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ABSTRACT

FLUSH TIMES ON THE UPPER TOMBIGBEE:
SETTLEMENT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT IN LOWNDES COUNTY,
MISSISSIPPI, 1833-1860

By
WILLIAM STEPHEN MCBRIDE
This is a study of settl patterns and hi hy, socic ic structure, and

economic behavior in a recently settled plantation region. The nature of economic
behavior, processes of change which occurred as the region evolved from a frontier to a
more stable state, has been little studied by students of plantation regions or frontiers in
general. To facilitate an understanding of this issue, a model of economic behavior is

presented and tested in this study. This model, the Boom-Bust model, focuses on the

lationship of ic cycles to settl patterns, ic devel and beh

in a developing plantation, or at least "export propelled” region. While this model is a type
of frontier model, the situations it is applicable to are much different from the stereotypical
isolated frontier. These areas were more commercialized and experienced more rapid
change. A three phase scheme of development, including a boom, a bust, and a recovery,
is predicted within the model.

Hyp on immigrati i ic structure, agricultural methods, town

develop and settl hi hy, stores, and behavior were generated from
this model and tested with documentary data from Lowndes and Monroe Counties,
Mississippi, and with archaeological data recovered from the excavation of Colbert and

Barton, extinct towns which were located in Lowndes County, Mississippi.
The results of this analysis indicate that in the context of a recently settled plantation

region, economic cycles had a very strong impact on the nature of settment pattern and

town P and ption of luxuries. The examination of

socioeconomic structure and consumption patterns within each phase of the model suggests

that the societal simplification noted in many frontier situations is generally not present in



those areas which conform to the model. This study demonstrates some of the

ities involved when ini behavior, and the need to be aware of

overall ic as well as individual soci ic context. It also demonstrates some

of the unique contributions historical archaeology can offer, particularly in the study of

consumer behavior.
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CHAPTER 1.
INTRODUCTION

Most social and economic studies of plantation regions, particularly the Plantation
South, have been focused on longer settled and economically established regions or

settlements. This is not surprising given the larger and better quality of data sources in

these situations, but it has led to a static and i p

picture of variation
within plantation economies. These studies have also tended to focus on the plantations

rather than other settlement forms, such as farms or towns. Variation and development on

the frontiers had significant and lasting impacts on the settl patterns and
development of plantation regions.

The inattention given to plantation or other "export propelled” (Katzman 1975)

agricul frontiers has also I d our ability to attain a broader understanding of the

variability of behavior and process on agricultural frontiers in general. Most models of

Itural frontier settl and adaptation have been based on non-plantation systems

and their applicability to plantation situations is unclear. The highly commercial nature of

plantation agriculture and its dependence on international markets should certainly lead to
many differences from the more frequently studied small farm frontier.

In the study presented below, a model of settlement patterning, town development, and
economic structure and behavior will be presented and tested. This model, the Boom-Bust

model, focuses on the relationship of ic cycles to ic develop and

Seaide

in a developing plantation, or at least "export propelled” region. While this model

is a type of frontier model, the situations to which it is applicable are much different than

the stereotypical isolated frontier. These latter areas were more commercialized and
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experienced more rapid change. It is hoped that testing of this model leads to a better
understanding of plantation frontiers in general. On a more particular level, the relationship

2 1

in

of ic cycles to patterns, soci ic structure, agricultural
methods, and consumption patterns in the frontier context will be illuminated.

Two independent data sources, d y and archaeological, will be utilized in

examining the Boom-Bust model. How these two data sources are utilized or related has
been a methodological problem in historical archaeology for some time. Documentary
sources have often been utilized simply to create a narrative background for a particular

site. The narrative is then forgotten and not i d with the archaeological data in an

analytical way. Another common method is to generate hypotheses from the local
documents and then test these hypotheses against the archaeological data. In this latter
example, the two data sources are treated as separate and non-overlapping. While this
method can be fruitful, particularly for development of middle-range theory, it does not
make full use of the uniqueness of either data source. Since the two data sources have
different strengths and weaknesses, they should be integrated to address different aspects
of general questions rather than simply being tested against each other.

In a recent Society for Historical Archaeology Plenary Session, a number of

participants identified the inadequate integration of d y and archaeological data as
one of the greatest failings of historical archaeology, and called for the use of both data
sources to test general propositions (Cleland 1988; Deagan 1988; Schuyler 1988). In the
study to follow, a general model, the Boom-Bust model, is constructed from sources
outside the study area, and then tested with both county and ity-level d y

data and archaeological data from the study area. The integration of the two data sources in

the examination of the general model should make a significant methodological contribution
to the field of historical archaeology.

The overall study area is Lowndes County, Mississippi, a county which became
involved in cotton production and slave-based agriculture i diately after its settl
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began. Data from surrounding counties, particularly Monroe County, Mississippi, are also

used in ing a regional ive. The archaeological data come from eight domestic

sites within the Lowndes County river towns of Colbert and Barton. Although relatively
short, the period under study, 1833-1860, spanned a very dynamic time in the region.
As was mentioned above, the main topics to be investigated include changes in

PO o

agri town

el

patterns and

functions, and consumption. The two most important documentary sources to be
examined are the county property tax rolls dating from the 1830s to late 1850s and the
Federal manuscript census rolls dating from 1820-1860. These two sources provide
information on population and wealth, in land and slaves. Agricultural data in the
published federal census for 1850 and 1860 will be used to examine questions related to
agricultural methods.

A number of data sources will be combined to i ions related to town

development, settlement patterns, and the stores, services, and goods provided by these
towns. These records include deeds, county governmental records, store inventories and
bills, newspapers, reminiscences, and county property tax rolls.

Archaeological data as well as documentary sources are utilized to examine
consumption patterns. The archaeological sample is derived from three domestic sites in
the extinct town of Colbert (1835-1847), and five domestic sites in the extinct town of
Barton (1848-ca. 1862). Refined ceramics will be the artifact type used in the investigation

of ch

patterns. C patterns at the county level will be

& x 2

igated by ini handise sales in the county tax records. The archaeological

data are important because they provide the most information on household level
and on the ption of certain types of items, in this case refined

ceramics. The county tax rolls only give information on total merchandise sold.
Over the last few years consumption patterns or "consumer choices" have become a

popular topic of study within historical archaeology (Henry 1989; Spencer-Wood 1987a).
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Many of these studies examine the impact of different variables on consumption patterns.
Socioeconomic status or class, and to some degree ethnicity are the primary factors utilized
in the explanation of consumption variability (Spencer-Wood 1987a). The influence of
different i includi ic cycles, has received surprisingly little

lysis, h 56 ption variability on frontiers has been examined to some

degree, but generally in more typical isolated frontier situations (Miller and Hurry 1983).

A much deeper understanding of the influence of different settlement and economic

(cyclical) on ption patterns is needed to more confidently explain
consumption variability.
Arrangement of Chapters
Following this chapter, Chapter 2, p a model of ic behavior and
conditions during the g phical expansion of an export propelled agricultural sy

This type of expansion is referred to here as Boom-Bust expansion and is briefly defined as
a type of agricultural frontier expansion which begins during a period of high demand and
price for crops, which can be grown in the new area, and ends, or at least is slowed, by a
dramatic drop in the price of the same crops.

For the changes described in the Boom Bust Model to occur in a frontier area, a series

of preconditions must be present. These p ditions relate to conditions in the frontier

area itself, the nature of the intrusive society, and conditions of the world economy.

Chapter 3 examines early and middle nineteenth century Lowndes County in order to

if these p ditions were present there. The data presented to examine the
preconditions also serve as contextual descriptions from which specific hypotheses are
constructed and tested on d y and archaeological data in later chapters. These
hypotheses focus primarily on issues related to soci i ification, agricultural
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q

P ion, town

patterns and functions, and ption patterns. These
issues are ones that are sensitive to change in a developing region.
Chapter 4 presents data on the settlement and development of Lowndes County, with

an examination of the first eight hypotheses of the study. These hypotheses examine the

speed and size of settl wealth and soci i and agricultural method:
and production. Chapter 5 p the data on town development and examines the
hypoth on town speculation, town settl P the hi hy of towns, and the
stores, goods, and services available in the towns. The ination of these hypoth is

organized by the different cycles of the model: Boom, Bust, and Recovery. In Chapter 6,
hypotheses related to the impact of economic cycles on consumer behavior, in the context

of a developing plantation region, are tested. These hypotheses are tested with both

1,

y and archaeological data. The materials and methods to be utilized in these

tests are di d below. The soci ic level of each of the site residents is

identified through documented wealth. As part of these tests, the relationship of

Lok

ic level and is add: d. Chapter 7 izes the
finding of the study and highlights their application to several issues in Historical

Archaeology, and hopefully, other disciplines as well.



CHAPTER 2.
THE BOOM-BUST MODEL:
A MODEL OF SETTLEMENT AND ECONOMIC BEHAVIOR

Introduction

In this chapter, a model of economic behavior and conditions during the geographical
expansion of an export propelled agricultural system is presented. This type of expansion
is here referred to as Boom-Bust expansion and is briefly defined as a type of agricultural
frontier expansion which begins during a period of high demand and price for crops, which
can be grown in the new area, and ends, or at least is slowed, by a dramatic drop in the
price of the same crops. General hypotheses will be generated from this model and
presented in the next chapter. These hypotheses will focus primarily on issues related to

urban hi hy, settl patterns and functi agricultural producti pti

patterns and socioeconomic stratification. These issues are ones that are sensitive to change
in a developing region.

The model to be presented combines certain aspects of previous frontier models or
theories derived from the study of economic behavior during economic cycles. The
primary settlement or frontier models to be utilized are those of Peet (1969), Margolis
(1973, 1977, 1979), Casagrande et al. (1964), and Hudson (1969) . These models are

utilized either b they deal explicitly with the relationship t frontier exp

and economic cycles. or because they present general insights into issues such as settlement
patterns, which will increase the understanding of changes which took place during Boom-

Bust expansion.



Erontier Settlement Models

Frontier models and theories have been constructed to investigate and explain such
topics as the relationship of the frontier to the sociopolitical nature and identity of a nation

(Turner 1893), the nature of adaptations associated with different frontier types (Leyburn

1935; Prescott 1965; Steffin 1980), sociocultural regularities iated with adaptation to
frontier conditions (Casagrande et al. 1964; Hardesty 1980), the relationship of frontier
expansion to the world economy or "world system" (Meinig 1986; Peet 1969; Wallerstein

1974), and of course, the inter ions of colonizers and indi peoples, particularly

the changes and adaptation of the latter (Wells 1973; Hallowell 1957; Wasalkov and Ely
1980; White 1983). The third and fourth approaches mentioned above, or those which
have addressed regularities in frontier adaptation and those which have examined the
frontier in the context of the world economy, will be utilized to a greater extent in the
creation of the Boom-Bust model because they more thoroughly address questions of
material change.

The model of Peet (1969), which combines the static Von Thunen Model of agricultural

zones and a world system approach, is particularly rel to the Boom-Bust model
because it incorporates worldwide supply and demand cycles (Boom-Bust cycles) in an
examination of the frontier expansion of western Europe. This model is very general and is
not limited to a particular locale. The Von Thunen model is characterized by a central

market ded by ic zones of production. What crops are grown in each zone

and how far from the central market the zones extend is based upon comparative land

values and crop which are hat dependent on the cost of transport to
market, and production per acre.
In Peet's model, agricultural expansion or colonization is driven primarily by two

forces, changes in crop demand and supply in the market center (core), and changes in the



hnology of t. Since the si h century, this core has been Western Europe,

with the northeastern United States added in the late nineteenth century. Increases in
demand lead to rises in price, which encourage both intensified agricultural production in

older areas, and geographical expansion of the territory in which the crop is grown. In

other words, an d expansion of the zones ding the market center occurs.

Improvements in transportation technology and organization can reduce the cost of

transport and further extend the zone of profitability in which a crop can be grown.

