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and Virginians participated in futile attempts to reach a compromise be-
tween the Lincoln Government at Washington and the Confederates in
Montgomery. But on March 1, 1861, the United States Congress formally
refused to consider Virginia’s peace conference proposals.

Three days after the surrender of the Federal garrison at Fort Sumter
President Lincoln called for 75,000 volunteers from all the states that were
still in the Union to put down the “insurrection” in the South. Governor
John Letcher of Virginia refused to provide a single man for this purpose,
and on April 17, 1861, a secret Virginia Convention, called in February to
consider the Commonwealth’s course of action, rather than share in the
subjugation of Virginia’s sister states, by a vote of 88 to 55 adopted an
Ordinance of Secession.? The Ordinance of Secession was ratified by the
people on May 23, 1861, by a margin of more than six to one. Most of the
votes against withdrawal came from the far western counties. Thus Virginia
joined the Confederacy just two days after the Confederate Congress had
voted (May 21, 1861) to move the Confederate Capital to Richmond and
from that time on Richmond was the center of the new nation.

In the month between the action of the Virginia Convention on Secession
and the ratification of this action by the people of Virginia, the only step
taken by the defenders of the City of Washington was a limited surreptitious
reconnaissance of the areas around the Virginia end of the Aqueduct and
Long Bridges. However, on the night of May 23-24, 1861, 10,000 Federal
troops crossed the Potomac into Virginia and occupied the City of Alex-
andria and thus, in the words of Miss C. B. Rose, Jr., in her article on
“Civil War Forts in Arlington” (The Arlington Historical Magazine—
October 1960, page 14), “beginning for Arlington one of its most important
periods historically.”

In northwest Virginia following the adoption of the Secession Ordinance
events moved as rapidly and as illegally as they did east of the mountains
at the same time. Of the 47 delegates from what is now West Virginia in
the Secession Convention at Richmond only fifteen or about 1/3 of the total
voted in favor of secession. In the absence of a better criterion this vote may
be taken as an index to the sentiments of leaders in northwest Virginia.

It is interesting to note that Francis H. Pierpont, who within less than
six months was to play a leading role in northwest Virginia, was not a dele-
gate to the Secession Convention at Richmond. An ardent anti-slavery and
Union man, he had supported Lincoln in the election of 1860. As early as
April 3, 1861, he had written a friend that the difficulty that was develop-
ing between the great sections of the Union could not be “settled without
a fight.”*

- 8 Ordinances Adopted by the Convention of Virginia in Secret, April and May,
1861, p. 3; Acts of General Assembly of the State of Virginia passed in 1861,
Richmond, 1861.

4 Charles H. Ambler, Francis H. Pierpont, Chapel Hill. N.C., 1937; p. 79.
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altered so as to suit the needs of the Restored Government, an order of the
Convention authorized the use of the seal of the Commonwealth with:the
additional words “Liberty and Union.” Through the efforts of Pierpont
and others, plans and proposals looking to the immediate dismemberment
of Virginia and the formation of a New State were abandoned in a con-
certed effort “to put down rebellion and restore peace to the country.”

Following the adoption of the Ordinance, Francis H. Pierpont, on June
20, 1861, was unanimously elected Governor of Virginia to serve until such
time as an “election can be properly held.”

Six days after the adjournment of the Convention, or on July 1, 1861, the
General Assembly convened at Wheeling in extraordinary session in pur-
suance of a call of June 22nd, issued by Governor Pierpont and the author-
ization of the Convention.” The General Assembly consisted of eleven
Senators and forty-nine Delegates representing forty-eight counties. With
al]l those present the proposed New State was a perennial topic which the
contemporaneous victories of the Union forces in northwest Virginia pushed
to the front. However, after much discussion the General Assembly merely
adopted a series of resolutions to the effect that the dissimilarities between
the industrial and commercial interests of eastern and western Virginia were
such as to require the division of the State but that such action was inex-
pedient at that time. It was further resolved that the preliminaries leading
to such a movement “should emanate from a Convention and not from &
General Assembly.”

