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T..i FORD-IicCCY LILL1ING:
A LUVK AT FULL wioiuiny

Urmond i.. Loomis

historians, it seems, have a wpropensity for dividing the past
into blocks of tine, or neriods. The results of their studies
are often expresse. in terms such as "the movement" or "the age,
began witi. and ended vhen." Folklorists, on tle ot. er hand,
searcl. for tie enduring nature of cultural phenomena. Their
forte is 1n demonstrating the continuity througl tire of cultural
elements present in suc.. diverse huwan activities us :torytell-
ing, singing, and wvorking. Both disciplines try to achieve a
fuller understanding of man by analyzing the by-products of his
existence. 4 fundamental question arises where the two over-
lap, generated by the differences in their approacles: Is it
valid to describe the flovw of human history in terms of distinct
time units?

The divisions created by scholars may work well when one has a
political, national, elitist focus. The birth or death of a
great man, a declaration of war or the signing of a treaty,

the establishment of en office or tiie enactment of a law, and
other kinds of distinct, visible, documentable events, can be
linked to fluctuations in man's progress. Jerhaps, lhovever, it
is inappropriate to write an uccount of the common man, those who,
if remembered by history at all, usually figure as ancnymous sta-
tistics, in terms of conventional periods. Talking with an aver-
age individual about the past usually reveals that for him or her
memorable events .re strung together in a largely dateless con-
ti juum,

The distinction betveen elite, uational history and grass roots
history has been wade by several scholars. . clear statement of
this distinction can be found in "liistory of the uslite and History
of the Folk," by iiclard (.. Jorson. le goes beyond simply point-
ing out that to get at the hitherto short-shrifte. folk side of
history, one "does unot begin with the past or the top Tof society],
but with tlie present and tlie individual." i.e calls attention, as
wvell, to ti.e usefulness of "oral traditional history" as a tool,
distinguished from "oral history" yhich "simply aplies the form-
ulae of elite documentary history. in the forword to Yesterday
in the .ills, Calvin 5. Brown goes a step further, suggesting a
three part orgcnizatiuvn of folli history. ile says:

the past is not an entity, but a trinity. The top layer is
the immediate ysast, whicl stretches from the evanescent
present back to tlie vague border betiween childhood and «do-
lescence. + « « . Leic the level of tLis ina.ediate past lies
the stratun vhich is best described as the real past. It
embraces thie whoule seriod of childlicod recollections, and
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“many of these are recollectlons of tiings told by parents
‘iand grandparents.:. i . . but everythiung before it, from th
‘Carolina, parakeet to tle brontosaurus, from the New ‘Ladrid -
'earthquake to. tiie formulation. 6f our. galaxy, is’ lumped to=
gether in, . ..[ the Whlstorlcul nast. This is the past that
is learneg fron books rather than personal experlence or '
“ircontacts.t | S - s
Thus there is an awareness that to accurately relate’’ gras’s ‘roots
history, tlie researcher may need to depart from the foremat and .

interpretation conventlonally agplled to ulstorlcal data.~

In order:to examine the folk recognltlon and delineation of a -
specific historical era, this researclLer talked with a seventy
year old native of a rural, southern Indiana communlty about: his
personal history. The 1nformant whose. couments prompted the:
study was "Bo" bnith. At the end of an interviev, ‘iie mentioned
“tiiat an incident, during which his fatler and uncle, the sheriff,
brought in a murderer, mi_ht be interesting and worthy of later
conversatioun. Though Lo ¢umltteu Lhe was a child in 1910, when he
thouglit the,incident took ,iace, he said he rememberediit; and
two;$inilar klllrngs which cecurred at about tlie same time. ‘Just
a fev miles avay, lLe $aid, at a place called Brummett Creek (see
map), a Ford shot two lcboys. This vas the murder in which his-
family figured. The otlLer two murders vere, first, one ‘caused: by
flairing teupers between two rival families who lived a little.
northvest of Bo's home, wnd secoud, cne resulting from a jilted

~ lover's-ire; which took place in tue vicinity of « neurby uni-
Tiversity. Accordiug to bo, ‘these three events vere characteristic
ofianage when violence -nd killing vere wore c0mmon ‘locally than
“they. are today, o periodiy “nlcn seemed to end. around the’ tlme of
“the Ford—ucboy 1n01dent 3 : ;o

smith vas a edptiVatiug'sforyteller.efThe'polish and coriplieteness
of his oral ;style placed Lis narratives in a cctegory ‘beyond mere
recollection. lndeed iis neighbers had cautioned the researcher
against relying too ueavily u.on t.e veracity of bBo's-tales.. The
well structured sc gas he related included tales about working on
construetion crews in lndlana;olls, playiug pranks at church as
“an adolescent, carous;ug at dances in, tie county seat. during pro-
~hibition, helplng his father cut wood as a child on the farm in
vinter, lumbering in California for tle A, and more. . These

