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uthor and historian Bob O’Connor will be the guest speaker at the
Tuesday, August 1st meeting. The meeting starts at 7:00 pm.
Dinner of some type will begin about 6:30 pm.
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ob O’Connor is an author and historian who lives in Charles
Town, West Virginia. He has published 12 books and has been
named finalist four times in National Book competition. He speaks
regularly all over the country, having presented over 1,000 times in the
last ten years in 19 states and the District of Columbia.

C

urrently, we do not have anyone scheduled to provide the meal
prior to the meeting. Does anyone want to step up? If so, please
email me at daveredden@hotmail.com and I will let the camp know. If
no one steps up then I’ll buy some pizzas. I hope everyone likes jalapeno pepper and anchovies! (I learned that trick from Harold Ford a
number of years ago).
After the speaker we will have a short business meeting to discuss the
coordination of the upcoming River Crossing as well as get an update
on this year’s due’s drive (see page 2).

REMEMBER WE MOVED!!!
Effective immediately the Norris camp meetings will now be
held at the Rockville American Legion Post 86 Hall located
at:
2013 VIERS MILL RD, ROCKVILLE, MARYLAND
20851
The actual name of the Post is the Henderson Smith Edmonds American Legion Post 86. The telephone number is
301-424-4486. The front of the establishment looks like the
picture to the left.

Camp Dues And This Year’s Budget
By now, everyone should have received their dues notice. Despite the slight cost of postage, I felt it was worth mailing
a bill the old fashioned way as most of us will respond better to a paper bill sitting in the “To Be Paid” pile in your
house. Last year’s experience and response wasn’t as great as I hoped had hoped for. The number of camp members
that renewed their dues was about a third of what the membership was when I joined the Norris camp some 17 or so
years ago. Many that paid their dues did so well after the deadline that was set. That said, the “core” group has remained loyal and steadfast through our tough times, which hopefully are about over. In the year since Frank Brown
resigned as Commander, we have made some pretty terrific strides in getting a grip on finances and records. Every now
and then I still struggle with some database elements, but in whole, we are back together! I know that I promised Membership cards and I have one hope left of getting a computer program to print the cards. If that hope doesn’t pan out in
the next three weeks then the cards are going out the old fashioned handwritten way. Sorry for the continued delay.
Please keep in mind that despite the steep curve that we were at the bottom of, we never stopped doing “our thing”.
This entails the River Crossing, having monthly meetings, getting out a newsletter, road cleanups, color guard events,
and so on. In all we are not doing badly at all. I wish we could have won the fight over the Rockville Confederate
Statue but I believe that was a fait accompli through the workings of County Executive Isiah Leggett. Maybe some
miracle will happen. Otherwise, by the time some of you read this newsletter, the statue will have been moved to
White’s Ferry. I would like to turn this into a positive and create a Confederate Memorial Park but that will take some
suaveness from someone. Let’s discuss this at the next meeting. Well, enough of my ramblings, here is the budget that
was shown to the camp meeting in June:

Expected Expenses:
HQs Fees: $30 per member (Life Members are exempt)
2 Guest Memberships: $64
Maryland Division Head Tax: $2 each
Speaker Fees: 10 @ $50 each = $500
American Legion Hall Rental = $265/year
Porta-Potty (River Crossing): $125
Flowers, Miscellaneous: $250
Postage, Non Newsletter: $73.50
Toner Cartridge and Printing: $110
Bank Fees, Checks, Stationery: $50
Total for 35 Members and 15 Life Members = $2,587.50
Printed and Mailed Newsletter Costs:
Currently, 16 People Receive Newsletters By Print and Mail
Printing Costs: Included in the Toner Cartridge for the Year; But the Paper and Staples are Free! (Donated)
Postage: $94.08
Divided By 16 Members = $5.88 each
Recommend We Still Charge $10 Extra to Cover More Than Proportional Use of the Toner Cartridge ($13.21
each if Toner is Included with the Printed Newsletter Costs)
Total Expenses:
Total Expenses W/Out Newsletter: $2,587.50
Newsletter Postage Costs: $94.08
Total Expenses = $2,681.58

