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"Local Doctor is asked to buy Real Nummy of John Wilkes Booth" is the heading
of a story that was published in the Bloomington, Indiana, Sunday Bulletin, April‘26,
1925, Variations of the same heading appeared in other newspapers for the Iowa

o adve loaloey :
firm making the ofier had broadcasted,circular€, one of which the author received.

The Bloomington paper after discussing the claims made for the mummy stated
"That there may be some truth in the matter lies behind the fact Lhat the firm handling
the proposition is considered & very reliable f$iem, dealing principally in real estate
and patents, but frequently @eating in more or less unusual things such as this mummy..
The offer made to the Bloomington man was tnat the bod& wo.lu be shipped to Bloomingion
along with a lar-e number of sensational books giving the true story of Booth's life,
in exchange for some patents and manufacturing property held by the doctor and a cash
payment of $5,000."

The story that John Wilkes Booth escaped was not new, however, for quite

soon after his body was hidden from the sight of man within the walls of the old

:ﬁashington arsenel, rumors began to spread over the country that theﬂofgicers Who _

had beecn credited with tue capture of the assacssin had shot someone elsequq palmed

the substitute body onto the government in order to collect the reward. It was said

and by many belisved thatrthe real Johﬁ Wiilkes Booth had escaped to the Island of

Ceylon, to Mexico, to Palestine. 3ince that time scores of im.ossible stories of

the escape, subsequent life and lonely death of Booth have been printed with a wealth

of circumstance to support them, and thousands of persons may be found especially

in the 5outh, who will qevervbelieve tnat 3o00th perished in the Garrett barn. A1l of
Muanude

this in view of the”“ﬁﬁykr flight, capture, and identification details brought

out during the two years following the assassination leads one to believe that there

are those who have a sentimental prefcrence fqr fiction over fact and who are nrone

; , INe ,dx«ckf"é/"-’
to a belief in possibilities rather than probabilities,. Sug; est to tHgm a possibility

which inivrigues the imagination and they accept and propagate it as gospel, and proved
fact. It is true, unfortunately, that many who lack criticism and caution and fol-

low faith blindly and without reason also unconsciously twist facts to their pre-

Jjudices and partisanships. It 1s people of this clagg Wno have followed and sup-
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ported the myth makers, the charlatans and pretenders throughout the agcs. Depend on

\

\

\this, dear reader: Tell the most preposterous tale and you will always find some who
\will believe. Repeat it often and your following will grow,
Since the days of Nero, whose widely doubted suicide gave rise to many
impostors throughout the Roman Empire, any secrecy or mystery surrounding the imprison-
ment, assassination or disappearance of the famous and infamous has stirred the world's
imagination and caused many to dispute the alleged official reports. Each of these
many impostors had a following made up of persons with great faith but little reason.
There is the story of Perkin Warbeck who, at the time Columbus discovered
America, was being entertained all over Zurope as Richard, Duke of York, the younger of
the two sons of Edward IV, both of whom history says were murdered in the Tower of London.
Through the assistance of the Scottish King, James IV, a noble marriage was ar.anged,

and fngland was for six years much upset by this pretender to its throne. Warbeck, before
his death, confessed that he was but the son of a poor Flemish burgher. Those who had
investigated the genesis of this pretender before his confession and were in possession
of the facts were not believed by his followers, many of whom were wilfully blinded by
their prejudice against the then reigning Znglish king.

Two centuries later we have the mystery of the Man in the Iron Mask, whose
story supplied material to several great novelists. For many a year visitors.to the old
prison on the Isle of Sainte Marguerite have been shown the masked man's cell and regaled
with tales of his luxurious and mysterious life, which ended in 1694.

It is said that, imprisoned by Louis XIV, this strange personage was com-
pelled to live in prison hidden from recognition by a mask with steel springs, but was
treated with great deference and indulged with the daintiest food and finest raiment.
Who was he? According to the most striking and widely disseminatea of the many legends
and the one supported by Voltaire, the masked prisoner was an older brother of Louis,
but of doubtful legitimacy.

Some believed that he was the son of Oliver Cromwell, and one writer went

to the ridiculous extent of claiming that a son born of the masiked man of mystery and

-
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the failer's daughter was spirited off to Corsica and became the ancestor of the great
Napoleon. The most likely and best authenticated story is that he was not a royal per-
sonage at all, but Countg Mattioli, the minister of an Italian prince, and & dangerous
character by reason of his intrigues.

Another century passes, and we have the mystery before which those of the
past pale into insignificance - that of the Lost Dauphin, and the forty claimants, thirty-
nine of whom, of necessity, @gét have been liars., These without exception have brought
forth most amazing legenus, myths, and traditions of the continued existence of persons
supposed to be dead.

After Louis XVI and lMarie Antoinette paid the penalty imposed by the Revolu-
tion, tneir son Louis, a boy wen years of age, was alleged to have died January 5, 1795,
in the Temple and to have been buried in the cemetery of Ste. lMarguerite, Rumor soon
ran through tne world of fashion tnat the grave in Ste, Marguerite neld tue bouy of an un-
mown child, who three days before nis death was substituted for the Prince by Royalist
plotters with the connivance of the guards. It was claimed tnat the Revolutionists
learned of the substitution and watched all roads leading out of France for Louis, but in
vain, The next forty years averaged a prince a year and rfrance was often in a quandary
about the claims of her numerous would-be rulers, Among the forty was Jean lMarie Herva-
goult, son of a tailor, whom many persistcd in belie ing to be the Lost Dauphin even
after he confessed his real identity. He died in 1815 and a new pretender appeared in the
person of lMathurin Bruneau, a shoemaker, who is said to have died in prison in 1822. It
was eleven years later that there was imprisoned in Paris, Louis Hebert, alias Richemont,
who had been claiming in the nighways and byways of France that he was Louis XVII.

The United States and Germany, however, brought forth the two most pretentious
pretenders to the French throne, in Eleazer Williams and Karl William Naundorff, the first an
Episcopal missionary to the American Indians, the second a watchmaker of Spandau, Prussia,
and the founuer of a new religious faith. Xomantic indeed is the story of the 'merican
claimant, who as a wen-year-old boy is s2id to have been left by two French Catholic priests

with a half-breed Iroquois chief named Thomas Williams, and to have been brought up by him
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near Lake George, liew York, with his other curildren, as Eleazer.

The boy's memory had been impaired by illness, and when left with the
Williamses he was in a condition of 1alf imbecility and his recollections of the past were
spasmodic and confused. His half-Indian brotaers were amazed and sometimes frightened by
what they considered a demented imagination - daydreams of gilded halls and princely courts.
Funds for Eleazer's education wore furnished by parties unknown, and without doubt he was
the scion of some French family, hiuden away in the /‘merican wilderness for rezsons known
only to those who brought him to our shores. No effort was ever made by #illiams himself to
gain recognition as the Dauphin, and as far zs cun be learned, his life was above reproach.

This cannot be said of the Prussian pretender, larl Villiiam Naundorii, who
manaced to xeep his name before “urope for many years and even.vent so far, it is stated, as
to wound himself to gain sympathy in an effort to prove an atiempted assassination.

