western
coal route was referred to as the Lake Cargo traffic because the coal shipped on the railroads that
followed the Ohio River system traveled all the way to the steel producing centers along the
Great Lakes.™

Although the N&W coalfields shipped coal to the Great Lakes as early 1903, it did not

become the primary market for coal from Mingo County until 1921.*** However, from 1911 until

147Soule and Carosso, 340.
1“8adsell and Coffey, 275.

1 Confidential": Conservative Statement of the Situation of the Coal-Carrying Railroads, in
their relation to the Coal and Coke Development of Kentucky, Virginia, West Virginia, and
Tennessee (Compiled from an Official Report for 1903)" (n.p.:n.d.). Pamphlet 7080, Pamphlet
Collection, WVRHC.

130 ambie, 41, 295.
BIConservative Statement™ P7080, Pamphlet Collection, WVRHC; Lambie, 291.
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1921 as much coal from Mingo traveled to the northwest as was shipped east.™®®> Superficially
this shift appeared to liberate the Mingo coal mines from a competition they could not win
against the Smokeless coalfields to east. The shift squeezed Mingo even more, and heightened
corporate tensions between the Williamson-Thacker and Pocahontas coalfields.>

The source of the adversarial attitude was a geographic-economic division among the
coafields that contributed to the Lake Cargo traffic which he referred to as the "Inner Crescent”
and the "Outer Crescent."*** The Williamson-Thacker field in Mingo County was the
southernmost West Virginia"Inner Crescent” field, while its closest neighbor, the Pocahontas
field in McDowell, marked the beginning of the "Outer Crescent.” Asan Inner Crescent field,
Mingo paid alower shipment rate than the McDowell field. To make matters worse, the N&W
fields-West Virginia operators who shipped their coal over the Pennsylvania Railroad system
paid lower rates than the Pennsylvania operators. Tension over thisrate differential resulted in
federal hearingsin Washington in March 1911, which pitted the “Inner” and “ Outer Crescent”

fields against each other as well as against the operators from Pennsylvania.’*®

152 ambie, 291.

331bid., 297-298. Two issues should be noted here. First, more animosity existed between
the southern West Virginia operators and their competitors in Ohio and Pennsylvania than among
the southern West Virginia operators. Second, even though as an Inner Crescent field the
Williamson-Thacker field paid alower rate than the Outer Crescent southern West Virginia
fields, the Williamson-Thacker field was asmaller field and thus felt constantly besieged by its
larger competitors.

bid., 297.
Mingo Republican, 20 March 1911.

170



Despite the agitation precipitated by the rate differential controversy, the Mingo County
coa operators committed themselves to pursuing the western and northwestern markets. On
March 24, 1911, the Mingo Republican reported that the Sycamore Coal Company celebrated its
first shipment of six coal carsfrom its new plant to Cincinnati, by arraying the first car with
ceremonial bunting.**® Alsoin 1911, Borderland Coal Corporation ended its coal sales contract
with the Leckie Coal Company, a coal sales agency in Cleveland, Ohio and opened its own
agency which was based in Cincinnati.™>” The Borderland coal sales agency eventually also
served as agent for two other minesin Mingo County.*®

The decision to concentrate on the western and northwestern markets was probably not
Borderland's only consideration in establishing a coal sales agency. The Cooper family coal
mines in the Pocahontas field also shipped to Ohio. In establishing their own agency the Coopers
claimed to be motivated by "the advantages to both consumer and producer resulting from direct
dealings' between the two.™ The final factor which might have inspired both Borderland and

the Coopers to establish coal sales agencies was the 1911 anti-trust suit filed by the Taft

Administration against U.S. Steel. The U.S. Steel suit "miscarried,” but the assault on the giant

4lbid.

History of the Borderland Coal Company, 9. This document is part of the descriptive
materials of the E. L. Stone Papers archived in the Special Collections at the University of
Virginia, Charlottesville, Virginia

%The Coal Catalog: Combined with Coal Field Directory for the Year 1920 (Pittsburg, PA:
K eystone Consolidated Publishing Company, 1920). The other mines were the Matewan Coadl
Company and the Wigarb Mining Company; the president-general manager and treasurer-
purchasing agent for these two companies were C. M. Gates and George Bausewine, Jr.

1593 December 1911, newspaper article, probably the Bluefield Daily Telegraph, in the Cooper
Collection, ERCA.
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which virtually controlled the Pocahontas field created a window of opportunity for companies
seeking to establish a degree of autonomy from the corporate monolith they feared would focus

anti-monopoly sentiment against them.*®

I11. Conclusion:

The Thacker Coal Field was developed during a period of profound change in the
American coa industry. Even though it shared a basic common history with other southern West
Virginiafields, the precise timing of the Thacker field's opening and development set it apart
from its larger and more important neighbors. Long overlooked by historians, these differences
not only affected political and social relationsin Mingo County, they also influenced future
industrial relations.

Like the surrounding fields, the Thacker field owed its founding to the expansion of the
railroad, investment shared the same corporate parentage, and the men who directed the field's
development ascribed to the same anti-union philosophy as the other southern West Virginia
operators. All of this said, however, the story of the Thacker field's development diverged from
the generally acknowledged pattern of southern West Virginia' s coal history. Unlike the older
Smokelessfields to its east, the Thacker field did not enjoy paternalistic support from the
Norfolk & Westernin its early stage of growth and expansion. Also, the coal produced in the
Thacker field, although targeted for the same markets as Smokeless coal, was of lower quality,
and thus less competitive. In contrast to the younger Guyan field to its northeast, the Thacker

field was utterly dependent on the Norfolk & Western for the exportation of itscoal. But most

180Chernow, 148.

172



important, from the outset less powerful men guided the Thacker field’ s development. The
interests of the large corporations' mines were represented by managers, while none of thefield's
pioneering entrepreneurial operators ever accquired the position or influence of their
contemporaries in the surrounding fields.

Cumulatively, the timing of the Thacker field’s opening and the differences between it
and the other fields in southern West Virginia, created a siege mentality among the men who
controlled mining in Mingo County. As producers of aless competitive coal, the companies of
the Thacker field perennially had to fight for survival, and their adversaries included not only
other coalfields but also an indifferent railroad. Lacking decisive, on-site |eadership, the coal
elite of Mingo County lived under the gun, striving to meet the production expectations of far
removed corporate interests, or reacting to the decisions made by the coal men of the larger,
better capitalized fields around them. Most prosperous during times of crisisin other fields,
namely during strikes or organization drives, the Thacker field became increasingly dependent on
maintaining its own non-union status.*®

The relative weakness of the coal industry in the Thacker field also affected political and
socia relationsin Mingo County. Theindustrial elite influenced politics in the county, but not to
the degree of their contemporaries in other fields. And, although industrialization transformed
the social landscape of Mingo County, it did not utterly sweep aside patterns of behavior that
predated the advent of commercia coal mining. The persistence of traditional political dueling,

and marginal modernization, set Mingo County further apart from its neighbors.

184t could be argued that the Thacker (Williamson-Thacker) operators were the worst of West
Virginia s operators who had areputation in the national industry as “pirates” who preyed on the
misfortune of other fields. Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 6.
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CHAPTER 5
THE POLITICAL ECONOMY OF A PERIPHERY::
INDUSTRIALIZATION’S SOCIAL IMPACT IN MINGO COUNTY, 1895-1911

“Taken altogether Matewan is an ideal little city and one which has a very bright future’*
-- Williamson Enterprise, June 1908
During the first two decades of Mingo's existence, industrial expansion precipitated
profound economic and political changes which, in turn, affected community growth and social
relations. Conversely, both the limits and nature of these changes meant that the new “industrial
order” failed to eradicate traditional beliefs and patterns of behavior. Possessing only a tenuous
grip on political power and distracted by chronic economic instability, Mingo’'s coal elite was

forced to coexist with, and adapt to, a frequently defiant local culture.

|. The Railroad and Coal Industries Transform the Social Landscape of Mingo County:

Despite the long shadow of the economic devastation wrought by the Panic of 1893,
towns continued to appear and grow in the young county. However, older communities bypassed
by the railroad and untouched by the race to open commercial coal mines declined. Population
statistics found in the 1891-1892 and 1895-1896 West Virginia Sate Gazetteer and Business
Directories document the role of industrial development in the maintenance or |oss of

community vitality.? For example, the population of Nolan, which was on the main line of the

"Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908. By 1908, Matewan had a population of 800, a
waterworks system, gadlit streets, elevated sidewalks, and a new schoolhouse.

?In the 1891-1892 West Virginia Sate Gazetteer and Business Directory, only five
communities in the area that would become Mingo County had twenty-five or more residents. In
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Ohio Extension to the north of Williamson, expanded 200 percent. Similarly, the number of
inhabitants of Dingess, an old settlement near one of the first coal properties to be devel oped,
rose 100 percent. Conversely, Eugene (later renamed Lenore), and Burch (also known as
Rockhouse and later Delbarton), had populations of one hundred or more in 1891, but did not list
population counts in the State Gazetteer for fifteen or more years.®> Connectionto a
transportation network and industrial development eluded these two older communities until well
into the twentieth century.* In the interim, Burch's population fell to 75 and Lenore'sto 50, in
both cases aloss of 50 percent.> Lacking the railroad and mines, Burch and Eugene withered
while neighboring communities emerged and grew. Tables 6 and 7 illustrate the appearance

and/or growth of these ten towns.

just four years that number increased to ten, a 100 percent increase. However, until 1909, with
the incorporation of Kermit, Mingo's only "towns" defined as “incorporated municipalities’ were
Matewan and Williamson.

3Both Eugene and Burch listed populations in the 1906-1907 Gazetteer and Business
Directory.

“Smith, Early History of Mingo County, 22.
*Ibid.
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Table6:
Town Growth and Decline in Mingo County, 1891-1896

Townsin 1891-92 Population Townsin 1895-96 Population
Burch 150 no listing
Dingess 100 Dingess 200
Eugene 100 no listing
Nolan 25 Nolan 75
Spaulding 25 no listing

Source: West Virginia Sate Gazetteer and Business Directory, 1891-1892 and 1895-1896

Table 7:

Mingo County Towns that Had Not Existed in 1891 and their Populations in 1895-1896
New Townsin 1895 Population New Townsin 1895 Population
Breeding/Breeden 150 Matewan 200
Edgarton 25 Sheppard 75
Fairfax 100 Thacker 400
Hinch 150 Wharncliffe 12

Williamson 500

Source: West Virginia Sate Gazetteer and Business Directory, 1891-1892 and 1895-1896.
Table 7 demonstrates the dramatic impact of the coal and railroad industries on the
county's evolution. Several of the new towns had been trading posts at natural crossroads which
were the mouths of the Tug Fork tributaries. Matewan, Thacker, and Williamson were such
settlements, but their maturation into towns awaited industrial development. All nine of the new
townsin 1896 were on the railroad, and five were home to the local offices of seven coal
companies.® The development that occurred between 1891 and 1896 (charted in Tables 6 and 7),

only expanded in the years between Mingo's founding and 1920.

©1895-1896 Gazetteer and Business Directory.
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In 1910, the Thirteenth United States Census confirmed that Mingo had experienced
phenomenal growth in the decade and a half after the county’ s founding. Mingo's population had
risen 71 percent from 11,359 in 1900 to 19,431 in 1910. Magnoliadistrict (which included
Matewan) was the largest district in the county with a population of 5,077. Williamson city and
Stafford districts followed with 3,466 and 3,561 residents, respectively. Matewan more than
doubled from 250 citizens in 1900 to 588, while Williamson quintupled from 600 residents to
3,561.” Unfortunately, the rapid urbanization of these young settlements brought a new host of
challenges to their residents.

Between 1895 and 1911, townsin Mingo County grew faster than the means of protecting
public health. Although contagious diseases were not unknown to the area, the course of the
1909-1910 Williamson typhoid fever epidemic underscores the vulnerability of a community still
reliant on pest-house quarantines.® In an eight-month period, 150 typhoid cases were reported in
Williamson, and of that number 11 died. The county’sindustrial development not only had
fostered population growth and concentration, it had a'so compounded the virulence of the
recurrent outbreaks of epidemic diseases.

A report submitted to the West Virginia State Board of Public Health divulges both the
cause of the outbreak and the coal industry’s contributory role. State Inspector W. H. Frost noted

that for nearly one hundred miles above Williamson, the Tug Fork River was an almost

"Abstract of the Thirteenth Census, with Supplement for West Virginia, 577.

8 Pest-Houses” were used to isolate individuals and/or families suffering from infectious
disease; the hope being that removal from a community’ s general population would protect the
rest of itsinhabitants. One of Ms. Hatfield' s aunts, who would have been a young teen in 1900,
recalled that Mingo’ s pesthouse remained in use well after the turn-of-the century. Margaret
Hatfield, interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1990 Matewan Oral History Project.
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continuous line of coa mines and the average distance of the dwellings and privies from the
river-bank was less than 100 yards. Dr. Frost also found that the river water drawn for usein
Williamson was not only too black to be fit for bathing and laundry purposes, it also exuded an
offensive odor. Caused by coal washings and human and animal excreta, the pollution of the
Tug Fork river remained a community health issue for many years. Unfortunately by 1908 both
Williamson’'s and Matewan’ s modern water plants drew the town water from the highly polluted
river.®

Inspector Frost's report on Williamson's public water supply aso highlights the
community's economic and class stratification. Of the 500 people surveyed by Inspector Frost,
less than 10 percent used safe water. Few people consistently boiled the polluted river water
piped through the town, and clean water was only available from three other sources. The
employees of the Williamson Coal Company, however, drew their water from a properly
maintained well. Although the N& W operated a distilling plant to provide its employees with
drinking water free of charge, a private distilling plant in Williamson provided clean water only
for residents willing and able to pay.*°

Because fresh milk could also transmit typhoid, Inspector Frost also studied the use of
milk in the city. He excluded milk as a source of the typhoid contagion because there was

insufficient correlation between the outbreak and milk usage. Inspector Frost found that milk for

*W.H. Frost, "Report of Investigation Relative to Purification of Water Supply of Williamson,
West Virginia, for the prevention of typhoid fever," in the West Virginia State Biennial Report of
the Board of Health, 1908-1909 (Charleston, WV: News-Mail Co., 1910): 76-95, 84, 77, 78, 79.
The Williamson typhoid epidemic is also discussed in Jerry Bruce Thomas, “ Coal Country,” 303.

Frost, 88.

178



the 100 to 200 boarders at the railroad Y MCA was shipped in from Portsmouth, Ohio. For the
rest of Williamson’s citizens, fresh milk was “very scarce, and consequently but little used, many
people using only condensed milk."**

Williamson had grown from avillage of 600 inhabitants in 1900 to a small city of aimost
4,000 in less than adecade.® The rapidity of the town's growth outstripped the physical
environment's ability to cleanse itself, and the resulting contagions confounded and overwhelmed
the people living there. They understood the need to boil water for drinking, but not for bathing
or washing dishes. Lax and corrupt public servants also complicated efforts to deal with
contagious diseases. For two years prior to January 1910, Williamson had no health officer and
no means of tracking outbreaks.®® As demonstrated by the 1909-1910 Williamson typhoid
epidemic, “growth” was not always an indicator of "positive”" progress.

