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Letter from a radical, on the Freedmen's Bureau.

LETTER FROM A RADICAL, ON THE FREEDMEN'S BUREAU.

Galveston, Texas, June 10th, 1866.

Hon. Thomas D. Eliot, M. C., Washington, D. C.

My Dear Sir: —In the semi-weekly issue of the New York Tribune, of May 15th, I find an article upon
Generals Steadman and Fullerton, and the Freedmen's Bureau, and a letter from Gen. Howard to the
Rev. Mr. Whipple; also, the report of a meeting of colored men, held at Newbern, N. C.

In his letter to the Rev. Mr. Whipple, Gen. Howard says, “you and our friends, may rest assured, that
every shadow of accusation of complicity in crime, on the part of those officers is utterly without
foundation.” It is a little singular, however, that while Gen. Howard was volunteering this sweeping
defence of his agents, without, as he admits, having received the facts in the case, the colored
people themselves, in a meeting at Newbern, a meeting called to defend the Bureau and its agents,
were distinctly declaring by resolution, that they must strongly condem the atrocity of one of those
very agents, and the short-comings of others.

I know nothing of the merits of the case in North Carolina, whether the agents, there were guilty
or not; and I only refer to it, as another evidence of the Administration of Gen. Howard. I know
somewhat of that administration in Alabama; much more of it in Texas, and all about it, in Louisiana.
The article in the Tribune, suggests, very naturally, that Gen. Howard should know more of his
own Bureau than Generals Steadman and Fullerton. I have been rather inclined to attribute the
melancholy management of the Bureau, by Gen. Howard to his real ignorance of its condition and
needs. His sources of information have been partial and prejudiced. It would seem as if he had
stopped his ears, and closed his doors and the portfolios of his Bureau, to statement, to petition and
to remonstrance, from others, than his own school of martinets and bigots.

A Quaker, a Unitarian, a Universalist, a Jew, or any person suspected of belonging to what Gen.
Howard would term, “the unevangelical classes of society,” have had little access to the ear of Gen.
Howard, unless endorsed by some one of the General's own discipleship; or the person himself, was
of sufficient importance to compel consideration.

Antecedents, exhibiting a life-time devotion to the principles of Freedom; a vital loyalty, in the reign
of treason; a steady expenditure of blood and treasure for an imperiled nationality, have seemed
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to weigh nothing with the Chief Commissioner, as against the accusation or the opposition of any
Puritanic employee, whom Gen. Howard, having appointed, in the name of God, must in the name of
God, defend.

Men, like the Rev. Mr. Fitz, the Rev. Thomas W. Conway, and Mr. Isaac G. Hubbs—the latter sent out
of a Department, by a special military order, for officially robbing the teachers of the colored schools,
and for speculating upon the necessities of the Freedmen—are of the classes of men to whom Gen.
Howard appears to have given hearing and credence. It was the interest of these classes of men to
impose upon the Chief Commissioner.

They besieged him day and night. They inundated his Bureau and himself with private letters and
communications, and they incompassed it in personal appeal. In addition, they moulded official
papers for special effect. There are instances wherein reports have been made by agents to the Chief
Commissioner at Washington, which reports were fabricated; manufactured from altered official
papers; made up without data, and after having been interjected with the needful number of pious
phrases were forwarded as official reports. Gen. Howard was immediately and accurately informed
of the fraud. Facts, dates and figures were furnished him. Not only did he reject the truth and accept
the falsehood, but he interposed his personal influence to sustain the culprits, and to retain them
in place, thereby losing many thousands of dollars to the Government, and in the end subverting a
paramount interest of the freedmen.

In this the in Louisiana has been schools of 2 Louisiana—the most extensive and successful scheme
of colored instruction that has existed, as a sequence of this war—have been utterly overthrown and
dispersed.

It must be remembered that the colored schools of Louisiana were begun and carried to the point
of their great success under what Gen. Howard is pleased to regard as unevangelical auspices; that
is, Unitarian and Quaker, and that these results were attained before Gen. Howard became Chief
Commissioner.

