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PREFACE

The purpose of this study is to discover and assess the agricul-
tural, political, military, and Indian service contributions of Douglas
Hancock Cooper (1815-1879) as a resident of his native state of Missis-
sippi and, after 1853, of the southern regions of the Indian Territory.
Treatment of the social, religious, and philosophical aspects of his life
is limited by the scarcity of source materials, due perhaps to the nature
of Cooper's personality, and not from the design of the study.

I first learned of Cooper when he was frequently mentioned in a
graduate seminar at Oklahoma State University in which the topics were
chosen from the era of the Civil War and reconstruction in the Indian
Territory. In the seminar papers, in which Cooper's career was inci-
dental to the topics, it was evident that there was no clear picture of
his participation in the surrender and reconstruction processes. Later
I learned from Dr. LeRoy H. Fischer, who had conducted the research sem-
inar, that there was interest in Cooper's entire career and that he con-
sidered this a suitable subject for research. He advised me that there
was no sizable collection of Cooper's papers of which he was aware, but
that there was sufficient material to make the project viable.

I began to search for material, knowing that collecting and collat-
ing widely dispersed information about Cooper might well be an unusually
long process. Dr., Muriel H. Wright, the late editor of the Chronicles
of Oklahoma who had done considerable research on Cooper and had written

the only scholarly biographical sketch of him, offered many helpful
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suggestions regarding sources. In her usual gracious manner, she kindly
loaned an extensive file of research notes and correspondence in enthu-
siastic support of the project.

Rella Looney and her successors in the Indian Archives Division of
the Oklahoma Historical Society in Oklahoma City saved several hours for
me by their knowledge of the manuscript collections and by their friend-
ly assistance. The society's library personnel, and especially Alene
Simpson, were consistently helpful and often did more than could reason-
ably be expected. Jack Wettengel and the staff of the society's News-
paper Division merit special thanks for their help.

At the Mississippi Department of Archives and History, I owe a debt
of gratitude to Laura D. S. Sturdivant, James F. Wooldridge, and Ronald
E. Tomlin. Eugene I. Farr of the Mississippi Baptist Historical Com-
mission, Clinton, Mississippi, furnished copies of the Minutes of the
annual meetings of the Mississippi Baptist Association and appended ad-
ditional information. James P. Morris of Tulane University School of
Medicine, Richard E. Wood of Rice University, Helen H. Shelton of the
University of Virginia, and Julia Smith Martin of Virginia Military In-
stitute supplied information that would have been impossible to obtain
otherwise. Thelma Jennings of Middle Tennessee State University gave
facts not included in her dissertation on the Nashville Convention.

Members of the staff of the Thomas Gilcrease Institute of American
History and Art, especially Marie E, Keene, are to be thanked for their
aid and interest. The library personnel at Central State University,
Edmond, Oklahoma; have all lightened my work in every way possible, but
Ron Curtis, Lois Philbeck, and Dorothea Ray would acknowledge that they

have been given the most opportunities.

iv



LﬁAll the library staff at Oklahoma State University have provided a
quality of service that is found in only the finest libraries. The per-
sonnel in the non-book section deserve a special thanks.

I also thank the members of .my graduate committee for their aid
during my graduate program, their careful reading of the dissertation
manuscript, and their helpful comments: Dr. Theodore L. Agnew, Jr.,

Dr. H., James Henderson, Dr. Douglas D. Hale, and Dr. Clifford A, L,

Rich. To Dr. Homer L. Knight, former chairman of the History Department,
and to Dr, Odie B, Faulk, the current chairman, I am pleased to acknow-
ledge their encouragement and to thank them for the many courtesies they
have extended to me. To the chairman of my committee, Dr. LeRoy H.
Fischer, for his patience and many hours of work on the manuscript, for

his knowing when a word of praise was needed most, and for his scholarly

instruction, I am in sincere appreciation.
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CHAPTER I

BACKGROUND AND EARLY YEARS

Douglas Hancock Cooper, the colonel in command of the Confederate
Choctaw and Chickasaw Regiment, regrouped his troops on March 12, 1862,
at the camp in the Indian Territory where the Canadian and Arkansas
rivers join. As he set about this task, the recent Union victory at
Pea Ridge, Arkansas, depressed him as he considered the likely results
and what should be done to prevent them. Then he wrote to Jefferson
Davis, the president of the Confederate States and a close friend, stat-
ing his fear that unless steps were taken soon to organize a strong de-
fensive force, including long-promised white troops, the Indian Terri-
tory would '"be lost and with it Arkansas and Texas."

The fulfillment of the request for the organization of a strong de-
fensive force--with white and Indian troops in proportions as promised
in the treaties of the Five Civilized Tribes with the Confederate
States~-would, if approved, be difficult, for it entailed shifting men,
supplies, and able commanders. It would mean a policy change in Con-
federate defensive strategy. Cooper raised this issue when he told
Davis: "I do not think the importance of the Indian Territory is suf-
ficiently understood or cared for by the officers in command of the
West." It was the relative importance of the Indian Territory that was
the crux of the problem that Cooper faced in March of 1862 and which

later in the year would drive the first Confederate brigadier general



in command of the territory, Albert Pike, to resign and his successor,
William Steele, to transfer a year later,

Because Cooper attached a high degree of importance to the Indian
Territory, he was stubbornly determined that the Indians should receive
protection. This was what compelled him to regroup and ready his troops
as soon as possible after the battle of Pea Ridge in preparation for
the next engagement. Even though it might personally mean ''the loss of
life and reputation'" for him;, as he stated it in explaining his plight
to Davis, he was firmly committed to service with the Indians. The
reputation to which he referred was his position and rank among the
Indians,; especially with certain groups of Choctaws and Chickasaws. He
had been the United States Indian agent to these two nations prior to
the Civil War, first coming to Indian Territory in 1853 from Missis-
sippi.

The old Natchez region in the southwestern corner of Mississippi
Territory was the scene of Cooper's birth and early years. It was to
this locale that his father, David Cooper, an ordained Baptist minister
and practicing physician, migrated in 1802, He was born in Frederick
County, Virginia, and licensed as a Baptist minister at Phillip's Mill
Church in Wilkes County, Georgia, in 1793, He was pastor of the Ebe-
nezer Jeffrey's Creek Church in South Carolina from 1795 to 1798, and
also worked to establish other churches in the Pee Dee River area. His
first church in Mississippi Territory, Salem Baptist, was located on
Cole's Creek near old Greenville, twenty-eight miles northeast of
Natchez on the Natchez Trace. From this pastorate he helped organize
other churches south through Adams, Wilkinson, and Amite counties and

was one of the founders of the Mississippi Baptist Association in 1806~



1807, At the annual meetings of the association, he was the delegate
from the Salem Baptist Church during his pastorate there and later he
was the delegate from Shiloh Baptist Church located on Thompson's Creek
in southern Wilkinson County. He was chosen by the delegates to act as
moderator or chairman of the meetings for ten of the first nineteen years
in which the association heid its annual meetings. By 1814, he had re-
located and attended the annual association meeting as the delegate from
Shiloh Baptist Ghurch.4

David Cooper married Sarah (Hancock) Davenport, a widowed daughter
of Douglas Hancock of Wilkinson County. Her father owned land, purchased
in 1809, in southeastern Wilkinson County. Little is known of Douglas
H. Cooper's mother, except that she was four or more years younger than
his father, and that in October, 1821, her serious illness prevented his
father from attending the annual meeting of the Mississippi Baptist As-
sociation held that year at the Woodville Baptist Church., She either
succumbed to this illness, when Cooper would have been near his sixth
birthday, or at some time prior to May 6, 1824, when his father remar-
ried.

Cooper's stepmother, Magdalene (Hutchins) Claiborne, was a daughter
of Anthony and Ann Hutchins, Her father, a retired English Army officer,
had settled on a large royal grant, eleven miles below Natchez, which
included the historic Natchez Indian settlement of White Apple Village.
Magdalene was about forty-nine years old at the time of her marriage to
David Cooper. Her first husband, Ferdinand Leigh Claiborne, had died in
1815 as a result of wounds received in the Creek War in 1813 in Missis-
sippi Territory. The oldest of Magdalene's children, Ann Eliza

Virginia, died on August 3, 1817, but there were three surviving children



when she and David Cooper married.

Magdalene's two sons, Ferdinand Leigh and John Francis Hamtramck,
were no longer living at home. The daughter, Charlotte Virginia, was
the youngest of the three and only a few months older than her step-
brother Douglas. Although the Claibornes were not strongly attracted to
Cooper, Charlotte was to be more closely associated with him in later
years than were her brothers. This was due in part to the time the two
spent together on the Claiborne plantation, Soldier's Retreat, where
David and Magdalene made their home, about four miles east of Natchez,
on the south side of the road leading to Washington, Mississippi.7

In the meantime, Cooper's father continued to work and to prosper.
He maintained his connection and ministerial duties with the Missis-
sippi Baptist Association and, from 1826, with the Union Baptist Asso-
ciation. He also accumulated considerable land in Adams and Wilkinson
counties, which included a section in the southeastern corner of Wilkin-
son and a lesser tract adjoining Soldier's Retreat. He owned thirty-
seven slaves in 1820 and six years later he owned about fifty-five. He
was also interested in education, and served for over twenty-five years
as a member of the Board of Trustees of Jefferson College in nearby
Washington, after being appointed by the territorial governor in 1803.
An industrious person, he was often the administrator of estates,
managed his land and slavesy; and performed the many and varied duties of
a minister until his health failed rapidly in February, 1830.8

Cooper's father made his will on March 16, 1830, with Magdalene's
brother John Hutchins and Dr, John Wesley Monett among those witnes-

sing., Magdalene was to retain the property that she owned before their

marriage. She was also to retain eight slaves and the children of those



slaves, the livestock, farming equipment, and furniture for use during
her lifetime. Then they were to be his son's property. He left $250
to the trustees of Columbia College in the District of Columbia and $50
each to the American Bible Society and the American Baptist Tract
Society. The balance of his real and personal property was to be his
son's at maturity. He designated Joseph Johnson of Wilkinson County and
two other friends from Adams County, James Smith and White Turpin, as
executors of his will and guardians of his fourteen year old son. They
were to have full power of attorney. Then five days later, on March 21,
David Cooper died,

Young Douglas H. Cooper's financial affairs were managed by White
Turpin of Oakland plantation, across the Natchez-Washington road north
from Soldier's Retreat. His father had been acquainted with Turpin al-
most from the day Turpin came to Mississippi Territory in 1809. The two
men worked together as members of the Board of Trustees of Jefferson
College following Turpin's appointment in 1810. When the Bank of Mis-
sissippi, first chartered in 1809, was rechartered in 1818, Turpin was
appointed to its board of directors. He was also a man of legal and
political experience, for he had been sheriff of Adams County from 1811
until statehood and occasionally after that time. He and Charles B.
Green were the Adams County choices for the state Senate in 1819, Turpin
serving one year and Green two. Turpin's sons, Joseph A. and White,
Jr., were students at Jefferson College with Cooper when he became
Cooper's guardian,.

Prior to attending Jefferson College, Cooper likely received some
training in elementary education from tutors in line with customary edu-

cational practices in the South. He attended Jefferson College from



December, 1829, to April, 1832, when courses in military science were
first offered there. Major John Holbrook, the superintendent, taught
the courses in military science. During this time training of the cadets
was patterned after the program at the United States Military Academy at
West Point, New York., They were under close supervision, their expendi-
tures had to be approved by Holbrook, military drill was taught on the
ad joining parade ground, and field marches were made regularly. Winter
dress uniforms were blue, consisting of trousers, vests, coats, and caps
complete with pompons. In summer, the only change was to white trousers
and vests. On occasions when the band performed, Cooper discarded the
college's old flintlock musket for his clarinet. He boarded at the
school and returned to Soldier's Retreat only during the vacation, which
was normally from the middle of August to early November. On one such
occasion, in the summer of 1830, he proudly wore his new silk fabric
frock coat and brown twill trousers, an outward manifestation of a
gentleman of the South.

In the academic world, Cooper studied algebra from the text of
Jeremiah Day, a professor of mathematics who was then president of Yale

University; Principles of Moral and Political Philosophy, by William

Paley, who could not accept the views of the deists; and other subjects
such as geography, French, Spanish, military tactics, geometry, fencing,
surveying, rhetoric, and bookkeeping, On examination by the faculty and
the boards of trustees and visitors, Cooper graduated on April 12, 1832,
with one of the first Bachelor of Arts degrees awarded by Jefferson Col-
1ege.11

The following month Cooper withdrew $250 in cash from the estate

through Turpin, packed his clothes and his set of Thomas Jefferson's



Correspondence, and departed for the University of Virginia. Arriving

safely at Charlottesville, he entered the university and was assigned
Room 16, East Lawn., One of his first friendships was with John White
Stevenson of Richmond, a future lawyer who was completing his college
work just as Cooper's was beginning. Stevenson's father, Andrew, had
considerable influence at this time as Speaker of the United States
House of Representatives and as a close friend of Thomas Ritchie,

founder and editor of the widely read Richmond Enquirer. Upon gradua-

tion, Cooper's new friend read law in Virginia in a prominent lawyer's
office, began his practice in Vicksburg, Mississippi, and in 1841 set-
tled in Covington, Kentucky. It was as a member of the United States
House of Representatives from that state during the secession crisis
that he proved to be a ready source of information for Cooper on na-
tional legislative action.

There was another and more noteworthy association that Cooper
formed while a student at the University of Virginia., Although Cooper
was not yet acquainted with him, John Hazlehurst Boneval Latrobe, a
Baltimore lawyer; visited the campus in August, 1832, Latrobe, a son
of Benjamin Henry Latrobe, the architect and engineer, was not only a
lawyer but was knowledgeable about architecture, talented in art, and
possessed wide cultural interests. His campus visit was a planned stop
en. route to a summer vacation at the White Sulphur Springs, Virginia--
and to his unplanned engagement to Charlotte Claiborne, who was also
vacationing in the White Sulphur Springs area. The twenty-nine year o
widower next hurried back to Baltimore to prepare for the long trip to
Natchez and the wedding. Leaving Baltimore on November 1, he again

stopped in Charlottesville, this time aware that Charlotte's stepbroth

to
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was a student there. Cooper and Latrobe likely became personally ac-
quainted at this juncture. After Latrobe's marriage to Charlotte on De=-
cember 6 at Soldier's Retreat, Turpin gave them a check for delivery to
Cooper. They returned to Baltimore by way of Cincinnati aboard the

steamboat Lady Frankliny, and Cooper was denied a chance to visit with

them or have his check delivered personally., The family relationship
had been confirmed, though, and was to be an important Washington con-
tact for himo13

The courses elected by Cooper would seem to indicate that he wanted
to become a medical doctor. In his first term he studied chemistry,
materia medica, moral philosophy, and natural philosophy. During the
second term he continued in these and added mathematics, He left the
University of Virginia before completing his degree requirements, for
reasons unknown, and by January, 1834, he was back home at Soldier's Re-
treat, his formal education at an enda14

Coopef, now eighteen, visited Wilkinson County in late January. He
had decided to become a planter, and it was in search of a plantation
that he journed southward on the road leading from Natchez to Woodville.
The plantation that he chose was owned by his Wilkinson County guardian,
Joseph Johnson. It was an irregular shaped tract of approximately 600
acres, resembling a rectangle about twice as long from east to west as
from north to south, Travelers from Natchez approached its northern
boundary about three miles south of the ferry on the Homochitto River
and passed directly through the central portion of it. The Homochitto
River, flowing to the west at the ferry crossing, divided into channels

in the swampy delta area before emptying into the Mississippi River. One

of the main channels coursed southward, roughly paralleling the road,



and formed the western boundary of the plantation. Part of the land had
been under cultivation since the days of Spanish rule, and it still
carried the old Spanish name of '"Mon Clova.'" The transfer of title was
not recorded until Cooper was almost twenty«-one; it appears, however,
that he had no home in Wilkinson County other than Mon Clovae15

Soon after the selection of a home, he returned to Adams County to
marry Frances Martha Collins, the daughﬁer of William Keary and Mary
(Foster) Collins, The dark haired and attractive Frances was a year
younger than Cooper., When Cooper and his father went to Soldier's Re-
treat in 1824, she was a seven-year-old child playing about the Collins
family home, Wiq&y Hill, which was to the south and nearly adjacent to
the Claiborne plantation. At seventeen she was maturey, reserved, and
short of stature, but not diminutive. Her delicate features would have
given the impression of being fragile and weak, except for the determined
set of her strong chin. She did not have the educational training to
contribute substantially to Cooper's advancement in public affairs, but
was discerning, loyal, and conservative. She took her place at Cooper's
side on March 26, 1834, and the Reverend Pierce Connelly, the rector of
the Trinity Episcopal Church of Natchez, read the marriage vows,

After marriage, Cooper's financial affairs continued to remain
larggly under Turpin's control. Expenditures of any amount, which he
coula not settle independently of the family estate, had to have Turpin's
approvalo"He érew impatient with the restrictions of his guardianship,
which was not scheduled to be terminated until November 1, 1836, and was
finally allowed to obtain title to Mon Clova three months prior to that
date. In payment, he signed on August 1l two promissory notes for $20,000

each, the first to be due on January 1, 1838, and the second a year
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later, To reduce this indebtedness; he sold two tracts of land soon
after the estate was settled, One was 300 acres, adjoining Soldierfs
Retreat, for which he received $15,000, This sale on November 2, 1836,
and a second on December 31 of 485 acres in Wilkinson County, bringing
an additional $24,000, covered all but $1,000 of the amount owed for Mon
Clovag17

Coopér was inclined to be independent, as indicated by his anxiety
to become free of his guardianship. Another manifestation appears in
the character of his expenditures, He insisted on being financially inn
dependent of Magdalene and the Claibornes from the time of his father's
death. He paid for all of his expenses from the estate, including even
minor purchases that would normally have been provided by his step=~
mother. For example, in 1831, during the celebration of his sixteenth
birthday, he went to a carnival, and the price of fifty cents ''to see
the elephants’ and a like amount '"to see the fire-eater'' was obtained
through Turpin and paid by the estate. Apparently he refused to ask his
stepmother for even such a small favor. The variety, quantity, and re=
petitiousness of the purchases paid from the estate show:that there was
little or nothing else for which he could have reasonably asked. His
stubborn independence seems to have been either innate or acquired in
childhood, and he was able to retain it in manhood through the affluence
of his father's estate.

Cooper's elation over reaching his twenty=~first birthday and gain~-
ing~;ontrol of his inheritance was tempered by sadness over Turpin's
misfortune. Late in 1836, Turpin was stricken with paralysis from which
he never recovered, although he lived until April, 1842, Still acting

under Turpin's advice, Cooper obtained a legal writ requiring Magdalene
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to report annually to the chancery court in Natchez on the status and
natural increase of the estate's slaves and livestock still in her pos-
session. Having acted as administrator and as guardian previously,
Turpin knew the misunderstandings and legal difficulties that could be
avoided if such reports were made. TFor six important years, from 1830
to 1836, Turpin had served Cooper well as guardian, fulfilling the trust
of his late friend and neighbor, David Cooper,

The early years in Mississippi were not all unhappy times for
Cooper, There were moments of achievement, such as the distinction of
being among the first to be granted a Bachelor of Arts degree from Jef-
ferson College. And there were instances when the mischievousness of
youth held sway--for reasons not stated on the storekeeper's voucher,
he once had to replace an instructor's suspenders and shoes, But he
was usually of a serious disposition, with a deep sense of loss from
the death of his parentsa19

The indications of what kind of person Cooper was at this time are
both discernable and indiscernable. One trait that emerged clearly was
his independence. Or antithetically, he insisted upon being singularly
dependent upon his own resources, primarily his inheritaﬁce. By the ex-
tent of the effort--though frustrated and unsuccessful--he made to pre»-‘=
pare for the humanitarian goal of practicing medicine, he evinced a
compassion that was not destroyed but had merely failed to find a mode
of expression., There is also some justification for crediting him with
youthful ambition, which in its development cannot be judged nominal or
phenomenal,

The decision favoring an agricultural career over the practice of

medicine and the ministry was a departure from the professions followed



12

by his father. The choice may possibly be explained as his response to
Jeffersonian agrarianism, but a more acceptable rationale is that it was
made on a more pragmatic basis. Specifically, in the last few years of
his jouth he was maturing and beginning to notice the more attractive
aspects of agriculture. It was also then that he realized he had the

wealth necessary to pursue the life of a planter.
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CHAPTER II
IN WILIKINSCON COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI

The period beginning with Cooper's removal from Adams County to
Mon Clova and ending when he volunteered for the Mexican War was a time
of gfeat change in Mississippi. An influx of settlers into the lands
recently cededfby the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations transpired and a
growth in population was sustained throughout the period and into the
1850's., The number of banking institutions granted charters by the state
increased sharply in the 1830's, many of which were railroad companies
permitted by their charters to perform banking operationéa The economy
boomed and commerce was based upon confidence, credity, and bank notes.