Despite the health risks associated with living in the new population centersin the
county, area natives flocked to the emerging towns and coal communities. Agricultural statistics
from Mingo’s 1910 aggregate census profile illuminates why Tug Valley natives abandoned their
farms and entered the coal camps “popping” up around the county.* After nearly twenty years of

coa development, Mingo had lost almost 11 percent of its farm land between 1900 and 1910,

"bid.
“Ibid., 76.

Bbid., 84. County and municipal health officers received a yearly stipend in return for the
fulfillment of their duties. Given the evidence regarding other forms of corruption in Mingo, it
would not be unlikely that the early twentieth century politicians "cut corners’ and used the funds
saved from not appointing amunicipa health officer for other purposes.

¥According to Mingo County native Margaret Hatfield, “coal camps popped up overnight,
like mushrooms after arain.” Hatfield correspondence, letter no.2.

179



even though the number of farms increased 50 percent during the period from 957 to 1,059.
More farms however did not tranglate into greater economic opportunity. Not only were the
farms smaller, those who worked on them were increasingly tenants or share-croppers.”

Another government report on conditionsin Mingo County underscores why the
mountaineers turned from farming to mining. Observations recorded in an 1897 Army Corps of
Engineers report explains why the residents of the Tug Valley were well on the path to economic
dependence on the coal industry.’® Assistant Engineer B. F. Thomas noted that soil erosion had
been exacerbated by the expansion and intensification of farming in Mingo.!” Because the timber
near the river had already been cut off (which had also weakened the soil), the era of
entrepreneurial logging was ending. The thousands of acres of trees still standing away from the
Tug Fork’s principal contributaries could only be exported by those with the capital to transport
them by rail.*® With little alternative in the modern cash driven economy, the native population

turned increasingly to work in the mines.*

>Abstract of the Thirteenth Census, with Supplement for West Virginia, 620-621, 621, 626.

1Coal Trade Journal 37 (5 January 1898): 12. "One hundred thousand people live in the
Valley and six county seats are dependent upon the Big Sandy for an outlet.”

YB. F. Thomas, "Improvement of the Big Sandy River, West Virginiaand Kentucky," Letter
from the Secretary of War transmitting in response to the concurrent resolution of the House of
Representatives of April 13, 1898, A Letter of the Chief of Engineers, Together with a Report of
the Plans and Estimates for the Improvement of the Big Sandy and certain of its branches in West
Virginiaand Kentucky (9 May 1898) Fifty-Fifth Congress 2d Session, House of Representatives
Document #456.

Blbid,

A s population statistics offered in the Abstract of the Thirteenth Census reveals, the native
white population of both Mingo and Logan Counties remained roughly on par until the teens, but
by the 1920 Census, both Logan and McDowell had significantly fewer native white residents.
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The lack of opportunity for other employment did not, however, make Mingo natives an
entirely biddable workforce. The ora testimonies from Mingo County reveal that even though
dependency on the coal industry increased, a variety of economic strategies were utilized to
retain as much freedom as possible. When out of work, the landless survived because they could
set up temporary residence with relatives who were landowners.® Although 94 to 98 percent of
southern West Virginiaminers resided in company housing, this figure obscures the significance
of independence to those who did not.* Testimonials from the Matewan Oral History project
1989-1990 abound with variations of the declaration, "we aways lived in our own house, on our
own land."# When labor strife erupted in Mingo in 1920, the strike's most visible local leaders

were natives who had adamantly refused to live in company housing.”®

Abstract of the Thirteenth Census, with Supplement for West Virginia, 592. See Appendix 5.

2" Smokey" Mose Adkins interview with John Hennen, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History
Project.

2lCorhin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 8.

“Several Matewan Oral History Project narrators stressed the independence land ownership
afforded their families: Jim Backus, Bertha Damron, Rufus Starr, Addie Nowlin and Stella
Predley.

“Three men who standout among this group are Charlie Kiser, John Collins, and Fred
Burgraff. A native of Mingo, Kiser became a professional organizer for the UMWA and CIO.
Originally from McDowell County, John Collins went to the penitentiary for strike-related
activities and served as thefirst president of a UMW local after union legalization in the 1930s.
Only Sid Hatfield and Reece Chambers were accused of more strike-related violence than
Burgraff. Stella (Kiser) Predey interview, with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral
History Project; Bertha (Collins) Damron, interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1989
Matewan Oral History Project; Hawthorne Burgraff, interview with John Hennen, Summer 1989
Matewan Oral History Project.
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Close ties between Mingo's mining and farming populations were seen as autonomy-
preserving activities. Farmers "peddled” all manner of goods and services through the camps,
including their surplus vegetables, fruits and meats.** These transactions hel ped keep miners
who participated from complete dependence on the company, and also diverted some money into
the local economy. Many afarming family's income was also supplemented by the mining wages
of unmarried sons, or by men who combined farming with seasonal work in the mines.®
Unfortunately, the combination of mining and farming contributed to the impoverishment of the
local economy. By accepting lower wages for what they deemed supplemental labor miner-
farmers helped keep wages depressed.®

Peddling benefitted most those who used their profits to establish businessesin the
independent towns. Italian immigrant and Matewan businessman Attilio Nenni started his

business by traveling from coal camp to camp repairing shoes for just afew cents per pair.?’

#Several narrators from the 1989-1990 Matewan Oral History Project discussed the peddling
activities of Mingo's farmers: Harry Berman, Edith Boothe, Hawthorne Burgraff, and Daisy
Nowlin.

#Sa strom, “Newer Appalachia as One of America s Last Frontiers,” in Appalachiain the
Making, 92. Paul Salstrom's groundbreaking study of the Appalachian economy reveals that the
practice of combining farming and mine work "helped to impoverish . . . [the miner-farmers] and
their environment while subsidizing coal companies. . . that paid less than family-supporting
wages."

%34l strom, Path to Dependency, 40.

“’Nel (Gentile) Nenni interview with John Hennen, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History
Project.
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John Brown, the grandfather of Matewan's first African American mayor owned Matewan's
laundry and provided pick up and delivery service for his patrons.?®

However, relations between miners, farmers, and peddlers were not always positive.® As
one Mingo native miner observed, strikes and other attempts by miners to force concessions from
their employers were often undermined by local non-miners who would work as short-term
replacement workers. In some cases, members of miners own families engaged in this activity.®
Although most native whites were drawn to mining as an escape from an intensifying poverty,
their own neighbors often disdained the “choice” of mining as an occupation which was to be
avoided at all costs.®* Many of the families who disparaged mining deemed it attractive only to
people of marginal social standing.** The haphazard construction, crowded living conditions,
and acts of social dysfunction in campsin the early years of Mingo's coal industry cemented this
opinion. The murder of a peddler at Thacker on October 24, 1898, seemed to substantiate these

impressions.®

%Johny Fullen interview with Rebecca Bailey, Summer 1990 Matewan Oral History Project.

#According to Lynwood Montell, the socia and economic tensions that accompanied the
transition from farm to industrial work often precipitated arise in violence among the affected
groups. Lynwood Montell, Killings: Folk Justice in the Upper South (Lexington, KY: University
Press of Kentucky, 1986), 160-161.

OCarey interview, WVRHC.
$'Hatfield correspondence, |etter no.2.

#|bid. What “pushed” many nativesinto dependence on the coal industry is well documented.
Few scholars, however have explored the reasons why others resisted, much less the class
division that resulted among these people of comparable economic status.

%324 October 1898, Bert Wright diary, Luther Collection, ERCA.
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Coal camp life and the relations between miners and operators have dominated the social
history of southern West Virginia. In Mingo County, however, mining operations and
independent communities often occupied the same location. The contrasting stories of two early
communities, Williamson and Dingess, illuminates the role of industrial development in the
escalation and sharpening of social and class divisionsin Mingo County. Named for members of
pioneering families, both communities owed their early growth to the rail and coal industries.
However, Williamson, the county seat, which had not existed before 1891, became a magnet for
the county’s elite. Once deprived of itsrail line, Dingess's mines closed and the community fell
into disrepute.

What had been a Williamson family cornfield in 18 90, by 1902 had become a small city
of 1,100.3* The business and occupation listings in business directories reflected Williamson's
emergence as aresidential center for the county’ s new industrial class.® An important marker of
the influx of this new group was the establishment of "the Presbyterian Academy” in 1901.%
Except for the children who attended this academy, the elite continued to send their children to
boarding schools, favorites included the Greenbrier Female Seminary for the girls and the

Staunton Military Academy for the boys.* In writing to afriend, S. D. Stokes, alawyer from

$1900-1901 and 1902-1903 Gazetteer and Business Directory. Williamson's growth was so
fast in the 1900-1901 the city's population was only 600.

*Unfortunately no municipal records prior to 1911 exist. Williamson Area Heritage Book,
(Summerville, WV: Wal sworth Publishing Company, 1996), 37.

%5mith, Early History of Mingo County, 12.

$"Mattie McCoy Allara attended the Greenbrier Female Seminary; the son and orphaned
nephew of S. D. Stokes attended the Staunton Military Academy. Mattie McCoy Allara
interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1989 Matewan Oral History Project; S. D. Stokes to
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Virginia, explained why the local and new industrial elite sent their children to private schools.
According to Stokes, Mingo's public schools were poor and the children who attended them
offered only “miserable associations.”*® By establishing the Presbyterian Academy and/or
sending their children away for private education, the elite of Mingo County reinforced the social
distance between themselves and the County's other residents. Mingo County may have been
where they resided and pursued their livelihood, but they did not want their children socially
acculturated to that community.*

The story of Dingess, also an amalgamation of company and independent town,
encapsulates both the dependence of the local economy on the coal and railroad industries, and
the persistent complexity of political and socia networksin Mingo County. In 1891, the year
Wallace J. Williamson and the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company founded the
town of Williamson, Dingess was already a village of 100.° Like Williamson, Dingess grew

rapidly after becoming the population center for three of the county’s first mines.** Within two

Abram Bruner, 18 September 1920, Stokes Papers, WVRHC.
¥3tokes to Bruner, Stokes Papers, WVRHC.

¥Sending children away to school was a common Appalachian elite action and was one of the
class characteristics this group shared with their contemporaries throughout the United States.
Tudiver, 93-94. According to Mary Beth Pudup, “the growth of county seat towns betokened
social differentiation within the population and, more generally deepening social and spatial
division of labor between town and country.” Pudup, “Town and Country,” in Appalachia in the
Making, 271

401891-1892 Gazetteer and Business Directory.
411902-1903 Gazetteer and Business Directory.
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decades, however, Dingess's population had fallen to 75, and the town had become a haven for
crime and socia degeneracy.

At its peak, in 1903, the town of Dingess had 750 inhabitants, which made it second in
population only to the county seat Williamson. In population it surpassed Thacker and Matewan,
respectively the center of the largest coal operation in the county and the political rival of
Williamson.* In 1904, in recognition of Dingess growth, J. R. Booth, the superintendent of the
Pearl Coal Mining Company was appointed to the Executive Committee of the county
Republican organization.”® Booth's ascendance seemed to indicate that political power and
economic influence had broken free of the Williamson-Matewan, Lee-Magnolia orbit and
expanded to incorporate the county's remote areas. However, 1904 proved to be a highwater
mark in the long decline in Dingess' history as a community.

In contrast to Thacker, Red Jacket, and Glenalum, which sprang up and continued to
grow, Dingess, which had 200 miners at work in 1893, began to deteriorate rapidly after only a
decade.* There were two primary and interrelated reasons for this situation. First, the coal
seams were thinner and of less quality at Dingess and second, once a new section of the county
was accessed by the railroad in 1904, maintaining the high maintenance tracks to Dingess were
no longer cost effective.*® According to the 1910 United Sates Geological Survey of Logan and

Mingo County, the opening of the N&W new line marked the end of Dingess, and within a

“|bid. Thacker had 600 residents and Matewan 250.

43" Condensed Facts," 4, P8662, Pamphlet Collection, WVRHC.
“Cubby, “Transformation,” 246.

“Caollier, 55.
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decade the mines there were abandoned and the population dwindled to its pre-devel opment
number.*

Actually, Dingess declined even more rapidly than the surveyorsrealized. The town's
population had fallen to one-tenth of its 1902-1903 level in less than five years.*” With the mines
closed, the mobile mining population dispersed, and therail line fallen into disrepair, the native
inhabitants were left behind to fend for themselves. However, Dingess retained political
influence far out of proportiontoitssize. AsMingo’sown rotten borough, Dingess offered the
machine politicians of the county a secure bloc of votesin return for a steady flow of funds and
patronage plums.® By World War |, in recognition of its now dubious reputation, Dingess was
identified as the center of Mingo’s “wild and rough” region.* In contrast to the thoroughly
modern Williamson, local citizens were encouraged to think of Dingess as the ultimate example

of Mingo's pre-industrial backwardness.*

“6Cubby, “Transformation,” 246; Ray V. Hennen, West Virginia Geological and Economic
Survey: Logan and Mingo Counties (Wheeling: n.p., 1914), 16, 465.

471902-1903 and 1906-1907 Gazetteer and Business Directories.

“8See Huey Perry, They'll Cut Off Your Project: A Mingo County Chronicle (New Y ork:
Praeger Publishers, 1972), 49-54, for the story of Dingess, and the refinement of political graft
and corruption in Mingo County. The voting resultsin Dingess, asin other Mingo communities
rarely offered an accurate accounting of legally registered voters.

“‘Williamson Daily News, 22 August 1918.
O bid.

187



1. Industrialization and the Culture of Honor: Greed, Violence, and the Law, 1895-1911>

Industrialization wrought significant changesin Mingo County. Communities prospered
or deteriorated depending on access to the railroad and the opening of mines. Although farming
and logging continued, fewer families found these activities economically sustaining. Mingo’'s
inhabitants were drawn inexorably into the nexus of commercial mining. The destabilization of
traditional living and occupational habits stressed familial and social ties.® Asaresult, both
opportunity for financial gain and the struggle for survival often overwhelmed customary
behavior and not infrequently resulted in violence.

A tale of afamily torn asunder by a son’s greed haunts the town of Matewan. Through
marriage to Phoebe, the sister of Devil Anse Hatfield, Anderson Ferrell acquired ownership of
the farm that became Matewan. After Phoebe’ s death, Ferrell married Mary Chambers and
started a second family. Seeking to provide financia stability for all of his children by
capitalizing on the railroad’ s proximity, Ferrell divided hisland. To his children by Phoebe
Hatfield, Ferrell deeded small farms; he sold the remaining land in lots, thus founding the town

of Matewan. Among the entrepreneurs who purchased property from Ferrell was his nephew by

*'The phrase, “culture of honor” has been borrowed from a study in cultural psychology by
Nisbett and Cohen, see introduction for citation. According to Nisbett and Cohen, in
communities undermined by economic scarcity and weak or corrupt governing structures,
violence in defense of an individual’ s status or power is often perceived asjustified. Although
the author acknowledges the limited applicability of the Nisbett and Cohen study, she would
argue that this core assertion is relevant here and complements the following observation by
anthropologist Sara Lubitsch Tudiver. According to Tudiver, “mountain culture is best
understood as behavioral codes . . . which developed in the context of a peripheral region. . .
where the resources people had were frequently threatened both from those outside and from
those within. Tudiver, 10.

