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The oldest continuous Catholic newspaper in the United States

commenced publication on September 5, 1829, under the title The Jesuit,

or Catholic Sentinel. Hn 1834 a young Irish immigrant, Patrick Donahoe,^

became its co-owner, and it was he who in 1836 changed its name to The
Boston Pilot, a title admittedly borrowed from O'Connell's The Dublin

Pilot.^ Apart from a brief and bitter squabble bewteen editor Thomas
D'Arcy McGee and Massachusetts' Whigs in the election of 1844, during

which squabble Bishop Fenwick pointedly cancelled his subscription, The
Pilot pursued a course characterized by placidity and prudence until 1848

when Donahoe, who had resumed his editorial tasks, raised eyebrows in

ecclesiastical circles by supporting Europe's revolutions in that year. In

1850, Father John R, Roddan, a disciple of Brownson, was made editor

and set the paper on a markedly conservative course. .4

The exact mechanism of his appointment to the editorial post is

disputed. According to Oscar Handlin. Patrick Donahoe "ignominiously

capitulated" to Bishop John Bernard Fitzpatrick in installing Roddan, 5

while Edward T. Harrington contends that Roddan took the post "without

any objection from the Bishop"^ thus casting Fitzpatrick in a more

passive role. Father Roddan's comment three years later, "We have every

reason to suppose . . . that our connection with the paper is sanctioned by

(the Bishop)" ^
, could be adduced in support of either of these

contentions. We may note, however, that both assertions imply that

Fitzpatrick exercised some influence on The Pilot. In any event, a priest

now stood at the helm, and that his position was not merely honorary is

attested to by his own comment in 1851 : "I do most of the writing forThe
Pilot."8

Whatever Bishop Fitzpatrick's role in Roddan's appointment, at least

one student of the period has held that

from this point on it would be fair to say that the editorial

policies gave the official thinking of Bishop Fitzpatrick on

issues of the day or, at least. A^ere not in direct opposition to

his wishes and desires.^

*The best sketch of the early history of The Pilot is to be found in Robert H.

Lord, John E. Sexton, and Edward T, Harrington, History of the Archdiocese of
Boston in the Various Stages of its Development, J 604-1 943 (3v., Boston, 1945), 11,

332-342, 743-748, on which I have drawn heavily. Facts not otherwise specifically

cited may be found in this account
^The most complete source for information on Donahoe is Mary A. Frawley,

Patrick Donahoe (Washington, 1946), See also The Pilot, Mar. 23, Mar. 30, 1901.
^Editorial, Literary and Catholic Sentinel, Jan. 2, 1836,
'^Arthur J, Riley, "Early history of The Pilot." The Pilot , Mar. 8, 1930, Section

C, 22.

^Oscar Handlin, Boston's immigrants: A Study in Acculturation (rev. ed.,

Cambridge, 1959), 140.

^Lord, Sexton, and Harrington, 11, 745.

''Editorial, The Pilot, Nov. 18, 1854.

SRiley, 22.

^Richard Grozier, The Life and Times of John Bernard Fitzpatrick: Third

Roman Catholic Bishop of Boston. Unpublished Ph. D. dissertation, Boston College,

1966,366^
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This is plausible enough in view of the fact tliat Bishop Fitzpatrick. a

perceptive enougli person, realizing that people would conclude from

Roddan's position that The Pilot was the episcopal mouthpiece, would

have necessarily to take a keen interest in TJie Pilot's editorial stance.

Father Roddan later denied in an editorial that the paper was the official

organ of the Diocese, but took pains to explain that the designation

"Official" pertained simply to the printing of official notices from the

Ordinary, and concluded:

In the present temper of the Protestant mind it is not fair to

place [the Bishop] in the attitude of a writer of articles which

he never saw until pubUshed, and perhaps not even then, or of

an approver of articles which he may in part of wholly

disapprove. 10

In view of the logic of the situation and in view of the hesitant tone

and equivocal language of Roddan's disclaimer, it seems possible to hold

that, at least during the time Roddan was editor, 77?^ Pilot reflected

Fitzpatrick's thinking to a great extent.

Exactly what direction Bishop Fitzpatrick's thinking took on the

slavery question has never been clarified. Despite one historian's lingering

suspicion that Negro blook flowed in the Bishop's veins, Hand despite

Fitzpatrick's warm personal regard for Father James Healy, a Negro, 12

the fact remains that

when the Pilot was not under diocesan supervision from 1846

to 1849 its editorials had a distinctly anti-slavery hue. As soon

as Father Roddan became editor of The Pilot, this policy was

reversed. As editor, Roddan was directly responsible to his

Bishop for the material appearing in the editorial columns of

the paper. . .
13

And it may be argued, in view of the fact that Bishop Fitzpatrick

generally pursued a conciliatory course, that his views must have been

quite pro-slavery for him to have permitted The Pilot's editorial stand to

continue to enrage the Church's foremost enemies while he had any degree

of control over the paper. 1^

In 1858, Father Roddan died, the victim of a lingering illness, and

Father Joseph M. Finotti, who had been part of The Pilot's staff since

1852, assumed his title, but because of poor health and pastoral duties

functioned only as Hterary editor. 15 In the absence of contrary evidence,

^^The Pilot, Nov. 18, 1954.

