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SECTIONALISM RETURNS 

 
This article was originally published on The Abbeville 
Blog on January 29, 2018. 

Recently Michael S. Greve of George Mason University 
Law School wrote an insightful article which contends 
that sectionalism has reared its head again. This new 
sectionalism is dividing the states along the lines of 
economic interests, which also happen to be aligning 
nicely with current ideological and partisan fault lines as 
well. Professor Greve rightly points out that the states 
are in a war to see who can impose the most and the 
highest “rival costs” upon their sister states. Greve 
views this new emergence of sectionalism as hopeful, 
the only way perhaps that one can limit the power of the 
central government in a federal republic. He is further 
encouraged that the new sectionalism is not about “race” 
anymore, though I have a few cousins-in-law in blue 
states who might disagree. Nevertheless, Greve’s article  

 

chronicles well how the limitation on the SALT 
deduction has brought the issue of sectionalism once 
more to the fore. 

My modest addition to Mr. Greve’s piece is to offer a bit 
of historical context to the historical phenomena known 
as sectionalism. As tempting as it is to trace the roots of 
sectionalism back to their colonial beginnings, I will 
limit myself to the current political order outlined by the 
Constitution and altered by the outcome of the War 
Between the States. My contention is that the political 
order set up by the framers of the Constitution and as 
understood by the state ratifying conventions, created an 
arena of conflict whereby states and blocs of states 
sought to use the federal government as bludgeon to 
impose costs upon their rivals and to direct federal 
benefits to themselves. 

As Mel Bradford has made clear in his 
magisterial Original Intentions, the states in the 
ratifying conventions interpreted the Constitution in 
ways unique from each other. Of course, there are those 
who might pooh pooh the state conventions, but let us 
remember it was no less than the alleged “Father of the 
Constitution,” James Madison, who said that the 
meaning of the Constitution must be sought for in the 
state ratifying conventions. If we accept Bradford’s view 
that the different states were each interpreting the 
Constitution in a unique way, then Madison’s assertion 
doesn’t seem helpful. In fact, it seems to be clouding the 
waters, something Madison was good at. But these are 
waters that are cloudy. The champions of Publius, 
hoping to clear these waters, might offer to us 
the Federalist Papers as a definitive and unified 
interpretive key to the Constitution. Lest we forget, 
the Federalist Papers, and all of the assorted anti 
federalist writings were written for primarily local 
contests, Publius using the three-headed pen of 
Alexander Hamilton, John Jay and James Madison 
hoped to sway the crucial ratifying convention in New 
York State in favor of the Constitution, which is to say 
that the debates possessed a state and local character, as 
well as a national character. 
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Indeed, one of the key disagreements between the 
federalists and the anti-federalists was over how great a 
threat the new federal government would be to the 
autonomy of the states and local communities of the 
United States. This was also a debate at the Philadelphia 
Convention. The Virginia Plan was opposed by many 
states with smaller populations who believed their 
interests would be damaged in the new government. 
Underneath the rhetoric of the anti-federalists 
concerning the “people” and “rights” was the local 
context. The “people” meant both the citizens at large 
and the citizens of my state and community, the same 
for rights. The great fear driving the anti-federalists was 
not just that of a federal government on steroids, but a 
federal government on steroids captured by some 
interest or combination of interests using the power of 
that federal government to enrich themselves and raise 
everyone else’s costs. 

During the Philadelphia Convention itself, a number of 
thorny issues and compromises demonstrated the 
legitimacy of anti-federalist concerns. Contra the silly 
things believed today, the three-fifths compromise had 
very little to do with a debate over the humanity of 
African-American slaves and a good deal to do with 
money and power. States with few or no slaves were 
more than happy to insist that slaves were property and 
thus were to be counted fully for taxation, but not for 
representation. Conversely, states with robust slave 
populations wanted the opposite. This was imposing 
costs upon your rival behavior at its best. The three-
fifths compromise was agreed to because it was alleged 
that an African American slave’s labor was only valued 
at three-fifths of a free white man. Where that number 
came from is anyone’s guess, but states in the North 
complained bitterly ever after about the compromise 
giving Southern states over representation in the House 
of Representatives all the way to the eve of the War 
Between the States. They were especially loud in their 
complaints when they weren’t getting what they wanted. 
Slavery did not always divide states along a north/south 
divide. The continuation of the slave trade was a plan 
hatched by New England shippers and low country 
planters from Georgia and South Carolina. Everyone 
else wanted it outlawed, but it was allowed for another 
20 years. 