Under such auspices, Gen. Howard, upon his accession to office, found in the colored schools of
Louisiana, in July last, over twenty thousand freed people, with no debt or reproach upon the system
of instruction. At that time the colored schools were transferred by Gen. Howard to the Rev. Thomas
W. Conway, and to Capt. Henry R. Pease, and under them to the tender care of numerous agents of
the class of the Rev. Mr. Fitz and of Mr. Hubbs, and of worse. Under such men in a little over four
months the colored schools of Louisiana disappeared, leaving as a residium a large debt upon the
Government, and a biting reproach upon the Northern name.
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I have said that much of Gen. Howard's apparent official failure may result from his real ignorance
of his own Bureau. Gen. Howard is a Major General in the American army. He was educated at
West Point. He has just emerged from active service, through the late civil war. He is living in the
capital of the country, and is there exercising the functions of a high military-civil official. He is in
daily intercourse with the Executive of the nation, with the Commander-in-Chief of the armies,
with the Congress of the United States, with the Ministers of State, and with all the Bureau of the
Government. And yet, it seems that a Major General, so educated, and so circumstanced, did not
know that the army regulations forbade himself and his subordinates to use, in any manner, their
official positions for private advantage in money making. He was ignorant of the fact that the law
of Congress, passed three years ago, had re-affirmed that paragraph of the army regulations, and
had extended it over civilians, making it a penal offense for any appointee so to act. So ignorant was
General Howard of these vital provisions of the military and civil law, which he is daily administering,
that by his own admission he not only justified, but encouraged his subordinates, in running
plantations, and in the exercise of official privilege for individual enrichment.

In the face of these facts, it is not surprising that Gen. Howard should be ignorant of lesser and
secondary matters, appertaining to his Bureau.

Brigadier General Gregory was recently relieved from the Assistant Commissionership of Texas.
Major General Kiddoo was assigned to the place. Gen. Kiddoo passed through New Orleans and
arrived in Galveston and assumed the duties of his office during the first week of May. Early in April,
Gen. Kiddoo, on the eve of leaving Washington, called on Gen. Howard for information respecting
the Bureau in the vast empire to which he had been assigned. Gen. Howard handed to Gen. Kiddoo
his, Gen. Howard's Report to Congress, made in December, six months before. From that report,
Gen. Kiddoo was expected to ascertain the condition of Texas. In that report it is stated, among
other things, that there were in Texas “eleven colored schools with nine teachers,” which would
embrace about six hundred pupils. No further or later information was afforded the new Assistant
Commissioner. That was all that Gen. Howard knew of that branch of his Bureau in Texas, so late as
April, although accurate and regular official monthly reports had been sent to him from that State
during the six months from December to April.

While in New Orleans on his way to Texas, Gen. Kiddoo, who justly regards the education of the
freed people as of primary importance, expressed surprise and regret at the low state of the
educational interest in Texas, as represented by the report of Gen. Howard. Gen. Baird, the Assistant
Commissioner, used the occasion to say that the colored public schools of Louisiana had ceased to
exist, and that “pay schools,” or schools supported by the colored people themselves, were a fallacy
and impossible. Gen. Kiddoo left New Orleans for Texas, arriving in Galveston in less than a month
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after his interview with Gen. Howard in Washington. Gen. Kiddoo was more than surprised to find
in active operation in Texas, ninety schools with four thousand seven hundred pupils, all of the schools
self-sustaining; maintained wholly by the colored people, without cost to the Government. So little
did Gen. Howard know of his own Bureau, in this great State; so little did his Assistant Commissioner,
Baird, know of what was passing around him relating to the general affairs of the Bureau; so little
does he appreciate the issues of the time. From a military Bureau, so officialed, what is there to
hope? From an army, so officered, who would expect success?

General Kiddoo also found these prospering schools, under the care of Mr. E. M. Wheelock, a
Unitarian, the same who was three years connected with the colored schools of Louisiana. Mr.
Wheelock was removed in that State upon the accession to office of the Rev. T. W. Conway. From
that hour the colored schools of Louisiana began to decay. Dogmatism took the place of liberality
and common sense, in their management. The popular sentiment which had grown to be with them
was soon arrayed against them. It was announced that none but approved christians were to be
employed in the Louisiana Bureau. It was openly stated that Catholic teachers would be no longer
employed, although New Orleans is a papal city, and many of the teachers and thousands of the
colored children are of that faith. When it became apparent that the schools were 3 to be no longer
secular, but sectarian, they began to go down.