"~ ~couid ‘have been drrangee in ‘a linear, . chronologlcdl fashlon, but

“they were not so arranged by the informant. lLoreover, these were
incidents in only one ‘individual’'s hlstory, not necessarily
shared, by nhis neighbors. - liether or.not, otliers in the conmunity
‘had the same perception of 'a mere violent veriod in their com-
“mon past, a perlod which énded around, 1910 and vhetler this was
seen as part of a gress rocts hlstory,(rather than a strictly per-~
sonal interpretation of lListory, remained a question.
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an effort was nade, tlelefdre, to learn how & comnunity views its
past; a past vhicl nay be distinctive but, from the perspective

of an average citizen, 1is essentlally unrecordeu. U51ng the Ford-
licCoy Lllllng as a reference point, various residents of Union-
ville, Bo's neighborhood in eastern ..onroe County, were askeu if
they knew of this specific event. 1f they did know of it, they
vere guestioned further to see how tuey thought it fit 1nto the
history of the area. .hile state and local Listories, court
records, newspaper articles and other written sources were exam-
ined for comparative information, tlie oral reminiscences of Union-
ville natives wvere relied upon as the source of local perspective.
The basis for s%c“ an approach lies in the finding of those, like
Lynvood i.ontell”, who recognize that folk wccounts of the past
eubody the grass roots beliefs about it.

Cne of the difficulties in compiling a picture of the rqst from
oral tradition is that not all who knuw of an event are eager to
share their knowledge with tle general Hublic. The interviever
“took down sonie of tue information cont.ined here only after the

.. tape recorder ‘had been turned off at the request of informants who

~asked not to be quoted directly. other information has been omit-

ted entirely, for tiiere vere details that people hold in strict
..confidence: 1In an attempt to .rotect tie identity of all those
“who, wvere kind enough to talk with the researcher about what is
still «n euction-laden subject, all informants' names have been
dlsgulsed “aside frow uuwmes, though, data is presented as
recorded.

Though some of ti:em mention pericds ending around 1910, couven-
tional historians can hardly b. said to resresent Do wmlth s point
of view. 4almost without exception, Indiana chronicles written

for the sciivlarly .ucience, ond including tiie first decade of the
twentieth ‘century in their coverage of ti.e state's history, make
no mention of any particular age of violence or killing.

“Clifton J. AnlllI“S is tle exceﬁtlon. writing about Indiana from

185D to 1929, Le says:

' Une partlculnr legncy from tlie state's froutier past which
persisted in some rural areas until late in t.is pericvd was
vigilantism. = i parently t.e first official attempt to deal
wvith this ;henomenon occurred in 1874, vhen Governor Thomas
..endricks designated a special fund to be drawn upon by the

ities 1n Cravford wnd,\ashlngton counties. In tlie next de-
c.de the same general regicn geve birth to the "\hite Caps,"

a curious kind of regulator movement which flourished for
many years 1in Indland. 'nlthough tlieir origins and mode of
organization renained cloaked in mystery, the ihite Caps were

‘state attorney gener.1l for an investigation f vigilante activ-
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thought to be members of a secret order somewhat akin to the
Lu nlux ilan and dedicated to tlie enforcement of a private
standard of mor&lity upon the community, if necessary, by the
rifle and lash. '

It seems clear that .Lillips is including as a part of a multi-
faceted periovd an extra legal iustitution that used displays of
violence as a wnodus overandus. in addition, he dates its incep-
ticn at around 16060. .e mnay assuwe that he dates the end of the
period somewhere near the close of the first decade of the twen-
tieth century, for later he writes, "eventually public opinion
began to turn against the masked night riders, . . . and several
alleged .hite Ca,s were convicted and imprisoned in B%rtholomew
and i.onroe counties in the period from 1906 to 1912." In the
same section of his vork, we learn that there wvas more violence
during this age than that caused by ti.e -hite Caps. According
to Lim, "in addition to the types of private lawv enforcement de-
scribed above, 1.0b violence frequently erupted in Indiana during
these years. Both Negroes and whites suffered at the Lands of
lynch mobs which attempted to take the lawv into their own hands
in order: to deal out sunishment, fitting to persons accused of
murder ‘or other violent criumes. +hillips has isolated a time
which seens to corresvond to vmith's., Yet it must be pointed out
that .hillips' work cannot claim to embody the grass roots view
any more than Barnhart's and Carnony's or L.orrison's works do.
hillips' sources are JQurnals, nevspapers, and books--not per-—
sonal, folk documents.