Then in 1836 came the Specie Circular, issued by President Andrew
Jackson, which required that only gold and silver be accepted in payment
for public lands, A general run on the banks to obtain cash to make
land-office payments began. Also, an act of the United States Congress
caused an additional drain on currency of Mississippi banks holding the
federal surplus., This legislation, called the Distribution Act, re=
quired the banks to transfer these funds in currency to the state
governments proportional to their representation in Congress. The
drastic currency shortages and the Panic of 1837 which followed were
especially distressing to the newer areas of the state and also exerted
harmful effects upon éhe economy of the older Natchez region., Such was

the background against which Cooper began to cenduct his private
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enterprises and ehtered upon a public career.

From 1834 to 1837, Cooper was occupied primarily with agricultural
pursuits, supervising closely the operations at Mon Clova. He improved
his two=story house and other farm buildings which were located on the
mail road and near to the Cold Springs post office. To the west of the
road, in the rich alluvial soil which drained gently to the swamp and a
channel of the Homochitto River, he cleared additional acres and planted
cotton. The land east of the road where thick loess or brown loam soil
predominated, he used for the production of corn and the pasturing of
stock. By soil and topography, Mon Clova was well suited for this type
of diversified farming. The eastern two-thirds were well drained. The
highest elevation was in the northeastern portion, which was still tim=
berland, and the watershed was to the south and west.

How successful Cooper was as a producer of cash crops in this
period can only be surmised, but when conditions forced him to borrow, he
was usually able to repay during the same year. He often borrowed for
the next crop by usihg private sources of credit; rather than obtain a
bank loan, he dealt with individuals or business firms. He usually used
his real estate as collateral, but occasionally borrowed against spe=
cificially named slaves or a given number of cotton bales., No recorded
instance was found in which he gave corn or cattle as security.

During the years:from 1834 to 1846 there were three sons and three
daughters born to the Cooper family, Sarah Magdaleney, named after his
mother and stepmother, was born on February 13, 1835, Then followed
Frances (Fanniei Martha, Dougias Hancock Jr.; David Johnson, Elizabeth
Herbert, and Wiliiam Archer Keark., William, whose name sometimes was

given as William Archer, William Keark, or William Keary, was born June
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11, 1844, and the seventh and last child, Emma Buck, was born after the
Mexican War.

Elizabeth; many years later, reminisced about life on the planta=-
tion. She remembered Mon Clova as a large plantation with nearly a
hundred slaves. She recalled that from the oldest child to the youngest
child of the family, Sarah tovEmma9 each had to learn to ride a horse
properly. A military education or militia training, mastery of some
profession, management of a plantation, and the . ''gentlemanly arts'’ were
required of the boys. The girls were educated to manage a household,
to be a good hostess, speak French; and play the piano., All were re-
quired to read the cl;éssicse Her recollections were, at least in part,
substantiated by the fact that the two older boys were studying medicine
in New Orleans when the Civil War startedg5

Actually, if the information given in the census for 1840 and the
tax return for 1852 is indicative, Cooper had fewer slaves than Eliza=-
beth remembered. He reported owning sixty-three in 1840 and forty-
three in 1852, No age or sex distribution was given on the 1852 re-
port, but both were noted for the sixty-three in 1840, with forty desig-
nated as working in agriculture., There were ten boys and three girls
under ten years of age, eleven men and nine women from twenty=four
through thirty-five, six men and four women from thirty=six through
fifty-four, and one each fifty=-five or olders,

Cooper .raised high-quality livestock and took pride in exhibiting
them at the fairs in Wilkinson and Adams counties., In November, 1843,
he won a first place certificate on his entry of a purebred 'cow im=
ported from England' at the fair in Wilkinson Countyo In the spring

fair the following year at Woodville, he exhibited his champion bull,
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Frederick, for a first-place prize of a quarter eagle, a $2.50 gold
piece. His eﬁtry}in the mare and colt division won another first place
certificate. At this same fair Cooﬁer preéénted the prize, a sovereign,
which his bull, Fredérick,'had won in the last Adams County fair, to
the Agricultural, Horticultural, and Mechanical Society, the organiza-
tion that sponsored the Wilkinson County fairsa7

In addition to showing livestock successfully, Cooper often acted
as a member of judging committees on agricultural implements and was
active in many capacities for the Agricultural, Horticultural, and Me-
chanical Society in Wilkinson County. For example, in its meeting in
May, 1844, he was appointed and served as a member of a three-man com-
mittee to nominate officers for the coming year and‘as a member of a
five-man committee to propose revisions to the sociéty's constitution,
Tignal Jones Stewart, a promineﬁt planter of southern Wilkinson County
and a leading Whig Party member, was nominated by Cocoper's commiﬁtee for
president of the society. James Alexander Ventress, a representative
from Wilkinson County in the state legislature from 1836 to 1841, and
since then in the state Senate, was one of three nominated to the vice-
presidential posts. All of the committee's nominees were elected by the
societys

There were other areas in which Cooper made notable contributions
to Wilkinson éounty life in the years prior to the Mexican War. One
example was the county militia, known as the Fifth Mississippi Militia
Regiment. Such organizations were often plagued by a high turnover in
personnel and a lack of consistent leadership., Although the Fifth Mis~
sissippi Militia Regiment demonstrated most of the expected character-’

istics of a militia unit, Cooper worked with enthusiasm and patience to
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maintain its inteérity and a nucleus of men trained in basic military
skills, By late 1837, he had established his leadership and was elected
as colonel and commanding officer, a post to which he was reelected an=-
nually until he became a Mexican War volunteer in 1846, His long tenure
in command of the Fifth Mississippi Militia Regiment provided stability
and continuity that was above average for county militia regiments.

The Natchez-Woodville mail road was a problem in the Homochitto
River crossing area and, to a lesser degreey, in the Buffalo River area
crossing located between the Homochitto River crossing and Woodville,
The swampy ground on the south bank of the often flooding Homochitto
River complicated travel, A bridge and approaches high enough to clear
the crest of floodwaters was what Cooper and several of the persons who
used the road wanted. It was for such a purpose that he and others
from Wilkinson and Adams counties organized the Homochitto Turnpike and
Bridge Company and obtained a charter, valid for three years, from the
state legislature in 1838.

The company was to be capitalized at $50,000 or more, if required,
to complete the construction. The method of financing was to issue
1,000 shares of capital stock at $50 each, with one-fifth of each share
being paid for at the time of subscribing. Subscription books were
opened in Natchez, Woodville, and at the Cold Springs post office.
Cooper acted as one of the nine commissioners designated to superintend
the sale of the capital stock, The boards of police of Adams and Wil-
kinson counties were required to subscribe a certain amount of their
road funds, but individuals were allowed to subscribe for any amount de-
sired, although the number of votes controlled by an individual, at one

1
per share, could not exceed fifty. 0
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The requifed three-fourths of the sfock was soon soldy, allowing the
company, by the terms of its charter, to hold its organizational meet-
ing. Cooper, as one of the directors, was chosen president. By Septem=
ber 15, 1838, the directors were advertising for sealed bids on the
work and notifying the public that bids would be received until November
3. All bidders '"will be shown the route,' the notice stated, 'with the
drawings and plans for its construction, on application to D, H, Cooper,
near Cold Springs POOQ”11

Construction contracts were granted and the difficult work of
building the approaches moved slowly. It became obvious that additional
time would be required to complete the project and,, in Fébruary, 1840,
the state legislature extended the charter to ten years., The same act
diverted funds intended for construction of a bridge over the Buffalo
River to the Homochitto Turnpike and Bridge Company; these funds were
to be repaid from tolls. Cooper, the president of the company in 1840
also, was reelected in August, 1841. The following spring, under his
leadership, the company directors were able to get the act amended to
relieve them from repaying the funds to the Wilkinson County Board of
Police for the Buffalo River bridge. Construction of the Homochitto
River bridge was only recently completed when floodwaters destroyed it
but in July, 1843, the company directors were granted permission to
operate a ferry in lieu of the bridge provided for in the original act.
The company retained the right, however, to rebuild the bridge.

Although the bridge was not rebuilt at this time, the approaches
to the crossing were intact. There were few if any in the community who
had worked harder or devoted more time trying to make a success of the

project than Cooper. Although the objective was not met, the river
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crossing could be reached with greater ease, espec;élly with heavy
wagons, and users also enjoyed freedom from flood-deposited debris upon
the higher roadway.

Cooper undertook another venture, which was short-lived, but it
further illustrates his support_for,public transportation improvementsf_
In the waning months of 1845 he and several others who lived along the.
Homochitto River organized for the purpose of reducing its navigational
hazards. They obtained a charter from the state legislature under the
name of the Homochitto Navigation Improvement Company on February 28,
1846. Their meeting to elect officers-was scheduled for early June of
that year at Kingston in Adams County, but the Mexican War cut short
Cooper's participation in the movement.

In 1839, Cooper had made an inauspicious beginning in Mississippi
political campaigning. Although his name was on the ticket in July as.
a candidate for the Wilkinson County Board of Police, he withdrew, for
reasons unknown, before the November vote. TristamvSa Easton, an older
resident of the Cold Springs community, won the race. The board of
police was a county governing body with functions similar to today's
county commissioners and consisted of an elected resident from each of
five districts or beats in each Mississippi county. Cooper’s district,
known as Lower Homochitto or District Four, was loc;ted centrally east
to west and in the northern part of Wilkinson County between the Homo=
chitto and Buffalo rivers. To the south of it in Wilkinson County was
Woodville or District One, to the east was Upper Homochitto or District
Five, to the southeast was Mount Pleasant or District Three, and Fort
Adams or District Two was the western part of the county. Police dis-

tricts should not be confused with the eight election reporting
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precincts which were Woodville, Fort Adams, Mount Pleasant, Upper Homo-
chitto, Lower Homochitto, PerCy'é Creék, Pinckneyville, and Whitesville
or Whitestown as it was sométimes called. Cooper's precinct was often
identified as Cold Springs after the post office which also served as
the polling placee14

Before entering another campaigny, Cooper served an additional ap-
prenticeship as one of three ''managers of election'' for the Lower Homo-
chitto precinct in a special county election held on March 26, 1841,
The other two managers, Wiley M, Wood and Peter H. Joor, %ere members
of the board of directors of the Homochitto Turnpike and Bridge Company
and Joor was also associated with Cooper in the militia as the adjutant
of the Fifth Mississippi MilitiayRegimente Eventually all three would
become Democrats, but at this time Cooper was the only Whig member of
the group. Helping conduct the election gave Cooper an opportunity to
become better acquainted with the voters in his precinct, to become more
knowledgeable regarding the issues, and to establish himself as a public
servant,

Success ig ghe 1841 election in Wilkinson County for any state of=
fice was dependeﬁt on the candidate being a Whig who favored redemption
of the Mississippi Union Bank bonds and Mississippi bank bonds in
general, commoniy referred to as a Bond Whig. The county was predomi-
nantly Whig, although over the state the majority of votiars9 led by the
Democrats, advocated repudiation by the state of all financial re=~
sponsibility for the Union Bank bonds.

The campaign issue of redemption or repudiation wés an outgrowth

of the Panic of 1837, which caught many banks and banking institutions

in Mississippi in a position from which they could not extricate
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themselves, In February, 1838, when some remained in business only by
suspending specie payments, and when others more poorly managed went out
of business, the state attempted to relieve the specie shortage by char-
tering the Mississippi Union Bank.and issuing five millién dollars in
state bonds at five percent interest from date of issue. The proceeds
were originally intended as a loan to the bank, but a supplemental act
of February 15, 1838, provided for the subscription by the state of
50,000 shares with the proceeds. The Mississippi Union Bank was mis-
managéd froﬁ the beginning., Upon examination of the bank's condition,
Democratic Governor Alexander Gallatin McNutt declared its charter for-
feited on July 10, 1840, The state was left with the obligation of re-
deeming five million dollars in bonds sold for the‘benefit of the de~
funct banks The state government, being in serious financial trouble,
was unable to pay the interest due on the Mississippi Union Bank bonds
in the spring of 1841, McNutt recommended repudiation on the grounds
that the sale was made illegally, in violation of the provisions of the
charter, and fraudently. Whig opposition was based upon the argument
that the state's honor, dignity, and credit were at stake and should

not be sacrificeds The Democratic candidate for governor in 1841,
Tighlman M. Tuéker, took up the torch for repudiation.

David 0. Sh;élttuck9 the Whig nominee for governor, was a staunch
bond-paying Whig. And so the forces were drawn on the bond question,
almost along straight party lines, but there were a few Whigs in the
state who supported repudiation and also a limited numbér of Democrats
who believed the b;nds should be redeemed. The vote for Shattuck over
Tucker in Wilkinson County was 607 to 97, but Tucker carried the state

by ‘a majority of 2,286e16
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Cooper, running as a Bond Whig, was twenty-six in 1841 when he won
election to the state legislatufe as a representative from Wilkinson
County. He entered the race after one of the‘incumbentsg James A. Ven-
tress, withdrew to campaign for the s?ate Senate seat left vécant by

Truxton Davidson, a Woodville lawyer who declined to run for reelection.

Williém A, Norris, the editor of the Woodville Republican, was seeking
a second termy; and Calvin Magoun of Percy's Creek precinct northwest of
Woodville; competed with Cooper for the two state ﬁouse of Representa-
tives seétsn17 Cooper drew fifty-two more votes than Norris and more

than twice Magoun's total as shown by the following table of electicn

resulis:
Cooper v Norris Magoun
Woodville 228 232 133
Fort: Adams 84 56 37
Pinckﬁeyville 9 27 4 23 3
Whitesville | 37 31 11
Pércy's Creek | 25 15 36
Lower Homochitto 52 28 15
Mount Pleasant 69 76 10
Upper Homochitto 34 43 | 22
Total 556 504 26718

Cooper and Norris, the two winners, left Wilkinson County three
days after Christmas for Jackson, the capital of Mississippi. When the
1842 session of the state legislature convened on January 3, Cooper was
among the members=-elect of the state House of Representatives who pre-
sented their credentials and were sworn in., Tardy members arrived,

disputes over contested seats were settled, and the total of ninety-
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eight representatives were on the rolls early in the session. Democrat
Robert Whyte Roberts of Scott County in the central part of the state
was elected to the speakership. There was a majority of Democrats over
Whigs, approximately sixty to thirty-six, according to the precsession‘
computations, Governor Tucker's message to the House of Representatives
and the Senate was delivered on January 4, and Cooper voted with a ma-
jority defeating motions to publish, first, 10,000 copies, and then,
8,000]copies of the message. He also voted against publishing 5,000
copiés, but lost on a vote of twenty~-seven to sixty-threes The vote
gives an indi;ation of the actual relative strengths of the two par=
ties.

On January 5, Speaker Roberts announced the membership of six
House of Representatives standing committees and three joint committees
with the Senate. Cooper was among fifty-six who were given initial com-
mittee assignments, his appointment being to the House of Representa="
tives Ways and Means Committee. Other members- appointed with him were:
John M. Duffield, Whig, City of Natchez; Henry W. Flournoy, Democrat,
Kemper County;vRobert Greer, Democrat, Marshall County; Thomas W, Han-
cock, Democrat, DeSoto County; Thomas Harney, Whig, Hinds County; and
Thomas H, Willia$s, Democrat,; Pontotoc County,

The next day motions were heard to establish two more standing com-
mittees, one on Banks and Currency and the other on Federal and State
Relations., When the vote was taken on a motion to amend the title of
the Federal and State Relations Committee by striking out the word
"Federal," Gooper voted for the amendment in a losing effort, thirty-
three to fifty-eight, He became a member of a second committee in the

third week of the session. On January 19, he offered a resolution that
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a standing committee on the militia be appointed, to consist of five
mgmbers. On passage of the resolution, Speaker Roberts appointed him
to serve with two other‘Whigs and two Demdﬁrats.20

On January 11, Cooper introduced a bill to amend the original act
of Mafch 2, 1833, establishing circuit courts and defining their powers
and jurisdiction. GCooper's bill provided that chancery cases would be
tried at the regular terms of the circuit courts. It was read, on
suspension of the rules, the requisite three times and passed by the
House of Representatives on the same day. The Senate also approved it
shortly thereafter. Another bill, introduced by Cooper on January 19,
passed the House of Representatives and Senate and became law on Febru-
ary 23. This act relieved the Homochitto Turnpike and Bridge Company‘
from repaying out of their tolls the funds to build the Buffalo River
bridge.21

In the session of January 29, a bill to reduce the salaries of cer-
tain public officers was called from the table., During the discussion,
Cooper offered an amendment providing that the members of the legisla-
ture be paid one cent per day by the state and that each county's board
of police determine for itself what additional compensation was to be
paid from the county funds to its legislators. This was a blow at the
counties who paid less in taxes to the state than was required to pay the
expenses of their legislators for a session lasting sixty days, while the
so-called river counties paid a surplus. For example, Adams County paid
enough to support thirty-eight legislators for a session of the same

duration. Cooper stressed the savings to the state and the stricter ac-

countability of the legislators to their counties as the main benefits,
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but his amendment to the bill was voted down by a large majority.,

In February, debate in the House of Representatives grew acrimo=-
nious, especiaily on a bill incorpérafing the resolutions of the House
of Representatives Select Committeé>on the Mississippi Union Bank bonds,
which called for repudiation., The measure was called from the table for
action in the evening session on February 17. An amendment was offered
to invite the bond hol&ers to bring suit against the state as well as
the Mississippi Union Bank, but a motion was made to table it, which
carried by a vote of thirty-nine to forty-one. Other amgndments were

[ ,
offered, none adopted, and the repudiation measure was brought to a vote.
It passed fifty-four to thirty-eight, with Cooper voting against it. A
point of order was raised during the vote taking, however, claiming that
the vote should be denied those members of the House of Representatives
who would gain directly as a result of repudiationiof the bonds. quper
moved that the names of @egbers aéd their financial statéments regéraing
the Mississippi Union Bank be entered on the House of Representatives
Journal immediately folioWiﬁg‘the repudiation'biila On February 19,
Cooper's resolution was.passed by the House of Répresentatives but not
before amendment was méde thcﬁ deféated its purpose, Adjournment fol-
lowed on February 28, ending Cooper's first term as a Representative of
Wilkinson Countye2

The folloWing year, in 1843, Governor Tucker called a special ses-~
sion, which convened on July 10, to consider legislative remedies to
financial problems that were caused by repudiation. Cooper took this
opportunity to present a petition of the mechanics and other citizens of
Wilkinson County, asking for a change in the penitentiary system. After

the first reading, the petition was referred to the House of
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Representatives Penitentiary Committee. Cooper also promoted the pas-
sage of the bill introduced in the Senate by Ventress to allow the Homo=
chitto Turnpike and Bridge Company to operate a ferry in lieu of the
bridge recently destroyed by a flood. Upon adjournment on July 26, he
returned to Mon Clova.24

The 1843 election in Cooper's home county went heavily Whig, al-
though that party's gubernatorial candidate, George R. Clayton, did not
draw as many votes as Shattuck dreﬁ in 1841, Thomas H, Williams; an In~-
dependent Democratic (bond paying) candidate from Pontotoc County, pol=-
led 153 to Clayton's 477 votes. Albert Gallatin Brown, a former member
of the United States House of Representatives and advocate of repudia-
tion of the Mississippi Union Bank bonds, ran a poor third in the
county, receiving only 79 votes. The split in the Democratic ranks was
not serious enough statewide to keep Brown from defeating Williams and
Clayton decisively., Cooper had no difficulty winning reelection,
Norris did not run and Truxton Davidson, a former state senator, was
elected to the post along with Cooper.,25 Davidson was a victim of re-
apportionment, however, and did not serve. Wilkinson County was al-
lowed only one representative for the remainder of the ante=bellum
period,

The Democratic majority in 1844 was slightly greater in the House
of Representatives. Cooper's political behavior now exhibited more in-
dependence or a flippancy born of frustration. For example, on January
20, he offered an amendment as a rider, proposing to repeal four sections
of the Banking Act of 1843, commonly known as the "Briscoe bill with
Guion's amendments.'" The 1843 act had been proposed by Democratic

Representative Parmenas Briscoe of Claiborne County and, prior to its
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passage, was amended to incorporate four additional sections as pro-
posed by Senator John Isaac Guion, a prominent Whig lawyer of Vicksburg.
Cooper called for‘repeal of the Whig sections and advanced one of his
own which provided that in suits of recovery brought by banks against
individuals the decision was to be given in the defendant's favor if he
could show that the bank had not been legally organized or had violated
any of the provisions of its charter. GCooper was operating in the

guise of an anti-Whig and caricaturing the Democratic '"'legal techni-
cality" grounds for repudiation of the Mississippi Union Bank bonds.
His‘rider was ruled to be out of ordero26

Two days later a Senate bill to declare the Chunky River navigable

was brought before the House of Representatives for its second reading,

Cooper facetiously proposed an amendment: ''Be it further enacted; That

Chunky River be and the same is hereby declared as broad as it is long."
His amendment failed amid smiles from those who knew the value that

could accrue to a representative when a river in his district, no matter
how small the streamy, was officially declared navigable, His actions
were not unusual behavior for a state legislator, but these incidents

are illustrative of his attitude. It was almost as if he could no longer
consider repudiation as a live issue and was in search of something with-
in either party's program worthy of support.