Total Revenue*:
Dues At $50 for 35 Members = $1,750
Dues At $20 for 15 Life Members = $300
Extra Dues for 16 Mailed Newsletters = $160
Total Revenue = $2,210

Shortfall = $471.58
* Donations Not Counted In Above Revenue Figures
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Dues Are Now Due!
(Continued from page 2)

So what if you didn’t receive your dues notice?
Then, either I don’t have you correct mailing address or your mail got “lost”. You should then immediately
send a check to our Treasurer, Bruce Funk. Make the check payable to Col. William Norris Camp #1398.
Choose the correct amount of the check from the list below:
Regular Member, emailed newsletter = $50

Regular Member, printed and mailed newsletter = $60

Life Member, emailed newsletter = $20

Life Member, emailed newsletter = $30

Mail to:

Col. William Norris Camp #1398
c/o Bruce Funk
12 W. Orndorff Drive
Brunswick, MD 21716

Payment Is Due By August 15th!!!
Upcoming Activities
There are three scheduled events for the month of August:


Monthly meeting, Tuesday August 1st at 7:00 pm (dinner at
6:30 pm)



Adopt A Road Clean Up, Saturday, August 5th at 9:00 am



Annual River Crossing at White’s Ford, Saturday, August
26th at 11:00 am (setting up earlier)

Pictured to the right: this month’s speaker, Bob O’Connor, next
to the Culp Monument in Gettysburg, PA
The Road Cleanup is scheduled to get things kind of respectable
in the time for the River Crossing. Hopefully, more than 2 people will show up this time! We meet at the entrance to Dickerson Regional Park, which is where the River Crossing event is.
Supplies are furnished…...bodies are not!
This year’s River Crossing will need to be planned a little better
at our next meeting on August 1st. Traditionally, we have our
set of flags owned by the camp, a porta-potty and sometimes a
speaker. Tom Dale and some other Maryland SCV members
operate a mini sutlery stand. We usually have some food and
non-alcoholic drinks. We will need some volunteers!
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This Month’s Double Feature:
How Did Things Get So Bad?
Since we did not have a meeting in the month of July, we didn’t have a newsletter at the beginning of the
month. I have made up for that missive by issuing this double newsletter issue slightly earlier than would be
the norm for the next month. It’s the same postage either way!
I have tracked several “Confederate” themed stories on news feeds on my iPhone. Because of that, my phone
is now set that anytime a story hits the media that has anything to do with the word “Confederate” I get the
story. I seem to get a hit every day. Very recently, I have received stories about a new HBO series that hasn’t
even been written yet called “Confederate”. It is an alternative history concept that starts with the premise
that the South won the first “Civil War”. It has the stage set for a third war to start around now. As you might
guess it shows that slavery is still a strong institution in the South in modern times. I cringe at the thought of
the bashing our ancestors will receive courtesy of Hollywood.
But if you want to see revisionism run amok, then look no further than the story that is presented in this newsletter from a Newsweek story from a few weeks ago. Newsweek magazine ran a story that is an excerpt from
a “professional” journal of the Sociology discipline. Several Sociologists have written an article that tests the
premise of a saying that many of us have heard or even used before, “Heritage Not Hate.” Oh boy, is this article bad! Fortunately, in another lifetime (actually my first 15 years of professional experience) I spent in the
technical field of econometrics and data modelling. A know a thing or two about how to construct a “study”
to basically get any result you want. In my professional opinion, that is exactly what these individuals have
done. I am including an extract of that article in this newsletter. You will NOT enjoy it!
On the other end of the spectrum, is “Chaplain Ed’s” (actually Edward R. DeVries, Th.D.) Dixie Heritage
Newsletter. I find many of the columns and comments in this newsletter to be pretty palatable and not very
extremist as some of the others that are out there. In a recent Dixie Heritage Newsletter, I found an excellent
treatise about 8 myths of the Confederacy. I have reprinted them in this newsletter as I believe that it makes
for a much more informed SCV member. These are facts that can be referenced and I have tried to include
references where I can.
First, the “good” article, which comes from a reader of the Dixie Heritage News named Jeff Paulk from Oklahoma.

