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The two men had known each other since 1890. The
shorter of the two was always neatly dressed and wore
glasses. He was of Cuban descent but born in south
Carolina in 1858. He was proud of his father, a former
general and ringleader in the conspiracy against Spain,
who, having had to flee into exile when the rebellion
was crushed , escaped to the united states, later .to
become a colonel in the Army of the Confederacy 1n
1861. His son, Narciso Gener Gonzales, was to pursue a
career in journalism, first as a telegrapher, then as a
political campaign correspondent. In 1880, he became
the Columbia correspondent for the Charleston NQWS and
courier, where he would become intimately involved in
writing about his long-time interest, politics.
Because of policy differences, he severed ties
with the Charleston paper in 1890. He was now thirtytwo years old. He had planned a trip to Hawaii, which
he would finance by writing for newspapers that would
buy his articles. However, he never IQft. A group of
friends convinced him and his brother to establish a
daily newspaper in Columbia; it would be called The
state, and he would be editor and manager. The first
issue would appear in February, 1891.
The other man-tall, aristocratic, and handsome-was
a native s~uth Carolinian, born in Edgefield County in
1868. Unl1ke Gonzales, who was ten years his senior
and self-educated, he had attended several schools
having graduated from Georgetown University in
'
Washington, D.C. After studying law, he began a career
~n j~urnalism, writing under a pen name for a newspaper
1n W1nnsboro. He was also the Columbia correspondent
for the Atlanta Constitution and the Washington
correspondent for the Columbia Journal until 1894. His
name was James Hammond Tillman, the nephew of the newly
elected Governor, Benjamin Ryan Tillman, and the
maternal grandfather of the writer of this paper.
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Young Tillman a dmired his uncle, just as much as
Gonzales admired his fa ther. Both had strong role
models, defended h is unc le's policies and attacked
those who were crit i c al of him, one of whom was N.G.
Gonzales, at the time a reporter for the Charleston
News and Courier. He a ccused Gonzales of misquoting
his uncle at the Democr atic convention. It was at this
time--1890--that a personal rivalry developed between
the two, a rivalry which would intensify over the
years.
The two men came fr om very different backgrounds.
However, both believed strongly in their convictions
and were closely invo lved i n politics. Gonzales began
and remained active i n journalism; Tillman began his
career in journalism, but s witched his focus to
politics, his primary inte r est. He had defended his
uncle Ben's policies a nd now wanted to pursue his own
political career.
In 1900, he was made a delegate to
the Democratic Nationa l Convention. Later that year,
he campaigned for the office of lieutenant governor of
South Carolina and was elected. He had based his
campaign on a similar platform used by his uncle. His
political future seemed bright; he decided to campaign
for governor in 1902. In t hat year Gonzales began
writing editorials cri tical of Jim Tillman, reflecting
his intense dislike of and strong opposition to him.
What was the reason fo r thi s opposition?
After the Civil War, states once prosperous were
economically devastated . South Carolina, the state
that first seceded fro m the Union, had been one of the
wealthiest states prior to the war. However, after
Reconstruction, many o f the farmers, who made up threefourths of the state's workforce, faced a grim life of
poverty and indebtedness.
In the 1880's they faced a
severe depression, becoming victims of collapsing farm
prices and exorbitant cred i t rates. They received
little, if any, assistance from the state government.
The ruling class was known by several names: the
aristocrats, the old Guard, Conservatives, Redeemers,
Bourbons. They had establ i shed their political power
base but were now hopeless l y out of touch with the
plight of the common man. This older generation could
not or would not comprehend or address themselves to
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the severe problems facing the common people,
especially the farmers.
In 1885, the farmers found their leader in
Benjamin Ryan Tillman, known as "Pitchfork Ben" for his
close association with the downtrodden farmer. He
attacked what he called "the broken-down aristocrats"
for doing nothing for the farmer. He alone would be
their spokesman by launching the Farmers' Movement. He
proposed that a separate agricultural college, to be
named Clemson, be created for the sons of "real"
farmers.
His popularity led the Farmers' Association to
nominate him for governor in 1890. He continued his
attacks on those "do-nothing" aristocrats, who, he
stated, "viewed the world through ante bellum
spectacles" and marched backward when they marched at
all." To those aristocrats, however, he was a
troublemaker and adversary, whom they derisively called
"a ranting country cracker." In reality, he was well
education, having had a solid background and genuine
interest in English literature and Latin. Every
critical and satirical remark Ben Tillman uttered about
the Conservatives was cheered by the farmers. They
loved him ridiculing the "greedy old city of
Charleston" and its "dude factory", the Citadel.
Although he was actually a large landowner, he
associated himself with the farmers when he proclaimed,
"I'm a clodhopper just like you." To him, the conflict
was between those in power who believed in the status
gyQ and those who yearned for change and reform.
He
and his followers would be the reformers and provide
the needed change. He would be the Populist hero of
the man in the field.
He was, as historian Lewis Jones
wrote, "an Agrarian Moses leading his followers to a
Promised Land ...... He would triumph at the Democratic
convention. And triumph he did, for his success as
governor-elect would mark the overthrow of the
redeemers, those "do-nothing" aristocrats. This, he
knew, would be a revolution; now he would establish his
own power base and make a clean sweep of offices once
occupied by the Charleston power structure. For the
last decade of the century Ben Tillman was in absolute
control, first as governor for two terms from 1890 to
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1894, then as
1918.