The weakening of Cooper's ties with the Whig Party had a substan-
tive base in his home precinct. Lower Homochitto voters were about
evenly divided on the gubernatorial vote in 1841, but by 1844 sentiment
was changing perceptibly toward the Democratic Party, and in November
they returned a ten percent majority for James Knox Polk over Henry

Clay. Wilkinson County, however, remained Whig, giving Clay a slight
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majority of eighty-six votes. Cooper did not take a major part in the
Wilkinson County Clay Club, whose president was T. Jones Stewart, and
did not attend its April, 1844, meeting. Four months later his name
appeared as a Whig sub=-elector, along with four others from Wilkinson
County who were being urged to help the Whig electors reach all the
voters in the presidential election. Instead, he was in late August
engaging in such non-Whig activities as introducing the speaker at a
Democratic barbecue in Whitesville.28

On national issues, Cooper's transition from Whig to Democrat
sprang from dissatisfaction with Clay's position regarding the annexa-
tion of Texas issue and an increasing dislike for the Whig tariff of

¢ i
1842, He was one of the main organizers of an annexation meeting in
Woodville on July 2, 1844, and helped draft the resolutions strongly.
favoring admission of Texas to the Union. On August 3, he published.a
set of resolutions as president of a county association advocating the
tariff for revenue rather than for protection and calling for the an=
néxation of Texas. He was clearly in the Democratic camp.

He ran for the first time as a Democrat in a bid for reelection to
the Mississippi House of Representatives in 1845, His Whig opponentg,
lawyer H, F. Simrall of Woodville, pressed him the hardest on the issue
of banking and the Briscoe bill, equating Briscoism with Locofocoism.
The Loco Focos, a radical wing of the Democratic Party, opposed the is-
suance of bank and cérporation charters by the legislatures and also the
extensive use of bank notes. Coopery, who had fought the Briscoe bill in
the House of Representatives, was unable to reply on the issue to the
satisfaction of his constituency so soon after being in the opposition,

On other issues,; such as the improvement of public education and the
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convict labor system, they fought on even terms. Cooper was defeated
by Simrally, but lost by only fifty votes., He failed, nonetheless, to
reverse the Whig voting tradition in Wilkinson County. The respectable
strength that he mustered at the polls was not due entirely to his
party's growth, for he held the trust and confidence of a great many
people who lived in hié‘home county.

During this periody Cooper displayed an interest in the temperance
movement, and gave active support to his state and county temperance so=
cieties. His support did not derive from excessive personal use of al=
coholic beverages but stemmed from his recognition of the public appeal
of the movement énd its political soundness, He helped organize the
Mississippi State Temperance Society in Jackson on the evening of Febru-
ary 2, 1842,vwhile in his first term in the House of Representatives.
Among those from Cooper's part of the state who joined him in the or- .
ganizational meetings were Hazlewood M, Farish and Coatesworth Pinckney
Smith, Woodville lawyers, and T. Jones Stewart, Cooper's peer in the
House of Representatives from Amite County. Judge William Lewis Sharkey,
of the Mississippi High Court of Errors and Appeals, was chosen to be
president. Locally, Smith became president, Cooper a vice-president,
and Farish a member of the executive committee of the Wilkinson County
Temperance Society at a subsequent meeting in Woodyillea

The first indications of Cooper's political, economic, and moral
views are discernible in his actions of this period. He was initially
a Whig who, although successful in local elections to state office, was
in the minority on most issues that were brought before the state leg=
islature. The one major issue, repudiation, was as much a moral ques-

tion for him as it was a legal one for the opposition. He was
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independent and proud, both of his person and his state, and it was a
bitter lesson for him to learn that these considerations could be so
easily submerged by a majority of the voters. The point was not lost
on him that in a choice between what the law allows and what seems
morally right, there is only one choice that is constantly acceptable=-=-
what the law allows,

When his views collided with those of the Whig program over the
annexation of Texas and the tariff, he changed to the Democratic Party.
He was never an advocate of Clay's American Systemy; which urged a pro-
tective tariff and a national system of internal imprerments. Where
Clay, for example, would link New Orleans with Frankfort, Kentucky, in
a national turnpike that included a bridge over the Homochitto River
built with national funds, Cooper would have favored local corporations
building and maintaining their sections of the turnpike. Where Clay's
American System would interpret the United States Constitution to mean
that the national government had the authgrity and the obligation to
build such a turnpike to promote the general welfare, Cooper would have
held that this power was reserved to the states., His vote to strike out
"Federal' in the proposed Mississippi House of Representatives Committee
on State and Federal Relations was not lightly made., His arguments for
bond redemption never included a statement in favor of a United States
Bank, and his practice of borrowing from private sources seems to indi-
cate that he was independently indifferent to the banking question. De-=
feat in his first attempt as a Democratic candidate made it imperative
that hé gain additional personal prestige if he hoped to carry the Whig
vote in his home county. The coming of the Mexican War provided just

such an opportunity.
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CHAPTER III
IN THE MEXICAN WAR

As relations between the'United States and Mexico began to de-
teriorate more rapidly after the annexation of Texas on December 29,
1845, Cooper began to clear the way for his personal participation in
the war that would likely ensue. On April 9, 1846, he executed a deed
of trust to protect his family's interest in the slaves that his father
left in the possession of Magdalene Cooper at Soldier's Retreat. Robert
L. Buck, the trustee, was a close friénd of fhe Cooper family and an
established resident of the county. As trustee, Buck was to take cus-.
tody of and manage the slaves for the benefit of Cooper's family in the
event of Magdalene's death during Cooper's absence and, in case Coopef
should also die, take custody of the slaves until the children were of
legal age.l

In addition, soon after the United States declared war on Mexico,
Cooper executed a legal instrument on June 9 on the eve of his departure
from Woodville as an army volunteer. Wiley M. Wood and Abram M. Feltus,
both of whom were;members of the board of directors of the Homochitto
Turnpike and Bfidge Company with him for several years, agreed to oper-
ate and maintain Mon Clova for him during his absence. By giving them
power of attorney, he was free to leave for the war with the knowledge
that his business affairs would be well managed. Both men held the

public trust; Wood had served responsibly as a member of the board of
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police in 1844 and Feltus was treasurer of the Wilkinson County Agri-
cultural, Horticultural, and Mechanical Society yeaf after year.
Meanwhiley, on May 9 Governor Brown addressed the county militia
colonels, which included Cooper, advising them to enroll the men so
volunteer companies could be activated on short notice. At the same
meeting, Méjor,General John M. Duffield of the Second Division, Missis=

sippi Militia, better known as the editor of the Natchez Courier, was

appointed drill officer to visit the county ﬁnits and aid in their in-
struction., Cooper, a colonel in the militia, obtained a commission as
a captain in the army volunteers oﬁ May 15, By this time, volunteer
companies were drilliﬁé in many county seat-towns.

Governor Brown issued on June 1 the call for Mississippi's quota of
ten army volunteer companies. Cooper called a meeting of the Wilkinson
County army volunteers for June 2 and told them that, although he had
received nothing official as yet, they should expect a call at any time
and be ready to march on twenty-four hours notice., Preparations were
quickly made to complete the outfitting of the meny, with many residents
donating to the cause., Among those who gave generously was Whig Senator
T, Jones Stewart. In the race to become one of the ten companies ac-
cepted, Cooper called his unit to meet at Woodville on June 10. They
were to be ready to leave early that morning for Vicksburg where the
volunteer units were being mustered into United States Army service,

June 10, 1846, was a memorable day in Woodville. Eager volunteers
from neighboring Amite County started marching the day before for Wood-
villé, anxious to become a part of the Wilkinson County contingent, and
arrived at 1:00 a.m. in fog and rain. The ranks of Cooper's company

were filled to the required number by accepting some of the Amite men.
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Shortly after 6:00 a.m. the crowd gathered, despite the mud under foot
and the light drizzle, to witness the presentation of the company flag
and the response by Carnot Pose&, the.cémpany;s foung 1ieutenéntn The
handsewn company banner with its eagle, stars, and striﬁes was proudly‘
displayed and fhe apciénfgcanpon:,té déﬁ;;ﬁf;fw;s'firéd.in a finél‘;éiﬁte
to Cooper and his company as they boarded the West Feliciana Railroad
cars at the depota5

Upon arriGél;at St., Francisville, Louisiana, Cooper and his com-
pany boarded tﬁe'steamer Cora on the Mississippi River and departed for
Vicksburg. During the night of June 10, one of the volunteers, Samuel
Woodsy,; was drowned. 'He went to sleep on the hurricane deck,' Cooper
reported, 'and it is supposed started up in his sleep and pitched over-
board. I saw him twice afterwards, but the yall could not be got out °
soon enough to save him," Other than this tragedy, they arrived safely
in Vicksburg about 4:00 a.m., on June 12, The next day they were paraded
on the levee in the rain and mud for inspgction by Major General Duf-
field and were mustered in as Company B, First Mississippi Infantry Reg-
imen;.

Company B at this time consisted of ninety men and three com-
missioned officers. The officers were Cooper, captéin and commanding

officery Carnot Posey, first lieutenant, and James Calhoun, second

i
/

lieutenant. Many of the men in Cooper's comp any possessed valuable
skills. For example, private James Riddle was a gunsmith in Woodville
before volunteering and private James D. Caulfield, one of the marchers
from Amite, was a medical doctor who won high praise from the company.
Riddle, by his skill in repairing rifles, saved the company from missing

the Battle of Monterrey. Later, during the administration of Governor
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John A. Quitman, he was made ré;ponsiglé fér maintaining the sféte's
arms and military equipment.

Regimental officers were elected June 18, 19, and 20 at Vicksburg.
Jefferson Davis, in Waéhington9 D.C., as a member of the United States
House of Representatives in the First Session of the Forty-fifth Con-
gress, was elected colonel. He left Washington July 4 and joined the
regiment in NeWIOrieans on July 21, 1In the interim Alexander K. McClung,
elected 1ieuteﬁant colonel, was in command. Alexander B, Bradford of
Holly Springs, captain of the Marshall Guards, Company I, was chosen
major. Davis had graduated from West Point in 1828 and remained in the
army seven years before resigning. Bradford's experience was as a
militia officer and he had gained a measure of distincti&n in the
Florida wars in 1836, McClung, an amateur in war but an experienced
duelisty; had more charisma than either of the other regimental officers.
He brought the First Mississippi Infantry Regiment to New Orleans where
they encamped until four days after Davis arrived.8

The First Mississippi Infantry Regiment boarded the steamer Alabama
at New Orleans en: route to Brazos Island just offshore from Point Isa-
bel, Texas, They disembarked at Brazos Island; on July 28 and after
six days moved on to the mainland to a point near Burrita, Mexico, on
the Rio Grande River, From this staging point they shipped up the Rio
Grande and San Juan rivers to the supply base at Camargo, Mexico.

Cooper and his company spent the eight days of slow travel upriver
aboard the steamer Virginia crowded together with three other compan-
ies.

While the First Mississippi Infantry Regiment was encamped at

Camargo, it was placed under the command of Brigadier General John A.
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Quitman of Natchez. Quitman's command was the Third Brigade of the
Second Division under Major General William O, Butler and consisted of
volunfeer régiments fr;m'Alabam;*and“deArgi;; :; adéit{éé téyMigsis-
sippiy and a battalion from Maryland and the District of Columbia,

Over Butler and in command of the Army of Occupation was Major General
Zachary Taylor; upon whom national attention had focused since his early
suscesses in T;xas at Palo Alto and Resaca de la Palma of May 8 and 9,
Davis and Quitman were friends and their political views were within

the limits of the Democratic principles of the time, although fﬁndan
mental differences in their political preferences existed.

Another event during the retention of the First Mississippi In-
fantry Regiment at Camargo made them distinctive and raised their
morale. The Whitney rifles that“Davis ordered prior to leaving Washing-
ton; D.C,, arrived August 24 and were distributed to the regiment. The
United States revenue cutter Van Buren brought the first shipment of
fifty=four cases from New Haven, Connecticut, and more were received
soon after, Although much more accurate than the guns”used by the other
regiments,}they were not machined to accommodate bayonets., This was a
disadvantage in close combaty, but the time required for the additional
machining would have delayed the shipment, From this time the regiment
began to refer to itself proudly as the First Mississippi Riflesn11

In one of Cooper's letters from Camargo, paraphrased by the editor
of his hometown newspaper, he reported that Taylor had>decided to take
7,500 men and march to Monterrey. He revealed that the First Mississip-
pi Rifles had received orders to join Taylor at headquarters and he

thought this meant they were to be included in the march to Monterrey,

Mexico, especially since they were '"'the only rifle regiment in the
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Army;'" the article said, '"They expect to be a scouting regiment;...and
will stand a chance of meeting something of adventure, It is considered
a 'crack regiment,' and its members will feel a pride in sustaining its
reputation,"

Taylor sent reguier army troops to establish a supply depot at
Cerralvo, Mexico, on the route he chose to take to Monterrey. The ad-
vance party marchee from Camargo on August 19 and six days later took
possession of @errglvo, Taylor and the first contingent departed from
Ca@argo on September 5 and the remainder of the troops chosen for the
expedition followed, The First Mississippi Rifles joined the long pro-
cession as a rear guard September 7. A detachment of Texas troops who
were to rejoin Taylor's forees before Monterrey marched by way of
Cadereita, Mexico, a town on the SanlJuan‘Riyer,,but the main body}prof
ceeded west to Mier, Mexico, and then southwest to Cerralvo,

Cooperfs company reached Cerralvo on September 13, when his first
sergeant, Douglas West, reported to.the people of Wilkinson County that
the First Mississippi Rifles now had only 500 men of their original 930,
Many{had been discharged; some were sick at Mier, Camargo, or Brazos
Islaﬁd9 and fourteen were deads 'We have only fifty=-seven men in our
Company,' West stated, 'the rest are scattered all elong between here
and Matamoroso”l

Of the fifty=seven who reached Cerralvo, eight were too sick to go
on. They were John S. Holty, John T. Holt, Samuel R. Harrison, James L.
Hodge, and four others‘whose names were not reported. Only the sick were
left at Cerralvo with two companies of the First Mississippi Rifles to
care for them and guard the supplies, the Lafayette Guards or Company F

and the Yazoo Volunteers or Company A. Forty-nine men of Company B fell
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in when the First Mississippi Rifles resumed the march on September 15
for Marin, Mexico, and Monterrey.

On September 19, the first elements of‘Taylér's forces came within
sight of Monterrey before meeting enemy fire. The Texas troops had re-
joined the main body the night of September 17 and, as Cooper and the
other Mississippians in the rear guard heard the first shots of Megican
cannohs and hurried forward, Taylor's army of about 3,000 regulars and
3,150 volunteers were concentrated about four miles from the city. They
broughtbwith them four field batteries, two twenty-four pound howitzers,
and one ten-inch mortar., As the defenses of Monterrey were being re-
connoiterea in the afternoon, the rest of the army encamped in a grove
of trees about three miles to the northeast well out of range of the
Mexican artilleryo16

From a vantage point near the camp, Cooper could see the cathedral
in the oldest part of Monterrey nestled in a bend of the eastward flow=
ing Santa Catarina River. To the west on the north side of the highway
from Saltillo; Mexico, and on the south side of the river, which was
close to the highway, hills dominated the area below through which the
highway and the river emerged. The hills on the south extended as a
ridge along the south bank of the Santa Catarina River eastward. Near
the cathedral the river turned northeast and a short distance beyond
left the city. Northwest of the cathedral a large spriné fed a stream
which drained north and then due east to empty into the Santa Catarina
River at the outskirts., The wedge of land between the stream and the
river was a ridge that declined in elevation from the cathedral to the

confluence of the river and the stream.

Monterrey was at this time a long narrow city with the long way
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running east and west, and all of the city was on the north side of the
river., The Saltillo highway passed through several residential blocks
due eést to the Market Square where it divided and, beyond the plaza
and the cathedral, converged before crossing the river. Beyond the
bridge it was .in open country leading to the town of Cadereita, Mexico.
On the north side the Marin road swung down toward the city and
divided, ome branch entering near the:eastjgnd and the west branch en-
tering the city northwest of the.Market Square.

The main defensive points were a permanent fort, the Citadel,
guarding the northern-épproaches at the intersection of the Monclova
and Marin roads, gun emplacements on the heights on either side of the
Saltillo highway on the west, and a series of earthworks and converted
buildings at the east end of the city by the spring=fed stream. The
ridge between Fhe\stream and the river, on which there were no build-
inés or houses, was also defended with a series of earthworks. Taylor
sent Brigadier General William J. Worth with a division around by the
northwest to cut off the Salgillo highway and take possession of the
heavily defended heights commanding it. Cooper's company, as a part of
Butler's Volunteer Field Division, fought in the eastern end of the
city.