1 ^Grozier, 11, contains in a footnote a report of a conversation with Edward T.

Harrington, author of the section on Fitzpatrick in the History of the Archdiocese of

Boston (cited above, n. 1), in which Msgr. Harrington stated grounds for suspicion

that Fitzpatrick had a Negro ancestor on his mother's side.

^ 2 Lord, Sexton, and Harrington, 11, 709 concludes from Fitzpatrick's friendship

with Healy that his views were essentially anti-slavery.

i^Grozier, 387-388. See also 357-358.

''^An anti-Know-Nothing, later Republican paper stated that the stance of the

Catholic press on slavery was responsible for Know-Nothingism. Editorial The Spv
(Worcester), July 29, 1854.

^^Lord, Sexton and Harrington, 11, 746.
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at least one author has made the assumption that Patrick Donahoe
resumed his editorial duties at this time. 16

Since Donahoe was an ardent Democrat, 17 j^iq Pilot's switch from

aloofness from parties to ardent support of the Democrats in 1860 lends

some plausibility to this assumption.

During the 1840's and 50's the paper prospered. Since Boston had

become the terminus of the first transatlantic steamship line, The Pilot was

in a position to scoop the country's Catholic press on Irish and continental

news, and hence Catholics throughout the nation, and especially Irish

Catholics, subscribed to it. By 1850 The Pilot could claim 1700 copies

circulating weekly in New York. 18 Some years later its pages were

studded with letters from subscribers as far away as Virginia, Arkansas,

and Iowa. 19 There is, in Leaves from the Annals of the Sisters ofMercy,

an interesting anecdote dealing with San Francisco in 1854:

Steamers came once a month; later twice a month. No matter

what hour of the night the steamer arrived, the newsboys

went their rounds, shouting out in full capitals: "Arrival of

the Northern Star (or any other steamer)!" "Here's your

Boston Pilot! New Orleans Picayune! New York Herald!"^°

In 1844, TTiei'zVo? claimed seven thousand subscribers and further

asserted that each copy was read by at least four people. 21 By 1848 it

had 10,500 subscribers. 22 in 1855 it averred that 1,550,000 copies had

been printed and circulated in the previous year, an average of 29,807

copies per issue. 23 When the editor referred to "our hundred thousand

readers" six years later, he was no doubt still assuming that several persons

read each copy.24 , Arthur J. Riley wrote in 1930 that The Pilot's weekly

circulation in the 1850's was fifty thousand copies, a figure accepted

uncritically by Francis J. Lally in his recent article on Patrick Donahoe in

The New Catholic Encyclopedia. 25 The figure remains undocumented.

No other estimates are given of the number of its readers, but it may be

assumed that the greatest concentration of them was in greater Boston,

where there were 68,100 Irish in 1855 and 105,331 in 1860.

The Pilot presented its readers with "improving" hterature, instructed

them on their civic duties, and urged the Irish to become complete

Americans. More important for our purposes, it took, from Father

Roddan's time on, a markedly conservative stand on public issues of the

day. It is quite natural that a paper which was the organ of largely

immigrant groups should do so, for many reasons. There was the tendency

' ^See Frawley, Patrick Donahoe, 168 passim.

'"^Grozier, John Fitzpatrick, 448; Frawley, 22.

18 Editorial, The Pilot, Sept, 14, 1850.
i9See The Pilot, Nov. 15, 1856, Jan. 19, Feb. 2, Feb. 23, 1861.
^ ^Recounted in Frawley, 34.

2 ' Editorial, The Pilot, Dec. 21, 1844.
2 2Fditorial, The Pilot, Jan. 8, 1848.

^^The Pilot, ian. 6, IS55.
2 4 Editorial, The Pilot, Feb. 2, 1861.

25Riley, "Early History of The Pilot," 22; Francis J, Lally, "Patrick Donahoe,
'The New Catholic luwyclopedia (I5v., N.Y., 1967), IV, 998.
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of a paper speaking to and for a group stigmatized as "foreigners" to be

two hundred percent nationalist.27 There was also the understandable

tendency to resist all measures proposed by enemy groups, which in the

Boston content included many reform groups by reason of their nativist

membership. There was a keen fear of competition in the labor market
from free Negroes. Finally, there was the traditional Catholic emphasis on
legal forms. All of these were of significance for the pro-slavery stance

taken by Vie Pilot. Yet that stance, desirable though it may have been,

would not have been possible had the Church absolutely condemned
slavery as an unmitigated evil.