He told, as did many of the forty, most likely stories of his escape from
France as the Dauphin, and possibly gained a greater number of partisans than any or the
otucrs, lany of these still believed in him after stories were ublished showing that he was
a swindler and counterfeiter. He was eventually expelled from /rance and cdied in Holland
in 1845,

As recently as March 26, of this year, a blind representative of the Naundorff
family, "Louis, Prince de Bourbon," according to the New York Herzld Tribune Paris Bureau,
entered suit in the rrench courts against the publishers of an encyclopedia which referred to
his pretensions as the grandsocn of thé Dauphin as "intriguery." The recort states that
the blind prince's personal appearance is strangely like that of tne Bourbons of the 18th
Century.

Articles and books galore nave been written by devotees of both Williams and
Naundorff supporting their claims, and strangely enough they carry conviction. However, only
one can be true, if either is. Sven today there is a pretender, a lieutenant in the ~rench
colonial army, who is recognized by the Royalists of France as the Grandson of Louis XVII,
the Lost Dauphin who, it is claimed, escaped to mgland and there endec his days.

Russia of a century ago has supplied a delightful example of the human pen-
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chant for making legend on the slightest pretext. Alexander I, grandson of Catherine the
Great, so the story goes, took a passive part in the assassination of Czar Paul, his mad
fatner, and in expiation decided many years later to become dead to the world and spend the
remainder of his life as a monk, Suddenly, taking the mpress, his physician and a few
personal servants, Alexander, la.e in the autumn of 182., hastened to a small town in the
Crimea, He had announced that he needed rest and quiet.

Soon in 3t, Petersburg bulletins were received of the “mperor's illness, and tren
came one announcing his death. A body was returned to the palace and buried in great state in
the last resting place of the Czars. Several years later it was learned that the Empress had
purchased her mourning garments in Moscow on tne way South while the EZmperor was still in good
health,

The second step in the legend was that the young Czar Nicholas I, Alexander's
brother and heir, for a period of many years conducted a secret correspondence in a mysterious
code with a strange and most devout monk in a small, far-away Siberian monastery. Legend has
it that about 1840 Nicholas hastened to this distant man of God, who was ill, and for four
hours was closeted alone with him, no one nearing a word that passed between them, A few days
later the monk was gathered to his fathers and it is said that Nicholas was sorely grieved.

Just before the late war, research students working in the Russian Imperial
Library claimed to have discovered that the handwriting of the secret letters, which had been
preserved, corresponded with that of Alexander's state papers. The war halted these re-
searches, and unless the Bolshevists have better preserved the records of the Imperial
Library than the reports would indicate, tue fate of Alexander, whom lapoleon claimed was the
greatest diplomat of all Europe, will ever remain legendary.

Wars have been the chief producers of the situations out of which have grown
these legendary escapes and substitutions, and the Great War is no exception. What became of
Lord Kitchener, the greatest British soldier of his time, and did the Czar of all the Russias
and his family perish by the hands of their Bolshevik enemies?

Mentioning Lord Kitchener revives the stcry told of Sir Hector MeDonald, who
was with Kitchener in nis Egyptian campaigns. BSir Hector, "Fighting lac," as he was

popularly called - one of the few private soldiers in the British Army to rise to the rank
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of general - was sent to command the troops in Ceylon. Considerable criticism arose as

to his administration and grave charges were made against him in ‘ngland. Hastening home

he stopped in Paris and there committed suicide in March, 1904, Soon legend stepped into

tne scene with the claim that the suicide was & trick to keep Sir Hector from thne necessity
of facing his accusers and that the dead body of someone else was interred in his stead.

The Russo-Japanese War was the theater for the next act. General Nogi was Sir Hector in
person, Undoubtedly this appasrently absurd story could easily have been disproved, but Japan
was a long, long way off, and "eneral Nogi was little known to the outside world until after
his brilliant exploits in the reduction of Port Arthur and the capture of lMukden placed his
name among the great war gods. In accordance with the traditions of old Japan, he committed
hara-kiri on the death of the Japanese ‘mperor in 1912, He and Sir Hector nad suicide in
common, if not their identities.

In 1916, Lord Kitchener set sail on the cruiser Hampshire on a mllitary mission
to Russia, Official report says the boat while passing through the Orkney Islancs, off the
north of Scotland, was destroyed on June 5 by an unswept German mine and that nearly all
on board were lost, among the number, Lord Kitchener. Legend says this is not true, that tne
boat went down but Kitchener was among the few saved. Stories were circulated that he landed
on Russian soil in safety. It was believed that "K of K" bore a charmed life, On many
occasions he had miraculously escaped ceath, twice at the hands of assassins and once in
the frontline trenches in France, Many could not or would not credit his tragic death.

The latest "revelation'" is that Kitchener's body was wabhed up and buried by fishermen on
one of the Scandinavian islands.

In the Spring of 1926 the Soviet govermment, through the Leningrad Krasnaya
Gazetta, acknowledged as authentic the story of the execution of the Czar, Nicholas II, the
Czarina, the Czarevitch and the four Grand Duchesses, in July, 1918, in the Ipatieff house
at Zkaterinburg. It is unlikely that this will destroy the numerous legends that the \

\
\

Russian royal family is still alive, for the majority of the Russian peasants believe that

o \
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the "Little Ffather" survives and again will be their ruler, f& N A S LY \

There are those who are convinced that the Royal fapily is living incognito

> 7
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Newspaper headlines informed us about three years ago that one of the Grand

Duchesses had escaped and was on her way from Vladivostock to the United States. Thus far

she has not materialized. Possibly she was turned back by the fate of her royal father who*
Dame Rumor reported, had been compelled to work his way over as an oiler on an American f
freighter in 1920. And, according to a recent story in the New York fimes, a young woman

with deep-blue Slavic eyes, red-brown hair, and a bruised mouth that smiles only on one side,
is dying in a private hospital in Berlin. She ssys she is the youngest daughter of the late

Czar Nicholas, the Grand Duchess ‘nastasia,

These many legends surrounaing the disappearance of princes, potentates, the

| great and near great, are not astonisning when it is realized that they are kept alive by

| faith, by people wanting to velieve. They illustrate the irrepressible vitality of

pleasing myths, A story with the element of mystery is always most intriguing, especially

‘where it surrounds a royal perscnage.