u.s.

Senator from 1895 until his death in

The Conservatives did not take their defeat and
Tillman's victory lightly. The best way to oppose this
"uncouth usurper" and "tyrant," they thought, was
through the press. They urgently felt the need to
establish a daily newspaper. They sought an editor who
would share their outlook and philosophy. They soon
found their man, whom they saw as a progressive-minded
conservative, an aggress ive "crusader," and "militant"
journalist who would in his articles and editorials
oppose and expose Til lmanism . He was N.G. Gonzales.
After directing his editorial attacks at Governor
Tillman, Gonzales then focused his attention on the
governor's nephew. His miss ion, as he and his
conservative friends and backers saw it, was not only
to continue the crusade of opposing Tillmanism and the
Populist movement but to prevent Jim Tillman from
becoming governor. Til~an felt that he also had a
mission-to live up to the name of his uncle yet be his
own man. He was proud of his name and heritage. He
would campaign and win the nomination in spite of
Gonzales and his paper, The state.
Nevertheless, t he hard-hitting editorials
continued to intensi fy. Gonzales emphasized that the
voting public really did not know Jim Tillman and that
he had advertised himself "shrewdly" in his campaign
for lieutenant governor in 1900. NOW, two years later,
he was seeking the highest office in the state.
It
would be a "calamity," Gonzales wrote, to have this man
in the line of success i on. He would be just like his
demagogic uncle, arous ing old class and factional
hatred. Let the readers of his paper beware of this
man who was definitely not qualified for governor. He
would provide evidence for support. Wasn't it proved,
for example, that Jim Tillman had abused his powers as
president of the state senate, that he was wrong in a
matter of parliamentary procedure, and that he was
afraid to reply to charges concerning the senate
rUling? What did they say about his qualifications?
Irritated, Tillman said to one of The State's
correspondents, without naming Gonzales, "If any editor
has any futUre charges to make against me, let them be
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made to my face." He was not going to endure any more
slanders heaped upon him by newspapers. After more
editorial accusations, he said he was being
"persecuted," especially when The State printed an
article about what it termed a "sensational incident."
The editor of the Gaffney Ledger had called Tillman "a
liar over his own signature," because he, the editor,
had accused the candidate of owing him for advertising
bills and not paying. Gonzales seized on this.
Wasn't
this proof that Tillman was not a man of his word, that
he could not be trusted? True, the money was finally

sent, but here was a man running for governor who was
delinquent in paying an account. Tillman countered by
writing an explanation of what had transpired.
To
Gonzales, that was not good enough. He would not let

up.

