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This thesis is a comparative study of the works of Tennessee Williams
and Truman Capote, and is constructed around discussions of their
Southernness and homosexuality which, contradictory as they are, are among
the most distinguishing features of their canons. It falls into an Introduction,

four chapters, and a conclusion.

The Introduction is an historical account of the development of
Southern society, focussing on the historical, political, economic, and social
circumstances which were most influential in shaping its tradition and culture.
Attention is given to the effects of the Civil War on the South, and to the
circumstances which created its myth. The main characteristics of the Southern
Renaissance, the effects of modernization on the collapse of the region’s
tradition and culture are also underlined because they provide the framework
within which Williams’ and Capote’s main concerns are examined.

The first chapter focusses on the influence of Williams’ and Capote’s
Southern background on the stylistic aspect ot their canons

The second chapter 1s mainly concerned with the thematic link of

Capote’s Other Voices, Other Rooms with the South, and establishes ample

grounds for comparison with Williams 1n the tollowing chapter.
The third chapter investigates Williams’ presentation of Southern

subject matter in comparison with Capote’s and in the light of the permanent

characteristics of Southern culture and literature.

The fourth chapter examines Williams’ and Capote’s presentations of

sexuality, and attempts to explore the influence of their Southern background

on their treatments of homosexuality.
The conclusion focusses on the influence of the contradiction between
Southern culture and gay culture, which 1s manifest in the unresolved conflict

which characterizes every single aspect of the two writers’ canons.
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INTRODUCTION

Tennessee Williams and Truman Capote were both writers of the
American South; they were contemporaries, and they were both homosexual.
Necessarily, then--although there are many points of difference--they share
much in common 1n their literary works, in the social and cultural aspects of
their Southern background, in their familial circumstances, as well as 1n their
approach to and treatment of the Southern 1ssue. This chapter 1s an historical
introduction to Williams’ and Capote’s Southern background in whose context
the most prominent aspects of their works are to be examined throughout this
thesis.

Southern culture acquires paramount significance in the course of this
study of Williams’ and Capote’s works. For its tradition, its code of manners
and honour, social and familial relationships, the social position of both males
and females, as well as the slavery system and its social, political, economic,
and psychological implications and effects on the South were crucial for the
Southern Renaissance, and constitute the context in which both writers’ literary
views can be closely scrutinized. Hence, before addressing the main
characteristics of Southern culture and literature which distinguish them from
the mainstream of American life and literature, i1t 1s necessary to give the
development and establishment of Southern culture more than a fleeting
glance.

The social and cultural aspects of society are inseparable from the

prevalent economic system. It 1s, moreover, almost axiomatic to associate

Southern culture with the plantation system which was one of the dominant

patterns of the Southern economy--a pattern which had the strongest influence



on the social and cultural aspects of the ante-bellum South, and which gave
them their unique character. My aim in the first part of this chapter is to follow
the development of Southern society, concentrating on the major factors which
were most effective in shaping it.

This task, however, necessitates a survey of the economic, social, and

political history of the South. In her essay "William Faulkner and the Rebirth

of Dixie", Ursula Brumm highlights some of the distinguishing features of the

Old South:

There 1s, first of all, this peculiar part of the United
States, “the South’, also popularly called ’Dixie’, comprising the
states of Virginia, North and South Carolina, Georgia, Alabama,
Tennessee, Louisiana, Arkansas, Mississippi, Florida and Texas
which united into a confederacy and fought against the rest of
the country from 1861 to 1865. Different from the rest by its
climate, social structure and a way of life, which depended, in
good part, on the main reason for this war: the great ’burden’
and guilt of slavery. . . .

The hot and humid climate, the fertile land of the coastal
regions called for a leisurely life on the great plantations where
the work was done by Negro slaves. . ..

The South, then, the *Old South’ or ’Dixie’, 1s a way of
life in the Confederate States, arranged towards the amenities of
life, graced with the i1deals of a gentlemanly existence and
courteous manners, but burdened with the sin of slavery.}

This 1s a picture of a well-organized, well-established, plantation-
centred, and traditional society. Nevertheless, "this quasi-aristocratic life of the
leading families" (Brumm 215), and the social system of the traditional ante-
bellum South did not come into existence overnight--it took the South a
considerable time to settle. The task of the pioneers who migrated to the South

from the Old World was harsh and bloody--as W. J. Cash says in his book, The

Mind of the South, "the land had to be wrested from the forest and the

intractable red man".” Farming was the typical way of life, yet, the early
settlers of the South were not engaged in complicated economic relations. At

this early stage, life 1n the South was simple, and the cash nexus extremely



limited.