ANSWERING THE MYTHS
Jeff Paulk in Oklahoma submits the following:
The Marxists, and those brainwashed by the Marxists, have long contended the reasons for the War of Northern Aggression to be different from what true history reveals. They slander our flags, calling them symbols of
racism, and call our heroes traitors. Here we will answer and debunk those myths.
MYTH #1 - The war was all about freeing the slaves.
TRUTH - The war had nothing to do with slavery. The proposed Corwin Amendment, by Congressman
Thomas Corwin of Ohio, would have FOREVER prohibited the abolition of slavery if the seceded states
would but rejoin the union and ratify the amendment. The South refused. Why?
If it wanted to protect slavery you would think the South would have jumped on this. Besides this, the Crittendon-Johnson Resolution stated that the war was not for the "purpose of overthrowing or interfering with the
rights or established institutions of those states".
(Continued on page 5)
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On July 22, 1861, the U.S. Congress passed a joint resolution stating the purpose of the war:
"Resolved...That this war is not being prosecuted on our part in any spirit of oppression, not for any purpose
of conquest or subjugation, nor purpose of overthrowing or interfering with the rights or established institutions of those states, but to defend and maintain the supremacy of the Constitution and all laws made in pursuance thereof and to preserve the Union, with all the dignity, equality and rights of the several States unimpaired; and that as soon as these objects are accomplished the war ought to cease."
This is further proof that the war was NOT fought over slavery. The North did, however, conquer and subjugate the South, and the war they initiated and waged against the South was both unconstitutional and treasonous. It was fought to force the legally seceded South back into the union for the purpose of continuing the collection of excessive tariffs, which economically damaged the South, but was of economical benefit to the
northern industrialists.
In his inaugural address, Lincoln stated that he would continue the collection of revenues "by force if necessary". He wanted the money that the South had been paying into the federal government. The South was
footing over 85% of the tax burden but only had 1/3 of the population. The Northern industrialists and bankers were reaping the benefits of this. Also, if the war was "all about slavery", why was it that Union General
Grant had slaves, but Confederate General Robert E. Lee had none? Why was West Virginia (which was illegally and unconstitutionally formed) allowed to cede into the union on the condition that it could keep its
slaves? Why was Union General Fremont's order freeing slaves in Missouri countermanded by Lincoln and
the slaves sent back to their masters?
Why were there more union soldiers that owned slaves than there were Confederate soldiers that owned
slaves?
Also, not one single letter has been found written by Union or Confederate soldiers stating that they were
fighting to "free the slaves". Numerous Confederate letters state that the Confederacy was fighting for independence and in defense of their homes and families.
Also, if it was about "freeing the slaves", then why didn't the federal government free them in the six states
that remained in the union? That would be Kansas (2), Nebraska (15), Kentucky (225,483), Missouri
(114,931), Maryland (87,189), and Delaware (1,798) - 1860 Census.
"Amend the Constitution to say it should never be altered to interfere with slavery."
-- Abraham Lincoln, 24 December 1860, presenting his stand on slavery to the Senate
"We didn't go into the war to put down slavery, but to put the flag back; and to act differently at this moment
would, I have no doubt, not only weaken our cause, but smack of bad faith..." Abraham Lincoln
"The sole object of this war," said Grant, "is to restore the Union. Should I become convinced it has any other
object, or that the Government designs using its soldiers to execute the wishes of the Abolitionists, I pledge
you my honor as a man and a soldier I would resign my commission and carry my sword to the other side."
-Democratic Speaker's Handbook, p. 33
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Corwin_Amendment
MYTH #2 - The South wanted to protect and perpetuate slavery to the western territories.
TRUTH - Well, that myth is beyond absurd. Common sense refutes this myth. By the very act of seceding