He would continue to provide "evidence" as a

weapon against this "incompetent" candidate. He would
expose him further.
"Jim Tillman," he wrote, "is a
disgrace to his uncle and double disgrace to his father
[George]." "It was a shame that Congressman George
Tillman had fathered such a "degenerate" son." This
was slander, more "persecution," Tillman countered.
Those damnable newspaper statements were defaming his
character; every word was "as false as hell itself."
He remembered his uncle having expressed his opinion of
Gonzales in 1895 as one who "dished out more malice and
hatred than any other man in the state except himself."
He should be judged fairly, not by "maligning"
newspaper articles that tried to distort everything.
Yet, the malice and hatred continued. Gonzales
now wrote that he would even support the detested
tyrant, Ben Tillman, his bitter enemy, if he were his
nepheW'S opponent. Had he not shown that Jim Tillman
was guilty of numerous transgressions and that he had
vainly tried to vindicate himself? Tillman had no
legitimate defense and still cried "persecution" and continually tried to hide behind the family name. His
paper was not trying to persecute this candidate, he
insisted, nor was it trying to dictate to the people
how they should vote. His sole objective was to inform
the people and let them decide for whom they should

vote.

He predicted that they, having read editorials

from his state and other papers, would not elect this
man governor. What intelligent citizen would vote for
this "incompetent," this "father of lies," who would so
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conduct himself in the executive chair "as to make
angels weep and morta l s swear?" with only one
exception, none of the maj or newspapers in South
Carolina had endorsed Til lman for governor, he
exclaimed. Wasn't that proof enough? He continued to
uncover more "evidence," concluding one editorial with
these words:
"But the real issue is this ... whether or
not the people of South Carolina will elect as governor
a man who by nature and acti ons and example has shown
himself utterly unf it to fill that office, or any
position of honor or trust within their gift." Two
editorials followed , captioned "The Finish of Jim
Tillman" and "An An iI:lated Falsehood."
Gonzales felt he had accomplished his goal. When
the primary returns
e in with more than fift y per
cent of the precincts reported, candidate Heyward was
leading by a comfortable margin.
Jim Tillman was a
distant fourth.
The editor was ecstatic. He predicted
in a column entitled · e Voice of the People" that
"this spotted candidate would not have a chance in the
second race with Heyward. He proclaimed in an
editorial that "the greatest result of the primary is
the salvation of t he state from the disgrace and
affliction of Jim Ti
an in the governor's office."
The crusade had bee a success. The people had been
informed. He had called Jim Tillman "what he was and
what, in the publ ic interest, it was necessary to call
him." What he sa id about him he had proved. To him,
Jim Tillman was history .
Four months had pa ssed. Tillman was defeated
because of the press, he felt, and for no other reason.
He had taken all that abuse in those editorials and
tried to respond rea sonably in writing. What would he
do now? Take his def eat in stride and just forget
about the whole matter, which he had been dwelling on
privately during those four months? His term as
lieutenant governor would soon come to end. On January
15 he had just presided over the senate chamber and
then left the State House accompanied by two state
senators, soon to be joined by two other friends.
It
was a clear, cool day, temperature in the 50's. The
five men soon arrived at the intersection of Main and
Gervais streets, a busy intersection, less than two
hUndred yards from the Capitol.
Coincidentally,
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Gonzales had just left his office at the state on his
way home to have lunch. To go home he had to walk down
Main Street to Gervais and then east and go down, tha:_
street. At precisely 1:45 p.m. that day--January 15
Gonzales enccuntered Jim Tillman. Suddenl¥, a sho~ was
heard. Tillman had drawn a revolver an~ flred a slngle
shot at close range, striking Gonzales l.n the"s~omach.
A cr was quickly passed along the streets:
Jlm
Till~an'S shot Gonzales!" The startling announ<?ement
caused a spontaneous reaction. Amid the confusl.on,many
uickl rushed to the scene.
Immediately after b~lng
~truckYbY the bullet, Gonzales, wounded~ fell ag~l~stta
streetcar boarding platform to steadr hlmself.
S 00
.
you coward!" he reportedly crl.ed out to the
:~:~~iant. Tillman let the .~8 caliber Colt revolver
drop to his side saying noth1ng. He was arr7ste~
immediately afte~ the shooting, surrendered hlS plstol,
offering no resistance. Two men had ru~hed to
.
Gonzales' side and helped the criti cally wounded edltor
to the Main Street office of The state, a half block
a,,,,ay. There a large crowd quickly assembled.
.
Physicians wcr,Q summoned to try to stop the bleed1ng.
The victim was immediately taken to the hospital for
surgery. Though the operation was successful,
Gonzales' str~ngth began to ebb. He died four days
later,
January. 19, at the age of forty-four, his family