*2The impact of industrialization’s impact on families has been documented throughout the
Appaachian region. See: Tudiver, “Political Economy and Culture in Central Appalachia,” 113.
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marriage E. B. Chambers.® Y ears after the Hatfield-Ferrell farm had grown into a thriving
village, one of Anderson Ferrell’s sons, from his first marriage, chalenged his father’s
dispensation of the land.>

Aided by Henry Clay Ragland, the attorney who had originally served hisilliterate father,
Floyd Ferrell brought suit to gain alarger portion of the family property, which now
encompassed the town of Matewan. When the local circuit court judge granted his son’s claim,
Anderson Ferrell appealed to the West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals.® The court
chastised the younger Ferrell by asking, “what right had this son to the property,” when it would
lead to the “bankruptcy” of hisfather.® The court also questioned Floyd Ferrell's motivesin
pursuing the suit, which at one point he had withdrawn in order to "let the second wife and little
children of his aged father have something for home and bread.">” The court extended its
reprimand to include lawyer Ragland for encouraging Floyd Ferrell to take action against his

father.®® The acrimony generated by Ferrell v. Ferrell survived for decades and may have

*3Smith, Early History of Mingo County, 6; Hatfield correspondence letter no. 6. The
marriage connections between the Hatfields, Ferrells, and Chambers families can be confirmed
in: Donna L. Brown, Logan County Marriages, Book 1:1872-1892 (Logan, West Virginia: Logan
County Genealogical Society, n.d.). E. B. Chambers' purchase of thefirst lot in Matewan noted
in “E. B. Chambers,” Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908. Anderson Ferrell’swives are
sometimes identified as Birdie or Bridget (Phoebe Hatfield) and Sarah or Sally Chambers.

>"Ferrell v. Ferrell," Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, 53 (March 28,
1903-November 21, 1903): 515-524, 516.

*Ibid., 518-524.
*lbid., 517.
*Ibid., 523.
*lbid., 522.
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contributed to arivalry between the Hatfields and Chambers, who struggled against each other
for control of Matewan.>

Adaptation to the economic transformation of the region not only affected relations
within native families, it also heightened tensions between whites and other ethnic groups.®
Although the percentage of native whites in the county population only fell from 96 to 86 percent
between 1900 and 1910, the influx of African Americans and foreign-born whites coincided with
difficult economic times.** In the aftermath of the “Bankers Panic of 1907," minesin the
Thacker field were closed or absorbed by larger companies, and miners were forced to compete
for fewer jobs. Because of the high percentage of local whitesin the Thacker field, they viewed
all migrant miners, but especially the foreigners and African Americans, as interlopers who were
stealing jobs that rightfully belonged to the natives who were there first.? Although episodes

from the 1920-1922 strike period indicate an evolution towards cross-racial and ethnic working-

*According to Margaret Hatfield, some Hatfields believed that Matewan had been “stolen” by
the Chambers. Hatfield correspondence, |etter no. 6.

®In 1910, there were 1,197 foreign-born residents in Mingo County, representing seventeen
nationalities resided in Mingo County, compared to only 65 foreign-born whitesin 1900.
Abstract of the Thirteenth Census, with Supplement for West Virginia, 592. See Appendix 5.

®1See Chapter 4 for an overview of the early strikesin the Thacker coal field, aswell as“de-
skilling” of the mining profession before 1910. In the wake of the flight of the skilled British
Isles miners from southern West Virginia, tensions escalated between the mountaineers and the
incoming African Americans and foreign-born whites because they shared the same occupational
background. See Fagge, 32.

2Attacks by native white workers against their African American and immigrant rivals has
been acommon historical phenomenon in the United States. See Catherine McNicol Stock,
Rural Radicals: Righteous Rage in the American Grain (Ithaca and London: Cornell University
Press, 1996), 107. For an Appalachian perspective on the impact of economic crises on violence,
see: Montell, Killings, 145 and 160-161.
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class solidarity, two episodes from 1908 exemplify the impact of chronic economic instability on
heterogeneous mining communities.

In 1906, after Harry Sherburn was recruited by the Marvin Coal Company at Matewan,
West Virginia, he and his family left West Riding, England, and migrated to the United States.
Upon their arrival the Sherburns became active members of the Matewan community. Devoted
Primitive Methodists, the family, together with Mr. Sherburn's employers, the Boothes, who were
originally from Y orkshire, England, established the Matewan Methodist Church. The family
spent two happy years in Mingo until 1908. During frequent trips into the mines with his father,
Edward Sherburn befriended a young African American.

After neighbors witnessed the two boys playing, Mr. Sherburn was warned, “We don't
mix with the blacks.” Thisincident not only disgusted Mr. Sherburn, it was aso the last straw in
his escal ating displeasure with conditions in his new country. After the encounter with the
unnamed bigot, Harry Sherburn walked into his home and observed to his family, "So much for a
free country." Not long after the incident, the Sherburns returned to England.®®

Also in 1908, at the Pike Colliery mines across the river from Matewan, in Kentucky, a
group of men attacked the home of two Hungarian families. In the course of committing "a most

revolting and brutal crime," the assailants injured the children so badly that their recovery was

®T. E. Bowman, "From West Riding to West Virginia." Unpublished manuscript, Matewan
Development Center, Matewan, West Virginia. Mr. Bowman is the great-grandson of Harry and
Clara Sherburn. After the Sherburns returned to England, young Mary Grace corresponded with
her friend from Matewan, Ethel Lambert Hill for 67 years, although they never saw each again.
After his own visit to Matewan in the early 1990s, Mr. Bowman wrote about his family’s story
and sent a copy to the Development Center.
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not expected. Five men were convicted for shooting and raping members of the two families and
received sentences ranging from five to ten years.**

Neither the reason for the crime nor the exact nature of the attacks on the children were
specified in the press account of the story. However, one detail providesinsight into Mingo
County’ s polarized reaction to alater event. One of the convicted assailants, Van Clay, reappears
in Mingo County public records in 1920, as one of the leaders of the miners' strike.®® Probably
unaware of thisincident, most historians have dismissed contemporary condemnation of Mingo’'s
striking miners as “trash,” or “criminals’ as elitist snobbery.® The extralegal and/or criminal
excesses of the miners have been excused as a reaction to the environment created by the coal
companies and part of the price of fighting for justice. One historian has even described the

miners' violence as "politics by other means."®’

®Williamson Enterprise, 4 June 1908. The Enterprise reported that the men convicted of the
attack awaited "additional sentences on additional counts." Unfortunately, thisissueisone of a
set of scattered issues of early Mingo County newspapers, no other details of the case have been
uncovered.

®\/an Clay was one of the Matewan Massacre defendants. In December 1924, his brother C.
W. Clay killed Leonard Hatfield, the brother of Bill and McGinnis Hatfield, the brother-sheriffs
of McDowell County. James Damron to S. D. Stokes, 20 December 1924, Stokes Papers,
WVRHC.

®The manuscription collections of West Virginia governors John J. Cornwell (1917-1921)
and Ephraim F. Morgan (1921-1925) contain several letters critical of the miners actions during
the strike. John J. Cornwell Papers, and Ephraim F. Morgan Papers, WVRHC. Also at least one
narrator from the Matewan Oral History Project discusses how the "good people" in Matewan
and the County were influenced by the bad "character" and behavior of some of the strike's
leaders and participants. Margaret Hatfield interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1990
Matewan Oral History Project.

*"Fagge, 214.
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The revelation about Van Clay requires a mild adjustment of the historical analysis of
both Mingo’s miners and local perceptions of the 1920-1922 strike. When his prison term
expired, Clay returned home to a small community with along memory.® Whether or not he was
"reformed" would not have mattered to a significant percentage of his neighbors. Asin many
Appaachian communities, in Mingo County, toleration or censure of criminal behavior depended
on acollective assessment of the motive.*® While most residents of Mingo County averred
judgment of bootlegging or “justifiable” homicides, attacks on children were unforgivable.” For
many residents Van Clay’ s prominence in the miners' struggle in Mingo would have undermined
itslegitimacy. Although Clay's 1908 criminal record should not be allowed to cast a shadow
over the entire miners movement in Mingo, its impact must be considered in the evaluation of

contemporary and subsequent criticism of the strike.”

®Hatfield correspondence, letter no.17. According to Margaret Hatfield, Mingo County had a
reputation as being the favorite relocation spot for parolees from the state penitentiary, because at
the time Mingo was the farthest they could get from Moundsville and still obey arelease
stipulation that they had to remain within the state. Circumstantial evidence supports Ms.
Hatfield's story. From 1913-1920 Mingo Republican "boss' M. Z. White served as warden of the
state penitentiary, and Democrats perennially charged the Republicans with election offenses
committed by “ruffians’ on their payroll.

®Montell, Killings, 165.

"Hatfield correspondence, letter no.21. Several Matewan Oral History Project narrators stress
Matewan’s communal attitude towards children. Y oungsters apparently had the run of the town
and all of the adults watched over them.

"Again, according to Margaret Hatfield, many residents of Matewan possessed strict views on
the rights of property and individual morality. These individuals had little sympathy for the
evicted miners, because in their opinion, the company houses were the rightful property of the
coal companies. Lynwood Montell observed asimilar attitude towards property rights in another
Appa achian community. Montell, Killings, 153. Community ambivalence and/or hostility to
labor organization was not unique to Appalachia. In An Unsettled People, Rowland Berthoff
observed of reactions to Haymarket, Homestead and Pullman, that "public sympathy for the
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The actions of Floyd Ferrell, an unnamed bigot, and Van Clay illustrate that Mingo
County’ s economic health directly affected socia relations. Motivated by greed, Ferrell turned
on hisfather for financial gain. Powerless against the impersonal destructiveness of externa
market forces, native white miners retreated behind the color line and vented their frustration on
their “outsider” peers. Taken together, these cases demonstrate the new stresses experienced by
Mingo Countians as aresult of the area sindustrial transformation. Other examples of conflict
from the same period, however, document the limited influence of modernization.

The periphera status of Mingo’s coal field diminished the new coal elite’s primacy in the
county. One result of this failure can be found in the survival of local attitudes towards
customary rights and violence. Three cases from the 1895-1911 period revea not only how
Mingo Countians resolved conflict, but also how the community continued to define the law and
justice according to its own standards. Moreover, these same cases expose the historical roots of

the community’ s reaction to the Matewan Massacre.”

underpaid workingman at the outset of a strike was apt to turn, as disorders inevitably followed,
to amuddled concern for the property rights of capital." Rowland Berthoff, An Unsettled
People: Social Order and Disorder in American History (New Y ork: Harper & Row, 1971),
390. In Matewan, alienation from the miners' struggle only intensified in the Massacre's
aftermath. In particular, the untimely marriage of Sid Hatfield and Jessie Testerman caused
many to believe that perhaps Hatfield had killed Testerman to get Jessie. Hatfield
correspondence, letter no. 1 and Harry Berman, interview with John Hennen, Summer 1989
Matewan Oral History Project. It should be noted that Mr. Berman informed Hennen of the
“rumors’ that swirled around Sid and Jessie rather than imparting a personal opinion.

Thisis not to say that the author endorses the interpretation that the Massacre was a latter-
day episode of “hillbilly feud-type” retributive justice. But rather, that these casesillustrate the
survival of traditional attitudes towards, and expectations of, the court and legal system first
analyzed by AltinaWaller in Feud, 47-48. Waller borrows the phrase “ownership of the law”
from Thelen’ s Paths of Resistance, 77-85.
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In January 1898 W. F. Farley forced the sale of Sanford Hatfield's 250 acre farm. R. C.
"Clay" Allison, an acquaintance of Hatfield's, purchased the land for $271.87. Shortly thereafter
Allison sold a half interest in the property to an outsider capitalist William McGee. However,
Hatfield remained in possession of hisfarm and three years |later sued to regain ownership. The
circuit court decided in Hatfield's favor, but Allison and McGee challenged the ruling. Four
years later, or seven years after the original sale occurred, West Virginia's State Supreme Court
of Appeals overturned the lower court's decision and upheld Allison's and McGee's ownership of
theland. Testimony and case filings from the supreme court report recount the methods used by
Hatfield and Allison in their attempts to manipulate the legal system.”

According to Sanford Hatfield, Clay Allison purchased the land in trust for him. Angered
by Allison’s repeated refusals to redeem the farm, Hatfield decided to sue. Hatfield later claimed
that he decided to bring suit because he noted at the time of the sale the land was worth $2,500
and "if it had not been understood that the land was being bought for him, it would have gone for
three timeswhat it did."™ Clay Allison's response to Hatfield's claims not only presented an
entirely different version of the story, it also brings an awareness of the complex role of
merchants in turn-of-the century Appalachia. Prior to the foreclosure on Hatfield’ s farm, Allison

had maintained aline of credit in his store for Hatfield, and also provided basic banking

#"Hatfield v. Allison," Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, 57 (January
24, 1905-April 25, 1905):374-384, 374.

“Ibid., 374-375.
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services.” Allison countered Hatfield’s claim regarding the genesis of the suit by asserting that
Hatfield's desire to regain title to the land stemmed from the land's increased value.”

The supreme court's review of testimony shows much about how Hatfield and Allison
approached proving their cases. Despite noting the inconsistencies in both men’s version of
events, the reasons why the high court decided in Allison’s favor highlights the contrast between
interpretation of the law by residents of Mingo County and the state’ s supreme court judges. The
judges were impressed both by Allison’s possession of receipts which documented his financial
rel ationship with Hatfield, and the character of Allison’switnesses.”” In contrast, the judges
found Hatfield's assertions, which were backed only by the testimony of hisfather, mother and
sister, unbelievable and most likely “amanufactured story.” Sanford Hatfield' s allegations were
further undermined because his“Uncle Jim” Hatfield stoutly refused to perjure himself on his
nephew’s behalf.”® The state supreme court’s reversal decree exposed the boundaries of local
custom and native elite influence.

The local jury may have been swayed by Hatfield’ s desire to avoid dispossession and the

former prominence of his family, but the final arbiter of the law in the state had not.” Hatfield

At one point Allison claimed that Hatfield had asked Allison to keep a sum of money,
formerly sown into Hatfield’'s coat, in his store safe. Allison declined, but offered to take it to
Williamson for him, and provided areceipt detailing the transaction.

lbid., 376-377.
"bid., 378, 382-383.
®bid., 379, 380-382.

®For more on the ability of prominent families to manipulate the law and local court systems
see Tudiver, “Political Economy and Culture in Central Appalachia,” (1984), and more recently
Billings and Blee, The Road to Poverty (2000). For a contemporary criticism of local juries see:
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retained the surface rights to his farm, while Allison and M cGee owned the mineral resources
beneath the land. In return for not "dispossessing” Hatfield, hisinvalid wife and severa children,
Allison and McGee did not have to pay taxes on the land, that responsibility remained
Hatfield's® The Hatfield v. Allison case underscores how the evolution of legal standards
outside the Tug Valley affected social and economic relations within the Valley 8 While Sanford
Hatfield had successfully manipulated the local court, his methods failed when a higher authority
reviewed the case. The higher court’s prejudice against Hatfield' s reliance on familial witnesses,
and the judges' propensity to believe the “good citizen” businessmen summoned by Allison,
reflected the divergence of attitudes towards family and socia position within and outside the
Valley. The conflicting decisions of the jury and the judges emphasi ze the contrast between local
and external interpretations of the law and justice. Thejury’s decision reflected customary
valuesignored by the high court. For example, Hatfield' s fellow Mingo Countians probably
turned a blind eye to perjurious testimony because they believed that it was unjust for Hatfield to

pay taxes on land that Allison enjoyed the benefits of developing. By contrast, the West Virginia

Z.T.Vinson, “Railway Corporations and the Juries,” Minutes of the West Virginia Bar
Association, 17th Annual Meeting, (Clarksburg, February 12-13, 1902): 42-51. Vinson had an
interest in the development of Mingo County, having been an investor, along with Wallace J.
Williamson, in the Williamson Mining and Manufacturing Company. Vinson also later served as
the lead attorney for the Williamson operators during the 1920-1922 strike. Unfortunately
records are not available to corroborate the connection, but it is possible that Sanford Hatfield's
father Ali wasthe Sheriff Ali Hatfield visited by 1904 Democratic gubernatorial hopeful, John J.
Cornwell. Cornwell, Mountain Trail, 97.