Soon after Mr. Wheelock was removed from the Bureau in that State, he was called by Gen. Gregory
to the superintendence of the colored schools in Texas. Under his control they grew as rapidly
in Texas as they have decayed in Louisiana, under the direct interposition of Gen. Howard. It is a
singular comment upon these facts, that the Rev. J. R. Shiphard late, (I believe) private secretary of
Gen. Howard, and later Secretary of the “Freedmen's Aid Commission,” at Washington, wrote to
Gen. Gregory, towards the first of March, saying, that the “Freedmen's Aid Commission,” was not
disposed to assist the Bureau in Texas, while the Texan Bureau kept in service Mr. E. M. Wheelock,
with whose administration in Louisiana, he, the Rev. Mr. Shiphard assumed to be familiar. It must be
observed that this letter of Secretary Shiphard, was written at the very moment when the schools
of Texas under Mr. Wheelock were prospering signally, and without cost to the government while
the schools of Louisiana had just ceased to exist, leaving a large debt upon the government under
the bigotry, weakness, and corruption of Mr. Shiphard's own especial friends. Gen. Gregory, late
Assistant Commissioner of Texas, is a sharp Calvanist. He is fixed in the faith, and diligent in the
forms of his church. But he is still Catholic in spirit, from native common sense and from twenty-
five years of Anti-Slavery life. Therefore he declined to accede to the covert, demand of Secretary
Shiphard to remove Lieut. Wheelock, and he wrote to the Secretary, that in this magestic epoch we
need men of works as well as of profession! In a short time Gen. Gregory was himself removed. It is
thus, through all its ramifications that Gen. Howard has run the Freedmen's Bureau, by a puritanical
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fanaticism. The exceptions, are, where the Assistant Commissioners have been wiser than their
chief. In connection with this subject, I notice, that a Boston paper, “The Right Way,” alleges as an
argument against Gen. Fullerton that the colored schools of Louisiana were destroyed by him.

Mr. Sterns and Mr. Whipple of the “Right Way,” are just and able men—they are simply misinformed.
The truth is, that Gen. Fullerton, when temporarily Assistant Commissioner of Louisiana, strained
every nerve, and drew upon every resource, to sustain the colored schools of Louisiana. When the
government found it absolutely necessary to speedily dismiss the Rev. Mr. Conway, Gen. Fullerton
was sent, to exercise for a short time, this functions of Assistant Commissioner in that State. Gen.
Fullerton found the Bureau under the Rev. Mr. Conway involved in debt, loaded with business
accumulated by neglect, incumbered by sinecures and parasites and administered by incapacity and
passion. Gen. Fullerton did what he could to rectify the gross misrule. In his efforts to correct the
abuses he was impeded by the direct interference of Gen. Howard.

I disagree with General Fullerton upon points of public policy. I am a Radical. I am an Abolitionist
of the early time. But I believe in Gen. Fullerton's integrity and ability. I am inclined to credit his
report of affairs in North Carolina, partly because he makes it, and partly, because I know, and I know
that he knows, how bad they were in Louisiana under the Rev. T. W. Conway. That they have not
improved under Gen. Baird is manifest, for the New Orleans Tribune, the able and fearless organ of
the colored people, avers that the Bureau there is, at present, simply an engine of oppression.

So much is sure, that General Baird, Assistant Commissioner, and quasi Departmental Commander,
is no improvement, either in philosophy or practice, upon his predecessor, Mr. Conway. Having
by his incapacity for administration, his utter incomprehension of the tremendous issues of our
civil war, and by his martinet and dilitante habits, succeeded in completing the ruin of the schools,
and in landing the Bureau in effeminacy and reproach, it is natural that Gen. Baird should seek to
direct attention from his own misrule by mean and cruel aspersion of the colored people, as, in his
sneering remarks that niggers wouldn't pay for their own instruction. This, Commissioner Baird
asserts, in the face of the alacrity with which the colored people there came forward to pay tuition,
even when they were satisfied that, under Gen. Baird, the money was being wasted. He uttered this
mean accusation of the colored people in the face of the facts within reach of his hand, in the State
of Texas—a State where, it is said, no Northener can live; where the temporary turbulence of society
makes life itself a sufferance rather than a right.