The simple reality is that independence from Great 
Britain did not wash away long standing sectional 
sectional interests and jealousies, many of which were 
left over and encouraged by the old imperial 
arrangements under Great Britain. Southerners resented 
Northerners who were willing to give up the free 
navigation of the Mississippi River and the right of 
deposit at New Orleans for a commercial treaty with 

Spain.  Pennsylvanians and folks from Massachusetts 
also hoped to secure majorities in the new Congress by 
discouraging Southern settlement of the Mississippi 
Valley. Pennsylvanians wanted their iron industry 
protected by the new federal government and New 
England was hoping for a replacement of their old 
imperial fishing bounties, and the South wanted some 
protections for slavery. When the first Congress met, 
James Madison introduced a bill in the House of 
Representatives for a small five percent tariff to fund the 
operations of the new government. Immediately the 
Pennsylvania delegation demanded a higher protective 
tariff for the protection of their industries in direct 
competition with the British. Funding and assumption 
was another source of sectional conflict. States such as 
North Carolina who paid off their Revolutionary War 
debt were outraged that the federal government 
proposed to assume all state debts from the revolution 
and fund their payment with federal taxes. 
Massachusetts, who had a high war debt, was overjoyed 
upon hearing of Hamilton’s proposal. When it seemed 
the proposal would meet with defeat in the House, John 
Taylor of Caroline was approached by representatives 
from New England who wished to begin negotiations 
over a peaceful breakup of the new Union. 

Imposing costs upon one’s rivals intensified in the 1800s 
with taxation and representation at the core of the 
conflict. During the Missouri Crisis, old jealousies of 
Virginian dominance of the executive branch and old 
fears of Southern dominance of the Congress became 
heightened when Missouri sought to be admitted to the 
Union as a slave state. This prompted a long fight on the 
part of northern states to restrict southern movement into 
the territories by excluding slavery from those 
territories. Historians in recent decades have examined 
this conflict as a primarily a moral one, or a conflict 
between Southern and Northern social orders. I suggest 
that another dimension to this was an attempt by the 
Northern bloc to exclude at least the movement of 
Southern small slave holders, from the western 
territories to gain a marginal advantage in the fight for 
control of the new states. With rise of the Republican 
Party in the 1850s, a powerful sectional party 
representing and pursuing sectional interests, the 
political stakes were enormous. Since large planters not 
making a bee line for Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, 
California or Utah, the exclusion of small slave holders 
from those territories on the verge of becoming states 
afforded a powerful advantage to northern sectional 
interests. Of course, what was at stake was control of the 
presidency, the Congress and eventual control of the 
judiciary — which meant control of the legislative 
agenda and the advancement of sectional interests. By 



 
 
 

the late 1850s, the Republican Party was well on its way 
to achieving these goals. 

The tariff wars of the antebellum were also classic 
examples of imposing costs upon one’s rivals. As one 
Northern book at the time had it, Southern wealth was 
being transferred via tariffs to create Northern profits. 
As much as the heated debates over slavery deeply 
influenced the temper of the time, the reality is that 
secession by the lower South was prompted by the 
victory of the Republicans in the presidential and house 
elections of 1860, the first time a purely sectional party 
was able to pull it off. The first seceding states saw the 
imposition of more burdens and costs in the future, so 
that even a promised amendment to the Constitution 
protecting slavery in perpetuity was not enough to entice 
them back. When President Abraham Lincoln called up 
the militia and militarily occupied the border state of 
Maryland, the fears of the lower South now seem 
justified, so the upper South left the Union too. 

