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PREFACE

The foundation of the University of Virginia in 1819, the result
of the perspicacity and pertinacity of Thomas Jefferson, marked a turn-
ing point in the history of American higher education. Breaking with
tradition, Jefferson established a nonsectarian institution in an age when
most schools were church oriented and developed the elective system of
study when most educators forced young scholars into a rigid program
of required study. Soon after its foundation Jefferson's University be-
came the "dominant educational force throughout the South, " while edu-
cators throughout the nation closely observed Jefferson's academic
experiment. 1 |

Th‘is essay 1s an examination of the early faculty of the University
of Virginia, and a delineation and an analysis of faculty concerns during
the seventh through the sixteenth sessions of the University based on
subjects recorded in the minutes of each faculty meeting between Sep-
tember 1830, and July 1840. The study is centered around the life and
carcer of John A. G. Davis, Professor of LLaw during the decade of the
1830's, because in his background, beliefs, and devotion to scholarship

Davis epitomized Jefferson's conception of the University of Virginia

professor.

lCharles F. Thwing, A History of Higher Education in America,
(New York: D. Appleton and Company, 1906), p. 200, 237. John S.
Brubacher and Willis Rudy, Higher Education In Transition, (New York:
Harper and Row Publishers, 1968), p. 152-153.
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"According to the common idea of History's
province, Professor Davis would not be a historical
personage . . . . Thanks to a few great minds,
History's character is undergoing a reformation in
this respect: and whenever she shall have learned
to commemorate the virtues that purify peace, as
well as the stormier ones that fight in the man of
war, her heroes will often be such men as the friend
we are now met to honour. "

Lucian Minor, Esqg. to the Society of
the Alumni, June 29, 1847,

""We were very sociable, often dining and passing
the evening together, and the life which we led,
although seemingly monotonous and devoid of
interest, has no doubt appeared to all, in a retro-
- spect, one of the happiest portions of our lives.'"

George Tucker, on the faculty of the
University of Virginia.

"We have every variety of follies here, in the small
line, from the literary fop, who professes to have
read everything, and whose language is oppressed
under such an affectation of finery as to be almost
unintelligible, to the thoroughly vain man, who can
pride himself in a pretty finger, a fine coat, a pair
of whiskers, a successful jump at the gymnasium,
or a witty saying, with equal self-gratification. "

Robert Dabney, on the students of
the University of Virginia,
February 8, 1841.




THE CAST

On September 1, 1830, the University of Virginia opened for its
seventh session. From late August through September stagecoaches
rumbled into dusty little Charlottesville carrying most of the 133 eager
voung matriculates. The great majority, 111 (82 per cent), were native
Virginians, but two students journeyed from as far as Mississippi to
share in the educational experience at Mr. Jefferson's University:

Nine students were from South Carolina, while two each arrived from
Alabama and North Carolina. Maryland, Louisiana, Kentucky,
Tennessee, Georgia, Pennsylvania and Washington, D. C. each con-
tributed one student to the entering class of 1830.

Most of the matriculates were under twenty, the average stu-
dent was 18.7 years old, and the great majority, eighty, were attending
the University for the first time. Thirty-two students were eighteen
years old in September 1830. The two youngest students were fifteen
years old, while the two oldest were twenty-six. Highty students
(60.2 per cent) matriculated for the first time, thirty-five for the
second, eleven for the £hird, four for the fourth, two for the fifth, while

one student entered for his sixth session at the University.

1A Catalogue of the Officers and Students of the University of
Virginia. Seventh Session, 1830-31. (Charlottesville, Chronicle
Steam Book Printing House, 1880), p. 5-9. University of Virginia.
Matriculation Records, Matriculation Book 1825-1856, Microfilm,
University of Virginia. Ages as of 30 September.




In the course of a decade, as the University established a
national reputation for academic excellence, the composition of the stu-
dent body changed dramatically. In September 1840, total enrollment
increased to 179. While the majority of students, 109, still came from
Virginia, almost 40 per cent of the student body was from out of state.
As expected the Southern states still contributed the greatest number
of matriculates. TFifteen students came from Alabama, fourteen from
South Carolina, eight from Georgia, six from Tennessee and Louisiana,
four from Filorida and North Carolina, and two from Mississippi. The
border state of Kentucky contributed three students, while two each
came from Maryland, Missouri, and Washington, D. C. Representa- ‘
tion of the northern states increased, as Pennsylvania and New York
each contributed one student. Slowly Jefferson's dream, that the
University would be '"a temptation to the youth of other States to come
and drink of the cup of knowledge and fraternize with us," was being
realized. 2

By 1840, the student body was slightly older than the student
body a decade before. Now the average student was 19.2 years old,
although in September there were moie eighteen year olds (thirty-eight)
than any other age group. Thirty-seven of the students were nineteen

years old, thirty-four were twenty years old, and nineteen were

2David M. Culbreth, The University of Virginia - Memories of
Her Student-Life and Professors (New York: The Neale Publishing
Cornpany, 1908), p. 81.




seventeen years old. At the extremes were one fourteen year old boy
and one twenty-seven year old man. Despite increased maturity most
students still remained at the University for only one session. In 1840,
107 students (59. 8 per cent) matriculated for the first time. Forty-
nine students returned for a second session, sixteen for a third, six
for a fourth, while one student returned for a fifth session at the Uni-
versity.

Upon arrival at the University each student went immediately
to the Proctor's office, registered, deposited his money, and received
a room assignment. Students over twenty years old were permitted to
reside outside of the University, if they obtained the faculty's permis-
sion, but most students lived in the dormitories on the Ranges and the
Lawn. After reading the rules of the University each student promised
to '"enter the University with a sincere desire to reap the benefits of |
its instruction and with a determined resolution to conform to its laws."
He then signed the matriculation book, listing his name, birth date,
parent or guérdian and his residence, and the schcols of the University
which he proposed to enter.

Each student was required to deposit funds to cover professors'

3A Catalogue of the Officers and Students of the University of
Virginia. Seventeenth Session, 1840-1841. (Charlottesville: Chronicle
Steam Book Printing House, 1880), p. 5-11, Matriculation Records.
Ages as of 30 September.

4Matricu1ation Records.




fees, use of the library and public rooms, three months board, text-
books and stationary, fuel and candles, a ten dollar damage fee, and a
two per cent Patron's commission. Expenses exclusive of textbooks,
stationary, clothing, pocket money, and medical attention amountec to
236 dollars per student. One hundred and twenty-five dollars covered
board including bed, furniture, washing, and attendance; fuel and
candles plus a five per cent commission cost fifteen dollars; dormitory
rent was eight dollars, if two students shared a room; students pzaid
fifteen dollars for use of the 1ibrary and the public rooms; finally, fees
for three professors totaled seventy-five dollars per session. The
maximum allowance for pocket money was forty dollars per session,
not including a one hundred dollar clothing allowance. o

When classes began, students settled into a regimented exis-
~tence regulated by the University clock and the laws of the University.
Writing to his wife shortly after his arrival at the University, Profes-
sor Magill noted, ""All our movements are regulated by the University
clock - we move like clockwork. At break of day the bell rings to
rouse the student from his slumbers, and at every subsequent hour it

sounds summoning the professors to their different classes. One has

5Catalogue of the Officers and Students of the University of
Virginia. Session of 1836-37. (Charlottesville: Tompkins & Noel,
1837), p. 19-20.




. . 6
no excuse for not being methodical here. "

Living in small, poorly ventilated dormitories, dining in hotels
(boarding houses) notorious for unpalatable meals, and having few |
opportunities for relaxing diversions within the University or in the
neighboring hamlet of Charlottesville, the students' daily existence left
razch to be desired. '"This day as monotonous as any other day in

college, "

Charles Ellis, Jr. complained in his diary in March 1835,
adding on another occasion ''a walk in the evening, the only variation
of usual monotony. n Unquestionably the monotony of life in the isola- -
ted University accounted for many student pranks and trivial violations
of the regulations. But the serious student, who persevered to attain
a degree, probably welcomed the absence of distraction.

Requirements for a degree at the University in its early years
were demanding. Honors ranging from a Certificate of Proficiency in
a class to the Master of Arts of the University of Virginia degree

ensured that most diligence would be recognized and rewarded. The

Certificate of Proficiency was awarded to those who demonstrated

61\’Iary Tucker Magill, "Doctor Alfred Thurston Magill - A Memo-
rial Sketch By His Daughter,'" The Alumni Bulletin of the University of
Virginia, IV (May & Nov., 1897), 811,

7Diary of Charles Ellis, Jr., March 10-June 25, 1835, entries
for March 13 and March 16, University of Virginia. According to
Schele de Vere's Semi-Centinnial Catalogue, Charles Ellis, Jr. was
born in 1817, attended the University during the sessions of 1834 and
1835, and became a merchant and President of the Richmond and
Petersburg Railroad.




" competent acquaintance with any of those particular branches which

. may be separately attended in a School.' To each student who
passed every class in a particular school the faculty awarded a diploma,
recognizing him a graduate of the school with "proficiency in the

" The highest distinction available to

general studies of that school.
students was the Master of Arts degree. This the faculty awarded only
to the industrious few who graduated from the Schools of Ancient Lan-
guages, Mathematics, Natural Philosophy, Chemistry, Moral Philo-
sophy, and in any two modern 1anguages. In addition these students
had to prepare an essay demonstrating that they could "write the English
language correctly. ”,8
Presiding overj the institution, guiding students, conferring
degrees and Cultivavting the public image of the institution were the mem-
bers of the faculty of the University. Dufing the decade 183.0-~40, the
faculty was young, enthusiastic, and predominately native born. Three
of the eight original faculty members had resigned by September 1830,
and a young American professor had replaced each one. Tipitomizing

the new professors was the Virginian, John A. G. Davis whose profes-

sorial career spanned the decade of the 1830's.

8Catalogue, 1836-37., p. 18. The conception of schools and
classes perhaps needs clarification. A School was the equivalent of our
department. Classes were the equivalent of our courses. Students
referred to all the classes in a School as a ''ticket.'' Thus a student
enrolled in the School of Ancient Languages might say, '"I'm taking old
Gess's [Gessner Harrison's] ticket this session. "




John A. G. Davis was born into the prosperous family of Staige
and Elizabeth Gardner Davis in Middlesex County on March 5, 1802.
Staige Davis, merchant and farmer in Urbanna, retired to his estate,
"Prospect Hill, " when John was six years old. There Davis experi-
enced a pleasant childhood, romping over the grounds of "Prospect
711" with his eighi brothers and sisters, fishing and digging oysters
in the Rappahannock, visiting his father's other farm, the ''Plantation, "
eleven miles from 'Prospect Hill, " and studying at home with four
older sisters.

In 1818, Davis enrolled in the College of William and Mary.
At first he disliked Williamsburg, finding the people proud and stuffy

1

and the buildings, "tottering with age.'' But dislike for his surroundings
did not hinder Davis's success in the College, where he impressed
everyone with his diligence and disciplined devotion to study. The

President of William and Mary, Dr. Smith, 'is said to have pronounced

him likely to be the most distinguished man of his time in Virginia. n10

91\/Irs. Catherine Watson's '"Reminiscences of the Davis Family, "
Terrell-Carr Family Papers, University of Virginia. Mrs. Watson
was a younger sister. His older sisters were Mrs. Louise Mclntire,
Mrs. Marie G. Braxton, Lucy Macon Davis, and Elizabeth Davis. Be-
sides Catherine, his younger siblings were George S. and James Henry
Davis, and Martha Macon Davis who married John B. Minor, a later
resident of Pavilion X.

loLetter, John A. G. Davis to Mrs. Louise Davis Mclintire, April
5, 1818, Davis Family Papers, University of Virginia. Lucian Minor,
Discourse Cn The Life and Character of The J.ate John A. G. Davis,
(Richmond: Sheperd & Colin., 1847), p. 8. Lucian Minor, brother of
John B. Minor, was a prosecuting attorney at the trial of Davis's slayer.

-7-




While in Williamsburg Davis fell in love with Mary Jane Terrell,
a great niece of Thomas Jefferson. Mary Jane, the youngest daughter
of Richard Terrell, a Kentucky lawyer and land speculator, and Lucy
Carr, the daughter of Martha Jefferson Carr, was born on March 25,
1803, at Oxmoor near Louisville, Having lost both parents as an infant,
Mary Jane returncd to Albemarle County and lived with her maternal
grandmother. When Mrs. Carr's health failed, Mary Jane went to
Williamsburg and lived with her Aunt Jéne Cary. At the Cary house in
Williamsburg she met and married John A. G. Davis in 1821, 11

Before the wedding Davis's mother died, and after the ceremony
he returned to '"Prospect Hill"' to manage the estate and care for his
younger brothers and sisters. Shortly after his reiurn to '"Prospect
Hill" a prominent Middlesex attorney, a Mr. Baxter, moved to Rich-
mond, turning over his entire local practice to the fortunate Davis.
Though not as knowledgeable of the law as he desired to be, Davis
sought his license and was admitted to the bar. 12 In that same year,
1822, his first son, IKugene, was born.

In 1823, disappointed with his law practice in Middlesex County,

the ambitious young Davis resolved to move to a more lucrative location.

11Recollec’cions of Miss Lucy Minor Davis, p. 1, Fishburne
Family Papers, University of Virginia.
lzLetter, John A. G. Davis to Dabney C. Terrell, January 26,
1822, Terrell Family Papers, University of Virginia.




"To one of my profession, ' he reasoncd, '"wealth or eminence or both,
are or ought to be the objects in view, - unless one or the other can be
. L .13 : : :

attained it is needless to pursue the profession. In the spring of

1824, he travelled through West Virginia, Kentucky, and Tennessce

but found no town to his liking.

During his western journey his family stayed with Mary Jane's
relatives at ''Carrsbrook'' in Albemarle County, where the Davis's
second son, John Staige, was born. His wife maintained contact with
Albemarle society and during a summer trip to ''the up-country, "
Davis was in’;roduced to the community. Impressed with the region's
potential for future development and the condition of the local bar, he
decided to move permanently to Charlottesville. That winter the family
stayed at "Carrsbrook' and in 1825, moved into 2 frame house, "The
Corner, ' on East ITigh Street in Charlottesville. A short time later he
purchased the 1,020 acre Nicholas Meriwether farm in the county about
one-half mile east of CharlottéSVille. While settling into the communi-
ty Davis, resolved 'to make myself a lawyer and spare no labor nor

!

exertion doing so.' To this end he attended lectures at the University

in 1825. Nevertheless his progress at the bar was slow. 14

13
Letter, John A. G. Davis to Dabney C. Terrell, December 12,
1823, Terrell Family Papers.

: 14Recollections of Miss Lucy Minor Davis, p. 2. Mary Rawlings,
Ante-Bellum Albemarle, (Charlottesville: Michie Co., 1935), p. 50.
Ietter, John A. G. Davis to Dabney C. Terrell, February 9, 1825,
Terrell Family Papers. Minor, .Disciourse, p. 10.

-9-




Undaunted by iz mnoager legal practice, Davis delved into &
variety of business aciivities. In July, 1827, with Thomas W. Giimer

- the local newspaper, the Central Gazette, renaming i7 ine

Tirginiz Adnrzze. When Gilmer sold out in March, 1828, Davis con-

:Tli2n the paper with Nicholas P. Trist, until November,

2713 22 Trist sold the publication to Frank Carr and Jefferson

12 . L o
Clirg T-= saver espoused Jefferson's strict constructionist prin-
cisles, wiich 2zvis upheld throughout his life.

As the husband of Mr. Jeiferson's great-niece Davis maintzined
2 zincere ailzction for the elder statesman. In 1826 he lobbied in Rich-

zzrson's lottery, attempting to influence delegates from

]
)
5

§
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Q
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[
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counties in fcutheast Virginia to support the lottery. Two years later,
in 1528, h= combined with Jefferscn Clark and T. J. Randolph to print
Mr. Jeifz2rzons's papers. 16

Iz =Zdition to professional responsibilities as lewyer and publi-
sher Jorn A. G, Davis epitomized the Albemarle agrarian ideal. In

1828 on e ILewis tract he began construction of "The Farm, "a red

bricsz :mznzion based on Jefferson's design for the Randolph home at

~-10-




Edgehill. Living in "The Cid Farm, " he cultivated his rich bottom land
with a wide variety of crops. Years later, though one of the busiest
faculty mmembers at the University, he still found time to return ofien
. 1" 1117
to the solace and serenity of The Farm.
Always the devoted father and family man Davis lavished much
‘ime and affectionzte attention on his seven children. At "The Farm"
Mrs. Davis gave birth to two more sons, Dabney Carr Terrell and
Richard Terrell, while later at the University three daughters,
Caryetta, Elizabeth Gardner, and Lucy Minor were born. ‘Ambling
over the Albemarle countryside and later the Grounds of the University,
the children experienced a wholesome development during their forma-
tive years. When the Davises moved to the University, students always
. . . 18
boarded with them, tutoring the Davis boys.
A gentleman as well as a scholar, Davis mingled easily with the

Albernarle aristocracy. Entries mentioning evenings spent with the

Carr's of Dunlora, the Randolph's of Fdgehill, the Trist's of Monticello,

17}_%awlings, Ante-Bellum Albemarle, p. 50. Intries by Davis in
the 1828 Franklin Almanac, a farmer's diary, list framepeas, oats,
Charleston peas, asparagus, eggplant, tomatoes, cabbage, Washington
peas, clover, rye, turnip beets, Dutch Brown lettuce, snapgreens, long
bloody beets, spinach, celery, buttersea cabbage, Portugal onions,
sweet potatoes, corn, simblings, white mustard, carrots, limas, cu-
cumbers, and radishes as crops grown on the farm. Minor, Discourse,
p. 18.