The Church's position on slavery at the time was a clearly defined

ambiguity. In the first pronouncement ever made on slavery by the Holy

See, Pope Pius III had declared an excommunication "latae sententiae"

(automatic in application, wiht absolution reserved to Pope himself) on

anyone who would enslave American Indians.28i Yet his concern seems to

have beem more for the Indians' spiritual welfare than for their temporal

welfare, so that CathoHcs could interpret the pronouncement as permitting

slavery when the spiritual well-being of the slave was safeguarded.

In the United States, Catholics, and even Jesuit priests, owned slaves.

^^ In sum,

official Catholic doctrine held that slavery was not necessarily

evil; it taught that slavery, thought of theoretically and apart

from specific abuses to human dignity, was not opposed to

the divine or natural law. Manumission was encouraged

wherever circumstances would permit the slave to better his

condition, and strong emphasis was always placed on the

obligation of Catholic slaveholders to treat their subjects with

justice and charity and to see that they received religious

instruction. 30

As the slavery agitation mounted in the United States, so did the need

for a clear statement of the Church's view, especially in the wake of Pope

Gregory XVI's renewed condemnation of the slave trade in 1839.31

Bishop John England of Charleston found it necessary to explain, in

response to an assertion made by Secretary of State John Forsyth, that the

papal pronouncement confined itself to the slave trade, and treated the

institution itself as no more than an accidental evil. 32; Although England

^^Handlin, Boston's Immigrants, 244-245.

27Editorial, The Pilot, Feb. 18, 1860.

'^^Pastorale officium. May 29, 1837.
2 ^Madeleine Hooke Kicq, American Catholic Opinion in the Slavery Controversy

(N.Y., 1944), 27 passim.
3 John Tracy E\\i%, American Catholicism (Chicago, 1956), 87.

3 ^In Supremo Apostolatus.

•'^"Slavery then, sir, is regarded by that Church of which the Pope is the

presiding officer, not to be incompatible with natural law, to have been established

by human legislation, and, when, the dominion of the slave is justly acquired by the

master to be lawful, not only in the sight of the human tribunal, but also in the eye

of heaven." John England, The Works of Right Reverend John Iingland (Ed.

Sebastien Messmer, 5v., Cleveland, 1908), V. 185.
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maintained this opinion as a matter of policy, his private estimation of

slavery was quite different, for he referred to it in an 1833 letter to the

Congregation Propaganda Fide in Rome as " a system which is perphaps

the greatest moral evil that can desolate any part of the civilized world. 33

A far more influential, albeit similar, opinion on the subject was that of

Francis Patrick Kenrick, set forth in his manual of moral theology, which
came into general use as a seminary textbook. 34 After contending that

slavery was an accidental evil,35 he stated:

. . . since such is the state of things, nothing should be

attempted against the laws . . . nor anything be done or said

that would make them bear their yoke unwillingly. 36

This opinion enabled the hierarchy to dodge the issue with a clear

conscience, while providing laymen North and South with a theological

reason for decrying abolitionist reformers. Later, as Archbishop of

Baltimore, Kenrick presided over the Ninth Provincial Council in 1858.

Following his reasoning, this gathering treated the slavery question as a

political problem upon which laymen were free to make up their own
minds. 37

Patrick Donahoe may well have welcomed Kenrick's theological

condemnation of aboHtionism as bolstering his own position. A year prior

to the publication of Kenrick's text, he had editorialized on anti-slavery

groups, praising their aim, but insisting that Catholics shun them because

of their generally anit-Catholic composition. 38 Dislike slavery though he

may, he disliked abolitionists more. In fairness to him, it must be pointed

out that Catholic newspapers generally took a stand against aboHtionist

reformers because of the frequent involvement of such persons in nativist

movements. 39

Father Roddan's first major editorial on slavery sternly condemned it,

but in the following year he did an about-face, having decided that

retention of slavery was vital for the preservation of the nation's unity. '^.^-

For this reason he pursued a pro-slavery course from that time, supporting

the rendition of Anthony Burns, 42 condemning the Kansas agitation, 43

^^Cited in Peter Guilday, Life and Times of John England (2v., N.Y., 1927), 1,

439. The italics are England's.

3^The text was first published in three volumes in Philadelphia between 1849
and 1843. A two volume edition, published in Baltimore in 1860 and 1861,
contained slight revisions on slavery. Joseph D. Brokhage, Francis Patrick Kenrick's

Opinion on Slavery (Washington, 1955), 43.

^^He defined slavery in an ideal sense, not in terms of the reality of the slave

system in America. See Brokhage, Kenrick, 54-99.

^^...caeterum quum ea sit rerum conditio, nihil contra leges tentandum est, . .

.

vel quo jugam aegre ferant faciendum vel dicendum." Francis Patrick Kenrick,

Theologia Moralis (3v., PhUadelphia, 1840-1843), 1, 257.

^''Ellis, American Catholicism, 92; Theodore Maynard, The Story of American
Catholicism (2v., Garden City, 1960), 1, 315.

38Editorial, The PUot, Sept, 23, 1839.

•^^Cuthbert E. Allen, "The Slavery Question in Catholic Newspapers,

ISSO-lSeS" Historical Records and Studies. XXVI (1936), 129 passim.