Many claimants come forward because of the pecuniary and social advantages
to be gained., There is then the other class of pretenders ﬁho are afflicted with a type of
mania which causes them to confess crimes and identities not their own. Police depart-
ments are confrontec almost daily with persons of this type. /iJ

We have also those about whose birth there is some mystery, who gradually
build up legends which they themselves believe. For instance, the case of a western girl
who became convinced that she was a duagnter of French nobility who had been left with a
woodsman's family. About six years ago she persuaded the editor of an o0ld and conservative
magazine that her claims were valid, and he published an unusual diary which she pro-
fessed to have written as a child. This diary contained french phrases and words that
would not ordinarily come within the scope of learning of a woodsman's daughter. Her

parents, however, contradicted her story and ofiered proof that she was their own daughter.

b - 2 4
When dope fiends have taken an over-dose of some nArcotic and ag g result
“ are
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delirious, they are prone to confess to crimes committed by others and to claim different
identities. This was the case with lavid George, the Znid, Oklahoma, suicide of 1903,
who two years previously, while under the influence of an overdose of morphine, claimed that
he wzs John Wilkes Booth, the assassin of Abraham Lincoin, and who told am entertaining story
of how he escaped from Washington on tne fatal night. His claims to infaﬂ}y will be dis=-
cussed more in detail in a subsequent chapter,

There is far greater interest in John Wilkes Booth escaped than in John Wilkes
Booth captured in the Garrett barn, f°¥\fESEE_EE?,E§9?P¢d there will always hover that air
of mystery, of uncertainty, of romance, to fire the imagination, and as long as there is
mystery and undertainty there will be lost heirs and royal pretenders and we shall have
tnese peculiar instanc s of marvelous fiction. And just as long as people are too prone

to intellectual laziness to ask or search for sensible procf will there be those who will

believe tnese wild tales - and the wilder the tale the stronger the belief,

”

The Wilkes Booth legendary escape is the only one in the United States

Lttt o f

which has grown to proportions comparable to Zurope's many times told talesxa-é/githough

the chapters of this book describing the fllght, Pursuit, capture, identification 9
AN, Yearalol- ),

and burial of Booth are filled W1thf§i? éescriptions of exhibits and substantiating Y
t‘/‘a‘pm \'\.\‘

testimony taken under oath when thsir memories,were fresh during the two years immediately é

awd
follo e a5°3551 tion whzch how that thout the slightest doubt .that Booth was
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Some Wlll persist in bellev1ng trnat President An?rew Johnson, Secretary of
War Stanton, Secretary of State Sew.rd, General C, C, Augur commanding the Department of
Washington, The United States War Department, the Federal Secret Service, and the officers
and men pursuing the assassin entered into a vast conspiracy to allow him to escape in
oruer to make Andrew Johnson President and to collect the reward offerec for John Wilkes
Booth dead or alive. Many of the faithful followers of the various Booth myths have
veneered them with plausibility, rémance and mystery and no amount of material or documen-
tary evidence will ever convince them that their legends are but entertaining fiction.
One of the first of the publlshed rumors that aooth escaped appeared in lﬁé‘;‘“J

tha Nkass 3 p A fpln o /fu,xu- e Aﬁ: fM‘ff /ka»
iswi 1. This story claiﬁ%d that John Wilkes Booth had been
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To the Zditor of the New York Times.

New York, Thursdsy, Jen. 10, 1867
la AV e, Wy Beiips ConiniSodly 9& £ ﬂa’“‘ o
TP 4 Mw,gdqu -

‘%
”Since my arrival hg;e or the 5th inst. I have been informed it

is the belief of a number of individuzls in this Uity and elsewhere that
Je Wilkes Eooth, the conspirator and assassin, still exists; and that the
men who was shot in the barn by his pursuers, and who was supposed to be
Booth, wes & person who haa been an accomplice in the conspiracy, anc
strongly resembled “ooth.

# This has reminded me of an incident which came under my notice
in Calcutta, British, India, while stopping there during the month of July,
1866.

,4
4
Two gentlemen were discussing the merits of some of the leadirmg

conspirators in the assassination of our late lamented Presidznt. One of
them, apparently a men of more thcn ordinary intelligence and of decidedly
stréng Southern proclivities, was very eloquently defending J. Wilkes Eooth,
John H. Surratt, Payne, Atzerodt, ludd, and others. His adversary, & gentle-
men from Boston, llass. and evidently a strong Union man, made use of some
bitter sarcasm when speaking of them; and said, smong other things, that,
in his opinion, "any man calling himself an American, who sympathized with
Booth, deserved the same fate.™

s :
AThe same fatelN repeated the Southernmer. #I will lay a wager
of five hundred pounds sterling that John Wilkes Ecoth, who assasssinated
President Liﬁcoln, is alive and in good heslth at the present time; and

sgree to furnish proof of it within six monthe.¥

ng accept the wager,\ wkd was the rejoinder of the other party

and, both being men of means, the money was soon forthcoming, and deposited
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in the hands of the proprietor of the hotel to await the final decision.
”Curiosity prompted me to inquire the name of the party whose

strange offer had been so readily accepted; and was informed he was no
(;'cher than the late notorious rebel pirate, Lieut. William llartin Tolbert,
of Shenandoah notoriety. (formerly of Troy, Ohic, but more recently of this
city.) and who is at present master of the ship Ocean bird.

e What could have influenced him to make & bet of five hundred
pounds upon & thing so absurd,' enc which he must eventually sacrifice,

’r
has been a puzzle to me, and must be solved by a wiser head.

/s (r
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This story was apparently
never fully investigated and whatever circumstantial evidence there may have been to sus-
tain the statements in the letter was never disclosed.

It even was alleged that the man who killed the President was not Jﬁhn Wilkes
Booth. This was in March of 1866 or 1867. (Before release of Jeff Davis in May 1867
King statgd téﬁf,his return to U. S. was to effect such release L.C.B. page 39) Whe£7:£ere
appearedy;;;g iﬁvtﬁé Louisville Papers (The Louisville Democrat and The Louisville Currier)
the statement of a man named Sterling King who had been arrested about the middle of March
charged with having stolen a horse and buggy from the proprietor of a Cincinmati livery
stable, After his committment to jail, King confessed that he and not Booth wzs the man who
had killed Abraham Lincoln. According to newspaper reports King claimed that on the
night of the assassination he had entered Ford's theatre as any other person, purchasing a
ticket and paying for it. He said that he had entered the President's box and shot him
with a single-barrel pistol, which he let fall at the time he leaped from the box. He gave
as his reason for using a single-bar:rel pistol, that he was compelled to leave it behind
him, and if it had been a revolver those in the box might have used it against him,

He furthner said that after he shot the President and leaped from the box, he
passed by several persons, '"but one of whom he knew, Miss Laura Keene", but that "she did
not know him," J, Wilkes Booth, according to King's statement "was in the rear of the
theatre awaiting with horses.” From the vicinity of Ford's Theater he declared that he
went to the residence of Secretary Seward, and after forcing an entrance made an attack
upon the Secretary, cutting him in the throat with a bowie-knife. According to the story
King's only regret seemed to be that he had not killed the Secretary. He claimed that
there was another person in the afrair who had not then been apprehended who was to have
killed Secretary Stanton, but who failed to fulfill his pledge.

King denied the statement that Booth had anything to do with the killing, with
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the exception of assisting him to make his escape from the City of Washington. The nevs-
paper accounts said that Xing "in 2is written statement, which is now in the hands of
the military" gave the route he had pursued after leaving Washington. In this he claimed
that the man killed in the Garrett barn, and who was said to have b.en Booth, was a
prisoner who escaped from an Ohio prison,. He said that he had gone "in company with Booth,
from Washington to Canada, and from thence to the Island of Cuba," and that "his object in
returning to the United States was for the purpose of releasing Jeff Davis,"

He declared that Mrs, Surratt knew nothing of the conspiracy although he
confessed that the parties who planned the af air met regularly at her house and that
he was stopping there '"some ten or twelve days previous to the execution of the plot.”