If increases in demand and transportation imp occur si ly, they can

lead to great and rapid g phi ion. This combination is ial for p d

expansion (Peet 1969:289). In fact, Peet notes that these two driving forces are usually not

P ™ 1

and imp in i hods and (Peet 1969:298). The movement

in d d and prices provide capital incentives for experimentation

of peoples into new territories also places demands on better transportation systems, since

b

they not only prod but also

The exact nature of these zonal expansions depends upon the relative strengths of the
forces causing changes in demand, those leading to changes in supply, and those leading to
transportation cost decreases (Peet 1969:290). Certainly, if the supply grows too rapidly,

that is faster than d d, prices will lly drop, resulting in a ion (bust) with
stagnation or depopulation occurring in the frontier area.

To summarize, Peet's model states that an increase in demand and price for frontier
products in market areas is the main force which permits extension of commercial

production beyond its previous zone. Under conditions of rising demand and falling

transportation costs, the model f rapid d (Peet 1969:290).
The model of Margolis (1973, 1977, 1979) is based on her research, historical and
present day, into Brazilian "commodity cycles" and in particular, the nature of frontier

expansion and agri practices in a pl. i p system. Marg

summarizes the expansion and decline of a number of Brazilian crops, including sugar,
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cotton, rubber and cocoa, but her primary focus is on coffee. The bulk of her study is
based on ethnographic research in the coffee growing Parana frontier region of Brazil.
This model, therefore, like Peet's (1969), describes frontier expansion in relation to the
world economy and in particular, in relation to crop demand and prices.

In the Margolis model, a cash-crop (or export propelled) frontier will proceed through a
number of predictable stages if certain conditions are present (Margolis 1973:2). These
preconditions include a demand, usually international, for a valuable cash crop, the

presence of unsettled land suitable for p ing this crop, a population to settle the new

lands, accessible markets for the crop, and available credit to finance settlement and initial
production (Margolis 1977:43). Having accessible markets obviously depends on having
an adequate transportation system already in place or at least having the technology and
funds to have one constructed soon after settlement

During the first stage of the cycle, a great demand and high price level for a certain crop

is established. This is followed by a large migration to areas suitable for growing this

crop. In this new area or frontier, the forests are quickly cleared and production is begun
on a large scale, with extensive shifting agricultural methods. Yields are very large at first
and profits are high (Margolis 1973:2; 1977:46).

This phase is marked by great prosperity and a boom-town atmosphere which is
referred to as Movimento in Brazil (Margolis 1973:9; 1977:46). New towns spring up
overnight and their stores are stocked with a variety of goods, including luxuries.

C ively lavish

ption and upward social mobility are common characteristics
of this stage (Margolis 1977:46).

Booms of this sort in frontiers generally do not last. Eventually, overproduction
occurs, in this area and others, and the price begins to decline. Also, unused land becomes

scarce and lands under cultivation begin to get depleted Iting in declining yields.

These two devel mark the beginning of the second stage of Margolis' cycle.

Farmers and planters often react to these developments by intensifying their production of
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the cash crops, which leads to even lower prices and more soil depletion (Margolis
1977:49). Soil conservation methods are rarely attempted since they are expensive and

markets are uncertain. How many years it takes this bust phase to begin is highly variable

as it dep on local envi | and international market conditions. As these trends

the agriculturalist's plight b worse. For towns, the decline results in a loss

of business and loss of the Movimento associated with the initial boom. Stores eventually
stock only basic necessities as there is no market for luxuries (Margolis 1973:9). The
opportunities for upward social mobility decrease and there is a slowing of migration into
the frontier zone.

Finally, profits for producers become so reduced that replacement crops or livestock
may be tried, but this is generally unsuccessful in rejuvenating the area. The cycle ends in
the old frontier area when depopulation begins and towns decline. This, however, often

makes the beginning of another cycle in a new frontier region. According to Margolis, as

long as there is more fertile frontier land, the exploitive and depleting agri | method.
are continued, and in fact, are adaptive (1973:5; 1977:59).
The works of Green (1979) on temperate forest colonization and Katzman (1975) on

differing Brazilian frontiers also support the adapti of frontier ion and the

extensive agricultural methods utilized in this context, particularly in conditions of soil
exhaustion. As Green notes, expansion is the "least-effort" strategy since it maintains the

realized-niche extensive strategy and its higher output per unit of input (1979:75-76). The

" costs" of ion are lly less than intensification and under

ditions of low port costs, are adaptive for export-propelled agriculture (Katzman
1975:269). Expansion is particularly adaptive in tropical regions, sub-tropical regions such

P

as Margolis' study area, and thin soiled temperate regions since soils in these regions are
quickly exhausted and take many years to recover due to low resilience (Green 1979:83,
97). In thicker soiled temperate regions, however, where soils are more resilient, intensive

S TRy ;o Tad

are more feasible, p ly

agricultural methods, including soil conservation
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among wealthy farmers (Green 1979:97). In temperate regions, intensive methods will
begin after competition for land raises land prices or rents to a degree that shifting methods
are not affordable (Katzman 1975:269-270). Therefore, Green suggests that while all areas
go through an initial phase of extensive agricultural exploitation, this is followed, after the
land is filled up and rents increase, by intensification in heavier soiled temperate regions
and site abandonment in the other regions (1979:98).

The type of agricultural units and social relations of production on frontiers has also
been explicitly discussed by Katzman (1975) in his comparisons of Brazilian frontiers.
Katzman gnizes two basic agricultural units, family farms and plantations (1975:273).

The former is found on both subsi and export-propelled frontiers while the latter is

found only on export-propelled frontiers.

‘Whether they re-occur on export-propelled frontiers depends on a number of variables,
including restrictions on land ownership, political control of labor, and requirements of the
cash crop. Under liberal conditions of frontier land ownership and freedom of movement,
the small farm unit will be the norm. The very low labor-to-land ratio of frontiers generally
results in very high wages for labor, which discourages plantation formation, even in areas
where landownership is monopolized by a few (Katzman 1975:274-275). For plantations
to occur on frontiers, landlords generally have to possess enough political power to coerce
laborers to work for them. As Katzman (1975:275) states, "The linkage between the man-
land end and the social relations of production d ds upon whether the landlords

P P

can offset labor's market power with their own political power." The labor arrangement on
plantations in these conditions is usually in the form of slavery or serfdom.

Pl ion devel on frontiers also requires crops that can be grown efficiently

and profitably on large units, with a large labor force. This usually requires crops which
need more constant maintenance year round, and command a high price (Earle 1987:189).
Since the models of Peet (1969) and Margolis (1973) focus on the relationship of

o ic cycles, some discussion on the nature and causes of
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economic cycles will be presented. An understanding of these cycles is critical since, as
Peet (1969) and Margolis (1973) suggest, fluctuations in economic activity can have a
major impact on the speed and conditions of colonization.

By definition, economic cycles are recurrent periods of expansion and constriction in
aggregate economic activity (Lee 1959:15). They are a normal part of capitalistic western
economies and occur at somewhat regular intervals, although much variation can occur in
the length and severity of cycles. There can also be cyclical variation, in timing and
severity, of the different components of the economy.

Each cycle consists of a boom or prosperity period, a crisis, a depression or recession,
and a recovery. The cause or causes of economic cycles are complex. Changes in such

factors as the money supply, the structure of markets, technological innovations, natural

resource base, legal f; k, political here, and psychological attributes can

affect the level of i duction, and

P

and initiate a boom or a

P

depression (Lee 1959:63, 124). Significant booms have historically been generated by

expansion of bank credit (i.e., new money) in combination with new i

such as those associated with the opening of new territory, the exploitation of newly

di d natural the ive develop of new industries, or
revolutionary changes in old industries due to technological change (Adams 1936:88).
Dramatic busts have resulted from overproduction in combination with 1 d bank funds

and credit (Adams 1936:43).

The prosperity phase, which may or may not be a true boom, is characterized by

q q : o1l

and loans, i p P y of les and

q q 4

luxuries, i p ion, i d prices, i d employment, i wages

and salaries, and increased profits (Lee 1959:42-43). Each of these developments "feeds”

on the other and the overall economy spirals upward.
Different components of the economy grow at different rates, however (Lee 1959:22).
For instance, the demand for raw materials and commodities grows faster than demand for
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finished consumer goods, and production grows ahead of retail trade (Adams 1936:45-46).
Of course, some products or commodities might not be affected in the boom period because

of previous overproduction or unusual d d patterns, but these occurrences are not

common.
The boom period corresponds with the first stage of Margolis' cycle. This is when

demand and prices for a crop are so high as to encourage rapid migration and investment

into an area suitable for growing the d: ded crop(s). As Peet (1969) notes, this is the
period when crop prices are so high as to overcome previous transport cost restrictions and
allow the production zones to expand. Of course, if transportation improvements are also
involved, the expansion could be even greater and more rapid.

Eventually, however, interest rates and prices rise too high and investments and

purchases begin to decline. The economy becomes saturated with too much inventory as

P

outstrips ption. This marks the beginning of the crisis.

The crisis generally leads into a period of depression or recession characterized by

g expendi by busi and contracting bank deposits,
declining prices and profits, short credit, reduced incentives to invest, rising unemployment
and business bankruptcies. Again, the drop in demand and prices for different categories
of products occur at different rates. The demand and price of raw materials, such as metals
and agricultural products, decline first, more rapidly, and to a greater extent than do other
classes of goods (Adams 1936:48). Smaller businesses and farms tend to be especially
vulnerable because of their inflexibility and fail at a higher rate than do larger operations
(Earle 1975:115; Lee 1959:40). In fact, many large businesses and plantations actually
expand during depressions by absorbing the smaller operations, which can be bought at a
cheap price (Earle 1975:106). This trend seems to hold for society overall since the gap
between rich and poor often widen during depressions (Earle 1975:115).

The bust corresponds to the second state of Margolis' (1973) cycle, which is
characterized by declining crop prices and i ing soil depletion. This condition leads to
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a general economic decline of the frontier area and perhaps eventual abandonment if the
soils cannot be maintained or rejuvenated.
Eventually, the economy will hit bottom. At this point, production levels and prices
have become very low and unemployment has peeked. But, consumers have postponed

P P

ially for durables) for a ively long time and with prices so low, they

begin to purchase more. Sensing the end of the depression and taking ad: ge of low

capital, land, and stock prices and low interest rates, investments begin to increase. This

continues and the economy begins to move upward (Lee 1959:39-40).

Eventually, a recovery is in effect. This is ch ized by i d employment,
d pti pecially in durables), i d production, i d
investments and rising p for profits, i d bank deposits and credit,
d profits, and i d wages (Lee 1959:41). Again, the demand for and price of

raw materials increase more rapidly than for finished goods, such that wholesale prices rise
before retail prices (Adams 1936:49).

In Margolis' (1973) and Peet's (1969) models, new frontier expansion may be
encouraged in this recovery period, if demand and prices reach a level to offset transport

costs. In areas of thicker soil, more i ive agri ices would inue and

L P

increase in light of the higher crop prices (Green 1979).

Much has been written by ists on behavior during the various cyclical
movements and some of these have been noted above. But, since consumption patterns are
a topic of this thesis, a closer examination of these findings is needed. In general,

economists have found that spending on expensi and luxuries fl more

than on non-durables (Lee 1959:18; Matthews 1967:124). During booms, therefore,

spending on durables and luxuries would increase more dramatically than for items such as
food and clothing, while during d i pending on the former goods would decline

relatively more than on the latter (Hoyt 1938:178, 181). These are patterns observed by
Margolis (1973) in her study of Brazil (see above). In fact, because of the Movimento of




15
the boom on the frontier and the vulnerability of overextended frontier farmers at the bust,
these consumption patterns are likely exaggerated.

3

E ists have noted, h , that ption patterns are

d less rapidly by
a fall in income than with a rise (Lee 1959:315; Matthews 1967:123). This is because

people get used to a certain level of consumption and reduce their savings or even borrow
money to maintain their past level of consumption (Lee 1959:315; Matthews 1967:123).

People also tend to believe that cyclical movements are temporary. Of course, if there is a

change from employed to ployed, ption patterns will change more rapidly.
How other factors which influence consumption patterns, such as class, occupation, ethnic
affiliation, and family life cycle, interact with cyclical movements is unclear at present, but
it does appear that in depressions, wages generally fall more than salaries and the
purchasing power of farmers declines more than average (Hoyt 1938:176).