from the union and establishing its own country, the South locked itself OUT of any rights to territories belonging to the U.S. The Confederate Constitution outlawed the importation of slaves, so if it wanted to
"protect and perpetuate" slavery, why did it outlaw the importation of slaves? Slavery was dying out in the
South and there were five times as many abolition groups in the South than in the North. The South wanted to
be done with slavery and many had already freed their slaves. If the South wanted to "protect slavery", it had
only to stay in the union where it was already protected. The South was working towards gradual emancipa(Continued on page 6)
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tion so that the blacks could gradually be prepared to enter society as free people. The ending of slavery in the
South was a byproduct of the war, not the cause for it.
MYTH #3 - The South started the war by firing on Ft. Sumter.
TRUTH - The firing on Ft. Sumter was what Lincoln had planned on. He lied when he said that he would not
resupply the forces there. If Lincoln abandoned the fort, he risked legitimizing the Confederacy. Northern
sentiment was mostly in favor of recognizing the newly formed Confederacy. Lincoln needed to change that
opinion. He crafted the plan of resupplying the troops there, knowing the South would not permit this and fire
the first shots. Remember, the one who fires first is not necessarily the aggressor, but the one who causes that
shot to be fired. Lincoln wrote to Lieutenant Gustavus Fox, "You and I both anticipated that the cause of the
[Federation] would be advanced by making the attempt to provision Fort Sumter, even if it should fail; and it
is no small consolation now to feel that our anticipation is justified by the results." Lincoln provoked the firing
on Ft. Sumter according to plan. Now he could launch his war on the Confederacy, illegal as it was.
( "The Real Lincoln", by Charles L. C. Minor, pages 88, 256, 257)
MYTH #4 - The secession declarations prove the South seceded to protect slavery.
TRUTH - While several of the Declarations do mention slavery, and the states call themselves "slave states",
these documents have to be interpreted in the context in which they were written. You have to get into that
period of history to understand their meaning. For decades the South had been the victim of slander, lies, and
propaganda at the hands of the Northern press, authors, and even pastors. Radical abolitionists in the North
promoted violence and insurrection to end slavery.
"Four seceding Southern states published some form of declaration of their reasons for secession. These were
South Carolina, Georgia, Mississippi, and Texas. Many modern academic allies of the Northern War to Prevent Southern Independence have recently taken up the cry that because these declarations have many references to slavery that they are proof that the war was all about slavery. First of all, however, there is a difference between the cause of the war and the causes for secession. The cause of the war was Lincoln's call for
75,000 troops to invade the Southern states. This invasion immediately triggered four more states secessions Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee, and Arkansas - in addition to protests from the governors of Kentucky
and Missouri, and unrest in Maryland.
In addition, the substance of the secession declarations must be interpreted in their political/economic and
constitutional contexts. The Northern Union had become an oppressive government dedicated to Northern
regional dominance and almost exclusively Northern economic prosperity. States Rights were the primary
bulwark against this Northern regionalism. Many modern apologists for the Union cause also fail to recognize
that these declarations, following South Carolina's example, were building a legal case against Northern
breaches of the Constitution. Moreover, much of the language of these declarations was a protest against the
constant inflammatory distortions and repeated attacks on Southern honor by radical abolitionists in Congress
and in the Northern press.
The Mississippi declaration included an admission of its economic dependence on slave labor. However,
over-dramatizing this admission in accusatory terms fails to recognize a genuine dilemma. Many Southerners,