Recollections of Miss Lucy Minor Davis, p. 4. Dabney was
born in 1826, Richard in 1830, Caryetta in 1832, Ilizabeth in 1835, and
Lucy Minor in 1840. Another son, Richard Terrell, was born in 1828,
but lived only a few days.

-11-




and faculty members of the University fill his Franklin Almanac for 1828.

Impressed by his probily, sobriety, and diligence, these people were in-
strumental in advancing his career.

In 1829 Davis served as Secretary of the Board of Visitors. Cne
vzzar later that body appointed him Professor of L.aw to fill the chair
vacated by Judge John T. I.omax. When the Board of Visitors made the
appointment a cry went up, according to LLucian Minor, that Davis was
"too young - too little known - some eminent jurist should have been
chosen, whose name would at once have given eclat to the school. " The
product of one year's application of his diligence and legal acumen soon
silenced those who doubted the capability and capacity of youth. 19

As Professor of Law Davis was singularly successful. Despite
his work load as a professor and chairman of the faculty during the
twelfth, thirteenth, and sixteenth sessions, and part of the seventeenth
session, Davis kept up a voluminous correspondence with his former

pupils, assisting them with practical problems of the law. He also pub-

lished two books, A Treatise On Criminal Law and a Guide for Justices

of the Peace, based on his own experience as an Albemarle magistrate

in 1835. At the time of his tragic death in 1840, Robert Dabney wrote,

"the law school was, all things considered, the most flourishing in tha

19I\/Iinor, Discourse, p. 12.

-19-




institution. ' 0 A. L. Pickens, a law student, expressed his satisfaction

with Professor Davis when he wrote his father in 1838,

I am so much pleased with our professor, Mr.
Davis. He seems to be well qualified for the
station which he fills - is polite and affable to
his cliass, yet with sufficient promptitude and
firmness, to show that he is not to be trifled
with. As far as T have had intelligence, he is
mucih iiked and is, I believe, geunerally consi-
dered the best professor here.

Davis's popularity with the student body, the product of an extremely
amiable and charitable personality, would intensify the tragedy of his
violent death. 'Ever vigilant of student welfare Professor Davis did not
hesitate to bring sick students into his own home, where his wife and ser-
vants cared for them. As Robert Dabney concluded alter the shooting on
the Lawn in 1840, which resulted in Professor Davis's untimely death,

As to his amiability, kindness, and good prin-
ciples there was but one opinion. He was the
only one of the professors who established the
right sort of intercourse, and feeling between
himself and his class and his wife was the only
one of them that took pains to endear herself
to the students . . . . If the other professors
and their families had been in the habit of
imitating this example, these disgraceful riots
would not occur.

201\/Iinor, Discourse, p. 18. Letter, Robert L.. Dabney to Mother,
December 7, 1840, Dabney Family Papers, University of Virginia.

2

o

lLetter, A. L. Pickens to Col. Samuel Pickens, January 5, 1838,
University of Virginia,

22Letter, Robert L. Dabney to Brother, December 7, 1840.

-13-




During the decade 1830-40, an average of forty-eight students per
session enrolled in the Law School, and fees for the period 1835-37,
averaged $2, 121. 66, Divided into two classes, the law Schcol offered
courses in government as well as professional law. In the junior class

students studied iniernational law, the science of government, constitu-

o

1law, and elementary jurisprudence. Students in the senior class
were ''exclusively occupied with the study of the theory and practice of the
law as a profession.'' To entice prospective students, an early course
description noted that, in addition to lectures, students benefited from
activities in the L.aw Society sponsored by the Professor of Law. Pro-
spective law students were also advised that they had at their disposal the
use of the library of the University, "the Law department of which is large
and valuable.! Attesting to John A. G. Davis's professional ability and
legal acumen was the phenomenal increase in the size of the Liaw School
between 1830 and 1840. When Davis assumed the professorship in 1830,
the class consisted of seventeen students. At the end of the decade seven-
ty-two students were enrolled in the School of LLaw, an increase of almost
425 per cent over a ten year period. 23

When John A. G. Davis joined the faculty of the University of

Virginia in July, 1830, five of the eight original professors, handpicked

23Philip Alexander Bruce, History of the University of Virginia 1819-
1819, (5 Vols. ; New York: The Macmillan Company, 1921), II, p. 182.
Catalogue of the Officers and Students of the University of Virginia. Session
of 1841-42, (Charlottesville: James Alexander, Printer, 1842), p. 2.
Catalogue. Session of 1836-37. p. 16-17.

-14-~




by Thomas Jefferson or Jefferson's agents, remained at the University.
Francis Gilmer had recruited three of these men, Charles Bonnycastle,
George Blaetterman, and Robley Dunglison, from England, while
Jefferson and the Visitors had enticed George Tucker and John Emmet
to the Universityv. 1In 1830, the faculty also included three later zvpoin-
tees, Robert Paiterson, Thomas Johnson, and Gessner Ilarrison.
Robley Dunglison, Professor of Physiology, Medicine, Obstetrics,
ane Medical Jurisprudence, had held that position since the University's
first session in 1825. Born January 4, 1798, in Keswick, a town in
Cumberland, England, Dunglison was originally trained as a merchant
to take charge of family planting interests overseas. Attracted to medi-
cine, he abandoned his first profession and studied with doctors in Kes-
wick, London, Edinburgh, and Paris. Graduating from the University
of Erlangen in Bavaria, Dunglison returned to England where he specia-
lized in obstetrics. 1In the fall of 1824, he was contacted by Francis
Gilmer who offered him the Professorship of Medicine at the University
of Virginia, Dunglison accepted and served creditably in that position
until 1833, when he resigned to accept a professorship at the University
of Maryland. An active participant in faculty meetings during the first
six sessions of the University, Dunglison was elected chairman three

times between 1825 and 1830. HHis medical acumen and devotion in the

face of hardship carried the University through an epidemic of typhoid

-15-




fever in 1829. 24

Dunglison's replacement in 1833, Alfred Thurston Magill was born
in Winchester, Virginia on December 10, 1804. Magill studied medicine
in Philadelphia and practiced in Winchester. A popular lecturer, Magill
was forced by ill health to resign after four years at the University., R. E.
Griifith replaced Magill, but served only two years as Professor of Meadi-
cine. His successor was Henry Howard a former professor of medicine
at the University of Maryland. Howard, born in Frederick, Maryland
and trained 11;1 Philadelphia, had engaged in private practice for twenty-
four years before he accepted the position at Maryland. 25

During the decade 1830-40, the School of Medicine was the smali-
est school in the University, averaging only forty-two students per session.
The professor's salary from student fees averaged a modest 1,114 dol-
lars during the three year period from 1835-37. The Professor of Medi-
cine lectured on the theory and practice of medicine, obstetrics, and
medical jurisprudence. A list of course offerings in 1836, indicated that
_”a full course of lectures in medicine in the University is equal to a full

1

course in Philadelphia and Baltimore schools. ' In addition the Univer-

sity's School of Medicine had an ""advantage over the other Medical Schools

24Robley Dunglison Paperscripts, University of Virginia. Paul B.
Barringer, James M. Garnett, Rosewell Page, eds., University of
Virginia Its History, Influence, Eqguipment, and Characteristics, (2 Vols. ;
New York: Lewis Publishing Company, 1904), I, p. 347.

25Bruce, The University of Virginia, II, p. 175.

-16-




in the United States in having a session of more than ten months instead

of about four. "'28

Beginning in the third session the Professor of Medicine vas

(@8]

assisted by a Demonstrator of Anatomy and Surgery. In Septembar 1332,
the Demonstrator was elevated to the position of full professor. Thomas
Johnson served in this position from its creation until the eleventh ses-
sion in September 1834, when he was succeeded by Augustus L. Warner.
In September 1837, James L. Cabell, one of the University's first
graduates with the Master of Arts degree, assumed the position. The
University boasted an ""extensive museum' accompanying this school.
Like the Professor of Medicine, the Professor of Anatomy occupied one
of the least lucrative positions in the University. Average attendance in
the school from 1830-40, was forty-five students per session, while fees
for the pericd 1835-37 averaged 1, 365 dollars per year. 21
During the seventh and eighth sessions of the University Robert
Maskell Paiterson, Professor of Natural Philosophy, was chairman of
the faculty. Born March 23, 1787, Patterson, the son of the Professor
of Math and Natural Philosophy at the University of Pennsylvania, re-

ceived a Master of Arts degree from that institution in 1804. Four years

later he received a Doctor of Medicine degree, then traveled to Europe

6
Catelogue, 1836-37, p. 15-16. Bruce, University of Virginia, II
p. 182,

27Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 175, 182. Catalogue, 1836-
37, p. 16.
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for further study. Upon his return to the United States Patterson was
named Professor of Medicine then Professor of Natural Philosophy and
Chemistry at the University of Pennsylvania. Ifollowing a reshufiling
of the faculty at the University of Virginia in 1828, Patterson was ap-
pointed Professor of Natural Philosophy. He was quite popular with the
students, who enjoyed his evening dinner parties which helped relieve the
monotony of collisge existence. After being named Director of the U. S.
Mint in 1835, Patterson resigned his position at the University. 28
Patterson's successor, William Barton Rogers, was also a native
of Philadelphia. Born December 7, 1804, Rogers studied at William and
Mary, taught in Baltimore, and lectured at Maryland Institute. In 1823,
the twenty-four year old Rogers succeeded his father as a professor at
William and Mary and eight years later succeeded Patterson at the Uni-
versity of Virginia. Undoubtedly the foremost geologist in the state of
Virginia, Rogers was actively involved in geological surveys while at the
University. An eloquent speaker with a flair for the dramatic, Rogers
always filled his classroom. In 1853, Rogers left the University and went
to Massachusetts where he participated in the founding of the Massachu-
setts Institute of Technology. There on May 30, 1882, Rogers 'died in

action' handing diplomas to graduates of MIT. 29

8Barr1nger, University of Virginia, I, p. 349. Bruce, University
f Virginia, II, p. 163-164.

Of V1rginia,

29Harry Clemons, Notes on the Professors for Whom the University
of Virginia Halls and Residence Houses Are Named, (Charlottesville:
University of Virginia Press, 1961), p. 119-123,
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According to an early catalogue the School of Natural Philosophy
was cquipped with a ''very complete apparatus' and "an observatory with
its appropriate astronomical instruments.'' The first class, or junior

"experimental and graphical”

class as it was called, concentrated on
demonstrations. The senior class studied mechanics, hydrodynamics,
oneumesatics, accoustics, heat, electricity, magnetism, electro-magnetism,
optics and astronomy. Attached to the School of Natural Philosophy was
a School of Civil Engineering taught jointly by the Professors of Math and
Natural Philosophy. Included in this course were lectures on surveying,
railroad, canal, and bridge construction, analysis of the steam engine,
and mechanical drawing. A most utilitarian school, Natural Philosophy
was well attended, averaging ninety students per session during the
decade of the eighteen-thirties. Fees netted the Professor an average of
$2,404, 10 during the period 1835-37. 39

George Tucker, Professor of Moral Philosophy, was chairman
of the faculty during the first session of the University and again during
the ninth session from 1832-33. The oldest and most distinguished mem-
ber of the faculty, Tucker had served three terms in the United States
Congress, when Jefferson persuaded him to accept a professorship at
the University of Virginia. Born August 20, 1775, in Bermuda, Tucker

moved to Virginia and graduated from the College of William and Mary.

3OCatalogue, 1836-37, p. 14. Bruce, University of Virginia, II,
p. 182.
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A novelist, poet, and esszyist, he was the most prolific writer on the
faculty. Urbane and erudite, Tucker was described as ''the most popu-
lar of all the professors . . . the fountains of whose geniality never ran
dry, and who never failed to delight with his keen sense of humor, his

inexhaustible fund of anecdotes, and his racy information on every sub-

+ 1 X . : . 1131
>t that arose in conversation.

@]

je

Dealing with the most abstract subjects taught at the University,
the School of Moral Philosophy was one of the smallest schools in the
institution. During the decade 1830-40, an average of fifty-nine students
per session enrolled in the school, and between 1835-37, tuition fees
averaged 1,395 dollars per session. The school was divided into two
classes, the junior class studying rhetoric, belles lettres, logic and
ethics and the senior class, studying moral philosophy and political
economy. 32

From 1833 to 1835, during the tenth and eleventh sessions of the
University, Charles Bonnycastle, Professor of Math, presided over the
faculty. Born in Woolwich, England in 1792, Bonnycastle, the son of
the Professor of Math at the Royal Military Academy in Woolwich,

received his higher education at that institution. Contacted by Francis

31Clemons, Notes on Professors, p. 133. Bruce, University of

Virginia, II, p. 19-24. ''George Tucker,'' The Alumni Bulletin of the
University of Virginia, VII (May, 1900), p. 11-14.

32 Catalosue, 1836-37, p. 16. Bruce, University of Virginia, II,
b, 182,
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Gilmer in 1825, Bonnycastle accepted the Professorship of Natural Philo-
sophy, becoming Professor of Math when Thomas Key resigned to return
to England in 1828. Noted for his ""quiet and taciturn disposition, "
Bonnycastle was so shy, that he had "been known to climb a fence and to
walk in the mud to avoid passing a student on the walk. 133

The Professor of Mathematics possessed the most lucrative posi-
tion in the University, During the decade 1830-40, an average of 103
students per session entered the school. Tuition fees for the period
1835-37, averaged a very profitable $3,201. 33 per year. The course
was divided into five classes to be completed in two years. During the
junior ycar students learned arithmetic, algebra, geometry, trigino-
metry and differential calculus. Seniors studied differential and integral
calculus, and a class in mixed mathematics was offered for advanced
students. 34

From 1837 to 1839, during the fourteenth and fifteenth sessions
of the University, Gessner Harrison, Professor of Ancient Languages,
served as chairman of the faculty. A member of the first entering class
in 1825, Harrison was one of the first three graduates in Greek and

Medicine, When George Long, the first Professor of Ancient Languages,

33Clemons, Notes on Professors, p. 7-8. Barringer, University
of Virginia, I, p. 346-347. ''Charles Bonnycastle, " The Alumni Bulle:in
of the University of Virginia, VI (February, 1900), p. 107.

34Ca’calogue, 1836-37, p. 13-14. Bruce, University of Virginia, II,
p. 182. '
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resigned in 1828, he recommended that Harrison, one of his best students,.
be named to replace him. The Visitors acceded to his request and named
the twenty-one year old native of larrisonburg to the position. Two years
later he married a daughter of his former professor, now fellow faculiz
member, George Tucker. Harrison, only twenty-one at the time cf his
appointment, retzined his position for thirty-one years, retiring in 1859
10 open a college nreparatory school.

Harrison's professorship epitomized Jefferson's conception of the
University's role in educating the youth of Virginia. Not only was Harri-
son a graduate of the University, but his students upon graduation estab-
lished preparatory schools throughout the state. Years later Harrison
remarked that the students of his former pupils were extremely well pre-
pared, when they entered the School of Ancient Languages.

The School of Ancient Languages averaged sixty-nine students per
session dﬁring the decade 1830-40. For the three year period 1835-37,
the professor's fees averaged 4, 031 dollars per year. The school was
divided into Greek, Latin, and Hebrew classes. I[n junior Latin the stu-
dents read Horace, Cicero, and Caesar, while seniors read Juvenal,
Livy, and Tacitus. The junior Greek class read Xenophon, Euripides

or Aeschylus, and Heroditus. Seniors read Ituripides, Sophocles,

Thucydides, and Homer. Additional lecture hours were established for

Q
KT . - . .
"Sizetch of Gessner Harrison, ' Gessner Harrison Papers, Uni-

versity of Virginia. Clemons, Notes on Professors, p. 51. Barringer,
University of Virginia, I, p. 344-351.
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lectures on the history and geography of ancient civilizations.
John P. Emmet, Professor of Chemistry and Materia Medica,
was one of two original faculty members who never served a session 23

chairman of the faculty. Born in Dublin, Ireland in 1797, Emmet, ihe

wnen he was eignt years old. Emmet attended West Point where he
cserved as an assistant math instructor. After poor health forced him tie
rzsign, Emrnet studied medicine in New York then moved to Seuth Caro-
lina, where he practiced medicine and lectured in Chemistry. His lec-
tures attracted the attention of the Board of Visitors, and he was offered
the Professorship of Chemistry which he accepted. An habitual experi-
menter, Emmet was one of the first county residents to attempt grape
growing and tne cultivation of the silk worm. After two years at the Uni-
versity Emmet married George Tucker's niece, Mary Byrd Tucker. At

the end of the eighteenth session in July 1842, Emmet took a leave of

absence to recuperate from an illness. FHe never returned and died

The School of Chemistry and Materia Medica was well attended

during the decade 1830-40, averaging eighty-seven students per session.

36Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 182. Catalogue, 1836-37,
p. 11-13, '

37George Tucker, Memoir of the Life and Character of John P,
Emmet, M.D. Professor of Chemistry and Materia Medica in the Uni-
versity of Virginia, (Philadelphia: C. Sherman Printer, 1845), p. 4-
25. Barringer, University of Virginia, I, p. 345-346.
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During the period 18635~ tne professer's fees averaged $3, 016. 66 per
vear. The chemistry class met twice a week, and topics concerned 'ell
the important applications'' of the science to mechanical arts, agriculiure,
=nnd domestic economy. The class of materia medica and pharmacy met
or:ze a week and included instruction on the operations of the pharmzcy,
phzrmaceutical sreparations, and classification of materia medica. An
early catalogue noged that the School contained "a very extensive appara-
tus and laborators, 'S8
Besides Emmet, George Blaetterman, Professor of Modern Lan-
guzges, was the only other original faculty member never to serve a term
as chairman., Born in Germany, Blaetterman moved to England where he
attained an excellient reputation as a professor of modern languages.
Though a highly knowledgeable man, Blaefterman was an eccentric
character who had difficulty interrelating with both faculty and students.
Charles Ellis, Jr. confided in his diary that Blaetterman's class was a
farce, and student testimony before the faculty indicates that the School
was generally less orderly than the other Schools in the University. On
one occasion Blaetterman was physically assaulted during his lecture by
an irate student, while on another occasion a group of students, throwing

pieces of shot, disrupted the lecture. In 1838, students unsuccessfully

petitioned to have Blaetterman removed from his position. In September

8Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 182. Catalogue, 1836-37,

p. 15.
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1840, the Visitors discharged Blaetierman, after John A. G. Davis, chair-
man of the faculty, informed them that Blaetterman had publicly beaien
his wife. 39

Enrollment in the School of Modern Languages averaged fifiv-

2ven students per session during the decade 1830-40, while the profzz-

o

SO I,
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es averazed $1,640. 66, during the period 1835- 37 Assisted oy

o
hes

0

European tutors, aetterman taught French, Spanish, Italian, German,
and English, If siudents desired, he was prepared to teach Danish,
Swedish, Dutch, and Portugese. Tests for the course consisted of the
main classics in each language. Blaetterman lectured twice a week on
the literature of ezch language and offered additional lectures on modern

history and political relations. 40

This was the faculty that guided the University through the deczade
of the 1830's, Weathering epidemics, student unrest, and public apathy,
they laid the cornerstone for the University's continued success through-
out the years o come. In the early months of the seventeenth session the

University lest three of the six professors who had labored through the

(New York: The Neale Publishing Company, 1906), p. 96-97. Bruce,
Universitv of Virginia, II, p, 157-160. Diary of Charles Ellis, Jr.,
entry March 12, 1335. University of Virginia, Minutes of Meeting of
Rector and Board of Visitors, meeting of September 14, 1840,

39 Jonn 5. Patton, Jefferson, Cabell and the University of Virsinia
o NI -

40
p. 13.

Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 182. Catalogue, 1836-37,




entire decade of the thirties, George Blaetterman Jeft on September 14,
1840, ingloriously discharged by the Board of Visitors. On October 31,
disease claimed Charles Bonnycastle's life. A fortnight later John A. G.
Davis lay slowly dying from a mortal gunshot wound. Two years lzier in
Emmet resiganed, and three years after that the venerable Tucker,

- ~

st of the originz: members of the faculty, retired after twenty-on=

vears of devoted service to the University. It was Tucker who best sum-
marized faculty feeling for their shared experiences at the University,
when he reminisced, '""We were very sociable, often dining and passing
the evening together, and the life which we led, although seemingly mono-
tonous and devoid of interest, has no doubt appeared to all, in a retro-

. . . 41
spect, one of the happiest portions of our lives."

4
J”George Tucker, " The Alumni Rulletin, VII (May, 1900), p. 12,




ANALYSIS OF THE MINUTES OF TIHE
MEETINGS OrF THE FACULTY, 1830-40

From the beginning of the seventh session of the Universiiy of
Virginia in September 1830, to the end of the eighteenth session in July
2240, the secreiary of the faculty of the University of Virginia recordzd
tne minutes to 345 meetfings or an average of almost thirty-five meat-
ings per year. During this ten year period Charles Bonnycastle, as
chairman of the faculty, convoked the greatest number of meetings in a
single session, forty-eight, during the tenth session 1833-34, while
Robert Patterson presided over the fewest number of meetings in a single
session, twenty-five, during the seventh session 1830-31. The busiest
menths for the faculty as a body were February, averaging 3.8 meetiings
during the decade, November and April averaging 3.7 meetings, and
September, averaging 3.6 meetings. The busiest single month was July
1833, when the chairman called seven meetings. There were no meet-
ings in August during the ten year period.

The raculty usually convened in the late afternoon between three
and five o'clock. This insured maximum attendance, since most of the
Professors completed lectures by 4:30 in the afternoon. The faculty
usually gathered in a lecture room of the Rotunda, the library, or Pavi-
licn VII. When meetings became prolonged or tedious, they would occa-
sionally adjourn and rcconvene later in the evening in one of the profes-
sor's homes.

Since there were nine members of the faculty, a quorum of five
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was necessary to conduct business. According to the minutes, lack of a
quorum caused the cancellation of only ten meetings during the decade.
Thus the majority of the members responded promptly when the chairman
called a meeting. Occasionally after a quorum convened, one or two
other members tardily appeared.

The chairman presided over the meeting, usuaibrintroducing
matters of administrative concern and regulating debates. (To expedite
the business of the meetings the faculty, at the second meeting in 1825,
astutely authorized the chairman to "put a stop to conversation across
the table and . . . direct the members to speak in rotation, commencing
where he may please. ”1) When voting on a resolution offered by a mem-
ber, the chairman's vote counted twice. If the chairman was unable to
attend a meeting, the faculty elected a chairman pro tempore from their
number.

Since the faculty convened at the end of a long day, which for
most members began at sunrise and consisted of from one and one half
to three and one half hours of lecturing plus additional hours of lecture
preparation and assisting students, the meetings at times degeneréted
to a social hour, as the members relaxed after a strenuous day of lectur-
ing and professorial duties. At one meeting Professor Emmet felt "'com-

pelled to observe . . . that he repeatedly and in vain requested, that the

1University of Virginia, Minutes of Meetings of the Faculty, meet-
ing of April 13, 1825.
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meeting be called to order (tne conversztion of members being general

and not addressed to the chair) . "

Despite his efforts to redirect the
attention of the members to the business at hand 'indulgences in private
conversation' continued. Therefore the irritated Emmet ""withdrew be-
czuse his health would not permit him to endure the excessive cold of
ine Faculty room: Zor the sake of a jest or two. "2
On another occasion the meeting was "interrupted by the iniru-
sion of a drunken vagabond into the room.'" Three students had grabbed
the janitor, Dr. Smith, whose duty it was to stand guard at the door dur-
ing the faculty meetings, and convinced the drunk to saunter into the
meeting. After the intruder was dismissed, the faculty called for tne
three students and reprimanded them. 3
Sometimes personality conflicts accentuated by the intimacy of
the academical village erupted in outbursts of temper during the meet-
ings. William Wertenbaker, the secretary, relates that at one mecting
in the early days Thomas Key, the first Professor of Mathematics, be-
came incensed with Professor Blaetterman and kicked at him ''under

1"

the faculty table,'  causing Blaetterman to snicker that Key, "kicked

A
- "
like an ass. "'~

>

ZUniversity of Virginia, Minutes of Meetings of the Faculty, meet-
ing of February 3, 1832.
Ibid, meeting of April 25, 1837.

4Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 34.
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Despite such diversions and digressions the faculty accomplished
an enormous number of administrative tasks during their afternoon meet-
ings. The faculty reviewed routine student requests and ascertainad

through committee reports and reports from: other University functicn-

zries that the University, as both physical plant and academic institu-

tion, was running smoothly. The body also acted in a legislative and
judicial capacity. They suggested new guidelines for the regulation of
University life to be approved by the Board of Visitors and passed new
laws to regulate minor facets of daily existence. Finally, they reviewed
evidence in cases of student infractions and adﬁqinistered the prescribzd
penalties for those violations.

A large portion of many faculty meetings was devoted to the
granting or denial of student requestis for permission to absent themselves
from the University, to withdraw from the University for the remainder
of a session, to withdraw from a particular school or class within a
school, or to withdraw from one school and enter another school. At
197 meetings the faculty considered one or more requests of this nature.
Applications for leave from the University increased during Christmas
time, while applications for withdrawal from specific schools increased
before the examination periods in those schools. Students requested
permission to withdraw from the University or to obtain a leave of ab-
sence for various reasons including lack of funds, personal illness,

1

family illness, a contagious disease within the University, parenta

requests, an appointment to West PPoint, or a meeting with a friend or
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relative traveling from a diztant state or territory. Students requested
brief leaves to attend political conventions, to take geological field :rips
to caves, and to attend weddings. A student petitioned for permissica
10 withdraw from a particular school because of a heavy course lozad
(z-z2ndance at four schools), because he desired to enroll in another
school or a class of another school, or simply because he desired to
concentrate his efforts in the courses of two or three schools.

After recelving written permission from his parent or guardian
the student presented his reguest to the chairman, who laid it before the
faculty. If the facully deemed the request reasonable, then permission
was granted. If permission of the parent or guardian did not accompany
the requesf, or if the faculty questioned the sincerity or the intentions
of the student, the request was laid aside or denied.

During the decade 1830-40, the faculty considered applications
for admission from students from other institutions and applications for
re~admissidn from students dismissed from the University of Virginia at
seventy different meetings. The chairman usually presented several such
applications for admission or re-admission during the meetings at the
beginning of each session. To be admitted from another institution a stu-
dent had to present to the chairman a certificate of good conduct from a

. )
faculty member of his former school or college. If the student had not

secured this certificate, but promised he would do so, the faculty usually

>Catalogue, 1836-37, p. 11.
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permitted him to matriculate with the provision that he present the certi-
ficate to the chairman in a reasonable time period. If a student had been
expelled or dismissed from another institution, the faculty at the University
cf Virginia investigated his offense. If the same offense was punishzable
o7 2 lesser penaliy at the University, then the faculty allowed the student
o matriculate. During the decade alumni of Kenyon College in Onio,
Bacon College in Kentucky, Franklin College in Georgia, Lexingion
College, William and Mary, Washington College in Connecticut, Oxford
College in Ohio, Amherst, Randolph Macon, St. Louis College, Cambridge
University, University of Pennsylvania, Hampden Sydney, Nashvilie Uni-
versity, Richmond Academy, Huntsville Academy, Jefferson College in
Pennsylvania, Georgetown College in Kentucky, Dickinson College,
Princeton, Harvard, ¥Yale, Columbia College in South Carolina, the
University of North Carolina and the University of Alabama applied to
the faculty for permission to matriculate. The magnanimous faculty
often readmitted an individual dismissed from the University, if the stu-
dent appeared contrite, or if his pavent, guardian, or an influential
friend wrote to the chairman, assuring him of the youth's rehahilitation.
Often a readmitted student would be enjoined by a special pledge not to
repeat the offense on pain of swift dismissal.

Once admitted to the University some students applied for per-
mission to live outside the precincts of the University. A student re-
guested permission to live off grounds in order to benefit from the exer-

cise obtained in a brisk walk to the University, to live in a place more
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conducive to study, or to live in the home of a special friend or relative.
The faculty preferred that the student board with a friend of his family
or a relative. At eighty-eight meetings the faculty processed one or
more such requesis. To receive permission to live outside of the Uni-
wersity the student had to be twenty years old, although this requirem:ent
was wailved in the cases of younger brothers of students living ofi grounds,
or students who received special permission from the Ixecutive Com-
mittee of the Board of Visitors. As the University expanded in the latter
hzlf of the decade, the faculty granted these applications more readily,
even giving them fo ninetecen year olds who were almost twenty. Once
this permission was granted, the student promised to abide by the rules
of the University. This, the faculty believed, would ensure proper be-
‘havior in the boarding house or private home.

This category, pertaining to lodgings away from the precincts,
also includes faculty discussions relating to the regulation of rates charged
by the owners of boarding houses. Concerned lest the landlords take
advantage of their student boarders the faculty established price guide-
lines for private establishments. Undoubtedly realizing that the ser-
vice and facilities might be better than that provided resident students,
they allowed private landlords to charge student boarders fifty dollars
per session more than the University hotelkeepers. To prevent infrac-
tions by student boarders the faculty, acting on a resolution by John A. G.

Davis, required each landlord to sign a pledge stating that he would pre-

vent all gaming and drinking in rooms, take in no student who did not
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have faculty permission to live away frorm the precincts of the University,

allow no dismissed studen: to reside on the premises, report violaiions

(D

(8]
s

of regulations to the chairman, and observe the Board of Visitors' :
lztions concerning nrivate boarding houses. Faculty permission to
bozrd students exnired each year, insuring that each landlord must re-
rnw his pledge =7 the beginning of every session.

Though not included in these calculations of student requests, a
number of students over twenty-three requested permission to bhe exsmp-
ted from the rules and regulations of the University. The faculty rezdily
granted this permission to qualified students living off the precin
though there seems to have been some confusion concerning the tweniv-
three year olds who lived in the University and requesied this privilegs.
The main advantage of the privilege was exemption from the uniform

Throuzhout the decade 1830-40, the faculty considered additional
student petitions concerning student grievances, special requests, and

someiimes demands. At approximately fifty-seven meetings special stu-

dent oetitions were topics of faculty discussion. In most of these a num-

dismissal or expulsion) which the students considered

excessively harsh or unjust. These petitions contained many signature

£

and promised tnat five or six of the exiled student's acquaintances or

GMinutes, meeting of September 10, 1839.
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friends would pledge themseives as surety for his good behavior. The
students promised the facul:y that they would report their classmzte, if
he violated any University regulations. In essence these were petitions
* probation or parole. If the petitions offered new evidence or prz-
s2rted circumsizances in mitigation or extenuation, or if the studean:

rulx humbled and contrite, and the faculty believed that thz

M)
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shock of the sentence coupled with the pledges of his classmates v 0uld
zssure good benzvior, they usually commuted the sentence to a repri-
mand and stern warning. But if the faculty found the petition to contain
ro new evidence, or if they feared that the students would regard com-
niutation of the szntence as a sign of faculty weakness and not magna-
nimity, then they would deny the request.

Other ziudent petitions expressed grievances against the hotei-
keepers, ashad permission to have balls or dinner parties, and on rare
occasions demanded that the faculty grant certain privileges or abstain

from certzin actions. Since the enactments prohibited festive entertain-

students desiring to have a ball or dinner party petitioned the

S

facuitv. Recuests for parties on special occasions such as the birthdeays
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nd Jefferson were usually granted, after students gave

assurances thzt no spirituous or vinous bheverages would be consumed,

,4_:

cost per guest would be moderate. Finally, when especial
provoked with the faculty, the students presented resolutions stating that
they would not comply with a specific faculty admonition, or resolutions

demanding certain privileges which they believed the faculty had illegiti-




mately or unfairly denied imem,

Thus, it was unusual for a faculty meeting to pass without th2

consideration of a reguest from a student or group of students conczrn-

5% University existence. The faculty judged each r=-

individuz:iv. Though most petitions required only a cursorxy

[

z-oraisal, some instigated considerable debate followed by motions znd
countermotions bziore settlement.

Besides consideration of student requests the exigencies or uni-
versity adminisirzaiion required that the faculty be constantly informed
o: the activities oI other University officials ranging from the Rector
and the Board of Visitors to the janitor. Communication with the Proc-
tcr, the l-ora;—i"ian, and the hotelkeepers was particularly important to

ensure srnootn operation of the University. Occasionally the faculty

’:5

" submitted suggestions pertaining to school administratio
for the consideration of the Board of Visitors. Academically, the

facultyv's most important consideration was the regulation of examinea-

At 127 meetings the faculty discussed or reported on individual
or groun conca2rns relating to examinations and graduation. In the early

years ol the deczde the faculty established degree requirements and

2fion process. The chairman appointed faculty mem-
bers to examining committees and dates were set for exams in each
schiool throughout the session. As the session progressed, individual

members, falling behind in course work and needing additional time for
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preparation of the examination, sought permission for a change of exami-
nation date which was always granted. Several members dutifully re-
ported each month the standings of the degree candidates in their raspec-
tive schools. At the conclusion of each session the examination stand-

ings in each class and the names of successful degree candidates were

cizlly recorded in the minutes of the faculty.