Turning to sources of a more local nature, one might hope to find
grass roots information reg.rding Unionville in autobiographies .
Unfortunately, personal chronicles vritten by eurly residents of
odroe County «nd vicinity wvere left by people affiliated with
the state university situated in sloomington, the ..onroe County
county seat. uxcept perhaps as they relate to tlie university,
they reflect an elite bias also.

Theugh specific information on tlie grass roots society under con-
sideration is scarce, inter reting vhat ve do know about it in

the ligut of other simiiar societies can be revealing. A study

of law in a traditional inglo-imerican community, for instance,
found a well-defined code, maintained through sglf-regulatory
practices and functioning to exclude outsideris. liorace Kephart's
discussion of southern, wcotch~Irish highlanders in appalachia
sketches a clan based system. . ithin it, family quarrels often
reach the jroportion of a feud and are transmitted for generations.
uxternal, written lavs are subjected to community control when

the most poverful kinship group elects its chosen representative

to public office. vn the basis of accounts like Jordan's and

the evidence of cultural geographic flow patterns,” one would
expect to find conditions simiiar to tliose described above, espe-
cially those outlined by iephart, in a neighborhood such as omith's.
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before the tiue of easy automabile transportatiovn, Unionville

was a center of soume local significance. Until about 1904-1905,
vien the railroad . came through, it "was the only village in .
Benton township.' veven miles northeast of bloomington, it
contained a post office, a tannery, a barrel stave yard, a wagon
spoke manufacturer, and two blacksmith's shops. It lay along a
ridge route, und, wvhen the railroad was built, a stop vas created
only a feu miles avay which becume wew Unionville. wike state
histories, local Listories tend to follow tlie elitist model.

They include details of local settleuneunt, biographical sketches
of civic leaders and of those who chose to pay historians for a
mention in tlieir works, .nd an occasional bit of local color. It
is vorth mentioning two relevant events that recur fairly con-
sistently in the books.

The first is linked vith a township south of bLenton, but bears
generally on our toplc. This account, one of the best of which
is found in Forest i.. "vop" iLall's iistoric Treasures, regards
counterfeiters and tlie iocal response to them. sccording to him,
counterfeiting and other 111egal trodes designed to cheat honest
citizens were videspread in tlie second ixralf of the nineteenth
century. They flourished in remote areas of 1..nroe County. ue
sees the formation of vigilante bunds as a reaction to the crim-
inals responsible for tliese activities. Aafter « considerable
discussion of both sides of tiiis conditidn, he says,:

These men[ vigilintes |did succeced, and the plan soon
becane quite ovpular as a wmeans of settling wvith criminals.
Guae man: vas shot in tiie jail at bloociugton by a mysterious:
- crowd of men, who overpouvered tle guards. ' .hile the;plan
‘had been a success for the purpcse it was originally meant,
it led, hovever, to grave abuses in a short time., .In more
tlhian one section of the COunty, a number of nen who enter-
tained a gruoge against a ueighbor, would assewble at night,
thorough1¥1 1sgu15ea and tilien glve tl.e men a terrible
whinping. \ =

Formal, vwritten lawv vas therefore, for a number of reasons, gen-
erally 1gnoreu in rurwl sections of tlhe aren.

The second iten actually occurred in UHlOﬂVllle 1tgelf it .is the
Cox murder. In 1861, John B. Cox's fanily was "brut«ily murdered"
by an unknown varty. Goutemporary ¢,inion regarding vhat happened
vas divided, eanu one cunseqeence of it was that Cox, who survived
the attaclt that had taiken Lis vife and children, "was taken to
Bloomington for safekeeping, vlere lie was questioned closely."

The case was never satisfactorally cle.red up. "ceveral men

wvere arrested and tried, but were acquitted from lack of evidence,
Uthers believed that Cox hiuself, Bo vas subject to his fits of
insanity, had comnitted the ceed."
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" inly one local hListorian, C. ..arl _last, has scrutiaized tle public
sources sufficiently to go beyond isolated events, such as vigil-
. ante reactions to crooks and murders, to the pcint of inferring

~ that a grass roots phenomenon was unfolding in tiue. 1In his

" booit hkelive It .ith vnast, an attem,t at nun-elite history based
on nevspaper articles, Le devotes itvo chapters to tiie lawlessness

., of bygone days. &t one poiut, he writes, "lest this cliapter on

" L.ob Viclence and the cie on .u:ite Copping create « false impres-
"sion [ that] southern Incicna vwas once more lavless than otler
stetes let's hurry to «dd no oosier nob t 3this author's
knowledge ever burned a victim «t st:ke." Yet again, without
references to the actual stuff of tle folk, their cral statements

.,or _.ersonal correspondence, one cainnot help vondering if they

...see these early tines as wast does.