The development and establishment of Southern tradition went side by
side with that of Southern society and its economic system. But as a starting
point, it is well to refer to one of the most salient characteristics that almost all

Southerners, rich and poor, great planters and small farmers, shared. The

Southerner, as Cash says, was

primarily a direct product of the soil . . . not because he himself
or his ancestors or his class had deliberately chosen i1t against
something else . . . but because, given his origins, it was the
most natural outcome of the conditions in which he found

himself. (51)

In other words, farming was the predominant way of life in the Old South.
This 1s a particularly significant fact because it sheds an important light on the

Southerner’s 1dentity, and i1lluminates several crucial aspects of Southern

culture and tradition.
However, Cash’s above-quoted statement also suggests that the

Southerner adopted farming as a way of life because there were no other
alternatives--a suggestion which casts a shadow of doubt on one of the most
distinguishing traits of the Southerner to whom farming was the most favoured
profession. Cash’s point might, with great reservation, narrowly apply to some
of the early emigrants to the South who found themselves in a new world 1n
which farming was the only means of sustenance. But once tarming was
adopted, the Southerner, unlike the Northerner, was renowned for his attraction
to this way of life. For even after the South developed and careers other than

farming could be easily established, the Southerner remained faithful to the
land.

The roots and origin of Southern tradition could, then, be traced back to
the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries when some of the Southern states like

Virginia, Maryland, Carolina, and Georgia were established as colonies of the



British Empire. The colonizers’ genuine devotion to the land, which was later
to be passed over to the successive generations, had not been a new
phenomenon--it had already been part of their former experience. In his book,
Gray says that "what strikes a reader 1n looking at their descriptions of this land
is not so much a feeling of strangeness as one of familiarity".> Yet, the
colonizers saw 1n the Southern colonies the new Eden, a virgin land, the land ot
hope where their dreams of success would come true. The future looked bright
and promising to them, as they saw the South as the Promised Land. The terms
"Eden", "Promised Land", which best describe the colonizers’ vision of the
Southern colonies, also appropriately suggest the link, in their view, between

the past and the future.

The virgin land of the South both revived the colonizers’ dream of a
prosperous future and strengthened their bond with their past in the mother
country. It was the focal point in which the future and the past coherently met.
In a sense, the new land was the symbol of the past that still lived within those

settlers and was an integral part of their identity, and a future to which they

attached their hopes, and which promised much. The resurrection of the
farming tradition and values was among the highest priorities of the colonizers
in the new land. For they "tended to see the Southern colonies as a place
appropriate for the recovery of an older style of life, long since abandoned 1n
the mother country" (Gray 10).

However, given the diversity of the new settlers’ backgrounds and the
variety of their i1deals, their views about the structure ot the society to be re-
established, and the nature of the values to be recovered, were inevitably

different. Yet, "their versions of a lost Eden", as Richard Gray says, "fell into

one or other of two categories. The more popular one . . . centred upon the



figure of the small independent farmer . . . [who] had been banished from the

fields of England" (11). Thus, the virgin land of the South seemed to offer

more than compensation for the lost farm:

In the New World . . . the yeoman could have as much ground as
he could farm, and 1n these circumstances would quickly recover
his ancient virtues - his pride and independence, his love of
freedom, his generosity, and his hospitality. (Gray 11)

The resurrection of the feudal aristocrat was an equally important
concept for the recovery of the old way of life and values. Supporters of this
1dea saw the New World as "an appropriate context in which to recapture a
system of values already lost to the Old. The landed gentry . . . had disappeared
from England . . . With them had gone the virtues of benevolent patriarchy”
(Gray 12). Strong as it was, the desire of English pioneers to revive the feudal

system was the most decisive factor in the development and establishment of

¥ 1860, Clement Eaton, for instance, says that "A potent force 1n the
development of plantation society was the 1ideal of the English country

gentleman".* And this was tremendously enhanced by the historical and
economic realities of the American South in the seventeenth century. The
"growing demand for tobacco abroad" produced enormous changes in the
newly-established society (Gray 12). For not only did 1t precipitate the
establishment and expansion of great plantations which were "based on the
principles of commercial rather than subsistence farming", and whose owners
"did attempt to assume the role of feudal aristocrat" (Gray 12-13)--it was also
crucial for the introduction of the slavery system on a large scale. And this, in
turn, had disastrous effects on the yeoman farmers. For as John Hope Franklin

says in his book, The Militant South,

As slavery grew, toward the end of the seventeenth century, the



majority of the white farmers found 1t difficult to compete with
the system. They either migrated to the West or remained to
compete, against great odds, with those who owned slaves.