The next two models di d, those of C: de et al. (1964) and Hudson (1969),

do not specifically examine frontier settlement in relation to broader economic conditions,

but rather look at general ities and changes in the sociocultural system of the frontier

society. Both of these models are of such a general nature that they should have
applicability to most if not all agricultural frontiers (Casagrande et al. 1964.311). These

will be ined in order to d ine if Boom-Bust frontier expansion conforms to the

frontier generalizations put forward in these models.
The study of Casagrande et al. (1964) is based on ethnographic research in two
Ecuadorian frontiers: one in the Orente and one on the Western Coastal Plain. Although the

lationship of frontier ion to ic cycles is not di: d, these frontiers are

similar to that studied by Margolis and to the study area of this thesis in that they were both

port-propelled, had relatively good portati rks (at least on the inner side of

the frontier), and possessed both farms and plantations (Casagrande et al. 1964).
In the Casagrande et al. (1964) model, colonization is defined as a relatively rapid and
often large scale movement of peoples from settled areas to new territories (Lewis 1976;
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Miller 1984:13). The central tenet of this model is that during colonization, there is an

b of lexity by the colonizing peoples and that the degree of complexity or

varies by the di from the motherland and duration of settlement

(Casagrande et al. 1964:311). Casagrande et al. (1964:282) suggests that during the

colonization process, more speciali iocul are selected against and

P

lost since they are unnecessary or maladaptive. This results in a more generalized

sociocultural system. This loss of plex or ialized p within the social,

economic, and political system has been called "ruralization" by Casagrande et al. (1964)
and "deculturation” by Thompson (1973). These simplified-generalized systems are more

efficient in adapting to a new ive, open envi (Lewis 1984:11; Sahlins and

Service 1960). I d plexity occurs with i d population density and

|y

improved connections with the mother region.
The evolution from this simplified frontier society to a more complex and integrated one

has been formulated into the concept of a "colonizati dient". This gradient has both

spatial and temporal aspects. The spatial aspects of the model predicts that as the distance
from the homeland increases so does the degree of simplification and fluidity (Casagrande
etal. 1964:311; Miller 1984:17). The temporal aspect of the model predicts that after the
period of initial simplification, the colonizing society will become more complex and stable
as the duration of pation i (Casagrande et al. 1964:314; Miller 1984:18).

Casagrande et al. (1964) and Thompson (1973) state that the colonization gradient

should be visible in many aspects of the cultural system, but they put particular emphasis
on the settlement system and social structure. With regard to the settlement system,
settlements closer to the homeland will be more complex and there will be more variety
among them, while at the frontier edge only the simplest settlement forms will be found.
Overall, the urban hierarchy will be much less complex than in established areas. The
settlement forms predicted include, in order of d ing size and complexity, the

"Frontier Town", nucleated villages, fai bt o b and dispersed habi
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The Frontier Town is the major link with the homeland and is found only in the longest
settled or most accessible portion of the frontier. It is by far the largest central place on the
frontier and provides the most services. The other settlement types are found throughout
most of the frontier, although the nucleated villages are usually absent on the outer fringes
(Casagrande et al. 1964:312-314; Miller 1984:19). Over time, the settlement system

much more

plex and better i d until it repli that of the homeland

Within the colonization gradient the social structure of the colonial society is more fluid

during the early stages of settlement (Miller 1984:20; Thompson 1973:3). Over time, the

social structure t i ingly rigid and pl
Again, all of these trends are directional, from simplified to complex. The degree of
simplification that occurs and the duration of time it takes to replicate the homeland's level

of complexity depends on many factors, including di from the homeland, quality of

portation | i | dif iations from the homeland, and

technological level of the colonists. The end of colonization occurs when the demographic

structure, social structure, settl patterns, and ic system more closely match the
stability in the homeland.
An additional note about settl patterns, and urban patterns in particular, is that

town growth and central place complexity is usually more simplified in plantation regions

by of the multi-functional nature of pl i Urban develop is even more
simplified if the pl. ion crop has low p ing and storage needs (Earle and Hoffman
1976). So, while the i d plexity in the settl system predicted by

Casagrande et al. (1964) may still occur in plantation frontier areas, the level of complexity
will never be as great as in more diversified small farm regions.

‘While the models of Margolis and Casagrande et al. certainly have a different emphasis,
they do share certain aspects such as the prediction of i ingl iplex and rigid social

ey

structure as the frontier matures. In fact, the basic idea of the "colonization gradient" (i.e.,

that there is a directional change from a more simple to a more complex socioeconomic
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system) also pertains to many of Margolis' findings, although her findings suggest less
"simplification" than the Casagrande et al. model predicts.

Hudson's (1969) model is concerned only with settlement patterns and is therefore
somewhat simpler than the two models discussed above. This model is very general and
should be applicable to many different situations. Its basic goals are to explain the
morphological changes that take place in settlement distribution over time (Hudson

1969:580). Hudson's model, which was adapted from plant ecology models, states that

given a relatively uniform the evolution of frontier settl patterns can be

oo ay h Ad
characterized by three stages, as follows:
1) Colonization - sparse and random settlement pattern

2) Spread - as lation i offspring ities spread out from

Pop

original settlements. This results in a clustered pattern.

3) Competition - after gaps in the settlement pattern are filled in, competition

leads to the decline of many settl having less ad £
This results in more even spacing between settlements.

This model has been tested on rural settlement patterns by Hudson (1969), Lewis
(1984), and O'Brien (1984) and on town settlement patterns by Blouet (1972) and
Swedlund (1975). One finding by Swedlund, which is important, is the lack of a spread or
clustered phase in his town analysis. This is not overly surprising since towns do not
generally "bud off" from one another.

The Hudson stages should be present in a Boom-Bust frontier context since it meets the
basic precondition of colonization of an open territory. The primary difference when
compared to other frontier centers is that the settlement pattern should progress from one
stage to the next more rapidly in the Boom-Bust situation.

To facilitate the ination of ion and ic behavior in the study area, the

characteristics of this "Boom and Bust" type of colonization will be organized into an
explicit model. Many aspects of this model are borrowed directly from the models of
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Margolis, Peet, and Green discussed above. To this are added the idea of the "colonization

" from C: de, Thomp and Young (1964), the settlement predictions of

Hudson (1969), and information gained through the study of conditions and behavior
associated with the various stages of economic cycles. The same preconditions Margolis

(1977:43) stated for her model also hold here. These include the following:

1) An intrusive society which is at a state level of sociopolitical integration and is

highly i din an i i profit ivated market y;

2) National or international i ditions which result in a large national or
international increase in the demand and price for certain crops and an increase in the
credit available to finance the expanded production of the crop;

3) The presence of inexpensive vacant or sparsely settled land suitable for growing
crops in great demand (This condition often requires the intrusive society to have the
ability to remove indigenous peoples);

4) A population ready to settle this new territory and with the ability to grow the
crops in demand;

5) An ad

and

ing system so that the crop can be

exported and consumer goods imported.

For plantations to be established in the frontier area two more preconditions need to be

met. These include

6) A society in which landowners have the political and economic power to coerce
or even own labor; and

7) The production of crops which can be efficiently and profitably grown on large
agricultural units with a large labor force.
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If these preconditions are present , the colonized area is predicted to d through

”

three stages: Boom , Bust and Depression, and Recovery. The last stage in this model
differs somewhat from Margolis' study area which experienced soil exhaustion and
depopulation during and after the depression stage, and is directed at thicker-soiled
temperate zones (Green 1979; Peet 1969). In this area, some soil exhaustion occurs after
the first few decades, but it is generally not sufficient to cause depopulation in most cases.
Indeed, rich harvests and large profits could usually still be made on these temperate lands
once prices recovered, if more intensive methods, including soil conservation, are adopted.

If the area under study is a tropical or thin-soiled temperate area, the third phase would be

population and perhaps abandi as in the Margolis model (see above).
Boom-Bust Model
Characteristics of each phase are as follows:
Eirst Stage (Boom)
During this stage, the new territory should experience very rapid settlement and

economic prosperity as lands are put into cash crops i diately. Initial agricultural

thods will be ive. Agricultural units can include both small farms and plantations.
The latter will develop if preconditions six and seven above are met. High levels of
speculation in land and towns should occur. A large number of towns should be created
overnight and the expected size of these towns should be ively great. The settl

system should have a ively simple and hi hy and settl: should be distributed

in a random fashion relative to each other. The number of services offered in frontier trade
towns should be great relative to their size. The towns should contain general and
speciality stores which are stocked with a variety of goods, including luxuries. A d

town, referred to as the "Frontier Town" by Casagrande et al. (1964) should exist in the
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longest settled portion of the frontier. Transportation and marketing systems should
develop quickly.

This economic prosperity and optimism should result in comparatively lavish
consumption, particularly of durables and luxuries. The social structure in the new
territory should be simpler (i.e., less hierarchical) than that in settled areas or at later
periods in the new territory and possess greater potential for upward mobility. The simpler
social structure will result in less concentration of wealth when compared to later periods.
Areas suitable for crops grown on plantations will have a more complex social structure

than family farms frontiers.

Second Stage (Bust-Depression)

As the new lands are settled and brought under production, staple crop production will

eventually rise to a level that surpasses demand and a price drop and depression occurs.
The length of time between the beginning of the land rush to the bust can be quite variable,
but in most examples, it was slightly less than a decade (North 1966:72).

Characteristics of the bust period should include tighter credit, a slow down in new

1 and ic hardship for agri lists and busi The
decline should cause i d competition b towns, ing in the decline of many
busi pecially sp shops within towns and even the extinction of whole

towns. The town settlement pattern should become more uniform as more poorly located
towns disappear. Consumption of luxuries and durables should decline, although perhaps
slowly at first. The price of most goods should decline relative to the levels in the boom.
The opportunities for upward social mobility should decrease in this period and the
social should i in lexity. The degree of wealth concentration should

increase significantly since large planters and merchants with more land and financial

reserves to fall back on, can better weather price declines. As vacant land is sold and
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p d land dimini more i ive agricultural methods become i ingly
y to keep up production levels. This again favors the larger planters who can
better afford additional costs.
Third Phase (Recovery)
Given the settlement slow down of the depression phase, staple production grows at a

much slower rate relative to the boom and demand will eventually catch and surpass

supply, resulting in an increase in staple price and economic recovery in areas dependent on

that crop. This upswing should mark the beginning of less d
development and behavior in the region. This phase, the recovery, will not occur in some
areas, such as thin-soiled or tropical plantation regions, which due to soil depletion had
been abandoned during the bust (see Margolis 1973).

In fact, by this time the new area should begin to parallel older settled regions in its

stability and social structure, agricultural methods, and town system. There

should be an increased trend toward social structural complexity. The structure should
become more hierarchical and rigid. Wealth should become increasingly concentrated,
although the pace of this increased concentration should be reduced from that of the
depression period. More intensive agricultural methods, including fertilization, increased
mechanization, and soil conservation methods, will expand in this period.

The town settlement pattern should further mature in this stage and it should become
increasingly uniform. Some disadvantageously located towns may still decline or
disappear in this rather prosperous period due to competition from others. The town
settlement system should become more complex and hierarchical than earlier as the region
passes its frontier stage, although in plantation areas it may remain relatively simple. The
importance of the "frontier town" for the entire region should become reduced as the area

matures. Its size relative to other towns will not be as great as in earlier phases.
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Consumption of durables and luxuries should increase relative to the bust period, but
they should not be as lavish as the boom period. The number and variety of goods and
services available in towns should increase relative to the depression stage but the number
and variety available in small towns should not be as great as in the boom when many
towns had aspirations to become cities.

In the chapter to follow, the model will be utilized to examine and explain developments
which occurred in Lowndes County, Mississippi during the middle nineteenth century.

This examination will take the form of a test of the various characteristics of the model.

Before the hypoth can be g d, h , certain aspects of the study area will be

examined to determine if it meets the preconditions of the model.