Despite the fact that the Restored Government was not yet two months
old, the Second Wheeling Convention reconvened August 6th, the date
fixed at the time of its adjournment. Leaders in the “inner tier” of counties
were determined to have the New State movement go ahead. Indeed,
former cesessionists were said to be eager to board the New State band-
wagon. At first the various positions taken resulted in temporary chaos.
However, as in previous conventions the Wheeling lawmakers found a way
out of their difficulties through compromise: the Convention, on August 20,
1861, adopted “An Ordinance to Provide for the Formation of a New State
out of a Portion of the Territory of this State.”®® The vote on adoption was
48 for, 27 against. Among the “inner” counties, Marion, the home of Pier-
pont, stood alone in opposition to dismemberment. The negative vote in the
counties east of the Allegheny Mountains may have been because they were
not included in the proposed New State without condition. Delegates from
the three counties along the Potomac to the east of Jefferson in what is now
Virginia, namely Loudoun, Fairfax, and Alexandria, voted against
dismemberment.

T Acts of the General Assembly passed at the Extra Session, July 1, 1861, at the
City of Wheeling; Wheeling, Va., 1861.
S Ordinances of the Convention Assembled at Wheeling, June 11, 1861; pp. 54-59.
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was chosen to fill an unexpired term caused by the secession of Virginia and
Governor Letcher’s efforts to ally her with the Southern Confederacy. ‘With
thirty-two counties voting, four of which, Accomac, Alexandria, Northamp-
ton and Fairfax are now a part of Virginia, he received a total of 14,824
votes and despite the fact that this total was less than one-tenth of the voting
strength of Virginia under normal conditions he was declared the “duly
elected Governor of Virginia.”

Shortly thereafter, on May 29th, 1862, a petition requesting the admis-
sion of West Virginia to separate statehood was presented to the United
States Senate by Senator Willey who had been named Senator by the Re-
stored Government. In the course of the debate that followed the Senate
made the admission of West Virginia conditional upon her acceptance of
an amendment to her Constitution providing for the gradual abolition of
Negro Slavery (the so-called Willey amendment).

Thereafter, a personal and factional bitterness developed with respect to
the West Virginia Statehood bill and its favorable action by the House of
Representatives on December 10, 1862, was hailed locally with delight.
However, when President Lincoln failed to sign the Statehood bill immedi-
ately following its approval by Congress advices began to reach Wheeling to
the effect that a veto was expected. But as a result of some maneuvering
and persuasion on the part of the proponents of the bill Lincoln signed it

on December 31, 1862. -

Had there been no other hurdles to clear, the joy occasioned by this act
would have been unrestrained among its friends. But since that admission
was only conditional, it was necessary to reconvene the Constitutional Con-
vention in order to hold another popular referendum. On February 20,
1863, a second Constitutional Convention met and unanimously ratified the
Willey amendment, and designated Wheeling as the capital of the New
State.

Removal of the Restored Government

The admission of West Virginia to separate statehood left in existence the
Virginia Restored Government with Pierpont as Executive Head. The Old
State Government under Governor Letcher, of course, continued to operate
in Richmond. Having declined official preferment in West Virginia in
which he had not held an elective office and of which he was already recog-
nized as father, and with the elective officers of the New State determined
to his satisfaction, Pierpont prepared to leave Wheeling and to establish
the capital of the Restored Government elsewhere. He visited Norfolk,
Portsmouth, Alexandria, and other places that were not under Confederate

12 See Journal of the House of Delegates. Extra Session held in the City of Wheel-
ing, December 4, 1862, Wheeling, Va.: pp. 39, 43, 45, 90, 117; Journal of the Senate,
Extra Session held December 4, 1862, Wheeling, Va., 1862: pp. 27, 29, 58, 62. 66, 70.
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1863, he received 3,755 votes, probably the whole number cast as he was
unopposed.

The Government in Alexandria

As long planned by Pierpont, on December 7, 1863, the General Assembly
of the Restored Government met in regular session in the chambers of the
City Council. Although only six Senators representing Fairfax, Alexandria,
Accomac, Norfolk, and Loudoun Counties together with the City of Nor-
folk, and seven Delegates representing Norfolk, Loudoun, Alexandria,
Northampton, and Prince William Counties were in attendance, they, under
the direction of Pierpont, proceeded to legislate for the entire Common-
wealth.??