(

Not included in the above figure were the many student reguests
Jor permission to be excused from one or more exams. Illness during
the session, problems with eyesight, or late entrance into a class or
school were the usual reasons for such requests. If the faculty knesw
that the student hzd been incapacitated during a crucial point in the ses-
sion or had matriculated too late to prepare the work in his schools,
they usually excused him from the examinations. The faculty showed
the greatest leniency to a student who was a candidate for graduation in
one school, c.{:cusing him, if he so desired, from an examination in
another school, so that he might concentrate on the subject of the in-
tended degree.

The library, the second academic area of faculty concern, was a
topic for discussion at forty-three faculty meetings throughout t}.le decade.
In most instances the minutes merely mention acceptance of the librari-
an's bi-monthly report on the condition of the library. At some meetings
a committee of professors was appointed to recommend additional vol-
umes for the library, while at others the faculty established new rules or

modified the existing regulations of the library. In a very few instances
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the faculty passed resolutions importuaning the Visitors to provide addi-
tional funds for the imnrovement of the library.

+

Throughout the period the Board of Visitors proved reluctant to
expend funds on the Ilibrary. At the faculty meeting of April 15, 13223,

er hearing a report from Bonnycastle that the number of periodicals

~zived by the library had decreased from forty-two to six, three of

§Y

which were medical journals, the faculty agreed that "each individual
should order one or more journals upon his own responsibility. ' Afrer
two weeks ''private perusal' each member would place his periodiczl in
the library "with a hope that the Visitors, when provided with funds for
the purpose will secure them permanently for the University. "' Yet
three years later at the October 18, 1832 meeting, the faculty acknow -
ledged that thev were ""doomed to the humiliating reflection that they
are incapable of affording to the youth sent to their institution that in-
struction which they may attain at other literary establishments.' A
committee report disclosed that the library had received no "important

addition' since 1825, and no periodicals since 1827, despite the "re-

peated and urgent representations of the faculty to the Board of Visitors.

After a report on the state of the library as one of '""great disorder and
neglect, '’ the faculty in November 1834, tightened regulations for its
use and ordered the librarian to renew his bi-monthly report. From
then until the end of the decade the library was a topic of discussion at

an average of six meetings per session (slightly more than once every

two months), as compared with an average of one meeting per session

"




during the four sessions from 1830-34. "
The faculty's finzl persistent academic concern, the inattentive-
ness of students in the several schools, was a topic for discussion =t

seventy different meetings, during the decade 1830-49. The facultys

@

usually investigataed student inattentiveness at the first meeting of ta

mionth,

when monthiy circulars, student progress reports, were pre-
vared and mailed to parents and guardians. At this time the professors
rezd into the minutes the names of their students who were inattentive,
habitually unprepared, or excessively absent from daily lectures. The
faculty sent each unpreductive student notice that if his performance did
not improve within the next month he would be subject to dismissal. A
similar notice was included in the menthly circular to his parent or
guardian. The faculty did not regard academic inattentiveness lightiy,
"experience . . . having shewn that the greater parl of the violations
of the discipline which came under their cognizance are committed by

1

students who are making no progress in their studies . Therefore

Bonnycastle warned, ''the Faculty regard it as their dutly to use every

13

means of removing such students from the University.
At twenty-five different meetings throughout the decade, usually

at the start of each session, the faculty reviewed requests frem outside

(Minutes, meetings of April 15, 1829, November 2, 1832 and

Nevember 11, 1834.

Blbid, meeting of March 8, 1837.
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instructors who wished tc establish schools within the University or its
vicinity to teach non-academic subjects and skills to students. These
included requests from instructors of dance, gymnastics, fencing, pen-
manship, drawing, and military tactics. In most cases permission
was granted, providing the instructor follow faculty guidelines for tui-
iion and general operation. When appropriate, instructors, such as the
military and gymnastics instructors, were provided with rooms in
}rhich to live and given permission to use University buildings and
fields for their activities. The faculty granted permission to teach non-
academic skills for a single session at a time, insuring a ycarly review
of each instructor's training and activities.

Though important miscellaneous areas such as finance, commu-
nity relations, and the legislation of school regulations were the pur-
view of the Board of Vigitors, the faculty was also involved with these
matters. During the latter half of the decade the minutes reveal that
the monthly cashiers report of the Bank of Virginia concerning the finan-
cial state of the University was laid before the faculty. Fourteen times
during the decade the faculty responded to dictates from the Board of
Visitors or recommended to the Visitors means for improving functions
of the University. Whenever gifts of books or scientific materials were
bestowed upon the University, the chairman appointed a member to send
an expression of gratitude to the benefactor. Upon the death of a distin-
guished Visitor or member of the faculty an appropriate eulogy was

recorded in the minutes. Finally, at forty-three meetings the faculty
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discussed the regulation of University life such as the establishment of
extra lecture hours or the creation of additional rules for students.

The regulation of the University as a physical plant, insuring :!

]
S

students, znd employees existed with a modicum of comfor: z~d

Zaculty,

crier, necessitatzd that the faculty keep in constant contact with the
Procitor, nis assistants, and the hotelkeepers. Directives from the
faculiy to the Proctor (the University's business manager, building in-
spector, and head of security) and reports from the Proctor to the faculty
were topics of discussion at seventy-two faculty meetings from 1830-40.
1egarding the inspection of dormitories, hotels, and buildings of
the University as "indispensible,'' an earlier faculty had ordered it ''punc-

' During this

tually and diligently and rigidly to be made and reported. '
irispection the Proctor investigated relations between students and hotel-
keepers and evaluated the efficiency of individual hotelkeepers. Work-
ing closely with the chairman, the Proctor reported monthly on the physi-
cal condition of the University including a report on assessments against

. . 9 4. ,
students for damages to University property. Since he controlled stu-

dent finances

El

the Proctorv, | the key link between the University and the
local business community, informed the faculty of excessive student
debts with local merchants. He also reported students delinquent in pay -
ments to the University for board or lodging. As business manager the

Proctor compiled estimates of student expenses and reported to the

9Minutes, meetings of November 19, 1827, and October 23, 1627,
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faculty the amount of wood znd candles students consumed. As chief
security officer for the University the Proctor informed the chairmean
of any student violations which he or his assistants discovered. Whnen

Xk

[B]

2l magistrates summoned recalcitrant students to appear before the
Crand Jury or to testify in court, the Proctor assisted in delivering ine
stutents.

The role o investigator, assessor of damaged property, keeper
of student funds, and faculty informer did not endear the Proctor to the
student body. Once late one night, while investigating suspicious noises
on the grounds, he was struck from behind by a student assailant. On
another occasion Nicholags A. Peay, a student reported for a violation,
cornered the assistant proctor and shouted, "You are too damned fond
orting. I shall do the same thing tomorrow, that I have done today
and if you report me for that, I shall flog you," Peay threatened. I

suppose you will report me for what I am now saying, " he continued, '"if

you do, I shall flog you. 10
Faculty directives to hotelkeepers or student-hotellieeper disputes,
occupied the faculty's attention at seventy-four meetings throughout the
decade 1830-40. The hotelkeepers provided food, linen and laundry ser-
vice, and servant attendance to the students. After numerous student

complaints during the first six sessions of the University the faculty

passed resolutions setting standards for the services hotelkeepers provide

OMinuies, meeting of July 16, 1831.
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Still student complaints persisted.
When enough students became aroused over unsatisfactory service,
they presented to the chairman of the faculty a petition listing theix

rievances. With the assistance of the Procior the chairman investi-

m

z- 21 student charges and confronted the hotelkeepers. At the next mesi-

rq

ing of the faculty a number of the students who signed the petition of
grievances would be called to describe conditions in the hotel. The
faculty then requested that the hotelkeeper appear and offer excuses or a
rebuttal. The hotelkeeper sometimes had the option of citing students
whom he believgd would refute the claims of the petitioners. The faculty
then summoned these students. If, after an analysis of the testimony and
any evidence introduced from the proctor's or chairman's investigation,
the students' complaints were substantiated, then the faculty admonished
or fined each negligent hotelkeeper.

The majority of student complants concerned the quality of meals,
quantity of food served, service at meals, and conditions in dining rooms.
After leaving ''a Breakfast [at]) which any negro in may father's house would
grumble]' Charles Ellis confided in his diary, ''many is time that I have
risen from table with my hunger unsatisfied, but truely because I could
not get anything eatable. it Students specifically complained that the

variety and quantity of vegetables was insufficient, often consisting only

of rice and potatoes. They often found the butter rancid, the coffee

1lDJLary of Charles Illis, Jr., entry May 29, 1835.
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wretched, the tea tasteless, meat poorly cooked, and bread heavy. Some-
times scrvants in the kitchens and dining rooms were critized for being

<L
L

slow or dirty. Poorly washed utensils, cups and plates, soiled table-

clioths, and dirty food were likewlise cited by dissatisfied student dinzrs.

zZctelkeepers who zppeared before the faculty either denied the chaxr;

O3
3 D

o

£

or »lzaded that cizcumstances beyond their control such as illness o
servants or scarcity of proper vegetables caused dining inconveniences,
Students also complained about laundry service provided by hotel-
keepers. According to University regulations hotelkeepers were supposed
to wash student laundry, provide clean towels twice a week, and change
linen and bed clothes once every two weeks. Student complaints of cloth-
ing lost in the laundry or reports that students were sending laundry out
of the precincts and paying to have it cleaned by residents of Charlottes-
ville prompted faculty investigations. In 1831, faculty inspections of the
dormitories revealed that the bedclothes and linen, having gone unwashed
for four or five weeks, were very dirty. When confronted with evidence
of neglect,hotelkecpers claimed that bedding was dirty because students
jumped on it with shoes on or dragged it off the bedstands to sleep by the
fireplace; one stated that in winter it was impossible to wash and dry
sheets and towels because they froze; finally, with regard to items mis-

sing from student laundry, a hotelkeeper denied the problem, maintain-

ing that students kept inaccurate laundry lists.

12; linutes, meeting of ¥ebruary 2, 1631.
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petence, or filthiness of hotelkeepers' servants.
eeper was to have a minimum of one sers

However due to age, illness,
s
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regulation each hotel
in his district.
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every ten boarde
mperament servants were often slow or inefficient.
ten unanlz to clean rooms and walkways and provide studen

o
T
kS

te
o}
with necessary services at appropriate and convenient times.

Dorms were supposed to be cleaned daily and scoured once a

fortnight, but faculty probes revealed that this was done only once or
Hotelkeepers blamed shortcomings on student
Some claimed that students didn't

twice each half-session.
ent uncooperativeness.
wani to vacate the dormitories long enough for the sceuring process.

illness or stud
One hotelkecper declared that ''the dermitories in his district have not

been scoured during the session as they would soon become dirty

again. i3
ing the smooth, daily operation of the University the faculty also man-
On July 18, 1

aged the laborious and unpleasant task of investigating and punishing

327,

Despite the time spent processing student reguests and oversee-

e .
student violatiens of the enactments of the University.
the Beard of Visitors ''resolved that in every instance in which an in-
(=9

fraction of any regulation on the part of a student, comes under the

notice of a professor, it shall be his special duty to make an official

Minutes, meeting of January 24, 1831,
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nid Undoubtedly the chairman dis-

report of the case to the chairman.
missed many cases with nothing more than a verbal admonition, but at
215 of the 348 meeiings during the decade 1830-40, chairmen considered
violations serious enough to warrant faculty attention.

During Jonn A. G. Davis's first year as chairman of the fzculty
Tz yreatest number of meetings (thirty-three out of forty-four) in a sin-
cgie session were devoted either partially or mainly to a consideration of
student violations, while during Robert Patterson's first year as chair-
man only nine out of twenty-five meetings involved consideration of stu-
dent infractions. At 71 per cent of the 108 meetings over which John A.
G. Davis presided the faculty dealt with one or more cases of student
violations. Violations were topics of discussion at 67 per cent, 61 per
cent, 56 per cent, and 46 per cent of the Harrison, Tucker, Bonnycastle
and Patterson chaired meetings respectively.

As might be expected students committed the fewest infractions
in September. The rowdies had yet to entrench themselves, students
were just settling back into the routine of school existence, and perhaps
the pledge signed upon matriculation still had a sobering influence. At
only four September meetings (11 per cent) during the decade were stu-

dent infractions a subject for faculty consideration. At 82 per cent of

the February meetings the faculty dealt with student violations. By this

Ao . . C . . ,
1 “University of Virginia, Minutes of Meetings of the Rector and the

Board of Visitors, meceting of July 18, 1827,
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time the session which com:nenced in September was half comp

students, restless after a winter's confinement, became unusuaily rowdy.

Thereafter the perceniage of monthly meetings concerned with siudent

violations dropped slightly, peaking in May (77 per cent), and then d=cli-

=

1

g as preparation for examinations and graduation occupied studen:
tirne,

When the chairman discovered or learned of a serious infraciion,
he usually called a faculty meeting immediately. The chairman or
another faculty member presented the details of the case,and then the
janitor was dispatched to summon the principals and round up students
who witnessed the infraction. Each student appeared before the faculty,
who questioned him and recorded his responses in the faculty minutes.

If conilicting or ambiguous testimony occurred students were recalled
to testify again.

After a hearing, brief or lengthy depending on the gravity or com-
plexity of the offense, the faculiy exonerated or penalized the principais
and their accomplices. The most serious offenders received sentences
of ¢xnulsion, but usually the faculiy dismissed violators or suspended
them for a spécified period of time. Those dismissed were expected
to return home, while those suspended were interdicted from the premi-
ses of the University and required to spend the time of suspension in a
local boarding house or tavern, or if convenient in their own home or
the home of a relative or friend.

Suspension occasionally backfired. When two or more students
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were quarantined together, for several days with nothing to do, in a
tavern ten miles fromm ihe vigilant faculty and officers of the University,
they were exposed to many temptations unavailable within the conrines
of the college. In lzte spring of 1837, two students, suspended for ien
izys for infraciions against the uniform law and confined at the szme
zzzrding house. rude to Waynesboro ''at which place they visited =
rzvern drank free:iy and once to intoxication and behaved in a very dis-
orderly and rﬂﬁoasxnanner,”15

Besides suspension and dismissal the faculty punished minor in-
fractions and first offenses with verbal reprimands and admonitions. A
reprimand was usually accompanied by a letter to the student's parent
or guardian explaining the nature of the offense and warning that repeti-
tions of the ofiense or any other misconduct would be dealt with more
severly.

Student violations during the decade 1830-40, can be divided into
three categorics: infractions of Universily regulations established for
purposes of regimentation, infractions of regulations cstablished to pro-
tect the moral {iber of the students and the reputation of the Lhﬁversity,
and infractions of regulations established to protect the dignity and per-
son of everyone associated with the University. The first category is

clearly separate from the subsequent categories, which tend to overlap,

but the distinction is nonetheless useful in an examination of faculty

151

(5]

Tinutes, meeting of June 5, 1837.
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concerns during the period.

University regulations established for the purpose of regir enta-
tion to insure an orderly daily existence at the University, included the
aniform law and the early rising rule. The purpose of the uniform izw
wzs5 to insure thzt students did not waste large sums of money purchas-
ancy clothes to wear to balls, meetings, sermons, and other zciivi-
ties outside the precincts of the University. The gray uniform, swhick
created a thriving tailoring business in Charlottesville, was intended by
the Board of Visitors to serve as an equalizer, bringing the scions of
great plantations to the same level as their penurious backwoods cecl-
leagues. The Visitors' desire though appropriate for a democratic
University, both inconvenienced and irritated a large portion of the stu-
dent body. Charles Fllis illuminated student sentiment when he confessed
in his diary ""Blazed down to Charlottesville in a new surtout . . . to
dress gentlemanly . . . procurs respect for the wearer, and in {ine, I
have found that a fine dress adds more to the reputation of a person than |
it seems to be generally supposed. 116

At sei’enty—nine meetings throughout the decade 1830-40, the uni-
form law or violations of the law were topics of faculty concern. John

A. G. Davis seems to have been the most zealous enforcer of the code.

During his three complete sessions as chairman, forty-one faculty

16Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 247-250. Rev. Edgar Woods,
Albemarle County In Virginia, (Charlottesville: Michie Company, 1901),
p. 94. Diary of Cnarles Ellis, Jr., entry May 17, 1835.
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meetings, including a sinzle session hizh of eighteen dealt with the code
and its violations.
IFaculty members discovered infractions of the code when they

J

saw students wearing non-uniform attire in Charlottesville, at bzils, at

szrmons, or in pubiic places. Often before faculty meetings the cnzi:
mzn discussed 1ne offense with each violator,then a list of offenders was
r2zd into the facuity minutes. Sometimes the faculty summoned czch
violator and listened to excuses. Studénts complained that uniforms
were dirty and being cleaned, were torn and being repaired, or were too
threadbare to wear in public. Some students, to assure the faculty that
they were not dissipating their funds on clothes or deliberately violating
the rule, explained that the non-uniform item was not purchased during
the school session, or that they had traveled to Charlottesville without
realizing that they were not wearing the uniform.