CHAPTER 3.
THE SETTLEMENT CONTEXT OF LOWNDES COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI:
PRECONDITIONS OF THE BOOM-BUST MODEL

Introduction

For the changes described in the Boom Bust Model to occur in a frontier area, a series

of preconditions must be present. These p ditions relate to conditions in the frontier
area itself, the nature of the intrusive society, and conditions of the world economy. It is
the purpose of this chapter to examine early and middle nineteenth century Lowndes
County in order to determine if these preconditions were present. The data presented to
examine the preconditions will also serve as contextual descriptions from which specific
hypotheses will be constructed. These hypotheses will be tested on documentary and

haeological data in the ch to follow.

& P

As was stated in Chapter Two, there are five general preconditions which should be

present at time of settl for the ch istics of the Boom-Bust model to occur.

These include:
1) An intrusive society which is at a state level of sociopolitical integration and is

highly i d in an international profit-motivated market

2) National or international i ditions which result in a large national or

1§ in the d d and price for certain crops and an increase in the

credit available to finance the expanded production of the crop;

24
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3) The presence of inexpensive vacant or sparsely settled land suitable for growing
(;rups in great demand (This condition often requires the intrusive society to have the
ability to remove indigenous peoples);
4) A population ready to settle this new territory and with the ability to grow the
crops in demand;
5) An adequate transportation and marketing system so that the crop can be

exported and consumer goods imported.

For plantations to be established in the frontier area two more preconditions need to be

met. These include

6) A society in which landowners have the political and economic power to coerce
or even own labor; and

7) The production of crops which can be efficiently and profitably grown on large
agricultural units with a large labor force.

The Study Area

The study area is Lowndes County, Mississippi, which is located in the Upper
Tombigbee Valley region of that state. This county was founded in 1830 and experienced
two different initial settlement phases. The eastern part of the county, which was originally
part of Monroe County, was officially opened for settlement in 1820, although a scattering
of settlement occurred as early as 1815. Monroe County, which was founded in 1821,

ly included that part of Mississippi east of the Tombigbee River and south of

Gaines' Trace (Figure 3.1). Eastern Lowndes County consisted of that part of old Monroe
County south of the Buttahatchie River.
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The western side of Lowndes County, or that part west of the Tombigbee River, was
officially opened for settlement between 1833 and 1836, although some squatters moved
into this area by 1831 (Doster and Weaver 1981:59). This side of the county included
lands from both Choctaw (1830) and Chickasaw (1834) cessions, which were located
south and north of Tibbee Creek, respectively. In the discussion below, both of these

periods or phases will be examined in relation to the preconditions above.

Precondition 1: The C ¢ Aok Esaiior
the Nineteenth Century

The United States in the early to middle nineteenth century meets the criteria for the first
precondition. It was a state level society and it was involved in the world market economy.
In fact, soon after its earliest permanent settlement, the English North American colonies

had been involved in inter-continental trade, particularly in the exporting of agricultural

products, lumber, naval stores, and furs to Europe; and the importing of finished prod;
from Europe. Individual participation in commercial agriculture and land ownership in fee
simple became common by the middle of the seventeenth century (Hilliard 1987:155).
From the point when the United States became an independent nation to the beginning
of the study period, 1815, the country experienced a great deal of economic and
geographical change. The economic growth of the new nation was initially hindered by
trade ictions imposed by England and other Western European nations, but after the

wars between England and France began in 1793, this changed. From 1793 until 1807,
with the exception of a few years, the U.S. enjoyed a position of a neutral trader and its
economy grew accordingly (North 1966:36). Growth occurred in the exports trade, but

especially in the re-export trade. The latter greatly enh d North n shipping and its

d ind luding shipbuilding, rope making and sail making, as well as

S

enlarging commission merchant houses, banks, and marine insurance companies (North
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1966:49). The growth of the English textile industry at this time and the invention of the
cotton gin in 1793 led to a great growth in cotton production and exports and
manufacturing (North 1966:40; Wright 1978:14).

The return of some English and American trade restrictions beginning in 1807 and
continuing through the War of 1812 damaged the American export trade. But, these
restrictions greatly aided the growth of American manufacturers. The number of American
cotton mills increased from 15 mills, with 8000 spindles, in 1808 to 102 mills, with
31,000 spindles, in 1809. By 1811 there were over 50,000 spindles (North 1966:56).

After the War of 1812 ended, the liberal trading policies enacted by both England and
the United States and the increased English d d greatly enh d American di

production, especially of cotton. This free trade, however, severely damaged American
manufacturers (North 1966:57).

As part of the Treaty of Paris, which ended the Revolutionary War, the United States
acquired claim to the territory from the Atlantic to the Mississippi River, and from the Great
Lakes to Spanish East and West Florida (Hilliard 1987:149). This was the land that was to
become available in periods of high crop price and demand. Originally, the method of
disposing of this western land was unstructured and complicated by land claims by many
of the states for the territory ding to the Mississippi River. B 1784 and 1802,

however, the states ceded their claims to most of this land, and through the Ordinances of
1787 and 1794, the Federal Government created a system for disposing of it (Hilliard
1987:154-155). The policy of land disposal was a liberal one which involved selling small
parcels at a low price to encourage settlement by individual farmers (Hilliard 1987:162).
These ordinances also gave Congress sole power to deal with Indian claims (Hilliard
1987:162).

The United States Public Domain nearly doubled in 1803 with the Louisiana Purchase.
This territory did not possess the encumbrances of the states that had occurred on the lands
east of the Mississippi. Although the United States possessed a tremendous western
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territory by the early nineteenth century, the vast majority of the lands west of the
Appalachians had still not ived agricultural by the beginning of the War of

1812. The exceptions to this were Kentucky, Tennessee, southern Ohio, and the Lower
Mississippi Valley. Most of the land north of the Ohio River and south of the Tennessee
River, while within the boundaries of the United States, was still Indian territory (Hilliard
1987:164). This p d large scale settl by Euro-Americans. The settlement

situation was to change in the middle 1810s, however, with the beginning of large scale

Indian Cessions and Removals in the Old Northwest and Old Southwest.

P fition 2: E ic Cyel

Two major Boom-Bust cycles occurred during the antebellum period. The first began
in 1815 with the end of the War of 1812, and the reopening of British markets for
American products. This greatly increased the demand and price for American
commodities. Given the growth of the English textile industry in the 1810s, cotton was in
particular demand. Cotton prices jumped 62 % between 1814 and 1815 (Gray 1933:1027).
Soon after the Treaty of Ghent was signed in 1815, a flood of English investment capital
came into the United States. This, coupled with the large jump in commodity prices,
created an economic boom. The boom lasted until 1819, when a commodity glut,
particularly of cotton, caused prices to plummet 58% from Fall, 1818 (Gray 1933:1027).

Investment soon ceased and p was d ded on previous lands. Cotton prices

remained low until the early 1830s (North 1966:73).
The second economic boom was during the 1830s. Although the boom of the 1830s

was not iated with a war, it bled the 1810s boom in other aspects, including a

large increase in U.S. Bank reserves which then could be used for investment. This specie
consisted of both gold from England, which was experiencing economic prosperity, and
silver from Mexico (Temin 1969:68, 77). The dissolution of the Second Bank of the
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United States and the redistribution of its funds to state banks with much looser loan
policies also increased the availability of credit (Lee 1959:124). By 1833, because of the
strong economy and good wheat harvests in England, the demand and price for cotton
jumped about 75% from 13 to 18 cents a pound (Gray 1933:1027; Temin 1969:100, 104).
Although the price of cotton was not as high as that found in the 1810s, increased
efficiency in production and transportation made cotton very profitable in rich soils at the
1830s prices (Moore 1986).

Reasons for the end of the 1830s boom are somewhat more complex than the earlier
boom, and include both political and economic factors. The land boom was ended in 1836
by President Jackson's "Specie Circular" which required payment in specie for government
lands. This circular contributed to the financial Panic of 1837 (Lee 1959:124). But this
was only a temporary "correction” and did not initiate a depression (North 1966:201).
Cotton prices recovered in 1838 and remained relatively high until the end of 1839 when
again, production outstripped demand and prices dropped 46% (North 1966:201; Temin
1969:154-155). The change in the supply and demand ratio was the result of the great

in cotton producti iated with the settl of the new lands in the

Southwest, improvements in cotton breeds, and a number of poor grain harvests in
Europe, which had the effect of lowering demand for clothing among those farmers (Gray
1933;1027; Temin 1969:100). This price deflation and the associated tighter bank credit
policies, which were also influenced by the reduced specie exports of the Bank of England,
marked the beginning of a long and deep worldwide depression which continued until the
late 1840's (Temin 1969:88, 115). Cotton prices did not experience a long term
improvement until the fall of 1849 (Gray 1933:1027). Both the middle 1810s and middle

1830s were boom times ripe for frontier expansion.
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P jition 3: S f the Od § T ilability of Land

As mentioned above, the major obstacles to the Euro-American settlement of much of

the United States, including study area, was the fact that it was already claimed by several

Indian groups. Thus Indian ions were y before settl could begin. In the
study area and in much of the Old Southwest, the main Indian Land Cessions occurred at
three separate times: in 1814 following the Creek War, in 1816-1820, following the War
of 1812, and in the early to middle 1830s (Figure 3.2). The first cession was an outcome
of war. As part of the 1814 Treaty of Fort Jackson, which ended the war between the
United States and the Red Stick Creek Indians, the Creeks were forced to relinquish control
of their lands between the Tombigbee and Coosa Rivers in the Mississippi Territory, and
all their lands in southern Georgia (Howell 1971:24). Interestingly, General Jackson used
this Creek War as a pretense to remove all Creeks from this land, even though only one
fraction, the Red Sticks, had been belligerents in the war (Abernethy 1965:22). The Creek
claims on the Tombigbee River included what was to become eastern Monroe and later
eastern Lowndes Counties (Figure 3.2).

Although a trickle of Euroamerican settlement began entering the Upper Tombigbee
Valley as early as 1815, the settlement was slowed by additional claims to the Tombigbee-
Black Warrior territory by the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians. These claims prevented
the Federal Government from beginning a survey and quickly disposing of the Tombigbee-
Black Warrior Territory.

Soon after 1815, land in what in now northern Alabama (1816), western Alabama and

eastern Mississippi (1816), western T and Ki ky (1818), and n
Mississippi (1820) was ceded to the United States by the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and
Cherokee Indians. These Indians, along with the Creeks, although relinquishing large
tracts of their land, still resided in other sections of their traditional homelands after these
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cessions. It was not until the cessions of the 1830s that they were removed to west of the
Mississippi (see below).

Monroe County, from which eastern Lowndes County was created, or that part of
Mississippi east of the Tombigbee River, was carved out of both the Chickasaw and
Choctaw cessions of 1816 as well as the Creek cession of 1814. The northern half of what
was to become Monroe County was ceded by the Chickasaws while the southern half was
ceded by the Choctaws. This land was very peripheral to either tribe's homeland and very
few Indians actually lived there. The Tombigbee- Black Warrior area was primarily used
as hunting grounds, and by the early nineteenth century game was becoming depleted.
These factors explain the lack of controversy among either the Chickasaws or Choctaws
regarding sale of this property (White 1983:112-113; Young 1961:13).

Both groups lived primarily west of the Tombigbee River on lands they held until the
1830s. The closest Chickasaw villages were near present Pontotoc and Tupelo,
Mississippi, while the Choctaw villages were primarily clustered in what is now central and
southern Mississippi (Doster and Weaver 1981:37).

As was noted above, some squatters began moving into what was to become eastern
Monroe and Lowndes County as early as 1815. The primary settlement into this area,
however, had to await the Federal survey and land sales. Following the Ordinance of
1787, the Federal Government had exclusive rights to dispose of ceded Indian lands. The
survey of the study area was delayed until 1819-1820, and land sales did not begin until
1820 (Doster and Weaver 1981:47). By this time, the boom, which began in 1815, was
over and cotton prices had dropped 38%. Since eastern Monroe, and later Lowndes, was
not open for legal settlement until after the Panic or Bust of 1819, this area, at least at this
time, did not meet the criteria of the second precondition stated above, although it fulfilled
precondition three. This situation changed in the 1830s, when land was vacated in the

context of an economic boom, thus meeting both Preconditions 2 and 3.
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The remaining Indian lands in Mississippi after 1820 isted of territory claimed by

the Choctaws and Chickasaws in northern Mississippi west of the Tombigbee River, as
well as part of southeastern Mississippi. Since these lands were the last remaining claims
of either group, these cessions involved the removal of these Indians to a new territory.
Initially, neither the Choctaws nor the Chickasaws wanted to leave their homelands. It
took a combination of factors to push the Indians into negotiating for their own removal.