8Hatfield v. Allison,” 384, 377.

8See Lewis, Appalachian Countryside for a detailed discussion of the transformation of West
Virginiaslegal system and the resultant social and political impact of that evolution.
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State Supreme Court of Appeals, which was dominated by proponents of the new order, was
swayed by Allison’ s mustering of evidence of contractual rights.®

If the judges of the West Virginia State Supreme Court of Appeals exhibited little
patience with the attempt by Mingo Countians to protect Sanford Hatfield’ s farm, they displayed
open disgust and disdain for the community’s failure to contain the Hatfields' propensity for
violence in the appeal of the Sate of West Virginia v. Elias Hatfield case. On July 3, 1899 Elias
Hatfield, the fifth son of Devil Anse Hatfield, shot and killed Humphrey E. "Doc" Ellis at the
train yard at Gray, West Virginia® The reason for the deadly confrontation most sources agree
was Ellis kidnaping of Elias brother Johnse, whom Ellis had turned over to Kentucky
authorities.® Despite acknowledging that he sought out Ellis, Elias Hatfield pleaded self-defense
and justifiable homicide.®®

Unfortunately for Elias Hatfield, “Doc” Ellis was a popular man. After his death, an open
letter was published in the Logan Banner urging Ellis fellow Masons, Eagles, and Odd Fellows

to make sure Hatfield was punished if the proper authorities failed to do their duty.® If West

8See Waller, Feud, 47, for an analysis of Tug Valley residents’ attitudes towards contracts.
For more on the conflicting philosophy of the judges of the West Virginia supreme court, see
Lewis, Transforming the Appalachian Countryside, Chapter Four, especially, page 110.

8" State of West Virginiav. Elias Hatfield," in Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of
Appeals, 48 (April 14, 1900-December 21, 1900): 561-576, 571-2.

#Rice, Hatfields and McCoys, 120. Johnse was tried and convicted of several charges
including murder of three McCoy boys and the New Y ear's attack on Ranel McCoy's home.
After saving Kentucky’ s lieutenant governor's life during an attack from another inmate, Johnse
was pardoned and released from prison.

&rGtate v. Hatfield," 372.
#|_ogan Banner, 6 July 1899 quoted in Cubby, “ Transformation,” 178.
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Virginiagovernor George W. Atkinson had not intervened by taking him to Charleston for safe-
keeping, Elias Hatfield may have been lynched.?” However, the sentence Elias Hatfield received
stirred even more public enmity. Convicted of murder in the second degree, Elias Hatfield was
sentenced to just twelve years for the murder of Ellis.®

A closer look at the Ellis-Hatfield murder case reveals yet another pattern from the
county's early history which would bear fruit in the events of the 1920-1922 period. The basic
issue centered on the widening breach between an emerging belief and desire for an impartial
application of law and the retention of traditional views and application of moral justice. The
two sources for this re-evaluation are: commentary from the majority opinion in Hatfield's appeal
to the West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals and "On the Circuit in Southern West Virginia,"
a 1901 article in the legal magazine Greenbag.

Penned by Judge McWhorter, the mgjority opinion in the State v. Hatfield gives voice to
the conflict between local customs and the demands of modern law. In commentary on the
difficulty of empaneling ajury that would not be dominated by Hatfield kinsmen and close
associates, even though the men had expressed their willingness to serve, Judge McWhorter

wryly noted that, "it is an old saying that 'blood is thicker than water."® Claiming the authority

8L ogan Banner, 13 July 1898, quoted in Cubby, “ Transformation,” 178.

#Rice, Hatfields and McCoys, 120; Virgil Carrington Jones, The Hatfields and the McCoys
(NY: Ballantine Books, 1948), 216-217. Elias Hatfield served less than eight years of histwelve
year sentence. In 1907, he was implicated in a peonage case; he died with his brother Troy in
1911, while trying to arrest an Italian bootlegger. Kenneth R. Bailey, "A Temptation to
Lawlessness. Peonage in West Virginia, 1903-1905," West Virginia History 50 (1991): 25-45,
37-38; Jones, 226-227.

8" State v. Hatfield, 572.
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of equally aged wisdom, McWhorter affirmed the local judge’ s wisdom in refusing to seat the
men, athough he was concerned by the allowance of a juror who had been advised by his own
kinsman to stay on the jury because it would behoove their family to win the Hatfields' regard.®
Judge McWhorter’s strongest condemnation focused on Elias Hatfield’ s claim that he had

killed Doc Ellisin self-defense. McWhorter castigated Hatfield,

What was [the] defendant doing with his Winchester rifle in his hands?

... He had gone to take some letters to the post office, surely a

peaceable mission. It was but a short distance from his place of

business to the post office and not through a hostile section infested

with wild beasts . . . [or] robbers and brigands.*
McWhorter went on to express his disappointment with the community in which the
confrontation occurred, "it would seem that these reformers would have rid the country by this
time of these dangerous characters, so that it would no longer be necessary to carry a Winchester
constantly in self-defense when about the ordinary duties of life."* With these words, Judge

McWhorter proclaimed the end of West Virginiaslega complicity with frontier justice. It was

unacceptable for a man to move about polite society armed, much less for him to purposefully

“|bid., 566. The "juror and his kinsman" were cousins Guy and M. Z. White. In 1900, Guy
White was appointed to the Mingo County Republican Central Committee. About the time of
thetrial M. Z. White was mayor of Matewan. A brother-in-law and aly of Henry D. Hatfield, M.
Z. was appointed warden of the state penitentiary by Hatfield. “M. Z. White" in West Virginia
Heritage Encyclopedia, 23: 5079.

I"State v. Hatfield,” 575.
2|bid.
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seek out a man with the intent to kill, provoke the intended victim to attack, kill him, and then
escape punishment by pleading self-defense.®

The notoriety of the Ellis-Hatfield case refused to die. In 1901, Edwin S. Doolittle made
the case the centerpiece of an articletitled, "On the Circuit in Southern West Virginia." After
describing the primitive traveling conditions endured by those who “rode the circuit,” the author
focused his observations on the antiquated but effective oratorical style of the lawyers.
According to the author of the piece, former West Virginia Governor E. Willis Wilson's defense
of Elias Hatfield stands as the paramount example of the traditional legal approach to defense.
First, Wilson's two hour long closing argument turned the victim into the villain. Second, the
author noted, it was this use "of eloquent but irrelevant oral argument” and not the merits of the
case that resulted in a victory for the undeserving.*

Despite the best efforts of legal and social reformers, for decades lawyers arguing before
juriesin southern West Virginia continued to use similar tactics. In 1920, Harold W. Houston,
the lead attorney for the Matewan Massacre defendants declined the proffered legal assistance of
the American Civil Liberties Union for fear of aienating the jury.*® When the case finally went

totrial in 1921, Houston dramatically depicted the Massacre defendants as men defending their

%A nother McWhorter also grew disillusioned local application of the law. In the midst on all-
out assault on the legal rights of striking miners, J. C. McWhorter openly advocated dispensing
with the jury system. J. C. McWhorter, "Abolish the Jury,” West Virginia Law Quarterly 29
(January 1923):97-108. Based on available biographical information on the McWhorter family,
it isunlikely that the two McWhorters were closely related. See West Virginia Heritage
Encyclopedia volume 14.

®“Edwin S. Doolittle, "On the Circuit in Southern West Virginia," Greenbag 12 (1900):284-
286, 285.

®Lunt, 146. Houston however, did accept public relations assistance from the ACLU.
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homes and families from an invasion of lawless thugs. He entreated the jury to return the
"defenders" of Mingo County to their little children who prayed nightly for their fathers to come
home. Lawyer Houston's el oguence left women prostrate and sobbing and defendant Sid
Hatfield openly weeping.®® In both cases the defense attorneys' ploys worked. Elias Hatfield,
although convicted of second degree murder was only sentenced to atwelve year prison term; the
Massacre defendants were acquitted.””’

An incident that occurred between the murder of “Doc” Ellis and the Matewan Massacre
highlights another element in the pattern of violent conflict resolution in Mingo County.® The
story of the fatal exchange between Thomas Chaf(f)in and the police chief and mayor of
Matewan shows that violence involving public officiasin Mingo County could rarely be
ascribed to asingle causation. Moreover, efforts to unravel the why and how of these incidents
also always seem to be complicated by the deaths of the principals and deliberate obsfucation by
the deceased’ s partisans.” In the wake of these incidents, members of the community divide
over which version of the story they believe, uniting only when outsiders push to know “what

really happened.”

*Bluefield Daily Telegraph, 20 March 1921, Bluefield Daily Telegraph Collection, ERCA.
"State v. Hatfield," 563; New York Times, 21 March 1921.

%|n addition to the 1911 Musick, Hoskins, and Chafin incident, in 1914 another of Matewan’s
police chiefs, O.L. Ackerman died in a*“duel to the death” with the mayor’s nephew. The Mingo
Republican reported that the cause for the violent exchange was “bad blood, renewed by a poker
game in R.W. Buskirk’s saloon.” Mingo Republican, 13 February 1914.

*Two other cases will be discussed later in this study: the shooting of Judge James Damron
and the murder of Williamson Police Chief John B. Maynard.
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On Wednesday, April 26, 1911, Tom Chafin, a nephew of Devil Anse Hatfield and miner
employed at Red Jacket, shot and killed W. R. Hoskins and Walter E. Musick, respectively the
mayor and police chief of Matewan. According to the newspaper accounts of the incident, both
Tom Chafin and Walter Musick's wife believed that Musick and Chafin's wife were having an
affair.® On the Sunday before the shooting Mrs. Musick had gone to the Chafin home and
compelled Mrs. Chafin to accompany her to Matewan where Mrs. Musick tried to have Mrs.
Chafinjailed.’® At this point the stories presented in the two newspapers diverge.

Published on April 28, the Mingo Republican's (Republican) account purported to be
based on the deathbed statement of Mayor Hoskins. Hoskins claimed that Musick, the son of
former sheriff E. E. Musick, hoped to convince Chafin that no affair had occurred by taking a
solemn oath that “he had not invaded his home." Chief Musick spoke pleasantly at first with Mr.
Chafin, but the two eventually ended up in the yard scuffling, whereupon Chafin pulled a gun.
Seeing the gun Hoskins hurriedly approached, but Chafin shot Musick twice in the chest
whereupon Musick fell dying into Hoskins arms. Hoskins, who was not armed, turned to flee
but was also mortally wounded by Chafin. The Republican closed its story with a brief
alternative to the mayor’ s dying declaration. In thisunverified version Hoskins and Musick went
to Chafin's home to serve awarrant and upon arrival, as they stood on the threshold, Hoskins
allegedly told Chief Musick, "Get Chafin or kill him." Fearing for his safety Chafin opened fire

on the two men.*%

19\\flliamson Enterprise, 27 April 1911; and Mingo Republican, 28 April 1911.
9%\Mingo Republican, 28 April 1911.
1921 pid.
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The Democratic paper, the Williamson Enterprise, published avastly different and
innuendo-ridden version of the events.’® The Enterprise claimed that Chafin had returned home
and found Musick in the house alone with hiswife. Chafin opened fire on Musick, whereupon
Hoskins, who just happened to be “in the neighborhood,” came to investigate and arrest the
shooter, was also wounded. Chafin fled the scene but eventually surrendered to the authorities.*®
The Enterprise reported that Chafin, accompanied by his brother, turned himself in because he
feared being caught by the deceased's rel atives who had gone looking for him.

Convicted of voluntary manslaughter and ordered to serve two years in the state
penitentiary, Chafin escaped from the local jail and again ended up on the run from the
authorities.™® A posse chased Chafin to Mercer County where he was found dead at the foot of
Pigeon Mountain.**” The lack of Mingo County court records denies analysts the opportunity to
prove their hypotheses about the Chafin-Musick-Hoskins encounter. However, several
influential details teased from the newspaper accounts of the story seem to indicate the existence
of a pattern observable in other episodes involving public officials in Mingo County and
violence.

First, the differences in the presentation of the story by the Mingo Republican and

Williamson Enterprise hints at a political issue lurking in the background. Musick and Hoskins

“Wflliamson Enterprise, 27 April 1911.

i,

1%\\jlliamson Enterprise, 4 May 1911.

®Mingo Republican, 20 October 1911.

19" Thomas Chaffin (Chafin)," West Virginia Heritage Encyclopedia, 5: 919.
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belonged to the Republican leadership of Magnolia district, while most of Mingo's Chafins, like
their kinsman Devil Anse Hatfield, had never deserted the Democratic Party. Little wonder then
that the Democratic paper, the Enterprise published the account that asserted that Chafin caught
Musick, the adulterer in the act. In the unspoken judgement of the paper, Chafin the cuckhold,
rightfully punished the man who destroyed the sanctity of his home and abused his honor.

Second, there is the “woman as scapegoat” issue. Other than providing ajustification for
Musick’ s death to some, the question of adultery remained. The equally partisan Republican
acknowledged Mrs. Musick’ s suspicions, but by repeating in full the mayor’ s declaration that
Chief Musick went to Chafin’s home to plead hisinnocence, implied that there might have been
amisunderstanding. However, the recurrent explanatory presence of women in subsequent
episodes of violence involving Mingo’ s officials suggests a purposeful invocation of moral
turpitude.

The confidential investigation of the 1917 shooting of Mingo Circuit Court Judge James
Damron reved ed that either politics or Damron’s womanizing was the likely cause of hisinjury,
even though the local newspapers publicly blamed the incident on the beau of a woman whose
father had been jailed by the Judge.*® The murder of Williamson police chief John B. Maynard
in 1918 by Chattaroy Constable Jesse Huffman, allegedly resulted from “bitter feeling” between
the men over awoman. Maynard's recent defiant independence in the faction wars for control of
Williamson’s municipal politics, while acknowledged in the press acount of his death, apparently

109

was not considered as a possible cause for his demise.™ Asthe cases of Musick, Damron, and

1%8See Chapter 9 for more details.
19 hiq.
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Maynard demonstrate, women, or relations with women, at least in the local iconography of the
violent confrontations of Mingo’s public officials, pre-date the most infamous case in the
county’ s history.