"We give the above statement of King" said The Louisville Democrat. 'without
vouching for the truth of same, though there are some plausible circumstances connected
with his statement, and it would appear that he nad some connection or knowledge of the
plot. His confession has been sent to Washington to be acted upon by the President."

The newspaper story states that on,the Friday following the confession King
"finding that his statement was likely to get him into a very serious difficulty, determined
to put an end to his miscrable existence, and having obtained a small penknife, "he opened
the veins of his left arm, and would have bled to death, had it not been that the attempt
was discovered by his cell-mate, and an alarm given. The story also convained the state-
ment that King during the war had "figured in both armieswand had been "convicted by a
military commission in each and sentenced to death.," King claimed that his motive for
making the confession was that "there were those in Washington who knew him," and since his
name and the fact of his apprehension had peen published it was useless for nim to attempt
further concealment, This story has as much foundation in fact as the other Booth myths
and for that reason has been repeated. The newspapers first publishing King's confession
were convinced that he had concocted the tale for the purpose.éecuring the release of himself
and two other prisoners there in §ail, who said that they also knew something of the
assassination. They had figured that if they were turned over to the military authorities,
the charges then resting against them would be drogped and the new ones not being possible

of proof would eventually result in freedom.
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A newspaper clipping to be found in the Lincoln Scrap Book, Congressional Library,
Washington, D.C.(pp 96-97) contains a statement published within two or three years after the
Civil Var that‘:The St Louis Democrat publishes a letter from a gentleman, for whose character
it vouches, which nar-ates that an Alabama refugee told the writer that he believed J Wilkes
Booth was alive, for the reason that when in Washington he entertained a beggar one night, who,
after writing a note, went outside and held the following conversation with some one who met
him: Some one asked him if it was ready. He replied, "Yes, what news?" and was answered,
"None; only Mr Johnson wishes you to ma ‘e haste, He says he cannot breathe easy until you
are on board the vessel," "And no doubt he wishes the vessel may founder," was my guest's
reply, rather hoarsely and scarcely audible; but he continued, "I must be off in the morning,
so farewell, Jack.,"

After the begroar had departeu his host picked up some scraps of paper on the
floor, pasted them togetner, discovered that they made a note of cypher, of which, after a
long while, he discovered the key, and published it as follows:

"Dr. Friend: I shall ever remember your kindnesse. The J D Government cannot
aid me now, and if I fail to escape, God only knows my fate, and your arm will be powerless,
If you succeed in your part, I shall return; otherwise, never. Yes, I leave tomorrow,.

Je We Be"

"Yours in life and death

"June lst, 1865."

The Atlanta Constitution for Sunday, July 30, 1893 published a story dated
July 29th from Yoakum, Texas, in which their correspondent comments on what he terms "a
strange account of Booth's comnection, or rather iack£ of connection with the assassination,"”
given out by "Major Sidney Smith of Dallss."

According to the writer lajor Sidney Smith's story which had been published
recently in a 5t Louis Newspaper was to the effect that Booth was in Richmond, Va., with
friends on the evening of the assassination of President Lincoln; and that, upon hearing

that he was accused of the bloody act, he did the unlikely and foolish thing of fleeing from

a perfect alibi, from the instant ability to present himself to the federal com:ander in

Ricnmond and prove the physical impossibility of nis having been the assassin, he took flight
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by horse to Charleston, sailed to Zurope and remained a fugitive, fearful wanderer on that
continent - whether already dead or yet alive = the major is unfortunately still ignorant.

"Who did kill Linco.n then?

"The major has positive information that it was a semi-insane lieutenant of
Quantrell's famous guerrillas who "left "ichmond, stole into the city of Washington disguised
as a farmer and killed President Lincoln," He escaped to the south, as the story goes, and
died in seclusion some years ago.

"How then, did Booth's name get mixed in with the assassination?

"The major says it was due to tne vengefulness of a young woman in the theatre
comnanies who had been in love with Booth and abandoned by him. In the general paralysis of
the dread transaction in the theatre she recognized a sufiicient general resemblance of the
assassin to Booth to give her the inspiration to charge the crime upon him and the infuriated
people immediately corroborated her charze and put the odium uvon the iniocent object of her
malice." The Constitution Correspondent's ironic comment is "A very unique and novelistic
theory, indeed, but it vanishes into the most absurd grotesquerie of invention when brought
to the touchstone of facts." |

IS J. WILKZS BOOTH ALIVE?

5 T T e e
Chris Ritter, a Boon Companion, Asseris Théet Fe Is

‘Affinms He Is ‘nos, the Great South American Actor
’ T S e

Ed Fox Was the llan Iilled for Booth at Richter's Barn

] _ o ———
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Some Corroborative Facts Indorsing Ritter's Revival of an Cld Story

These were the heaclines of a story printed in The Chicago Journal, January 31,
OOV VYR DA, -
1897 based on“;\dispékéﬁbézom Anderson, Indiana, the-day-bewere which led off with the
startling quotation:
"Man, I have killed Lincoln; I have this night done a great deed for humanity.
David, will you stay with me?" The @lock in the immer rooms on the third floor of the old

Pacific hotel at Washington, which were then tne scenes of the council of the Knights of the

Golden Circle, pointed to 10 o'clocke The date was April 14 - the time was night - a night

which went into history as one of the "darkest" in the events attending the great struggle
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which was then on between the north and the south.

"At St lMary's hospital in this city, 'read the Anderson dispatch, "on one of the
white beds, lies Christopher C Ritter, who came here three months ago from Cynthiana, Ky.
Life is passing away, and in his last moments ne tells a story which will strengthen the
belief that John Wilkes Booth, the slayer of Abraham Lincoln, is yet alive, The story
is a 1ost remarkable one and there are connections which makes it not only corroborate with
historical data, but find@ ample indorsement.

"Prior to his advent in the interesting part of American history Ritter's life
is a long and interesting story. It is cut to an outline, but it is sufficient to know that
his grandfather was made a German nobleman in the first part of the century for great valor
when Napoleon's star was in the zenith., His father, however, was exiled for being a member of
a revolutionary society inown as the Sons of freedom, but was later restored to his estates and
royalty through the kind graces of Princess Olga or Hussia, who was then in the pupil of King
Wilhelm's eye. Young Ritter was raised in the German military service and after a long series
of incidents met John VWilkes Booth in Stuttgart, Germany, in 1862, when he was then 18 years of
agee. There Ritter fell in love with a concert singer, Miss Znoth, whose fatuer, together with
Carl Schurz and a man who later be:ame prominent in Illinois politics, had been banished with
his fatner from the German empire for veing identified with the Order of the Sons of Freedom,
Booth was there under an assumed name and in the inter: st of the confederate states, He fell
in love with Miss Inoth's sister and he and young Rit er became inseparable., Booth revealed
to young Ritter a glorious picture of the fight of the south against the north and finally
revealed his identity to the young Gemman,

RITTER AS A CONFEDERATE OFA#ICER.