These factors included threats, political ipulations, and bribery by the federal

7 p ing by different Indian factions; depredations by white
settlers; and the extension of the Mississippi State law over the Indians in January 1830
(Gibson 1971; White 1983; Young 1961). The extension of state law over the Indians
entailed the dissolution of their tribal government. This latter development was not
contradicted by the federal government; on the contrary, they used it as a threat, along with
such tactics as withholding annuities (Gibson 1971:174). Although the majority of
Choctaws and Chickasaws still did not support removal in 1830, a majority of their chiefs,
both full-blood and mixed-blood, saw removal as inevitable and attempted to make the best
arrangements possible (Gibson 1971:170-172; White 1983:140-143). Also, those chiefs
which were against removal tended to not be recognized as legitimate by the federal
negotiators (White 1983:139).

The Choctaws were the first to negotiate a treaty, the Treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek in
1830. Certain p h , including a rel of some Choctaw families to sell

their land and speculation before the all were finalized, caused a delay in the public
land sales (Young 1961:47,69). The first public land auction occurred in October 1833 and
the second in the fall of 1834. These sales included that part of Lowndes west of the
Tombigbee and south of Tibbee Creek (Figure 3.3). Some settlement had begun,
however, as early as 1831 by squatters hoping to acquire land through preemption (Young
1961:58). In fact, many did acquire the right to purchase their improvements after
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Congress passed the Pr ion Act of January 30, 1834 (Doster & Weaver 1981:53;
Young 1961:58).

The Chickasaw Treaty of Pontotoc was not negotiated until 1832. But, it had to be
renegotiated since a mixed-blood faction of the tribe led by the powerful Colbert family
wanted larger individual allotments (Gibson 1971:77; Young 1961:42). The renegotiated
treaty, the Treaty of Washington, was finalized in 1834. The Chickasaw treaty was
somewhat unique in that they received directly the revenue from the public sale of their
non-alloted land, less the cost of survey and sale, rather than simply receiving a set amount

by the government. As part of this arrangement, the Chickasaws had to pay for their

I and purct 1 land in Oklahoma (Gibson 1971:176). After this treaty,
1 of the Chick went forward relatively hly. The first public land sales in
the Chick Purchase, which included the north n part of the Lowndes County,

occurred in January 1836 at Pontotoc, followed by a second sale in September 1836
(Young 1961:162-167) (Figure 3.3). As with the Choctaw Purchase, some settlement by
squatters occurred before the sales.

The lands of western Lowndes County were, therefore, first put up for sale and
settlement during an economic boom. This area thus meets part of the criteria for
Preconditions two and three. A case can be made for eastern Lowndes also meeting these
preconditions since it was still very much und: led and underdeveloped in 1830. Of
this section's 160,320 acres, only 30,005 acres had been purchased by 1830 (Rodabougt

1985:27). The population of eastern Lowndes was still only 3,861 in 1830 and about 400
of these persons lived in Columbus (U.S. Census of Population, Lowndes County, 1830;
Doster and Weaver 1981:8).
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P fitions 3.6.and 7 C
Environment of Lowndes County

From the above discussion it is apparent that cotton was the primary cash crop of the
Old Southwest during the two antebellum booms. Whether this crop could be grown in
Lowndes County will now be investigated. The cotton grown in the Old Southwest
during the 1810s expansion was the upland green-seed cotton . By the 1830s settlement,
this cotton had been replaced by an improved variety of upland cotton known as "petit gulf"
(Moore 1986:11). The "petit gulf" variety was more resistant to rot, easier to pick, and had
a longer fiber than older varieties of upland cotton (Moore 1986:11). For instance, a slave
could usually pick about 60 pounds of green seed a day, but about 150-200 pounds of
"petit gulf" a day (Moore 1986:11). This crop needed a frost-free growing season of
approximately 200 days, at least a moderate amount of rainfall (over 25 inches annually),
and very rich soils or heavy fertilizer, since cotton is a very soil exhausting crop (Earle
1987:184).

Whether cotton agriculture had a significant economy of scale is a topic that has been
debated for many years and will not be resolved here (see Conrad and Mayer 1958; Fogel
and Engelman 1974; Wright 1978). What is important, however, is that after the invention
of Whitney's cotton gin, upland cotton was a crop that, because of its relatively high price
and moderate but simple labor requirements, could be grown ci‘ﬁciemly and profitably on
large scale plantations (Earle 1987:189; Wright 1978:13). Also, given the shortage of free

agricultural labor in lum America in general, and on the frontier in particular, the use

of slaves was the only way that very large agricultural units could be operated in areas of
abundant land (Wright 1978:11). During the antebellum period, slavery was legal and
maintained with the territory and later state of Mississippi. Upland cotton was also
profitable on family farms as well, but these usually had a lower proportion of cotton to
food crops than did the larger plantations (Wright 1978:75).
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To determine that Lowndes County, Mississippi generally met all of the above

diti 'y for cotton production, a physical description will be given. The

county averages 50 to 55 inches of rainfall annually and 200 to 240 frost free days a year

(Brent 1979:86-87). Physiographically, the county ists of three primary divisions, the
Fall Line Hills in the Northeast corner, the Tombigbee Terraces east and slightly west of
the Tombigbee River, and the Black Prairie to the west of the river (Figure 3.4).

The Fall Line Hills area is marked predominantly by Tuscal and Eutaw geologil

formations and is ch ized by di d uplands with a few broad flat ridges separated

by valleys (Doster & Weaver 1981:22). Since the valley bottoms are so narrow in this
region, there are very few extensive alluvial deposits (Doster & Weaver 1981:24). Overall,
soils consist of gently to steeply sloping sandy to clayey soils which are fair to poor in
terms of agricultural potential (Doster & Weaver 1981:24). The primary vegetation today is
a mixed pine-hardwood forest, although in the past it may have consisted largely of
hardwoods (Doster & Weaver 1981: 24).

The Tombigbee Terrace is the predomi physil hic division of the eastern half of

Lowndes County and also borders the Tombigbee River on its western bank. This region
is ch ized by more subdued relief and more extensive alluvial deposits than the Fall

Line Hills zone. The terraces represent earlier floodplains which have been somewhat
dissected by erosion (Doster & Weaver 1981:29). The soils are generally level to gently
sloping and sandy to loamy in texture. More recent alluvial deposits, however, contain
more silt and clay. These soils are good to poor for agriculture, depending on the sand
content (Doster & Weaver 1981:29). The vegetation is much like that of the Fall Line
Hills, although softer hardwoods, such as gum, cypress, and pecan predominates in the
alluvial plains (Doster & Weaver 1981:29).

The Black Prairie region of Mississippi and Alabama historically made up some of the
most renown cotton land in the United States. Lowndes County has some of the western

extension of this zone ,which begins in east central Alabama. The Black Prairie is
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characterized by undulating deeply weathered plains of low relief. Soils consist of gently
sloping clays or silty clays which were produced by the breakdown of Demopolis and

Mooreville Chalks and organic remains (Doster & Weaver 1981:25). These soils are
very fertile and excellent for agriculture.

Although the Black Prairie is not well watered on the surface, it does contain many
artesian wells. The vegetation consists of grasses, canebrakes, and shrubs as well as some
hardwoods where the soil is especially thick (Doster & Weaver 1981:26).

Overall, Lowndes County is rich in agricultural potential, particularly for cotton. The
soils of the Black Prairie region and the alluvial deposits along the Tombigbee and its major
tributaries are very fertile and can be quite deep. The flatter and less sandy terrace soils on
the eastern side of the county are also of good fertility.

From the above discussion it is evident that Lowndes County has an ideal climate for
cotton production. It also has excellent cotton soils in the Black Prairies and the alluvial
bottoms, and adequate soils in some parts of the Tombigbee Terraces. Slavery was also
legal and accepted in antebellum Mississippi. Lowndes County, therefore, meets the
remaining criteria of precondition three and the criteria for plantation development in

preconditions six and seven.

P lition 4: Mi Lowndes C

The new settlers who came into the Old Southwest between 1815 and the 1830s,
including Lowndes County, consisted primarily of agriculturalists from the Piedmont and
Central Plains (Upcountry) regions of the Carolinas, Virginia, and Georgia (Abemethy
1965:35; Doster and Weaver 1981:59; Moore 1986:2; Owsley 1949:60; Smith 1958:23;
Taylor 1926:65; Weaver 1945:28). For instance, in Lowndes County of 1850, still one
third of the heads of agricultural families were born in South Carolina, while 17.5%,
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12.6%, and 12.3% of these heads were bomn in North Carolina, Virginia, and Georgia,
respectively (Weaver 1945:28).

The upcountry regions of the South Atlantic States which these settlers left were
primarily areas in which upland green-seed cotton was the staple. A significant percentage
of settlers, however, probably also came from the tobacco producing regions of Virginia
and North Carolina. The South Atlantic upcountry areas had originally been settled
between the early to late eighteenth century and utilized cereals or tobacco as their cash
crops, if they had any, until the 1790s or early 1800s (Smith 1958:2). At this time, these
upcountry regions consisted primarily of small farms with very few slaves. Many of the
farms in these regions were still at a subsistence level at the turn of the nineteenth century
(Smith 1958:2).

The great English demand for cotton and the invention of Whitney's Gin in 1793
changed the nature of agriculture and demography in the Piedmont and western Central
Plains of the South Atlantic States. The upland green-seed cotton quickly became accepted
as the major cash crop in the upcountry regions of South Carolina and Georgia and in some
upcountry sections of North Carolina and Virginia (Abernethy 1965:34; Owsley 1949:60;
Smith 1958:2). This crop was well adapted to the climate and soils of these regions,
particularly the Carolinas and Georgia. This cotton could be more widely grown than the
long staple Sea Island cotton grown in coastal South Carolina and Georgia. The main
hindrance to the profitability of the green-seed cotton was the difficulty in separating the
seed from the lint, a problem which was solved by Whitney's Gin.

The spread of cotton into the upcountry also brought about a large increase in the slave
population and the beginning of plantations (Smith 1958:48). From 1790 to 1810, the
proportion of slaves in upcountry South Carolina increased from between 15 % and 32 %
of the population, depending upon the specific county, as much as 54% of the population
in some areas (Klein 1990:250-253). At this same period, the proportion of households
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owning slaves increased from about 25% to about 40-45% (Klein 1990:251). The
proportion of slaves continued to increase through the 1810s and 1820s (Klein 1990:252).

By the middle 1810s, when the first large scale emigration from the South Atlantic
States began, the Piedmont and Central Plains regions of these areas were already showing
signs of soil exhaustion (Craven 1926; Smith 1958:29). Agricultural methods of the day
were very damaging to the soil. Shallow topsoil plowing, commonly up and down hills,
was the norm (Bonner 1964:61; Moore 1986:14). The frontier practice of field clearing,
multi-year farming until production declined, and finally field abandonment, was generally
the main mode of cultivation. As William Ellison, a South Carolina planter, stated in 1828,

The successful cotton planter sits down in the choicest of his lands,
slaughters the forest, and murders the soil, and when his lands are exhausted,
buys all he can from his neighbors.... and continues the work of destruction,
until he has created a desert of old fields around him, and when he thinks he can
do no better, sells his lands for what he can get, or deserts them, and marches
off to the new country to recommense (sic) the same process (quoted from
Smith 1958:29-30).