.ast does not uention the rord-ncCoy killing, but he lLas certainly
spotted a frequent early twentieth-century newspa er theme.
Looking through copies of the Lloomington Telephone for the years
around 1910, the reader finds refcrence to at least cue local

, shcoting or robbery in aluiost every issue. 1In the copy which
appeared immediately after tiie shooting vith vhich we are directly
concerned, there wis an article on "1906-07 Killings.". 1t began:

"Thou shalt not kill" 5th commandment. In Bloomington and
uonroe county during the past year there have been nine
'killings.'! These togetlher with frequent so-called "white-
cap" affairs, are rapidly giving old lopyoe the reputation
of being the "bad" county of the state. -

Commenting elsewhere in that edition, the reporter whocovered
the lord-licCoy clashisays, "it seens Lonr?g county has more than
~its share of murders the 'past feu years." snother piece whkich
~appeared the s.me day <dubbed tlie place wlhere the ..cCoys were shot
"The Valley of Death," because of tie rge number of "tragedies
_ that have hap; ened on bru.mett Creek." ~vents of this sort did
"not go unnoticed outside the iumecdiate vicinity. In 1903, the
indianapolis News1§egorte& Governpr’gurbin's reaction to violence
‘in L.onroe County. = - I L '

st L
i

The Ford-i.cCoy incident occurred on'@hanksgiVing day in 1907. The
following edition of tle local newspaper covered this story, devoting
over half of tle cowmnmunity news space to this incident. ‘ord

of the shooting even receiv?d attention in the Indianapolis News

and other state newspapers. — The legal ramifications of the

clash wore on for more tlhan three years. An idea of exactly

vhat took place betwvecn Ford and the i.cCoys can perhaps be

reached most objectively today through tlie following excerpts

from the Bloomington newspacer account of the official close

of tlie case: : o

v
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ror a third ti:e, bdwvard Ford, vho killed Joel &nd Frank
[Joel's son| .icCoy at the iidow wnally's in "death valley"
hear Unionville on Thanksgiviug vay, 1907, told his story
of the killing to a jur¥ . .

lie said tiat the wottowisicj i.cCoys came to vwhere he was
chopping vood and tihat Joel lLicCoy was the first to speak of
their previous trouble. i.e adi:ittea, hovever, to being the
first to speak between himself and rfrank [.eCoy.  Ford claims
that Joel. 1icCoy had struck at him once with his ax and had
partially raised the ax to make anotlier strike. It was then
that Ford, so Le testifies, drew his revolver and fired.
The two vidows of Joel and Frank i.cCoy testified Thursday.
.rs. rrank 1.cCoy said that she ond her husband vent to ler
fatlier's home after tiey had heard of Frank's being. accused
of piisoning lFord's horses. Tley pre.ared to move iuto a
new house but it mystericusly burned. The morning cf the:
double murder Franit left home «t 8°'0'clock to join the wood
chop.ers. an hour leater slie heard shcoting. ohe and inrs,
Joel 1.cCoy went to the scene on ti.e hillside. Frank was
dead vith five bullets in nis LO?@{ Joel was dying with a
bullet through one of his lungs. '~ -

Journalistic pieces which ~p eared irmediately after tie shooting
supyly numerous details. Tlere i1s an obvious attemnt by the press
to give both sides of tie story: Comnments suclk as "it_was pointed
out by l.cCoy friencs when tiey Leard the [ Ford's sons']| story

- today that it has been almcst a week since the tragedy--plenty

of time for thie boy wéanesses to trump up a favorable account if

“they cared to do sco0," "~ ‘and an w«rticle captioned FUiL LLUGN IN
BiLLK [Couty ). // Failec¢ to ileed. Liteca)p .arning and .as Leverely

< seaten, // ‘suggest, hovever, that reporters held some bias.
opace given to listing the jurors, attorneys, and Judge acting

in the trial is evidence of tue same elitist orientation found

among conventional historians. .Jewsworthy entries, such as
"idvard Ford is in the county jail and vill remain there until

““‘the grand jury takes action on his case as first degr ﬁ_mugder
©-with which he is charged, is not a bailable offense," giving

~ technicalities of t.e charges, court pjrocedures, and final dis-
‘positions also reflect 2 anon-folk &jo,roach.