probably a majority, would have gladly rid themselves of slavery. But how could it be done without destroying the economies of the major cotton producing states and severely damaging New York banking and shipping interests? Many also saw the necessity of preparing the slaves to compete in a free economy before
emancipation. Many would have followed the British model of gradual emancipation with compensation to
slave owners.
(Continued on page 7)
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What the secession declarations prove is that Southerners had strong reasons to believe that their political
rights and economic welfare were unsafe under Northern political dominance."
("The Un-Civil War", by Leonard M. Scruggs, pages 27-28)
MYTH #5 - Secession was treason.
TRUTH - Secession being legal was taught at West Point from William Rawle's "Views on the Constitution"
published in 1825. It was used as a text book for one year and remains in the library today. Americans who
oppose secession for the Southern states find themselves bed partners with the communist generals of Yugoslavia and communist hard-liners of the former Soviet Union. What was condemned in 1861 was sanctioned
by the Republican Party in 1991 when Vaclav Havel of Czechoslovakia withdrew his country from the Soviet
Union's orbit, but Jefferson Davis and his fellow Southerners are called traitors for doing the same thing.
The 10th Amendment protects a states' right to withdraw from the union. If a state voluntarily joined, it can
voluntarily withdraw.
New England threatened to secede over the War of 1812, yet no force was threatened against them to remain
in the union. Our Founding Fathers knew secession was a right held by the states.
"Among the Founding Fathers there was no doubt. The United States had just seceded from the British Empire, exercising the right of the people to "alter or abolish" - by force, if necessary - a despotic government.
The Declaration of Independence is the most famous act of secession in our history, though modern rhetoric
makes "secession" sound somehow different from, and more sinister than, claiming independence.
The original 13 states formed a "Confederation," under which each state retained its "sovereignty, freedom,
and independence." The Constitution didn't change this; each sovereign state was free to reject the Constitution. The new powers of the federal government were "granted" and "delegated" by the states, which implies
that the states were prior and superior to the federal government."
"After Lincoln's illegal War of Northern Aggression, Jefferson Davis, the President of the Confederacy, was
arrested and placed in prison prior to a trial. The trial was never held, because the chief justice of the Supreme
Court, Mr. Salmon Portland Chase, informed President Andrew Johnson that if Davis were placed on trial for
treason the United States would lose the case because nothing in the Constitution forbids secession. That is
why no trial of Jefferson Davis was held, despite the fact that he wanted one!
Because of our progressive-liberal public education system, many Americans now believe the myth that secession is treasonable. The Declaration of Independence was, in fact, a declaration of secession. Its final paragraph declares inarguably the ultimate sovereignty of each state:
That these united colonies are, and of right ought to be free and independent states; that they are absolved of
all allegiance to the British Crown, and that all political connection between them and the State of Great Britain, is and ought to be totally dissolved; and that as free and independent states, they have full power to levy
war, conclude peace, contract alliances, establish commerce, and to do all other acts and things which independent states may of right do.
Following the Declaration of Independence, each colony established by law the legitimacy of its own sovereignty as a state. Each one drew up, voted upon, and then ratified its own state constitution, which declared
and defined its sovereignty as a state. Realizing that they could not survive upon the world stage as thirteen
individual sovereign nations, the states then joined together formally into a confederation of states, but only
for the purposes of negotiating treaties, waging war, and regulating foreign commerce." Charles Pitts
If secession was not legal, why did the U.S. Congress try to pass an amendment making it illegal AFTER the
Southern states seceded?
("The South Was Right", by James Ronald Kennedy and Walter Donald Kennedy, pages 195-217)
http://radioboston.legacy.wbur.org/2012/06/15/new-england-succession
(Continued on page 8)