On the afternoon of September 20, Worth's forcés filed out of camp
on their mission. As a diversion, Taylor made a feint at the eastern
end of the city sending, among others, Cooper's company down into the
valley land where they drew artillery fire from the Citadel and Fort
Teneriay; an earthwork at the extreme eastern end of Monterrey, before
he recalled them. The Mexican commander, General Pedro Ampudia, was not

deceived and sent reinforcements to the west to help defend the Saltillo
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highway against Worth's attack, The circuitous route to the west had
to be cleared and made péssable by Worth for his artillery and he was
unable to strike until the following day@17

Early the following morning, September 21, while Worth was fighting
on the west side, Cooper had his first real taste of combat with But-
ler's forces on the eastern end of Monterrey. Quitman's brigade con=
sisted of Colonel William B, Campbell's regiment of Tennessee volun=-
teers, with conventional arms and bayonets, and Davis’ First Mississippi
Rifles armed with Bowie knives for close combat. Butler's other brigade
consisted of two volunteer regiments under Brigadier General Thomas L.
Hamer, the Ohio regiment on the field, and the Kentucky regiment as-
signed to guard the cémpg. The first and third regular army infantry..
regiments and the Baltimore Volunteer Batﬁalion9 under the command of
Lieutenant Colonel John Garland, were ahead of| Butler's three supporting
brigadese Garland's forces came under the fire of the Citadel on their
right and as they moved closer they began to take the fire of the guns
in Fort Teneria and from the roof of the stone tannery building behind
it. They suffered heavy losses and Taylor ordered Butler to attack.,18

As they moved forward Cooper and his company were on the right of
his regiment which occupied the center position in that sector. On
their right marched the Ohio regiment and on their left were Campbell's
Tennesseeans, After a long march under artillery fire they came within
small arms range. The order in which they were maneuvered into firing
position brought Cooper'’s company to the firing line last. Soon after
Company B fired its first volley, Davis gave the order to charge. ''The

noise and confusion at this time,'" Cooper reported, ''was great and 1

could not hear any command from the field officersy' but he saw a
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forward movement and gave an order for his company to advances, ”When‘i
arrived close enough to the_breastwork [of Fort Teneria] to see anything
distinctly,' he continued, '"the first thing I observed was Col. McClung
waving his sword upon the fort.'" When he reached the ditch at the foot
of thg embankment of Fort Teneria, he saw Mississippi riflemen running
into fhe fort. 'Many of my men," he claimed, ''were in the fort before
I could get over the ditch, and up the embankment,' Wheﬁ he jumped into
the fort he saw men from the Mississippi regiment ‘‘pouring in from all
sides and around the embankment.,”l

Fort Teneria taken, Cooper ran out the back of the stronghold,
going south, which was to the east of‘the stone tannery building., Not
stopping to receive the surrender of the Mexicans in the tannery, Cooper,
Posey, Calhoun, Davis, and several riflemen pursued the fleeing Mexicans
southward across the spring-fed stream and west up the ridge between the
stream and the river. At this point another earthwork, El Diablo, lo-
cated astride the\pidge and firing down on.them drove them back across
the stream north in;o the nearest residential area for cover. Here they
regrouped and while pondering a way to take El Diablo received orders
to retreat. Possession of Fort Teneria and the tannery building was
retained by troops from another unit. They now moved back across the‘
open field exposed to artillery fire from the Citadel.20

On the way back to camp Cooper had a narrow escape., 'We were ex-
posed to the fire of the cannon in crossing the fields,' Cooper ex-
plained, "and were threatened with a charge from the Mexican cavalry,"
Posey reported: '"After reaching the field, we were charged by the
cavalry of the enemy, which was repulsed by a few volleys." Privately

he expanded the incident considerably: 'when about half a mile from the
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town, about two hundred lancers advanced proudly upon us, thinking we
were routed, and in their power.''" Posey, pléased with his physical
conditiony, continued: ''Cooper and myself were in thé rear, I saw he
was exhausted, and halted ﬁo assistkhim, sﬁould he be attacked. They
were thirty paces from us, when we feached the chapparal fence, behind
whicﬁ our men were formed to receive them, Aftér two rounds they re~
treated," |

Coopér escaped the clutches of the lancers and the regiment was on
its way back to the camp, still under artillery fire from the Citadel,
when orders were received to go to the relief of Taylor at Fort Teneria.
They had not yet reached the fort when their orders were changed and
they retraced their steps across the open field passing once again under
the guns of the Citadel. One of Cooper's men claimed they received more
casualties marching to and from camp than they did in actual fighting.2

On the morning of the next day, September 22, Cooper and his com-
pany were among fhe troops ordered to relieve the garrison at Fort
Téneriao They discovered that their company banner was nowhere to be
found and must have been in the keeping of one of the sick who was left
behind at Cerralvo., There was little action in the easte?n sector,
aside from the artillery, but on the western‘énd Worth'slforces broughf
their mission to a successful close. As the United States flag was run
up on the last stronghold on the heights controlling the Saltillo high-
way, the Mississippians watching from Fort Teneria gave a spontaneous
cheer. Mexican artillery tried to dampen their enthusiasm with a few
rounas in their direction. That night General Ampudia shortened his de-
fense lines by withdrawing from the outlying emplacements such as El

Diablo. He retained the Citadel, however, and prepared his forces to
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defend the inner city by forcing the attackers to fight from house to
house.

September 23 was a long and difficult day for Cooper and his men.
They had been ordered into Fort Teneria before breakfast on the pre-
vious morning., Shortly after Worth took the last emplacement on the
westy, it began to rain and rained on the men in Fort Teneria the fol-
lowing night. Still with no food and little rest, Cooper and his men
were chosen as one of four companies from the regiment to renew the
battle the following morning. They discovered El Diablo had been
evacuated and, with other troops, finally drove out other defenders
aloné the stream. As they turned southward, they encountered small
arms fire directed from doorways, windows; and roof tops. Cooper's
company fought all day, house to house, to within a short distance of
the Plaza from the north., Worth's men fought to within a comparable
distance of the Plaza from the west. The troop;kapproééhing tﬁe Plaéa
from the north were orderédll;a’ckéto‘qar’n_p‘ét nig1;1afa1l9 but Worth's re-
mained in position. .The next morning General Ampudia sent his adjutant
under a flag of truce to arrange for surrender negotiations and the
fighting was overa24

Cooper was given favorable notice in the repor£ of the battle of
Monterrey. On September 25, his corporal, William I, Hodge, noted that
Cooper was "spokeﬁ of in high terms'" and that despite not being in good
health he "was doing his duty manfully.'" Peter Smith, son of Cooper's
new political ally in Wilkinson County, Democrat Cotesworth P, Smith,
wrote home to his father that "Capt. Cooper distinguished himself,' and
then added boyishly, "I was with him all the time [ except at| first,

when 1 outran him and got ahead.'" There was some dissatisfaction
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expressed in Wilkinson County in regard to the officers by the first
returnees who had been dischargedo But contrary to this, one sol&ier
wrote: 'The Wilkinson County volunteers may congratulate themselves
upon their fortunate selection of officersss»o They have a commander
of whom they should feel proud, a man who has a soul 'as big as a
mountain,' and would share the last morsel with 'his boys.''" The
soldier concluded: '"But Captain Cooper is too well known among us to
require any eulogyo"25

Company B entered the battle with fdrty=nine men and officers,
There were two casualties in the fighting in the city: in the street
fighting on September 21 Adam Laneheart's left arm was broken by a
musket ball and on September 23 in the house to house fighting Reuben
N. Chance was mortally wounded by a musket ball in the forehead,
William H. Miller, John L. Anderson; and John H. Jackson were wounded
on September 21 in the advance upon Fort Teneria before the charge.
Miller and Jackson were seriously‘wounded in the legs and Anderson was
only slightly wounded when his cap box broke the force of a musket ball
that struck him in the Chest.,26

Davis obtained a sixty day leave effective October 18 and re-
turned to Mississippi. With McClung, who was wounded as he waived the
men on at Fort Teneria, disabled and Davis on leave, Quitman made
Coopef an acting major on October 20, Cooper remained at the camp
near Monterrey until applying for and receiving a sixty day leave ef-
fective November 28, His arrival in Woodville on December 15 with Adam
Laneheart was an occasion for the town cannon, Le Content, to be fired
in celebration. The editor of the local newspaper urged a dinner or

public meeting be held to express their appreciation for the services
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rendered by Cooper and his company of volunteers. A public meeting in
Woodville on December 28 appointed a committee of five to extend an in-
vitation for a public dinner at his convenience, Cooper .accepted on De-
cember 30, stating that he planned to be in Woodville on January 2
adding, "I shall...,be most happy to meet the friends and relatives of

the young men under my command.'' He asked them to accept his thanks for
the very complimentary manner in which they spoke of the Wilkinson County
volunteers.,

The procession which formed ét the courthouse was under the di-
rection of. one of Cooper's schoolmates at Jefferson College, Patrick F.
Keary, who acted as marshall. He placed Cooper at the head, followed by
the welcoming committee, and then the volunteers who had returned. At
the dinner, to which the procession led, Cooper explained that there
was no truth to the claim that the Tennessee regiment was first into
Fort Teneria. That the Tennessee regiment's banner first flew over the
fort was true, he acknowledged, but it was only because the Mississip=
pians had no banner to unfurl. Not even Wilkinson's flag was available
because it had been left in the knapsack of a sick volunteer at Cerrélvog
One of the toasts proposed in Cooper's honor was to '"Capt., D. H. Coopery
the gallant commander of the Wilkinson volunteers. Wise in council,
brave and generous in the field, may he live long to enjoy the honors he
has so nobly won!'" Among those by Cooper, one was honoring Taylor, '"'0ld
Rough and Ready' the Farmer General.,'' Less than a week later, on January
7, Cooper departed from Woodville for Mexico.

Cooper arrived at Brazos Island on January 15, at the time Major
General Winfield Scott was gathering troops for the Vera Cruz expedition.

Butler, in command of the Ohio and Kentucky regiments, was retained at
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Monterrey, but Taylor's main force, including the First Mississippi
Rifles, were at Victorig, Mexico, on the RioJS§qtander River, northwest
of Tampicoy, Mexico. Taylor was ordered to return to Monterrey and re-
main on the defensive while the badly needed troops were to be taken
for the expedition. Only a regiment and two field batteries were to
return with Taylor, the regiment to be of his choice. GCooper was de-
tgined at Brazos Island until it became known to Scott that Taylor had
chosen the First Mississippi Rifles. Cooper was notified of Taylor's
choice on January 21 and departed that day for Monterrey. He rejoined
his company and assumed command on February 15 at Agua Nueva, south of
Saltillo.29

En route, on the Rio Grande River aboard the steamer Colonel Cross

two days after leaving Brazos Island, Cooper asked Quitman to recommend
him to the President or the Secretary of War for a colonelcy in one of
the new regiments. He was writing to Quitman asking him to do this, he
said, because a number of his friends had expressed a desire to place
his name before the President for such a command. "I have told my
friends that the command of a regiment would be the lowest rank which
would induce me to enter the Regular Service," He then added: '"My edu-
cation and predilections point to the Army, and I should be glad to ob-
tain such a position as would justify my permanently entering it."

The commission as a colonel in the regular army was not forthcoming
for Cooper. His experience to this point led him to believe he was not
presumptuous in believing that he was competent for such a command.

One of his toasts proposed at the public dinner in Woodville was indica=
tive of his conviction that the day of the "Farmer General'" was not yet

past. The impact of Taylor's quick ascent to national prominence and
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presidential consideration was nét lost oﬁ_him. His disappointment in
being assigned to remain on garrison duty andd@igsing’the main battlesﬁ
so he thought, was because he wanted to“én;éﬁce gis stétus,‘ The.ad-b
monition that 'he alss servestwﬁg éniy ;taﬁ;; ;ﬁa Qaiﬁ;” wa; nét éc=
ceptable to a man like Gooper who wanted more than just to serve. He
did not hide his resentment in confiding to Quitman hié feelings upon
1earning he was not going to‘be’a part of the Vera Cruz expedition. His
longing for participation in a struggle of heroic proportions was soon

} |
to be gratified,'at least in part, at Buena Vista, Mexico,

The battle developed from the,desire of the Mexican president,
General in Chief Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, to destroy Taylor's army
after it was weakengd by the"trgnsfe;’of most of his troops to Scott's
command. Santa Anna marchgdrhisba?my, numbering by"his report aﬁ 20,000
from San Luis Potosi northward until he}ﬁet Taylor on February 22.
Taylor, warned the day before, withdrew from Agua Nueva‘northward to
Buena Vista, a badly eroded ranchvgbput fiyg$miles’south of Saltillo,
Here he left Brigadier General John E. Wool to select the defensive po~
sition; and make disposition of the troops while he hurriedly marched
to Saltills to provide for the defense of the wagons and supplies lo=-
cated there from enemy cavalry raids. When Taylor came back to Buena
Vista on the morning of FebruaryA22, he left two companies of the First
Mississippi Rifles and an artillery officer with one six pounder for de-
fense of the camp andlwagonsav Taylor found that Santa Anna had stopped
short of artillery raﬁge and was checking the defensive position which
Wool had selected.31

The vicinity of Buena Vista had been chosen because it was situated

between two mountainous ridges running north and south and about a mile
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south of the buildings of the ranch was the narrowest part of the val-
ley which opened to the south in the direction of Agua Nueva. The road
from Agua Nueva to Saltillo passed through the valley near the foot of
the western ridge in the lowest part, which was an extension of the
plateau on the south. East of the road there was a sharp incline for a
height of approximately fifty feet, which then rose gradually as it
extended eastward to the base of the mountains. Ravines were eroded in
this second bank by the runoff from the western slope of the eastern
ridge, leaving fingers of elevated or uneroded land extending west and
northwest with the tip of one reaching the building site of Buena Vista.

Wool hadudeployed the United States forces across the valley east
to west at the place where the road passed through the narrowest part,
o; about the fifth of the so-called fingers of land south of Buena
Vista. Santa Anna's cavalry could reach Buena Vista or Saltillo by
other roundabout routes; but if they came through the valley they
could only travel up the road or at the eastern end of the line where
the ravines were shallow at the base of the ridge. Action on February
22 was preceded by Taylor's refusal to surrender, despite Santa Anna's
warning that he would otherwise be cut up by his 20,000 soldiers which,
he said, surrounded Taylor's small force. In the afternoon the at-
tackers moved troops to the heights at the eastern end of the line and
Taylor extended his line up the mountainside to check them. Taylor,
satisfied that nothing more would be done that day, returned to Saltillo
with an escort composed of the eight companies of the First Mississippi
Rifles and a squadron of Dragoons.

In the meantime, Cooper withdrew along with the main body of troops

on February 21 from Agua Nueva to Buena Vista and went with the regiment



54

to Saltillé that night. He was left in command of the camp guard which
consisted of his company and Company E, the’State Fencibles of Hinds
County under the command of Captain John Lo McManus. McManus, in=-
capacitated by poor health, had relinquished command of his company to
his lieutenant. Besidés the two companies of riflemen, First Lieutenant
W H. Shover of the Third Artillery Regiment was detached from Captain
Braxton Bragg's Company C to command a gun crew and its six pounder.
During the day a large number: of Mexican cavalry came through a pass on
the east of Saltillo and stopped near the Monterrey road where they re-
C i

mained at nightfall., Cooper reported their presence to Taylor and or-
dered the wagons placed to form a barricade.. There was no attack and
the camp was secure when Taylor and the regiment returned in the even-
33 |
ing.

The next morning K and D companies were assigned as camp guards and
B and E companies were included in the 341 man regiment which was to take
the field. Cooper's company numbered forty-nine as the regiment marched
along in column of companies advancing by tﬁeir centers. When they
- heard the fire of artillery their pace quickened, but Davis, anticipating
a long day, stopped them at the next watering place for all to fill their
canteens., They resumed march in the direction of the position to which
they had been assigned on the previous evening. As they came nearer
they were met by fleeing men of the Second Indiana Infantry Regiment who
had been driven from their positions in the eastern part of the line
where the Mexicans had broken through,3

Davis changed the.direction of their march to the point from which

the Indiana regiment had come and rode ahead to see the ground upon which

they would have to fight. There he met Wool who was trying to regroup
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and rally the men leaving the fight. On Wool's promise to send another
regiment and artillery, Davis decided to léad his regiment into the
battle to stop the Mexican‘infantry aﬁd ;avélry‘ﬁdvancing through the
line. The enemy was moving northwest down oné of therlong fingeré éf
eleyated land toward the rear of ﬁﬁé line of defense. The regiment had
now come up to where Dévis was; and he formed them into a line.of bat =~
tle wi?h Co&per's company on the left.

TBe Mexicans were still some distance away to the southeast. A
ravine intgrvgned which crossed from Davis' right to the advancing
enemy's riéht. He ordered them to fire advancing, brought them across
the ravine in good order, and met the Mexican infantry head on. The
Mexican losses increased as the distance closed. The enemy stopped,
fell back, but their cavalry passed by the‘right flank of the Missis~
sippians on the next ﬁ?nggr of land south and disappeared from view.
Davis rode back along his side of the ravine andifoqnd them searching
for a place to cross the same ravine and take Davis' regiment in the
rear,. He brought a company from his right flank back to the attempted
crossing and drove the cavalry back with heavy losses. By this time an
aftillery piece and the Third Indiané Infantry Regiment arrived, and the
enemy was driven back toward the mountain near the break in the original
lines In the interim a Mexican cannon had been moved forward and its
fire halted the advance of the Mississippians and the Third Indiana In-
fantry Regiment. The artillery supporting Davis was withdrawn to an-
other point where it was needed more desperately.

The Third Indiana Infantry Regiment which was most exposed to the
fire of the Mexican cannon, moved into the ravine on the left and with-

drew down it to the northwest. Davis withdrew his men by the left
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flank; with Co;per leading the way around the head of the ravine, and
nqrthwest along the brink of the ravine in which the Indiana regiment.
was moving. This placed the Mississippians’éone and onAthe riéht of
the Third Indiana Infantry Rééiment as th;yvf;céd awa& fromdthe Mexican
infantry which remained und;r thg cover of théir cannon.:

A large group'ofvcaval¥y emerged froﬁ ;hé Mexicaﬁ line and charged
toward the retreating Mississippians, The proud lancers once again
threatened Cooper;, and the numbers were more in their fayor than they
Weré ;t Monterrey. Davis ordered the regiment to file by the right and
form a line across the path of the advancing lancers. The Third In-
diana .Infantry Regiment, hidden from the view of the lancers off to
their left? was ordered by Davis to take up a line along the bank of
the ravine‘wifh its left flank nearest to Davis' right. During these
preparations Davis sent for one or more pieces of artillery. The lan-
cers slowed their advance, the Third Indiana Infantry Regiment and the
Mississippians holding their fire, and came slowly within range of the
rifles. Finally they approached at a walk. Caught in the crossfirey
they suffered heavy losses in the firsf volley. The survivors withdrew
and the artillery piece,'which arrived after the firing started, fired
upon fhem effectively until the stragglers were out of range.

Taylor ordered the Mississippi regiment to move to a sector near
tHe middle of the battle line to support Bragg's artillery battegy.  As
the regiment marched near enough to see the situation, Bragg's guns
were completely unsupported and firing rapidly at three advancing col-
umns of Mexican infantry bearing down upon them. Pressing on, the Mis=
sissippians fired upon the infantry by the right flank and rear so ef-

fectively the enemy right column gave way and the other two columns
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turned back. Bragg's artillery was saved and the line stabilized, That
was their last action of the day and the exhausted regiment once again
escorted Taylor back go_Saltillo.35

After an anxious night, Cooper and his company prepared for the
next day's fight. Despite the heavy losses dealt the Mexicans,; they
stilltheld a décided numerical advantage_over Taylor's forces. If Santa
Anna made another:attempt, Cooper and all the men knew they would have

t ,

to do better than on the previous day to avoid disaster. 1In preparing
for the expected onslaught;, Cooper was assigned to duty as Field Of-
ficer as he was the senior captain present., McClung was in the hospital
at Monterrey and, with Davis finally forced out of action from the wound
he received the previous morning, only Bradford remained of the regi-
mental officers. Of Bradford, one of the Mississippians.remarked that
he was ''like an old shoe,...but none seem to regard him as a military
man.' Companies C; E, and H had fought on February 23 without their
captains and Company A's captain was wounded severely. The First Mis-
sissippi Rifles lost ninety=six in killed and wounded and two were re-
ported miséing° If all ten companies were to take the field they would
still totai less than the 341 who took the field the day before. It was
with great relief that they learned Santa Anna had given up the attack
and turned back,36

Cooper's company suffered casualties in killed, wounded, and missing
at the rate of twenty-two percent as compared with twenty-eight percent
for the regiment. Cooper reported that Seaborne Jones, Thomas H. Titley,
B, Lewis Turberville, and William H., Wilkinson were killed and James W.

Donnelly, George H. Jones, William Lawrence, James M. Miller, Solomon

Neyman, and Carnot Posey were wounded. The only member of Company B
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reported missing was returned in a general exchange of prisoners ar-
ranged by Taylor through his adjutant on February 24, Most of their
casualties were incurred in the initial éngagement as they drove the
Mexican infantry back, almost completely unsupported, in what was the
most heroic struggle of‘the day. Their most effective fighting in
which they drove the enemy back and suffered the least casualties, how-
ever, was when they fought in concert with artillery°37

After Sanéa Anna's withdrawal, Taylor reoccupied Agua Nueva, In
tbe months thét ﬁollowed, the most pressing problem was that of supply.
Defending supply trains from Camargo promised the only action. Cooper
remained at Agua Nueva uPtil April, and then drew escort duty aiong the
supply routé with his base at.Cerralvo. By May, the First Mississippi
companies had been returned to the supply depot at Camargo after per=
forming escort‘duty along the supply route; They were ordered to the
mouth of the Rio Grande River to await transportation to New Orleans on
May 13, After an enthusiastic welcome home celebration in New Orleans,
Cooper and the men of the regiment were mustered out on June 1ll,
Cooper came home free from the immediate dangers of the Mexican War,
but entrapped in the insidious political complications which were to
disrupt and ultimately destroy his way of 1ife.38"

Cooper's record with the First Mississippi Rifles brought ad-
ditional;prestige and recognition in Wilkinson and adjoining counties.
His influence increased more in Amite than in Adams or Franklin coun=
ties as a result of Amite volunteers serving under his command. Among
Mississippians in genefél he was overshadowed by John A, Quitman, who

was still winning laurels in the drive to Mexico City, Alexander K.