The second regulation of daily cxistence partiicularly odius to the
student body was the early rising rule. Students were expected to be up
at sunrise and the janitor was supposed to tour the dormitories catching
late sleepers and rousting them out of bed. Ile took names and reported
them to the Proctor who reported them to the chairman. [Hotelkeepcrs
were supposed to inform the chairman of those students who didn't eat
breakfast at the hotel, but an unpalatable breakfast was often the reason
for the violation. 'This day made out - to get to breakfast when the beil
something unusual,' Charles Iillis wrote, concluding with the

rang,
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complaint, ''the breakfost not worth the trouble. "

Violators of the early rising rule were not zealously punish

(@]
¢

until John A. G. Dzvis's first session as chairman, During that

trze meetings included discussions of early rising violations. Throuy

cut the decade only sixteen meetings included a listing of offenders of the
ruv.e and the pres:aribing of punishments, but at these meetings the Iisis

were long and included habitual offenders. Punishment for habitual

-

enders was suspension for a brief period,usually from one to four weeks.

In addition to the uniform and early rising rules a third reguiation
designed to insure faculty control over the student body was that which re-
quired all studenis to obtain the chairman's permission before leaving the
precincts of the University at night or for an extecnded time period. Stu-
dents who left without permission were cited as being absent without leave
and usually suspended or dismissed. Students usually left the Grounds
without permission because required parental approval was not granted.
The most unusual case of student absence without leave occurred in Janu-
ary 1840. "On the night of the 4th instant Mr. Smith P. Bankhead left the
University, without permission for the purpose of marrying a young lady
with whom he eloped, without the consent of his father, as was genecrally
118

understood.

The second category of student violations examined during faculty

17Diary of Charles Ellis, Jr., entry March 14, 1835,

lol\v’linutes, meating of January 10, 1840.
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meetings, consisted of inirzctions of enactments designed to prevent
student excesses or student actions which would damage the University's
image in the eyes of the general public, or which would disturb the
seace of the University. These included drinking and visitation of tav
and card nlaying, possession of weapons and [irearms, cre
noisy disturbances, and preparing or participating in an unauthorized
tive entertainment or party.

Student drinking was particularly repugnant to a sober, rather
puritanical faculty. During the decade 18390-40, as temperance forces
gained strength throughout the nation, student drinking or attendance at
a tavern or confectionary constituted a topic of discuscion at eighty-eight
facuity r'neetixags.

In many cases of suspected student drinking or drunkenness the
student or party of students might have escaped detection had they not
committed a more boisterous disturbance while intoxicated, or as the
students pleaded, "excited by wine.' In Charlottesville too much to
drink usually resulted in disorderly conduct, destruction of private
properiy, or an assault. At the University drinking parties late at
night were often discovered by an officer of the institution attracted by
a cacophony of shouts, lhughter, and obscene songs, echoing through the

colonnades. Afier the officer gained admittance to the noisy dormitory,

he usually had no trouble finding evidence of the debauch. Jugs, con-

tainers, and half-filled glasses lay about the room. Sometimes the

anthority entered just in time to sec a pair of coat tails disappear through




the window at the other end of the room. Often an inebhriated student lay
immobilized upon the bed. @ccasionally, rather than ferret out the mis-
creants himself, a faculty member would note the source of the disiur-
“znce and send the Proctor or janitor to collect evidence very eariv iz
~z=1 morning, Happily savouring one unnoticed drinking bout, Charies
iz noted in his diary, "went into L.ewis' room to drink wine, had a
giorious frolick over a couple of bottles; one Sherry, other Madeira,

iR

great deal of noise, and uproar. But the inevitable price for a night of

such pleasure was paid the following morning: ''Feel the effects of last

Q

by

night's debauch most sensibly, a violent headache and nausea, "

The faculty believed that card playing was immoral, and they
excoriated gambling. During the first years of the University's existence
extensive facuity investigations probed the subject of student gambling.
Evidence that hotelkeepers participated in gambling was particularly dis-
turbing.

Yet during the decade 1830-40, only fourtcen cases of gambling
or card playing were discovered. Compared with drinking, card playing

was a cguiet sport. Usually students were discovered playing cards only

when the prowling proctor passed a dormitory and overheard hushed

1

9Diary of Charles Ellis, Jr., entries April 2, 1835 and March 21,
1835. Of the students Thomas Abernethy writes, ''Many of them came
from homes where wine and brandy flowed freely, and where playing
cards for stakes was not unusual.' Remembering this, it is easier to
syvmpathize with student violators. Thomas Perkins Abernethy, Histori-
cal Sketch of the University of Virginia, (Richmond: The Dietz Press,
Inc., 1948), p. 11.




conversations relating to e game in progress. When confronted by the
faculty, students, if thev admitted the offense, stated that they were play-
ing for cigars or for cakes and custards at the confectionary. TUsually

student in whose room the game was played denied ownership of ine

Student possession of firearms, prohibited by the enactments,
ject of facultv discussion at nineteen meetings during the decade. In

almost all cases students were discovered to have firearms in their pos-
session after they discharged the weapon, thus attracting faculty atien-
tion. Several times pistols and powder charges were used in student
riots and demonstrations on the Lawn. Although one student was arrested
for iiring a pistol at a passerby on the road to Charlottesville, most
arm violations involved no premeditated attempt to injure or kill.

Uniortunately accidents did occur. One student was accidentally
shot by a drunken colleague when a third friend tried to remove the pis-
tol from the drunken student's hand. Charles Ellis wrote that a friend,
"whilsi playing with a pistol and pulling the cock back - it slipped and
went off sending the ball quite through his hand . 120

In many student disturbances excessive noise was often a factor.
To the faculty the students must have appeared peculiarly adept at mak-

ing some of the crudest sounds imaginable. These included obscene

songs, chants, loud profanities, shouts, shrieks, whoops, gunfire,

20

o

Diary of Charles Ellis, Jr., entry of May 25, 1835.




firecrackers, whistles, beilringing, and the banging of pots and pans.
Undoubtedly many noise violations were short and abrupt, as when

Charles Ellis was 'stsrtled from my reflections by a mighty shout Zrom

cne Lawn made from no cause it would seer whatever. n21
The third znd final category of student violations included offexn:
cted at the person, dignity, or honor of other individuals. At fifty -
eight different meetings throughout the decade the faculty examined these
abuses. Some were merely minor harrassments such as cursing a pro-
fessor, tying fireworks to a professor's doors, filling an empty ink phial
with gunpowder and attempting to set it off in a professor's window,
spreading ''filth and ordure' on professor's pavillions, and attempting
to 'smoke' the building in which members of the Board of Visitors were
kelieved to be sleeping. Other offenses were more serious including the
stoning of a house in Charlottesville, an entry by drunken students into
a private home, and the attempted pitchforking of a professor's dog. The
most serious offenses involved assaults by students on townspeople. pro-

fessors, the proctor, slaves, and other students. Weapons in these

affrzvs included fists, sticks, stones, bricks, horsewhips, canes,

and pistols. After a student committed an offense of this nature, a de-

tailed faculty hearing would ensue. If the faculty deemed the offense one

punishable by the civil authorities or out of its jurisdiction, the members

2IDiary of Charles Ellis, Jr., entry of March 14, 1835. Bruce,
University of Virsginia, II, p. 266-267.
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did not penalize the stucdent or students involved. Some of the most
vicious assaults went unpunished by the faculty, when there was strong

evidence of circumstiances in extenuation or mitigation.

These wers the concerns of the faculty of the University oI -

1 minutes of the meetings of the facully during the
decade 1830-40. While the statistics prove that the faculty spent an
enormous amount of time considering student requests and dealirg with
the administration of daily life at the University, they also indicatie that
the faculty expended an inordinate amount of time adjudicating cases of
student infractions. Had the faculty been less pedantic in these cases,
perhaps they could have spent more time in other areas of academic coin-
cern such as developing the inadequate library.

Yet our judgment must not be harsh. Tor the University these
were its formative years. Concerned with establishing the University
as a viable institution, the faculty enforced to the letter the regulations
of the Board of Visitors. As Thomas Abernethy indicates, it was not
until the middie of the nineteenth century that "'the Faculty quietly ceasac
to perform police duty and took no cognizance of any but the more serious
infractions of discipline. 22 The murder of Professor Johun A. G. Davis

at the beginning of the eighteenth session, more than any other event,

ZThomas Perkins Abernethy, Historical Sketch of the University
of Virginia, (Richmond: The Dietz Press, Inc., 1948), p. 14.




triggered a series of changes in : nt-7aculty relations that develioped

into the mutual respect and trust cxnibited by each group towards the

hafore the Civil War,




THE SHOOTING ON THE LAWN - NOVEMBER 12, 1840
As the cold, dark evening of Thursday November 12, 1840,

settled over the Grounds of the University of Virginia, John A. G. D:zvis,

:a
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Professor of Law, Chairman of the Faculty, and Pregiding Offi
Imstitution, conciuded his family's evening prayer service in their home,
. . - 1 s . ‘
“avilion X, on iz mast Lawn.  After bidding good-night to the yvounzes:t
cr his seven children Professor Davis withdrew to his office in the same
building to review the next day's lecture. As he perused his lesson plan
by flickering candlelight, a solemn stillness pervaded the Lawn outside
his window.

Just two nights earlier the same ground, now silent in inky
serenity, had npeen the scene of a massive demonstration, celebrating
General Harrison's victory in the recent Presidential election. On that
occasion 200 candles lit the arcades, while burning tar barrels and a
bon-fire kindled in iront of the Rotunda illuminated the L.awn. Euphoric
young Whigs cheered the vanquished Democrats, then called on the pro-
fessors to speak in honor of their joyous victory, rewarding each with
loud, prolonged applause. 2 But on the evening of November 12, the
Lawn was stiil,

Professor Davis no doubt hoped the evening would, like most

1Scrapbook Clipping of Davis Obituary, Alice Chancellor White
Papers, University of Virginia.

2Richmond Whig and Public Advertiser, November 13, 1840,
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evenings during the current scssion, pass with no untoware occurrence.

However, he was apprenensive, for November 12, 1840, was the fourth
2 s p 2 E F

anniversary of the g t student rebellion of 1836. In preceding yezrs

: 1

L. . 5 - E . . .
the 'ill disposed and wild students' commemorated the massive riot -w

2
curning tar barreis and creating noisy disturbances on the Lawn.

he szt in the restful guiet of his study, his thoughts reiurned
2t unhappy time in 1836, when, for several days, the faculty faced
-scale revolution.

In 1836, the student military company had resumed its weekly
erill at the beginning of the session without making the usual application
to the faculty for permission to parade with muskets on the Grounds.

When informed that the company must seek faculty permission to continue
drill, the commander complied with the regulation and presented a for-
mal application to the faculty. Having received the commander's reguest,
the faculty presented him with seven conditions which the unit had to
accept, before they could legitimately drill again. The faculty ordered
that no violation of University regulations occur euring drill while the
students were bearing arms; that the uniform of the University must be
worn during drill; that no member of the unit fire his musket on the

Lawn; that no siudent carry a musket except while on parade; that the
faculty had the i‘igh‘c to dissolve the company; that the muskets be returned

to Charlottesville if violations occurred; and that the company, as a body,

“Letter, John A. Washington to mother, November 20, 1840,
University of Virginia.
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was responsible for any and zll infracticons.
Refusing to admit that the faculty had the right to dissolve th2

company, the incensed members tabled the faculty's stipulations. ““hen

N I

alovrmed of this, the2 faculty ordered the immediate removal of all mus-

S 7

rom the Univarsity. Apprised of this, the company resolved thzax

v were not dispanded; that regardless of faculty dictates they would

Il I+ y B Iy - ; X N s
aritl as usual; and that every member pledged 'his honor to stand b nis

<

h] ! . s . .
comrades. ' Any sction the faculty took against a single member would

wm

affect all equally.
On November 11, the faculty was informed that the military com-
pany intended io parade as usual. Immediately the faculty expelled the

entire company. The next day the members of the unit learned of their

dismissal, and "'a scene of unparalleled disorder and violence was im-

1

mediately commenced . . . . The company hoisted its fla

Rotunda "and deliberately shot it to shreds. " Ringing the Rotunda hell,
enraged members of the company attracted other students. A group of
angry youtihs broke for Charlottesville and stole the bell from the town's
Episcopal Church. That night, to the accompaniment of a continuous

rozar of musket fire, the inflamed students agsaulted the Pavilions with

4John A. G. Davis, An Iixposition Of The Proceedings The Faculty

of The University of Virginia In Relation To The Recent Disturbunces At
That Institution (Charlottesville: James Alexander, 1836), pp. 8-9.

o .
Ihid, p. 10.

Py
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sticks and stones, shattering window panes and cracking blinds and doors.
Fearing for their lives, embattled professors and their families cowvered
in second story apzriments, while terror reigned below.

On Sundzy the Rotunda bell rang throughout the day; that e«
zn2 holocaust . Learning that the mob of angry studenzs

vilion doors, the professors armed themselves. Proies-

T

chairman of the faculty, dashed off a hasty letter to T. 3.

tandolph, requesiing his services as both a Visitor and a magistrate.

Fortunately the faculty survived the evening with no casualties. On
Tuesday, November 15, two magistrates and a sherriff arrived on the
Grounds; a contingent of militia surrounded the Rotunda. On November
16, a grand jury investigation of the riot began, and shortly thereafter,
classes resumed.

In a circular to the parents of the dismissed students the faculiy
offered a brief explanation of their decision. Immediately two student
circulars appeared, one written by members of the dismissed company,

another by student sympeathizers still in residence at the University.

The students accused the faculty of using specious arguments and

6Philip Alexander Bruce, History of The University of Virginia
1319-1919, (5 vols.; New York: The Macmillan Company, 1921), II,
p. 305-306. Davis, Kxposition of Proceedings, p. 12. Sixty-four
students were dismissed immediately. Later six others withdrew or
were dismissed bringing the total to seventy.

7Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 306-307. ILetter, John
A. G. Davis to T. J. Randolph, November 13, 1836, Randolph FFamily
Papers, University of Virginia.




conversations. They tried to establish the
¢ the

[=hgte:

actions
company by representing it as the corz o

distorting student =

B

o

legitimacy of the military
class taught for several weeks each session by the Military Instrucior

(‘1

T rlha
1<

utain \lden Partridge
importuned by distinguished fathers of some of

Meanwhilz,
students and swayed by Chairman Davis's plea for clemency
. Since

nco:

imously moved to readmit the military company
onai-

nagnani
rostricted by the pledges 'into which they had

' the faculty could not discriminate against any of those
including the

o

the students wers

derately entered,
pelled to reinstate the entire unit

ed and was cem
most disorderly students
)

expell
The faculty believed th
indeed this

of the riot.

leaders
would be either too ashamed or too stubborn to reapply, and inde

the case.

proved to be
['o counter public misconceptions created by the student circulars
Davis, in Decem-

missed students,

and subseaueni readmission of the di
explaining the faculty's actions during

issued a detailed pamphlet
Te blasted student allegations of faculty deception

ber,
;s months.
Instructor's

the preceding
ing that the military company and the Military

onstrati

by de

r ol the Students

osition of Proceedings, p. 3. Circula
of Virginia, In Answer To The Circular of the Faculty
(Charlottesville:

8Davis, Exp
i The University Virgi
Regard To The Dismission of Seventy-Two Student
Alexander, 1836).
Exposition of Proceedings, p. 13. DBruce,
The pledges refer to the oath taken by each

9 .
Davis,
ini II, pp. 307-308.
student that punishment for one meant punishment for all

University of

11Yie s

irg

‘irginia,
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' Davis dismissed the charges of faculty disi-zzn.

pany was dishanded and the muskets safely s

vdmission was permitted only after a student

R N

zrticipated in the riot, or after he had made atonemen:
Punishing law-abiding students who merely enter<d
= henefited no one. In conclusion Mr. Davis wrote,

i any shall think that in coming to this resolution
cze Facully acted with too much clemency, it is
1oped that none will fail to see in it an evidence of
moderation, and of considerate regard for the
interests of the students as well as of the institu-
tion, very inconsistent with that arrogant and vin-
dictive spirit which has been ascribed to them. 1

"

sor Davis was particularly disturbed by the subsequent

celecraiion of the riot, because he thought, quite rightly, that it

unjust defiance of legitimate and benevolent authovity.

renrassnied an

Zunosition of Proceedings, pp. 5, 11.

5. Though the faculty considered the oath rash, they

L.

sTill respecb»:a it. The only solution was total amnesty.
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resistance of Professor

After the rebellicn of 18636,
Emmet and other faculiy members, Davis adamantly insisted that th=

dismissed students bz reinstated when each performed a proper pzarzzc2.

mach annual comm=2morative demonstration made a mockery of his z=n=2-

Howerzr on Novernber 12, 1840, Professor Davis had reasz -2
telieve the annuzl disruption would not occur. Almost all who wers su-

cents at the time or active in the disturbances of 1836, had graduz:=:.