However, the prosperity of those Southern states was hard hit by the
exhaustion of much of the arable land by the tobacco culture, as well as by
"The decline of the tobacco trade after the Revolution" (Eaton 4). The pace of
the development of Southern society, therefore, considerably slackened. Yet,
recovery was fast coming particularly after the invention of the cotton gin in
1793, which Eaton describes as "a technological break-through that affected
nearly every phase of Southern life" (25). The emergence of cotton as a new
economic power caused a revolution i1n all aspects of life in the South. A
profitable source of income, cotton generated new forces which transtormed
the entire society: it gave life to that stagnant society and awakened it from its
monotonous way of life. In other words, both man and the land were born
again. Cash gives a full account of the metamorphosis the South underwent:

cotton was on its way to be king. The despised backcountry was
coming into its own . . . Cotton would end stagnation, beat back
the wilderness, mow the forest, pour black men and ploughs and

mules along the Yazoo and the Arkansas, spin out the railroad,
freight the yellow waters of the Mississipp1 with panting stern-

wheelers - in brief, create the great South. (31)

Highly profitable and marketable, cotton became an unrivalled staple,
the great demand for which encouraged the development of large plantations.
Competition was the immediate and direct result of these changes--the race tor
expanding the farms and obtaining as much land as possible characterized the
mood of the South. Again, 1t was not an easy task; the people of the ante-
bellum South had to invade the forest and compete with each other at the same
time--a competition which produced far more losers than winners. For the
majority of the farmers were unable to compete with the planters who had the

money and the slaves--as Eaton says,



The plantation organization had decided advantage over the
small farm in the production of staple crops, so that the advance
of cotton and sugar culture drove many of the small farmers
from fertile soil either into the relatively poor lands of the
vicinity or to westward emigration. (44)

The plantation system exerted enormous pressure on the farmers. It
spelled doom tor a large proportion of them. If some managed, with difficulty,
to survive 1n this relentless race for success, others failed and were incompetent
even to make an attempt. Even those who stood their ground and survived the
advance of the plantation were too weak to enter into competition with the
planters. For, "The lion’s share of the staple crops were raised by slave labor"
(Eaton 156). Yet, although this group of yeomen could not compete with the
planters in terms of economic gain, they were capable of maintaining and
cherishing their 1deal of reviving the small husbandman. Some of them were so
enthusiastic about this 1deal that the race tor possessing large holdings ot land
did not appeal to them. In a sense, these people were content to lead the life of
yeoman farmers. However, such was not the case of the majority of the people
who joined in the race for success, but who failed, and those who lacked any
impetus to do so. The latter--lazy, indolent, and 1nactive--were thrown on the

margin of life. On the whole, while the advent of the plantation system as a

substitute for the small, self-contained farm 1n all of the Southern states

unleashed new forces, it simultaneously and quite inevitably stifled others. In

other words, the social map of the South underwent a total change.

This has so far been a brief account of the development of the economic

system of the ante-bellum South up to the end of the eighteenth century and the



beginning of the nineteenth century when the plantation system sweeped the
South as a whole and became the dominant economic pattern. This great event
had a tremendous impact on the economic and social structures of ante-bellum
Southern society--an impact which had 1ts bearing on almost every aspect of
life 1in the Old South. Crucial as it 1s for understanding the metamorphosis it
created in the equilibrium of the economic structure of the Old South, and the
great effect 1t had on the economic forces, the plantation system will be the
focal point in the following few pages.

The 1ntroduction of the plantation system 1n the Old South as a whole
resulted 1n the division of that society into different economic classes. Having
acquired large holdings of the most fertile land, the planters emerged as a rich
and wealthy class whose life was luxurious and of a high standard. The great
plantation residences were, as Isaac Weld observed, "exactly similar to the old
manor houses in England".® Eaton makes this image even clearer when he says
that 1n Texas, for example, "Some of the plantations resembled old Virginia
estates, with their worm fences, white-pillared mansions behind groves ot
trees, flower gardens and gangs of slaves" (45).