The facts, in respect of the Louisiana Bureau, will be printed in detail, in a short time. I perceive that
considerable trepidation is already manifested in certain quarters in New Orleans, in anticipation
of the coming of Gens. Steadman and Fullerton. Gen. Baird avers that he does not fear the ultimate
results of “investigation;” he only dreads the annoyance!! If Steadman and Fullerton would not come
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for three or four months, he would have things “fixed up!” The Assistant Commissioner is uneasy,
and well he may be. He is spending twenty-five thousand dollars a month to run the Louisiana
Bureau into the ground, while the Bureau of Texas, six times as large, and in every respect more
difficult, is self-sustaining.

It is to be hoped that your Congressional Committee will not be misled by culpable officials, of
whatever rank or position; nor captured, or possessed, or stultified by the gastric delights of
dinners, the all-controlling agency of the Crescent City. If your Congressional Committee arrives
in New Orleans hungry and thirsty, their report will be as harmless and comfortable, as their
own subsequent fullness. The virtue essential to a committee 4 of inquiry in that city is only to be
attained, like the healing virtue in scripture, by “fasting.” Justice and the colored man have a long
account to settle with the Bureau officials in Louisiana.

If the Congressional committee you have raised is not to be sent out for the single purpose of
counterstating Gens. Steadman and Fullerton, but to seek the truth, in good faith, then that
committee might sit with profit all summer in New Orleans, with plenary powers to send for persons
and papers.

I do not design to encumber this letter with the detail of the malfeasance and corruption, Elaborate
and proper statements will be made. Let the inquiry of your committee run back to the beginning of
the Bureau in Louisiana. It will be interesting to inquire, and profitable to know, how much money
has been wasted; how much embezzled; under what vociferous and pious cant the Government
and the black man have been robbed.—If you are in earnest, Mr. Eliot, the field is wide. It is true
that the policy of Gen. Howard not only gave to his special appointees the opportunity for plunder,
but for escape, and many have dispersed and records have been destroyed or lost. But enough
remains. You design to extend the time of the Bureau and to vote it millions of money. Are its
enlarged powers and vast resources to be administered in the future, as in the past, by a blind
and bilious bigotry? Is the Freedmen's Bureau to become a Calvanistic Missionary Society? I have
no war with Calvanists, and no objection to Missionaries; but, when a high Government Official
becomes, officially, a Theological propagandist, and points his bigotry with the bayonet, I have
a right to protest. Has the Government created a high office, and appropriated to its support
millions of money, that through it may be precipitated upon the South, whatever there is of
vagabond Evangelism in the North? It is not so much the Bureau that the South resents, as it is the
administration of it. Little as the Southern people like the Bureau, they still accept it as a part of a
“disagreeable situation.”

But when they meet, in agents of the Bureau, men who are self-righteous and intolerant—who
are ignorant of secular affairs, destitute of administrative or executive ability—men whose lust of
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power is in the inverse ratio of their fitness to exercise it; whose greed of gain is quickened by an
unexpected hope of profit—whose only claim to place is a dogmatical agreement with the chief
of the Bureau, is it not natural that hostility to the agent should be transferred to the Bureau that
quarters such men upon communities?

If it is a part of the plan, or of the political necessity of our friends to fasten upon the reviving vitality
of the nation an administration such as that of Gen. Howard, then they are supplying arguments
against the Bureau more rapidly than they can answer them. In thus clothing unfitness with power,
in placing the incubus of bigotry and incapacity upon the greatest secondary measure of the
Revolution, we are defeating the end we have in view; and from being the friends, we are becoming
the enemies of the colored man. It is the colored man who has to foot the bills of suffering and of
every form of loss, from the mal-administration of a Bureau established, especially, for his benefit.