“un thie othier Land, there is graﬁg;ﬁgots information in the news-
. paper reports. Ior exauple, SOneyout'that an atmosphere of feud-
ing existed between the rords wund the ..cCoys. The potential for
mob action directed toward IFord, the slayer, is recognized, as
well., The fact that the shooting was associated with a community
.cork session--cutting wood to help a vidow prepare for winter--
-which included traditional festivities, also receives attention.
~Finally, the local importance of tie decths which_touched people
f;omvheﬁgon, i0lk and Bloomington townships, [and] from Brown
County,“ is emphisized. In one account, ve read that "the doub1§4
- burial was the largest country funeral ever held in this county,"
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in another, '"the entire country side is engrossed in the tragedy,
vork has been practically suspeunded and noth%gg is talked about
but the fatal clash of the i:cCoys and Ford."

Hot everyone around Unionville today knows of the killing. Natives,
like Bo Smith's nephews Tiiuy (age 11) and bBilly Joe (9) iloberts,

or Tom Richards (24) who has spent most of his time away from the
town since he left for college, had never heard of it. In light

- of Richard obweterlitsch's observation thiat "indoctrination into
local legends is a gradual process; that even by late years in

high school, the majority .';26 are not active participants in
historic legend circulation,"”™ it should not be surprising that
these young boys were not acquainted with this bit of community
lore. another who was unavare before being asked of the tragedy
vas the clerk at the Unionville general store. ile claimed he
wvould not know much area history because he had lived there just
a few years.  iPossibly the incident is not one which will Lave
long word-of-mouth circulation. 3 B

Nevertheless, native area' residents over the gge of thirty seem
to have heard at least a little about the killing. Timmy's and
Billy Joe's father, william  (32), renembered having heard about
the licCoy murder on Brummett: Creek.  i.e howvever thought the sher-
iff at the time vas some one other than his great uncle Joel.
~iiomer Richards (53), Toii's father had heard of it too, but he
said he "was never much for that [local history ]stuff." ‘hr. and
lirs. Richard iiarris (mid-thirties), daughter and son-in-law of a
descendant of the i.cCoy line,  remembered talking about the kill-

- ing "a few weeks" before the iuterviewer called on them. They

had known of it for years. - all they could share, regarding the
incident itself, was that'tley knew it hap.ened in the woods near
Brummett Creek, and that someone involved had an ax. James and
Alma Cooper (late fifties) contributed roughly the same informa-
tion from their memories of  childhood talk. Lugene Lincoln (44,,
"born and raised" in Unionville, now living in New Unionville,
knew of it too; but like' Richards, lLad no nore specific informa-
tion on this murder to .offer. : o SR

an interesting fact 'was manifested in conversations with infor-
mants such as these. .hile their contribution to the story com=-
plex was small, they wvere all able to direct the researcher to
one or more other(s) in the area whom tliey knevw could give a
better «ccount than they. Clearly, there existed a communication
netvork through vhich these informants had learned the grass
roots history. . E A : :

The referrals given fall into two slightly overlapping categories;
people vho were possibly old enough to remember the killing,und
those living on Brummett Creek. (f nore than a dozen individuals
in t.e combined two groups, «ll knev of the event, referred to

it by name before the intervievwer named it, and volunteered some
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spe01flc details. 1 o R

f,uost gave their osersonal perspective. Luck (73) and rloyd (6u)
iedfield, direct relatives of the murdered uen, told how tliey
remembered talk of the killiig in their family. buck even re-

- called 'seeing the older children cry as they returned home tp:
-lecrn the news and then seeing the horse drawn hearee.‘ olsie

. wvans (84) recalled that the shooting hay;ened & year before her
vedding.. ' +he said she could remember tle commotlon as tue sheriff
passed: through town “.1th bord in his ‘ugon. AN, elghty—two year
old: lady, who in 1907 lived over five miles north of Unionville,
said 'she heard of the wurder, back then,,ln the dayuabefore she
~and her neighbors got newvs pupers.,'rlck LcLonald (late fifticsy)
‘had talked cbout the incident thiree or four years 2go.-. A dien e and
his family picniced vith his motler ¢n a hill near where the .
tragedy huppened. tis Green (75) even psrocduced neuspaper clip-
pings printed just deys after the event but lie too rememberoq
the community's reaction. L o e
Allowing for minor variation, there w.s surirising conformity .
~betwecn the numerous, 1udependeut rendltlons of wnat happened.
ioreover, the conbined grass roots accounts roughly parallel the
nevspaper reports. uuly two 51gn1flcant differences are observed.
‘ua31cally, tlié story contains six distinguishable factor:m: baci-
ground information on Ford, his motivation for the deed, the
shooting itself, bringing tne murderer to, Jdll pre-~trial. infor-—
mation on rord aiid the trlalks) GG 1. b‘,h»'w hy CoLD e
searclier wvas able to add a seventu factor, vost-tr ial. deJP¢0p~
~-ments, by asking 1nform nts \uat became of.. Pord . Lbotaon this
seventli point vas not found in print. In rev1eﬂlng,thws matenial
‘as it is presented here, the reader should keep in,mind thzt.. .
this organl cation was nct created by tiwe folk who: tell the: stories
of Fford end 1.cCoys. Tue tradltlonal or«l history is. a relavively
~“unstructured complex of bellefs about vhat. Ldp)ened and why i