McClung, the dashing hero of Fort Teneria at Monterrey, and Jefferson
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Davis, for his exploits leading the regiment at Buena Vista. By his
performance he gained a higher degree of trust and respect from Quitman
and Davis, both Democrats, who were politically influential in the state
and were becoming so on the regional and national levels, His sound
contribution to the success of the First Mississippi Rifles, of which
the state was proud, promised to be a valuable political resource.
Cooper's aspirations for a significant cémmand in the regular army
was alportent of his struggle to gain the top command in his theater in
his next venture @hto militar§ service, As the captain of a volunteer
company, he waé naturally exposed to the.criticism of malcontents who
ngéentedﬂ;he4dmpos@&ionnoﬁymilitaxyadisgipiineggr the: general dimef= tv -
ﬁiﬁﬁenQMypfﬁﬂhet%tmyqﬁmﬁﬁuthaxngmandinggdfﬁiaetébixﬁhércompany, he oc-
cupie¢:@;@ositi9ﬁAﬁﬁuhighwa@qppntab;lity;oxHeaaﬂtgﬂimitbgdi§bnetion.mm
maintaining .a.balancebetween: the:welfarei .of hdisc men rass individuals:ahd.
the: discipline required. for the benefit and safety of the company. His
record’ indicates that he was a good officer who served his regiment in
a dependable manner. By combat experience he learned the value of co-
ordinating infantry, cavalry, and artillery, and by deprivation he saw
the necessity of efficient supply systems., Through observation he in-
creased his knowledge of general strategy and theater command. But his
most immediate concern was politicél° Serious questions presented them-
selves as ghe possibility of adding Mexican territory became a proba=-

bility and then a reality.
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CHAPTER IV

IN MISSISSIPPI POLITICS

Following his return from the Mexican War in June, 1847, Cooper
quickly became active again in Mississippi politics, In Natchez on July
6 he met the influential Democratic editor and publisher of the Missis-

sippi Free Trader, Thomas Alexander Slaughter Doniphan, a native of

King George County, Virginia, Doniphan came to Natchez in 1834 as a
merchant, married into a locally prominent family in 1837, and purchased

the Mississippi Free Trader in 1840, For three years, beginning in

July, 1841, John F. H, Claiborne, Cooper's stepbrother, was an associate
editor with Doniphan. The fact that Cooper did not become acquainted
with the editor during Claiborne's association with Doniphan seems to
indicate that the stepbrothers were not close personal friends, Doniphan
was favorably impressed when they met in Jﬁly, describing Cooper as a
gallant officer and accomplished gentleman who looked remarkably well
after his campaign in Mexico. Doniphan's friendship was a valuable po-
litical assety, not only because of his newspaper, for his views and sug-
gestions in the private councils of the Democratic Party were respected.
On July 6, while‘Cooper was in Natchez, the leading Democrats of
Wilkinson County met at the courthouse in Woodville to choose delegates
to a Fourth Congressional District nominating convention to be held at
Monticello, in Lawrence County, on July 26. At the Woodville meeting

which was presided over by Francis Gildart, judge of the probate court
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of Wilkinson County, it was resolved that fifteen delegates were to be
sent to the Monticello convention at which the party's district nominee
to the United States House of Representatives was to be selected., It
was further resolved that they had "unlimited confidence in the ability
and integrity'" of Cooper and that the delegates were to recommend him to
the convention to represent the district. Among those chosen as dele-
gates were Cotesworth P. Smith, a Woodville lawyer and father of Peter
Smith of Cooper's company in the Mexican War, Hazlewood M. Farish, who
was the husband of a niece of Jefferson Davisy, Wiley M., Wood, Cooper's
friend and neighbor of Cold Springs precinct, and James A. Ventress, a
former member of the Mississippi House of Representatives and a member
of the state Senate during Cooper's last term in the Mississippi House
of Representatives.

The counties in the Fourth Congressional District of Mississippi in
1847 were Claiborne, Copiah, Simpson, Smith, Jasper, Clarke, and all
sixteen counties to the south of them. When the delegates from the
twenty=-two counties convened at Monticello, the only one from Wilkinson
County was Cotesworth P, Smith. Six from Adams County, including Doni=-
phan, were in attendance. Three names were submitted to the convention
for nomination, but those of Cooper and Powhattan Ellis, a former member
of the Mississippi Supreme Court and a staunch Jacksonian from Natchez,
were withdrawn in the face of strong support for Governor Brown who was
then nominated by acclamation. Since one of the hopefuls was the incum-
bant governor, the convention's reaction to Cooper's bid was not a true
test of his political strengtha3

bn July 31, Doniphan announced that the name of Douglas H. Cooper

for the Mississippi Senate, from the district consisting of Adams,
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Franklin, and Wilkinson counties, was meeting with a hearty response
from the people of Adams and Franklin counties. Doniphan was hoisting
Cooper's name for the Senate, at the request of Cooper's many friends
in both ﬁounties, without consulting Cooper, but it was hoped he would
not withhold his name and services from his friends. On August 10, at
a meeting in Woodville of Wilkinson County Democrats, they nominated
Cooper for the Senate, subject to a nominating convention if one were
thought necessary.

From Mon Clova on August 17, Cooper, who had been out of Missis=-
sippi, upon‘his return responded to the developing situation affirma-
tively in this statement: "If the people believe that I can be useful,
iﬁ the capacity of Senator, I shall consider it an honor to be permitted
to serve them; yet should be entirely satisfied, in case they, by con-
vention or otherwise indicate a preference for another." Doniphan sug-
gested to his readers that a convention would hardly be necessary. He
believed that even the Whig Courier of Natchez would make no serious op-~
position to the nomination and election of so ''gallant a gentleman=-=-one
who has done so much for the honor of our arms and the glory of the name
of Mississippi." In the absence of a demand for a three county néminan
ting convention, Cooper became the Democratic candidate without one
being held.5

In the meantime, on August 2 the Whig Party held a nominating con=
vention in Natchez to select a senatorial candidate who would eventually
become Cooper's opponent in the November election. Although Wilkinson
County was not represented by delegates at Natchez, T. Jones Stewart of
Cooper's home county was named to be the Whig standard bearer in the

contest. Stewart was a strong candidate., Even the Democratic editor,



67

Doniphan, reported at the time of Stewart's selection that he was a
gentleman of the highest standing, great knowlgdge, and as a Whig in a
decidedly Whig district, was almqét ce;tain of eiection.

.During the campaign, Cooper and Stewart sometimes éépeared to-
gether and addressed the same group of voters. On September 20, they
spoke to an assemblage of Whigs and Democrats at Meadville, the county
seat of Franklin County, Their ideas of the main issues and their po-
sitions with regard to the questions followed party lines, but they
made some exceptions. On the repudiation of Union Bank bonds, an issue
which Stewart raised, he remained in favor of redemption but advocated
raising the funds to do so through taxation. Cooper, who would not
agree that repudiation was an issue in the election, considered the
question to be in thg hands of the courts. He maintained that people
and corporations who incurred obligations were to be bound by the law in
effect at the time the obligation was incurred. This meant that par-
ticipating stockholders in the banks were liable in the courts for
losses just as they were entitled to share in the profits. Ex post
facto legislation could not change that responsibility and was uncon-
stitutional,

Linked with this issue, and often confused with it, was the ques-
tion of the '"Briscoe Bill." Stewart opposed this law, although it was
no longer a '"Bill" even though popularly referred to as such, as re-
pressive legislation against all banks. Both candidates had opposed
its passage in the special session of the Mississippi Legislature in
1843 when they were members of the House of Representatives. GCooper
had since examined the subject and, in 1847, considered it an act de=-

clarafory of what had been the law for centuries., It merely gave the
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state, he maintained, a method of proceeding against state chartered
banks that became insolvent before all the bank's assets were plundered,
thus minimizing the losses to the bank's stockholders and depositors.
Cooper stated that he did not favor '"any legislative props to the rotten
and crumbling corporations which have cursed our State; but wished the
law to take its course.'" In further explaining his changed view on the
"Briscoe Bill,'" Cooper said: "I had become satisfied of my error and
changed my opinion--he had said the horse was sixteen feet high and he
stuck to it.”8

On the Mexican War, Stewart condemned the war as unjust and sug-
gested that President Polk had precipitated the United States into it.
Since the Unitecd States was in the war, however, it must be prosecuted
to a speedy and honorable conclusion. He hinted at the plausibility of
the charge against Polk, that the Democratic President was guilty of
persecuting Taylor, because the general was being considered as a Whig
presidential nominee, by withdrawing most of his forces for the Vera
Cruz expedition and sacrificing Taylor and his army. Stewart was op-
posed to annexation of any new territory in the anticipated settlement
at the conclusion of the war. He exploited the fact that it was a Demo=-
crat; David Wilmot, who introduced into the United States House of
Representatives the proviso so inimical to the interests of the slave
states.

Cooper defended Polk against the Whig charge that he brought on the
war, maintaining that his leadership was proper and the war was initia-
ted by Mexico. He insisted that the war should be prosecuted until
indemnity was received for the wrongs committed by Mexico upon United

States citizens and, also, for the expenses of the war. Since there was
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no other way for Mexico to pay the debt, Mexico should cede land to the
United States. Cooper refused to believe that Polk persecuted Taylor

or that he had been willing to sacrifice Taylor's army. Taylor did not
appear to be an aspirant for the presidency nor was he likely, in
Cooper's opinion, to gain the support of the Whig Party if he should be=-
come one., Although Cooper had great respect for Taylor as a soldier, he
did not support him at this time for the presidency, contrary to Whig
claims, because Taylor would first have to avow political principles
with which Cooper could agree, According to Cooper, '"Others may be
Willing to 'go it blind,' but it does not suit my notions of right or
self respect to do so."

Cooper believed that a United States Bank was an "obsolete idea'
and preferred the sub=treasury plan. He thought the preemption system
was the best suited to settling the remaining territories of the United
States and gave the least encouragement to speculators. He included in
his remarks a comment on the tariff, urging the voters to consider the
disadvantages of the protective tariff, which Stewart's party advocated,
and the Democratic Party's revenue tariff that was more favorable to the
agricultural South.

At the time Cooper and Stewart were in Meadville, a group identify~
ing themselves as '"Many Votefs” posed a series of questions in an open
letter to the candidates. Cooper responded from Mon Clova on October 5
in the same sense and depth as his address at Meadville, except he
added his opinion on the extension of slavery into the territory which
he anticipated being received as indemnity from Mexico. He would sup-
port no mén for the presidency who would forbid slavery in any of the

new territory south of the line of the Missouri Compromise. It was his
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hope that the Democratic Party would unite on that basis, a movement
which in his opinion was developing rapidly.

Doniphan; Cooper's friend of the Mississippi Free Trader, infused

another issue into the campaign in early October when he remarked on
the vagaries of Whig candidate selection. He did not understand why
the Whigs, who were so partial to military men as to be willing to run
General Taylor for President without knowing his political principles,
would run Stewart against Cooper. Or as Doniphan characterized it,
Stewart had been at home '"enjoying his wealth and ease' while Cooper
"was fightinge...and helping to build up the military reputation of the
hero of Monterrey and Buena Vista.”13

The Whig editor of the Natchez Courier, W, R, Adams, responded by
raising a question of how the men of Company B would vote in the Senate
race. He suggested that Doniphan ask the Wilkinson County volunteers
who a large majority of them would vote for in the November election.
The Courier editor then answered his own question, stating that the
answer would be Stewart, ''who remained at home enjoying his wealth and
easey,.did more to get up and fit out that company than anyone else,

[ and whose Jss.purse was always open."

When the Wilkinson County volunteers read the Courier's comments,
they rallied to Cooper's support. One volunteer pointed out the in=
congruity of the editor's remarks and Stewart's actions. Cooper's op=
ponent had, through his eloquence, appealed to the patriotism, the
honor, and the chivalry of the young men of his county to embark in a
war into which Polk, he charged, had '"'precipitated his county without
requisite constitutional authority.'" That is, Stewart supported raising

a company of volunteers to fight in a war which he, in true Whig
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fashion, also condemned as unjust and unconstitutional. The volunteer,
in conceding that Stewart helped raise and outfit the company, would not
grant that he had done more than anyone else. Other persons, he con-
tended, had given more in proportion to their means that Stewarto1

Eighteen men of GCooper's company responded that they did not wish
to detract from anyoné, but that they could not remain silent when the
Courier editor attempted to take from "our Captain'' the credit due him
and transfer it to another., Cooper, 'who at the call of his country was
ready to make every sacrifice for her defense, and at the battles of
Monterrey and Buena Vista, in the midst of showers of balls, led us on
to victoryy'" would receive a large majority of the volunteer company's
vote. Although Stewart had given $100 to the $1,800 fund, "others gave
much more,'" they stated. They were willing to give Stewart credit for
what he had done, but they lauded Cooper for his work in raising the
company, whose diligence secured acceptance of the company, "who spent
his money, devoted his time, neglected his individual interests, en-
dured the fatigues and privations of the campaigng, and braved every
danger,"

Cooper and his fellow Democratic candidates in Wilkinson and Frank=
lin counties received none of the benefit which a personal visit of the
incumbent Democratic governor would have brought. Governor Brown an-
nounced in September that he would campaign in the southwestern counties
just prior to the election with stops at Meadville on October 27, Wood-=
ville on October 30, and Natchez on November 1. However, on arriving
at Natchez on November 2, the second and last day of voting, he had
failed to visit Franklin and Wilkinson counties,

The vote in Wilkinson County went well for Cooper. By late Tuesday
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night, November 2, the votes had been counted in all the precincts ex=
cept Woodville and from the seven outlying precincts he held an eleven
vote lead, On Wednesday when the Woodville votes were all counted,
Cooper's majority increased to twenty~-nine. He had won in his county,
a strong Whig county, over the wealthy and estimable Whig, T. Jones
Stewart. He followed reports of the election in Adams and Franklin
counties only to learn that he was a loser by four votes. His majority
in Franklin County was sixteen, which added to his twenty-nine in Wil-
kinson GCounty, fell four short of Stewart's majority of forty-nine in
Adams County, He ran a good race, considering the fact that the two
most populous counties, Adams and Wilkinson, usually voted Whig, but it
was a disillusioning political defeat. Being a company captain in the
First Mississippi Rifles, widely recognized for its heroics in the war,
did not add enough prestige to bring success.

An editor from one of the inland Democratic counties offered a
noteworthy comment upon Cooper's defeat: "In the face of this, we sup-
pose the editor of the Natchez Courier (which paper opposed the Captain
most unscrupulously) will read the people...another canting homily upon
ingratitude to the brave men who won glery for the State in the first
regiment!" The editor was in complete sympatby with Cooper and pre=
dicted brighter days ahead for the defeated senatorial candidate. He
ventured that Cooper, 'beaten upon the principles of the great popular
party,' would soon be '"'singled out for the bestowal of its honors."' If
Cooper expected a political appointment, it was not immediately forth=-

, 19
coming.
In the following months, Cooper worked to improve his financial

situation, On November 26, he sold a tract of land and reduced his
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Wilkinson Counfy holdings to 980 acres. On December 29, he borrowed
$5,000 from his former guardian, Joseph Johnson, mortgaging Mon Clova
and another tract identified only as Wash Burns. For a time he was fi-
nancially hard pressed. On March 21, 1848, he borrowed $1,700 and on
April 12, he obtained a second loan from Cotesworth P. Smith amounting
to $3,513. Specie remained in short supply for him personally as he
anxiously awaited his back pay for service in the Mexican War, which
was still unpaid in January, 1849020

Cooper continued to be active in the Mississippi militia. In the
fall of 1848 he announced his candidacy for major general of the First
Division of the state militia, which drew units from the two southern
tiers of counties. These were at this time, the gulf coast counties
of Hancock, Harrison, and Jackson, and the second tier of Wilkinson,
Amite, Pike, Marion, Perry, and Greene. The election on November 6 and
7 was an easy victory for Cooper, whose commission as a major general
in the militia was made effective November 27, 1848,21

The year 1849 was a prolongation of difficult financial times for
Cooper., It was for that reason that he declined to run for office in
the 1849 election. He refused to let his name be advanced as a pos=
sible candidate for the United States House of Representatives from the
Fourth Congressional District when he learned that a resolution for
that purpose had been approved by the Wilkinson County Democrats in a
meeting held at Woodville on April 10, 1849, The resolution instructing
the Wilkinson County delegates to the district convention to bring his
name before the convention '‘as a suitable candidate was introduced after
he had left the meeting. In an open letter of April 14 in the Woodville

Republican he thanked the friends who had paid him the compliment, but
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explaineds 'Circumstances, connected with my private affairs, would
make it my duty to decline the nomination, if tendered. I am content

to serve as a private, in the Democratic ranks, and shall cordially sup-
port the nominee of the party.' During the night following his refusal
to seek the nomination, an unusually late heavy frost damaged the cotton
crop to the extent that much of it had to be replanted., Already in
difficulty trying to repay his loans, his misfortune placed an addition-
al financial burden upon him, It was also quite likely that Cooper, in
declining to let his name be submitted, was deferring to the Democratic
incumbent United States Representative, ex-governor Brown.

On July 2, GCooper presided over a meeting of delegates from the
counties of Adams, Amite, Franklin, and Wilkinson. They were gathered
at Kingston, Adams County, to devise ways and means of rendering the
Homochitto River navigable, It was resolved that before the work of
clearing the river was commenced, that funds for a survey were to be
collected. The survey was to include cost estimates for removing ob-
stacles and digging a canal linking the Homochitto and Buffalo rivers.
The canal would be of particular value to Cooper if it linked the south
fork with the Buffalo River, since that fork was the western boundary
of Mon Clova. At such time as sufficient funds were collected or
pledged to begin the actual work, Cooper was to reassemﬁle the conven=
tion. Enthusiasm for the plan by the subscribing public was not strong,
however, and it was neglected in the excitement generated by state and
national political issues.

On October 1, a convention of delegates numbering twice the repre=
sentation in the Mississippi House of Representatives was called at

Jackson. The impetus for such a state convention was furnished by
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national political action following settlement of the Mexican War., The
actual call was issued as a result of a meeting of central Mississippi
citizens of both political parties og MayE7, 1845: in the‘ﬁay meeting,ﬁ
commonly called the Central Mississippi Convention of 1849, great con=-
cern was expressed over the danger of loss of Southern rights, es-
pecially to extend slavery into the territories. Cooper attended the
state convention as a delegate from Wilkinson County and acted with the
committee of twenty delegates who were appointed to prepare and report
to the convention on definite matter for its action. He worked with the
c&mmitteemen late into the night of October 2, preparing the preamble
and resolutions which were presented and accepted on October 3.24

The resolutions, which Cooper helped draft, denied the right of the
United States Congress to control or prohibit slavery in the states,
territories;, or the District of Columbia., If federal legislative action
incorporated the Wilmot Proviso or its intent, a state convention was to
be called to consider the act and the mode and manner of redress. Emi-
gration of slave~holders into the territories was encouraged. Another
resolution called for a convention of all Southern states to be held at
Nashville, Tennessee; on June 3, 1850, Delegations of the various
states to the Nashville Convention were to consist of two delegates from
each United States congressional district and four delegates-at-large
from each state.

Cooper was appointed as a delegate from the Fourth Congressional
District to attend the Nashville Convention, The Mississippi delegation
was headed by William L. Sharkey, a prominent jurist, and consisted of
twelve members evenly divided between the Whig and Democratic parties.