"Being a master of military instruction, Ritter became wildly infatusted with the
idea of accompanying Booth home, and laid the matter before his father, but the 1att§r had
just returned from nis exile to the United States and he was a northern man at heart. He for-
forbade his son to leave Germany, but the latter finaily succeeded in getling a passport
through another name and shipped to Baltirore and was tnere met by Booth, who took him to
Cincinnati and then to Lexington, where he enlisted in the confederate army and was made an

officer, He was wounded in the south three months afterward and returned lat
ater to Ge

rinany
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to get $12,000 which his mother had left him, He returned to Baltimore and landcd there
March 9, 1865, just thirty-five days prior to the assassination of Abraham Lincoln. He
was met by his companion, Booth, who wis playing there at the time., He accompanied Booth
to Washington, arriving there on the 3d of April.

He was then taken by Booth into the third story of the old Pacific hotel and into
the rooms which were the quarters of the Knights of the Golden Circle. There he'met many
notable persons, among them, he says, Edwin Booth, On the 10th ne became a memb-r of the
Golden “ircle by special dispensation, though he was then six months under age. He was con-
ducted through by John Wilkes Booth and it was the custom for the two thus affiliated to be
joined together by a special vow as "Jonatnan" and "David," and with dagsers at hearts were
sworn to stand by each other under any and all circumstances for a period of thirty years, as
well as to fulfill all obligations to the order. Ritter soon found that there was a circle
within this circle, and the next night he was asked to join it, it being explained that the
pur ose of this order was to kidnap the president and tzke him to an old chateau out of
Washington, then used as a resort, and to later take him out to sea until legislative
enactment was forced through insuring the payment for all negroes to be set free, Ritter
refused to go into this, although he was assured that Booth was one of the leaders. This
proposition was made to him by Dave Herrold,_who was executed for nis part in the assassina-
tion oi the president.

-BIGHE-OR LINCOLN'S ASSASSINATION. -

"At 6 o'clock on the night of the l4th Booth and Ritter were together in the
Pacific hotel, Booth asked him to go down to "The Dagos," a place well known, and get an
oyster stew with him, While there Booth said to him that it was very probable that he
would went to start very soon for Brazil to see '"those girls of tﬁeirs," the two Miss Enoths
having joined their exiled father in Brazil, He asked Ritter if ne would go with him, and
the latter replied, '"Yes, I guess." When leaving the place Bcoth said to him: "Ritter,
I will probably want some money tonight - a great deal - can I have it?" Ritter thought
it was for poker, for he had made him several loans for that purpose, and at one time Booth

owed him $1,500 and had paid him. He assured him he could have all he wanted at the asking.
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Booth seemed relieved. He was about to leave for the theater, where he was to
take part in a benefit for Laura Deming that night, when he came closer to Ritter and said:
"I wish you would be sure to be at the rooms tonight at 10 o'clocke." Robert Z,Stinton then
joined Booth, and the two went to the theater, In Stinton's pocket at that moment was the
revolver with which Booth killed Lincoln., Ritter went to the Golden Eagle rooms and got
in a game of sixty-six. He vwas a winner and got up from the table five minuies of 10, He
went to the window and, hearing a great noise on the street, lifted it and heard that Lincoln
had been murdered. He closed it and sat down to wait for Booth.

T@@no’clock passed and the hands were just at five minutes after 10 when the
guor flew open and John Wilkes Booth stood in the entrance, "llen," he said, "I have killed
Lincoln, I hive this night done a great deed for humanity," and, turning to Ritter he said:
"David, will you stay with me," The te:rible oath administered a few mights previous loomed
up before Ritter in a new and awful light. Stepping to his side, Ritter sz2id as he gave him
his hand, "I will.," "Then go," s:id Booth, "to Kilb & fox's stable and get three horses, and
be sure to get flaxie, and bring them to the rear of the dago's."

"Fifteen minutes later the horses were there and Booth came out of hiding. He
had Robert E Stinton with nim and the three went into a rcom where the clothing of three
plasterers vas laying. They removed their own and donned these, They then started for
Dr Mudd's K a well-known confederate sympathizer, whose -place wzs south of Washington on
the "underground route." Booth su.rfered g:eatly from his ankle., They came to two roads
branching off and, the night being dark, they took the wrong one of these by mistake,

They went many miles before they found they were lost, but were finally directed to Thomas
Jones' house. Jones was one of lucd's overseers. Here they stayed for several days,
Secret service was opened up betvw en this point and Vashingston and Booth was kept closely in

touch with what was going on. Two of those messengers were Edward Fox and Dave Herrold.

"Booth was greatly worried over having left his discarded suit in Washington.

It contained papers which would incriminate many others and which were also of tlie greatest

necessity to him. It was arranged that Fox and Harrold were to don the clothes—the former
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Booth's and the latter Ritter's - and were to meet them on the morning of the 23rd at
Richter's barn, eighteen miles distant, it becoming apparent that the Jones house was nog
altogether safe any-lenger.,

"At dusk on the night of the 22d Jones and Ritter put Booth on a horse and made
way to the ferry where they were forced to abandon the animal. They were then fourteen
miles from the barn., It had been raining and the ground was very muddy - the mud very sticky-
and although the two almost carried Booth mud accumulated on his shoes 80 as to draw the half-
mended bones out of place and made them very painful. When eight miles away they sought
refuge in an old hut, known as EZlizabeth's hut. Ritter dreused.nisAwounds. The next morning
a man whom Ritter did not kmow entered the hut and said: "Booth, you are a dead man - you was
killed &t Richter's wwo hours ago." It was then explained that Fox and Harrold had arrived
at the barn in the clothes of Booth and Ritter. Fox's horse had kicked him and he was lame,
Harrold helped him to the barn and they were seen to enter., The rest 1is known as tcld in the
death of John Wilkes Bobdth,.

Fox and Booth were remarkably alike in appearance, the former even having a scar
on his neck like the one on Booth's neck., He had on Booth's clothes and looked every inch
like .im, The 75,000 reward nsstened tne trial, the remains were interred and Booth was dead
to the world. Booth swore the man to secrecy and he left the cottage, or hut, immediately.
They rested there for several days, until Booth's leg was again healed. On lMay 6 they sailed
out of the port of Pniladelphia, bound for South America. Off of Trinidad the boat took fire
and wvas run ashore, TFrom there they went over-land to the Amazon, thence up the Amazon
and then by rail and overland landed at Para, where they were met by /‘ndrew “noth, the German
exile, and nis daughters. Two days later Ritter was married, and Booth, recovering from
his injury late in the fall, wius also married, to the sisver. Today, says Ritter, John Wilkes
Booth is nos, the great South American actor. Inos is taken from Enoth, the wife's name.
Ritter's wife was killed in a runaway and a few years ago he returned to the United States.

He landed in Anderson three months ago.

Such is the story, but the corroboration of it is as interesting. It will be re-

membered that Lewis J, Welchman, a student, who lived at the Surratt home in Washington, was
,
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the man who gave the testimony which sent ;he Surratts, Harrold, Paine and others to the
gallows. Velchman disappeared shortly afterward and has not beenheard of since., He is now
Professor Welchman of the Anderson Normal University. Among the yebyle whom Ritter met in
Washincton was Weichman. An intimacy sprang up between them, A month ago Ritter entered
a restaurant in tnis city. He was turning to go out, when he heard a man speak. He nhad
not heard that voice for thirty-one years, but he turned and looked at the speaker. He
then went up to him and, extending his hand, said: "How do you do, Weichman?" The latter
looked up and said: "I believe I do not know you." "WJell, look at this, theny" and
saying this he unbottoned his coat and with his thumb nail flipped up a triangular watch
charm, Weichman's face showed excitement. "Are you Ritterspur?" "No, my name is Ritter
now." The next day they met and in private went over the strange case. The watch charm
was a peculiar one. It had Greek letters on one side and was a gift from Booth. It was
through this channel that the story now reaches the public.