The planter class did not constitute a large proportion of the white
population of the Old South. For, although the plantation was the dominant

pattern, the number of small farms enormously exceeded that of the
plantations. Necessarily, then, the yeoman farmers greatly outnumbered the
planters, and they constituted the middle class which included also "the
mechanics, tradesmen, and overseers" (Eaton 160). Yet, there were economic
divisions even among the farmers because "a considerable number of yeoman
farmers did (own slaves)" (Eaton 157), and, unlike the planters, they worked
with their slaves 1n the fields. Nonetheless, this group of farmers was relatively
small compared with the vast majority of tarmers who did not own slaves.

In contrast with the luxurious life of the planter class, the standard of



living of the majority of the yeoman farmers corresponded with their economic
circumstances which were, for the most part, somewhat straitened. Eaton
describes "the low standard of living of most yeomen, . . . the lack of
conveniences . . . and the chronic lack of money" (160). In other words, the
vast majority of farmers were short of many essential requirements for a decent
life in terms of food, accommodation, and education; things which were
plentiful and easily available to the planter class. The new economic realities
made 1t difficult for most of the farmers to get everything they needed.
Nevertheless, they could not be classified as poor, though their living standard
was relatively low. They had their farms which gave them their sense of
independence and pride, and which made them self-sufficient.

Although there was a considerable difference between the standard ot
living of the planters and that of the farmers, the situation of the latter was even
enviable compared with the bleak and miserable circumstances of the lower
class who could most appropriately be regarded as poor. They fell under
various classifications all of which denote their abject poverty--as Eaton says,
they were "variously called ’poor whites’, ’piney woods folks’, ’sandhillers’,
’Tackeys’, ’crackers’, and ’peckerwoods’. They were the poverty-stricken,
slaveless group that lived on the poor soil areas" (169). The standard of their

living, which was the lowest in the entire ante-bellum Southern society, was

manifest in the miserable conditions in which they lived. Cash describes how

their houses

were mere cabins or hovels, with shutters for windows, with
perhaps no other door than a sack, and with chinks wide open to
the wind and the rain. Very often an entire family of a dozen,
male and female, adult and child, slept, cooked, ate, lived and
loved, and died - had i1it§ whole indoor being - 1n a single room.

(45)

Inevitably, the planter class, by virtue of their economic power, were



the most powerful element in the entire Southern society. Wealthy and rich,
the planters were well qualified to play a leading political and social role in
their society. Economic power gave them every right to hold political power
and enjoy social prestige. Hence, the 1dea of the gentleman was closely related
to that of the rich man. The pyramiding of holdings in land and slaves, with the
passage of time, gave a tremendous impetus to the gentlemanly idea. And to
this end, the planters were more than enthusiastic to take advantage of their
strong position as a wealthy class to assume the role of proper gentlemen.
"Those wealthy tew", as Franklin says, "began to emerge as slave-holding
planters; soon their position in the social scale corresponded roughly to that of
the old aristocrats" (65).

The aristocratic role assumed by the planters soon became one of the
realities of ante-bellum Southern society--they "were coming to be regarded as
members of the aristocracy, the dominant and domineering element in the local
social order" (Franklin 65). By contrast, the political role of the farmers was
marginal; that of the poor whites was inevitably diminished. Economically
weak, they were also socially and politically even weaker, simply because "In
old communities family influence often counted much 1n social prestige and in
politics".” In other words, economic power was a prerequisite for that prestige

and, consequently, leadership 1n the Old South was confined mostly within the

planter class.

So, ante-bellum Southern society was divided into three main economic
classes with corresponding social and political positions. This dramatic change
in the social structure and the emergence of the aristocratic class had a
tremendous impact on social relationships which were inevitably re-established
on a class basis. For the aristocratic class was keen to establish a new pattern of

social relationships, and set a code of manners and behaviour compatible with

10



its status and way of life. Therefore, however sociable and amicable the

aristocrat remained towards his non-slaveholding or poor white fellowmen, the
new social prestige he started to enjoy placed a check on his social activities.
His relationships were now determined by and judged against his social status.
He became a representative ot a social class whose code of behaviour he had to

observe--a code which, to some extent, had the effect of law. A varying degree

of commitment to this code on the part of individual aristocrats was inevitable,
but this remained within the acceptable limits.