The specter of illicit passion reared again in June 1920, when Cabell Testerman’s widow
Jessie married Sid Hatfield less than two weeks after Testerman died in the Matewan Massacre.
According to Baldwin-Felts documents and several trial testimonies, Hatfield either staged the
confrontation known as the Massacre in order to kill Testerman, or at least capitalized on the
ensuing confusion to eliminate hisrival. To thisday, in some circles, whether Mingo Countians
believe or deny the story about the “love triangle” remains an important indicator of individual
attitudes about the Massacre, strike, and unionization.™

The third recurrent issue first highlighted in accounts of the Musick-Chafin story is the
lack of an unassailable reason for the fatal encounter. The mystery surrounding the role of Mayor
Hoskins in the Musick-Chafin exchange only intensifies upon examination of the two
newspapers explanation for his presence. The Enterprise derisively, but obliquely, observed
that he was “in the neighborhood,” while the Republican equally enigmatically aluded to a non-
private reason for the confrontation when it noted that Musick and Hoskins, armed with a
warrant, traveled together to Chafins' home. What breach of the law might Chafin have
committed to bring Hoskins and Musick out of their municipal jurisdiction to his door?

Chafin’s death silenced the public record. However, the reasons for his death wrap
another layer around the story. Why would Chafin surrender, go to trial, receive alight sentence,

only to go back on the lam? Neither the Republican nor the Enterprise offer any explanation,

10This issue will be developed in Chapter 10.
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other than the one originally offered to justify hisorigina surrender which was that he feared
retribution from the relatives of Musick or Hoskins, or both.

The unanswered questionsin this case, when combined with the conflicting assertions
regarding its cause, eerily portended future eventsin the county. Just five years later, Mayor
Hoskins' brother John, who was Constable of Magnolia District, shot and killed aman in an
encounter also fueled by manly honor. Like Chafin, Hoskins ran, and then returned for trial, only
Hoskins was acquitted. However, almost two yearsto day of his victim’s death, John Hoskins
lifeless body was found in Red Jacket’ s Mitchell Branch mine.***

Mingo County’ sindustrialization did not automatically transform community attitudes
about the role of law in conflict resolution or the administration of justice. Hatfield v. Allison
and Sate of West Virginia v. Hatfield both document the persistence of what amounted to
acceptable manipulation of the law. In Hatfield v. Allison, Sanford Hatfield and members of his
family apparently were not troubled by committing perjury in order to regain control of hisland.
Similarly, Elias Hatfield believed that he could escape punishment for the revenge killing of
“Doc” Ellis by concocting a self-defense excuse. Cases explored in subsequent chapters will
reveal that Sanford v. Allison and Sate v. Hatfield stand as indicators of customary behavior in
Mingo County.

Details from the accounts of the incident that resulted in the deaths of Matewan’s chief of
police and mayor in 1911 also expose a pattern of local customary reaction to episodes of
violence. Firgt, the deaths of the principals conveniently and permanently obscured an accurate

estimation of what initiated the conflict. Second, because of the absence of an irrefutable

1See Chapter 9 for the details of the John Hoskins incident in 1916.
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explanation, partisans of the parties constructed a version of events that divided the community.
Either Thomas Chafin murdered Chief Musick and Mayor Hoskins rather than face justice for an
unknown offense or he righteously punished an adulterer. Chapter 10’'s explication of the
Matewan Massacre will show that there were parallels between the community’ s interpretations
of the deaths of Musick, Hoskins, and Chafin, and the Matewan Massacre and the subsequent
murder of Sid Hatfield. Specifically, public opinion divided over whether Hatfield and his allies
were championing ajust cause or that Hatfield unnecessarily escalated a confrontation in order to
murder the husband of the woman he coveted. Enmeshed in all of these storiesis the issue of a
growing divergence in social attitudes within Mingo County. However, these differing attitudes
towards the law and justice did not place members of the local community into easily divisible

categories of traditional and modern, native or outsider, working class or elite.

[11. Conclusion:

From the time of Mingo's birth in 1895, Matewan and Williamson, like polar |odestones,
served as the nexus for rival claims to dominion over the county. Although run by a corrupt
machine in the name of the new industrial elite, Williamson appeared to exemplify the progress
that had accompanied Mingo’sindustrial transformation. However, despite being the county seat
and the ostensible center of political and economic power in the county, Williamson could not
vanquish the perennially fractious Matewan. Incidentsin the smaller community perpetuated the
notorious reputation of the Tug Valley, and challengesto the industrial elite’s control of the

county always seemed to emerge from the ranks of Matewan’ s native elite. Two newspaper
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stories from 1911 capture not only the end of Mingo’sfirst era, they also illuminate the eternal
contrast between the county’ s two most important communities.

In Matewan, at 6:30 in the morning of January 16, 1911, afire broke out in the buildings
that housed R. W. Buskirk's saloon and hotel. The conflagration nearly destroyed the town’s
business district. Over seventeen commercial buildings and private residences were lost, as well
as the town’s hospital. The newly constructed brick Schaeffer Brothers' Building was credited
with stopping the fire and saving the frame buildings that faced the depot. Because it was
“certain” that most of the burned buildings would be replaced with “modern brick or cement
structures,” Matewan's days of looking like a frontier boom town were over.**? In the decades to
come many destructive forces would sweep over the little town, but it would alwaysrise
phoenix-like from the storm.

Later in 1911, it was reported that Williamson had become one of the most populous
citiesin southern West Virginia'®® In less than twenty years, Williamson had been transformed
from a cornfield to one of the largest population centersin southern West Virginia. Of the
seventeen towns identified in the article, Williamson ranked below only Bluefield and
Huntington, and ahead of Welch and Princeton, the county seats of McDowell and Mercer
Counties.*™ However, Williamson never quite capitalized on its early phenomenal growth. Even

though it was the county seat of Mingo, Williamson remained the center of southern West

2Mingo Republican, 20 January 1911. Between January 1911 and 1912, Matewan survived
three fires; the last, reported on 12 January 1912, resulted in thirty thousand dollars damage.

3Mingo Republican, 17 February 1911.
14 bid.
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Virginia s infamous economic periphery, overshadowed by the irrepressible and defiant
Matewan.'®

Just asindustrialization failed to completely transform Mingo County economically and
politically, the forces of modernization did not universally improve life in the Tug Valley.
Community growth, increasing occupational diversification, and rising ethnic heterogeneity all
came at aprice. Moreover, the uneven advancement of development in the county facilitated the
survival of traditional social values and conceptions of acceptable public behavior. Violence

committed in defense of status, honor, and power could still find affirmation. In the years that

followed Mingo’sinitial phase of development, the county remained contested terrain.

5Mingo Republican, 15 November 1917.
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PART Ill: THE DESCENT INTO CRISIS, 1912-1920
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CHAPTER 6
THE PROGRESSIVE ERA?: MINGO’S POLITICAL MACHINES AND FACTION WARS
"Political strife seemsto be perennial in this county."
--Williamson Daily News, February 1917
In one sense Mingo County politics between 1912 and 1919 followed the trend that had

dominated county politics since 1895. Every election was bitterly contested with charges and
countercharges of graft, illegal voting, and wholesale election fraud and theft.' Noted West
Virginia historian John Alexander Williams observed that in West Virginia during the
Progressive Era, reform party movements were led more often by "disgruntled outs trying to get
back in" than by genuine reformers.? In Mingo County, the appearance of third party tickets like
Progressive, Prohibition, and Bull Moose on election ballots merely re-labeled old factions and
party splinter groups.®> An important yet minor exception was the appearance of the Socialist

party in the 1912 election. However, primary and ballot "reform” legislation minimized the

Karr, 63. Hatfield biographer Carolyn Karr noted that in McDowell and Mingo counties, the
ballots were often held "until it was known what was happening;” in 1912, this meant that the
returns could be "adjusted” to help insure a Hatfield victory.

AWilliams, Captains of Industry, 97. Governors William M. O. Dawson and Henry D.
Hatfield gained recognition for advocating many Progressive reforms while relying on "machine
politics' as sources of power. While advocating tax reform and other measures in the name of
the people, behind the scenes Dawson was, in the words of one contemporary observer, "the
right-hand man" of Republican party boss Stephen B. Elkins. Mclntosh Memoir, WVRHC.

3During the pre-war period Everett Leftwich and B. Randolph Bias were Mingo County's
Progressive and Bull Moose party leaders. In the previous decade they had been Republican
faction leaders. Leftwich and S. W. Perry, the superintendent of the Margaret Mining Company,
were candidates on the Progressive party ticket. The bolt of Leftwich and Perry from Republican
ranks underscores the tenuousness of the relationship between Mingo's native Republican and
industrial elites. Williamson Daily News, 28 October 1914. Confirmation of Perry's occupation
found in the 1906-1907 West Virginia State Gazetteer and Business Directory.
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impact of the Socialist party locally and around the state.* County and municipal elections from
1912 through 1919 in Mingo remained extremely fractious contests between the two main
parties, the Republicans and Democrats.

There was one significant difference between the elections of the 1912-1919 period and
previous elections -- the pendulum of political power swung farther with each election. The
period began with the Hatfield machine in control of Mingo County. However, their abuse of
power and flagrant manipulation of the political process led to the Hatfields' eclipse in 1916.
Temporarily united in opposition to the Republican Hatfields, Mingo’s Democratic party
regained control of the county in 1916, only to resume its internecine struggles shortly thereafter.
Neither Progressive reform agendas nor the war effort inhibited the ongoing faction wars of
Mingo County politics. When UMWA organizers arrived in Mingo County in the Spring of
1920, their early success depended, in part, on their ability to capitalize on the volatility of the
local political scene. Thefirst half of this chapter chronicles the rise and fall of Mingo’'s
Republican Hatfield Machine, while the second outlines the path to power of the Democrats of

Matewan.

“Barkey, 175. The primary bill opened voter registration records, which as Professor Barkey
asserts, in coal counties provided coal company officials with a means of exerting pressure on
independent-minded employees. In the Age of Reform, Richard Hofstadter noted that ballot and
primary reform measures enacted in several statesfailed. Richard Hofstadter, The Age of
Reform: From Bryan to FDR (New York: A. Knopf, 1956), 265. A more recent study of the
Progressive era affirms Hof stadter’ s assertion. See Diner, 231.
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|. The Hatfield Machine and Republican Control of Mingo County, 1912-1916:

The 1912 general election marked the Hatfield family’ s triumphant return to political
primacy in the Tug Valley. Native son Henry D. Hatfield, who had migrated to McDowell
County and joined the coal operator backed Republican Party, astutely combined atraditional
politicking style, a Progressive reform platform, and the coercive strategies of a machine “boss,”
to win election to the governor’ s office.® Riding his coattails, Henry D.’ s older brother Greenway
led the Republican sweep of Mingo’s county offices of: sheriff, circuit court judge, prosecuting
attorney, assessor, county commissioner, and state delegate.® Between 1912 and 1915, Henry D.
and Greenway Hatfield shrewdly co-opted the language of reform to strengthen their control over
state and county politics.” At the same time, the Hatfield brothers' bald abuse of power fractured
Henry D.’s syncretistic powerbase and inspired a united front of Hatfield opponents who toppled
the Republicans from power in 1916.2

Henry D. Hatfield oversaw the enactment of more reform legislation than any other West

*Mingo Republican, 1 November 1912. In alast-minute speech in Mingo, Hatfield stressed
his advocacy of the Public Service Commission, better primary election laws, education reform
and amore equitable tax structure. See Penn, 286 for references to issues Hatfield raised while
campaigning in other counties.

®Mingo Republican, 8 November 1912.
"Examples that will be discussed include primary and municipal reform.

8At the state level, Henry D.’ s autocratic and demagogic |eadership style turned the industrial
elite against him. In Mingo, Greenway’s openly corrupt and extortionistic approach to local
government fueled a series of scandals that united the otherwise fractious Hatfield opponents. In
1916, the regjection of Hatfield rule resulted in the election of West Virginia s only Democratic
governor between 1896 and 1932, and a clean sweep of Democratsin Mingo’s county election.

214



Virginiagovernor in the Progressive Era.® During his tenure as the President of the West
Virginia Senate and his four year-term as governor, Hatfield championed primary and ballot
reform, prohibition, bills that called for the eradication of the much hated mine guard system, and
the establishment of West Virginia s workmen’s compensation fund and Public Service
Commission.’® Hatfield's successin achieving the passage of these measures emerged largely
from his unique political style, which allowed him to elicit support from all segments of West
Virginiasociety, from the working class to the industrial elite.

Running for office in the midst of the Paint Creek and Cabin Creek Strike of 1912-1913,
Hatfield, who hailed from West Virginia s most operator-controlled county, won the support of
West Virginia's laboring classes by publicly committing himself to addressing the issues that
mattered most to them, including strengthening West Virginia s laws against the use of private
guards. Oneincident that revealed how Hatfield convinced coal miners of his sincerity also
exposes his canny use of traditional mountain politicking. During a campaign stop in
Williamson, Hatfield spotted in the crowd A. D. Lavinder, a childhood friend who had become
one of southern Virginia's leading Socialist coal miner activists. Lavinder later recalled that after
concluding his speech, Hatfield called him aside and told Lavinder that together they “could run
these mine guards out of here.”** True to hisword, once in office Hatfield shepherded the Wertz
mine guard bill through the West Virginialegislature. However, the absence of a key component

of the bill illustrates how Hatfield eluded censure from the coa dlite -- the Wertz bill had no

9See the studies of Karr, Penn and Burckel for details.
1 bid.
1_avinder interview, WVRHC.
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enforcement clause.”

Asin the case of the Wertz bill, Hatfield' s other reforms contained clauses that diffused
their threat to the industrial elite. For example, the 1915 primary election bill, while ostensibly a
reform measure, actually enhanced the opportunities for elites and corporation officialsto
influence primary elections. The bill required voters to register their party affiliations, and in
turn opened precinct registersto public display. This"reform" measure limited the free and
confidential exercise of the franchise, especialy in company towns or even "independent” towns
where local coal company officials frequently were appointed poll registrars or worked as poll
clerks. Asaresult of the 1915 bill, these officials were now privy to the political affiliations of
their employees.*®

Another feature of the 1915 primary bill required would-be candidates to pay a
registration fee to enter a primary election. This measure reflected a popularly held Progressive
belief that political candidacy and public offices should be restricted to "the better class of

people” who not only could afford the fee, but also were supposed to be more capable of acting

?Barkey, 169. During the same campaign, Hatfield' s cousin Don Chafin also campaigned for
Logan County Sheriff with a promiseto get rid of mine guards. After the election, Chafin also
“kept his promise” by replacing the guards with an “army of deputies.” In Mingo County,
Greenway Hatfield, Henry D.’ s brother followed Chafin’s example. Williamson Daily News, 22
April 1916.

BBarkey, 175. Another progressive reform Hatfield shepherded through the legislature was
the creation of West Virginias Public Service Commission which policed all of the utility
companies doing businessin the state. Originally set up as an equally divided bipartisan four
man board, Hatfield forced the legislature to reduce PSC membership from four to three, which
allowed the Republicans to take control. According to the Charleston Gazette, the reduction bill
"[enabled] the [Republicang| . . . to hold up the corporations of the commonwealth and milk
them for large campaign contributions.” Undated Gazette article quoted in the Williamson Daily
News, 1 February 1915.
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in the public interest and not merely their own. Ultimately, the fee requirement did not impede
the influence of machine politicians. The “reform,” intended to limit political candidacy to the
“better classes” merely raised the stakes and honed the machines desire to select absolutely loyal
and controllable candidates.*

By the last year of Hatfield s tenure as governor, the strategy behind his legidative
accomplishments had become public knowledge. As noted by the Williamson Daily News on
January 18, 1915, many of the reform measures passed during Hatfield's term "[were] so framed .
.. asto be easily evaded."* Although a Democratic paper, the Daily News expressed a spreading
disillusionment with Hatfield’' s leadership. The most common complaint about Hatfield was his
ability to compel othersto do his bidding, another component of his political style that had
originaly propelled him into the governorship.