The nevspapers of 1907 19!1 aqd reslueuts of Unlonv111e toehy,
“seem to agree tihat Jauies “dward ford wras not a velcome: menber: of
tlie old communlty The written record holds that he lived in
arkansas and illinois before ?ONIAg to Indiana, and that he moved
to onroe from uvrown County 48 mentloned earllel, lLe wvas:aisc
suppusedly run ovut of Lrown. by vhite Cap pressure,: Giving a con-
temporary local sketch of th killer, tle bloonlhgton Tele;none
sayss: ~ 2 oot
~rany of tue neig hbors refer to Ford as tue ”bau wan From:
Jackson creek" cnd others VyeaA of him as "Bob irord"'s cousin,"
the latter name being given because it is said that uony
times Ford . . . has elalmeu kin witi Bob Ford, the buncit
who turned traitor ¢nd brougit tlie sensational career of tie
notor103§ Jebsee Janes to an end by shoeting th from-
behind.”™ = . L : RN




ol . tradition is more specific. 1t maintains that rord vas a
rich crool. Though few wouid let themselves be quoted, no one
fron the two groups of priancipal informints denied hoving heara
others say that ford was a counterfeiter. The only person to talk
freely about this side ¢f ¥Ford wvas omith. The conversation with
him went:

(L: You vere saying that somebody up lere [ Lrunmotd Creck]
vas a counterfeiter.

.o That was these Fords, right there on top of the hill,
that that un [wdvard | and ol pempsy[:another Fordd. They
made 1t out of block tii.

UL: They made the vhat, now?

L3y alf-a-dollars, tihey never made notLin' but a half-a-
dollur. You couldn't tell um from & real half-a-dollar.

They'd take an' make um through the winter tiuc. Lcobody

kndwed.whereverzghey nade um er anything, an' they never

did get caught.™” :

.cople remember that tiiis aud other illegal activities wade Ford
wvealthy. In mcdern oral tradition, lie wes ovustracized by the old
community because lLie was an ocutlaw, profiting while his lonest
neighbors endured poverty, not because Le moved to the area from
other parts. This is a significant difference in the folk version.

The poisoning of Ford's horses is always cited in the more complete
individual accounts of the shooting. A newspapcy report Las it
that Ford blamed the younger i.cCoy, Yrank, for the voisoning be-
cause rcrd thoughv he lhad traced vlhat he believed vere the cul-
prit's foolprints to Frink's farmn. lotes regarding 111 feol-
ings between ford and ti.e ..cCoys over o mortgage itreasaction
also appesr in newspapers, with the img}ication that this mighv
have been the real cause of ti.e clash. 1.08% neople interviewed
attribute the shooting ite Ford's deviant clharacter.  informants
mention poisoning as the ouly apparent motivetion behind tie
murder.  They :dd thnt the rcCoys vere not res ounsible for the
poisoning. woome siuply say that tue peisoning was a.fisiion, or
that otiiers vere involved. wore conplicated cxplenations hold
that tie horses died frowm accidentally cating sorghwn pulp; from
eating voisoned . corn, left as bait by tlie n.cCoys and stolen:from
tlhieir farm by lord; or from cccideutally euting poisoned corn
left by iford as bait for others. bucic wediield said emphatic-
ally, '"he rFord‘]hilleavtwo i.noceunt men." Lis statement suns

up the grass roots poiut of view. .

"
S
¥

unly Ford's son vitnessed vhat took place. Lev,apers and oral
tridition acknowledge this, but their testiuony apoarently did
not count for much wvith the cuthorities, rfor thie folk, *thz boys'
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presence at tie criwe a,r.arently means that tiere vere no vitnesses.
an exceryt frow eu interview with Lrs. .vans illustrates tiis point.

(L: .ere tliere any witnesses?
i Ui, mno.
UL: Wobody theie to see it?
o e T ~ C . .32
~wt wothiing,only this iord's boy, a'course, was with him.