^^Frawley, Patrick Donahoe, 22.

'^'Editorials, The Pilot, Jan. 22, 1853, July 22, 1854.

'*2 Editorial The Pilot, June 3, 1854.

^^Editonaljhe Pilot, Dec. 26, 1857.
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defending the Dred Scott decision,'* 4. ^^d deploring John Brown's raid.'^^

The theme of most of his editorials dealing with these matters was that law

must be served, the Union preserved. This rationale of Unionism must have

been present as well in Bishop Fitzpatrick's tliinking, for, as has been

noted, it is more than probable that Roddan's editorial stance reflected the

episcopal mind. But it would be naive to assign the maintenance of the

Union as the sole cause of this pro-slavery stance, when support of slavery

was desirable by reason of hatred of reformers and economic necessity.

Were this not so. The Pilot would have had much less difficulty in

choosing between North and South when secession came. A concise, if

somewhat charitable, summary of the Pilot's stand on slavery in the 1850's

has been given by Edward T Harrington:

The Pilot did recognize that slavery was an evil; but the

question of what to do about it was generally answered by stating that

nothing could be done. This was based on a fear that the Union would
be disrupted, that the economic consequence would be disastrous, and,

finally, that the negro problem was one that never could be solved by
political means. If the negro was to be freed, then the Catholic Church

alone could carry out the transition from bondsman to freeman. ^6

In the campaign of 1860 The Pilot, in contrast to its cool endorsement

of Buchanan four years previously, threw itself wholeheartedly into the

task of electing Douglas, for "Douglas, by declaring himself against

Nativism and abolitionism, had made himself the poUtical hero of a strong

Catholic element." Indeed, Douglas' campaign headquarters at the

Charleston convention had been in Hibernian Hall, and The Raihplitter, a

RepubUcan campaign paper, su^ested that Douglas was a secret Catholic

and had visited the Pope. ^^ With Lincoln's victory , Tlw Pilot was faced

with unpalatable alternatives; supporting a course charted by a "Black

Republican" president, or risking the stigma of disloyalty by continuing

on its pro-Southern course. The paper avoided commitment. ^^ It

grudgingly conceded to Lincoln such support as was due a constitutionally

elected officer, but only by the round-about means of reprinting a

paragraph to that effect from New York's Freeman 's Journal, while in its

own editorial it noted the South's grievance, stressed that secession would

not mend that grievance, expressed the pious hope that Lincoln would

take a conservative course, and asserted that in any case the opposition

majority in Congress would ensure that "his power for mischief will be

very effectually hemmed in." ^^
It was an adroit piece of fencesitting.

'^'^ Editorials The Pilot. Mar. 21, Mar. 28, Apr. 4, Apr. 11, Apr. 25, May 30,

1857.

'*5Editorials, The Pilot, Oct 29, Nov. 5, Nov. 19, Dec, 10, 1859.

^^Lord, Sexton, and Harrington, ///s/orv of the Archdiocese, 11, 704.
^''Vrd^Nley, Donahue, 168.

"^^BruceCatton, The Coming Fury {Gdx&&r\ City , 1961-1965), 6, 91.

^^Lord, Sexton, and Harrington, Ach of Boston, 11, 706 refers to "whoever
handled this policy for the paper," and it seems we shall have to be content with this.

soEditorial, The Pilot, Nov. 17, 1860.
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That the South was aggrieved but must not for that reason disrupt the

Union rapidly became a major theme in The Pilot's editorials. By the

following issue, someone on the staff, perhaps Donahoe himself, saw to it

that the paper reprinted an extract from Andrew Jackson's 1832

"Proclamation to Nullifiers" containing the famed phrase," . . . disunion

by armed force, is TREASON." ^^ The same issue editorialized on the

disruption of the Democratic Party:

Mr. Yancy instigated the secession at the Baltimore

Convention for the purpose of breaking down the party, as a

preliminary step to the dismembering of the Union, by the

secession of the cotton states. ^ ^

The anti-secessionist stand is quite understandable, for if secession

were to be avoided, The Pilot would not have to choose between the slave

system and the Union (and it may here be emphasized that if The Pilot's

real reason for supporting slavery were simply the maintenance of the

Union, it would not in this period have been veering and tacking).

Yet The Pilot was still less ready to lay strictures on the behavior of

Southern firebrands than she was to indict the actions of Northern

reformers, attributing to them sole causality of the crisis:

... it cannot be denied that all the tumult about disunion,

and all the actual threatening dangers thereof, must be laid to

the charge of Northern abolitionism. There is one remedy: the

cessation of rabid abolitionism. ,5

3

Similar contemporary quotations could be read in Cincinnati's

Catholic Telegraph, New York's Freeman's Journal, and Baltimore's

Catholic Mirror. ^^

It is obvious, at any rate, that the previous week's accusation of Mr.

Yancey was not the beginning of a systematic anti-Southern stance in The
Pilot's editorials.