Hatfield' s arrival in Charleston before the opening of the 1913 legidative session, and his
own assumption of the governor’s office, heralded his departure from the leadership style of his
predecessors. Breaking with tradition Hatfield met with the legislators and outlined the bills he
wanted passed.’® Because the Republicans also controlled the West Virginialegislature, Hatfield

did not concern himself with coalition building.”” Aslong as he had sufficient votesto pass a

“Ibid. This assertion is based on the candidacy of "machine" politicians in subsequent
elections.

“Williamson Daily News, 18 January 1915.

K arr, 138. Traditionally, because of the timing of the governor’s swearing-in ceremony, the
first legidative session of a new governor’sterm was actually the last session of the outgoing
governor’sterm.

YSee Karr, 157 and 168-170 for a detailed discussion of Hatfield's "techniques of power."
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desired piece of legislation, Hatfield did not care if it attracted any Democratic support.® He
awarded favorites with plum administrative positions and instilled fear in his opponents.*
Hatfield did not shirk from cowing antagonists with physical violence.® Before his
election as governor, Hatfield publicly pummeled a racist newspaper editor who had criticized
Hatfield's political reliance on African-American votes.? Even after becoming governor,
Hatfield resorted to using hisfists. During his effort to resolve the Paint Creek strike, Hatfield
allegedly knocked a recalcitrant coal operator into acorner of his office.? When a Public Service
Commissioner (and his own brother-in-law) threatened to go against the governor’ swishesin a
well-publicized utility case, Hatfield invited the man to a meeting in the governor’s office and as
the unsuspecting victim seated himself, leaped upon him and beat him nearly unconscious.®
Although Greenway Hatfield was less openly and personally confrontational than his

younger brother, hisrule of Mingo County from 1912-1915 exposed the machine component of

Blbid.

For example, Hatfield rewarded an ally Mingo County state senator M. Z. White with
appointment to the wardenship of the state penitentiary. See discussion of the 1913 Bribery
Scandal later in this chapter, and note 63.

K arr, 144. According to Karr, Hatfiield possessed a "dual personality” attributable to "his
early environment . . . it was a personality of compassion, but it was also a personality of
vengeance."

2'Penn, 23, and Bluefield Daily Telegraph, 5 September 1908. The editor in his newspaper
aimed repeated attacks on "Hatfield and his gang of niggers.”

“?|_ee, Bloodletting, 45-6. It was alleged that the operator was Quinn Martin (Morton), who
masterminded the assault by an armored train called the “Bull Moose Specia” on atent colony
during the Paint Creek and Cabin Creek Strike. For details see Corbin, Life, Work, and
Rebellion, 88.

“Williamson Daily News, 12 May 1914, and Karr, 153-154
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the brothers' powerbase. Sheriff Hatfield created an “army of deputies’ staffed by an array of
cousins and hangers-on.?* Political subordinates paid cash or delivered votes in return for
appointment to public office.®® During his tenure as Sheriff, Greenway Hatfield used inmates of
the county jail to cultivate his farm, the proceeds of which he used to feed them and in turn
pocketed the money he saved from the county’ s prisoner maintenance fund.?® Asone Hatfield
descendant noted, it was not uncommon to find Greenway’ s enemies floating in the Tug Fork
River.?’

Only one thing kept the Hatfield Machine from ruling Mingo County absolutely. Control
of Williamson, the county seat, had lodged in the hands of the Democratic relatives and
associates of the city’ s founder Wallace J. Williamson, since Mingo’ s founding. By 1915, when
Henry D. Hatfield decided to use his control of the West Virginialegislature to break the
Democrats’ hold on Williamson, the mayor, A. C. Pinson, had served seven consecutive terms.
The story of the revocation of Williamson’s municipal charter and the installation of commission
government stands as the penultimate example of the Hatfield Machine’ s cooptation of
Progressive reform methods.

Although he later claimed that "the d---ed thing made him want to puke" every time he

thought of it, in the spring session of the 1915 West Virginialegislature, Mingo’s Republican

“Williamson Daily News, 22 April 1916.
#Mingo Republican, 28 September 1916. See Table 9 in this chapter for details.

%\/enchie Morell interview with Rebecca J. Bailey, Summer 1990 Matewan Oral History
Project.

*"Hatfield correspondence | etter no.6.
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state senator Wells Goodykoontz proposed a bill to revoke Williamson's charter.?® The bill's
passage removed seven-term Democratic mayor A. C. Pinson and the city council and replaced
them with a bipartisan commission.? The bill, which passed on a strictly partisan vote, called for
Williamson to be governed from July 1, 1915 until July 1917 by an appointed five member
bipartisan commission.®

Asjustification for their actions, the Republicans cited a state audit which showed that
the Pinson administration had illegally misappropriated funds, left the new courthouse and city
street construction unfinished and unpaid, and left the city with atwo hundred thousand-dollar
debt.3* Still, the revocation of Williamson's charter sent shock waves of anger rolling through the
state. Newspaper editorials from as far away as Wheeling and Martinsburg condemned the act as
adirect assault on the right of local self-government and the will of the people.®

Rescinding the charters of machine-controlled, corrupt municipa governments and

replacing them with bipartisan commissions had been a popular Progressive reform across

“\Williamson Daily News, 31 October 1918; The Williamson Daily News reported late in 1915
that in return for proposing the Williamson charter bill Goodykoontz expected to be appointed by
Hatfield to the West Virginia State Supreme Court, but was passed over in favor of John W.
Mason. Williamson Daily News, 2 November 1915.

“\Williamson Daily News, 31 October 1918.

¥"\Williamson Charter," Senate Bill #199 Acts of the Legislature of the State of West Virginia,
1915: 476-540.

*Mingo Republican, 2 November 1916.

¥Undated quotations from: The Charleston Gazette, the Martinsburg World, the Wheeling
Register, the Charleston Mail in the Williamson Daily News:. 6 February 1915, 8 February 1915,
16 February 1915 and 2 March 1915.
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Americasince it was most famously applied in Galveston, Texasin 1901.3 Reformers intended
commission government to be a means of stripping control of municipal affairs away from
avaricious, blindly partisan ward bosses who manipulated the ignorant and unwashed for
personal gain. In urban centersin the Northeast and Midwest, ethnic overtones figured
prominently in this scenario, with the immigrant ward bosses and their constituents depicted as
ignorant of, or unwilling to adapt to, proper American political traditions.* The elimination of
the mayor's council with itsindividually elected ward representatives and the introduction of city
wide elections with a mandated bipartisan distribution of seats on the city commission, was
intended to promote the selection of a better class of people as city officials.®

In the case of Williamson, Republicans claimed that the city's original charter had
allowed aregime to impose one of the state's highest municipal tax rates while burying the
citizens under a mountain of debt and allowing the city's physical infrastructure to disintegrate.®
The Williamson Democratic "City Ring" as it had been dubbed, was not a stereotypical
Progressive Era urban-ethnic machine. Itsleadership was southern White, Anglo-Saxon

Protestants, including prominent native businessmen like Wallace J. Williamson and college-

*Bradley Robert Rice, Progressive Cities: The Commission Government Movement in
America, 1901-1920 (Austin, TX: University of Texas, 1977), 10.

#Soule and Carosso, 268-269, and Charles N. Glaab and A. Theodore Brown. A History of
Urban America (New Y ork: Macmillan, 1983 [1967]), 196, 201.

*Diner, 205.
¥Mingo Republican, 12 October 1916.
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educated migrants like S. D. Stokes.*” The Williamson machine manipulated the lower class
industrial and railroad workers who lived within the city limits but did so as an agent of corporate
capitalism -- the upper echelons of the machine included men like Stokes, who was an attorney
who brokered land and mineral deals.

The Williamson Daily News declared the Charter Bill alegidlative fiat concocted by
Governor Hatfield and his cronies to steal for the Mingo Republicans what they could not winin
an honest election.® The bill called for the ouster of the Democratic mayor and council and their
replacement with appointed commissioners who would serve two years before a new municipal
election would be held.*®* Among the new commissioners was the editor of Mingo's Republican
newspaper, Orland H. "O. H." Booten, whom the Daily News renounced as a"liar, thief, . . .
degenerate . . . [and] drunkard who [could] be hired to desecrate a graveyard if it were necessary
for his own gain."*

The Daily News began referring to Governor Hatfield as the "Emperor of Williamson™

who, unless his lust for absolute power was checked, posed athreat to any elected municipal

3"No evidence indicates whether Williamson received any formal education or professional
training. A contemporary of Devil Anse Hatfield, as a youth Williamson left his father's farm on
Pond Creek and eventually settled in Catlettsburg. Successful timber ventures financed
Williamson's investments in banking and industry. Ely, Big Sandy, 150, 285, 324; Stokes was
born into a southwestern Virginia family that followed the railroad into southern West Virginia,
but sent its sons east to be educated at Washington & Lee College (University). Stokes
biographical materialsin the Stokes Papers, WVRHC.

%" An Outrage Upon Our Intelligence,” Williamson Daily News, 30 January 1915.

3"Williamson Charter Bill,” 477. O. H. Booten, who was selected to head the commission
and serve as "mayor" also had been the editor of the Mingo Republican.

“OWilliamson Daily News, 31 October 1914.

222



officer in the state who disagreed with or offended him.** Hatfield's ability to strip the
Williamson Democrats of their control of Mingo's county seat evoked a vicious screed from the
Daily News regarding the source and nature of his power: "it is true that the city elections are not
dominated by negroes, dagoes, hunks, criminals and mercenaries as the county is, but under this
law it will be."*

When the deadline arrived for the mayor and the other municipal officersto pass control
of Williamson over to the appointed commissioners, Mayor Pinson and city clerk John S. Hall
refused to surrender their offices. Both sidesfiled lawsuits and despite his periodic defiance of
the Mingo Republican machine and his Hatfield cousins, circuit court Judge James Damron
upheld the legality of the Charter Bill.*® Ousted Democrats appealed Damron's decision to the
West Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals on December 12, 1915.

Five separate cases were submitted to the high court, but the judges decided that because
they all dealt with the same legal issues, a single decision sufficed to explain the court's ruling.

The central issue of the controversy, the supremacy of a state legislature versus the right of

“IThe sentiment was inspired not only by the Williamson Charter Bill, but also by the alleged
contemplation of similar bills for Fairmont and Huntington. Several Republicansin the West
Virginialegidlature broke ranks and joined the Democrats in opposing the charters. Williamson
Daily News, 4 February 1915 and 5 February 1915.

“A\illiamson Daily News, 30 January 1915. S.D. Stokes wrote fellow Democrat, West
Virginia native and United States Solicitor General John W. Davison 16 April 1915 and asked
Davisto review the Charter Bill. In hisreply Davis noted that there was "nothing to fight." As
late as 1923 Stokes still condemned the bill for being "prompted by the greed of political
advantage." S. D. Stokes to John W. Davis, 16 April 1915 and Davis to to Stokes, 3 June 1915;
also Stokesto M. Z. White, 8 January 1923, Stokes Papers, WVRHC.

“Damron was a cousin of Greenway and H. D. Hatfield, who in an effort to secure his own
powerbase, alternately supported and undermined his cousins actions.
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municipal home rule, had such along history in American jurisprudence, and was so familiar to
the judges, that the president of the court, who just happened to disagree with the majority of his
fellow judges, wrote both the majority and the dissenting opinions.* The magjority decision
upheld the lower court'sruling. The judges declared the revocation of the Williamson charter
and the institution of commission government was valid because:

(1) Municipalitiesare . . . mere creatures of the legislature, exercising

certain delegated governmental functions which the legislature may

revoke at will.

(2) The power to create implies the power to destroy.

(3) If the legidature has made a mistake, it isapolitical one, and it
alone can correct it.*

President of the Court Judge Poffenbarger held a diametrically opposed opinion regarding
the right of municipal homerule. First, Judge Poffenbarger explained that the principle of local
self-government traced to Anglo-Saxon England, and had been upheld by both the Glorious
Revolution of 1688 and the American Revolution. Second, Poffenbarger noted, "municipal
government was not a new or intricate problem” for Williamson. Moreover, the legislature need

not have denied the citizens the right of electing commissioners for two years. Judge

“The right of municipal home rule versus the primagcy of the state legislature was alegal and
political dilemma as old as the American republic. In Public Property and Private Power,
Henrik Hartog focuses on the struggle for municipal home rule in New Y ork in the eighteenth
century. Struggles over the issue expanded in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries as
American cities and industrial centers grew large, wealthy and impatient with the attempts of
comparatively provincial legislaturesto control them. Hendrik Hartog, Public Property and
Private Power: The Corporation of the City of New York in American Law, 1730-1870 (Chapel
Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 1983).

“The cases were as follows: "Booten v. Pinson," "Dudgeon v. Hall," "Nunemaker, et a v.
Booten, et al," and "Pinson v. Booten et a," Reports of the West Virginia Supreme Court of
Appeals, 77 (October 26, 1915 - March 21, 1916): 412-442, 421, 428.
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Poffenbarger's primary reason for dissenting against the majority decision was his belief that it
set a dangerous precedent. He warned that, "the conclusion adopted by the court leaves the
legislature wholly unrestrained.” If it wanted to, the legislature could alow the Governor to
appoint non-residents as the rulers of West Virginia's incorporated towns and cities.*® Despite
Justice Poffenbarger’ simpassioned plea, the Court’ s handed down its decision to uphold the new
Williamson charter on December 17, 1915.*” Mayor Pinson and the old city council "quietly . . .
handed over the reins of government" on January 1, 1916.%

Although the decision to use his gubernatorial power to rescind Williamson's charter and
force his brother’ s political enemies out of office came back to haunt Henry D. Hatfield, the
public outcry and judicial censure elicited by his actions did not hinder Hatfield' s exercise of
power.* Even after his chosen successor lost the governorship to Democrat John J. Cornwell in
1916, Hatfield masterfully inflicted harm on his political antagonists. In one of hislast acts as
governor, Hatfield engineered the passage of what became known as the “ Ripper” bill, which
limited the ability of incoming governors to replace state level political appointees, thus
decimating the amount of patronage the new governor could distribute.®® To add insult to injury,

passage of the bill also politically humiliated the State Democratic party because the Democrats

“lbid., 439.
4lbid., 412.
“Mingo Republican, 6 January 1916.

“In 1916 the chief rival for Hatfield's chosen successor as governor openly denounced
Hatfield sdecision. See the discussion of the 1916 Republican primary race later in this chapter.

*Mingo Republican, 16 November 1916.
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had once hoped to pass asimilar bill to destroy what they viewed as one of Governor Hatfield's
sources of power.> Angered by Hatfield’s maneuver, Cornwell wrote to one friend, "'l feel
absolutely heartsick to think | shall haveto. . . [take] all the cussing and not be able to control
the important departments of the State.">> What Cornwell never acknowledged was that he had
not beaten Hatfield so much as he had benefitted from Hatfield' s feud with the powerbrokers of
his own party.