There is another incident which has connection with the case, Booth had a mis-
tress when in Washington. She was the daughter of a senator. Thirty-five days after
Booth left Washington she gave birth to a child. Later she was married to Stinton. Booth
sent her {800 a year as an allowance to the child., Her husband died., This money was put
on deposit in the Cincinnati Savings bank. Later she again marfied. In a brown-stone front
in Brooklyn lives a widow, Her husband learned the secret of her birth. ©She is the daughter
of John Wilkes Booth. After Stinton's death the $800 from Booth to her mother nhad been
paid annually by Ritter. His days on earth are numbered. What the future of this compli-
cation may be no one knows.

"Thie story was published some years ago in a Syracuse, New York. paper, about
as related here, but not in detail., Ritter was then thought to be insane for making
such statements, and he was not believed. By the accidental meeting of two great princi-
pals in the great tragedy in this city, together with the circumstances which have after-
ward placed Ritter so near death's door, the story has been given nmew life, and is here
considered the very best of indorsement by one so true and reliable as VWeicnmane"

&
Weichman, however, was not as corroborative as the above story would lcad one

to believe. According to an Anderson Special Dispatch of February 2nd to the Cincinnati
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Enquirer (Published in that paper Feb. 3, 1897) Weichman in nis turn came out with a
statement denying the truth of the story given out by Ritter.

"Mr Weichman" claimed the Enquirer, "makes a very concise and complete
statement in writing, showing how it was impossible that Booth's identification was
not complete. He relates several of nis personal experienées,vand also tne expert
testimony at the trial, and his statement is convincing. Ritter, on the other hand,

says that he will produce letters and papers which will prove beyond all doubt that

John Wilkes Booth is alive, and is today in Brazil,."

And we have the story of Booth's escape as zgld to Geor@; Justis lason
by Dan Byrnes Mwm wpugizégéd :1\1 T;ig ;];éi&%w
Times Herald, Dallas, Texas, August 9, 195?;)

\ Vtw Byrnes cigimed—that at the time of the assassination #a® had recently
returned to his home waikedh=was in nashlngton not so '"very far from the Booths

fb;}/"usu’.; | ~Q el Aiere 0%051(/

and the Surats.“ also claimg&that he "knew them all, as wcll as other
members of the band that decided to wipe out the entire cabinet.” Since
the Booths did not have a home in Washington it would appear that the narrator
is slightly meddled. Of course, lLr Byrnes was at ford's Theater on the night
of the assassination and saw the whole thing. Only this witness says '""Booth
before he shot Lincoln was "recognized by several people as he strode quickly
across tqgngfggg and over near the Presidefnt's box" and "after the fatal shot,
Booth ran across the stace and efiected his escape by leaping to an awning and
then to the cob led pavement below, breaking his leg in the leap to the pavement.”
"I never have believed that Booth was captured," declare}‘Mr Bvrnes and
addg}"why they never allowed any one who knew B3Booth-not even his own relatives- to
view the rerains has always baffled me, unless it was that Government sgents knew
the wrong man had been killed, then burned the body into a crisp by destroying
the barn in which he was captured to hide their error.™ Mr Byrnes conclusion
is that Booth sent another man along with Herold into Virginia who was kill.ed instead

Js 2
of him, Ihardly-—believe-tnat comment on this story is necessary.



One of the earliest and most definite and persistent of all the rumors
tnat went the rounds claiming that the assassin of Abraham Lincoln did not die on the
Garrett front porch was that which may be called the Armstrong lfyth., According to
this version John Wilkes Buoth had lived for years at Atlanta, Georgia, ''mot as a
recluse, not as a skulking wretch stealing out at night in the shadow of a nationts
curse, but as a clergyman of the Episcopal church, and in the open light of day."

There lived at Atlanta, Georgia, the Rev. J G Armstrong, rector of a local
Episcopal church. He bore a superficial resemblance to the act r, John Wilkes Booth.
By degrees the rumor grew, supported by nis power of dramatic preaching, that the
clergyman really was Linco.n's escaped assassine.

A writer in the Atlanta Consitution July 30, 1893 commenting on the Arm-
strong Double says that he will remain the mythical John Wilkes Bocth to hundreds of

7
people in and about Atlanta, who knew him personallyy eaannoti.-ve-denieds You have

AP

u.'*_g L’~.5;l_trknq‘*::}_}’¢5\ L)
only to ssk them about it]and they will say plainly that AArmstrong was Booth as

surely as I am myself?f\ They believe it and will name to you the proofs - the mar-
velous family features, the lameness of the leg, the scars on the neck, the score of

smaller particulars of poses, accents, penchants, likes and dislikes, foibles, etc.,

which are to them proofs strong as holy writ, And one thing may be mentioned, that
is remarkable -- that is, if you will compare the newspaper cuts of Dr Armstrong with
those of Edwin Booth, I ventur: to say that the resemblance will be so striking that

if the cuts are not identified with the proper names under them not two out of ten

readers will be able to positively say waich represents Booth and which Armstrg
=8 nge

a_
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Dr, Armstrong knew of the facial resemblance, was rather vain of his dramatic
powers, and did not discourage the belief to liwe that he was the actor-assassin. Dr,
Armstrong's taste was'for the stage rather than the ministry, he took a deep interest
in amateur theatricals, and his favorite plays were Shakespearean. It is said that
once when Zdwin Booth visited Atlanta, Dr Armstrong occupied a stage box in the Opera
House, and that Zdwin Booth was so startled by Dr. Armstrong's likeness to his brother
that he sought out the clergyman after the performance,

Sam Small, the writer for the Atlanta Qpnstitution{quoted above (July 30,
1893) stated in the course of his story, "But an episode that puzzles the few parties
cognized of it is the sécret interview that was held between Edwin Booth and Dr Arm-
strong, on the occasimn, I think it was, of Booth's last visit to Atlanta., I had the
fact from the sentleman, whose personality and integrity are too well known in
Atlanta to require a question of his veracity, that Dr Armstrong recuested him to
let him “"Armstrong) meet a friend for an important private interview in the study of
the gentleman's residence. The permission was granted, the gentleman's family was
sent visiting for the afternoon and the gentleman and Dr, Armstrong awaited the coming
of the stranger, who arrivec in a closedscarriage at the appointed houre This strenger
was instantly recognized as Edwin Booth. He and Dr Armstrong retired to the study
and shut themselves in for two hours. The gentleman himself remained out of sight,
preventing purposely the need of an introduction to lr, Booth, and when the latter had
departed, Dr Armstrong thankeda the gentleman, with ceep emotion, for nis kindne:s, and
said simply this concerning the interview:

"I take. it for granted that you recognized the gentleman who was with me,
and I beg you to never mention this matter to any perscn while we both are alive,"

"Phe gentleman made the promise, of course, but to this day he does not
know whethner Dr Armstrong meant by "we botk" to indicate himself and the gentleman,
or nimself and fZdwin Booth. At any rate he told me the above facts since the death

of Dr, Armstrong, and I need only acd in tiais connection tnat it would take the

testimony of three persons risen from the dead - John Vilkes Booth, Zdwin Bo.th and Dr
e Y
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Armstrong - to convince my friend that Armstrong was not John Wilkes Booth."