Cooper and seven other delegates were replaced in the following March by
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joint action of the Mississippi Senate and House of Representatives.
Some were replaced because of health reasons, such as the venerable
George Winchester, the Whig delegate from Cooper's district, who was al=-
ready in failing health in 1850 and died in February, 1851, Winches=
ter's successor was T. Jones Stewart, the incumbent state Senator who
defeated Cooper in 1847, John J. McRae, a Democrat from Enterprise in
Clarke County, was chosen to replace Cooper. McRae was at least as
strong an advocate of Southern rights as was Cooper. If the temper of
the delegation from the Fourth Congressional District to the Nashville
Convention was modified toward compromise, by replacing Cooper and Win-
chestery, it was more likely to be due to Stewart's being slightly more
moderate than Winchester in 1850. Each of the other six delegates re-
placed was succeeded by a member of his own political party so that the
bipartisan nature of the delegation was maintained. However, by the
time of the Nashville Convention the mood of the delegates was notice-
ably more moderate, whether due to subtle changes in the composition of
the delegation or to the realization of the possible consequences of re-
jecting majority rule by the federal government.

In the meantime, Cooper became involved in the election of 1849,
Cotesworth P, Smith of Woodville ran against incumbent Joseph S. B.
Thacher of Natchez in the Second Judicial District for judge on the
Mississippi High Court of Errors and Appeals. Smith, Cooper's friend
and political ally, had supported and advanced Cooper at every oppor-
tunity since Cooper became a Democrat. At this time, Cooper was also
financially obligated to Smith for loans obtained the previous year.
Cooper was afforded an opportunity to repay his political obligations

to Smith in October when Thacher and his Whig adherents tried to imply



77

that Smith was circulating, or guilty of starting,.a damaging story
against Thacher.27

Ihe‘ruﬁor had been sparked by Harry Keane, a New Orleans commis-
sion merchant, who had casually remarked to a resident of phe Fort
Adams-Woodville area that there was a prominent Judge Thacher of Boston
whose son qgite some years previously had been found guilty of forgery.
When Smith heard the rumor, and knowing' that.J° S, B. Thacher was Eﬁé
son of a Judge Thachervof Bos£on, he immedi;tely Wrote to‘his opponénf;
making him aware and giving him a chance to dispel such a damaging rumor
before it became widespread. Thacher, in publishing a '"Vindication,"
by not admitting that Smith had warned him, was hurting Smith's reputa-
tion by implying that the tale of forgery was manufactured by Smith out
of nothing more than a rumor.,28

Cooper came to Smith's defense when the damaging effects of
Thacher's "Vindication" became noticeable. Smith, at the time, was cam-
paigning in the eastern counties of the districty, so Cooper gathered
the facts and letters from the people who were involved and published,
on October 17, a convincing argument that Smith had acted honorably in
the "Thacher forgery" incident. When the election returns came in from
the 22 counties in the district, Smith carried 14 of them for a majority
of 1,556 votes. Smith won by a big margin in his home county, Wilkinson,
538 to 71, and lost a relatively close race in Thacher's home county,
Adams, 478 to 365.29

The year 1850 was one of small triumphs and continued financial
troubles for Cooper. On March 5, the state legislature enacted a
measure designed to put new life into the project to improve navigation

on the Homochitto River. Two commissioners from each of the counties of
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Adams; Amite, Franklin, and Wilkinson were named to a commission author-
ized to receive appropriations granted by the statejor volunteer con-
tributions from the citizens. Although the term ''incorporate' was not
stated explicitly in the act regulating the powers of the commissioners,
it did in fact give them corporate powers. Cooper and Hugh Robert
Davis, a nephew of Jefferson Davis, were the commissioners on behalf of
Wilkinson County. One of the possibilities considered at this time was
for a short canal between the southern end of 0ld River Lake, or Lake
Mary, and the Buffalo River, This route, if completed, would allow
Cooper to use the shorter route downstream on the south fork of the
Homochitto River.30
¢

One of Cooper's moments of triumph was accomplished in late March,
1850, James Riddle, in Woodville, asked Cooper to help him get a po-
sition newly created by the state legislature when it passed an act for
the preservation of the public arms of the state. Riddle, a gunsmith
and member of Cooper's company in the Mexican War, had repaired their
rifles at Cerralvo in time to allow them to participate in the battle at
Monterrey, Otherwise, the company would have remained at Cerralvo on
garrison duty. Cooper urged Riddle to apply directly to Governor Quit-
man, their former brigadier general, and recommended Riddle highly for
his service at Monterrey and Buena Vista., Riddle and Cooper wrote on
March 25 and five days later Governor Quitman appointed Riddle as care-
taker of the public arms of the state,

The problem of maintaining operating funds forced Cooper to sell a
tract of Wilkinson County land on March 8 and to borrow additional funds

on April 16. The loan obtained was in the amount of $5,247 and was due

and payable in one year., His financial troubles were serious enough
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that it is quite likely he withdrew as a delegate té the Nashville Con-=
vention of 1850 before the legislature made the changes in the delega-
tion in March, If he had assurances that McRae was to be his replace-
ment and that Cotesworth P. Smith was to replace one of the four at
large delegates, there would have been little reason for Cooper to at-
tend.32

The Nashville Convention met during the first week in June as
scheduled and drafted a series of resolutions. Cooper attended a meet=
ing of Wilkinsoﬁ County citizens in Woodville on August 6 to consider
the proceedings of the Nashville Convention. He was a member of a com-
mi?tee of six appointed to draft resolutions expressing the sentiment of
the meeting upon the Nashville Convention resolutions. The majority re-
port of the committee favored ratification and adoption, but the mi=
nority took exception to one resolution, the eleventh, which proposed
division of the territories between slaveholding and free states along
the line of 36° 307 north latitude extended to the Pacific Ocean. The
minority proposed an amendment to the majority's ratifying resolution,
softening the wording to state that Wilkinson County would agree to any
ad justment by which the rights of the South would be recognized and se-
cured, dropping the ultimatum regarding holding to ;he 36° 30" line.
Cooper offered an amendment to the minority's amendment to the effect
that the South should agree to no settlement which did not secure to
them a front on the Pacific Ocean. 1In the voting9 Cooper's amending
statement was accepted, but the minority's amendment was defeated and
the original resolution to ratify and adopt was passed by an overwhelm-
ing majority.

At this same Woodville meeting, the spokesman for the dissenters
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was H, F, Simrall, a respected Whig and former Representative from‘Wil-=
kinson County in the state legislature. The& favored passage of Clay's
compromise bills, which eventually becamévthe legislation of the Com-
promise of 1850, over ratification of action taken by the Nashville
Convention. After enactment in September, 1850, of Clay's compromise
billsy, Simrall's position became muéh more attractive to mény Wilkiﬁson
County voters wﬁo found themselves unwilling to act in defiance of
federél lawo34

The late fall and early winter of 1851 brought political defeat to
Cooper as, the Democratic State Rights Party candidate for the state
Senate ffom the district comprised of Adams, Franklin, and Wilkinson
counties, GCooper became a reluctant candidate after T, Jones Stewart,
whose nomination was proposed by a '"Southern Rights Association'' meeting
held in Natchez on July 7, failed to attract support., At a Democratic
State Rights Party meeting in Natchez on August 13, a Franklin County
delegate advanced Robert Stanton of Natchez as a candidate for the
Senate. When Stanton declined, Cooper was nominated and a committee of
three appointed to notify him and 'urge upon him the necessity of ac-
céptingo"35

In accepting the nomination on August 18, Cooper stated that it was
""wholly unsolicited and unexpected' and expressed regret that the Demo=
cratic State Rights Party had not chosen '"'someone more cépable of doing
justice to the great and holy cause of opposition to Northern and Feder=
al aggression upon Southern Rights and State Rights.'" But since he had
been selected, he would answer the call to be the standard bearer of
the party which served the '"true interests and well-being, not only of

the slaveholding statesy, but of all the states of the confederation."
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He believed that each member of the party was ''duty bound" to serve in
whatever capacity chosen to insure the "triumph of those great princi-
ples of our political faith which have been handed down to us by the
fathers of the Constitution,' and did not feel at liberty to decline
the post assigned to him.

Alexander K., Farrar, Cooper's opponent, had entered the campaign in
late June as a Union Whig, or as the Democratic State Rights Party
spokesmen called him, a Whig submission candidate, so-called because
they advocated submission to the enactment of the compromise measures
of 1850. Soon after Cooper became a candidate, his party received a
severe blow. Governor Quitman had called the state legislature into
special session in the fall of 1850 to consider future United States-
Mississippi relations. The legislature condemned the submission or
union party movement and voted to censure one of the leaders, United
St;tes Senator Henry S. Foote of Mississippi. The legislature called
for a cbnvention to be held in November, 1851, and the election of its
delegates on September 1 and 2. It was the results of the election of
delegates for the November convention that dealt such a harsh blow to
Cooper's party and made it difficult for Cooper to campaign effectively.
Fifty-seven percent of the votes cast favored Unionist delegates. Ex=
Governor Quitmany, the Democratic State Rights candidate for governor who
favored secession to submission, withdrew from the race on September 6
as a result of the unfavorable plebiscife and left Cooper's party tem=
porarily leaderlesso3

On September 23, 1851, Jefferson Davis resigned from the United
States Sénate to become the Democratic State Rights Party candidate for

governor of Mississippi. Under the leadership of Davis the party tried
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to change its image from 'disunionist' by diver;ing attention to Davis'
opponent, Fooée, Qho refused to resign from the Upitgd States‘Senate

for the campaign and left himself‘subject to criticism on that account.
A Democrat, Foote was accused of making an arrangement whereby he could
withhold his resignation until such time as he would be able to control
the choice of his successor. In late September and dpring October the

Democratic State Rights Party candidates struggled to lose the appella-
tion of disunionists and the party gained strength; but the time was too

short to effectively offset the harmful effects of poor leadership early

in the campaign.38

Cooper spoke twice at Natchez at the Pharsalia Race Trace and the

courthouse, on October 18 and at Meadville on October 21 he gave an-
other stirring speech calling for the citizens to do as the First Mis=-
sissippi Rifles had done at Buena Vista and rally around Jefferson
Davis. He attempted to divide what he called 'weak Democrats' following
Foote from the 'crafty Whigs' by pointing out how the Union Democrats
were aiding the Whigs to gain the governorship and both Mississippi
seats in the United States Senate., He blamed the divided state of the
country upon the Whigs and the Compromise of 1850. But the best re=-
ceived part of his speeches was the call to support Davis just as the
First Mississippi Rifles had rallied under his heroic leadership at
Buena Vista.

On October 25 and 29, Cooper's advocates published attacks on
Alexander K. Farrar's legislation, "An Act to suppress trade and barter
with slaves; and for other purposes,' which he introduced while a
Representative of Adams County in the state legislature in 1850. Cri-
ticism was directed to Farrar's '"Pet Law'" in an attempt to alienate the

support of the small business operator, who stood to lose from $450 to
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$500 and court costs and serve from one to twelve months in the county
jail if a slave were permitted to remain in the place of business more
than fifteen minutes with the door closed. It was a difficult law to
observe, and the storekeepers did not like it, but there was little
political utility in courting the vote of such a small minority. Far-
rar's adherents worked among a more numerous group of voters, the non-
slaveholding farmers, as one observer reported after the election:
"Against Gen. GCooper reports were circulated of a private character,
tending to make a breach between himself and the poor but honest voters.
These reports had attached to them the names of respectable men, in
order to give better currency to the counterfeit, They were discovered
two days before the election, andbon investigation, turned out to be

perfectly untrue., Though, of course, it is much more easy to spread

than to stop a report."4

Returns of the November 3 and 4 election were strongly in favor of
Farrar, with Gooper losing by a vote of 335 to 388 in his home county
and by a majority of 224 in Farrar's home county of Adams. Cooper lost
the election by a substantial majority, but his margin of loss was com-
parable to vote deficits in Adams and Wilkinson counties encountered by
Davis and by former governor Brown, who was running for the United
States House of Representatives. Davis lost to Foote, but Brown gained
reelection., This was the last time Cooper sought an elective office.
A reportvthat Cooper was appointed as clerk of the High Court of Errors
and ‘Appeals in mid-November was found to be false, the pbst going to a
resident of Jackson, Mississfépi.

The year 1852, following his defeat in 1851, was a low point in

Cooper's political career. It is likely that he worked '"in the ranks,"

Kl
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as he had indicated a willingness to do on earlier occasions, in the
presidential election. Cooper was not favorably impressed with the
Whig candidate, Winfield Scott, who he had met at Brazos Island in the
Mexican War and afterwards judged to be ''a magnificent humbug." How-
ever, he did not take a leading role in the election to the extent of
engaging in public or open letter writing on behalf of Franklin Pierce,
the Democratic candidate, in the Woodville or Natchez newspapers.,

Cooper was frustrated politically from the time he left the First
Mississippi Rifles in 1847 until the election of Pierce in 1852, After
entering two of the three elections and losing both times, he reached a
point in his political career when it began to look doubtful that he
could break the losing pattern, His 1847 defeat was a close race, a
contest which he willingly entered, and lost to a strong candidate, But
in 1851 he reluctantly entered the race against Farrar, knowing that the
Democratic State Rights Party was in trouble because the Whigs had suc=-
cessfully associated it in the public mind with disunion and secession,
He accepted the candidacy and worked hard for the party in a losing
cause, The response that he made to his political party's call in 1851
was one that should have built up an accumulation of good will for him
among the Democratic Party leaders.

By 1852, Cooper was thirty=-six years old, a veteran of the Mexican
War, and a former Whig turned Democrat. He had won the two elections
in which he represented the Whig Party, but since turning Democrat he *
failed in all three attempts at elective office. In the field of po-
litical preferences that were available to him in 1852, he was a Demo-
crat and a state rights advocate, but not so extreme in his thinking as

to forsake compromise if Southern interests could be preserved. His
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natural optimism was dampened and his incipient ambition thwarted by
the reversals suffered in the post-Mexican War period. In his search
for an effective method of increasing his'personal influence and ad-
vancing the interests of the slaveholding states; as he perceived them

to be, it was apparent that he needed an alternative to elective office.
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GHAPTER V
AS CHOCTAW INDIAN AGENT

In an attempt to take advantage of his military service and self-
less support of his party, Cooper sought the aid of his former command-
ing officer, Jefferson Davis. Davis, who had resigned from the United
States Senate in 1851 to enter the gubernatorial campaigny succeeded
Quitman as the leader of the Democratic Party in Mississippi. Upon the
nomination of Pierce in 1852 as the Democratic éresidential candidate,
Davis campaigned for him in Mississippi and Louisiana. They had been
friends since 1837, when Davis, on a visit to Washington, D.C,, first
met Pierce, who was then a membef of the‘United States House of Repre-
sentatives from New Hampshiréa After Pierce's election in Novembernﬁe
persuaded Davis to accept the cabinet post of Secretary of War, an ap-
pointment reluctantly acquiesced in at the last moment.

Before Davis decided to accept the appointment, Cooper went to
Brierfield, Davis' home south of Vicksburg, and obtained a letter of
introduction on February 3, 1853, recommending him for an appointmeq; in
Pierce's administration. After an introductory statement, Davis stated
that Cooper served with him in the Mexican War and 'we have stood shoul-
der to shoulder in all our political contests at home.'" Davis spoke of
Cooper as a brave soldier, a true American, an educated gentleman, and
an honest man, and "learning that he will be an applicant for an ap=-

pointment under your administration, with much pleasure and full
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confidence I commend him to your favorable consideration."2

Davis also recommended Cooper to Stephen Adams, United States
Senator from Aberdeen, Mississippi, on the same day. Davis informed
Adams that for his services in Mexico the country owed Cooper 'much
which it can repay.'" Cooper, he said, '"will be an applicant for an ap-
pointment under the incoming administration, and has Democrécy9 intel-
ligence, patriotism and unyielding integrity to commend him., If there
be a gate to which a Keeper is wanted who can neither be intimidated by
force, nor corrupted by fraud, I speak of Cooper as I know him when I
say he will answer for that post." Armed with two strong recommenda-
tions, Cooper returned to Mon Clova.

In preparing to present himself in Washington, Cooper sold fifteen
slaves for $5,300 and borrowed against forty-four others on February 15.
In April he was in Washington at the home of Pierre Soule on Pennsyl-
vania Avenue ''nearly opposite the National Hotel'" when he received word
that he had won an appointment. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs,
Géorge W. Manypenny, notified him that he had been appointed on April
18 by the President to be agent to the Choctaw Indians, replacing the
present agent, William Wilson. The duration of his term was to be un-
til the end of the next session of the Senate, which was to convene De-
cember 5, 1853. He met and obtained an interview with the Secretary of
the Interior, Robert McClelland, the ex-governor of Michigan. Later, on
April 25, he wrote to McClelland, explaining that he was still in
Washington because he had learned that there were questions in dispute
between the Choctaw and Chickasaw Indians and that '"'a few days spent
here would be profitably employed in getting a thorough knowledge of

those matters.'' He asked McClelland for his views on the dispute
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between the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations and because his suspicions
were aroused by reports, sugggsted that further disbu;sements by the
agent from the-Choctaw emigration fund be suspended until after he could
succeed Wilson.,4

Cooper told McClelland: "It would no doubt serve the views of cer-
tain parties to have as much delay as possible before the present agent
is relieved. 1In fact, some enquiries have been made; as to when I ex-
pect to be ‘at the Agency, and, what route I shall travel.'" He con=
cluded with the observation that "I am, as you have been informed, very
anxious to get off, but, am willing to remain as long as it is neces-
sary to do so, being still more desirous to start right upon the duties
of the agency to which the President has been pleased to appoint me."
Cooper's letter was routinely referred to the Commissioner of Indian
Affairs.5

When Cooper received his notice of appointment from Manypenny, he
was instructed to take the oath of office and execute a bond in the
penal sum of $20,000 with two or more sureties 'whose sufficiency must
be attested by a’District Judge or United States District Attorney.'" He
was to file the oath of office and the bond at the Superintendency of
Indian Affairs in Van Buren, Arkansas. There he was to receive in=
structions and through that office "all your correspondence with this
office will be conducted,'" Manypenny explained. '"The Superintendent
will be instructed to require Mr. Wilson to turn over to you upon your
executing a receipt, all money and other public property in his hands.”6

It was to comply with these instructions that Cooper departed from
Washington for Wilkinson County via the Ohio and Mississippi rivers.,

En route, at Cincinnati, Ohio, on April 30, he contacted Davis, revealing
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the closeness of their friendship{at this time and his thinking con-
cerning Choctaw Indian agency problemsﬁ‘ He brought to the attention of
Davis two or three points ''connected with the agency to which, thrqugh
your kind exertions, 1 have been appointed.' He suggested thaf the
Superintendency of Indian Affairs at Van Buren was not necessary and.
that he, as Choctaw agent, could ex officio act as superintendent and
save the cost of the second salary. In addition, the agent for the
Choctaws could perform the duties of agent for the Chickasaws. The com-=
bined agencies would give the agent ''greater influence with both tribes,
which, if properly exerted would be conducive to an amicable settlement
of the questions in dispute between the two tribes.'" He surmised that
the troubles arising between the Choctaws and Chickasaws were being
fomented by persons hoping to profit from their quarrels.

He was aware that these matters were not in Davis' charge, but he
was concerned with the problems of emigration, such as how to identify
the Choctaws remaining in Mississippi and how to keep the Choctaws who
emigrated to stay in the Choctaw Nation west of Arkansas after they had
been paid., He asked Davis to give him his views on these subjects
"privately as a friend.'" Even though Davis was occupied with other
business, he urgea9 "if you could think of it, and in such way as may
seem best, impress your views upon the President and Secretary of the
Interior I should feel greatly obliged,"

Cooper expressed a degree of anxiety about retaining the confi-
dence of the administration, noting that almost every man who came to
him had ''some private purpose to subserve' and that he was '"extremely
liable to be deceived.'' He earnestly promised: "I shall endeavor to

guard against all efforts to entrap me...and to discharge my whole duty
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to the government and to the people among whom I shall represent the
governﬁent."