by
his side.
The day after his death, The St~te ran a black
border throu9~out the issue, signifying mourning for
tI:e fallen editor. The lead story opened "dth a eulogy
t1tled "Our Chief." Its opening lines quoted the words
of N.G. Gonzales:
"To die this way is as much as honor
as to die Upon the field of battle . "
Tillman was charged by the state of South Carolina
with the murder of Gonzales. The trial began September
28, 1903, at the Court House in an adjacent county,
Lexington. A fair trial was unlikely, according to
defense counsel, because of pre-trial publicity;
consequently, a change of venue was granted. The jury
was selected and was ordered by the presiding judge not
to read The state during the course of the trial. The
coverage in the paper, however, was to remain objective
during the trial. Tillman entered a plea of not guilty
to the charge of Qurder. Witnesses for the prosecution
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were called to the stand . In reply to crossexamination, Gonzales' brother, Ambrose testified that
his brother had been a man of few words' and "wrote much
more than he talked." "I never heard him make a threat
in his life," he affirmed. One day was spent in the
reading of the editoria ls of The state from April,
1902, to September, 1903 . Under cross-examination one
witness said he could not determine from the editorials
if Gonzales and Tillman were on friendly terms. What
did he think Gonzales' feelin gs were, then, toward
Tillman" Question: "If anyone published an article in
which he called you a thief, a liar, a drUnkard, a
coward and a skulker, would you say he had good
feelings toward you?" Answer : I should not think he
thought very much of him ..• " Question: "If a man
would say that about you ... don't you think he would
feel bitter toward you? . . Answer like a man!"
Answer:
"I would not think he had personal feelings
toward me." According to three witnesses, no weapon
was seen on Gonzales after the shooting; however, he
did, on occasions, carry a pistol, according to another
witness.
Did Tillman ever threaten Gonzales in his
presence? Yes, he d id, according to the editor of the
Johnston Monitor. He remembered Jim saying
emphatically that he was running for governor and was
going to be elected ... and "if that (expletives
deleted) Gonzales kept atta cking him, that he was going
there and kill him like a dog." "You can't do that,
Jim," the witness continued; "the best thing to do is
go down there and tackle him face to face, man to man."
"But he didn't listen." Another witness who was a
friend stated that he had served in Colonel Tillman's
regiment during the Spanish American War. "I told Jim
that if he wanted to be governor, he would have a fight
on his hands with the editor of The state. But that didn't seem to phase him--he said he would take care of
Gonzales, that he would 'snuff out his light.'" others
who came to the stand testified that Tillman had made
threats on the editor's life and concluded that
personal feelings between the two were indeed bitter.
One of the two senators accompanying Tillman that
fateful day said that he did not hear Tillman say
anything before the shot was fired. However, another
eyewitness said that he heard Tillman say, when very
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close to the editor, "I got your message," What
message was he referred to? Could it have been a
gesture Gonzales made, a threaten i ng gesture perhaps,
when he put his hand in his overcoat pocket, presumably
to draw a weapon?
How mild a man was Gonzales? witnesses for the
defense said that in their presence they remembered
Gonzales speaking of Tillman as a "villain," a "cur."
One testified that Gonzales said to him, "If he ever
bats his eyes at me I will fill him so full of lead
that he will not be able to tote it off." "Don't you
think it was time," one witness said he asked Gonzales,
"that you let up on old Jim?" "No, I don't" was the
reply, "and as long as he offers himself for public
office I don't expect to give it to him." Someone else
testified that he had heard Gonzales threaten Tillman
while he heard a conversation with three others, saying
that if he, Gonzales, "did not succeed in defeating Jim
Tillman in the governor's office, that he would never
be seated, because he would kill the s.o.b." Hadn't he
gone too far in writing those personal attacks on
Tillman? Of course not, he responded.
"The blacklegged gambler had deserved everything written about
him and ought to be filled with lead." Could those
have been the words of a man who, according to his
brother, had never made a threat in his life?
Tillman's lawyers attempted to prove self-defense
through the belief that Gonzales had planned to
physically harm Tillman. The defense would show that
threats were made and that Jim Tillman honestly
believed that Gonzales was going to attack him. Rumors
were widespread of Gonzales' threats on Tillman's life
claimed another witness. One woman stated that she sa;'
Gonzales just before the tragedy.
"The expression on
his face seemed vindictive to me," she said. Yes, his
hands were in his pockets and it seemed to her he might
be carrying a weapon.
How accurate was the testimony? Some witnesses
might have been more partial than others. Some were