And not only the colored man, but the white, is affected by this rule. Not only the planting interest,
but the whole labor and production of the South, and in so far as they have relations to the north,
the industrial interests of the country are in the grip of the Chief Commissioner.

In this way, the Freedmen's Bureau swells beyond local importance, to national magnitude. The
question of “Reconstruction,” of a recompacted Nationality, lie within the determining of a chief,
whose standard of a man's capacity, integrity, or fitness, for official place, is his acceptance of the
Westminster Catechism. You have in the north a plethora of governing ability. The revolution has
stimulated even ordinary men to the exercise of great capacity. There must be some one of these,
who has insight and outsight to compass the issues of the times. In whom is the aptness to meet the
exigencies with courage and fairness, to harmonize capital and labor and to re-unite the disjointed
interests.

Give us such a man at the head of the Bureau, and festering individual discontent and political
complications will disappear before the activity and hope that must spring from renewed and
harmonized industry.

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, A RADICAL.

5

WHAT GEN. FULLERTON DID IN LOUISIANA.

From the New York Tribune.]

To the Editor of the Tribune: Sir —Gen. Fullerton, on reaching New Orleans, was welcomed by the
Rebels of that city as if he had been a brave Rebel Brigadier instead of having been an officer in
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the Union army. He was not in the city twenty-four hours before he was seen walking the streets
arm in arm with a signer of the Louisiana Ordinance of secession. On being in the city one week,
he received an invitation (from the rich traitors who had aided the Rebellion as it was aided by no
others) to accept a public and complimentary dinner as a token of the appreciation in which he was
held by the people. One day's occupancy of the office just vacated by Mr. Conway, was enough to
satisfy him that the negroes of Louisiana had too much liberty; too many schools; too many orphan
asylums; and were, altogether, too well protected by the officers of the Bureau who had been
assigned to it by Gen. Canby and Gen. Sheridan. He at once struck at the liberty of the freed people
of the City of New Orleans, and issued an order, by the operation of which 30,000 men, women
and children were suddenly returned to a bondage almost as odious as that from which, under the
leadership of the immortal Lincoln, they had just been delivered. The order was for “the arrest of
all unemployed freedmen,” and directed the Police of the Crescent City to execute its provisions.
This was welcome duty to the police. They began their work, and in less than 24 hours the jails and
calabooses of the city were full. Honest men were locked up in cells under iron gates. Industrious
laborers who had worked on the levee were arrested on their way to their homes. Quartermaster's
laborers were seized with others. Soldiers just discharged from a long term of service were also
arrested. In a word, every colored man in the city who could not furnish a certificate of employment
from some well-known person was seized by the Police, under Fullerton's order, and locked up.

A reign of terror lasted till Fullerton, after 20 days of infamous service, was withdrawn. Colored men
and women flocked to Gen. Canby's and Gen. Sheridan's Headquarters, asking for protection. The
discharged colored troops determined to resist the police, and a fight took place on Claiborne street,
in which the police were soundly beaten. Gen. Sheridan, Gen. Canby, Gov. Wells and Gen. Fullerton
held a meeting on the subject of the condition of the city, and Fullerton was informed that he must
stop. He suddenly concluded to revoke the order. By this time the Rebel press had reached a point of
ecstatic joy over Fullerton, and a public dinner was revived with greater energy than ever.

There were two orphan asylums for the orphans of colored troops and seamen. These Gen.
Fullerton broke up by a single blow. He ordered the State law respecting apprentices to be enforced
and applied to these orphans. In simpler terms, he ordered them to be returned to their old
masters to live in slavery till they were 21 years of age. Although neither asylum was in charge of the
Government, yet the orphans must be re-enslaved by Fullerton. The result was that the orphans,
hearing of the order, ran away and found shelter in the homes of colored men in the city. Many an
old slave-holder went to these asylums after the issue of the order, asking for “nice little nigger girls
to do the dirty work around their houses,” &c.
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The next blow of the General was at the Home Colonies for aged freedmen. These were self-
supporting and were not broken up for any reason of economy, but simply to help break up the
Bureau and give the farms on which they were established back to their former owners. Two
hundred schools, supported without expense to the government, and which were attended by
20,000 colored children, were broken up by the next stroke of Gen. Fullerton's power. The only
source of support for these schools was abolished, and a great work for the improvement of 300,000
people was suddenly brought to an end.