One very practical reason why The Pilot was loath to abandon , the

South was enunciated in the same issue; i.e., the fear that four million

Negroes would suddenly be found in competition with immigrant

Catholics in the labor market. ^^ Negro laborers constituted only 20% of

Boston's laborers in 1850, as compared to 48% of Irish, but they were the

second largest group of laborers and so constituted the chief competition

for the Irish, ^^ a situation calculated to keep the immigrant Catholic in

the Southern camp until the last possible second. While The Pilot's

Unionist stand and insistence on legal forms may have appealed to the

thinking man, this was a "gut issue" and goes a long way toward

accounting for The Pilot's editorial vacillation at this time. Coupled with

the paper's understandable dislike of abolitionist reformers, it ensured that

The Pilot would steer clear of condemnation of the South while it could.

^^The Pilot, Nov. 24, 1860.

5 3 Editorial, The Pilot, Dec. 1, 1860.

S'^Editorial, The Pilot, Jan. 12, 1861; Allen, "Slavery Question in Catholic
Newspapers," 159 passim.

5 5 Editorial, The Pilot, Dec. \, 1860.

^^WdindMn, Boston's Immigrants, 253.

I
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In early December, The Pilot suggested its panacea: equal

representation for the total black and white population of the South in

Congress on the same basis at the North, a guarantee of equal rights for the

South in the territories, and stronger fugitive slave laws. ^^ The proposal

accords with the Southern sympathies of The Pilot, while maintaining its

Unionism. ^^ Whether the proposal was workable is quite another

question.

Within a week, the editor felt compelled to set forth once again the

paper's position on the slave system:

Slavery is an evil--we grant this: but the distraction of the

nation, consequent on its agitation, is a greater evil; and,

neither in itself, nor in the manner in which it exists here, is

there any repugnance to the Divine Law. There are, to be sure,

abuses in slavery; but such abuses are not sufficient to

imperatively demand its extinction. ^ ^

This can be read as a plea for the status quo ante, and it certainly

indicates not only a lack of progress but also an unwillingness to progress

in The Pilot's thought. It seems as though the editor is wishing nothing so

much as that the crisis would evaporate without the necessity of an

unpleasant decision. He is willing to wait for events to compel a decision

or, preferably, to eliminate the need for one.

One begins to note at this point the introduction of a minor theme:

the necessity of the acceptance of the principles of the Catholic Church

for a true and lasting solution to the slavery question. The Pilot contended

that only Catholicism could heal the breach between North and South,

and this for two reasons: first, that the Catholic Church, and especially its

insistence on the indissolubility of matrimony, was solely responsible for

the eventual abandonment of slavery in Europe, and second, that only the

Catholic Church had retained its unity and cohesion in the domestic

slavery crisis and constituted the only solidly conservative national group.^ °

The point that agreeing to disagree, as the American Church had done to

sidestep the question was increasingly impossible politically, and it failed to

take into account the manifold social and economic factors contributing to

the passing of slavery in Europe.^ ^ The viewpoint is shallow and provincial,

but it does reveal a deep concern on the part of the immigrant, defensive

Catholic minority that it in no way be blamed for the crisis or faulted for its

s^Editorial, The Pilot, Dec. 8, 1860.

^^See Editorials, The Pilot, May 31, 1856, Jan. 7, 1860. The announcement of

the Pilot's 1861 subscruption drive bore the headline: 'THE UNION - IT MUST BE
PRESERVED; THE PILOT KNOWS NO NORTH, NO SOUTH," Dec, 8, 1860.

59Editorial, The Pilot, Dec, 15, 1860.

^OEditorial, The Pilot, May 5, 1860, Jan. 5, Jan. 12, 1861, The Pilot even

contended that it was "some Catholic impulse" that led Buchanan to proclaim the

national fast for a Friday! Editorial, Jan. 19, 1861. See also Freeman's Journal (Hq^^

York), Feb. 9, 1856.
^ ^ Rice, A merican Catholic Opinion, 153.
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outcome. Even more revealing is the reprinting three weeks later of a

comment made by Archbishop Purcell ofCincinnati:

if it should so be, that our Union is to be severed, every

Catholic in the land may come, and extending his hand over

the bier, say "I am guiltless of its death." ^ ^

This concern is the outgrow^th of an immigrant's natural concern for

acceptance and fear that he will be branded as disloyal, a fear so recently

fostered by Nativism, a fear responsible in large measure for The Pilot's

stauch Unionism. It is a concern we shall see repeated in the pages of The

Pilot at the outbreak of war, and it seems to be of vital significane in the

decision The Pilot made for the North.