Page 7

(Continued from page 7)

http://www.theimaginativeconservative.org/2012/12/the-right-to-secede.html
Salmon Chase, the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court told Lincoln's boys that if they were to bring ANYTHING or ANYONE of that Confederation before the Court, and I quote, "THAT WHICH YOU WON ON
THE BATTLEFIELD WOULD BE LOST IN THE COURT-ROOM!"
MYTH #6 - The Emancipation Proclamation freed the slaves.
TRUTH - You say, "His Emancipation Proclamation freed the slaves! That proves he was against slavery."
Lincoln's words: "I view the matter (Emancipation Proclamation) as a practical war measure, to be decided
upon according to the advantages or disadvantages it may offer to the suppression of the rebellion." He also
wrote: "I will also concede that emancipation would help us in Europe, and convince them that we are incited
by something more than ambition." At the time Lincoln wrote the proclamation, war was going badly for the
Union. London and Paris were considering recognizing the Confederacy and considering assisting it in its war
effort.
All one has to do to debunk this myth is to actually read the Proclamation. It "freed" slaves in areas NOT under federal control, but expressly left them in bondage where it actually could have freed them. Over 100,000
union troops deserted after the Emancipation Proclamation was made public.
(http://www.wnd.com/2013/02/abe-lincoln-a-closet-secessionist/)
MYTH #7 - The South treated blacks terribly.
TRUTH - From, "The Truths of History", pgs. 92, 93.
The South claims that race prejudice has been, and now is, far greater in the North than in the South.
In his "Democracy in America", De Toqueville, the French writer, says;
"Though the electoral franchise has been conferred on the negroes in all the free States, if they come forward
to vote their lives are in danger. Negroes may serve by law on juries but prejudice repels them from office.
They have separate schools, separate hospital wards, and separate galleries in the theaters. In the South it is
quite different with the negro. Undoubtedly, the prejudice of the race appears to be much stronger in the
States that have abolished slaves than in the States where slavery still exists.
White carpenters, white bricklayers, and white painters will not work side by side with the blacks in the
North, but do it in almost every Southern State unless Northern men among their workmen oppose it."
Negroes left their homes in Alabama to work in Illinois, but many were killed and others driven from the
State. Were the murderers of those negroes ever brought to trial?
One Republican said:
"If any more negroes come to Illinois, I will meet them on the border with gatling-guns!"
Mr. Seward, March 3, 1858 said:
"The white man needs this continent to labor in and must have it."
The Legislature of Kansas, the home of John Brown, said:
"This state is for whites only."
In 1850, 1855 and 1865, Michigan refused suffrage to free negroes.
In 1864 no negro could vote in Nevada.
"In Illinois (Lincoln's State) no negro nor mulatto was allowed to remain in the State ten days. If a negro
came into the State he was to be sold at auction."
(Continued on page 9)
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In twenty-seven counties of Indiana no negro was allowed to live. If any white man encouraged him to come
to the State he was fined.
In Boston the negroes are segregated.
In Ohio the negroes were warned if they did not segregate some dire calamity would befall them.
In New York City and Washington City this question of segregation is of serious import today and under constant discussion.
No negro can live in Oregon.
As to the condition of the slaves in the South under the institution of slavery, Major-General Quitman, of New
York, an army officer who was stationed near a Mississippi plantation before the war, says in a letter to his
father:
"Every night she has family prayers with her slaves. When a minister comes, which is very frequently, prayers are said night and morning, and chairs are always provided for the servants.
"They are married by a clergyman of their own color, and a sumptuous supper is always prepared. They
are a happy, careless, unreflecting, good-natured race-who left to themselves would degenerate into drones or
brutes. They have great family pride and are the most arrant aristocrats in the world."