Abandoned and confiscable property to the amount of nearly $200,000,000 worth—property which
Mr. Conway had tenaciously held for the use of the government, was almost entirely given up to its
former owners by General Fullerton during his 20 days administration.

The Freedmen's Courts throughout the State were all abolished by the General, and the State
tribunals ordered to try all cases in which the freedmen were interested. A rebel victory could not
have been paraded with larger type or greater joy than was each order of Brevet Brigadier J. S.
Fullerton.

He was soon succeeded by Gen. Baird, an officer who differs from him about as day differs from
night. Fullerton came back to Washington and was offered by the President the post of private
secretary. This was doubtless a reward for his faithful services in Louisiana.

A Citizen of New Orleans.

New York, June 13, 1866.

Galveston, Texas, June 26th, 1866.

Hon. Thomas D. Eliot, M. C., Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: —On the 10th of this month I had the honor to address a letter to you in relation to the
affairs of the Freedmen's Bureau in Louisiana. Since that time I have read in the New York Tribune of
June 15th, a letter dated New York June 13th, and signed “A Citizen of New Orleans.”

Unquestionably, the Rev. T. W. Conway either wrote or dictated that letter. Sadly as Revolution
confuses the moral perceptions of men, I am loth to believe that there is another man of ordinary
respectability who would indulge in such sheer mendacity of statement. Wherever the letter itself
has even a leaning toward the truth, it is a malignant distortion of facts.
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It is wholly untrue that General Fullerton was especially welcomed by the rebels of New Orleans.
General Fullerton took the place of 6 Mr. Conway, and on that account General Fullerton was
welcomed by all classes. There was a deep feeling of satisfaction in that city among all people,
white and colored, upon the removal of Mr. Conway. The most radical men, as well as the most
conservative, recognized his total unfitness for the place. A large number of people believed him
to be untruthful and dishonest. The most charitable express pity or contempt for him in that
considerate and popular way, “Poor Conway!”

It is true that Gen. Fullerton did walk the streets of New Orleans with Dr. Thomas Cottman, one of
the signers of the secession ordinance. So have I. So would Mr. Conway have done, had he been
permitted so to do. I have met Dr. Cottman in the house of Chief Justice Chase. I have seen him arm
in arm in Washington—as in New Orleans—with our most prominent and distinguished Radicals. No
one of these was supposed to be infected by the sentiment of secession, because he maintained the
intercourse of gentlemen with Doctor Cottman, who is himself a gentleman of ability and erudition,
and one who accepts the situation.

As to the public dinner by “rich traitors,” to which the letter-writer alludes, it was merely a newspaper
notice that such a thing might be offered to Gen. Fullerton. Upon the appearance of the notice in the
public prints, Gen. Fullerton caused it to be known immediately that he would not accept any such
testimonial. The “dinner” was not given. Mr. Conway knew of this fact, and I have, myself, heard him
applaud Gen. Fullerton for his action in the case.

Nor is it an evidence of apostacy for a man to be invited to dine with another. I have seen the Rev.
Mr. Conway eating and drinking in most equivocal companionship. I have, occasionally, seen him in
proper places, with proper men. He has taken many a glass of wine with me, at my expense; he was
always careful of this latter condition.

I have seen the most Radical and the most distinguished of our political leaders sit down, in New
Orleans, at the boards of rebels, and I have known Mr. Conway to feel chagrined that he was not
invited.

So much for the “rebel's invitation” of Gen. Fullerton to dinner. Any man may be invited by any other.
Jesus was invited to the top of a mountain by the devil himself, and he went.