He‘concluded by explaining to Davis that Henry Latrobe, the son of
John H, B, Latrobe and his first wife Margaret Stuart, would be ap«
proaching Dévis for a recommendation. Henry Latrobe had sﬁudiedrlaw,
but was seeking appbintment to a consulate in Venezuela. Henry Latrobe
was a Democrat '"against the wishes of his mother's family, the Stuarts,
who are you know highly respectable and influential‘Whigs and deserves
credit," Cooper suggested, '"for his independenceo”7

Davis sent Cooper's communication through the Department of the In-
terior to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs by May 7. Of the problems
anticipated, the most immediate was the difficulty of preventing repe-
tition of payments for emigration. Payments to sponsors of partieé of
emigrating Choctaws were temporarily suspended by the end of May.,8

In the meantime, Cooper proceeded to Wilkinson County, then to New
Orleans, spending May 10 and 11 on business there before returning to
Waodville by May 15, when he repaid an overdue note to Cotesworth P.
Smith through his trustee, Truxton Davidson., Patrick F. Keary, Cooper's
friend since Jefferson College days, and Hardy H. Herbert, a wealthy
resident of southern Wilkinson County, signed as suretieé for Cooper's
Office of Indian Affairs bond on May 17.9

On his recent trip to New Orleans, Cooper learned that attempts had
been made to weaken Davis' influence in Pierce's cabinet. Davis' po-
litical enemies in Mississippi were circulating a rumor that he had at-
tempted to have the Mississippi legislature return him to the United
States Senate. In notifying Davis in Washington of this development, he

also told of an attempt made to involve him as an Indian agent in
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profiteering in slave trade between the Choctaw Nation and markets in
Mississippi. Cooper thought he saw in this the work of his bitter po-
litical enemy, the ex-judge of the High Court of Erfors and Appeals,
Je. S. B, Thacher. It was his opinion that Thacher would use such in=
formation, if it were forthcoming, to get Secretary of the Interior
McClelland, a reformer, to dismiss'him;ﬁas.Mcdlelland‘had done recently
in another instance to which C;oper alludéd.ro :

The Cooper family remained at Mon Clova while he completed the task
of complying with the instructions and took up his duties at the Choctaw
agency west of Fort Smith, Arkansas. At Vicksburg on May 23 he took the
oath of office and his bond was approved by United States District At-
torney Horatio J. Harris, The bond was accompanied by a certificate of
Wi&liam H. Brown, clerk, and Petef V. David, presiding judge of the
Southern District of the State of Mississipﬁi9 certifying to the suf-
ficiency of his bond. By May 25 he completed his preparation and de-=
parted from Vicksburg for Fort Smith énd Van Buren, via the Mississippi
and Arkansas rivers, where he filed the oath of office and bond with
Thomas S. Drew, the Superintendent of Indian Affairs for the Southern
Superintendency, upon his arrival on June l. Drew, recéntly appointed
to his position, had arrived on May 17 to succeed John Drennen, who
prior to becoming superintendent was agent to the Choctaws from May 29,
1849, until Wilson replaced him on June 30, 185l. Cooper reported to
the Choctaw agency at Skullyville, on the Arkansas ﬁivef in the north-
eastern corner of the Choctaw Nation, on June 2 and completed the trans=-
fer of public money and property two days later.

The Choctaw Nation was bordered on the north by the Arkansas aﬁd

South Canadian rivers, by the Red River on the south, by the Arkansas
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state line on tﬁe east, and on the west by a line from the source of the
South Canadian ﬁiver and, according to the Treaty of 1830, "if in the
limits of the United States, or to those limits, thence due soyth to
Red River." The title to this land was held in fee simple by the na=
tion as conveyed to them by the United States in the second article of
the Tfeaty of 1830 as partial compensation for the lands east of the Mis=-
siissippi9 primarily in Mississippi, ceded to the United States. By a
convention entered into by the Choctaws and Chickasaws in 1837, the
western portion of this land was to be used by the Chickasaws and '"held
on the same terms that the Choctaws now hold it, except the right of
disposing of ity which is held in common with the Choctaws and Chicka-
saws,'" This western portion was the Chickasaw District of the Choctaw
Nationy, and was represented on the Choctaw General Council equally with
each of the three Choctaw districts, that is, Moshoiatubbee in the
north;\Apukshunnubbee in the southeast, and Pushmataha in the southwest.
The funds of each nation were controlled by their separate councils.

The eastern boundary of the Chickasaw District? as it was de=
scribed in the Convention of 1837, began '"on the north bank of the Red
River; at the mouth of Island Bayou, about eight or ten miles below the
mouth of [the] False Washita [River], thence running north along th?
main channel of [Island Bayou] to its source.'" From that point thé
watershed or dividing ridge between the Washita River and the '"Low Blue'
River formed the boundary line up to the intersection with the Fort
Gibson=Fort Washita road. The road then became the boundary line up to
the line dividing the Mosholatubbee and Pushmataha districts. The
boundéry then followed the Mosholatubbee-Pushmataha district line east=-

ward to the source of Brushy Creek and downstream or northward to where
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Brushy Creek '"flows into fhe Canadian River, fen or twelve miles above
the mouth of the south fork of the Canadian." Definition of the line,
while sufficient for the conditions existing in 1837, haa become in-
adequate in the ensuing sixteen years and was one of the points of con=
tention between the Choctaws and Chickasaws when Cooper first arrived
at Skullyville as the Choctaw agentnl3

The main settlements or towns, Cooper learned9 were Doaksville'and
Eagletown in the southeastern part of the Choctaw Nationj; Perryville, to
the west and slightly south of Skullyville on the road from Fort Gibson
southwest to Texas; and Boggy Depot, near the junction of the Fort Gib-
son road and Clear Béggy River, to the southwest of Perryville., The
Chickasaw towné'were generally located in the eastern part of their dis-
tr}cta Rugglesville; sometimes called Hatisbo;o9 was on the Washita »
River near Fort Washita., Upstream to the northwest was Tishomingo City.
Other focal pointsvfor the Chickasaws were Pontotoc, Colbert, and Burney
which were alsc in the eastern part of the Chickasaw District. The
nearest military posts in the area were Fort Towson, near Doaksville;
Fort Washita, near Hatisboro; and Fort Gibson, in the Cherokee Nation
to the northwest of Fort Smith.

Besides the major problem of the growing dissatisfaction among the
Chickasaws with their condition within the Choctaw governmental system,
Cooper was confronted .with more immediate concerns. The.money and val=
uable records of the agency were being kept in a fireproof safe that
Wilson had purchased with his personal funds after having received a
large amount of public money during the previous winter and having in=-
sufficient time to get the Department of the Interior to give prior ap=
proval of?such‘arpurchagﬁjy%Wilspgvhad not subseéquently requested the

Department of the Interior to give its approval and compensate him, so
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Cooper recommended to Commissioner Manypenny that this be done and, in
the meantime, he was placed in the awkward position of being obligated
to the man he replaced.

Another inconvenience for Cooper was the fact that Wilson did not
submit all of the records of the agency. It was necessary for Wilson to
close his accounts, that is, account for disbursements made since he
last submitted his quarterly accounts for approval by the Office of In-
dian Affairs and the Second Auditor of the United States Treasury.
Wilson retained possession of the records showing who had been paid for
emigrating to the Choctaw Nation west of Arkansas. Also, he withheld
the rolls pertaining to compensation for land that Choctaw families had
held east of the Mississippi River or land for which the govermment had
issued scrip in payment, one-half to be received after they had removed
to the Choctaw Nation west of Arkansag. Almost one;half of the scrip
due the Choctaws was never issued to them. Instead, the government
"funded" it for them, that is, promised to pay the claimants five per-
cent annually based on a value of $1.25 per acre. These records on
which the claimants had signed in receipt of payment, called '"Receipted
Rolls Funded Interest Scrip,! were also kept by Wilson in order to com=
pile his statement of accounts. After using them for this purpose, how-
ever, he retained them waiting for notification of the exceptions taken
by the Office of Indian Affairs and the Second Auditor of the United
States Treasury. It was not unusual that there should be items disal-
lowed because of technicalities or incomplete information. The absence
of these records from the agency, in the interim, handicapped Cooper in
trying to ascertain those Choctaws who had been paid and those who still

had legitimate claims against the government.

A party of fifteen Choctaws recently immigrated from Mississippi
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were waiting at the agency when Cooper arrived on June 2, He deter-
mined that at least two of the party had previously immigrated and had
been paid, but informed Commissioner Manypenny that he wished to pay the
remaining thirteen, provided they could prove their claim, because they
had departed Mississippi before the temporary suspension of emigration
payments. However, there were not enough funds to pay them. Cooper
made several suggestions to the Commissioner regarding a policy which
would prevent double payment of a claim against the government due to
inadequate identification of the claimants or their heirs,

Cooper also asked for approval of his change in furnishing sub-
sistence to the newly arrived emigres. It was the prevailing practice,
he said, to issue fresh beef for two, three, and even six weeks in sum-
mer, as well as winter. And if the commissary was of the opinion that
the emigres planned to stay, a twelve months ration of beef on the hoof
was issued. He made changes in this system, forbidding issuance of live
beef and ordering the commissary to issue subsistence rations weekly,

a four day supply of fresh beef and a three day ration of salt cured
meat., This reduced the spoilage of meat and stopped the emigres from
selling the live beef before returning to Mississippi.

The problem of subsistence and emigration continued to be a part of
Cooper's work as an agent for several years. An additional facet of his
work sprang from the Choctaw participation on the side of the United
States in the wars with England and her Indian allies. Choctaws and
Chickasaws who served, for example, with Ferdinand Leigh Claiborne and
the militia against the Creek Indians in 1813 were among those made
eligible for bounty land. Claimants, either the veterans or their

heirs, continued to file through Cooper's agency as part of the regular
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business during his entire career as an agent. The bounty land war-
rants he helped secure for the Choctaws and Chickasaws numbered in the
hundreds and sometimes required extensive research in Mississippi,
Georgia; Tennessee, or Louisiana to substantiate.

Wilson continued to make problems for Cooper as he began his career
as an Indian agent. On July 5 Cooper reported a misunderstanding be=
tween them over the extent of the agency grounds., Wilson contended
that a field which intervened between the agency buildings and theiso~
called '""Agency landing' to the west on a bend in the Arkansas Riverlwas
not a part of the agency grounds. The former agents had cultivated the
field and Wilson, with the understanding that there was no reserve for
the agency, thought he could dispose of the field to anyoﬁe he chose,
namely his friend Edmund McKinny, issuing commissary at Skullyville.
Cooper maintained that there was a reserve, citing an order dated
April 13, 1833, from the War Department directing Major Francis W. Arm-
strong to lay off and mark a reserve for the agency. He asked Commis-
sioner Manypenny on July 5 to forward a copy of Armstrong's report and
map to him and, also, if the field and agency landing were not included
originally, to be granted the authority to extend the agency reserve to
include them. Cooper justified his recommendation on the ground that
steamboats which ‘stopped at the landing frequently furnished liquor to
the Indians and fhat control of the landing and the land between it and
the agency would help him enforce the law against this practice.

The replacement of former superintendent Drennen, agent Wilson,
and lesser clerical help was not a completely peaceful transition. In
July, George W, Clarke, the clerk in the superintendent's office in Van

Buren was dismissed, He leveled a charge at the chief clerk in the
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Office of Indian Affairs in Washington, Charles E. Mix, as he gave up
his position. Clarke informed Commissioner Manypenny through the of=-
ficial mail on July 18, 1853; knowing itvwou}d pass through the chief
clerk's hands, that he had 'no desire to fill any station in a Depart=
ment of Government where...Mix is kept in as the confidential and chief
clerk, a man who has been guilty for several years of...affording fa-
cilities to speculators in their...frauds upon the Government and
Indians,' Clarke said that he intended to '"'expose and rebuke' Mix in
the néwspapers and left no doubt that he would search for any evidence
that linked Mix and his friends with wrongdoing.

Cooper was visited at the Choctaw agency, after having been at
work about two months, by the surveying party directed to explore and
mark the so=-called Thirty=-fifth Parallel route for a railroad to the
Pacific Coast., The party, with its wagons, mules, and cattle herd, was
under the command of First Lieutenant Amiel Weeks Whipple of the United
States Army Corps of Topographical Engineers, . Whipple; who graduated
fifth in his class at the United States Military Academy in 1841, was an
experienced surveyor who had engaged in surveying the northeastern
boundary of the United States from 1844 to 1849 and the boundary between
the United States and Mexico in the years prior to beginning the present
expedition., The Whipple party was at Skullyville beginning its trek to
California when an incident forced Cooper to act as judge in a dispute
between Whipple, a white resident, and a Choctaws

Whipple had purchased a cow and calf from John G. Ring, the owner
of "Ring's Rancho," to add to the herd being driven by the surveying
party. When ready to depart, Whipple recorded: "I was told an Indian

woman claimed my best cow and calf bought of Mr. Ring and stood at the
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gate not permitting the herders to drive her out, Mr. Ring I found at
the spot; He said the cow was his--now mine--and to take her. The In~
dians persisted that she was theirs.'" Whipple, was was riding to téke
leave of Cooper when told of the trouble, submitted the question to
him, Cooper ruled that the cow and calf should be left with the Choc~
taw woman and that Ring should refund Whipple's money. Cooper's de-
cision, Whipple noted; was followed 'to the annoyance of Mr. Ring and
to the delight of the Indians who thus as I believe took away what
hoPestly belonged to the White man.'" Coopery, by making such a decision,
however, did not affect the changes of the surveying party's success
and kept the object of contention between Ring and the Choctaw woman in
the vicinity where an appeal could be made to his ruling,22

In November, 1853, Cooper was called upon to defend his appointment
as agent replacing Wilson., Lieutenant Whipple had implied that there
was at least some objection to the removal of Wilson when he described
Cooper as "a high minded and honorable gentleman...[who] bids fair to
succeed his lamented predecessor in the deep affection of this people.
The former agent...by devoting all the energy both of his body and mind
to improve the condition of Choctaws, won their admiration9 respect, and
love, It was with extreme reluctance that they accepted anyone in his

place." 1In October or early November;, the Cotton Plant, a Washington,

D,C., publication circulated among the Indians and claiming to be their
especial friend, carried an article that brought Cooper to his own de-
fense.23

The article criticized the government with reference to the Choctaw

agency, alleging ''that removal of the Old 'Schoolmaster' and friend of

the Indians [Wilson], to make way for a person 'whom nobody knows' in
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opposition to the 'Protest' of the People...was exceedingly unaccept-
able." Cooper denied that the Choctaws had authorized any protest and
explained the criticism as the work of one Choctaw who had gone to
Washington under a completely unrelated authorization. To protect his
reputation in Washington, he sent to the Office of Indian Affairs a copy
of a resolution recently passed by the Choctaw General Council commend=-
ing him for his efficient and frank manner when called upon for con=
sultation,2

There was a reason for Cooper's sensitivity about his appointment
and tenure. He was assured of his position only until the adjournament
of the United States Senate, which was to convene on December 5, 1853, a
condition of his appointment causing him to be anxious to establish him=-
self with Choctaw leaders, Chief Clérk Mix in the Office of Indian Af-
fairs, Commissioner of Indian Affairs Manypenny, and Secretary of the
Interior McClelland, If he neglected any of the hierarchy, it was the
Superintendent of Indian Affairs at Van Buren. He repeatedly bypassed
that office by writing directly to Manypenny and McClelland, contrary
to his original instructions which were to conduct all of his official
co}respondence through the superintendent's office. These instructions
were repeated when, on August 20, the commissioner noted that of eight
letters from Cooper, four were referred from McClelland's office, three
were sent directly to the commissioner, and only one had been sent via
the superintendent's office. In justification of Cooper's reluctance
to conform, the superintendent's office was not always able to make
copies promptly, compose cover letters, and avoid confuging them with
other agent's mail when forwarding them, Cooper was impatient with any

cause for delay and realized that the chances for a reappointment were
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toc be based primarily upon his ability to deal promptly and satisfact-
orily with the problems of the Choctaws.25

In September, 1853, Cooper had reported that Choctaw problems
centered on emigration, education, liquor, and public health. Too many
emigres were returning to their former homes east of the Mississippi
River, too many Choctaws were not being educatgd because there was no
system of common or neighborhood schools, and there was ‘a serious
shortage of trained millers, blacksmiths, and other artisans. Importa-
tion and sale of intoxicating liquors was carried on extensively de-
spite the patrol efforts of each district's light-horse police. Al=-
though Cooper reported that the general health of the Choétaw people
for the current season was good, he deplored the lack of "scientific
physicians." On the disagreements between the Choctaws and Chickasaws
arising from the Gonvention of 1837, he was hopeful that they would be
settled satisfactorily in. a meeting soon to be held by commissioners ap=-
pointed by the two tribese26

The Chickasaws were agitating for a change before Cooper became
the Choctaw agent and Andrew Jackson Smith, agent for the Chickasaws,
indicated on April 25, 1853, that Sampson Folsom and Benjamin S, Love
were among the most outspoken advocates for separation of the Chickasaws
from the Choctawg. It was Smith's advice to Commissioner Manypenny that
both tribes would ''be better off' if this were done, both with regard
to their governments and the land. By Article IV of the Convention of
1837 any disagreement over the construction to be placed: on the terms
of the convention which could not be settled by the two tribes was to
be decided by the Choctaw agent and was subject to appeal to the Presi-

27 .
dent of the United States. <
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The Office of Indian Affairs concurred with Smith and, in late
June, Acting Commissioner Mix instructed Cooper and Smith to cooperate
in preserving the peace and promoting the prosperity of the two tribes.
The Office of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior had no
objection to a separation of the Choctaws and Chickasaws and expressed
the opinion that ''the independence of each would conduce to the happi-~
ness of both."28

When the Chickasaw commissioners tried to reach an agreement with
the Choctaw commissioners in a meeting held at Doaksville, Choctaw Na-
tion, in early November, 1853, the Choctaws were unwilling to make
commitments on any major points. The Choctaw commissioners were not
aware that '"any real cause for complaint' existed between their nation
and the Chickasaws, but as there seemed to be some dissatisfaction they
assured the Chickasaw commissioners they would communicate '"in the same
spirit of friendship and brotherly love which prompted our people first
to receive the Chickasaws into our Nation as citizens.'" The Chicka-
saws made no progress toward separation at the meeting, however, as the
Choctaws preferred the status quo and left settlement of any ''material
difference on any important point...to the authorities agreed on in
the Compact of 1837," their agent. It was agreed that commissioners
from the two tribes would meet again in May, 1854.29

Cooper accepted thg réSpOnSiﬁility for trying to settle the ques-
tions referred to him under the stipulations of the Convention of 1837,
including a clear definition of the eastern boundary of the Chickasaw
District. He recommended to Manypenny that, as a preliminary step to
settlement of the boundary question, the country along the route of the

boundary between the Red and Canadian rivers be examined and charted by
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a topographical engineer. Although the Choctaws did not favor recog-
nition of the Chickasaw agitation for separate jurisdiction as a prob-
lem, Cooper hoped that this question could be brought to a final
settlement through the combined efforts of Agent Smith, the commissioners
of the two tribes; and himselfo3

Concurrently with the meeting of the commissioners, the Choctaw
General Council had passed a resolution, on November 9, 1853, creating
a delegation to be sent to Washington to institute "a claim upon the
United States, for the pay and remuneration of the country which they
ceded to the United States Government, east of the Mississippi River." .
The delegation, consisting of Peter P. Pitchlynn, Israel Folsom, Dixon
W. Lewis, and Samuel Garland, was ''clothed with full power to settle and
dispose of by treaty, or otherwise, all and every claim and interest of
the Choctaw people.'" The council also resolved that Cooper be re-
quested to accompany the delegation to Washington '"to aid them with his
counsel and official influence."31

On November 30, 1853, Commissioner Manypenny added to Cooper's
problems by inquiring on the possibility of the Choctaws alloﬁing the
Delaware and other tribes to settle within their national boundaries.
The inquiry was delayed, due to Superintendent Drew's absence obtaining
funds in New Orleans, and did not reach Cooper until January, 1854. 1In
the meantime, Cooper asked Secretary of the Interior McClelland for per-
mission to come to Washington sometime before the next meeting of the
Choctaw and Chickasaw commissioners, which was scheduled for May, 1854,
to consult with the Commissioner of Indian Affairs personally on the is-
sue of separation of the two tribes and other Choctaw matters.