The lemphis Commercial Appeal March 26, 1922, brought up the discussion
as to Dr Armstrong and receivec many letters from persons who believed the story.
Cne letter stated:

"It is well known by many people still living in Richmond, Virginia, that
John Wilkes Booth preached auring the '80s for five years or more at Monumental
Episcopal Church under the name of Dr, Armstrong and afterward had a church in Atlanta, ‘

: : Comecnntttnat Copptod
Georgia, and died a nztural death during the '90s." 'ﬂhf;v;5' ',"f~,“,2 '
Another reads:
"About twenty-five years ago, I read in a newspaper, The New York World,
I think - an article from a man who some years previously had visited a western city,
I camnot recall his name, but there was no effort at concealment, and ne wrote with
every indication of candor and veracity. X

"One night he attended church. The minister's name he was informed, was
'Dr. Armstrong.® When the minister rose to begin the service our narrator was
immediately impressed with the peculiar familiarity of .is voice and manner, but
could not recall any specific occasion on wiich he had seen 'Dr. Armstrong' beiore.

*In the course of tne sermon, however, 'Dr, Armstrong' began to recite
'The Siege of Corinth.' As the recitation proceeded with great dramatic skill and
power, the listener at once remembered that some years previcusly he had crossed the
Atlantic on a ship that carried an unusually large number of distinguished and
interesting passengers, among whem was John Wilkes Booth and some of his theatrical
friends.,

"On several occasions during'the voyage, Booth entertained trhe szip's com-
pany with dramatic performances and once recited 'The Siege of Corinth,' with
startling power and efiect.

"So when 'Dr. Armstrong' launched into the recitation, the hearer immediately

recognized the tone and manner of Booth and was filled with astonishment, but thought

it best not to mention the matter.
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"Some nights after this he found opportunity to call on 'Dr Armstrong'
at home., He was ushered into the sitting room with the explanation that 'Dr Armstrong'
was engaged with some one in the study and asked that he await his coming., Some sub-
conscious curiosity prompted him to sit where he could see the door to the study. He
waited long and patiently, for he was determined to see 'Dr, Armstrong.'

"Finally the door to the study opened and 'Dr. '‘rmstrong' and Edwin Booth came
out into the hall, Edwin took affectionate and brotherly lezve of 'Dr. Armstrong,'
and quietly passed oute 'Dr, Armstrong' then came into the sitting room. He had a
slight 1limp as of one who had suffered a broken ankle, and the writer satisfied him-
self that he was not mistaken as to 'Dr. Armstrong's' identity, but made no mention
of having received any information to this effect from 'Dr Armstrong' himself'"sz;;ifi_ghz

A third says:- "I would like to answer the question, 'Was the Rev. Dr, | ) |
Armstrong and John Wilkes Booth, one and the same person?' by saying that I believe
I knew John Wilkes Booth in the person of the 'Rev. J. G. Armstrong,' of the Zpiscopal
Church in Atlanta, Georgia, and I further believe that my recders will agree with the
assertion when they shall have finished this .rticle, wnich, I shall recount as
nearly as possible, at this late date, for it occurred many, many years ago, when I
was quite a young man. I was a resident of Atlanta at the time, and held a position
on the Atlanta Constitution and knew the 'Rev. Je. G. Armstrong’' very well, He was a
very brilliant man, highly educated, and it was said of him that he was the possessor
of the finest private library in the city.

"As well as I remember, he was a tall, 'rawboned,' sallow complexioned man,
with features as clear-cut as a cameo, with a limp on tne left leg, I believe, His
hair was long, falling almost to :is shoulders and as black as a raven's wing. I
used to wonder why he did not have it cut, but I learned later that he wore it in that
manner to hide a disfiguring scar on the back of his necke. That wis 'J. Ge Armstrong,’'
or John Wilkes Booth, as I knew him,

"Now for the startling storyl

"One day an old man, a stranger in the city, was standing in the main
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entrance of the Kimball House, on North Pryor Street, when the Rev. Je Ge Armstrong
passed. He took one glance at the tall, limping figure, threw both hands abcve his
head and exclaimed:

"John Wilkes Booth, as I livel"

"With this exclamation, he staggered and would have fallen, but for the
assistance of two men, who helpéd him to a seat in the lobby. Soon recovering, he
asked one of the men who the man was. 'That is Zeve Je Ge Armstrong, of the Episcopal
Church, ' he was answered.

"!'That may be the name he goes by here, but his real name is John Wilkes
Booth, the assassin of Abraham Lincoln,' he replied, and no amount of reassurance could
shake his opinion,

"The story got into the papers, of course, and was played up in a more or
less humorous vein and after the usual nine days' wonder was forgotten.”“fﬁfiﬂ;%ﬁﬁﬂ;l;';

It is claimed that the Reverend Armstrong on several occasions confessed that
he wz2s John Wilkes Booth and there is no doubt but that he enjoyed the notoriety he
received as a result of the resemblance, Dr, Armstrong died in 1891, The story given
to the newspapers by nis physician was that tne cause of ueath was apoplexy. Stories
were later published to the effect that it was due to an overdose of morphine,

In his July 30th, 1893 story in the Atlanta Constitution to which we have

already referred, Sam Small says that he did some investigating and learned definitely
e TLN S :

that "Armstrong was not Booth.' (\Ll L A

'‘Several years ggo’ wrote Mr, Small, "before the death of Dr, Armstrong, I
was engaged in a campﬁeeting at Plattsburg, lo. The Presbyterian pastor there is,
or was, & Rev, Mr Hughes. He told me all about his school boy days with Dr. Armstrong
in Ohio and of their subsequent careers in the ministry. Hughes became an Episcopalian
priest and, having some trouble in that communion, retired from it to become a
Presbyterian minister. Armsirong became a Presbyterian minister, and, having some
trouble in that communion, retired from it to become an Episcopalian priest. I told

Dr. Armstrong of my meeting with Mr Hughes and delivereu the messages sent by the

other and Ur Armstrong confirmed all that Hughes had said.
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"I afterwards fully verified the facts by the mouths of witnesses in
Sidney, 0., in 8t, Louis and in Wheeling, W. Virginia."

The Armstrong Myth spread until it was finally and thoroughly investigated
by the New York Herald, which carried the following story in the issue of April 26, 1903:

"When Dr, Armstrong died a record of his life was made public. According to
it he was born at Ballymena, Ireland, on July 24, 1828, and was educated at Qusen's
College, Belfast, under the direction of his uncle, the famous James Glasgow, D.D.,
after whom he was named, He came to America in 1856, and prepared for the Presby-
terian ministry in 1857 and 1858 at Xenia College, Ohio. His first charge was at
Sidney, Ohio, where he married Miss Alma Hitchcock. She is still living in Atlanta,
Georgia,

"From Sidney he moved to St. Louis in 1863, where he had trouble with the
Presbyterian church and resigned to become an Episcopal minister. He attended St,
Paul's Zpiscopal College and worke: his way through as instructor in Hebrew and meta-
physics in 1870, and was ordained as an Episcopal minister by Bishop C,F, Robertson
at St Paul's Church, Palmyra, Missouri, in 1871.

