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Foreword to the Online Edition

This study revisits a subject that received attentioly briefly in my comprehensive
history of the Crater of Diamonds, the unusual &nic formation now featured at the
popular state park just outside of Murfreesbordatisas. Upon beginning the research
for that work twenty-three years ago, | found thennwho discovered the first gems at
the Crater in 1906, John Wesley Huddleston, wadih#ne simple farmer depicted in
the current literature. Preliminary review of pgablecords at the nearby Pike County
Courthouse even suggested there were two John ekiddk in the unfolding story:
“Diamond John,” the essentially fictional charaaescribed for decades in folk tales
and promotional writings, and John Wesley, thelrarkansan and family man who
remained hidden behind that colorful imagery.

The following pages acknowledge those longstantblk tales as an entertaining facet
of the man’s history, but concentrate on the pepswirayed by more-reliable sources
such as property deeds, tax books, legal procegdmptographs, and other documents.
Aside from census reports, the public records leen virtually ignored by those
writing about Huddleston. Readers familiar witk fjopular tales probably will find this
side of the story surprising, particularly John Higgton’s family background and his
personal ambition where property ownership was eored.

Although substantial and thoroughly documentied, treatment has its limitations. It
reflects the evidence available up to this timeluding a certain amount of data
considered suggestive or tentative to some degkpparentlyandevidentlyare
watchwords throughout the text and notes. To sextent, this uncertainty reflects the
absence of personal correspondence and other fegoibtyds, largely a result of the
widespread illiteracy of Huddleston’s time. Destamis say he left only a few
photographs and some old furniture when he dig®#1, and the furnishings were
destroyed later when a storage shed bufned.

An online publication such as this has sevadakantages over its counterpart, printed
hardcopy. Among other things, readers can easdgand to the author through email or
a website and offer constructive criticism or neformation. The subject at hand can be
pursued further through collaboration. In thisezdduddleston’s many descendants and
other interested persons are invited to particigateugh the author’'s email address
provided below Periodic updates of the study will include an Addiem acknowledging
any significant information provided. Once recatdeopies of all photographs and other
documents will be deposited at the Pike County Asehand History Society in
Murfreesboro. Photos scanned and sent by emailgibe kept under one-half
megabyte.

Online publication also allows readers to tatteamtage of their computer’s
Search/Find capability to locate names, topics,samuices in an article or book. When a
study is posted as a single webpage (usually aff&)Fa search can quickly cover the
entire publication; if chapters are posted as sgpavebpages (the common HTML
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format), each must be searched individually. thewicase, Search/Find offers an
efficient substitute for the standard index foungbrinted works, and it often replaces the
separate bibliography or bibliographic essay neddethose publications.

In this study, full bibliographic entries ocawith the first citation, often with helpful
annotation and Bibliographic Notes. Abbreviatadtmns usually appear in following
notes. Any full entry can be called up quicklygxyolling to the beginning of the
endnotes, setting the cursor (left-clicking the sg)uand typing key words into
Search/Find. Although there are several waystallsthis is the quickest method: left-
click on the button of the vertical scroll bar (afly located on the right side of the
window being viewed); holding the click, move tleeal button up or down. The pages
will zip by. This method of scrolling also allowsaders to jump quickly from text to
related endnotes (CDs copied from the original Wawdument offer another approach:
place the mouse cursor on the endnote number itexth@nd all except the extremely
long endnotes will pop up fully on the screen,ligtgly simplified style).

Most important, digital publishing allows ampleace for documentation. Writers can
do a thorough job of not only citing sources, dabajualifying them clarifying their
strengths and weaknesses, indicating how reli&ielg are compared with others. This
running commentary is, | think, a significant fe&twf this study. Overall, the work
serves as a guide to research as well as a desaitedint of findings to date.