In the last days of 1 860, one begins to note in The Pilot 's editorials

further disenchantment with the South, seemingly reflecting a growing

awareness of Southern irreconcilabiliy. That this disenchantment does not

reflect a complete loss of sympathy with the South is obvious from the

fact that conciliation and redress of Southern grievances were still urged

through the first months of 1861. As long as hostilities had not

commenced. The Pilot was loath to-fix blame definitely on either party. In

any case, we see in late December of 1860 a tendency, adumbrated in The
Pilot's editorial strictures on Yancey's conduct at the Baltimore

convention, to lay some of the blame for secession on "a set of fire-eating

leaders, whose only hope of preeminence in public hfe depends upon the

establishment of a separate Confederacy." ^^ The Pilot seems to have

come to the point of no return, especially when, two weeks later, it

enunciates its Unionist stand in dramatic terms:

We Catholics have only one course to adopt, only one line to

follow. Stand by the Union; flight for the Union; die for the

Union. 64

But The Pilot soon blew as cool as it had blown hot, and perhaps the

only significance to be attached to the statement is its reflection of the

immigrant's pledge of loyalty, which now deserves to be called a theme of

The Pilot's crisis editorials.

There is a wistful quality to the reprinting of a certain letter in The
Pilot at this time. It is dated Fort Smith, Arkansas, January second, 1861,

is signed by one "J. D.," and its burden is the readiness of the inhabitants

of the area to resist Northern coercion. At one point it states:

Of real Southern plantation life I have seen hardly any, but I

have talked to many Irishmen who have seen it, and they

describe the negroes as being on the whole pretty well treated.^ ^

Even weJl into the war, this organ of the Irish laborer would try to

justify the slave system, hoping against hope to forestall the economic
consequences of emancipation. 66

^'^ The Pilot, Feb. 2, 1861.

63Editorial, The Pilot, Dec. 29, 1860.

64Editorial, The Pilot, Jan. 12, 1861.

^^The Pilot, San. 19, 1861.

66Editorials, The Pilot, July 20, 1861, Feb. 15, 1862. The welfare of the Negro
was often cited as an argument against emancipation. See Editorials, Mar. 15 Mar
22, 1862.
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By late January of 1861, Tlie Pilot was showing the South less

sympathy than before, but was not yet ready to gloss over the North's

contribution to the crisis, and in an editorial notable for its rhetorical

abandon, lashed out impartially at both sides:

... let it be well understood, that while we deprecate from

the inmost (sic) of our hearts the unliappy state of our

beloved country, and blame with unqualified displeasure the

attitude of the South, because we believe that she might have

adopted more lawful, more noble, more American means of

redress, - we are fully aware that all this great amount of

sorrow and shame has been evoked by the malign, brutal

conceit of such ignorant parvenues of the North, who,

without principle of morality, or knowledge of God, aim at

naught but notoriety, and in their narrow-minded, bigotted

nature, any position that lifts them above the rest will flatter

them into any kind of iniquity. ^^

The editorial bears witness to the editor's frustration at the progress of

events and at the inability of either side to make concessions, the more so

because in the same number he freely criticizes Seward and mentions

Crittenden's solution favorably.

Coercion was now a matter for discussion in the North. One would

have expected, from The Pilot's recent emotionally Unionist

pronouncement, that it would now plump for coercion, but the reverse is

true. Apparently there was still sympathy for the South at The Pilot's

editorial offices, or at least a lack of sympathy for the North, for The Pilot

argued strenuously against coercion. It urged the people of the North to

stack their rifles rather than enter on a fratricidal war, and, reviewing

Massachusetts' earlier secession sentiments, pointed out that "measures of

coercion come with ill grace from a State which is so far below in her

claims on the Union. . .68 j^^ ^Iso asserted, in contradistinction to the

claims of Charleston's United States Catholic Miscellany, that The Pilot

did "dare to impugn the conduct of the South in the present emergency."

but maintained that the South had been driven to secede and that many
Southerners, having been swept along by frenzy, now found themselves

past the point of no return. ^9 jhe ultimate point of the editorial clearly

was that the onus of conciliation lay with the North, even if the South

must bear the immediate responsibility of secession. And yet, unwilling to

commit itself too deeply to a "no-coercion" policy, TJie Pilot took note in

another column on the same page that "under certain circumstances the

government may be constrained to resort to arms, or the idea of

republican government, as established by the United States Constitution,

will forever be despised by civilized nations throughout the world."'^^

Perhaps the most consistent single position of Tlie Pilot throughout the

^'^Editorial, The Pilot, Jan. 26, 1861.

^** Editorial, "Massachusetts vs. The Union, '" The Pilot, Feb. 2, 1861.

^^Ibid.
'^

'^Editorial, The Secession Movement," The Pilot, Feb. 2, 1861.

7 1 Editorial, The Pilot, Feb. 9, 1861.
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crisis was its unwillingness to take any irrevocable stand. It seems at this

stage to have moved from its pro-Southern attitude to a more impartial

position; it is not surprising that the paper should eventually come around

to a pro-Northern position. But for the moment The Pilot was content to

explore the ethics of coercion as well as some of its practical repercussions

while avoiding a strong commitment to either side.