- . 1" . n
Last year rainy weaather hampered the occurrence of 'the usual orgies,

P

t-us disrupting the tradition of celebration. 13 But most importaniis the

: e

voung men at the University in 1640, seemed more serious and diltigen:

tnan those in an other session. The Lawn, now quiet on this usuailx

most revelrous of nights, silently encouraged this assumption.
Suddesnliy a burst of gun fire, followed by boisterous shouting,

shattzred tn2 nocturnal stillness of the Lawn. In an instant Professor
Dawvis was on his feet. Leaving his study, he picked up his hat and

hasten=2 o.: of Pavilion X, his home and office. As he stepped outside
the fr>n7 dozyr, he paused to ask his thirteen-year old servant, Charles,
if n2 nzd szzn which way the perpetrators of the disturbance had gone.

Crzrles moricned toward the Rotunda; Professor Davis stepped out into

12
Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 307.

13Le‘¢ter, Robert L. Dabney to Brother, November 15, 1340,

Dabney Family Pavers, University of Virginia.
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£ i
i

the darkness to discharge his rzsponsinility zs Presiding Officer of ihe

he Lawn ncar the Roturnda two disguised

institution.
a short :

At the north end of
One,

onstituted the whole of the demongtration
Iinoa funny gait, Joseph G. Semmes, an eighteen year old from
was disguised in long white underwez-

=, Georgia,
concealed his face. HMis compznizn

figures c

o ol

A calico mask
was dis

seventeen yvear oid South Carolinian, William Kincaid

He nad blackened his face to hide his features
"that their m

in a drab suit.

sht's darkness their disguises were so effectiv
1o

. For ten or fifteen minuts

10t recognize them

mzte friends did
disguised duo rzn about the J.awn, stopping before each professor
L

Despite the great dir

rtrideoes and shriek viciously

to
their colleagues.

roup of their fellow students watched quietly under the arcade

ne zilzw separating Pavilions VI and VIIL the homes of Profes

near t

ST,

When the two demonstrators passed this grouo

Rogers =zrnd Bonnycastle.
2 zd them, walked over, conversed and shook hands with th
0 rejoin his small companion and carry on the demonsira-
'"Take care of your-

Turnsd T

one o1 ine

group stepped forth and warned,

Davis has just come out of the house to catch you. '

<y

Cabell and the University of Virgini

Fziton, Jefferson,
Neale Publishing Company, 1908), p. 155.

1%.3.1111 S.
Chazrles

(New York: The XN
Rowbert 1.. Dabney, November 15, 1840. Letier,
ther, November 23, 1340, University of Virgini

Eversfield to Ao

-65H-




it 7 . - - . . .
'"'We care not for Davis snaried the smzil one dressed in white, and

. 1
they continued down the Lswn.

Stopping in front of Pavilion VIII, Bonnycastle's house, thes =i

suised students reloaded their pistols with powder charges. Semimes

then from his pocket he drew a rifle ball. k=

v 2

into his pistol. Striking the gun against the wall c:

>:se, he rammed the bullet into the gun. Kincaid s:tzod

ris load, and watched, as Semmes walked down t!

I.awn to harass the occupants of Pavilion X. 17 There Professor
his home.

John A, G. Davis had risked personal injury before while
attempting tc guell disturbances and restore order on the Lawn. In 1831,
with Professirs Emmet and Patierson he had faced a barrage of stones,
thvown by anzry students protesting the Univergity's uniform law. As
chairman of “he faculty he had ridden out the storm in 1836, and again
in 1823, «wizn student violence threatened to disrupt the University.

Vo pury oranister, hidden by a ludicrous calico mask, intimidated him

who 22 s lved these vicious insurrections.

iunter H. Marshall to William C. Carrington, Novemzar
Letter, Robert L. Dabney, November

Hunter H. Marshall, November 19, 1840.

a2 students rioted when refused permissgion to celebr

Lo o

Ar, Jefferson's pirthday with a ball. Bruce, University of Virginia,

p. 301, 308.




As Semmes drew n=2ar, Mr. Davis stood motionless beside a
pillar of the portico. Suddenly he leaped out from the pillar's cover,
grabbing at the calico mask. He missed. The two collided momentarily,
then Semmes broke loose. He retreated several paces across the J.awn;
Davis did not pursue. For a split second they stood face to face, two
yards apart. Semmes raised the pistol, aimed, and fired pointblank.
Slamming into Davis's midsection, the pistol ball felled the astonished
professor. Semmes turned and ran to the edge of the Lawn, paused,
glanced back once more, then disappeared into the bushes and the night.

In the cover of the arcade, above Pavilion X, Kincaid had watched
the pair. Then suddenly Semmes was out of sight, his profile blocked
from Kincaid's view by a column of the pbrtico. But he had seen the
powder flash and heard the pistol shot crack and echo through the colon-
nade.

Kincaid spun around and hastened up the Lawn. He passed the
unsuspecting students standing in the alley between Roger's and Bonny -
castle's homes. ''"What happened?'", one called out. '"Somebody shot!'",
was I(ixlcaid"s breathless reply. The students assumed a blank had been
discharged and did not investigate. 20 Professor Davis lay in agony, un-

assisted on the Lawn.

19Letter, Hunter Marshall, November 19, 1840.
2OIbid. As Marshall demonstrates, Kincaid'sreply was crucial.

He did not say, ''Somebody was shot!" Had he done so the students
would have been alerted sooner.
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At the same instant that Semmes was refreating through the

no
12T

bushes on the edge of ihe Lawn, and Kincaid was breathlessly runni=z

up the East Liawn, voung Charles, the servant boy, bolted from tz=

Charles had witnessed the shooting, while crc

28 on the side of the Davis residence. After the

N
No- il 2

2s heard a painful groan, raced to the source of :n=
sound and founid nis

1" : R
nis master on the ground. "Charles I am shot - gz znd

PRal . T . .
set somebodv!’ rasped the stricken Davis. Charles raced back in:

vilion X, He hbumped into his mother and informed her of the

situ
tion. Wisely, sh=

commanded her son to go across the L.awn and ox
Mirs, Tucker, tnz wife of George Tucker, Professor of Moral P
Crzrles tore zcross the Lawn, glancing at the wounded Davis as

2ing for breath, he banged on the door of the Tucker home

T Al
-~ v,.\.

er opened the door and ''called for his wife in great agi-

TIPS
v

> Charles performed his vital errand, a student, suspectirg
that someil

Padi R

ning was amiss, left the room of Ino Casker, a student who

sove Pavilion X, Opening the door,he heard a low groan fo:

irmrre
Lran Lol

i~

iately raced to the scene on the lower Lawn. At the

=ral other students responding to cries for help, gathered

round Prole Gently the students lifted the professor a

QoA

s35r Davis.

s doorstep. They laid him in the downstairs hallwea:

Papers, Universi

Recolleciions of Miss Lucy Minor Davis, p. 4, Fishburnc Family
J r3ity of Virginia.




of Pavilion X,

"hesitatin

. . i
broken to his wife. '

hurried across

arrived and kbagan

Next the

b2l had enter

to Zind its r
hag vierced ihe siomach,

the hip almost 2 foot from the mouth of the wound.

the Lawn to Pavilion X. They passed the spot whe-z 7.7~

TTCw

N P

UiV
- w

o
O

Meanwhile Mrs. Tucker,

a grief-stricken Mrs. Davis had been informazz -7

Lodging Room. 122

2d 2z abdomen below the navel,

resting place.

s take him unstairs until the news should b=

following the excited Char

sicians, Dr. James 1.. Cabell and Dr. Henr:

1

but labored for one

Anticipating the worst, fecaring that the

7 Ty

heir w ay through the curious crowd of studens =- =

=2 “ne students carried the Professor upstairs to a baci:

PR

examining the wound. They discovered that the cistol

Ny

a1 At

[SASENRCRY

the doctors were relieved to Jocate the ball in

However, due to the

ness ol the wound and the sensitivity of the location of the bulle

s rd

i,

the doctors czcided that an operauon to extract it would be to0o hazardous.

Neveriheless they were optimistic,

as Robert Dabney,

7ou may conceive that a wound a foot in extent,

predicting a painful but successiul
a student, wrote the day after the

made b

a ril.z barre.=d pistol passing through the groin and in the neighborhood

A 123
painiul,
22 1 . o ongs .
Recollections of Miss I.ucy Mino:w, p.
23
ILetter, Robert I.. Dabney to Brother,
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nerves and arteries must be extremely dangerous and

1840.




Outside on the Iaw: and heneath the arcade, shocked studenis
moved aimlessly between Pavilion X and Ino Casker's roormn. So s:tunned

were the students by ihe suddenness of the shooting that for a time< -z

taought was given to pursuit.  Clustered in small groups, whisperinz
zzrnestly, rec2iviag bits and pieces of information from those firzs: -n
“m2 scene, inz zazed and horror stricken community pieced togeilhz: =2

Grounds and drifizd out to boarding houses between the Universiiy and
Charlottesville more and more students filled the I.awn. Anxious sta-
cents stood meakliv outside Pavilion X, earnestly praying for the rzzovary

c: their wowmded drofessor. Among the crowd outside the Davis horze

1 ~ - o . . . . 1
st253 a short “2liow from Georgia, paying close attention "to eversy word
v iy . 24
thet vweos uitersd concerning the possible effect of the shot. It was

Joszoh Semmas,

Irnm=giately after he had fled the Lawn, Semmes ran around tha

e

Lawn o the Zast Range where he lived, ripped oif his disguise, cleane
himse=27, =77 inp a few minutes had mingled into the crowd in front of
Paviiicn X, Hunter Marshall noticed his unusual attentiveness, and
sevzrzl stui2ats, including Marshall and Frank Rives, suspected Semmes;

buz in the confused excitement of that November night they kept their

Letier, Hunter Marshall, November 19, 1840.
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suspicions secret.

As the night worc oa, and it became apparent that Professor

great pain, would survive, the students grew less

ion changed to anger, and anger turned to fir:

~ing groups of anxious students blended into one huz:z:

zaders took command. Somecone had to act and ==

2
The fzculty was paralyzed; the townspeople were afraid, =

leak November night the student body resolved to act alons=.

25 Hunter Marshall, November 19, 1840. The confusion
November 12, 1540 manifested itself in later accounis c:
O Januctr\« 2, 1909 an alumnus of the University, T. J.

~2 editor of Harper's Weekly about a conversation he :
with a Colonz> J. M. Rutland in 1865. Quoting Rutland, Taylor writes
"I wes there when Professor Davis wos killed. Joe Semmes, the mon
came into my room immediately after-

Letier,
T *he night of
ths incident.

‘or wrote T

that stzbbed Professor Davis,

no inaife in his hand, and his hand and the kunife bloody, and
inmy wash bowl, and told me all about it. e said
attempted to take the mask off his face and he stabbed

' He [Rutland] added, 'It was a small pocket-knife,
1

wardas

AN
more than three inches long.
-five years had lapsed beiween the shooting and Rutland's
Taylor. Since neither students nor faculty mermbers men-

= at the time of the incident,we can assume that Colonel
a2 was mistaken in his remembrance. He surely was mistaken
whe_: Tz-lor 'asked him if he was a witness at the trial. He said no,
that 25 one knew that he knew anything about the affair, he was not
~oned and he did not say anything about it . . . ." Minute Book 10
Icemearie County General Court shows that J. M. Rutland was
sses scheduled to appear on behalf of Semmes.
‘lor's letter to the editor of Harper s Weekly, January
, cited in Frank Lloyd Call, II, "John Anthony Gard;ﬂ_er
2% “urder of A University of Virginia Professor' (un-
 pzpar, University of Virginia) located in the Bernard

2 Historical Material, University of Virginia,

n Washington, November 20, 1840.
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Someone spoke up z2nd claimed ke knew who shot Professor Dz+is,
but would not tell the studcnt body as a group for fear of vigilante iuszice.
At length he consented o give the name to a commitice of students. =Zow-
each one hzd 1o give his word of honor to leave the suspect 2n=si-

czliyv unharmed. 2 committee was immediately elected, and the mo--

v 1nacs ialcrmer aside. He told them the assailant was Wiiliz—

Kincaid., Char.zs Bversfield, a committee member, acknowledgea tnzt
tm2 name 'was 1ot generally known and if it had been the person would

‘- . n27
1ot have lived meany minutes longer.

After Semraes fired the shot, Kincaid had dashed up the Ezst
Arcade of the Lzwn, He ran to a small stream some distance away znd
weshed the bizik make-up from his face. Then he returned to his room,
hicd his suit ¢f Zreb, and changed into other clothes. There, in his rcom:
the commitiz=z found him and presscd their accusation.

Kinczid confessed that he had taken part in the demonstration,

but sworz 21t he was not Professor Davis's assailant. To prove the
veraciz oI i3 statement he produced the suit of drab from its hiding
place. &wnowing that the figure in white had fired the shot, the committee
acceoisd ~incaid's stotement of innocence and requested that he disclese
to tzmexm tha2 Identity of his compaunion, the assailant. Kincaid refused.
Firm+ the committee commanded him, on his word of honor, to remai:

upcn the premizzs, Kincaid promised he would stay. The committes

I.etter, Cnarles ifversfield, November 23, 1640.
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then sent a man to Charioziesvilie to brin; gistrate, who could

(9]

egally compel Kincaid tc disclose the assailant's identity.

On IFridzy November 13, the sombre student body assembl=2 1

J. L. Orr presiding, four resolutions preparcc -

: presented and unanimously adopted. 'The studer~ =22
shoeling and wished Mr. Davis a coz=2-
=2y would "use every possiblc exertion to find ocut th2
' that they "'viewed the author of the outrazeous

'"'and lastly, that their resolutions should %2

-olished in the Cgllegian and in the Charlottesville, Richmond, z=zZ

Sizunion new spaTers. Arming themselves the grim, determined sou-

dent body then 2roceeded with their investigation. John Washington
descriped the

The laws of the University were for the time sus-
zznded, it was tacitly understood if not publickly

sic) proclaimed that no notice would be taken of
120se who violated them, yet there was no excess,
=~en of the most excitable temperament, armed
o the teeth, came daily in collision, but every
cne felt it to be a sacred duty to forbear. *

- hile the frightened Kincaid, breaking his pledge to his
scaped the Grounds and went to the boarding house of a

row. Two friends of Semmes, Ashford and Peters,

- Marshall, November 19, 1840,

29;"‘4,11 sz to the Public Unanimously Adopted by the Students ¢

the Universi' : Virginia (n.p., n.d.), pp. 1-2.

3

n Washington, November 20, 18480.




met Kincaid there and sequesrered him in ithe woods, securing hirn r=om

‘ther questioning. /ner Kincald's ahsence was discovered the sio-

dents immediately reacied. According to Robert E. Withers a guz-2

vzs placed arcund Perrow's hoarding house in case Kincaid tried ¢ -z~

t:=n there from ~22 woods. ''Committees were sent to the hotels on <=
v ious roads w2re the stages stopped for meals, "wrote Withers,
2z expectziion 12t the missing man might attempt to escape by boax»i-

irz these converznces at these distant points. ' With Warwick N.

%

a student from Kentucky, Withers dashed ''fifteen miles on horseb

k= afterncon to thz Stage House on the Staunton turnpike, where suzze:

.\ Tt
wzs taken by the sassengers . . . "But when the stage arrived, " wroze

- that the man that we sought was not among them arzs

. . 31
ride for nothing. "

Whiie zommittees of students galloped over the main roads in
searcnh of Kircald, those remaining at the University moved to verify
the susnicion that Joseph Semmes was Professor Davis's assailant.

= student, remembered that earlier he had loaned Semmes
a pis:ol witz one bhall which was ''not round owing to a deficiency of lead
whern mo'd22. " Pope cornered Semmes and demanded that he return the

Semmes replied that he had loaned it to someone

o identify that person. The students decided that this

31

Roberi Engeh Withers, Autobiosraphy of an Octogenarian (Roznoke:
i Mgf. Co. Press, 1907), p. 71-72. ILectter, Hunier




warranted his detenticn and sent for a2 meagistrute. The magistrate
arrived from Charlottesyil nd told Semmes to swear on the Bibkle -
he had no part in ihe iucident. Semmes refused to take an oath, s:iz-inz
t and did not belicve the Bible." The magizirz-2
sted nzt Semmes raise his right hand and affirm that
rorzdoing., Semmes complied, affirming that he had >
~2 snooting. 32
Robert Dzbney, Hunter Marshall, Frank Rives and others t
taat Semmes was Iving. Dabney had talked with Davis's two oldes
immmediately afizr the shooting and gathered that the wounded professor
was the assailant. Knowing that Professor Davis had
an uncanny 2bility to remember names, faces, and mannerisms, Dahnzv

realized that ine perceptive man could have recognized Semmes, eve:n

by his "peculiar gait and uncommonly small stature.’

stent denials the students felt that the circumstantial
22 oI the missing pistol plus Serames diminuitive size w
o wzrrant his appearance before an Examining Court. Since =211
=~Ioreement officers were in pursuit of the fugitive Kincgid,
Demrey and two classmates arrested Seinmes themselve .33
"Lodging Room'' in Pavilion X Professor Davis, having

1

uzh a painful night, seemed much improved and was in good

el =)

Duanter Marshall, November 19, 1840.