Despite the indefiniteness of the territory over which he governed and the
changed conditions under which he tried to carry on at Alexandria, Pier-
pont took his duties seriously. The customary message to the General
Assembly offered a fine opportunity to expound his theories, as well as the
practical exigencies, out of which the Restored Government had grown and
much was made of the opportunity thus afforded. See Journal of the House
of Delegates, Session 1863-4, Alexandria, Va. 1864 (pp. 6-19).

Following a plan then maturing in the mind of President Lincoln whose
confidence Pierpont shared, Pierpont hoped to find enough capable and
loyal persons who would assist in reorganizing the state government on a
loyal basis, and that of each county as well. As a means to this end he
recommended a Constitutional Convention.

Reflecting the traditional conservatismm of Virginians and perhaps the
mercenary interests of loyal masters, a member of the Assembly condemned
the haste with which it was proposed “to perform one of the most mo-
mentous acts in the history of the state”*® This and possibly other similar
sentiments were reflected in the divided vote by which the Convention bill
was passed. In the House of Delegates the vote was 7 for, 4 against, while
the Senate was 5 for, 1 against.*”

Among other acts of this session of the Alexandria Assembly was that of
completing the personnel of the state government. An Act was passed au-
thorizing local officers, wherever possible to resume and continue their
functions and thus the Alexandria Government despite the ridicule which it
sometimes invoked, became a going concern.

15 Acts of the General Assembly of the State of Virginia passed at Regular Session
commencing December 7, 1863, Alexandria, Va., 1864.

16 Charles H. Ambler, op. cit., p. 220.

17 “Act to provide for the election of Delegates by the people to a Convention to
assemble in the City of Alexandria February 13, 1864, to alter and amend the Con-
stitution of the State of Virginia,” Acts of the General Assembly passed at Regular
Session, Alexandria, 1864; pp. 4-8. i
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of any importance.*® It defeated a bill to give Negroes the right to testify
in cases at law where whites were involved as well as a bill to provide free
public schools for blacks and whites.

When Governer Pierpont went to Alexandria as head of the Virginia
Restored Government, he did not at once take his family with him. Alex-
andria was then near the firing line, and the prominent part he had played
in rescuing northwest Virginia from Confederate control, together with his
quiet yet firm insistence that he was Governor of Virginia, subjected him
to constant danger of indignity and even capture. While Pierpont only
laughed at threats he received, he was not willing to expose the members of
his family to the possibilities of these lurking dangers and arranged for them
to remain at Washington, Pennsylvania, in the home of relatives. By June
1864, after the Confederates had almost abandoned the region about Wash-
ington and Alexandria, Pierpont decided to have his family near him, even
if they could not yet reside in his capital city. He therefore established them
for the summer at Laurel, Maryland. Whether significant or not, within
one week after General Butler had been removed from the command at
Norfolk, Governor Pierpont brought his family to reside at the Magnolia
House in Alexandria. '

Removal to Richmond

Following the fall of the Confederacy on April 9, 1865, and the death of
President Lincoln on April 15, 1865, the removal of the Alexandria Gov-_
ernment to Richmond was delayed. It was not until April 24 that Presi-
dent Johnson at a cabinet meeting decided to adhere to the late President’s
policy regarding this Government. Subsequently its removal was effected in
pursuance of an Executive Order of May 9, 1965, “to reestablish the au-
thority of the United States, and execute the law within the geographical
limits known as the State of Virginia.” On May 24, in pursuance of the
President’s order which recognized him as Governor of the State of Virginia,
Pierpont left Alexandria for Richmond. With him came his miniature
legislature of three Senators and nine Delegates. Thus the term of the
Confederate Governor of Governor William Smith, elected in 1863, ended
on May 9, 1965, although he did not formally surrender his office until
May 20th. o

The chief importance of the Alexandria Government was its effort to
accomplish the plan launched at Wheeling for the restoration of Virginia to
the Union. From the inception of the Government in West Virginia to its
end, it was maintained with President Lincoln’s aid and approval. More-~
over, many of the laws enacted and proposed at Alexandria were shortly
thereafter in effect not only in Virginia but elsewhere throughout the Con-
federate South. At no time, however, was Negro suffrage seriously men-
tioned in Alexandria.

19 Acts of the General Assembly of the State of Virginia passed at the Regular
Session commencing December 5, 1864, Alexandria, 1865.
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