friends of the victim; others were friends of the
a ssailant. There were those who knew neither
i ntimately. What would the defendant now have to say
n his own behalf? He was called to the stand.
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All eyes were o n hi , especially those of his wif e
and mother. He answered questions about past relation s
between him and Gonz ales and The state's editori~l
attacks on him. His thoughts went bac~ to ~h7 ~lme he
wrote for the Winnsboro pap er, about hlS crltlClsm of
Gonzales for misquot ing i s uncle, about the time
Gonzales had critic ized h· while he was in the army
during and after the Spanish-American War in 1898. He
had written a story predicti ng the outcome of several
appointments of cons ul general to China, one of whom
was Gonzales. He r ece:bered when they had exchanged
strong words over t hese and other incidents. He
defended his record as regimental colonel during the
spani sh-American War . Gonz ales, he said, tried to
embar rass him, to be little hi s role in the army, and
tried to blowout o f proport ion certain charges, later
dismissed, that had been b r ought against him. Gonzale s
also ridiculed him for att empting to help his country
by trying to raise a reg " ent of Indians to fight in
the Pacific. He had vo unt eered as a private in a
Nebraska regiment a fter hi s commission as Colonel had
terminated. Why wa s e ridiculed for fighting for his
country, for inspi r ing others to serve? Why was this
man so hostile toward him , other than the fact that he
being a Tillman was an e asy target for The state? As a
young man, he was a · ournalist, a competent one, he
felt.
He decided to enter politics in 1900, mainly
because he admi red hi s u ncle and his achievements. He
felt he also could be effective in political li f e. He
was glad the p eop le h ad enough confidence in him when
he was elected a representative to the national
Democratic Conventi on and when he ran for the office o f
lieutenant governor and was elected. He received
acclaim from many of his friends and supporters, but
not from Gon zales, who, he said, never once praised h im
for a deed h e did or any accomplishment he made.
Gonzales had to go out of his way to dig up material -to
be used aga inst him.
Everything written in those
e~itorials accused him of some wrong doing, mal i gning
hlS character . He recalled being accused of alleged
theft of funds, none of which could have been proved.
He defended the "sword incident" when he refused to
present a sword to President Theodore Roosevelt on
behalf of south Carolina, because the president had
snubbed his uncle on some occasion. He denied that he
had ever threatened Gonzales, that he had ever used the
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expression "snuff his life out." He was hurt by the
constant editorial criticism picturing him as one
unworthy of being governor.
He then gave his own account of the shooting: Mr.
Gonzales was walking along rapidly. His overcoat was
very tightly buttoned, both his hands in his pockets,
and I never took my eye off him nor did he take his off
me .... When he started to cut across the pavement
toward me, his overcoat was tightly buttoned up and
both his hands were outside of his pocket until he
started to cut across the sidewalk coming directly
toward me, and then the thumb of his right hand
disappeared in his pocket, and it happened almost
directly three or four seconds after that, I was
expecting him to shoot, and I said, "I got your
message" and fired. Question: What message did you
refer to? Answer:
I was unfortunate, perhaps, in
calling it a "message." That was in my mind the
conversation he had at the state House with captain
White and Mr. Holsenback. That is what I meant when I
spoke of "message." Question: Mr. Tillman, you say
his thumb disappeared? Answer: Yes, sir. Question:
Show the jury the motion of his hand in his pocket.
Answer: His overcoat was buttoned up and he was coming
that way (standing and illustrating). His overcoat was
pulled tightly toward his front, and just as he started
towards me his hand went down. Question: What did
that indicate to you? Answer: I expected instantly to
be shot down. Question: Was he watching you? Answer:
As intently, sir, as any two men ever watched each
other in their lives. Question: Why did you shoot
right then? Answer: Because I expected to be shot.
Gonzales never said, "Shoot again you coward " he
affirmed, for he obviously would have heard him, h~ving
been so close. He kept a close watch on The state
office after the shooting because he had heard about
"that office up there being a kind of arsenal." He