Colusequently, 1nformantu refriin from couueunting on exactly how
the fight proceeded. They are certuin, however, that the LCboyS
vere not tl.e i1ustigators. ost psoint out tliat the ..cCoys had
only gone to help a widow lay up vood, a cournunity tradition, a
norm. . few guve facts to supypert the notion of iFord's evil]l in-
tent and guilt. ror instance, Floyd iedfield mentioned that the
Fords had cut oseniugs in the bruc h «round tlie 1.cCoys'farmsteads
through wiichh to shoot &t tie ..cCoys. as anotler example, buck
iledfield clarified a newspaper story he rerembered. According
to tie .rticle, vave i.cloy, the first relative of the :cCoys' to
arrive at tle sceune after tlie killing, scared Jord avay; from a
distance it looked lilke .ave was cerrying & shotgun. asccording
to puck, hovever, rave was only carrying en ax.

tne of tiie more interesting differences betveen the folk and the
printed accounts deals witi how Fford was brought to Jall aere
oral sources directly contradict the vritten. There is agreement
tlhiat the killer turned Liiwself in. The nevspaper report is tiat
Ford went to lLieediiore in irown Couwnty to surrender. This fact

is echoed by most peo.le in Unionville today. i« written source
goes on to say: :

Ford's explanation of this 1is that he wanted to go to indi-
anapolis to yive himself up iustead of bloomiiigton as he
thouglit the oherif{f wos rceluted o the men Le had shot. The
vheriff is relwted by marriage to bave 1.cCoy but not to either
of the dead mnen.

ford guve hilwmself up readily and even, Le says, thanked the
Coroner for making the arrest. Through his wmind the fears

of mob law rcn, be thought of tie scene lie haa left bock on
the hillside, and was afraid that tiie friends of the ..cCoys
might attenpt to take hii from the officers. Corcner .rather
told him he would be =rotected .nd =t 2 o'clock he was taken
in charge by wieriff watliff aud brougit to this city [ bloom—
inton’].

In the minds of grass roots sources, rarticularly those descended
from the sheriff's irmediate faiily, the sheriff was related to
the dead men. The entire story of liov hatliff and a deputized
brether went after rord is exciting. Ztet the point for us to note
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frow it 1s that ti.e oral troditicn inplies Ford's fear of the
sheriff was vell founded. une iady says, '"he [tne sheriff] v
stop)ea to water his horses out here to the branch. .e vanted
to give this man [Pord? a chance to git out, you ..now, and git
away. Lun, so he could shoot hig, kill him. .o they wouldn't
_have no expense with the trial."; buck i.edfield did not know
ho» true it was, but he had Leard it said that the sheriff left
Ford unhandcuffed to encourage an escape. Though Ford nay have
,vbeen considered. an outblder, he ap>arently knew, better than
~the news reporters, where he stood in relation to the community's
legal code.

*hile he awaited the outcome of three trials, the killer attracted
little attention. «sfter the last v .ial, a neispaper piece mentions
"?ord and his femily . . . reside in the north part of town and

Ford has a place at tle uhowers[:furnlture Wfactory ne. has been
working at the factory since his release from jg %1 after the, first
trial wund has proved himself a steady workxan." ~ reople in
Unlonv1lle said they thought Lhe stayed in jail, but said so with-
out the certainty tley deumonstrated on other points. This differ-
ence in vievs is considered insignificant by this researcher be-
cause of the lack of attention paid to it by all sources,

§ e have already seen that Ford vas found not gullty The court
~ruled that the shootlng wes done in self-defense. une reads in
‘the papers low "several witnesses in the case have died and
others have moved wvay, so tle attorneys 0B both 51ues are having
considerable trouble with their evidence,"” and "new evidence
vas brought to %}ght tiis nornlng[:Januwry 13, 19111 and vas in
fovor of rord." Thus the proceedings wvent, until the verdlct
was reached. (ral tradition acknowledgeo the outcome, but ‘not
the justice wehind it. Generally, it is felt that vneople "Just
wore out at" the trial procedure, an opinion which roughly coin-
~cides with tle media report. iwore specifically, it is believed
that "maybe" payments vere made to the judge. Cthers imwlied
that the expensive, Indianapolis lawyers lie hired gave Yord an
unfair advantage, particularly when the case 11ugered - To- an
eAtent tliese impressicns can be supported by neuspaper_reports
of a "fanous Indianapolis criminal lawygg [ Ferd brought] into the
case" and "dramatic words to the jury." The most important
thlng for us to note, however, is that, for the people around
Jn10nv111e, ford's innocence was never provei.

After the flnal trial, Ford is g@porteu to pave said, LD
vant now is to be left alone.'" ~hether he got Liis wish or
not is apparently irrelevant. .e drops out of the news at this
point. Informants say he went north and was killed in another
quarrel, became a preacher in Indicnapolis, or returned after

a while to die a slow death in a Loluxbug,’indlana hospltal.