As population increased, the field abandonment method became less practical, and
fields were put under crops even longer, with no nutrients returned to the soil. Soil
exhaustion continued to increase through the 1820s as cotton farmers tried to increase
their crops in a period of low prices (Smith 1958:7). Even though cotton prices were
low at this time, cotton was still the most profitable crop grown in the region (Smith
1958;58). By the early 1830s, the situation had become critical and emigration
accelerated (Smith 1958:20-22). The severity of the soil conditions are illustrated in an
1839 statement that "the sterility of our land, produced by an injudicious and scourging
mode of culture, and the failure of our staple for a series of years, prove that there is a
radical defect in our usual system of cultivation" (Smith 1958:93).

The poor soil conditions in the east and the known rich soils in the Old Southwest
were major reasons for emigration between 1815 and 1840 (Abernethy 1965:35;

Bonner 1964:61; Moore 1986:5-6; Smith 1958:20). The quality of the southwestern

lands was well known in the east because of written accounts by travellers, promoters,
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friends, and relatives (Doster and Weaver 1981). Often potential settlers, particularly
planters, sent relatives ahead to scout out the land and locate areas of high fertility. By
the 1830s, the fertility of the Black Prairie soils of Mississippi were well known to
settlers, since similar soils were encountered in Alabama in the 1810s.

Other reasons for emigration included the poorer transportation in the east, and a
system of land inheritance which often left second and third sons of planters without
land (Abemethy 1965:35; Moore 1986:5-6; Smith 1958:34; Taylor 1926:32). The river
systems in the eastern upcountry were generally small and interrupted by rapids. In the
Southwest, a greater percentage of land was accessible to navigable streams flowing to
the Gulf of Mexico (Abernethy 1965:35).

From the Piedmont and Central Plains of the South Atlantic States, the settlers
brought, besides their upland cotton, their system of farms and small to moderate-sized
slave plantations (Moore 1986:2; Owsley 1949:60; Taylor 1926:31). In the east, the
very large plantations were located on the coast. Few of these large planters migrated
to the Southwest because of the heavy capital investments in their low country
plantations and their social investments and status in the region (Abernethy 1965:36;
Owsley 1949:61). Also, the requirements of the low country crops, particularly rice
and Sea Island cotton, gave their lands a certain monopoly value (Abernethy 1965:36).

Most of the upcountry settlers who moved into the Southwest, including northeastern
Mississippi, therefore, were very familiar with cotton production, either with family or
slave labor. Initially, they utilized their home implements, such as the shovel plow, and
home methods, such as shallow planting, but soon they had adapted to the deeper soils of
the Mississippi Prairie and alluvium by borrowing turning plows and deeper plowing
methods from Mississippi Valley planters (Moore 1986:14-15). By the 1830s, there was
definitely a pool of potential settlers working and waiting to settle Lowndes County and
with the knowledge to grow cotton. The Upper Tombigbee Valley therefore meets the

criteria of precondition four.
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p fition 5: T .

The primary transport route in the study area was the Tombigbee River. This river
flowed from extreme northeastern Mississippi to the Gulf of Mexico at Mobile, Alabama.
Mobile became a U.S. port in 1813 and by the late 1810s it had become a major cotton
port. From the earliest settlement in the study area, cotton and other agricultural produce
was shipped down river to Mobile.

In the 1810s, while goods were easily shipped downriver on flatboats, upriver
transport was extremely difficult and most finished goods had to be brought overland, an
expensive proposition. This situation must have encouraged a higher level of self
sufficiency than was found later, when transportation improved (Doster and Weaver
1981:64).

In the early 1820s, upriver transport became easier and less expensive when steamboats
finally reached the Upper Tombigbee region. After 1822, steamboats began regular service
as far north as Columbus, or even Cotton Gin Port, during the high water season (Winter
and Spring) (Doster and Weaver 1981:67). The much lower freight rates charged by
steamboats, relative to wagons, made commercial agriculture in the Upper Tombigbee
Valley much more profitable. The advent of steamboat transportation led to a drop in up-
river transport cost from 6.5 cents per ton-mile in 1816 to .0.5 cents per ton-mile in 1826
(Earle 1987:176).

Numerous other, at least partially navigable tributaries of the Tombigbee cut through
Lowndes County. The most notable of these are the Buttahatchie River, the Luxapallala
River, and Tibbee Creek. Crops could be shipped down these streams on flatboats or
keelboats.

The Upper Tombigbee region also possessed a number of prominent trails early in its
settlement history. The nearby Natchez Trace provided contact with Natchez, New
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Orleans, and Nashville. This route was surveyed in 1802 and ran west of Lowndes
County, crossing the Tombigbee just to the north of present Tupelo, Mississippi (Doster
and Weaver 1981:32).

Other trails were also established in the Upper Tombigbee area in the first decade of the
nineteenth century. The most important was probably Gaines' Trace, which provided an
overland route from the impassable Muscle Shoals on the Tennessee River to Cotton Gin
Port on the Tombigbee. This trail was surveyed in 1807. Soon after this, another trail of
unknown name was established for the Tennessee River, at about present East Port,
Mississippi, to Pitchlynn's Trading Post on the west side of the Tombigbee (Doster &
Weaver 1981:47; Elliott 1978b).

Soon after settlement began in Monroe County, two additional roads, Jackson's
Military Road (1818) and Robinson's Road (1821), were constructed through the area.
Both crossed the Tombigbee at Columbus and helped its growth considerably. After
Monroe County was formed in 1821, some local roads were constructed. The most
prominent of these was the road connecting Columbus and Cotton Gin Port to the county
seat of Hamilton and to each other.

By the time of the 1830s boom, Lowndes County and most of the Upper Tombigbee
region was endowed with a relatively good and reliable transportation system, especially
for that time. The study area, particularly after the beginning of steamboat trade in 1822,

therefore meets the criteria for precondition five.

Hypotheses

From the above discussion it is apparent that Lowndes County, at least after 1830, met
the preconditions for the Boom-Bust Model. During the early 1830s, a vast amount of
territory ideal for cotton production was open for settlement at a time when cotton prices

were high. The suitability of cotton cultivation also meant that Lowndes County was
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suitable for plantation slavery. The presence of a large navigable river, steamboat traffic,
and a good seaport (Mobile, Alabama) at this time meant that export-propelled agriculture
and the importing of manufactured goods could begin immediately after settlement began.

The settlement of Lowndes County from the 1830s onward should, therefore, follow
the pattern of development and change, described in the Boom-Bust model. In the section
below, the characteristics predicted for each phase of the model are formulated into
hypotheses. These hypotheses focus on the topics of immigration, socioeconomic
structure, agricultural methods, town settlement patterns, town services, and consumption
patterns and will be organized accordingly. These particular aspects of the model are
examined because they are sensitive to the changes occurring during the Boom-Bust
Recovery development and because they can be investigated by the available documentary
and/or archaeological data.

Immierat

H1. During the boom period of the 1830s, Lowndes County should have
experienced a much larger immigration of settlers than the county experienced
during the bust of the late 1810s and 1820s, or the bust of the 1840s. The
1830s immigration should have been most apparent in the newly opened lands
west of the Tombigbee River, but eastern Lowndes County should have also
experienced a significant population increase and agricultural expansion during
this time.

H2. The immigrants who entered Lowndes County during the boom of the 1830s,
while including both farmers and planters (with their slaves) should have
included more planters, and larger planters, than entered the county during the
bust of the late 1810s and 1820s.
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As was noted above in the discussion of preconditions, eastern Lowndes was still only
sparsely settled in 1830, so land remained for new settlers after the cotton price increases of
1833 and beyond. Although the rapid sale and settlement of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
lands in the 1830s, of which western Lowndes was a part, is well known to historians of
the region. Whether farmers or planters, or both, led this immigration is poorly

understood.

Soci ic

H3. Given the prosperous times and frontier nature of Lowndes County during the
boom period of the 1830s, the socioeconomic structure of Lowndes County
should have been hierarchically more simple and possessed a more even
distribution of wealth than in later periods in Lowndes County.

H4. During the 1840s, there should have been an increase in hierarchical
complexity in Lowndes County and a large increase in the concentration of
wealth among the upper classes of the county, since they had the capital and
flexibility to weather the harsh conditions better than smaller agriculturalists and
merchants.

HS5. During the recovery period of the 1850s, there should have been only a slight
increase, if any, in wealth concentration in Lowndes County. Because of
increasing stability in the region, this change should have been much less than
that which occurred in the bust of the 1840s.

Wealth categories will be utilized as an indication of the complexity of the social
structure since other information, such as occupation, is lacking before 1850. When
examined over time, the concentration of wealth illustrates the relative economic success of

people from different economic levels
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A gricultural Methods and Producti

H6. Agricultural production methods during the boom of the 1830s, when land
was plentiful and cheap, should have been more extensive than in the 1840s,
when less vacant land was available, the price of land was higher, and the price
for cotton was lower.

H7. These more intensive agricultural methods, which should have begun in the
1840s, should have increased during the recovery phase of the 1850s, as the
county became even more densely settled and the price of land increased.

Because of deficiency in historic records, particularly the 1840 Census, Hypothesis 6
cannot be tested in the study area. Hypothesis 7 will be examined, however, utilizing
agricultural production statistics in the 1850 and 1860 Federal Census.

Town Development Settlement Patterns and Hierarchy

H8. During the boom of the 1830s, a large number of towns should have been
established in Lowndes County, particularly west of the Tombigbee. Due to the
optimism and speculative nature of this period, the expectations and plans for
these speculative towns should have been exaggerated.

H9. Due to the lessened competition and immature nature of the initial boom
period, the distribution of towns in the middle to late 1830s should be relatively
random.

H10. During the boom of the 1830s, the town hierarchy should have been
relatively simple and with a dominant, in terms of size and services, "frontier
town" located in the earliest settled part of the region.

H11. During the bust of the 1840s, poor economic conditions should have

increased competition between towns and resulted in the decline or extinction of
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most speculative towns and resulted in a more evenly dispersed town settlement
pattern, as compared to that of the 1830s.

H12. During the bust of the 1840s, the frontier town, because of its size and
multiple functions, should have weathered the harsh conditions better than
smaller towns and increased its dominance in size and services relative to the
smaller towns.

H13 During the recovery period of the late 1840s and 1850s, frontier conditions
should have subsided. This will be reflected in a relatively more uniform
settlement distribution than previously.

H14. During the recovery phase of the late 1840s and 1850s, an increasingly
hierarchical urban system should have evolved, and the size and service
dominance of the frontier town should have been reduced, relative to other

towns.

Diversity of | l .
H15. The smaller towns in the boom period of the 1830s, particularly the

speculative towns, should have had a greater variety of stores, goods,
especially luxuries, and services than in the bust or recovery periods.

H16. During the bust, the variety of stores and goods, particularly luxuries, in the
smaller towns should have become scarce.

H17. In the recovery phase, the quantity and variety of stores, goods, and services
in the smaller towns should have increased relative to the bust, but should not
be as great as in the boom period.

Although some store inventories and bills are available for the study area, the lack of a
truly representative sample of store documents makes a formal test of these three
hypotheses impossible at present. What store data that are available, however, will be



50
utilized in a less formal examination of the availability of goods. Since very little
information is extant on the types of stores, particularly specialty stores, present in the

smaller towns, this aspect of the three hypotheses cannot be formally examined either.

Consumption Patterns

H18. Because of economic prosperity (higher income), easy credit, and optimism,
much more lavish consumption of material goods, especially of luxuries and
durables, relative to socioeconomic status, should have been present during the
boom period of the 1830s compared to the depression or even the recovery
phase.

H19. While consumption of material goods, particularly luxuries and durables,
should have increased in the recovery period relative to the depression, the
consumption level should not have been as great as that of the boom for mest

citizens.

Data Sources

Both documentary and archaeological data will be utilized in the testing of these
hypotheses. Documentary data, however, are the major source of information on Lowndes
County to be utilized in these tests. The two main documentary sources to be examined are
the county property tax rolls dating from the 1830s to late 1850s and the Federal
manuscript census rolls dating from 1820-1860. These two sources provide information
on population and wealth, in land and slaves, and will be used in the tests related to
migration, socioeconomic structure, and wealth concentration. On the topic of wealth, the
county tax rolls are vital in providing information for the period predating 1850, since no
land holding information is given in the censuses of 1820-1840. Slave holdings are
calculated from the federal census, as are landholdings fro 1850 and 1860.
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The published federal census for 1850 and 1860 will be used to examine questions
related to agricultural methods. Since little quantitative data are present on actual methods,
production and agricultural expenditure figures provided in these two censuses will provide
an alternative with which to investigate agricultural intensification.