feared for his own life. That was the end of his
testimony.
The solicitor addressed the court and jury citing
decisions why murder or manslaughter convictions must
be given in cases involving the death of a human being.
In a plea of self defense great cause should be shown
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as justification fo r taki ng a life. He elaborated on
the three points n ecessary to be shown in cases
involving self defense , one of which stated that the
defendant, at the t ' e of the shooting truly believed
that his life was in anger.
One who spoke for
e prosecution stated that
there was only one 0
e which "actuated Tillman in
this case, and that
the belief that in killing
Gonzales he would v '
· cate himself." Why did he have
to shoot? Why didn '
e sue for libel? Obviously he
allowed his emotions
overrule his reason.
His
motive was clearly re
e , the witness stated.
clearly he was a murderer. However, the last one
speaking for the de fense cl aimed that Gonzales "brought
his own destruction 0
elf."
Finally, on october 1 5, the jury, after
deliberating twenty
, delivered the verdict: Not
Guilty. There was a
e of stunned silence and
relief but no outbur
in the courtroom. Among the
cheers from supporters on the street, there were cries
of "Congratulations ,
. ! " He quickly re-united with
his wife, mother,
fri ends. The ordeal was over.
He was a free man .
t what was the price of his
freedom?
In the state
pers there were cries of
"injustice," "an
trageous verdict," "an utter
depravity of our ega system," "a damnable injustice
of our jury bOX , · - a i scarriage of justice." The
Charleston Post
Ite : "none may accuse him further
but his conscience , and none render judgment on him but
his God." Another editorial stated that his trial had
not ended but that there had been a change of venue
from the court a t Lexington the court of conscience."
The state, in its "Voice of the People" column
reprinted account s from numerous regional and larger
Carolina paper s , all condemning the verdict.
Some, however, offered a different outlook, The
New Orleans Picayune viewed the whole matter as
something traditionally Southern, where one defended
the honor of one's name; The Atlanta News stated in
part, that Tillman's exoneration was "a triumph of
passionless justice, that Gonzales, being more popular
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th
Tillman had "the weight of the public opinion on
hi:nside •.. " The verdict, it conclude~, w~s "~partan
in its moral courage and its self-denY1ng )Ust1ce, and
upon it the Palmetto state (S.C.) deserves
congratulations." The account ended, howeve~, with
these words:
"As for Colonel Tillman, let h1m seek
oblivion now."
The Northern press presented a consistent pattern
in its criticism of the verdict and ~lSO.Of South
Carolina system of justice. The Spr1ngf1eld (Mass.)
Republican wrote that Tillman's acquittal was
"cynically anticipated" that "most people expected the
verdict because of the nature of Southerners, that is,
defending one's honor and name against attack, and the
widespread acceptance of revenge, vindication, and
duelling." The New York Press had this to say:
"The
blow which the state of South Carolina has delivered to
the liberty of the press will cost her dearly long
after the shame of the Lexington verdict is forgotten."
There were similar comments from The New York Herald,
The Times, and ~ Washington Post, all of which stated
that the decision had been already anticipated before
the end of the trial because of "the customs, ideas,
and standards of the people in the South." Later, in
October, ~ State printed an editorial entitled "The
cr~rne of Lexington," which referred to the "martyred"
ed1tor w~o was so foully done to death." The article
agreed w1th others that "the jury would not convict
under any ci:cumstances and would not have found the
def 7ndant gu1lty h~d no testimony been offered."
Lexl.ngton County, 1t concluded, had to "bear the shame
of a monstrous crime committed against our system of
government."
Intense feelings continued to be expressed that
Emotions ran high about the outcome of the
_
tr1a~. There were and are many questions, few of which
prov1de easy answers. Was Gonzales' approach too
severe in his editorial campaign? Was his treatment of
Jim Tillman too antagonistic and bitter? Was he too
intolerant? Had he gone too far in his sense of duty
the reading public? Did he go beyond the
bounds of good taste? Beyond the laws of libel? One
critic of Gonzales' approach felt that "newspapers
should be bold and aggressive, but they should also be
ye~r.