The Christian world has not held the Saviour of mankind to an account for that “invitation.” Such
are the materials out of which a conscious criminal alone, would seek to make capital against his
inquisitor and judge.
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The assertion of the “letter writer,” that Gen. Fullerton, “found the negroes of Louisiana, with too
much freedom under the officers assigned to the Bureau, by Generals Sheridan and Canby, and
that he reduced 30,000 freed people to bondage, &c,” is of a piece with all the letter. Gen. Sheridan
never assigned officers to the Bureau. A few were assigned by Gen. Canby, at the special request of
Commissioner Conway. The least that is said of a majority of those officers, so assigned, that better,
for their personal reputation, and for the honor of the service.

The order for the arrest of colored vagrants, was the re-issuance of an order that has been four
times enforced in New Orleans since the occupancy of the city by our troops. It was an order always
liable to abuse. Gen. Fullerton thought it so. He hesitated to enforce it, and he did not, until he was
strongly urged to do it, by the Provost Marshal of the Bureau, one of those very officers assigned by
Gen. Canby, and a personal friend and confidential official of Mr. Conway. The enforcement of the
“order,” resulted as Gen. Fullerton apprehended. He immediately sent for Capt. John Burk, Chief of
Police, who frankly informed Gen. Fullerton, that abuses would occur, whereupon Gen. Fullerton
revoked the order. It was in force two days. The “fight on Claiborne street,” of which, I was an eye
witness, had little or nothing to do with this order.

After Gen. Fullerton had gone from New Orleans, and Gen. Baird had become Assistant
Commissioner, the arrest of alleged colored vagrants was continued by the same Provost Marshal,
Mr. Conway's appointee and friend, and the colored people so arrested were sold at five dollars a
head to planters, for labor, and the proceeds were divided in the Provost Marshal's office. One of
the most active officers of the Provost Marshal, and a confidential officer of Mr. Conway, is now in
prison, in New Orleans, as the chief of an organized gang of burglars and thieves.

The “Home Colonies,” of which the “letter writer” speaks, where simple caravansaries of idleness
and disease. Similar establishments have been broken up by our own authorities before. They were
re-established by Mr. Conway, partly because they furnished places for partizans who could write
letters of defence of laudation of Mr. Conway, and partly because a little money could be made out
of them.

But the mendacity that characterizes this whole letter, exceeds itself, in the following paragraph: “
Two hundred schools, supported without expense to the Government, and which were attended by twenty
thousand colored children, were broken up by the next stroke of “Gen. Fullerton's power. ”

Now hear the facts. In their prosperous days, before they passed under the hand of Mr. Conway, the
colored schools of Louisiana numbered 141. There were in them, 14,760 children, and 6,000 adults in
night and Sunday schools.
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These schools were always and wholly supported by the Government. When they passed
under Assistant Commissioner Conway, they were in a high state of succss, and were free from
accumulated debt. Under his administration, in four months they nearly ceased to exist, and the
School Bureau alone was 7 staggering under eighty thousand dollars of debt.

As I have before said, and what I say I know, Gen. Fullerton strained every nerve and drew upon
every resource to sustain the schools.

He removed over twenty sinecure appointees, whom Mr. Conway had placed about the schools,
and who were receiving from $120 to $150 per month each for doing nothing. It was the removal
of these, by Gen. Fullerton, and his probing of the monstrous rottenness, about the Bureau, that
made Mr. Conway so irate that his chronic passion still takes the easy garb of falsehood whenever
he refers to Louisiana. Of the restoration of rebel property, of which the “letter writer” speaks, it may
be said that, as Assistant Commissioner, Mr. Conway restored property without visible necessity, and
with a premature alacrity that astonished even his friends, and made men scrutinize and question
his motive. When it became the policy of the Government to make such restoration complete,
General Fullerton was ordered to do so by General Howard. In some cases General Fullerton
questioned the justice or propriety of the restoration; but his orders were specific and positive. In
instances where he hesitated, special orders came for his immediate action. I know of property
returned by General Fullerton, the order for which restoration was procured in Washington by the
personal appeal of some of the most distinguished of our own radical leaders. Mr. Conway knew of
these facts.

The order suspending the “Freedmen's Courts” came also from Washington. Indeed, the Courts
themselves, under the administration of Mr. Conway, were a scandal and a mockery. The colored
people were robbed and oppressed by them.