The only poiunt of general agreement in oral tradition is that he
vent north, leaving the Unionville area. 1Lt,seems certain that he
never returned to this community. ' " v
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T“he question of how this killing fits into grass routs history
remains. The fact that, thougi not recorded in history books,

it exists in tlie ‘miemories of local resideuts across a span c¢f
over fifty years is significaut. .uci. a fact, hovever, becones
apparent through research. 1t is unot cousciously recognizged by
the folk to whorn t..e:oral tradition beloiigs. (ne could hypothe-
size that tlie memory (f tlie event _ersists because it touched a
greater nuwnber of lives than other eveuts in tle cowmunity's past.
Yet: would this rezally be tle case? Church reunions, local elec-
tions; the advent of _ubiic utilities, and the removal oi the New

Lnlonv1lle railroad station grobably touened more.

xeoyle seeln to reuweuber the iford-i.cCoy ullllng tlirough assoc-
iations they make with it. Because it hapened in connection

‘with a tradltlonal couiwunity -wvood cloppiung, it seems to stand out
‘as part of . bygone, golden .ge characterized by greater cooper-

ation between good neiglibors. (lder residents, like puck Ledfield
and so's older brother Thomas wumith (73), renember the activity

as a regular part of their jast lives. Younger oues, like the
lLiarrises and Lincoln, know only that the ucLoys vere folloving an
old local norm of helping a widoved neiglbor. Also, several in-
formants both old and young linked this shooting, as ' bo uvmith had,

40 other violent crimes which occurred in tlhe distant past as
e

part of tlie golden age. Four inforuants suggested that the Cox
family slaying was an example of a similar crime that should be

studied. Three' informants urged tlie researcher to look 1nto an
old broxn Lounty murder.

Yet the era of violence is not necessarily perceived as bad. The
violence directed towaru those whose activities lay outside ac-
ceptable coumunity standards. Kumerous residents linked the
Ford-i.cCoy incident to a change in the methed of local law en-
forcement. iive out of the seven vwho vere old encugh to recall
the transition from one period to tlie nexnt talked about how this
incideut coincided vitl the decline ¢f vhite capping.  (ne man
said bluntly that tihe murder happened at "tle close of the white
caps" time. a lady ex,lained tlc event vas "unusual," not be-
cause murders vere rare, but because tiis oue "made 'em'[area
residents ]mad 1t's a VOhder they hadn't vent down tlere an'
took 'im cuta tlhe jail an' hung 'im. wvack tlhem days, you knov,

‘you take back fifty year ago, an' peopie done something mean,’
y YZY.éi PeO| : g

they didn't weit for the law. hite caps got'*ém." uere, it
seers, is grass roots recognition of tiie loss of’ direct, informal,
community legal authority. The importence of folk law’ dlmlshes
in the transition from this neighborhood's golden age.

.e see common ,eople noting a change in the 2ocial structure’
vhich shawnes their lives. e overall impression is that the
Unionville folk hlstory does nark some sort of perioa endihg
around 1910. It is not as distinctive as some of the turnlng
points in elite history, ‘but it belongs to this tradition in a

. Cg [,
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far more poignant vay than tiose descrived by historians such as
. barnhardt and Carmony. woefore this 'transiticn soint, families

" settled grievances in open confrontation, neighbors helped worthy
friends, groups of citizens, both public mobs &nd private vigil-
antes, maintained community stendards, and an outsider, rich from
illegal acts, was given no advantages. afterwvard, rioney and gov-
ernment law couid intervene, as this synthesis of oral traditions
about the rora—“cboy killing illustruotes.

It can be concluded tliat tne folk :do indeed divide their past into
periods; albeit their own. - The'difference between the grass roots
record. «nd tiie elite is essentially one cf perspective. .e see

“that an event which exewplifies a clianpge. in local order stands

out for Unionville re51dents beyond thie period of "veveridge and
the srogressives.' between old newspuier accounts and modern
oral reports, differences tell us more about ti.e bias of the in-
dividual sources than abqut the objective truth of what took

~ place between:tle Fords und the icCoys. C(ther folk histories,
“becguse -of differeunc.s in perspective, 11th not malke the same

.. grass roots delineation drawn by this cormunlty Tlie oral trad-
itions of iord's descendants are not represented lLere since these
individuals are no longer a part of the Unionville area. Yet
their account of history is as vital to our understending of the
past as that given by Unionville residents, or by scholars. In
the study of a folk history, historians, folklorists and other
1nvest15at0rs need to be avare of tie perspective held by indi-
genous ‘counmunity meubers, and shouid strive to include the folk
viev in ianterpretations of the past.

i
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