When Manypenny received notice on December 12, 1853, that the
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Choctaws were sending a delegation to Washington, he suspended all ac=-
tion on his inquiry regarding settlement of other tribes on Choctaw
land. On receipt of Cooper's letter on December 28, 1853, asking per-
mission to come to Washington, Manypenny directed that Cooper do so
"with the least delay consistent with the duties' of his office.
Cooper, who was still at his agency on January 20, 1854, advised Many-
penny that it may be possible for other tribes to be settled on Choctaw
land, but that the Choctaws would never give up the title to any land
that the colonizing tribes would use., On the same day, Superintendent
Drew, who had returned from New Orleans, notified Manypenny that he 'was
informed by Agent Cooper that a Choctaw Delegation...had set out for
Wa;hington before your dispatch reached him. The object of their visit
eeeis foreign to the subject matter of your letter, and relates,; I
think, to a settlement under the indemnifying clause of the treaty of
1830.”‘33

Cooper reported to Drew on February 16, 1854, at Fort Smith, the
superintendent's office having been relocated there the previous Novem=
ber, and then departed for his home in Mississippi en route to Washing-
ton., President Pierce had reappointed Cooper as agent for a four year
term on February 8, but the formal notification from Commissioner Many-
penny, dated March 6, arrived at the agency about the same time that
Cooper departed from Mon Clova for Washington., Cooper's first transac-
tion with the Office of Indian Affairs after his arrival there was on
March 18 when he submitted his statement of receipts and disbursements
of public money for the preceding January and February.

In March, the Chickasaws were preparing to send delegates to Wash=

ington, too. On March 6, Holmes Colbert was appointed by William Kemp,
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principal chief, to replace delegate designate Sampson Folsom, who was
unable to go to Washington at that time. Nine days later Kemp ap=-
pointed Cyrus Harris to replace Jackson Frazier, who had resigned his
place on the delegation. The delegation that appeared in Washington to
comply with an act of the Chickasaw National Council of December 21,
1853, authorizing them to request that $300,000 be withdrawn from their

national fund, consisted of Holmes Colbert, Benjamin S. Love, Winchester

Colbert, James T. Gaines, and Cyrus Harris. Their request of May 2 to
Manypenny that $300,000 be placed in the hands of Agent Smith and held
subject to the order of the commissioners appointed to treat with the
Choctaws for political separation was forwarded to Secretary McClelland
with Manypenny's approval on May 11. The commissioner also recommended
that the amount of $25,000 be advanced; in compliance with the dele-
gates' privately expressed wishes, presumably for use while they were
still in Washington.

And so Cooper, the Choctaw delegation, and the Chickasaw dele-
gation were all in Washington at the same time. He knew that the
Choctaws wénted9 as their main objective, to press their claim for re-
muneration for the land and other property given up in their removal
west of the Mississippi River under the Choctaw Treaty of 1830, for
which they had not already been compensated. The Chickasaws were in
Washington to obtain funds with which they hoped to gain complete inde-
pendence from the Choctaws, that is, recognition of their claim for
title to the land in the Chickasaw District and political separation
from the Choctaw government. A clear definition or a satisfactory redef-
inition of the Chickasaw eastern border was necessary to their purposes.
The Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior

had yet a different objective. Their primary purpose was to negotiate
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with the Choctaws for settlement of the Delaware aﬁd other tribes upon
their land. The only objective held in common by any of the three par-
ties was that advanced by the Chickasaws, and supported by the Depart-
ment of the Interior, which sought political separation from the
Choctaws.,

Cooper, in Washington from March 18 through Jﬁﬁe 3, 1854, worked
hard to promote the interests of Lhe Choctaws and to alleviate the prob=
lems of his agency among them. He consulted with the delegates and
added his support to their request for an additional force of Choctaw
light-horse police, These would be funded by the Choctaws from money
held by the federal government and placed under Cooper's direction to
prevent introduction of intoxicating liquor. Cooper‘recommended that
all the boundaries be either surveyed or resurveyed and marked with
permanent monuments. In conjunction, he urged that & reconnaissance of
the whole country be made, mapping topographical, mineralogical, and
geological information. Before the end of March he also suggested that
the agency be relocated; preferably at Fort Towson, in compliance with
the wishes of the delegation.

After careful preparation he submitted, on April 8, a detailed plan
whereby removal of Choctaws to their nation west of Arkansas could be
resumed and they could be subsisted satisfactorily after removal. This
was a major concern of his and he was gratified when less than a month
later both Manypenny and McClelland approved his plan with only minor
alterations. He was given the general superintendence of removal of the
remaining Choctaws, at no increase in pay, and funds were made available
for execution of the plan,

On April 18 he inquired of McClelland regarding a reserve of
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Choctaw land for his use as agent.s McClelland made an immediate and
favorable response, directing Manypenny to '"take the necessary steps to
carry out the suggestion of agent Cooper,'" This success was tempered
by the refusal of the Secretary of the Interior, on May 4, to approve
of the Choctaw resolution releasing the '"Trust fund due orphan claim-
ants'" and "Award due Choctaw claimants under Act of July 1852'" account
balances for application toward establishing a system of neighborhood
or common schools, The decision was a disappointment to the Choctaws
who shared Cooper's enthusiasm for education of the general public and
(

thought they had found a way to finance itg38

Cooper also conducted a considerable amount of routine agency bus=-
iness. After approval of his plan for removal and subsistence was
granted, he hired an issuing commissary, William E., Gildart, and asked
approval of his employment on May 12, Manypenny approved Gildart's
contract, which was to begin on November 1, 1854, at a salary of $45
per month. Cooper received $2,500 on behalf of the delegation on May
19 and delivered their receipt to the Office of Indian Affairs on May
23, In the middle of the month, Cooper asked for $750 as part of his
salary, and another $750 as contingent expenses for his agency. He
also reminded the commissioner of the importance of making the quarterly
payments for the benefit of the Choctaw schools, He was allowed the ad=
vance on his salary and the contingency fund, but Manypenny did not re=
mit the funds for the schools and postponed consideration.39

In the meantime, events were happening which were to involve
Cooper in the initial phase of the so=-called Net Proceeds Claim. On
April 5, the Choctaw delegation offered a proposal to Manypenny whereby

all outstanding claims by the Choctaws against the government of the
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United Statgs could be settled, Manypenny reported the proposal favor=-
ably to the Secretary of the Interior, approving their recommendation.
that Cooper be assigned the task of conferring with the Choctaw delega-
tion and conducting the investigative work necessary to determine the
character and extent of the Choctaw claims. Cooper was also to suggest
what arrangement may be required to make the settlement, Cooper was
informed of Secretary McClelland's concurrence and.given his instruc=
tions on April 20.,4O

During the following weeks in Washington, while attending to the
duties of his agency, he also made an attempt to investigate the Choctaw
claimss The basis of their claims was the Treaty of 1830 and, spe-
cifically, Article 18, By its terms, the land ceded to the United
States was to remain a fund pledged to the payment of the several
aAounts secured by the Choctaws according to the terms of the treaty.
The benefits had not been paid to the Choctaws in their entirety, but
determination of the deficiency and the claimants was a task which would
be exceedingly difficult. To simplify the matter, the Choctaw delega-
tion urged that the net proceeds accruing to the United States as a re=
sult of sale of the land be awarded to the Choctaw Nation and it in
turn would accept responsibility for settling with the individual Choc-
taw claimants.

On May 25, Cooper reported to Manypenny that the Choctaw claims
amounted to $2,380,701 in a statement which he admitted was inaccurate
because of the short time allowed to do the investigating and the press
of regular duties aé the Choctaw agent. He could not vouch for the

amounts given him by the delegates and from other sources as the damages

and losses resulting from the hurried removal of the Choctaws, Other
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information was not compiled for him by the United States General Land
Office, a fact which compounded the problem of determining with ac-
curacy the extent of legitimate Choctaw claims. He expressed some
skepticism about the validity of the Choctaw construction placed upon
Article 18 of the Treaty of 1830 in tha; he doubted any legal claim to
the net proceeds of the land sale, in the strictest sense. In a moral
sense, he felt that there was an obligation on the part of government
to make a fair and reasonable settlement with the Choctaws. Although
he thought his statement of the extent of the claim was not an accurate
and satisfactory account, he hoped that it would enable the commissioner
to understand the '"nature' of the claim and to "institute such investi-
gation as will lead to a just and proper conclusion on the part of the

{

Government.'"" Manypenny forwarded Cooper's report to Secretary of the
Interior McClelland on May 31.42

McClelland did not act favorably on the report. That is, he did not
recommend further investigation withwa view to determining an amount to
be appropriated for settlement. Instead, he informed the Office of Indian
Affairs that the Choctaws had no legitimate claim against the government
on the basis argued in Cooper's report. In his opinion, the Choctaws
hady, by Article 3 of the Treaty of 1830, made an unqualified cession to
the United States of their land in Mississippi. McClelland explained fur-
ther: "The provision in Article 18 is nothing more than a pledge of the
lands for the payment of the several annuities secured by the Treaty."

If the annuities had not been paid, Manypenny should 'let Congress or one

of the Houses make a call upon the Indian Office and the Second Auditor
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]
for the necessary statements and reports.,"43

McClelland's refusal did not mean the end of Choctaw hopes for
recognition of their claim, but the failure to win a quick settlement
was disappointing to‘the Choctaw delegates and the legal counsel that
they had retained., Their principal counsellor, Albert Pike of Little
Rock, Arkansas, had signed a contract with Peter P, Pitchlynn and the
Choctaw delegation on March 13, 1854, to prosecute their claim., Pike's
fee was contingent upon the amount of settlement, of which he was to
receivé tweﬁty-five percent. Pitchlynn, in a private demand, exacted
a rebate of one-fifth of any fee Pike may receive. ; Pike induced John
T, Cochrane; a Washington claim agent and former chief clerk in the Of-
fice of Indian Affairs, to aid him in exchange for another fifth of his
contingency fee, When the commissioner and the Secretary of the In-
terior appeared sympathetic to the Choctaw proposal and to the Choctaw
delegation's broad hint to have Cooper investigate and report upon the
extent and nature of their claim; Pike returned to Arkansas feeling con~
fident that there would be early recognition and settlement of the
claim. After the negative response by McClelland, Cochrane began to
work for recognition of the Choctaw claim through Congress. Cooper had
become well acquainted with Cochrane, especially after Pike's departure,
when preparing his report in late April and prior to its presentation on
May 25.,44

Near the end of his first official visit to Washington, Cooper
asked the Choctaw delegation when it would be most convenient to resume
meetings with Chickasaw commissioners on the questions of the eastern
Chickasaw boundary and separation of the Chickasaw Nation, On June 2,

Pitchlynn and Garland guardedly replied that the second Monday in
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October would be the most suitable time to dispose of the question
""touching the privilege they desire of legislating for themselves within
the Chickasaw District of the Choctaw Nation.'" The next day when Cooper
forwarded this letter to Manypenny, he told of his expectation that the
boundary line '"between the Chickasaw and the other districts of the
Choctaw Nation" would be run if:it weré ﬁossible fo survey one that ful=
filled all the conditions of the line described in the Convention of
1837, If such a line could not be surveyed, sufficient topographical
information would be available to the commissioners to enable them to
agree upon a satisfactory line. He based his expectation on a favorable
response to hié request for the use of a topographical engineer ‘or,
that authority be granted for the employment of a competent person to
assist me in running the line.'" Cooper was authorized by Manypenny on
June 8 to use an army officer frqm Fort Washita, southeast of Tishomingo
near the disputed boundary, or to employ a competent pefson within the
Choctaw Nation.

But Cooper was already on his way to Mississippi when the authori-
zation was given. He was involved in overseeing a party of Choctaws
preparing to emigrate to their nation west of Arkansas. In his added
capacity as superintendent for removal, the details of his new plan had
to be implemented under his direction and he chose to do it personally.
In the course of those duties he made a trip to New‘Orleans and on his
return passed through Wilkinson County, where he visited briefly with
his family at Mon Clova. On his arrival at the agency at Skullyville on
July 15, he found in his waiting mail the welcome authorization to hire
a surveyor, GCamped about the agency were several unexpected emigfants

awaiting subsistence, for which he made arrangements., The next several
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days were spent in preparation to receive the emigrant party that he
had recently organized in Mississippi.

. Once these urgent demands were met, he complied with an order of
June 3, 1854, given him upon his departure from Washington, to relocate
the Choctaw agency near Doaksville at Fort Towson. A company of the
Seventh Infantry Regiment stationed at Fort Towson had been ordered on
April 7 to join the garrison at Fort Arbuckle, a military post located
west and slightly north of the Chickasaw town of Tishomingo on a tribu=
tary of the Washita River, The United States Department of War had
abandoned Fort Towson and turned it over to the Department of the In-
terior. The Choctaw delegation requested that the Choctaw agency be
relocated at the abandoned military post and Commissioner Manypenny's
order to Cooper was in compliance with the delegation's wishes. He was
to place the agency at Skullyville in the custody of a Choctaw tenant
and reserve the right, should he need to do business there, to take up
temporary quarters at the former agency. The tenant allowed to use the
agency was a prominent Choctaw and good friend of Cooper, Tandy Walker,
who had been a member of the lower house of the Choctaw General Council
for several years,

Oﬁ September 14, 1854, when Cooper arrived at Fort Towson with the
agency property and records, he saw why he had been ordered to stop
spending government funds for repair of the agency at Skullyville and
was advised to use them, if necessary, at Fort Towson. A windstorm had
swept through the buildings of Fort Towson on May 28 and much of the
damage was still evident., Four days after his arrival at Fort Towson,
Cooper strongly recommended to the Office of Indian Affairs that the

boundary of the agency reserve be made to coincide with the boundary of
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the abandoned military reserve in order to prevent disputes from arising
over who would be allowed to occupy the unused buildings. No matter how
the agency reserve would be bounded, he stated, it would be impossible
to conduct farming operations and "without the privilege of raising

corn and stock, no one who has a family to support can live in this
country, where supplies are enormously high, upon a salary of $1500 per
annum, "

In the meantime, Cooper had employed a civil engineer, R, L.
Hunter, whose professional experience included surveying the route of
the railroad from Little Rock to Fort Smith, to do a reconnaissance of
the disputed eastern Chickasaw border area for a fee of $1,000. Hunter
and his party began at the northern end of the line, on the South Ca-
nadian River, in September and completed the field work and mapping in
time for the Choctaw and Chickasaw commissioners to use the information
in their meetings that began at Doaksville on October 16, Moving the
start of the meetings from the second Monday to the third was for the
convenience of the commissioners and was not due to any delay in com=~
pleting the map of the border aréa949

As to the early progress of the meetings, Cooper and Smith, the
Chickasaw agent, were not optimistic that an agreement would be reached
on the basis of what they observed during the first three days. Their
reports to Drew, who was not in attendance at Doaksville, influenced
the superintendent to emphasize to Manypenny that the difficulty was not
in how the Convention of 1837 was being interpreted, but in the charac-
ter of the convention "and its unfavorable operations prejudicial to
the interests of the Chickasaws.'" Anything less than separate juris-

diction for the Chickasaws would not, in his judgment, alleviate the
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problem, and to bring about political separation would necessitate the
negotiation of a new treaty between the United States and the two
tribes.

The Chickasaws were unable to attain political separation in the
Doaksville meetings, but by November 4, 1854, the details regarding the
eastern Chickasaw boundary had been agreed upon by both tribes. The
line as described in the Convention of 1837 from Red River up to the
source of the east branch of the stream known as Island Bayou was re-
tained in the new agreement. From that point, the line was to run due
north to tﬁe South Canadian River. Confusing references to old roads
and "Brushy Creek'" were omitteds A provision was included to ensure
that Allen's or Wapanucka Academy remained in the Chickasaw District,
at least two miles from the boundary, even if an offset had to be made
in the north-south line, The new boundary was to be surveyed and per=
manently marked before August 1, 1855, at Chickasaw expense.

Shortly thereafter the Choctaw General Council passed a resolution
to retain the delegation in Washington and authorized them to 'continue
to press to final settlement all claims and unsettled business of the
Choctaws'" with the government of the United States. By the same resolu=
tion, the Choctaws asked that Cooper be authorized to go to Washington
to aid them. On November 16, Cooper transmitted the resolution to
Manypenny and requested clearance to come to Washington, not just for
the purpose stated in the Choctaw resolution but because both tribes
would be represented at Washington. '"And the Choctaws,' he confided,
""express to me privately an earnest desire that I should go on and aid
in placing their relations with the Government and Chickasaws on a

satisfactory and permanent basis.'" Since it was his opinion that the
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question of Chickasaw jurisdiction over a separate district, and othery
major differences, could only be settled by the government of the
United States, he felt he could ''render both the Choctaws and Chicka=-
saws as well as my Government important service by being at Washington
this winter.'

As 1854 came to an end, Cooper was having personal financial prob-
lems. In the second week in December he made a hurried trip to Wilkin=-
son County in a vain attempt to prevent the forced sale of nineteen of
his slaves. But legal action by nine creditors led to a sheriff's auc=
tion of these slaves at the courthouse door in Woodville on December 12,
Although it meant that he would continue to neglect his personal inter-
ests as a planter in Wilkinson County, Cooper received authorization in
December to come to Washington for negotiations with the Choctaw and
Chickasaw delegations, After packing the necessary records at the
agency in early January, 1855; he departed on his second official trip
to Washington and arrived there the first week in February, ready to
participate in the second round of negotiations,

The first eighteen months of Cooper's career as an Indian agent
reveals the many details which were a necessary part of his work, The
impediments placed in his way by the outgoing Choctaw agent, Wilson,
whether they were purposely done or were only incidental to the cumber~
some system, made the task more difficult. When his first appointment
was given for an unusually short term, he was frustrated by the delays
at the superintendent's office and tried doubly hard to succeed by often
ignoring administrative channels. His direct correspondence with
Secretary of the Interior McClelland, Secretary of War Davis, and Com=

missioner of Indian Affairs Manypenny reflects an eagerness to overcome
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the inertia inherent in the system in use at that time for handling
Indian affairs,

The fact that there was potent agitation among the Chickasaws for
separation from the Choctaws addedbto his résponsibilities since, by
the Convention of 1837, he was the first level of appeal on disputes
between the two tribes arising from that agreement., Such points of
disagreement as the eastern boundary of the Chickasaw ﬁistrict9 or any
other causes of Chickasaw discontent with the conditions imposed by the
Convention of 1837, placed Cooper in a somewhat impossible situation.
Since the real aim of Chickasaw agitation was to alter or dispense with
the 1837 agreement, even when Cooper was able to promote settlement of
the boundary location there were other points of Chickasaw dissatié;
faction, The energy and determination which he demonstrated in pushing
for a topographical survey that made agreement on a new and satisfactory
boundary line possible was uncommon-ambng Indian agents,

The willingness with which he accepted the additional responsi-
bility as superintendent of removal, at no additional pay, is evidence
of his strong desire that the Indian service be altered to deal more ef~-
fectively with the problems of emigration. His early suggestion that
one agent, presumably himself, serve both the Choctaws and Chickasaws
although not implemented up to this time, was another expression of his
desire to provide the most effective service possiblé.

In less than two years, Cooper made the transition from being a
Mississippi planter, not too successful in state and local politics, to
becoming an energetic and dedicated Indian agent. He was not forced to
work among wild tribes nor to live under conditions as primitive as some

of the agents. Instead, although the Choctaws were near the frontier
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they were sufficiently advanced in the ways of Western civilization to
make the conduct of their affairs complex, technical, and diplomatic-
ally difficult,

Work as an agent among the Choctaws appears to have attracted
Cooper as nothing else had., In general, his correspondence during this
period gave no hint of regret that he had not followed a military career
or that he had abandoned aspirations for elective political office in
Mississippi. The technical and legal aspects of the agency work, and
the opportunities afforded by his position to perform a worthy service
to the government and to the Choctaws, appear to have submerged his
earlier ambitions and provided a satisfactory outlet for his humanitar-
ian propensities, It is quite likely that he was less interested in
the management of Mon Clova than he was in continuing his work as Choc-
taw agent, especially the approaching negotiations in Washington in

1855,
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