Hitherto, Mr. Conway has succeeded, by vociferous cant and by noisy accusation of others, to direct
attention from the truth of his Louisiana career and to defeat or defer inquiry. The Inquisition is
now upon his track. Possibly, like the most culpable of his immediate subordinates, he has not only
escaped with the plunder, but has destroyed the records that would criminate him.

It is natural that he should assail General Fullerton. It is a necessity of Mr. Conway's to forestall
the public judgment respecting the Report of that officer upon the affairs of Louisiana. He must
invalidate the verdict by impeaching the judge. It is the old cry of “Stop thief,” by the thief himself.
No one understands that mode of escape better than the Rev. Thomas W. Conway, late Assistant
Commissioner of Louisiana.
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It is not a question of Gen. Fullerton or Mr. Conway that we are considering, but of historic fact. Let
your Congressional Committee realize that.

Very respectfully, A RADICAL.

FLAKE'S BULLETIN STEAM JOB PRESS

EXTRACTS FROM FLAKE'S DAILY GALVESTON BULLETIN.

[From the Bulletin of June 30th, 1866.]

LOUISIANA.

We publish to-day a communication signed “A Citizen of New Orleans,” copied from the New York
Tribune of the 15th instant, and also the very remarkable reply of “A Radical.” The theme of these
papers is the Bureau in Louisiana. The first defends the Conway administration, by assailing that
of Fullerton. The second denies the allegations against Fullerton, and retorts with an indictment
against Conway, of portentious magnitude. Rarely, indeed, have we seen, in any public document,
such an array of charges so clearly stated, and asserted with so much confidence. These are the
first blasts of the coming storm. In Louisiana, the two Generals, the Commissioners of the President,
are promised a mine rich beyond precedent, with all manner of official misfeasance, malfeasance
and political obliquity. Unless, peradventure, the guilty have covered their tracks and hidden their
plunder. If “A Radical” sustains his indictment, Conway was a satrap, whose political deformity has
not been equalled since the infamous rule of Warren Hastings. Of course it is not our province to
prejudge. “Radical” has authorized us to give his name to any that have the right to demand it. He
is not unknown in the history of Louisiana since the Federal occupation. He is not an enemy to the
Bureau, but has ever been a radical abolitionist of the straightest sect. When Gen. Steadman arrives
in New Orleans, which will be next Thursday, we may expect an unearthing of political history, and
an exposure of official misconduct, far exceeding anything that investigation has yet developed. That
truth may prevail and the right be made manifest, is the desire of every good citizen.

[From the Bulletin of July 1st, 1866.]

THE FREEDMEN'S BUREAU.

We publish to-day another letter from “A Radical.” This is addressed to the Hon. Thomas J. Elliott,
House of Representatives, and Chairman on the Special Committee on the Freedmen's Bureau.
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In a natural order, this should have preceded that we published yesterday. In bringing before the
public these two important and finely-written letters, it is but proper for us to say that the quarrel
is not ours. Our opinions on the Bureau are expressed fully and clearly whenever occasion requires
them. We have censured the Bureau when it did wrong, and defended it when it did right. “A Radical”
makes grave charges, in forcible language. His indictment is clearly laid, and it is right that he should
be heard upon all its counts. The ground he assumes is friendly to the Bureau, but opposed to the
chief of that Bureau, not because he, Gen. Howard, is either dishonest or unfaithful to his trust,
but because he is weak and permits others to do the wrongs complained of. Among the crowd of
insinuators and makers of unsubstantiated assertions against the Bureau, it is refreshing to find
a gentleman willing to assume the responsibility of putting his charges in plain Anglo-Saxon. Mr.
Radical is an example worthy the imitation of all those who have, ought against that institution: It is
impossible for Generals Steadman and Fullerton to ignore the existence of these papers, even were
they so disposed. They cannot do otherwise than call for Mr. Radical and arraign the Rev. Conway
and Gen. Baird, with their host of nameless, characterless and positionless associates, no matter
where they have fled. They will all be visited with official scrutiny and their doings made manifest.