Robert L. Dabney, November 15, 1840.




spirits. The doctors were more optimistic than ever and hoped that he

would be back on his feef in two or three weoeks. The Charlotiesviiie

Advocate happily reoorted, "it affords the numerous friends of Mr. Davis
I this community infinite pleasure to learn that the wound is not conzi-
“zred mortall ®”

On Saturfz» November 14, the fIxamining Court, to determine if
sufficient evidencs existed to try Joseph Semmes for the shooting cf John
A, G. Davis, was called to order. The students fearcd the evidencs was
insufficient, but as the hearing continued stronger evidence was intro-
duced.

One of the first witnesses to testify was Professor Davis's voung
nepew, Booths. Boonthe, as well as Charles, the servant boy, had
obhserved the shooting from the doorway of Pavilion X. Taking the wii-
ness stand, ihe little boy recounted the struggle between his uncle and
the figure in white. In his testimony he stated that the assailant's arm
was crippled. Several days before the incident Semines had sprained his
wrist and had not regained full use of his left arm. A siudenttestified
that the cap worn by the figure in white matched one worn by Semmes
a nizht or so before the shooting while he was engaged "in a drunken
ick (sic). "

)

During the first day of the Examining Court many witnesses test-

-
&)
o3

the evidence mounted as the afternoon wore on. The cocky Semme=as

34CharlotteSviHe Advocate, November 13, 1840. Reprinted in
Richmond Enquirer, November 17, 1840.
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seemed unafraid and unconcarnzad., Vhen informed the doctors woulld noT

remove the bullet, Semmes almost confessed his crime. '""Well by CGod,

. 99

I'm safe, '’ he murmurad,

In the Roiunda the student body at another meeting "'made e2-:

- prove himself innocent. One by one each liz:’=

until judged innocent by his peers. When all wers
.o resolved to get Kincaid.

e in Charlottesville had cryptically announced that

a <housand yavds long would encircle Kincaid.'' The Students electad

committee of four 1o go to Charlottesville, find this person, learn ::z
w=zaning of his cr¥otic phrase,

to the court. . remainder of the student body would remain in

A

until the four

nms, B. F. White, and two others started out on foot for

Charicirzzvi__2. Suddenly about a mile from the University in a field
~e Midway Hotel, they spotted Kincaid. They followed him,

~- calling him by another name so as not to arouse his suspi-

v oo

cion. riinczid made no response. fHe was on his way to Perrow's housz.

S

When *z zz272red the building the committee of four was close behind him.

d him at Perrow's with no resistance on his part, then

~ 1o the authorities. 38

ruaier Marshall, November 19, 1840.

20

D0 7y -
Ibid.




Meanwhile in Pavitien X at noon on Saturday, Professor Davis's
condition was deteriorating. faving located the bullet and cleaned the
wound, the doctors head exhausted all their remedies but prayer. Sui

late In the zZrzrnoon Mrs. Davis burst into hysterical sobs,

122 odor of "some drug she had only connected with desperate casss’

\ - 39 . .
roIris0 her roem. The chaplain was summoned to the "Lodging

Trne University chaplain, Reverend William 5. White, approach
s vedside. Around the bed stood the saddened rmen

of t‘he faculty and Mr. Davis's oldest sons. Geantly, the chaplain asked

oo

5 . . - 11 . -
the dying man if he could see him. '''"Oh, yes,'" was the faint reply.

Reverend White told Mr. Davis that he was probably going to di=

and guestioned, ""'Can you say from the heart, thy will be done. '"

1 .
""" Davis answered.

.. . . . . 1
"'Is your spirit in the righteousness of Jesus Christ?"

it

"'"No other trust, ' was the faint but firm response.

Then Professor Davis motioned to his eldest son, Eugene.
1¢ bed, Iugene, a student at the University, received his
blesgsing. As Reverend White laid Professor Davis's hand
uporn mugene's bowed head, he noticed it was growing cold. At that
mo:nent the grief-stricken Mrs. Davis in another room sent for Reverend
As he left the bedside the chaplain heard Professor Davis call

. ! .
for his colleagues and make 'a vigourous effort to address them. "

39. . . . -
T.ucy Minor Davis Recollections, p. 5.

-78 -




. R - s 1y - .
Grasping the hand of Professcr Harrison nhe softly uttered, 'Promises -

trust - you all too. '"

"You mean thzt the promises of God's word are your trust ==
s=ould be ours 0a?' asked Professor Harrison.

Professor Davis nodded, yes, then whispered, "'Good-B 3.

Johr 32172, his sccond son now came forward and knelt besizz
{=z bed. "\Wrarz's my son,' asked Mr. Davis. As the young ma-,
cniv fourteen vezxs old, knelt beside the bed, a weepin.g professor
cizced Mr. Davis’s limp, cold hand on John Staige's head. With intense
e:fort Mr. Davis mouthed the words ""Bless you, " but he made no szund.

, L e . 40
ater, a1 five o'clock, he breathed no more.

Immediztel-

th2 surgeons ¢t into the body and removed the pistol ball. Upon extrzz-

tion the bullet revealed a flaw identical to that described by Pope the dav
beforz., The bullet was rushed to the court and presented in evidence.

Semrmes no charged with murder was put under tighter custody.

Trhz next day, Sunday, November 15, the Iixamining Court con-

1

T

tinues, illiam Kincaid took the stand and made "'a very clear statement.

He 272 inz =ushed court that the figure in white was Semmes, and that e
was Semon=s’ companion in the disturbance. He testified that he saw

Sermmmes w2zl down the arcade to Pavilion X and wrestle momentarily

wiin Dz-is, Hiowever, he could not swear that Semmes fired the shot

William S. White, Funeral sermon of John A. G. Davis
errell - Cearr Tﬂvnily Papers University of Virginia The entire az

=79~




3

" ) . e .. e s . B 4 v L s
on account of the pilier wihich interrugied his view. He did adniit that

Y]

he heard the gun discharge and saw a pewder flash. Kincaid's statcment

§

combined with little Boothe's testimony of the day before, and couried

2t seemed sufficient to condemn Semmes to th2 -1~

B Ve~ o S-S

swith the flawed bul

_wra, IHis trial date was set for November 24, and confinement in “=z2
soberzl nim somewhat, Kincaid was placed on five thous=znad
“ollzrs bond o zssure his presence as a witness.

On Mondax, November 16, a cold, bleak day, Professdr Davis’s
runeral service was held in the Rotunda. A thick BHanket of snow covered
the Grounds, whils the grey sky hung like a pall over the University

g

Despite the snow a large crowd of mourners gathered in the Rotunda,
T'riends, relatives, and colleagues came quietly to bid farewell to John
A. G. Davis.

Reverend White delivered an eloquent, meving funeral oraticn.
chaplain sought to convey to the mourners the feeling of Christian
cheerfulness with which Professor Davis met his fate. Speaking of his
final hour he recounted the Professor's merciful charity as he forgave
his slzayver. I@'inally, he told the weeping audience of Mrs. Davis's sub-
lime magnanimity. The day before with tear-streaked cheeks the widow

- , 1. - r J
had turned to nim and said, 'I have one request to make of you, and

that is that you will do all you can to save the young man's life, and in

41Letter, Hunter Marshall, November 19, 1840. One William D,
Fitch went Kincaids bond according to Minute Book 10, Albemarle
County General Court.
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the meantime tell him I hezariiiy and freely forgive him. The service
J A 1SS

deeply moved the mourning assembly. Men, women and children "were
bathed in tears'' from the beginning to the end. 42
At the conclusion of the sermon, the coffin, held by friends z:=2
cotleagues, was czrried slowly down the Lawn. On the doorstep =*
Pzilion X six vezr old Elizabeth and eight-year old Careyetta weaiched
the coifin of their father, as it was borne away. Upstairs Mrs. Davis
"in a state of frantic grief, ' sat with six month old Lucy. Solemnlv the
coffin was lifted into the black draped hearse and driven to the University
cemetery, Professor Davis's final resting place. Creaking slowly

through the snow the dark line of sombre carriages returned to the Uni-

versity after the burial. Two stopped behind Pavilion X, picked up the

43

Davis family and moved them to their country home.

After the burial the weary student body and the faculty trudged

42

White, Funeral Sermon. Rev. William S. White, D.D., And His
Times, 15300-1873, An Autobiography, ed. by Rev. H. M. White, D. D.
(Richmend: Presbyterian Committee of Publication, 1891), p. 109.
Hurnter Marshall writes that Mrs. Davis, who was pregnant at the time,
was so perturbed by the shooting that she miscarried. Marshall states
that the child was buried in Davis's arms.

43Lucy Iinor Davis Recollections, p. 5. Though Mrs. Davis never
fuliy recovered from her husband's death, the spirit of John A. G.
Davis's good works endured in the lives of his sons. Kugene, a lawyer
and farmer, constantly devoted his time and resources to charitable
czuses, development of Sunday Schools, and temperance reform. Jchn
Siaige became a distinguished doctor and professor of medicine at the
University of Virginia. Dabney C. Terrell and Richard Terrell both
bacame respected Dpiscopal ministers. Scrapbook Clippings of Davis
Family Obituaries, Alice Chancellor White Papers, University of
Virginia.
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baclk up the snow-covered I.avwn to the Ro*unda. There each group meat
separately to pass resolutions in final tribute to John A. G. Davis. The

wdents, standing in Professor Davis's classroom, with J. W. Przston

195}
—_-
—

appointed a committee to draft appropriate resolutions. Tre
cirmmmittee returned with a moving preamble and five resautions which
vore snanimous’y zdopted.,  They resolved that with Professor D=iz's
cea2th the world hzd lost a valued human being; that the University had
! -~

103t one of its "'surest stays;' that they expressed sympathy to the family

for their loss; that they would wear a badge of mourning for three months;

jab]
T
.
o
.

that a record oI their meeting be delivered to Mrs. Davis and the
newspapers.

The Law Class, the student group which sustained the greutest
loss, rassed unanimously four resolutions drawn by William DBayly of
Accomack, ''In the fulness of a sympathy which language is incapable
of exnressing'' the group resolved that they especially lamented the loss
of Professor Davis; that they would "use all lawful means' to convict
his killer; thzt they expressed condolences to the Davis Family and
friends; and that they would wear the badge of mourning throughout the
rermainder of the session.

The shaken faculty of the University, mourning the loss of their
chzirman, unanimously adopted three resolutions presented by Professor

Tucker., The faculty felt obligated to see that justice was done; they

found consolation in the students' actions during these despairing times;




and they resolved to wear the badge of mourning sixty days.
Several days later a student committee of sixteen gathe
three sets of resoluiions, added the resolutions from the student =
Nowvemper 13, and published them in pamphlet form “o» =%
The students feared that malicious rumors and wild
-ouald arouse the citizenry already prejudiced agains:t iz
or its past excesses. Appealing for a calin, dispassionate
consideration of the condition of the University, the students calied upon
the friends and alumni of the institution to come to its aid during these
troubkled times. Trumpeting their own success in apprehending tha
-as sa i - is accomplice in the riot, and all of the important evidence,
. . , . . 45
the students hoped to cleanse their somewhat tarnished image.
Semmes's trial scheduled for November 24, was posiponed at i
reguest of counsel, and on December 7, it was postponed cnce more.
The defense claimed that it was waiting for a special witness. Some®

believed Semmes's lawyers used the delays to persuade key witnesses

46 . .
not to testify” = and to let public passions cool.

ddress to the Public Unammously Adopted by the Students
sity of Virginia, (n.p., n.d.), pp. 2-4, 5-8.

4")Ibid. , po. 1-3. Throughout the ordeal the students received con-
stant praise and support in the press. Typical is this statement from the
Fredericlksburg Political Arena, November 24, 1840. "With all this eager
zeal to purify themselves and their institution from every trace of so foul
stain, and to have justice done upon the ruthless destroyer of their be-
oved friend and instructor, the students have manifested a moderation and

a good order, egual to any which could have been showed by the most staid
K

citizen.

4SLC er, Robert L. Dabney to Brother, December 7, 1840.
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During this time three of Semmes's relatives arrived in Char-
lottesville. Suddenly two key witnesses for the prosecution disappeared.
One was William Kincaid, who thus forfeited the five thousand dollar bond.
The other was a student to whom Semmes had confessed the shooting.
This student left the morning after a discussion with Leigh, Lyons,
Gilmer, and Rives, attorneys for the defense. They allegedly played
upon his feelings, admonishing him to leave unless he wished to have it
on his conscience that his testimony sent a friend and classmate to the
gallows. 47

With two key witnesses thus removed the defense was ready to
proceed, but at the January session of the County Court the prosecution
requested a continuance, which was granted. By February despite the
continued absence of Kincaid both sides were ready to proceed. Early
on the morning of February 2, 1841, the Albemafle County courthouse
was packed with studenté and townspeople. Thomas Preston, a law stu-
dent, described the mood of the gathering:

Never have T witnessed such deep and intense
interest - as seemed to prevail - the court house

was crowded at an early hour of the day and
strong and confident were the hopes of many

47
Letter, Robert L. Dabney, December 7, 1840. Gessner Harrison

wrote his father that it was rumored that Harmon Gilmer, one of Semmes's
attorneys, persuaded Henry C. Chambers, a witness for the prosecution,
to leave town. Harrison expressed disgust at the actions of local towns-
people who were allegedly providing Semmes with 'nice things for his
table. ' I.etter, Gessner Harrison to Peachey Harrison, December 17,
1840. Tucker-Harrison-Smith Papers, University of Virginia.
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that the accusea would be discharged - sympathy
for the orphan znd stranger and friendless youth
before them swelled the bosom of all who had a
heart to feel, while hig noble countenance pale,
but not subdued by confinement, or the gaze of
hundreds, and often moistened by tears as his
counsel Dpoke of his distant home and friends,

plezded his innocence and caused several to whis-
ex TE‘::;C such a mere boy or stripling could not
havz murdered Mr., Davis.

In the course of the trial testimony similar to that given bzfore
the original Examining Court was recounted. Student testimony revesled
that Semrnes had on several occasions expressed a desire to celebrate
the anniversary of the riot of 183#%,and had made several unsuccessiul
attempts to eniist others in his demonstration. Students also stated
that Semmes was seen in a student's room at about eight o'clock on tne
evening of the shooting loading a pistol and that forty-five minutes lzier
he borrowed a pistol and an imperfect ball from ancther student,

An abundance of circumstantial evidence pointed to Sermmes, bui
only Kincaid could positively identify him as the figure in white. The

defense's ploy of continued delay was working., Discrepancies appearcd

in the testimony of some witnesses. The passage of {ime was distor

C“l
1~
—
o
Jga

memories even of such an extraordinary event as the shooting on the

Lawn. On February 3, at the conclusion of the attorneys' summations

4GLetter Thomas W. Preston to Father, February 3, 1841,
Tirginia Hist. Society, Richmond. Albemarle County Clerks Office,
AMinute Book 10, January 11, 1841, February 2-3, 1841.




. . . . . . i 49
the Court decided to pass ithe case on to the Circuit Superior Court. =Y

In May defense aitorneys asked Circuit Court Judge I.ucas Thomp-
. 1t . . . ., .
son for a continuance alledging that [Semmes's] indisposition was s.ch

nder it mazardous to his life to undergo a protracted triz:. =

o

-z would r
Ter nearing tesiimony from Drs. Charles Carter, Harden Massis, znd

Jzmes 1., Jones, Judge Thompson granted the continuance until Qciober

Although continued delay allowed passions to cool (one stiudent
reporied that some of his classmates hoped Semmes would not hanz),
the sudden reapsearance of William Kincaid jeopardized defense hoges
for zcquittal. On May 12, Semmes applied for bail "upon the ground of
his present exireme indisposition dnd the condition of the jall in whickh

. . ’ N . . 11 I
he is confined. The court conducted an examination of "sundry wit-

nessas' but vostponed decision until the next day when Judge Thompson
51

overruled thz plea.

Later in the day a special commission to inspect the jail reported

“Letter, Thomas W. Preston to Father, February 3, 1841. Albe-
marie County Clerk's Office, Minute Book 10, January 11, 1841,

cruary 2-3, 1841. Letter, Robert I.. Dabney to Brother, February
1¢41. In a shorter more passionately biased account Robert Dabrey
letter to his mother on February 8, 1841, praised the prosecutor,
Lricizn Minor and Attorney General Baxter, while he denigrated defense
arzuments as 'sochestries, chicanerics, and lies.

207 aw Orders, May 11, 1841,

Letter, G. Francis Dabney to Mother, February 8, 1841, T.aw
Orders, May 12-13, 1841.
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to Judge Thompson. After nearing the commissions report and studying

a grand jury indictment: Thompson ordered William Watson, the jaiicr for
the County of Albemazarie, removed from office and fined thirty doiliza-s.