A number of data sources will be combined to examine the hypotheses on town
development, settlement patterns, and the stores, services, and goods provided by these
towns. Early maps are vital for showing locations of early towns, particularly those that
became extinct. Other data are used in conjunction with maps to provide more detailed
information on towns. These sources include deeds, county governmental records, store
inventories and bills, newspapers, reminiscences, and county property tax rolls. The
county tax rolls give the amount of merchandise sold in the county's stores. Once the
location of these stores is determined, this information provides an interesting method of
examining town strength and importance and how these changed over time. These sales
data will also be used to examine changing rates of consumption in the county.

Since some of the town development hypotheses are regional in scope, data on an area
larger than Lowndes County is needed. Secondary sources and the federal censuses will
be used in examining most other county towns, with the exception of those in adjacent
Monroe County, which will utilize similar sources to those described above for Lowndes
County.

Fortunately, a number of excellent secondary sources related to the history of Lowndes
County and the Upper Tombigbee Valley are available. Part of these data are the result of
projects associated with the construction of the Tennessee-Tombigbee Waterway (Adams
1981; Doster and Weaver 1981; Elliott 1978a; Prout 1973; Way and McBride 1983;
Weaver and Doster 1982). But, a long standing local interest in this region, particularly in
Lowndes and Monroe Counties, has provided a number in valuable studies dating back to
the early twentieth century (Evans 1979; Lipscomb 1909; Rodabough 1971-1975, 198S;
Wood 1925).
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Archaeological data and merchandise sales in the county tax records are utilized to
examine the hypotheses related to changing consumption patterns. The archaeological
sample is derived from a number of domestic sites in the extinct towns of Colbert and
Barton. The excavation of these sites was completed as part of an overall cultural resource
management program associated with the development of the Tennessee-Tombigbee
Waterway and sponsored by the U.S. Amrmy Corps of Engineers, Mobile District. The
data from these sites provide for household level examination which is not available from
many other sources. The archaeological data also provide information on the consumption
of certain types of items, in this case refined ceramics, while the county tax rolls give no
information more precise than total merchandise sold.

Because the Boom-Bust-Recovery cycles are so short in duration, usually no more than
a decade in length, very tight chronological control is necessary to examine the
consumption hypotheses. The fact that the towns of Colbert and Barton were fairly short
lived, each about 12 to 15 years, helps overcome this problem to some degree, but not
completely. The Colbert stores span both the boom and the bust phases and some of the
Barton sites were occupied into the twentieth century. Careful chronological control and
feature comparison is necessary to determine if separate boom, bust, and recovery deposits
can be identified.

The above nineteen hypotheses will be examined in the next three chapters. Chapwr 4
will address questions related to immigration, socioeconomic structure and wealth, and
agriculturzﬂ methods. Hypotheses examining town development, settiement patterns, and
services will be presented in Chapter 5. Chapter 6 will address hypotheses related to
consumption patterns and will provide a discussion of the archaeological investigation at
Colbert and Barton.



CHAPTER 4
SETTLEMENT AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT OF LOWNDES COUNTY

Introduction

The discussion presented in Chapter 3 reveals that Lowndes County from the 1830s
through the 1850s met the preconditions of the Boom-Bust Model. Therefore, the
settlement and development of Lowndes County during that period should follow the
predictions stated in the nineteen hypotheses. In this chapter, the first eight hypotheses will
be examined. These hypotheses deal with the speed and size of settlement, wealth and

socioeconomic structure, and agricultural methods and production.

Miezations of the Boom Period

The first hypothesis states that during the boom: period of the 1830s, Lowndes County
should have received a larger immigration of settlers than occurred during the bust periods
of the late 1810s and 1820s and the bust of the 1840s. The 1830s immigration should have
been most dramatic in the newly opened lands west of the Tombigbee River, but eastern
Lowndes County should have also experienced a significant population increase. The
examination of this hypothesis provides the context and conditions which will lay a
foundation for the examination of the remaining hypotheses. The test implications for the
first part of this hypothesis is that the population of Lowndes County should have
increased much more between 1830 and 1840 than it did between 1820 and 1830 or
between 1840 and 1850.

53
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In the analysis to follow, population and wealth data from the Federal Censuses will be
utilized. The 1840 Federal Census will be utilized as a measure of the culmination of the
1830s boom. Since cotton prices did not begin their long term drop until late 1839 (see
Chapter 3), the use of the 1840 Census seems reasonable. The 1850 Federal Census will
be used to represent the culmination of changes which occurred in the 1840s depression.
Again, since cotton prices did not begin their long term increase until the late 1840s, this
also seems reasonable. The 1860 Federal Census will be utilized to examine changes
which occurred during the 1850s recovery.

Table 4.1 gives population figures for Lowndes County for 1820 through 1850. This
data indicates that by far the greatest absolute and relative population increase in the county
was between 1830 and 1840. During this decade the total population increased by 11,340
persons, or 347%. This increase consisted of 7,274 persons in the newly opened territory
west of the Tombigbee, and an additional 4,066 persons in the eastern half of Lowndes
County. The increase in slaves from 1830 to 1840, which amounted to an increase of
724%, was especially dramatic and indicates that planters with slaves were entering the area
in this decade. More discussion on slavery and planters will be given below.

During the depression of the 1840s to 1850, the total population of Lowndes County
increased only 34.7%, and the white population only 13.8%. Between 1810 and 1820, the
population increased relatively more, 203%, but absolutely by only 2116 persons. The
underdeveloped nature of Lowndes County in the early 1830s is evident by comparing the
low quantity of early taxable land, only 30,005 acres in 1830 and 30,929 acres in 1833, to
the 203,040 taxable acres in 1840 (Lowndes County Property Taxes 1833, 1840;
Rodabough 1985:27). The 1840 taxable land included 82,748 acres in the eastern half of
Lowndes County and 120,292 acres in the western half.

The above data support the test implication of a greater increase in population for
Lowndes County during the boom times of the 1830s. These results indicate that while
most growth occurred in the newly opened western lands, the eastern half of Lowndes
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County, although initially settled in the 1820s, underwent considerable additional

settlement and development during the 1830s.

Table 4.1. Lowndes County Population, 1820-1850.

| 1820 1830 1840 1850
SAMPLE
Whites 776 2104 5730 6521
Free Blacks 5 5 12 28
Slaves 276 1064 8771 12995
Total 1057 3173 14513 19544

Source: U.S. Census Office (1832, 1841, 1854).

The second hypothesis states that the immigrants who entered Lowndes County during
the boom of the 1830s, while including both farmers and planters, should have included
more planters, and especially larger planters, than had entered the county during the 1810s
or 1820s. The first test implication of this hypothesis is that landholding and slaveholding
data from the western half of Lowndes County in 1840 should confirm the presence of
small and medium-sized landholders (1-300 acres) as well as some larger holders (> 300
acres). It should also include slaveless households, small slaveholders (< 10 slaves), and
medium to large slaveholders (> 20 slaves).

Tables 4.2 and 4.3 give the distribution of slaveholdings for 1820, 1830, and 1840-
west and landholdings for 1833 and 1840-west. Land ownership data for 1820 is not
available. The 1840-west data is used since it represents only new holdings established
during the 1830s and, therefore, directly addresses the hypothesis.

The landholding data for 1833 and 1840 is constructed from the Lowndes County
Property Tax Rolls, while the slaveholding dati is from the U.S. Census. The 1833 land
data was the earliest year available with complete landholding data. This data was still for
only the east half of Lowndes County. In order to make these sources comparable and to
render the 1833 and 1840 land data comparable to the 1850 and 1860 agricultural census,
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only those tax roll entries who were also in the census were utilized. This decision also
had the effect of removing any outside speculators from the sample, leaving only residents.
Some 1850 and 1860 agricultural census entries were also dropped since they were not in
the population schedule.

Table 4.2. Distribution of Slaveholding Households, Lowndes County, 1820-1840.

1820 1330 1840
| Slaves N 2 N % N Z
1-9 49 87.5 115 78.8 84 38.9
10-19 6 10.7 23 15.8 51 23.6
20-29 1 1.8 7 4.8 29 134
30-39 0 0 1 0.7 18 8.3
40-49 0 0 0 0 9 4.2
50-74 0 0 0 0 15 6.9
75-99 0 0 0 0 3 1.4
199-149 0 0 0 0 5 2.3
150-199 0 0 0 0 1 0.5
200+ 0 0 0 0 1 0.5
TOTALS 56 100 146 100 216 100
Slaveless 74 56.9 132 47.5 61 22.0

Source: U.S. Manuscript Census, Lowndes County, 1820-1840.

Table 4.3. Distribution of Landholding Households, Lowndes County, 1833-1840.

1333 T830-West

| Actes N % N %

1-49 0 0 0 0
50-99 54 36.2 7 4.3
100-299 57 383 34 21.1
300-499 29 19.5 44 273
500-999 9 6.0 47 292
1000-1999 0 0 20 12.4
2000+ 0 0 9 5.6
TOTALS 149 100 161 99.9
Landless 129 46.4 116 41.9

Source: Lowndes County Property Tax Rolls, 1833, 1840.
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The landholding and slaveholding data from western Lowndes County in 1840 confirm

the first test implication. The 1830s immigrants included farmers and planters of various
sizes. The number of planter households, those containing twenty or more slaves, and the
large size of some slaveholdings and landholdings, is somewhat surprising. Nearly forty
percent of the slaveholding heads and nearly thirty percent of all household heads were of
planter status. Twenty-five, or 11.6 %, of the slaveholding heads owned 50 or more
slaves by 1840. The low proportion of non-slaveholding head, 22%, is quite striking and
indicates that Lowndes County in the 1830s was not a stereotypical backwoods frontier.

The landholding data also suggest that large holdings were established quite early after
settlement began in the western Choctaw and Chickasaw cessions. Nearly 50 %, or 76, of
the landowning households had holdings of 500 acres or greater. Some of these holdings
may have been speculative holdings, and therefore somewhat exaggerated in size, but since
the sample only includes resident households, and the major immigration had already
occurred by 1840, this bias is probably not very great. Also, the presence of large
slaveholdings, which are usually associated with large landholdings, suggests that many, if
not most, of the large landholdings were working plantations.

The second test implication for the second hypothesis is that the slaveholdings and
landholdings from 1840 should include a greater number and proportion of planters,
especially large planters, compared to the 1820 and 1830-1833 data. Tables 4.2 and 4.3
clearly indicate that this is the case. The immigrants who entered Lowndes County in 1820
or earlier consisted almost exclusively of small slaveholders or non-slaveholders. Only one
household in 1820 meets the usual requirement for planter status, that is, owning twenty or
more slaves (Bonner 1965). This range of holding size is not surprising, given the fact that
the original Monroe County, from which eastern Lowndes County was created, was not
completely surveyed until July 1820 (Howell 1971:30). Therefore, many of these

households were still squatters when the census was taken.
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The 1830 and 1833 data, however, indicate that Lowndes County society still consisted
of primarily small to medium holders and non-slave or non-landholders ten years after
official settlement began. Only eight households owned 20 or more slaves and none
owned over 39 slaves. In 1833, the number (38) and proportion (25.5%) of farmers with
over 300 acres was much smaller than in 1840, and again indicates that most of the
agriculturalists were small and medium-sized farmers.

The third implication of this hypothesis is that the proportion of slaves in the county
population should be much greater in 1840, than in 1820 or 1830. The proportion of
slaves in the population was 26.1%, 33.5%, and 60.4%, for 1820, 1830, and 1840,
respectively. This conforms to the test implication and supports the plantation nature of
Lowndes County in 1840. The population of the eastern half of Lowndes County in 1840
consisted of 47.2% slaves, while the west half consisted of 73.6% slaves. This again
underlines the strong plantation orientation of the newly opened prairie region west of the
Tombigbee.