Among other things, this study takes advantdgigital space to include a thorough,
detailed review of tax and land records relatinghtofarmland and other properties held
at some time by John Huddleston and forebearss wWaighty detail is confined to a few
endnotes, and primarily will interest descendahth® Huddlestons and perhaps others
living in the Murfreesboro area. In a sense, gaebe of property was a footprint of the
Huddleston family group as it spread across theetdawnships of Pike County after the
1830s. Similarly, readers in nearby Clark Countghhbe interested in John and Sarah
Huddleston’s extensive holdings in the area arcAmk@delphia at one time. For readers
interested in pursuing their own family historye tbxtensive review of sources should
prove useful.

A word about illustrations. To the extent alable, the PDF version of this online
study will include photographs, maps, and othemudoents. That type of file (Portable
Digital Format) is relatively easy to post on thebsite, compared with the HTML
format. PDFs require the Acrobat Reader softwareléwnloading; but that program is
available free from many internet sites if it ig atready on your computer. For
technical reasons, the HTML of this online editiarich downloads without the Reader,
includes very few illustrations. Fully illustrat€Ds of the study are available at the Pike
County Archives and History Society, in Murfreesiyaaind at a number of other archives
and libraries in Arkansas.

June 6, 2008

Dean Banks, Ph.D.
Historian
dbanks@alltel.net
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Introduction

n July 1905, a middle-aged couple living on a srzath near Murfreesboro, Arkansas,
took on the biggest obligation of their lives witary finally decided to buy a special
243-acre tract lying beside the county road orghart distance back toward town.
About a year later, the husband found two straittje trystals on the surface of the new
property and soon became known as the first pevatside of South Africa to discover
diamonds at their original sourcen this instance a known volcanic deposit geolagist
had examined periodically since the 1830s.

The event assured widespread name recogndrojohn Wesley Huddleston, the
discoverer; but the ensuing publicity told veryiditabout the man, himself. Unless they
knew him personally or saw his image on a “picfuwst card,” those outside the
Murfreesboro area could only imagine the appearahteat lucky rural Arkansan:
newspapers, magazines, and journals, the news roktlia time, carried no photographs
or sketches of him. Their reports focused uponimgigroups and others involved with
the new Pike County diamond field and rarely ineld@ven a brief comment from the
person who set it all in motich.

Even basic details of the discovery varied ftbm beginning, thereby leaving ample
room for the growth of imaginative stories over jlears. Boosted to some extent by
Huddleston’s own embellishments, the folk talesensdready assuming a life of their
own before his death on November 12, 1941, at aleighty years of age.Then,
inevitably, more variations appeared after hetledtscene. In 1949, a journalist visiting
Murfreesboro listened awhile and concluded thanJdauddleston “now ranks in local
tradition with the legendary Paul Bunyan of lumbamps.® Had the writer returned a
few years later as private interests began promatie diamond field as a unique tourist
attraction, he would have found the legend sprishkléth outright myths-in-the-making.

The most influential collection of tales finalippeared in 1976, in Howard A. Millar's
memoir about his long experience at the Pike Codiasnond field® In that account,
Huddleston emerged basically as a “son of a shapper,” a “dreamy backwoodsman
who loved to roam the forests, seeking buried tnessand ‘prospecting’ for precious
metals . . .” Buying “160 acres” in “1906,” thecky prospector found diamonds on it
later that year and quickly sold out for $36,008l;dto be paid in $10 bills.” Then he
proceeded to squander his fortune, Millar saidrt &ahe money was siphoned off
somehow during an ill-fated second marriage. “l4e &ought several pieces of property
around the courthouse square in Murfreesboro anddmwns near Arkadelphia [in
adjoining Clark County]. In each case he put dowly a minimum payment and in time
lost what he had invested.”