The rise of the aristocratic class caused profound changes in social
relationships. Distinctions sprang up and social barriers came into existence.
Yet, distinction must be made between the type of the relationships between
the aristocratic class and the farmers, and that between the former and the poor
whites. On the one hand, despite the planters’ sense of social superiority, social
channels between them and the middle class were, to some extent, open. By
contrast, the aristocrats were far less sociable with the poor whites--their
relationships gradually became formal as the demarcation line was drawn. The
division of Southern society was deeply reinforced by the slavery system
which was the backbone of the plantation system. Nevertheless, some
historians like Cash, Eaton, and Franklin tend to see its effects on the social
structure of the Old South in rather positive terms. They believe that the
slavery system was a unifying factor in the sense that it created a new ground
on which all white classes of the Old South were united, and which, in turn,
contributed to the lack of class consciousness.

However, this view 1s only hypothetical and theoretical and can be
disposed of by a moment’s reflection on the matter. Unity and cooperation
were strictly confined within the boundaries of racial discrimination against the

blacks. In other words, the race factor did not extend beyond the limits of

white-black relationships, nor did it create a basis for social and economic

11



cooperation between white classes. Thus, 1f the poor whites were allowed to

play any role in the Old South and were given any consideration by the planter

class, it was only for keeping control of the slaves. That was why, 1n
Franklin’s view, "Southern planters paid considerable attention to the
nonslaveholding element whenever 1t§ support was needed 1n the
intersectional struggle" (86).

The Old South has always been associated with the slavery
system--they have been linked together to such an extent that it is hard to think
of one without relating it to the other. Moreover, the tangible influence of the
slavery system was not confined to the economic and social aspects--it had
tremendous bearings on the philosophy, politics, and psychology of the entire
Southern society. The temper and behaviour of Southerners, and the code of
manners were deeply influenced by the slavery system which was supported,
for various reasons, by the entire South which went to war 1n order to maintain
it.

However, the assumed 1nferiority of the black, on which slavery was
based and justified, was irreconcilable with democracy and the principle of
equality which were at the heart of the "Declaration of Independence”. Hence,
the slavery system was the target of severe criticism by the North and by some
perceptive thinkers in the South. In response, the South became increasingly
intolerant of any criticism. Indeed, the South was so sensitive to such criticism
that it considered it as an encroachment on and a serious threat to 1ts
sovereignty. The South’s defence against this threat took different forms--not
only was the South suppressive of the development of such hostile ideas within
its borders, but also, as Irving H. Bartlett says in his book, The American

Mind in the Mid-Nineteenth Century, a host of its prominent thinkers also took

upon themselves the task of justifying slavery--on religious, racial, and

12



philosophical grounds--and, consequently, refuting any criticism of that

system.®

Various and multi-sided as they were, the proslavery arguments had
basically one common factor: a firm belief 1n the inferiority of the black--a
factor which was crucial for winning the absolute support of white Southerners.

Franklin reflects on this particular point when he says that

The successtul defense of slavery, whether by argument or by
force, depended on the development of a powerful justification
based on superiority that would bring to its support all- or almost
all - white elements in the South. (81)

The assumed superiority of the white on which slavery was justified
fostered protound race consciousness in Southern society. The sensitivity of
the South to criticism of slavery and its fear of the danger of abolitionist
movements within its borders as well as 1n the North had a tremendous impact
on its temper. As a result, the South nurtured militancy and developed a strong
tendency towards violence which were manifest throughout the ante-bellum
period and became characteristic of Southern lite and culture. Yet, 1t 1s
noteworthy that other factors like "The persistence of rural environment, the

Indian danger . . . an old world concept of honour, an increasing sensitivity,

and an arrogant self-satistaction with things as they were", contributed to and
explained the bellicosity of the South (Franklin VIII).
However, 1t 1s necessary to point out that violence against the slaves

increased as opposition to the slavery system gained momentum. The South’s
fear of that opposition 1nevitably generated new hatred for the slaves which
broke forth in relentless ferocity against them. Therefore, the South tightened
its grip on the slaves, and the common whites seized this opportunity to

discharge their deep-seated hatred tor the slaves in terrible acts of violence.

The savagery with which the slaves were treated "won for the ante-bellum

13



South the reputation of being a land of violence" (Franklin VII). The
persistence of violence against the slaves was both a militant reaction to the

pressure of the North as well as a part of pre-emptive measures against any

possible revolt by the slaves. And this reflected the enormity of the challenge
the South had to meet--it was, 1n effect, under internal and external pressure.
But the South was adamant 1n its position and was prepared to defend 1t. And
this situation inevitably created an atmosphere of tension and conflict which
not only characterized life in the South, but also gave rise to what Franklin
calls "the martial spirit" in Southerners--a spirit which "was a significant
feature of their character" (3).