The above results indicate that very different populations moved into Lowndes County
in the 1820s than entered the county in the 1830s. The latter decade received a much
greater frequency of planters or prospective planters. The argument presented here is that
the boom conditions of the 1830s combined with the other preconditions stated in the
previous chapter, especially rich soils and an adequate transportation system, are the
variables responsible for the nearly immediate establishment of a plantation society in this
region. Although the soils in eastern Lowndes County ar overall not as rich as those in
western Lowndes County, this difference alone is not adequate to explain the great sparsity
of agricultural units over 500 acres and slaveholdings of over 19 slaves in 1830, especially
since these sized units became much more common by 1840 (Lowndes County Property
Tax Rolls 1840). The less developed transportation network may have initially hindered
immigration into the region, but by 1822 steamboats began regular service to Lowndes
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County (Evans 1979). The most critical variable differentiating the 1820s and 1830s
conditions was the recession conditions of the former and the boom conditions of the latter.
The above discussion lends quantitative support to the statements by Myers (1949) and
Moore (1986, 1988) that planters were included in the first settlement wave into the Black
Prairie. The data presented here also contradict the finding and theories of Foust (1975),
Owsley (1949) and Phillips (1908) that farmers or herders led the migration into all areas of
the South, with the possible exception of the Mississippi River Valley. The lack of
analysis or data predating the 1850 federal census has severely hindered the examination of
this question. Surprisingly, most quantitative studies claiming to address questions related
to frontier migration are based on post-frontier data and have therefore missed the impact of

variables such as economic cycles (Foust 1975; Schaeffer 1987).

Sogi ic S 1C ion of Wealt

Three hypotheses will be addressed which cover the socioeconomic structure and
concentration of wealth in Lowndes County during the boom, bust, and recovery phases of
development. Since the changes discussed in these hypotheses are measured relative to
each other, the three hypotheses will be examined together. Wealth in slaves and land will
be used to measure both the socioeconomic structure and the concentration of wealth in the
study area, since they were the major material determinants of status in the antebellum
South (Wright 1978). Other measures of status, such as income, occupation, political and
social prestige or influence, are not available for most of the years under investigation.

Hypothesis 3 states that during the boom of the 1830s, the socioeconomic structure of
Lowndes County should have been hierarchically more simple and possessed a more even
distribution of wealth than in the later periods. Hypothesis 4 states that there should have
been an increase in hierarchical complexity and a large increase in the concentration of

wealth among the upper classes during the depression of the 1840s. Hypothesis 5 states
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that there should have been a much smaller increase, if any, in the concentration of wealth
during the recovery period of the 1850s.

As with the analysis above, 1840 tax and population census data will be used to
represent the culmination of the 1830s boom, while the 1850 population and agricultural
census data will be used to document changes which occurred during the 1840s
depression. Developments which occurred during the recovery period of the 1850s will be
documented with the 1860 population and agricultural census.

The first test implication for the above hypothesis is that the distribution of
slaveholdings and landholdings in Lowndes County in 1840 should form a pattern with
less range of holding sizes and a greater proportion of smaller holders, than was found in
1850 or 1860. Tables 4.4 and 4.5 and Figures 4.1 and 4.2 give the distribution of
slaveholding and landholding households in 1840, 1850, and 1860. These data do not
support the first part of Hypothesis 3, which predicted a simpler socioeconomic structure
for the county in the boom period, or the first part of Hypothesis 4, which predicted
increased complexity by 1850. By 1840, Lowndes County society contained a great
variety of economic levels and much disparity in the distribution of wealth between rich and
poor.

Table 4.4 indicates that in 1840 Lowndes County slaveholders had holdings of similar
size and distribution as in 1850 and 1860. The only differences between the three years is
a slight increase in slaveholdings of 50 and over in 1850, and again in 1860, as well as in
changes in the proportion of slaveless household heads. The landholding data illustrate
more variation between 1840 and 1850, but the 1840 distribution still could not be referred
to as simplified or clustered toward small holdings. The major difference between 1840
and 1850 is the large relative and absolute increase in holders of less than 50 acres (Table
4.4, Figure 4.2). Between 1850 and 1860, the number and proportion of holders with
over 499 acres increased significantly, as did the number and proportion of landless
household heads.
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Table 4.4. Distribution of Slaveholding Households, Lowndes County, 1840-1860.

1840 1850 1860
| Slaves N 2 N Z N 2
1-9 324 57.5 442 58.4 510 56.4
10-19 121 21.5 141 18.6 169 18.7
20-29 48 8.5 71 9.4 71 7.8
30-39 26 4.6 33 4.4 38 4.2
40-49 13 2.3 14 1.8 32 3.5
50-74 20 3.6 38 5.0 42 4.6
75-99 4 0.7 13 1.7 27 3.0
199-149 5 0.9 4 0.5 10 1.1
150-199 1 0.2 1 0.1 5 0.6
200+ 1 0.2 0 0 1 0
TOTALS 563 100 757 99.9 905 99.9
Slaveless 264 31.9 507 40.1 482 34.8

Source: U.S. Manuscript Census, Lowndes County, 1840-1860.

Table 4.5. Distribution of Landholding Households, Lowndes County, 1840-1860.

1840 1830 1860
| Ages N % | N =% N %
1-49 16 3.5 90 13.3 25 4.0
50-99 70 15.3 88 13.1 75 12.0
100-299 157 34.3 228 33.8 192 30.7
300-499 99 21.6 117 17.4 99 15.8
500-999 84 18.3 100 14.8 133 21.3
1000-1999 23 5.0 37 5.5 87 13.9
2000+ 9 2.0 14 2.1 14 2.2
TOTALS 458 100 674 100 625 99.9
Landless 369 44.6 590 46.7 762 54.9

Source: U.S. Manuscript Census, Lowndes County, 1840-1860.
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By 1840, Lowndes County appears to have been a full blown plantation society. This
result is not due to the maturing of the earlier settled eastern half of the county, but rather to
the rapid establishment of settlers with diverse economic levels, including large planters on
both sides of the river, but particularly on the western side. Tables 4.6 and 4.7 below
show that western Lowndes County contained the vast majority of the larger slaveholdings
(50+) and landholdings (500 + acres) and all slaveholdings over 100 slaves and
landholdings over 2000 acres. Western Lowndes County also contained a much lower
proportion of non-slaveholding heads (22%) than the eastern half of the county (36.9%).

It is necessary to go back to 1820 and 1830 to view a simplified socioeconomic
structure in Lowndes County (see Tables 4.2 and 4.3). At these times, the society
consisted primarily of squatters, small to medium-sized holders, some townspeople, and
slaves. The county at these times, however, did not meet the preconditions of the model.
The 1810 settlement occurred before the land was surveyed and the 1820s settlement
occurred during a recession or depression.

It appears, therefore, that the societal simplification predicted in the model does not
hold for Lowndes County in the middle and late 1830s. As was noted in Chapter 2, the
simplification process, which is characterized by a loss of numerous cultural components
(particularly specialized ones), is a normal adaptation in a newly settled environment
(Casagrande et al. 1964; Lewis 1984). Evidently a simplified, non-hierarchical society was
not adaptive or necessary in the area west of the Tombigbee River.

The exceptionally rapid establishment of a complex society in this region, at least one
that exceeded the expectations of the model, was probably related to a number of factors.
The proximity of Lowndes County to older settled non-frontier areas in northern Alabama
may be one factor. The previous (1830) establishment of county government certainly
made administration and communication with the new area more efficient and made
settlement of the new lands logistically easier and less risky. These factors probably
encouraged large planters with their slaves to move quickly to the newly ceded lands. As
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Table 4.6. Distribution of Slaveholding Households, by Location, 1840.

East Side ‘West Side
| Slaves N Z N %
1-9 240 69.2 84 38.9
10-19 70 20.2 51 23.6
20-29 19 5.5 29 13.4
30-39 8 2.3 18 8.3
40-49 4 1.2 9 4.2
50-74 5 1.4 15 6.9
75-99 1 0.3 3 1.4
100-149 0 0 5 2.3
150-199 0 0 1 0.5
200+ 0 0 1 0.5
TOTALS 347 100.1 216 100
Slaveless 203 36.9 61 22.0

Source: U.S. Census, 1840

Table 4.7. Distribution of Landholding Households, by Location, 1840.

East Side West Side
ACISS N 2 N 2
1-49 16 5.4 0 0
50-99 63 21.2 7 4.3
100-299 123 41.4 34 21.1
300-499 55 18.5 44 27.3
500-999 37 12.5 47 29.2
1000-1999 3 01.0 20 12.4
2000+ 0 0 9 5.6
TOTALS 297 100 161 99.9
Landless 253 46.0 116 419

Source: Lowndes County Property Tax Rolls, 1840.
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will be recalled, the Colonization Gradient Model predicted less simplification from the
outer edge to the inner edge of the frontier region (Lewis 1984:11). But, this is a matter of
degree and even the edge closest to the homeland is predicted to have more simplification
than the study area.

Other factors are therefore necessary to more fully account for the social structural
complexity of the county in 1840. All of the preconditions of the Boom-Bust model,
especially the sanctioning of slavery and the exceptionally rich cotton lands, are probably
important factors in the lack of social-structural simplification in the study area. The
richness of the black praire soils was well known to potential settlers because of the 1810s
settlement of the Alabama praire lands.

If the impact of the preconditions is this strong, perhaps the simplification hypotheses
should be removed completely from the model, at least for plantation situations. Further
testing, however, is needed to fully understand the simplification issue in Boom-Bust
contexts. In the Upper Tombigbee area, it would be fruitful to examine social structural
complexity of counties which were not part of Old Monroe County. In this way, the
impact of the 1820s settlement and political organization could be examined. The model
also needs to be examined in non-plantation areas ta examine frontier social structural
complexity more broadly.

The second test implication for Hypotheses 3, 4 and § is that the proportion of wealth
held by the upper levels of Lowndes County society in 1840 should be less than that in
1850 or 1860 and that the increase in this concentration of wealth between 1840 and 1850
should be much greater than that occurring between 1850 and 1860.

A decile analysis of slave ownership, farm acreage, and value of farm acreage, with
Gini coefficients calculated, will be utilized in the examination of this implication. The Gini
coefficient is a measure of how close a distribution falls to perfect equality. A value of 0
indicates perfect equality, while a value of 100 indicates complete concentration (Wright
1978:25). The decile analysis illustrates the proportion of wealth owned by the middle to
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richest ten percentile groupings of the households and the poorest 50% of the households
within the county. Decile analysis and Gini coefficient calculation are the predominate
methods of wealth analysis in recent economic history (Klein 1990; Weiner 1976; Wright
1978).

Tables 4.8, 4.9, and 4.10 present decile ownership and Gini coefficients for slaves,
land, and land value for Lowndes County in 1840, 1850, and 1860. Lorenze curves are
shown in Figures 4.3, 4.4, and 4.5. These curves give a graphical representation of the
Gini, with a more rapidly rising curve indicating a higher Gini, which means a greater
concentration of wealth. The diagonal represents a completely equal distribution.

In all three wealth categories, slaves, acres, and land value, the 1840 distribution was
fairly concentrated. This again, was the result of the immigration of large planters into the
county from the beginning of the 1830s land sales.

When 1840 and 1850 are compared, an increase in concentration of wealth is evident
for all three categories. For slaves, there was a 6.5% increase in the amount owned by the
top 10 % of society, with a 5.0 point increase in the Gini coefficient. These increases are
due primarily to the increase in holdings of over 49 slaves and the large increase in the
number of slaveless heads of households (see Table 4.4, Figure 4.3).

With land and land value, there was a 6.3% and a 9.8% increase, respectively, in the
share owned by the wealthiest 10% of the society between 1840 and 1850. The Gini
coefficients increased 5.5 and 6.0 points, respectively, for land and land value (note the
more rapid rise in the Lorenze curve for 1850, Figure 4.4). These measures are primarily
due to a large increase in small holders (1-49 acres) and a slight increase in the <ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>