In Millar’s version of events, a lack of botimhition and good judgment finally left
John Huddleston broke and virtually begging fomkaThe memoir failed to clarify
when all of this happened, but it implied the doaibegan soon after the Discoverer
sold his property in 1906. Neglecting to mentibe 1930s and the impact of the Great
Depression, Millar's disjointed account left theprassion Huddleston fell into poverty
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long before the onset of those hard times, appligrbatore the prosperous decade of the
Twenties'®

As the memoir suggested, personal limitatidfected John Huddleston’s encounter
with fame and fortune. He clearly contributed eong of those tales unfolding in the
early decades; yet, being totally illiterate andlemtly inarticulate in dealing with the
public, he could hardly control the overall procEssangly; characteristically serious
and unsmiling; burdened to some extent by a moeléxatelip he hardly inspired
journalists or scholars to probe beneath the populagery. Well into middle age, a
thick, black mustache accented the facial expradsiat some interpreted as an
unfriendly attitude. Later as the aging processarlean-shaven face softened his
features, personal tragedies intervened to helptaiaithe seemingly uninviting
appearancé’

Left, John Huddleston the Discoverer, late 1906.
By all accounts, he stood well over six feet tall.
Photographs from Crater of Diamonds archive'®

Below, a mellower John Huddleston, c. 1930. A
harelip is clear on his upper-right side (zoom in).

— — -
. "

Of course, mere illiteracy does not imply Jéluddleston was ignorant or basically
inarticulate. Howard Millar, himself, called thilerly Discoverer “rather intelligent,”
“likeable,” and “entertaining” in private convergat; and journalist Tom Shiras clearly
had a favorable impression of him in the mid 1920¥et, those writing about
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Huddleston never indicated he had given a pubkesp or had even commented when
appearing as a guest of honor at events. Jousyaholars, and others who
encountered him rarely used even a brief quotatalthough Howard Millar’s
description of the man overstated the effects eftérelip and the serious expression, it
made a valid point in underscoring the general chpaspeech and public personality.

For those pursuing the real John Huddlestanilliteracy of the man, his wife, and
many others within their extended family looms deadicap a barrier that has caused
even leading family genealogists-historians tolialtk upon Millar’s collection of
tales™ Nevertheless, in those days reading-and-writing wsmaller part of the
language of rural life than it is now. Among otli@ms of expression, John Huddleston
bought and sold property and paid taxes, and im#shks almost everything of value
appeared in the county tax assessments (at ong gogs over three months of age were
added to the personal-property list). Huddlesta las wife Sarah produced a
substantial number of public documents before lsisayery of diamonds; afterwards,
they had over $40,000 at their disposal and gesg@t amazing quantity of tax entries
and real-estate deeds, along with numerous coseisca

The public records reflect more than John Hesldin’s property ownership, economic
conditions, values, and character; they also tgheat deal about his forebears and
extended family group. Generally, they help defimeman in relation to his socio-
economic context. In the process they challenge&lianets of the prevailing
Huddleston image: that he was essentially a fodasmer-prospector who sprang from
a poor rural backgroundthe sort of man who seemed predestined to wasfertise
soon after selling his diamond-bearing land.
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A Notable Family Background

Regardless of “Diamond John’'s” eventual reputatilohn Wesley Huddleston of Pike
County, Arkansas, had at least two outstandingitigsl a devotion to family and an
unwavering faith in the value of land. Neither wesisual among men living in rural
American during his lifetime. Neither would seeamarkable without the detrimental
imagery of the folk tales looming in the backgrouespecially the suggestion he was
shiftless and irresponsible as a farmer. A repamee came much closer to the truth
when he wrote, after a long interview, “Land hadals been a topic of thought with
John, for he saw in it the source of all wealth.”

In that respect, the son followed the examplei®parents David Fielding
Huddleston and America White Huddlestoand other members of a large extended
family. John’s grandfather David Huddleston, theugp’s most prolific patriarch, had
settled in Pike County in late 1835 as Arkansasifbey achieved statehood; and he soon
became an outstanding leader of the community dpired around the new county seat
of Murfreesboro. Between 1840 and his death iromt 1880, David Huddleston
served as County Judge for eleven two-year tetdis two brothers, Lewis and William,
also rose to prominence in the 1840s and ‘50s. id eacupied the Sheriff's office from
1843 until his death in March 1853.