(The Secession War in America," by J.P. Shaffull, published in New York, 1862)
By the above accounts, blacks were treated well in the South and horribly bad in the North. There were laws
against the mistreatment of slaves, though it did happen, it was not common.
MYTH #8 - The Confederate Flag is a symbol of racism and hate.
TRUTH - St. Andrew, a disciple of Jesus Christ, was martyred by crucifixion at Patras, Greece, ordered by the
Roman governor. He deemed himself unworthy of being crucified and nailed to a Latin cross like Jesus
Christ. He requested crucifixion on an "X"-shaped cross and to be bound, not nailed. He preached the word of
God to all that passed until he died. His martyrdom was during the reign of Nero, A.D. 60. Latin and Greek
churches keep Nov. 30, his death date, as a day of feast. St. Andrew is honored as chief patron by Russia and
Scotland. Here are some more interesting facts surrounding the flag:» In the 1860s, two-thirds of the country's
population was Scotch or Scotch Irish. This flag design was a carryover of the Scottish National Flag and ancestry.» No historical document exists to support that this flag represented hate, slavery, racism, deceit, infamy or repression. Not one flag of the Confederacy was ever described in its placement to represent anything
other than the Confederate States of America.» No Confederate ship ever ran slaves.» The Sons of Confederate Veterans (SCV) adopted the battle flag as part of its logo in 1896, long before "hate" groups began to
abuse the flag, and they condemn misuse of any Confederate flag.» The KKK and other "hate" groups didn't
use the flag until late 1950s/early 1960s. In his book "What They Fought For, 1861-1865," historian James
McPherson, after reading more than 25,000 letters and over 100 soldier diaries from both sides of the War for
Now for the really bad article. I hope you can understand my rationale for including it in this newsletter as
well as why I presented the Truths about 8 Myths of the Confederacy above. Education is key. Unfortunately, most of our ancestors’ detractors do not have an unbiased, or correct education. Hence, our ole in all of
this is to have the tools to properly defend actual history as well as see how bad some “science” can be. You
won’t enjoy this:
NEWSWEEK MAGAZINE, July 9, 2017
ARE CONFEDERATE MONUMENTS OUR HERITAGE OR SYMBOLS OF HATE?
(Continued on page 10)
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BY LOGAN STROTHER, SPENCER PISTON AND THOMAS OGORZALEK
This article first appeared on the London School of Economics site.
More than 150 years since the close of the Civil War, the Confederacy retains its ability to divide Americans.
Recent battles over the removal of statues and other icons in the city of New Orleans demonstrate just how contentious
those symbols remain.
For many people—perhaps especially African-Americans—Confederate symbols such as the battle flag, and statues and
monuments memorializing the Confederate cause and its heroes unambiguously stand for white supremacy.
Others, however, consider these symbols to be racially innocuous reminders of their past in general, and of Confederate
soldiers’ valor on the battlefield in particular.
The current round of debate over Confederate symbols began in 2015 when a white gunman named Dylann
Roof murdered nine black churchgoers in Charleston, South Carolina.
Shortly after the murders, pictures from social media surfaced showing Roof posing with a Confederate battle flag,
along with a racist manifesto describing his desire to incite a race war. Roof’s crime reignited a long-running debate
over Confederate symbols in the US: several states began to remove Confederate icons—especially the Confederate battle flag—from public property.
Six months after Roof’s murders, New Orleans Mayor Mitch Landrieu signed an ordinance calling for the removal of
four Confederate monuments: statues of Jefferson Davis and Confederate Generals Robert E. Lee and P.G.T. Beauregard, and an obelisk honoring a violent uprising by the Crescent City White League against the Reconstruction Government of the South.
The obelisk, known as the “ Liberty Place Monument,” was the first to be taken down, on April 24, 2017. The statue of
Jefferson Davis was next, coming down on May 11. The removal of the statue of General Beauregard followed shortly
thereafter on May 16. Finally, the statue of Robert E. Lee came down on May 19.