The victory of the federals in the War Between the 
States created a new and more consolidated central 
political authority, and it enhanced the powers of the 
executive branch. This trend would gather steam down 
to our present day. The sectional conflict became muted. 
Eventually the South became the solid South lining up 
with the Democratic Party in most national elections, 
and in nearly all local and statewide elections after 
Reconstruction until more recent times. Indeed, parts of 
the South did not go fully “red” until the early 1990s, 
Maryland never did, and now both Virginia and North 
Carolina are on the edge of turning “blue.” While it is 
tempting to view Jim Crow and segregation as a 
sectional fault line, this is somewhat misleading. The 
South codified what the North had once codified and 
continued to informally practice well into the 20th 
Century. People of short memory forget that the most 
violent riots and confrontations during the Civil Rights 
era occurred in Northern urban areas. What is puzzling 
is that the NAACP never used the decision in Plessy v. 
Ferguson to force Southern states to equalize the 
funding and quality of segregated public facilities. This 
would have imposed an enormous cost on Southern 
states, and most likely Jim Crow would have proven too 
expensive to maintain. While Southern states did use the 
mantra of states’ rights to shield Jim Crow, the reality 
was Jim Crow imposed enormous economic and social 
costs on the South — a bit like shooting oneself in the 
foot. 

So where does that leave sectionalism today? We have a 
funny political situation where the two parties are not 
that far apart ideologically, but the partisanship between 
them is vast and deep. Some of this is structural. Our 
system of single member districts in the House, with 

winner take all elections for the House, Senate and 
presidency encourages high stakes politics and the 
perpetuation of a two-party system now grown 
dysfunctional. Gerrymandering is an art form in the 
United States with North Carolina and Maryland in the 
forefront. The practice of gerrymandering creates 
districts that are deeply partisan and none too fond of 
compromising tendencies in their representatives. Also, 
both sides of the aisle are dug in and doubling down on 
those parts of the status quo that benefit them. And we 
now have an enormously powerful executive branch 
capable of both distributing patronage on a scale that 
would have made even Robert Walpole blush and 
punishing its enemies via the control of the now 
politicized and weaponized intelligence apparatus of the 
federal government. Professor Greve is wise to be 
worried about the corrupting influence of the executive 
branch, and here I do not mean an individual, but the 
institution. My fear is that the new sectionalism may not 
prevail against the continued aggrandizement of 
executive and federal power and influence. I do hope I 
am wrong. 

— John Devanny 

John Devanny holds a Ph.D. in American History from 
the University of South Carolina. He is the Dean of 
Academics at Chelsea Academy and resides in Front 
Royal, Virginia. 

DID YOU KNOW? 
by Beecher Smith  

 
Union Major General George Stoneman, who first heard 

the Yankee Yell at Macon, Georgia 

The Rebel Yell vs. The Yankee Yell 
1. The Rebel Yell 

The Rebel Yell emerged out of the War Between the 
States as one of its most unique and legendary 
phenomena.  Confederate Brig. Gen. Ben McCulloch 
claimed it originated and was first heard during an early 
engagement at Springfield, Missouri: “The incessant roll 
of musketry was deafening and the balls fell thick as hail 
stones, still our men pushed onward and with one wild 



 
 
 

yell, broke upon the enemy, pushing them back and 
strewing the ground with their dead.”    Perhaps the 
best description of it comes from Confederate Col. 
Keller Anderson, who was a member of Kentucky’s 
famous Orphan Brigade and who first heard the yell at 
Chickamauga:  “Then arose that do-or-die expression, 
that maniacal maelstrom of sound; that penetrating, 
rasping, shrieking, blood-curling noise that could be 
heard for miles and whose volume reached the 
heavens—such an expression as never yet came from 
the throats of sane men,  but from men  whom the 
seething blast of an imaginary hell would not check 
while the sound lasted.” 

A New Orleans Times Picayune reporter wrote, 
describing the yell:  

“It paragons description, that yell! How it starts deep 
and ends high, how it rises into three increasing 
crescendos and breaks with a command of battle.” 