These three founders bought considerable laitdke County before the Civil War.
Initially settling east of Murfreesboro, David awdlliam Huddleston eventually
concentrated their holdings along the Little Miss®iver a few miles southeast of town.
David, the most enterprising of the three brothacsumulated 307 acres by 1861.
Lewis initially chose 102 acres just south of toynthe junction of Prairie Creek and the
river, immediately west of the future diamond digexy; then he and his wife, Mariah,
bought a combined eighty acres of federal rivetdytland about two miles farther west.
Shortly before John Wesley’s birth, which eviderdtcurred in 1862, his father bought
150.82 federal acres along the bank of the riveideeLewis’ second property. Lying in
a wide floodplain of the untamed Little Missouhigtland in that area cost as little as 50¢
an acre, compared with the standard price of $h28 was suitable for crops and
livestock!® (See Plate 1, next page, for reference.)

John Huddleston grew up with an unusually langmber of relatives at hand. His
grandfather David Huddleston produced at least tyvene offspring, about half of them
females. His great-uncle Lewis had only four at@fdbefore his early death, while
William apparently had none of his own; but David&scendants more than
compensated for that deficit. John Wesley, hims$elél seven siblings from his father’s
first marriage and three half-sisters from the sdcoAfter the Civil War, many in those
second and third generations accumulated land akengittle Missouri including
several properties around the 243-acre tract wiherdiamonds eventually turned tip.

In early 1887, John Huddleston married Sarakeys, an older woman with a three-
year-old son from a previous marrigjeTwo years later they bought a 49.26-acre home
farm less than two miles southeast of the futuaendind field. They also owned a scenic
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PLATE 1. Area immediately southeast of Murfreesboo, by the Little Missouri
River. Section 28 (one square mile) is boxed andvetled into quarter sections (160
acres each); Sec. 21 is divided into standard onedgenth units (40 acres). The
diamond-bearing formation is the boot-shaped figurewith the public road running
through it (zoom for details). Prairie Creek joinsthe river at the bend and runs
north along the edge of Murfreesboro. Map by JohiT. Fuller, 1908, based upon
Branner’s earlier map of the formation (Plate 2, béow).?* Murfreesboro locator
added.
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14.5 acres between the south boundary of the 248taxt and the north bank of the
Little Missouri, and had at least twenty acres alaolialf-mile eastward. They sold the
small riverfront property in 1890 to help meet tleeds of their growing family. In
1900, they sold the twenty acres after buying aenfionctional forty acres nearby from
John’s parent&’

Those modest transactions reflected the ecantmitations of John and Sarah
Huddleston at the turn of the century. While tbagle had accumulated cattle, pigs,
mules, and other assets, they never managed torsastecash for real-estate investment.
In 1900, five daughters ranging from ten monthsuelve years of age still lived at
home, along with Sarah’s sixteen-year-old son. tAeodaughter, their second-born, had
died in 1895 at almost six years of &jeAlthough John was about thirty-eight years old
and Sarah forty-four, they had managed to rise t;mabout the medium economic level
of Pike County’*

John and Sarah Huddleston and daughters after theidcovery, c. 1908. Crater
archive.

Nearby Murfreesboro, however, was the dynamat ef county government, and that
virtually assured steadily rising property valuespecially after the homestead frontier
began closing out in the late 1808sAs their expenses rose at the turn of the century
John and Sarah Huddleston met them not only byifey@nd other work, but also by
selling appreciating pieces of land or using tlseng value of their farm to secure
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occasional loans from a patient, well-to-do landenof the ared® Although parents

and other relatives were there if needed, alon atiher kinds of support in the close-
knit rural community, the couple essentially renegirself-reliant and determined to
make a better life for their family. That meantjaicing more and better farmland,
raising more pigs and cattle, and accruing addalierealth through appreciation and the
rental of excess larfd.