Two fatal internal weaknesses precipitated the decline of the Hatfield Machine, both in
Mingo and at the state level. First, the Hatfield brothers’ unabashed reliance on corrupt and
coercive election strategies repeatedly imbroigled them in political scandals.> Second, oncein
the governor’s office Henry D. fractured his alliance with the coal elite, first by ignoring his debts
to former patrons, and later by openly defying their wishes. By the last year of Henry D.’s
gubernatorial tenure the accumulated antipathy generated by these two issues led to a Democratic
sweep of the governor’s office and Mingo County’s political offices.

The beginning of the end of the Hatfield brothers' reign actually occurred during the first
legidative session of Henry D.’s governorship, and illuminates both of the Hatfields' major

flaws. In 1913 a bribery scandal not only brought national notoriety to the state, it portended the

*Penn, 475-478.
*2John J. Cornwell to C. W. Brandon, 2 December 1916, quoted in Fisher, 274.
3Fisher, 273-274.

>See Chapter 3 for the Congressional investigation into the 1910 election of West Virginia's
Fifth District representative James A. Hughes.
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Hatfield's eclipse for two reasons.® First, it was only one of a series of political incidents
involving the Hatfields and/or their associates that seemed to validate their opponents’ charges of
corruption. Second, the issue at the heart of the scandal, the selection of a United States Senator,
opened the schism between Henry D. Hatfield and West Virginia' s coal and industrial elite.

When the state representatives converged on Charleston in early 1913, one of the critical
issues facing the West Virginialegislature and incoming governor Henry D. Hatfield was the
selection of aUnited States senator. After Stephen B. Elkins death in 1911, Governor William
Glasscock appointed Elkins' son Davis as atemporary replacement.® When the legislature
convened in 1913 the younger Elkins expected that he would be granted the senatorship in his
own right, but he faced stiff competition from two of southern West Virginia's leading industrial
elites, Isaac T. Mann and William S. Edwards. Elkins "reactionary” views and assumption that
the senatorship was automatically “his’ angered Glasscock, and his candidacy was not
considered seriously.>” On the other hand, Mann had contributed generously to the Republican
war chest for years. Edwards also had been along-time loyal party promoter. Both men felt they
had earned the honor of representing West Virginiain the United States Senate.®

Governor-elect Hatfield's reluctance to back Mann, his old patron in McDowell County

politics, forced Mann to compete with Edwards for support among the legislators who would

*"West Virginia s Bribery Scandal,” Literary Digest (1 April 1913): 441-442, quoted in
Corbin, Life, Work, and Rebellion, 13, note 57. Corbin does not cite the volume number.

%6penn, 310.
Ibid., 310-311.
®lhid., 309, 313.
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select the next senator. W. P. Tams, another prominent southern West Virginia coal operator
described the events that created the resulting scandal:

til then [1913] it was areasonably priced legidlature. . . But

unfortunately for Mann another West Virginian, named Edwards. . .

began to have money and he wanted to be senator. So they began

bidding against each other . . . until the thing was like amadhouse. . .

men from up in the sticks were going around with money they never

had before. It was rumored that both those men spent a couple hundred

thousand . . . the thing got so scandal ous that more sensible people

woke up and told both Mann and Edwards that they would have to

withdraw and et someone else go up. Even West Virginia couldn't

handle a scandal like that.*
After twenty-three ballots the legislature selected neither Mann nor Edwards. When state senator
M. Z. White of Mingo County threw his support to athird candidate, the honor was handed to
Nathan Goff.® Hatfield rewarded White by appointing him warden of the state penitentiary.®
When Hatfield and the legidlature selected Nathan Goff to be the new senator, Mann withdrew to
southern West Virginiaand nursed his resentment against Hatfield, whom many felt had betrayed
his old political benefactor.®

Edwards, however, met with Kanawha county prosecutor T. C. Townsend and Guy

Bittinger, a representative of the Burns Detective Agency. In late January and early February,

Townsend and Bittinger arranged a sting operation to catch several West Virginialegislatorsin

the act of selling their votes for United States senator. Ultimately five state legislators, including

*Tamsinterview, 24, WVRHC.

®penn, 320.

®\Williamson Daily News, 25 June 1914.
%2penn, 247.
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S. U. G. Rhodes of Mingo County were convicted and sentenced to the state penitentiary for
terms of fiveto six years.®®

Hatfield' s failure to support the senatorial aspirations of Mann, hisformer patron, proved
to be only the opening salvo of the governor’s assault on the state’ sindustrial leadership.
Throughout his administration Hatfield publicly represented himself as a defender and
spokesman of the people against the corrupting influence of the large corporations, including the
coal elite of his own region of the state.** Although most of the legislation passed over their
objections lacked the enforcement clauses necessary to actually affect corporate primacy in the
state, many of southern West Virginia s coal men took what might have been only demagogic
posturing seriously.® William D. Ord, superintendent of the Red Jacket Consolidated Coal &
Coke Company in Mingo County wrote of Hatfield's behavior to Judge John W. Mason,
“Hatfield's personal and political ambitions have become so great that he has . . . turned his back

upon some of hisfriends, especially those in the coal industry, and has. . . actually ‘arrayed’ the

®Mingo Republican, 8 August 1913. The other legislators were: Rath Duff of Jackson
County, Dr. H. F. Asbury of Putham County, Dr. B. A. Smith of Roane County and Davie Hill of
Mason County. Inthefall of 1913, Rhodes teenaged son, who became depressed because of the
scandal, committed suicide; Governor Hatfield intervened so that Rhodes could attend the
funeral. Mingo Republican, 3 October 1913. Rhodes, who claimed that he and the other indicted
legislators were the victims of aretaliatory sting operation, never admitted his guilt. After being
pardoned by Hatfield, he even sued former Sheriff Hill for the return of the twenty thousand
dollars that had been seized when the legislators were arrested. Mingo Republican, 29 July 1915
and Williamson Daily News, 2 February 1918.

®See the discussion of Hatfield' s role in the 1916 Republican primary race between A. A.
Lilly and Ira E. Robinson.

%*0One reason for the questioning of Hatfield' s true allegiance was the marriage of his only
child to an heir of aU.S. Steel magnate.
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masses against the classes.”®® The final straw for the industrial powerbrokers came when Hatfield
chose former State Supreme Court Judge Ira Robinson to succeed him as the 1916 Republican
nominee for governor.

There were at least two reasons for the Republicans defiance of the governor. In 1913,
during the Paint and Cabin Creek strike, Judge Robinson had broken with the court to criticize
the use of martial law restrictions against the miners.®” T. E. Houston, president of Thacker Coal
& Coke Company, and many other anti-union operators of southern West Virginia, viewed
Robinson as a pro-labor traitor to the party and organized "afight against the Hatfield gang" who
was Robinson's main support.®® Amid such discontent, Isaac T. Mann and Davis Elkins, the
disappointed candidates from the 1913 bribery scandal, allegedly forged an alliance to defeat
Hatfield.*® The anti-Hatfield forces chose Secretary of State, A. A. "Abe" Lilly of Raleigh

County to challenge Judge Robinson for the Republican gubernatorial nomination.™

®William D. Ord to John W. Mason, 7 June 1915, quoted in Penn, 423. According to
Hatfield's daughter, Ord had been one of the first people to whom Hatfield had confided his
desire to be governor. Karr, 50.

®"Mingo Republican, 26 October 1916.

®Justus Collinsto J. . Holloway 3 May 1916, quoted in Penn, 453-454. T. E. Houston was
one of the leading "coa men" of southern West Virginia.

®Williamson Daily News, 22 January 1915. In July 1915, the Mingo Republican, a pro-
Hatfield Republican newspaper repeated the charge of the existence of a Mann-Elkins coalition.
Mingo Republican, 29 July 1915.

“Mingo Republican, 9 March 1916, and 1 June 1916. Both James A. Hughesand Z. T.
Vinson, two southern West Virginia Republicans with ties to Mingo County Democratic boss
Wallace J. Williamson, backed Lilly. Hughes, who had been publicly humiliated by revelations
concerning Hatfield election tactics during the Congressional hearings into his 1910 reelection
victory, served as Lilly’s campaign manager. Lilly’s given name: “Armistead Abraham Lilly,”
West Virginia Heritage Encyclopedia vol. 13:2795-2796. However, in contemporary documents
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The severity of the discord among the Republicans divided the party in Hatfield's home
county during the 1916 Robinson-Lilly primary race. The splinter was so pronounced the
Democrats knew of it as early as the first week of January, 1916. "City Ring" member S. D.
Stokes observed in correspondence, "the local Republicans. . . are into a very bitter fight among
themselves."™ The Mingo Republicans faced aterrible dilemma. The Hatfield brothers, though
still powerful, were estranged from the business wing of the party. On the other hand, the coal
operators candidate Abe Lilly had publicly opined that the Williamson charter bill should be
overturned, an act that threatened to return the Democratic "City Ring" to power in Williamson.”

When Governor Hatfield and Ira Robinson stopped at Matewan and Red Jacket during
their campaign tour of southern West Virginia, Henry D. Hatfield could no longer ignore the
hostility his actions had caused. On May 27, 1916, Matewan received its "hometown" boy
bedecked in pictures of AbeLilly. When Hatfield found alarge Lilly banner displayed in the
lobby of the Urias Hotel he refused to eat there and ate at a lunch counter on the street. Asthe
local Democratic paper the Williamson Daily News observed, when Hatfield spoke to a crowd of
"pistol-toting deputies and 30 negroes,” his famous temper erupted. He "denounced . . . Lilly as
an unworthy degenerate . . . [attacked] William D. Ord and boasted that no coal operator could

control [him]." Hatfield also vilified Matewan for insulting him by displaying Lilly's picture.”

and newspapers Lilly was always referred to as A. A. or “Abe” Lilly.
S.D. Stokes to John W. Davis, 7 July 1916, Stokes Papers, WVRHC.
“Mingo Republican, 30 December 1915.

Williamson Daily News, 27 May 1916. The manager of the Urias Hotel in 1916 was S.T.
Lambert, who had been superintendent of several coa companiesin the area since the turn of the
century. Ord was the general manager of Red Jacket Consolidated Coal & Coke Company.
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The atmosphere proved no better for Hatfield at Red Jacket. Although he spoke at the
carnival grounds, the crowd was small. Y oung men in automobiles drove back and forth on the
road opposite the gathering and with “jesting and singing so disturbed the governor that he had to
pausein hisremarks." The open hostility at Matewan and Red Jacket so disconcerted Robinson,
he refused to disembark at Williamson. The Daily News hypothesized that Governor Hatfield's
behavior "made . . . many bitter enemies’ for candidate Robinson.”

Despite Mingo's unenthusiastic welcome for Hatfield and Robinson, the Hatfield-
Robinson ticket defeated the Damron-Lilly faction in Mingo's primary. Hatfield-Robinson
candidates for local and state offices won with mgjorities of 600 to 1,100 votes. In McDowell
County, the Hatfield-Robinson faction also triumphed in the primary, but the two counties were
out of step with southern West Virginia's Republican mgjority. Lilly carried southern West
Virginia's other Republican counties that were not Hatfield machine dominated.”

The primary campaign remained hotly contested until the very end. On primary election
day, June 7, a Winding Gulf in Raleigh County, racial strife erupted after an African-American
man "knocked" awhite man "senseless.” When the African American and the man who had
cometo his aid were arrested, an armed mob freed them and in the process killed awhite police
officer. Bad weather complicated efforts to arrest participants, but it also helped prevent acts of
retaliatory white violence. Although Hatfield was in Chicago attending the national Republican

convention, local codl officias, George Wolfe and Justus Collins placed the blame for the

“Ibid.
Mingo Republican, 8 June 1916. Lilly carried: ercer, Wyoming, Summers and Raleigh.
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incident squarely on his shoulders. Wolfe observed to Collins, “the Robinson-Lilly race for the
nomination for Governor has seriously affected some of the colored people . . .you cannot send
for aniggar [sic] and sit him down in the executive mansion and plot with him to overthrow the
white people without evil results.”

Although not directly responsible for the Winding Gulf incident, while in Chicago
Hatfield further exacerbated the southern West Virginia operators animus towards him. While
engaged in an argument with fellow conventioner and former patron Isaac T. Mann, Hatfield,
according to Mann, sucker-punched him after their mutual friends stepped between the two men.
Responding to a sympathy letter from Justus Collins, who referred to the Governor as "that
ruffian Hatfield,” Mann denied being injured seriously and noted that Hatfield retreated quickly,
"as all bullies and cowards are inclined to do."”

After Robinson defeated Lilly in the primary, Lilly did not concede defeat until July 27,
1916.”® Although their hand-picked candidate lost, West Virginia's Republican coal operators
simply regrouped and vis-a-vis the West Virginia Coal Operators Association swung their
financial support to Democratic gubernatorial candidate John J. Cornwell.” Historically this

move has been ascribed to the operators desire to have a man who was on their side in the

"®George C. Wolfe to Justus Collins, 7 June 1916, Collins Papers, WVRHC.

""Justus Collinsto I.T. Mann and Mann to Collins, 9 June 1916 and 12 June 1916, Collins
Papers, WVRHC.

®Mingo Republican, 27 July 1916 and Williamson Daily News, 3 August 1916.
“Penn, 463.
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governor's office.®® However, aletter from Williamson Democrat S. D. Stokes to U.S. Solicitor
General and West Virginia native John W. Davis, adds new dimension to the operators' actions.
As Stokes informed Davis, the friends of General Lilly turned to Cornwell, the Democrat,
because they believed that "to ever get as much as a‘toe-hold’ in the hals of the G.O.P. they will
have to defeat the Hatfield crowd . . . for they will never receive quarter at the hands of the
Hatfields."®" The operators hoped Robinson’s defeat would loosen Hatfield' s stranglehold on
southern West Virginia's Republican organization.

1916 temporarily brought an end to the era of the Hatfield brothers' rule of West Virginia
and Mingo County.#* Governor Hatfield' s autocratic leadership of the party and defiance of the
state’ sindustrial elite bolstered the Democratic party’ sinitiative to regain control of the political
arena. Sheriff Greenway Hatfield' s flagrant subversion of democratic processes in Mingo not
only renewed the county’ sinfamy, it also advanced Democratic attempts to return to power at the
local level. To understand why the decline of the Hatfields was so instrumental to the
“Democracy’s’ resurgence, one must examine what had kept the Democrats from challenging the

Hatfields' dominion before 1916.

I1. The Faction Wars of Mingo’s Democrats, 1912-1916:

The Democratic Party in West Virginia had always been a coalition party that since the

8 bid.
815, D. Stokes to John W. Davis, 7 July 1916, Stokes Papers, WVRHC.

%Henry D. Hatfield later served as U.S. Senator and Greenway served again as sheriff of
Mingo. West Virginia Bluebooks, 1928-1936.
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dark days of the early 1890s had been unable to regain control of the state government from the
Republicans, who had forged a “ party-army” under the guidance of Nathan Goff and Stephen B.
Elkins.® Divided between Bryanites and competing industrial powerbrokers, the Democrats
party leaders consistently failed to capitalize on the increasing success of Democratic candidates
for state legislative seats.® However, the death of Stephen B. Elkins three days into the 1911
legidative session presented the Democrats with a unique opportunity. In control of the House of
Delegates, the Democrats used the even split in the number of state senators to force the selection
of two Democrats for West Virginia's United States' Senators.®®> Seeking unity, the Democrats
appointed the party’ s most contentious faction leaders, Clarence W. Watson of Fairmont and
William E. Chilton of Charleston. Because they both aligned with the pro-industrial wing of the
the party, Chilton and Watson formed a united front to defeat the liberal faction of the party.®
However, asillustrated by the faction wars of the Democrats in Mingo County between 1912 and
1914, the loyal subordinates of Chilton and Watson continued to struggle among themselves long
after the two principals found comon ground.