Having urged humility on Massachusetts by reason of her past

secessionist tendencies, the editor proceeded, in the next number, to urge

a program of conciliation for another reason. He theorized that the West,

rather than face the economic constriction consequent on the closing of

the Mississippi River by the Confederacy, might well throw in its lot with

the South. In such a case, New York, relying on the West for much of its

commerce by means of its rail links with Chicago, might bow to economic

pressure and follow the West into the Confederacy. Thus the nation would

continue on its course with the comparatively minor exception of New
England, which would be left in an untenable position. ^ ^ The point is not

without its merits, and there were others iii the nation who considered it a

real possibility. Whether this was a major consideration in the editor's own
thought is not apparent.

The Pilot explored the ethical grounds for coercion in an editorial

entitled, "George Washington on Coercion" which, after suitably evoking

Washington's prestige, concluded:

If, after having given genuine, true, adequate redress, and such

a one as will preclude any probability, as far as human policy

can foresee, of the return of such grievances, they should still

persist in felonious purposes, then you may begin to talk

about . . . coercion. 72 .

This statement is obvious in intent without being inflexible : the North
is faulted, the South warned, and the closing words cannot be construed as

absolutely determining the paper's future course.

Perhaps encouraged by the election of more moderate men than Rhett
or Yancey to the highest posts in the Confederacy, The Pilot toward the

end of February tacked momentarily back into its pro-Southern course.

It is instructive to compare its remarks on the Southern leaders with

its evaluation of Lincoln in the same issue. Of Jefferson Davis, it wrote:

. . .he is one in every way fitted for the distinguished post to

whicfi he has been called.

About Stephens it rhapsodized:

Possessing hosts of warm friends who are proud of his regard,

an enlightened Christian virtue, and inflexible integrity, such

is Alexander H. Stephens. . .

But Lincoln it said:

The speeches he has already made prove conclusively that he

is not adequate to the emergency in which he finds himself

placed. ^^

72Editorial, The Pilot, Feb. 16, 1861.

^^Editorial, The Pilot, Feb. 23, 1861.
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Yet when the rumored assassination attempt in Baltimore a few weeks

later raised the spectre of violence and anarchy, the paper reversed itself,

asking:

. . . what riglit have we to judge the man before he has

rendered himself amenable to our judgment?
'^^

And soon The Pilot veered back to blame of Southern intransigence

when it suggested that the South could long since have had redress of its

grievances had it sent better men to Congress. ^^ This is significant in view

of the conditions laid down previously in the editorial, "George

Washington on Coercion." The Pilot seemed to be moving into the

Northern camp, but evidence as to the momentum of this movement is

lacking, for the editor declined to comment on the crisis after mid-March.

The Pilot of April tliirteenth was, of course, unable to comment on

the firing on Fort Sumter, as it was probably put to bed before the cannon

roared. The following week's issue saw columns of war news, but no

editorial. But the direction of TJie Pilot's concern is apparent from an item

quoting New York's Archbishop Hughes on the loyalties of the Irish. ^^

Only two weeks after its outbreak did the war really come to The Pilot.

War news occupied the front page, the first time in years that the literary

serial had been moved to an inside page. There were two editorials on the

war. The first, entitled "The Irish and the Republic," asserted that "the

Irish adopted citizens are true, to a man, to the Constitution." ^^ The

companion editorial, "The Civil War," gave the justification of the decision

Tlie Pilot had been slowly making since Lincoln's election:

The South has suffered much at the hands of northern

fanatics and pharisees, and northern legislatures, representing

those blind or wicked disturbers of the national peace; but,

the South has not only received no very serious injury to her

real interests, nor has she attempted in any wise manner to

obtain her rights, within the Union. By seceding and

commencing war, she has put herself in the wrong, so far as

the government is concerned, no matter by whom
administered. Therefore, the government must be sustained by

all the military strength at its command. We have hoisted the

American Stars and Stripes over the THE PILOT
Establishment, and there they shall wave till the "star of

peace" returns. ^^

The Pilot under Father Roddan and his unknown successor pursued

from 1850 onward a course so favorable to the South that one Boston

newspaper concluded in disgust: "Catholicism and slavery are twin

sisters." ^^ Yet when the secession crisis came, The Pilot, although it

spelled out the South's grievances against Northern abolitionist aggression,

carefully avoided any deep commitment to either camp and, indeed,

''^Editorial, The Pilot, Mar. 9, 1861.
''SEditorial, The Pilot, Mar. 16, 1861.

76ThePilot, April 20, 1861.

''^Editorial, "The Irish and the RepubUc," The Pilot, Apr. 27, 1861.

''SEditorial, "The Civil War," The Pilot, Apr. 27, 1861.

''^Editorial, The Bee (Boston), Jan. 19, 1859.
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seemed to be casting itself in the role of loyal opposition. Its pro-Southern

statements did not cease until February 23rd, after which it discussed the

ethics of coercion until mid-March, when it fell silent. Even the editorial

which finally proclaimed its allegiance to the North made its concessions

to the Southern viewpoint. And it had strong reason for wishing to see the

slave system perpetuated. Why then did it at length choose for the section

which harbored the abolitionist reformers?