A construction crew prepares to remove a monument of Robert E. Lee, the leading general in the Confederate
Army, New Orleans, Louisiana, U.S., May 19, 2017.JONATHAN BACHMAN/REUTERS
The removal of these symbols of the Confederacy has been controversial, to say the least. Protesters from around the
country descended on New Orleans to voice their opposition to the removal of their cherished icons.
Mississippi state representative Karl Oliver voiced his opposition in no uncertain terms: “The destruction of these monuments, erected in the loving memory of our family and fellow Southern Americans, is both heinous and horrific.” He
went on to write that politicians who wished to remove the symbols “in a Nazi-ish fashion, burn books or destroy historical monuments of OUR HISTORY, they should be LYNCHED!”
(Continued on page 11)
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Counter-protesters were also out in force, cheering the removal of what they view as baldly racist symbols from one of
the darkest corners of the American past. Mitch Landrieu spoke for many of these protesters when he reminded us that
for many people
These statues are not just stone and metal. They are not just innocent remembrances of a benign history. These monuments purposefully celebrate a fictional, sanitized Confederacy; ignoring the death, ignoring enslavement, and the terror that it actually stood for.
Tensions between the protestors ran high, and police made several arrests in the interest of maintaining the peace.
This episode highlights the ongoing conflict over Confederate symbols, and has been the source of significant debate as
to what motivates some people, especially whites, to support the continued presence of those symbols in public life.
Opponents of these symbols argue that the Confederacy stood for the subjugation of a race of people, and that their display is a constant reminder that many people continue to endorse, or at least tolerate, the racial oppression for which the
Confederacy fought.
Many supporters of Confederate symbols, on the other hand, claim that they are motivated by pride in their “ Southern
heritage ” as opposed to racial animosity—“ Heritage, not Hate ” is the familiar slogan.
In an effort to answer this question of regional pride or racial prejudice with data—rather than the heated rhetoric that
typifies the debate—we analyzed two surveys of white Southerners: one of residents of Georgia, the other of residents of
South Carolina. Our study is the first to rigorously compare the relative influence of racial prejudice and purportedly
non-racist Southern pride on support for the Confederate battle emblem.
We contend that if some whites support the flag because it represents a legacy in which they feel pride, then we should
expect those people also to be knowledgeable about Confederate Civil War history.
That is, for pride in Confederate heritage to be meaningful, a person would first have to know something about that history.
On the other hand, if racial prejudice is the key reason that whites support Confederate symbols, then we should see that
racially prejudiced attitudes are more widely held among white supporters of the Confederate flag than among its white
opponents.
First, it is worth pointing out that there is a significant racial gap in support for the Confederate flag: in both South Carolina and Georgia, large majorities of African-Americans oppose the display of the flag on state grounds, whereas support
among whites is much higher.
Because African Americans are so much more opposed to both the Confederate flag and to racial prejudice, including
them in the analyses below would strengthen our findings.
Including only white respondents should not be interpreted as a statement that only whites’ views are relevant to this
debate; only that we are subjecting our data to a tougher standard of evidence by analyzing the views of the group that is
actually likely to support these symbols.
Figure 1. Support for the Confederate battle emblem in two Southern states
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Turning to the “heritage” or “hate” question, we restrict our analyses to white citizens. Here we focus on the survey of
Georgians in particular, because it asked respondents a series of questions that provide unique leverage on the question
of Southern heritage.
Participants in that survey were asked two key questions about knowledge of Civil War history that we used to capture
the “heritage” argument: first, they were asked if they could correctly identify the (in)famous Union general William
Tecumseh Sherman; then they were asked if they could name any Civil War battles (we counted up to two battles, so
that knowledge varies from 0 to 3 in our data); questions we do not believe to be esoteric or tricky.
Participants were also asked a number of questions to gauge their attitudes on race, such as whether they object to interracial dating.
Figure 2 shows the key findings. The more questions about Southern Civil War history that a participant answered correctly, the less likely it was that the person favors the Confederate flag.
Indeed, people who failed to answer any question correctly (i.e. could not name a single Civil War battle, nor identify
William Tecumseh Sherman) were more than twice as likely to favor the Confederate flag than were people who got all
of the questions correct. Importantly, we found that this relationship holds even after statistically controlling for a number of factors, such as education, age, and political ideology.
In sum, we find little support for the “heritage” argument in our survey of white Georgians.
Figure 2. Knowledge of Confederate history and support for the Confederate flag among white Georgians
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Racial prejudice, on the other hand, strongly increased support for the Confederate flag in both the Georgia and South
Carolina surveys. Looking first at fairly explicit racial prejudice, we find that whites who object to interracial dating are
much more supportive of the Confederate flag than are whites who are okay with interracial dating.
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Figure 3. Racial prejudice and support for the Confederate flag among white Georgians
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Finally, survey respondents in both states were asked about how discrimination affects African-Americans. In both
states, we find that respondents who claim that blacks do not face discrimination (or that they are not harmed by discrimination) are much more supportive of the Confederate battle emblem than are those who acknowledge that discrimination against blacks is real.
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The continued presence of the Confederate flag, as well as of monuments to Confederate leaders, on public grounds will
surely continue to generate tension. Our research offers us unique leverage on a key question that runs through these
debates: whether “Heritage or Hatred” best explains support for these divisive symbols.
On balance, we find that racial prejudice is tightly bound up with white support for Confederate symbols. On the other
hand, we find little support for the “heritage” argument; indeed, in the best test of that argument yet conducted, we find
that knowledge of Civil War history actually correlates with less support for Confederate emblems (using different
measures of “Southern Pride” did not alter the findings).
Very importantly, these relationships remain strong and statistically significant after controlling for a variety of political
and demographic factors, including partisanship and political ideology, education, age, income, and the like.
(Continued on page 14)
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To be very clear, we do not make the claim that racism is the only source of support for Confederate icons; nor that every supporter of those icons is racist. Racial prejudice does explain much of the observed support for the Confederate
flag, however, while Southern heritage appears to explain relatively little.
To put the point a little differently, supporters of Confederate monuments argue that an important reason for them to
stay up is to remind us of our history—but that argument is advanced by people who, on average, know significantly
less about Civil War history than those who favor removing the monuments.
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