Moreover, the effects of the slavery system were not confined to the
economic and political aspects of Southern society--the social and cultural

aspects were profoundly influenced as well . But the most pernicious etfect of

slavery was on the character of the younger generation. The slaveowners’

children contracted the habit of command and exercised their irresponsible and
unlimited power in abusing the slaves, even those who guarded them and
looked after them. In other words, the spirit of tyranny was contagious. On the
whole, the excessive belligerency of Southerners was manifest in their
predilection to develop skills in the use of arms, to demonstrate their manhood
in horsemanship and duelling--as Franklin says, "Growing interest in military
education, preoccupation with military activities, and many other phases ot
everyday life reflected a warm attachment to things of a militant nature" (VIII).

The Southerner’s individualism, which the frontier helped to nurture,
was preserved and even strengthened by the plantation system. Cash suggests
that "intense individualism" was "the dominant trait" of the Southern mind
(52). Whether he was a planter or a small farmer, the Southerner was generally
independent. Both the plantation and the farm were self-sufficient and self-

contained. Hence, not only did the Southerner’s individualism remain intact,

14



but also was enhanced, particularly if he was a slaveowner, because his
authority over his slaves was absolute. Apparently, the rural way of life in the
South was a key factor behind the Southerner’s individualism. For, as Franklin
says, "The nature of the Southern economy discouraged the growth ot compact
communities which could provide diverse social experiences and where a sense
of group interdependence could take root" (19).

The significance of these factors is that they strengthened the
Southerner’s individualism and generated in him a strong sense of pgrsonal
dignity and sovereignty which was inextricably linked with his senszhonour
which was "something inviolable and precious to the ego, to be protected at
every cost" (Franklin 34). Consequently, the assertion and perpetuation of the
inviolability of the Southerner’s personal honour invariably wove itselt into his
mind, and became an essential kernel of his character and a fundamental
ingredient of Southern tradition. Linked with the Southerner’s attitude towards
affairs of personal honour was his remarkable respect for the white woman and
his absolute protection of her honour. This reflected the social prestige the
woman enjoyed and her central status which was deeply ingrained in the
tradition of ante-bellum Southern society.

The woman’s position was immensely enhanced by the social and moral
system which was nurtured in the plantation which testified to the harmony and
congruity of the family. The independence of the plantation reinforced the
woman’s position and raised her to play a central role in both the family and

the plantation. The tamily was the centre of the plantation. Therefore,
relationships between the members of the family tended to and were bound to
be warm and close. Necessarily, then, the woman was entitled to hold a key

position in the family, and to be the figure around whom all the family

gathered (Cash 104-5).
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However, although respect for the woman was proportional to the social
position of her family, the white Southern woman, in general, took up a central
status in Southern emotions, and was greatly respected by all Southerners,
irrespective of their social descent--a fact which 1s better understood in the
context of the racial structure of ante-bellum Southern society. The slavery
institution was the major factor which enhanced, in many ways, the position of
the white woman. Racial discrimination against the blacks, and the keen sense
of white superiority were inevitably conducive to the glorification of the white
woman. Cash believes that "the influence of the presence of the Negro in
Increasing the value attaching to Southern woman" was tremendous, because
she was regarded "as perpetuator of white superiority in legitimate line" (103).

Having achieved such a high and sentimental position, the Southern
woman became the symbol of honour and moral integrity of Southern society.
Protection of her honour was, therefore, the responsibility not only of her family,
but also of the white community as a whole. It 1s almost a given that the
Southerner was, as Franklin remarks, "fiercely sensitive to any imputation that
might cast a shadow on the character of the woman of the family. To him
nothing was more important than honour" (35). In a sense, the white woman’s
honour bordered on the sacred and, therefore, the Old South took various strict
measures to sateguard 1t. The marriage tie, for instance, was greatly respected
and, at the same time, social relationships were arranged in such a way that
female honour was revered and untainted. As a result, the Southern woman was
so glorified that she was regarded as the symbol of purity, honour, and
chastity--as Cash says, she was the "centre and circumference, diameter and
periphery, sine, tangent and secant of all our affections" (106).

However, these notions were overemphasised and highly exaggerated
and were, to a great extent, part of a defense mechanism against the North

which attacked the lechery of Southerners and their indulgence in fornication
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with black women. These accusations were not baseless, for in the context of
the slavery system which was based on the assumption of the inferiority of the
slaves, white Southerners claimed a quasi-paternal role--as Cash says, "To
have heard them talk, indeed, you would have thought that the sole reason
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