to inform
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fair and respectful. I~ A~ter all, in his crusade
against Tillmanism, ~n h~s effort to expose the
ineptitude of a candidate f or governor, he attacked and
ridiculed not only J im illman's personal
,
qualifications, but h is oral character and soc~al
behavi or as well.
Why did Jim Til l an resort to violence? Why
didn't he sue for l ibe ? Did he think he would not
have had a legal bas i s for s u ch a suit? Did he really
feel that his life was ' d a nger and that he had to
pull the trigger in se f-de f ense? True, he, like many
of his contemporaries · tha t era of violence, believed
he had to protect a nd defend himself when attacked. On
the other hand, he mi
have resorted to committing a
violent act because of
e e ditorials which were so
direct, personal, and
eatening. His uncle had
stated that Jim " was as S1:lart as any Tillman but could
not control his p assi
Perhaps, like Othello, he
was "perplexed i n
e extreme" and felt he had to take
action. Perhaps tha
s hi s flaw.
How truthful
accurate were the accusations?
Could intended ma ce be proven? None of the charges
against Tillman ere either proved or disproved. Was
the verdict just or
jus t? How could there have been
a verdict of not
. ty f rom a jury which was supposed
to be impartia l and co petent? Obviously, they were
not convinced beyo
a r easonable doubt that the
defendant committed
e c rime of murder, but that he
fired in self-defense. Were they not, then, completely
justified in not co victi ng Jim Tillman in light of the
absence of proof of premeditated murder based on the
evidence presented during the trial?
Almost ninety y ears have passed since those
dramatic,events took p lace. The shooting, the trial and acqu1tta l a nd the public reaction have long since
b 7en forgot ten. There is little if any mention in a
h~story o f the South--maybe a line or two or a
footnote. However, both N.G. Gonzales and James
T~llman were very much a part of the history of their
t1me. One saw h~m self as a crusader in an era of a
hard-hitt ing personal style of journalism. The other
saw himse lf , as on e devoting his life to serving the
people of h1 s state. One was successful in u s ing the
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power and influence of the press to defeat a powerful
name in politics; the other, of course, was not
successf ul in attaining his goa l .
In December, 1905, almost three years after the
shooting, a monument--an obelisk--to Gonzales' memory
was unveiled in downtown Columbi a on a location close
to and facing the state House.
Some say it was placed
there so that Gonzales could keep a close watch on the
activities of the Tillmanites.
In a quote attributed
to H.L. Mencken, Gonzales was "the last editor of The
State worth shooting."
There is also an imposing statue of Senator
"Pitchfork Ben" Tillman in front of the capitol. A
portion of the inscription on the pedestal reads:
"He
was the friend and leader of the common people. He
taught them political power . . .. " There is no monument
to the memory of Grandfather Jim.
The press reported
that after his defeat he gave up political life, to the
great relief of his wife.
There is no information in
the family records about his activities. One can only
speculate what went on in his mi nd.
Perhaps he was
burdened by a guilty conscience and attempted to seek
the oblivion which one of the newspapers suggested he
seek after the trial. Most of his adult life had
centered around politics, which must have been
difficult for him to relinquish .
It was also reported
that he lived in relative obscurity until he died on
April 1, 1911, eight years after the trial. He was
forty-three years old.
In spite of his faults, which
were undoubtedly exaggerated by a hostile press, I
prefer to picture him in a positive light, admiring his
ambition and elan, and wondering how his life might
have been had he won the election and not pulled the
trigger .
Sources
Books and newspaper articles about the history of
the South and of South Carolina, including specifically
The Gonzales-Tillman Affair by Michae~ Sewell, ,articles
f rom The state (Columbia, South Carol1na), A H1story of

158

the South by Francis B. Simk ins, and The Tillman Famil y
by Stephen F. Tillman.
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1

Sexual Hara ssnent, Deconstruction
and Quantum Physics
ITEM:
New York, October 22 -- "Sexual harassment
is a subtle form of rape, and is more about fear than
sex," said Dr. John Guttman, a psychologist at the
University of Washington.
"Harassment is a way to make
a woman vulnerable." Consider the case of a male
supervisor who, in the midst of a conversation with a
female employee about an assignment, asks her out of
the blue, "Are you wearing panties?" and then continued
the conversation seemingly pleased that he left her
rattled. The story underscores a picture that is
emerging from extens ive research.
Harassment has less
to do with sex than with power.
It is a way to keep
women in their place.

ITEM:
Providence , November 7 -- "As a result of
the Clarence Thomas hearings, some rules now seem
clear," said some three dozen men interviewed here
recently.
"Female coworkers are not to be