Col. J. Harvey Drew of the Ninth Virginia Cavalry 
heard the Rebel Yell so many times that he tried to 
analyze it.  He concluded that it was, “. . .nothing more 
or less than the well-known fox hunter’s yell, prolonged 
on the high note and more continuously repeated.” 

At a Florida convention, of the United Daughters of the 
Confederacy just before the end of the nineteenth 
century, it was decided “to have the Rebel Yell 
preserved for posterity by means of a Victrola record.” 

2.  The Yankee Yell 

It was the same J. Harvey Dew who noted what many 
observers and historians did not: “There was also a 
Federal or Yankee Yell, but it lacked vigor, breadth, 
pitch, and resonance.” 

Pvt. W. W. Gist of the 26th Ohio Regiment disagreed 
with Dew’s opinion when he wrote: “There was a 
Yankee Yell as well as a Rebel Yell, and we always 
thought we put more volume into our yell than did our 
opponents across the works.  To me their voices seemed 
pitched on a higher key than ours.” 

This wail, devised by the enlisted men, surprised and 
amazed their commissioned officers. Near Macon, 
Georgia, Maj. Gen. George Stoneman watched in 
admiration at its first display as his soldiers “dashed 
down upon the enemy’s flank with a yell and with 
sabres flashing.”  Captain W. L. Curry of the First Ohio 
Cavalry stated that at Farmington, Tennessee, men 
“dismounted, raised the Yankee Yell, and charged.” 

Lt. Alfred Pirtle of the Tenth Ohio Regiment wrote that 
when fighting men became sure that a Federal victory 
was imminent at Missionary Ridge, a spontaneous yell 
arose.  Believing their previous defeat had been 

avenged, the Union troops gave a cry that Pirtle 
described as: “such cheering as was never before heard 
from thousands of throats and ‘Chickamauga! 
Chickamauga!’” in thunder tones which followed the 
fleeing foe. 

The late Webb Garrison offers in conclusion to this 
study: “Perhaps the strangest of battlefield sounds made 
by fighting men was neither the Yankee Yell nor the 
Rebel Yell.  Rather it came from throats of men in 
northern Zouave regiments, who, when charging enemy 
lines, liked to shout with all their might: ‘Zou! Zou! 
Zou!’” 

END 
______________________ 

Sources: 
Garrison, Web.  Civil War Curiosities. Nashville: 
Rutledge Hill Press, 1994. 
www.history.com/...Rebel Yell  
en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Rebel Yell   
 
(Editor’s Note: To hear some yells from actual Rebels 
check out - 
https://youtu.be/zjWgE17hSnc) 
 
Mid-South Military History & Civil War 
Show 
December 29, 2017 

Greetings, 

The actions taken by the city of Memphis on December 
20, 2017, in removing the statues of Nathan Bedford 
Forrest, Jefferson Davis and the bust of Captain James 
Harvey Mathis from two city parks has appalled many 
of us as I’m sure it has appalled many of you. It is now 
up to the state of Tennessee to determine whether they 
will enforce state laws and hold the city of Memphis 
responsible for their unethical and unlawful methods 
used to remove these three statues. 

Those of us opposed to the removal of these statures and 
other figures prominent in American History naturally 
want to strike back at those responsible for the 
desecration and removal of these monuments. The Mid-
South Military History & Civil War Show will take 
place March 3 and 4, 2018 at the Agricenter Showplace 
Arena in Memphis which is a building owned by Shelby 
County, Tennessee. Just a half mile away south of the 
Wolf River is the city of Germantown. It is no secret 
that some of the leaders in the movement to remove 
Confederate statues from the Memphis parks would like 
nothing better than to see an end of the South’s oldest 
Military History and Civil War show that is our Mid-



 
 
 

South Military History & Civil War Show that will have 
its 51st edition in 2018. 

It is imperative that those of us who value American 
History and American Military History and would like 
to expand knowledge in these areas turn out to support 
the 2018 Mid-South Military History & Civil War 
Show. A strong show of support is needed to be seen by 
our vendors, our sponsors many of them do business in 
Memphis, our show supporters but most importantly to 
show politicians there is a large number of people 
supporting American History that is active, willing to 
spend money and vote. 