The Mingo Democrats' alliance with state level Democratic leaders was first revealed

8For adiscussion of the differences between the two parties see Williams, The Captains of
Industry. The phrase “party-army” is borrowed from McKinney' s Southern Mountain
Republicans.

%Rice and Brown, 214.

®bid. In an attempt to evade the Democratic demands, several Republican senators were
“kidnapped,” for several days, which forestalled opening the 1911 legislative session.

#\William P. Turner, “From Bourbon to Liberal: The Life and Times of John T. McGraw,
1856-1920,” (Ph.D. diss., West Virginia University, 1960), 249. The Chilton-Watson coalition
focused their energy against John T. McGraw. One of McGraw’ s lieutenants, John J. Cornwell,
later abandoned his mentor in order to gain a second chance at the gubernatorial candidacy.
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during the 1912 election.?” In that campaign the Mingo Republican accused the Williamson
Democratic ring of having at the last minute, “adopted underhand tactics in the interest of Boss
Watson," for which they were rewarded with cash. "Boss Watson" is areference to the same
faction-leader and coal operator and United States Senator Clarence Watson of Fairmont, West
Virginia. However, the Republicans never raised any specific reason or issue that linked the
Mingo County Democratic party with Senator Watson, they only implied that the Democrats had
taken Watson's money, and therefore, had become his hirelings.®®

Two years later, the 1914 campaign exposed the local significance of the Mingo
Democratic alliance with Senator Watson. At a meeting of the Mingo County Democratic
Executive Committee in the spring of 1914, G. T. Blankenship of Matewan stepped down from
his position on the committee. During the debate that followed, afaction led by Wallace J.
Williamson "forced" Executive Committee chairman W. N. Cole to resign and voted to replace
him with Williamson. Known locally as "the Old War Horse," Wallace J. Williamson was the
leader of the Williamson Democrats, pejoratively known as the “ City Ring."®

The local Democratic newspaper, the Williamson Daily News, asserted that Cole had

8 0ne reason for the lack of information on the Democratic party in Mingo County is the
virtual absence of newspapers prior to 1911 (there are only scattered issues from June 1908) and
the lack of manuscript collection materials from a Mingo County Democrat that cover the early
period from 1895-1912.

#¥Mingo Republican, 1 November 1912.

#¥Mingo Republican, 21 May 1914. Itislikely that W. N. Cole, the ousted Democratic
Chairman was the same Cole who had started the Mattie May minein 1905. If so, the Cole-
Williamson power struggles takes on a new dimension, as "Martha May" was the daughter of
former Democratic sheriff, Ali Hatfield. (See discussion of the Hatfield v. Allison case in
Chapter 5).
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resigned for the good of the party and that control of the party had been returned to Wallace J.
Williamson.® The Republican newspaper, the Mingo Republican, revealed the deeper cause of
the coup. There were two factions in the Democratic party, one that consisted of the politicians
and professionals of Williamson's "City Ring," and the other comprised of "Democrats from the
rural districts."®* Therural, or "County" Democrats did not have a hierarchical organization like
the "City Ring." The group generally coalesced around now former Chairman Cole and "the
Chambers boys' of Matewan.”> Moreover, Cole and the "County" Democrats aligned with
Senator W. E. Chilton of Kanawha County.® Table 8 reveals the leadership of the Democrat

Party factionsin Mingo County.

Table 8:
Democratic Factionsin Mingo County, 1912-1916
"Rura" or "County" Democrats "City Ring"
(pro-Chilton) (pro-Watson)
Leader: W. N. Cole Leader: Wallace J. Williamson
E. B. Chambers G.R.C. Wiles
(and family)
G. T. Blankenship A. C. Pinson
Dr. R. G. White W. A. Hurst
J. H. Green S. D. Stokes
W. F. Hutchinson
Boyd Adkins

Source: Mingo Republican, 21 May 1914, and 6 August 1914.

“\Williamson Daily News, May 1914.
*'Mingo Republican, 21 May 1914.
“|bid.

“bid.
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Ironically, the fighting between the Watson and Chilton factions in Mingo was more
virulent and lasted longer than the disagreement between the two principals.* What angered the
"County" Democrats most was the "City Ring's’ maintenance of power through corruption and
bribery, despite being the numerically smaller faction. Before the 1914 Executive Committee
meeting, Williamson Mayor A. C. Pinson made several "mysterious’ trips through the county.*
When the committee convened, Williamson regained power over the party organization in Mingo
after the defection of the Lee, Harvey, and Warfield districts' representatives.®® Particularly
galing was the betrayal of Warfield district Executive Committee member W. T. Meade, who
had been appointed postmaster at Kermit as areward for hisloyalty to Chairman Cole and
Senator Chilton.”

Their loss of control over Mingo's Democratic organization angered some of the
"County" Democrats so much that they, "almost to aman . . . went home breathing fire." On
their way home from the meeting the divided Lee district delegation actually came to blowsin
what the Mingo Republican gleefully referred to as "The Battle of Lick Mountain." Cole-Chilton
loyalist Boyd Adkinsaccused L. V. S. Curry of "selling out the Pigeon Creek Democrats' to Boss
Williamson. When Curry countercharged that Adkinswas a"liar,” Curry, Adkins, and Rush

Floyd, the other member of the delegation, wound up in athree man fistfight. Apparently Adkins

%Penn, 150-152. By 1916 Watson and Chilton had joined forces against John T. McGraw.
For more on the Chilton-Watson v. McGraw situation see: Turner, “From Bourbon to Liberal:
The Life and Times of John T. McGraw, 1856-1920.”

*Mingo Republican, 21 May 1914.
*|bid.
Ibid.
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won because Curry and Floyd "left the field with bloody faces."*

Despite being in control of the municipal government of the county seat and the County
Executive Committee, Wallace J. Williamson spent most of the summer of 1914 mending fences.
Chairman Williamson "[handed] out . . . minor offices as sop to the opposition” but ultimately
achieved only moderate success. A primary reason for Williamson's limited achievement was his
own short-sightedness. His ability to award patronage plums to the opposition only reached so
far. For example Wayne Curry, who had been a candidate for superintendent of Magnolia district
schools, was dropped from the ticket because Chairman Williamson learned that he had married
into the Chafin family and he would not stand for Curry to be nominated.” Riley Varney, whose
blood and marriage ties did not repulse the "Old War Horse," replaced Curry. Williamson's
limited peace-offering ultimately failed to mend all the rents in the Democratic organization. As
summer faded into fall, the old Williamson-Matewan rivalry resurfaced.'®

In an anonymous letter published in the Mingo Republican, a"Matewan Democrat” listed
both the past and current grievances held by the Matewan and “ County” Democrats against the

Williamson gang. According to the letter's author, previous elections had been lost because of

*|bid.

*“Mingo Republican, 6 August 1914. Despite many historians' assertions that the
industrialization of southern West Virginia eradicated traditional kinship politics, the alignments
and re-alignments of both partiesin Mingo County was ascribed by contemporary observers as
kinship influenced. For example, one of the Lee District Cole-Chilton defectors, Rush Floyd,
and G. R. C. Wiles, amember of "Boss" Williamson's "City Ring" were first cousins, their father
and mother respectively were children of George Rogers Clark (G.R.C.) Floyd. On the
Republican side, Greenway Hatfield shared control of the county party with his brother-in-law
M. Z. White.

1%\illiamson and Matewan had been rivals since 1895 when Williamson narrowly defeated
Matewan in the special election to select Mingo's county seat. See Chapter 3 for details.
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betrayals by members of the "City Ring." 1n 1908, W. A. Hurst had "played into the hands of the
Republicans to get the office of sheriff,” while A. C. Pinson had "surrendered the Democratic
nomination for county clerk . . . too late to name another candidate.” Despite the earlier betrayals
of these "City Ring" Democrats, Boss Williamson trusted them over loya Democrats el sewhere
in the county. Now, in 1914, the "Matewan Democrat" noted, "it must be that all the Democrats
of our village have been read out of the party. . . . at least none could be found within our gates
worthy of being registrar.” Rather than select a Matewan Democrat to work the precinct polling,
The"Old War Horse" sent Williamson lawyer and party hack Alex Bishop to Matewan to serve
asregistrar. Within aweek bribery charges were leveled against Bishop.™

On the eve of the 1914 election, the "County" Democrats of Mingo executed their most
defiant act, but, also allowed for a minor rapprochement with the Williamson "City Ring."
Ousted county chairman W. N. Cole organized a campaign event and invited Senator Chilton to
speak. Although the Mingo Republican declared that "Postmaster Cole Showed The Big Boss
Who People Regard as Real Democratic Leader,” the "County" Democrats extended an olive
branch to the "City Ring," allowing Boss Williamson to name the person who introduced
Chilton. Of course Williamson picked one of his own followers, S. D. Stokes. '™

The Democrats internal discord during the 1914 campaign had forced Boss Williamson
and the "City Ring" to confront the realities of county politics. The Matewan Democrats

remained bitterly opposed to Williamson's leadership, and claimed that in order to obtain a

victory "the ringsters’ would have to depend on “disgruntled Republicans and those who may be

9\Mingo Republican, 15 October 1914, and 22 October 1914.
%2Mingo Republican, 29 October 1914.
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enticed off by the Progressives."*® The single largest group of voters was the county's coal
miners who lived primarily in two districts: Lee, which had Williamson as its heart, and
Magnolia, whose center was Matewan.'® The "City Ring" had controlled Democrat dominated
Leedistrict since the defection of L. V. S. Curry in the spring, but Matewan and the votes of the
miners of Magnolia district traditionally belonged to the Republicans.’®

Despite the Democrats desperate accusations and mercenary appeals, the Republicans
again swept the Mingo County election in 1914. Republicans were elected state senator,
delegate, county school superintendent, county commissioner, county court clerk and circuit
court clerk.’® Two years later, areport that "two armed and masked men entered the little school
house which served as a polling place" for Rockhouse precinct and stole the ballot box, sparked a
political and legal scandal that lasted until 1918.° All of the accused men were Republicans,
including county chairman Greenway Hatfield. Although tried in Federal Court, their
prosecutors were southern West Virginia Democrats, one of whom, D. E. French was a personal

enemy of Governor Henry D. Hatfield.® The resuscitation of the 1914 election fraud cases

“Mingo Republican, 15 October 1914.
“Mingo Republican, 17 March 1911.
“Mingo Republican, 21 May 1914.
%Williamson Daily News, 12 November 1914.
“"McDowell Recorder, 24 May 1918.

1%Mingo Republican, 14 September 1916. Reprint of editorial from the Huntington Herald
Dispatch. Two separate election fraud cases from Mingo reached Federal District court between
1916 and 1918. The "Rockhouse Case" as it came to be known was tried three times by
Democrats Lon H. Kelly, district attorney for the southern district of West Virginiaand West
Virginialegidator D. E. French, one of Governor Henry D. Hatfield's most vociferous opponents.

241



stemmed from two critical political developments: the revocation of Williamson's city charter in
1915 and the bitter partisanship of the local, state, and federal general election campaign of 1916.

As detailed previoudly, the “City Ring” lost control of Williamson’s city government in
1915. Unableto recapture their position until the next municipal electionin 1917, Boss
Williamson’s machine lost ground to the “ County” Democrats led by the Chambers family of
Matewan. Intheinterim, two developments affected the “ City Ring's’ efforts to maintain a
viable force in county politics. As discussed earlier, southern West Virginia's Republican elite
openly broke with Governor Hatfield in the spring of 1916 over the issue of who would get the
Republican nomination for governor. Anxious to capitalize on the Republican schism, southern
West Virginia Democrats embraced the dissidents in the spring and summer of 1916.

In Mingo County, evidence of the collusion between Democrats and anti-Hatfield
Republicans emerges from the pages of the Williamson Daily News. The paper aggressively
sought to undermine support for the Hatfield faction by providing aforum for attacks on Henry
D. and Greenway Hatfield's policies and manipulation of the electoral process. The Daily News
published details on the internal strife within the opposing party on "the Republican Page" and in
acolumn titled "Matewan News."'*®

One prominent Mingo County anti-Hatfield Republican was Hatfield cousin and Mingo

County Circuit Court Judge James Damron. In 1916, Damron declared that his primary objective

The animosity between Hatfield and the race-baiting French was so strong, it held up the
convening of the 1915 legidlative session because the Democrats insisted that French be selected
as president of the state senate.

1%\jlliamson Daily News, 2 June 1916. The "Matewan News' column was written by Toney
WehDb, at the time a Republican, who after Matewan Democrat G.T. Blankenship was el ected
sheriff in 1916, became a Democrat and one of Blankenship's deputies.
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was to clean up the voter registration rolls by "striking from thelist . . . illegal voters, dead men,
mules and tombstones." Damron's other goal was to stop “Bob Simpkins from stuffing . . . ballot
boxes," adirect reference to the irregularitiesin the 1914 election allegedly orchestrated by his
Hatfield cousins. Greenway Hatfield and Wells Goodykoontz dismissed Damron's attempts to
"clean" the voter registration rolls by claiming that by Damron's method " peace will be converted
into riot and chaos will take the place of law and order.” Greenway Hatfield's prediction of
violence did not dissuade Damron. The State Supreme Court granted Damron a peremptory writ,
but nothing else was heard of the issue until May 17, 1920, when clarification of Mingo’s voter
registration rolls resurfaced.**°

Two articles the Williamson Daily News disclosed the local reasons for the Republican
defection in Mingo in 1916. Y et again, the complaints also revea how traditional mountain
political tactics had survived into the industrial era. On June 2, the Daily News asserted that
Greenway Hatfield had appointed "pardoned criminals and deputy sheriffs. . . to conduct the
primary elections.” The News also rhetorically asked "how many brothers, cousins, uncles, and
sons-in-law of candidates were appointed on the election board?'** In case anyone questioned
the veracity of its accusations, on June 5, the Williamson Daily News published the names and
"offenses’ of the precinct election officers appointed by Greenway Hatfield. The following table,
while omitting the names of the officers, except one, presents the nature and scope of Hatfield's

network.

1ol liamson Daily News, 2 June 1916. On May 18, 1920, the day before the Massacre, the
State Supreme Court squelched an effort to clarify Mingo's voter registration rolls before the
primary. See Chapter 10.

Mbid.
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Table 9:

1916 Republican Primary Election Precinct Officers Appointed by Greenway Hatfield

Precinct Offenses and/or Familial or Employment Connections of
Republican Primary Precinct Officers and Greenway Hatfield
Dingess 1- indicted for graft of school bonds
1- ex-convict and deputy sheriff
Dempsey 1- indicted 4 cases of graft of road funds, deputy sheriff
Naugatuck 2- deputy sheriffs
Rockhouse 1- pardoned criminal, county "sealer of weights’
1- father is candidate for assessor
East Williamson 1- brother is house of delegates candidate

West Williamson

1- brother-in-law is candidate for sheriff

1- deputy sheriff and county