On the level of logic, the turning point is The Pilot's reluctant

admission that the South would not accept redress and was bent on
disruption of the Union. And yet, were The Pilot a Southern paper, it

could probably have defended a choice of the South on the ground that

proper redress was never properly offered. We are led closer to the truth

when we examine those items which began to appear in The Pilot's pages

as of January and culminated in the editorial 'The Irish and the Republic"

on April 27th. They show a constant concern at The Pilot's editorial

offices to explain the position of the Irish Catholic, a concern which was

well-founded. For years the Irish Catholics had been stigmatized as

un-American, a stigma which was galling to them. Now their patriotism

was on the line.

It is in view of this problem that we can interpret the course of the

decision The Pilot made. At the height of Nativism, The Pilot had found

the slavery issue a stick which made to beat anti-Catholics. Beyond the

fact that the Irish community had an economic stake in the preservation

of the slave system, they were doubly fortunate in being able to argue this

interest on the basis of their patriotic concern for the Union. They could

do their part to keep the free Negro off the labor market while pointing

out that they were more patriotic than their nativist enemies, many of

whom were involved in abolitionist agitation. When the secession crisis

came, it seemed that they must surrender either their support of slavery of

their Americanism. Catholics in the South were not really faced with this

choice: they could demonstrate their community loyalty by supporting

the slave system. And the key phrase here is "community loyalty." For

what was really at stake was the loyalty of the immirgrant Catholic to the

section in which he lived, to the people immediately surrounding him. Not

to choose for them would be to admit that he was an outsider. To The

Pilot community loyalty and support of slavery seemed mutually

exclusive. From the beginning, community loyalty seems to have had the

edge, as witness the strong Unionist pronouncements in the second issue

after Lincoln's election. Yet, Tlie Pilot was loath to abandon the South.

Only when it became apparent from the South's actions that The Pilot

could justify a choice of the North on a basis other than that of

condemnation of the slave system did it begin to gravitate into the

Northern camp. Herein lies the importance of the paper's investigation

into the ethics of coercion: it was essentially a search for justification,

whether of a choice for the South by virtue of the reasoning of George

Washington (which would lend a cloak of patriotism to the proceedings) or

of a choice for the North on some basis that would bypass the slavery

issue. The attack on Fort Sumter provided the latter type ofjustification,

and so the Stars and Stripes were unfurled over The Pilot.
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^The best sketch of the early history of The Pilot is to be found in Robert H.

Lord, John E. Sexton, and Edward T. Harrington, History of the Archdiocese of
Boston in the Various Stages of its Development, 1604-1943 (3v., Boston, 1945), 11,
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Patrick Donahoe (Washington, 1946). See also The Pilot, Mai. 23, Mar. 30, 1901.
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^Arthur J. Riley, "Early history of The Pilot," The Pilot,M3i. 8, 1930, Section

C, 22.
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Cambridge, 1959), 140.

®Lord, Sexton, and Harrington, 11, 745.
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^Riley, 22.

^Richard Grozier, The Life and Times of John Bernard Fitzpatrick: Third

Roman Catholic Bishop of Boston. Unpublished Ph.D. dissertation, Boston College,

1966, 366.

^^•The Pilot, Nov. 18, 1954.
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^^Lord, Sexton, and Harrington, 1 1, 709 concludes from Fitzpatrick's friendship
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i^Grozier, 387-388. See also 357-358.
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^^Lord, Sexton and Harrington, 1 1, 746.

^^ See Frawley, Patrick Donahoe, 168 passim.
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^^Wandlm, Boston's Immigrants, 244-245.

^^Editorial, The Pilot, Feb. 18, 1860.

^^Pastorale officium. May 29, 1837.

^^Madeleine Hooke Rice, American Catholic Opinion in the Slavery Controversy

(N.Y., 1944), 27 passim.

•^°John Tracy Ellis, American Catholicism (Chicago, 1956), 87
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^^In Supremo Apostolatus.

•^^"Slavery then, sir, is regarded by that Church of which the Pope is the

presiding officer, not to be incompatible with natural law, to have been established

by human legislation, and, when the dominion of the slave is justly acquired by the

master to be lawful, not only in the sight of the human tribunal, but also in the eye
of heaven." John England, The Works of Right Reverend John England (Ed.

Sebastien Messmer, 5v., Cleveland, 1908), V. 185.

^^Cited in Peter Guilday, Life and Times ofJohn England (2v., N.Y., 1927), 1,

439. The italics are England's.

^^The text was first published in three volumes in Philadelphia between 1840
and 1843. A two volume edition, published in Baltimore in 1860 and 1861,

contained slight revisions on slavery. Joseph D. Brokhage, Francis Patrick Kenrick's

Opinion on S/averv (Washington, 1955), 43,
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system in America. See Brokhage, Kenrick, 54-99.

^® "
. . . caeterum quum sit rerum conditio, nihil contra leges tentandum est, . .

.
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Theologia Moralis (3v., Philadelphia, 1840 - 1843), 1, 257.

37
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