We hope to see you at our 2018 Mid-South Military 
History & Civil War Show on March 3 and 4. 

Respectfully, 

Donald Harrison 
Chairman, 
2018 Mid-South Military History & Civil War Show 

Mid-South Military History & Civil War Show  
Presents 

SWAIN WEALTH PARTNERS SPEAKER 
SERIES 

SATURDAY, MARCH 3, 2018 
10am—Lt. Colonel Cecil Brunson—“Personal 
Experiences in Vietnam.” 

11am—Grady Howell—“Campfires and Battlefields of 
the ‘Mississippi Rifles’ in Mexico 1846-1847.” 

Noon—Ted Alexander—“Battle of Antietam.” 

1pm—Dr. Brandon Beck—“Earl Van Dorn Saves 
Vicksburg…Twice.” 

2pm—Becky Muska—“History of the Forrest 
Monument in Memphis.” 

3pm—Scott Bell—“The Camel Regiment, A History of 
the Bloody 43rd Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, CSA 
1862-65.” 

4:30pm—Music by the 52nd Regimental String Band. 

SUNDAY, MARCH 4, 2018 

Noon—Perry Short—“Stories from Georgia’s Battle of 
Chickamauga” based on his, Generation of Warriors. 

1pm—Colonel Arthur Oliver—“196th Field Artillery in 
WW1, WW2 and Korea.” 

2pm—Andrew Pouncey—“Personal Stories of WW1.” 

Agricenter Showplace Arena, 105 Germantown 
Parkway, Memphis, Tennessee 38018 
 
 

Upcoming Events Calendar 
 

• February 23,24,25 Bankheads 
Battery.  Mississippi Rides at Brice’s 
Crossroads 

• March 3rd & 4th  Mid South Military 
History and Civil War Show 

• Aril 7th Park clean up day at Ft 
Germantown 

• April 8th Shelby County History Festival at 
Hillwood Hall / Davies Manor 

• May 5th. Pleasant Hill Cemetery Memorial 
Service 

 
 
 
The General Robert E. Lee Camp #1640 
Sons of Confederate Veterans 
 
Go to our website: 
http://www.tennessee-scv.org/camp1640/ 
 
Or visit our Facebook pages at: 
https://www.facebook.com/BluffCityGraysMemphis 
http://www.facebook.com/RELeeCamp1640  
https://www.facebook.com/pages/SCV-Memphis-
Brigade-Color-Guard/268457703293353 

 

SCV LIFE MEMBERS ROSTER 
T. Tarry Beasley II            T. Tarry Beasley III  
T Tarry Beasley IV           Winston Blackley              
Eugene Callaway               John Cole                           
W. Kent Daniel Jr.             James Anthony Davis        
Hubert Dellinger Jr., MD   H. Clark Doan                    
Gary Douglas                     Robert Freeman                                    
Eugene Forrester                Donald Harrison                  
Frederick Harrison             Frank Holeman                   
M. Gary Hood                   William P Hunter, Jr.          
Bobby Lessel                     Jerry C. Lunsford                
C. Bruce Lynch                  Frank M. McCroskey          
James Lee McDowell          
Michael Christopher McDowel 
Steve McIntyre                   Arthur Oliver 
Charles Wendell Park         Steve Reason                      
Larry J. Spiller, Jr.              Larry J. Spiller, Sr.             
Osborn Turner, IV              Charles L Vernon               
William C. Wilson



 
 
 

 

 
 
 



 
 
 

 



 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Traveller is the monthly newsletter of: 
The General Robert E. Lee Camp #1640 
Sons of Confederate Veterans 
                    and 
The Mary Custis Lee Chapter,  
Order of the Confederate Rose 
P.O. Box 171251 
Memphis, Tennessee 38187 

Steve M. McIntyre, Editor  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Next Camp Meeting ** February 12, 2018 
Germantown Regional History and Genealogy Center, 7779 Old Poplar Pike, Germantown, TN 

 