~mong the charges 2gainst Watson were ''permitting the use of wing 2+

- . . . - " 1t . . o
=rZznt spirits in ine room of Joseph G. Semmes and permitting tmz

) -

iatroduction into the room of Joseph G. Semmes . . . women of jcosz2

During the following month Semmes's condition steadily worsened.
His atiorneys again asked the Court for bail. Acknowledging that Semmes
"had contracted z painful and dangerous disease since his confinzsment in
jail which disease was produced in consequence of his having been for a
long time confined in a very small, damp, and very badly ventilated
room' and that the disease had either bacome "ex;traéfnely aggravated  or
that Semmmes had contracted a new disease, Judge Thompson reversed
his previous ruling and granted Semmes bail, On July 8, 1841, Serumes
was released after Reuben Grigsby and Benjamin F. Porter of Rockbridge
County and William Porter of Orange Counly agreced to guarantee
Semmies's twenty-five thousand dollars hail. Shortly thereafter Joseph
Sermames disarpeared. Apparently the abject youth, unable to appease
his conscience, committed suicide. On May 11, 1842, John H. Peyton,

atiorney for Semmes, Grigsby and Porter, relinquished to the Court

W

521 aw Orders, May 13, 1841.
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52
the twenty-five thousand do’lars bail.

For a greatwihile after the tragedy on the LLawn the Universits

community lived in a2 bewildered state of despair and disillusionmen:,

Tz doleful bleezzess of the winter countryside, the chilling, bitin

U

winter wind, infensified the melancholy mood pervading the Grounds,
.- . . . . "
—iznt davs after the incident a student wrote his mother, 'everyor=

seerms to have lost the power of application to study and it seems ic me

td be by far the best plan that many can pursue is (sic) to leave at once
.. . .'"" The faculty seemed listless, passive, ineffective asking "'the

advice and counsel of every student before they take any step of conse-

quence. ' Members of the law class, disheartened by so great a loss,

mades plans to study elscewhere. ot

Unquestionably the law class was momentarily the most damaged
group in the University. When John A. G. Davis became Professor of
_aw uporn the resignation of Judge I.omax in 1830, the class and the

's salary were small. Under Mr. Davis's careful tutelage thes

professor
law School developed into one of national prominence. At his death the

salary was a comfortable four thousand dollars a year with a home and

21 aw Orders, July 7-8, 1841, October 11, 1841, May 10, 1842,
3 1842, There are several different accounts of Semmes's ulti-
mate fate. Most sources list suicide but the location varies from Paris
to Georgia to Texas. It is highly probable that disease killed him or
drove him to suicide.

-

D4Letter, John Washington, Novermber 20, 1840.
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free tuition for the profecszzor's sons included. 29

The Board of Visitors temporarily appointed a young man.
Nathaniel Howard, o fill the vacancy left by Mr. Davis. At the bszin-
rning of the next session the Visitors named Judge Henry St. Georg=
Tucker, a disting:ished Virginian, to the chair. IHe was an able iz2-

e o6
Tirzr, well-liked by the students.

When ilie session of 1841 began, Robert Dabney wrote his muoizer

Among them were still some youthful profligates whose time, resources,
and energy were dissipated in useless hedonistic pursuits. But mzany
who had particiszted in the tragic events of that bleak weekend in Novem-
ber were sincerely sobered by the experience.

Reverend White recorded in his autobiography that immediately
after the shooting of Professor Davis the Universﬂy experienced & smiall-
scale revival of deep religious sentiment. Attendance at the University's
Sunday School and worship service increased, and those attending were

in earnest search of spiritual fulfillment. Professor Cabell and his

wife joined the church, as did several students. Reverend White con-

cludes, "This went on to increase from year to year, until parents

OOLetter, Robert L. Dabney to Brother, June 13, 1841.
- 7

DQLetter, Robert L. Dabney to Brother, December 7, 1840. Letter,
Robert L. Dabney to Mother, September 22, 1841. Ividently one

reason for Judge Tucker's popularity was that he did "'not work the stu-
ents much more than half as hard as Mr. Davis used to do. "

Q.

57Letter~, Robert L. Dabney to Mother, September 3, 1841.

_89_




throughout the couniry wer< ncought to ez2 that the moral and religious

58

character of their sons was as safe there as anywhere. '

But of grezazer future significance for the University of Virzinia
“~an the spiritual revival in the wake of the Davis tragedy was ths mz-u-
rz2ion of the mood of unflinching candor, courage, and correctness =2
studznes exhibited as they calmly and collectively sought justice ziz=x
iz2 snooting on ine Lawn. By their actions during the critical foriv-
cight hours after the shooting of Professor Davis, the students proved
to the people of Virginia, and in a larger sense, to the people of the

nzation, that they were fully capable, when given the opportunity, o

accepnting the responsibilities of mature adults.

Ui

No memher the faculty was more impressed by the student
potential for probity and diligence than Judge Henry St. George Tucker,
In syvmoathy with student bitterness at petty infringements of their
liberiy ige Tucker, as chairman of the facult >zerted his influenc
lil v, Judge Tuck I f the f lty, e ted ! fl
to abolish the uniform code and early rising regulations. As these
bothersome restrictions, the source of so much student-faculty discord,
were suspended and then abolished, student feelings of animosity and

. 99
alienation diminished.
Judge T[ucker did not stop with these reforms. His greatest con-

tribution and perhaps the lasting legacy of determined student action

DSH. M. White, ed., Rev. William White, p. 110-111.

L’

gBruce, University of Virginia, III, p. 1.
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during that grim weckend in November 1840, was the introduction of the
Honor System. Stringent regulation of examinations and excessive
vigilance by the faculty during examining periods created feelings =7 ten-
=lon and hostility in poth the students and the faculty. The Honor Sos:e
~=rizted stealths spying during examinations, and soon its spirit pzroa-
. . . . ., 61 ., . s
12l every aspect of student life at the University. Indeed, it wouill
1 the truth to say that the gpirit was conceived that cold Nowem-

ber night in 1840, when the students as a body pledged their lives and

honor to resolve the fatal shooting on the Lawn.

694 The Shooting of Professor Davis,' Plume & Sword, May,

1653, n.p. The idea that the spirit of the Honor System devolved from
i

£

ncidents following the shooting is presented in this unauthored In-
roduction to the Hunter Marshall letter.

61Bruce, University of Virginia, III, p. 53.
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Appendix T - T'he Mernibers of the aculty

Session Avverend Modern Nith Niatural Chemisiry
Paanpanee Fanpunges Philosophy
Gessner George Charles Robert John
Harrison Blaetterman Bonnycastle Patterson Emmet
7 - 1830-31 Chairman
8 - 16831-32 Chairman
G - 1832153
Yy . t
10 - 1833-34 Chairman Py
i
11 - 1834-135 Chairman
o William B.
12 - 1835-36 am B
Rogers
13 - 1836-37

14 - 1837-38

Chairman

—
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Session

Maoral
Philosophy

Appendix 1 - Continued

Medicine

Taw

Anatomy
and Surgery

George Robley John A. G. Thomas
Tucker Dunglison Davis Johnson
7 -1830-31
§ - 1831-32
|
B 188233 Chairman
Alfred
10 - 1653-3 .
REREE Magill
11 - 1654- 3 Augustus
L.. Warner
12 - 1835-36 Chairman
13 - 1836-37 Chairman
.3 )
14 - 1837-38 R. E James T..
Griffith (CMabell
15 - 1838-39
Henry

Toward

Chadrmian
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Appendix I

PAVILION I

PAUILION I

e

5
oo
L.OYNa

Dasris
Magill
Grifrith
Howard

PAVILION V

Patierson

Harrison

PAVILION VII

PAVILION IX

Tucker

- Pavilions of the Faculty

PAVII.ION II
Johnson
Warner
Cabell

PAVI{LLION IV

Blaetterman

PAVILION VI

Harrison
Rogers

PAVILION VIII

Bonnycastle

PAVILION X

Dunglison
Davis




Appendix 11l - School nrollment

Matricu-  Anc, . Nat. Choem, Med. Anad. Moral ' Total
SesSion lates Py, Math Phil. & M. M, Mcod. Jur. & Surg.  Phil Taw Tickets

o1




Anciens _ =riuzces
Modern _znsuages

_.ztherznaiics

Nzural Pnilosophy

Chemisiry

NTo -
12l

icin=

Anatomy end Surgery

NMoral Philesophy

Law

1835

943.
1,130.
1,280,

1,475.

.00

00

00

00

00
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Appendisx IV - Facully Fees 1835-37

.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00
.00

.00

1837

1,607.
3,493,
2,897.

3, 090.

$1,944. 00

00

00

00

00

. 00

.00

. 00

.00
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Appendix V - Origin of Students

! | , West
- Vi Do g Mise ) Gadf La. | NG M, | ky. | pocdwenn| Pa.l 94| on.| N Y] Mi| Conn| Indics
16306-5 133 (" ,:,f, 9 9 2 ] 1 2 1 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
[SRRIVLY
118
D R <
1831-32 | 139 | gop | O 0 1 1 1 4 1 1 2 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 0
127
1832-33 | 158 | g | 4 3 9 1 2 5 1 0 3 1 1 0 1 0 0 0 0
o U%o
: 153 -
1833-34 | 204 | oo 7 6 | 10 5 2 7 3 i 4 3 1 0 1 0 0 1 0
” 141 . !
1834-35 | 210 | goq | 19 8 9 6 5 6 4 3 3 2 0 1 | 0 0 0 0 0
e ap 172
1835-36 | 248 | oo | 16 | 13 6 | 12 9 6 6 3 2 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1
/0
1836-37 | 269 éo;’ 17 | 21 | 12 9 8 3 4 3 0 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 1
R P O 70
0 I3 l 145 . - D[
1ont-nn | 281 1 pon | 21 | 24 7 110 | 10 2 3 2 1 3 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 o
- N D bl 1
‘ 161
183630 | 247 620,0 23 | 23 7 6 | 10 3 1 3 2 | 2 3 2 1 0 0 0 0
——— e e ra s o o e aany ohe arn e —— /( 4 1N
. o 151 | |
1839-40 | 242 oLl 20 | 24 7 110 9 3 1 4 2 3 1 4 1 1 1 0 0
1 L 62% | | i ‘ . ‘
Total 2081 1467 142 124 %0 61 57 41 25 21 20 19 - 11 8 6 3 2 1 3

71% 6.8% G.0% 5.4% 2.9% 2.7% 2.0% 1.2% 1.0% 1.05% 0. 9% 0.5% 0.4% 0. 3%
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Appendix VI - Stunent Ages at Matriculation

So= ozt Llairiculation 7th Session 1330-31 17th Sessicn 1640-41

I 0 1 i

s 2 2% 3 27

16 15 11% : 12 T

17 22 1% 19 R

18 32 24% 38 217

19 22 17% 37 217

20 16 12% 34 157

21 12 .97 14 G5

22 5 4% ) 573

23 4 3% 7 4%

24 0 1 1%

25 1 1% 0

26 2 2% 3 2%

27 0 1 1%

\
Appendix VII - Sessions Attended
1 2 3 4 5 6 Toiz2

1330-31 £3-60. 2% 35=26.3% 11=8. 3% 4= 3Y% 2=2%" 1=1% 132
1340-41 107=309, 8% 49=2"7% 16 =9% 6 =3% 1=1% 17e




Appendix VIIT - Tacutty Meelings - Ty Month

o Depll Ol Mov, o hee, o dnn. ebh, Mar, Apr. May June July Total
1830-31 2 3 1 2 2 2 1 2 4 1 5 25
1831-32 3 2 4 2 2 5 2 5 2 2 5 34
1632-33 3 2 3 4 1 4 2 1 3 1 7 31
—1::;" ’?ﬁ 5 4 6 2 5 8 3 6 5 3 3 48
1a54-35 2 2 4 3 5 3 4 3 S 4 3 38
1835-36 3 3 5 s 2 5 4 5 3 5 1 44
18356-37 - ; 4 5 4 1 5 1 5 4 4 1 38

11837-38 4 \ >l w ! 3 j ! 4 5 3 4 2 v_&ﬁ“w;)‘:mw*“
 18358-39 5 2 N ) 3 1 ‘;) : 2 ; | 1 ‘ o —; - 30
1632-40 5 ? - {u N 1 3 1 (;“ : 2 1 3 2 “ 16
o 36 D 57 ne o 38 23 37 31 29 32 348
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Appendix IX - Content of IMaculty Meclings

T Student Petitions

1850-1 1831-2 1832-3 1833-4 1834-5 1835-6 1836-7 1837-8 1838-9 1839-40 Total

Withdraw
Class or Univ. 11 15 15 21 22 28 25 20 19 21 197

Admission or

Readmission 5 1 4 11 7 8 9 7 14 4 70
I.ive Quiside
1niv. 9 6 6 7 38 6 14 9 16 7 88
Special
Petitions 1 38 10 10 5 ) 7 38 3 0 57
=
; I Academic Concerns —
i
;‘ iTxaminaflion
: and Craduation 6 10 8 6 16 24 24 17 13 13 137
Library 1 0 2 1 7 7 6 6 5 8 43
| Inattertiveness 2 & G 10 10 4 6 10 8 6 70
Non-academic
Instructors 3 0 0 3 3 3 1 3 2 7 29
ITT Miscellancous Concerns
School
Regulations L 7 3 2 4 7 10 5 2 2 43

Board of
Visitors . ] 2 3 | 0 0 0 1 1 14




Appendix IX - Continued

18350-1  1831-2 1832-3 1833-4 1834-3 1835-6 1836-7 1837-8 1838-9 1839-40 Total
Yinances 3 0 0 1 4 5 9 8 11 7 49

IV Administration of imployees

Proctor 4 2 7 3 7 13 8 8 12 8 72
Janitor 1 0 0 2 0 -0 0 0 0 0 3
1Totel Keepers 7 2 2 10 10 15 15 8 4 1 74

V Violations

Uiniform law 2 2 5 7 3 13 18 12 7 10 79
| o
| Marly Rising 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 2 6 1 16 "T
i
ﬁ AWOT, 2 5 2 1 11 9 6 7 7 5 55
Drinking or
' Taverning 2 2 4 20 11 12 11 13 T 6 88
f Gambling 3 ! 0 1 2 2 1 1 1 2 14
Firearms 2 2 0 2 -2 2 1 3 4 1 19
Noise 1 1 2 7 38 5 1 5 5 0 41
BBonfire with
Disturbance 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 3 0 6
Abuse of anolthey
individual 0 S 9 9 O 10 8 4 3 7 58




Appendix X - Meetings Concerned with Student Violations

Session % of Total Sept. Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. IFeb. DMar. Apr. May. June July Total
Meetings
1830-31 38% 1 1 0 1 0 1 0 1 3 0 1 S
1831-32 53% 0 1 1 1 1 3 2 2 2 1 4 18
1632-33 6 1% 0 0 2 2 1 4 2 0 2 1 5 19
1833-34 54% 0 1 3 2 5 4 1 4 4 2 0 26
1834-35 61% 0 1 2 1 3 3 4 3 2 3 1 23
‘ 183506 75% 1 2 4 6 2 3 3 4 3 4 1 33 8‘
l 836G-37 68% 0 3 2 2 1 5 1 5 4 2 1 26 B
\ 1837-38 G 5% 0 2 1 2 3 1 3 3 3 3 1 22
} 1838-39 70% 2 2 4 2 1 3 1 3 0 2 1 21
| 1639-40 6 9% 0 2 2 0 3 4 0 2 1 3 1 18
4 D 21 19 20 - 31 17 217 24 21 16 215

-y 1 - — e 7 4 > f
11% 54% 5% 59% 30% 829%  74% 73% 7% 729 50% 61. 8%
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Appendix I is beased .on data collected from University of Virgivia
Catalogues for ihe seventh through the sixteenth sessions.

Appendix IT - John S. Patton and Sallie J. Doswell, The Univzarsi---

of Virginia: Glimpses of Past and Present, (Iynchburg: J. =
B2ll Compan>, 1909), p. 25,

endix IV - Bruce, University of Virginia, II, p. 182.

Appendix V is based on data contained in charts in University of
Virginia Cataiogues for the seventh through the sixteenth sessions.
& t=) t=)

Aopendix VI is based on data compiled from microfilm of the Stu-
dent Matriculation Book for the seventh and seventeenth sessions.

Appendix Vil is based on data compiled from lists in Catalogues
for the scienth and seventeenth sessions.

Lo

pendix VIII is based on data compiled from the Minutes of t
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endizces IX and X are based on data compiled from the Minutes
he Faculty, My method of investigation began with a perusal
the minutes of faculty meetings which occurred between April

25, and July 1830. In this way I became aware of the recurring
of faculty concern. [ then made charts listing these con-
carns a2nd checked which concerns were discussed at each meeting.
mmation of my checkmarks indicated the total number of

g3 during the decade that each subject was a matter for
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facu ty discussion, and thus which items most concerned the faculiiv.
It 1s important to remember that the figures represent only meei-
ings per session at which the topics were discussed. It does not
include th2 number of times the topic recurred in a single meeting.

In Appendix X figures for AWOL violations include cases of dis-
-nissed or suspended students who returned to the University Wit?*-

ut pe rmission. It also includes aitendance at unauthorized pariies.
1 figures in appendices IX and X are approximate.
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