"From Palmyra he moved to Hannibal, Mi. souri, in 1871 to 1874; then to
Wheeling, West Virginia, from 1878 to 1884; then to Atlanta, Georgia, from 1884 to
1888, where he again had trouble with his bishops. He gave up the ministry and.lec-
tured from 1888 until 1891, when he died suddenly.

"It is necessary to prove his career only prior to 1865, the year in which
Lincoln was killed, to show that Dr Armstrong was affecting a pose in permitting the
rumors about him to be circulated. And a telegram to any one of the places men-
tioned in the above history would ve sufficient. The following comes from the Rev.

Dr William G Moorehead, president of Xenia College, where Dr Armstrong, according to
his record, prepared for the Presbyterian ministry in 1857, eight years before Lincoln
died. Dr, Moorehead knew Dr Armstrong in 1862, and speaks of his resemblance to Booth,

"I find in the records here,' he says, 'that James G, Armstrong was a native
of Ireland, born at Ballymean in 1828; that he graduated from Queen's College, Belfast;

studied theology in the Xenia Theological Seminary; was licensea to preacn in 1859;
’
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sevtled a2t Sidney, Ohio, 1859; removed to St Louis in 1863, and was afterward con-
nected with the Protestant HZpiscopal church and settled at Wheeling, West Virginia,

He was rector of one or more churches in the South, the last being at Atlanta, Georgia,
I think, where he died some years ago. He married in Sidney, Ohio. He was somewhat
lame, walked with a cane, but had a very handsome and attractive face. He so closely
resembled John Wilkes Booth that he was actually mistaken for the actor, and one or more
papers of the country some years ago confounded him with Booth. He was gifted as

an orator, clear and keen of intellect, but errztic and opinionated, as I knew in 1862,
Whatever became of his family I do not know,'

2111 of which proves conclusively that the Rev. Dr. Armstrong lived in the
western part of Ohio at the same time that J, Wilkes Booth was living at Baltimore and
Washington., There is, therefore, only one supvoosition remaining, and that is that the
Rev. Dr., James Glasgow Armstrong was the Rev. Dr, James Glasgow Armstrong and not J,
Wilkes Booth, the assassin of President Abraham Lincoln."

The last and most elaborate Booth myth, the one which has caused the
recent magazine and nevspaper interest, owed its existence largely to the work of

Finis L Bates, a lawyer of MNemphis, Tennessee, who wrote a book of 309 pages, first
\/(l.n_w Ll Y
publishea in 1907, and, ewggd the mumm1f1ed body which was exhibited in southern and
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southwestern towns as that of John Wllkes Booth. Mr Bates claimed to me that more
than seventy-five thousand copies of thé book nave been soldy and<2ue to the astounding
claims and accusations it contains, purchasers of the book are led to feel that they

have made a discovery in concealed history. And as few of its readers have any oppor-

QG a

tunity to check the claims and "definite proof" so p031t1ve1y stated, the storm\suc-
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ceeded in gaini. numerous believers. P TN, - T /4-‘ fo

i, bt

’ Ml Plen. HiLbCal
A /
17 Hex fa 7 /

The title sheet is an elaborate affair, wi 1ch sets forth the thesis the
author hopes to sustain,
The results of a thorough investigation of lMr Bates' claims are set forth

in the two succeeding chapters.
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In a letter from Chattanooga, Tennessee, lMay 22, 1922, Mr.J T Russell who
made an investigation of the Armstrong story for the author called on Mr, Thomas C.

Thompson, an ex-Mayor of that ‘city, who the report states 2
ﬂ:.—ﬂhangson ‘oamad well versed in connection with the hiltory of

Booth and stated he was a member of St. Philipps Church in Atlanta when Dr.
Armstrong(supposedly Booth) came from the Monumental Church at Richmond, Vas,
end elaims he heard a great many of the proceedings of the Ecclesiastical
Court appointed by Bishop Beckwith to hold trial on the charge of immorality
which if found suilty would sglpend Dr. Armstrong from ministry. He states
B T S Sine sverythiag bs his sl il SEhE Sier 30 the e
pieion that he was John Wilkes Booth which he thought was a2 very shrewd move
on his part as he was very largely druwing atteantion from the main points in
history of the old Booth story.

Mr. Thompson recalled & very dramatic and intense moment at wiich
the Revs Dr. Strong of Savannah, Ga., (the presiding Judge of the Ecclesias-
tical Court) asked Dr. Armstrong the direct question "Are ycu John Wilkes
Booth?" he replied "I am not being tried for that sir."

" He states the case was ably tried except that there was much évi-
dence that was mere hearssy, although he recalled the foct that Dre Armstrong
elways very carefully evaded any question involving his life between the years
1862 and 1866, for examunles He denied that he had ever been & Presbyterian
Minister in charge of & church at Peoris, Ill. In 1662 that he was denosed from
the Presbyterian Xinistry for drunkenness. 'Witnosses from Peoria, however,
identified him as the same man. He denied being able to recall when and in
what year his daughter Marian was born, her bi¥th was afterwardg known to have
been in 1862,

' Mr. Thompson further stated that friends of Bishop Beckwith gathered
much data to prove that Armstrong was Booth and said he had the privilege of

seeing much of this and having Bishop Beckwith point out to him the weak links



in the chain, some of this data, he states was most conclusive but there was
always one 1ink weai enouzh to prevent the whole story holding together.

Mr. Thompson said Rev. ?etﬂs of whom mention is made, became fully
convineced that Armstrong eni Booth were one, and that he had a story from an
Episcopal Minister who died at Jackson, Tennessee some yesrs ago and whose name
he did not know of a meetinz with Booth in 1659 on the way from Norfolk, Va., to
N. Y. and in 1866 or 1667 meeting the seme man as Armstrong a Candidate for Holy
Orders in the Tpiscopal Church in the state of Mo. It was probably on this evi-

dence that the Eev'. Pettis besed his strong opinion that Booth and Armstrong
Were Ones

/" Mre. Thompson further states that Ex. Gov. Rufas Bullock was one of

Dr. Armstrong's loyal friends, and that on one occasion when Edwin Booth was

visiting Atlanta, Dr, Armstrong asked for the use of (Gov. Bullock's parlor to

entertain a guest whor he did not eare to carry to his smell apartment, then

in the Baltimore Block, in Atlanta, and Mr. Thompson says Gov. Bullock stated

most positively that on this particular occasion Dr. Armstrong and Edwin Booth

~came into his home about 12:;00 o'clock, and remained in the front parlcr with

the doors closed until after daylizht next morning.

. y -
If Mr,. Fthridge can get a copy of Rev. Pettic's works on the Booth
case he will forward same immedlately.

/2
,Trusting this information obteined from Mr. Thompson will be of
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some value as he states these arc facts he positively knows by=beidmg in Atlanta

while this took nlace. 7

“Very-truly yours,

-