10
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An Irresistible Property

John Huddleston was especially interestetiose 243 acres just outside of town,
property he undoubtedly had explored long beforariteSarah decided to buy it. The
big tract was not only close to some of their ofaed, it was also remarkably accessible:
the main public road running southeast from Mudheeo cut through the center of the
future diamond field. The route was later desatias one of the “oldest and most
heavily traveled roads in that portion of the stafe(See Plates 1, above, and 2, next
page.)

The unusual tract of land might have seemeastimseless to farmers accustomed to
richer bottomlands elsewhere, but not to men sscloan Huddleston. Offering wooded
hills as well as rock outcrops and gullies, thetvegde of the property was an
outdoorsman’s dream. The fields eastward and doward the Little Missouri,
generally rocky and thick with brush and grassesgevsuitable mostly for hog farming
and grazing horses and caffleMoreover, John Huddleston was one of the manpéar
prospectors of the era and had noticed unusuah gne@ rust-colored ground among
some of the hills overlooking the river plain. ttas also curious about hard, dark rock
in that area. Seeing all that variety, it was ralttor him to think the property might
hold copper, iron, or lead. Living in a part ofkAnsas swept regularly by rumors of gold
strikes, he of course remained alert to that pdigjlioo.*

In a rare interview later, Huddleston said bd hecome interested in minerals as a
youngster. “An old prospector by the name of Jaakmvho used to stop at my father’s
house 50 years ago, | reckon, was responsibldi®irtterest. Every time Jackman rode
up to my father’s place, he brought his saddlelfitigd with new ore samples, and
would always tell me big yarns about the great theial the earth, to be had for the
finding. | began to prospect then at odd times'laade been at it off and on ever since.
Sometimes | change the program, and hunt for peatlee mussel shells of the Little
Missouri River, and find them, too. | always fgelod when | find a pearl or something
with mineral value ®

According to old tales, Huddleston’s curiosatyout the big tract had been aroused
earlier when a geologist, John C. Branner, visitedproperty and carefully crawled
around an outcropping on the upper west side.n&wersion, Branner’s inspection
occurred in the late 1880s while he was State Ggsilan another, he appeared again in
early 1906. He supposedly used Huddleston asdenoaiguide in both instances, and the
observant outdoorsman noticed how the strangeresephining small stones and
crystals. After Banner left, frustrated, Huddlesfound diamond&?

The story about Branner’s visiting in 1906 tlaelued a dramatic twist by asserting
that Huddleston found the diamonds before buyiegpttoperty. Therefore, “shrewdly
keeping his discovery a secret,” he got an optiod@0 acres around the search area,
with the purchase price set at $1,580.

As most folk tales about Huddleston, these wereen around a kernel of truth.
Geologists had known about the volcanic deposit Neafreesboro since the early
1840s; Branner had surveyed and mapped the form@atib888, and recognized it as

11
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material similar to that of diamond-bearing “pip&s'South Africa. After hours of
crawling about, however, he found no diamonds;didthe reveal his suspicion the
formation might hold those elusive gefisColorful tales notwithstanding, there is no
evidence John Huddleston accompanied Branner pestedd the property might hold
diamonds. Clearly, the State Geologist neededumegluring the visit as his map
iIIustgz;lted, the formation lay just outside of M@dsboro alongside that main public
road:

PLATE 2. First survey map of the Pike County formdion, by State Geologist John
C. Branner, 1888. A main road to Murfreesboro cuthrough the future diamond
field, which lay about one-quarter mile north of asmall riverside property John
Huddleston owned before 1890. John and Sarah Hudeton’s home farm, bought
in 1889, was down the road by the river. Numbers-3 have been added to indicate
where Huddleston found the first three diamonds in906. Basic map{eological
Survey of Arkansas, Annual Report for 1890, Map VI; colored copy from the
Library, University of Arkansas, Fayettville.
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The Huddlestons finally felt bold enough to @ice the 243 acres not because they
knew it contained diamonds, but because their enénoonditions had improved in
recent years. After buying the extra forty acresf John’s parents in 1900, they added
two horses to their holdings, along with six moagétle, ten more hogs, and other items.
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The total valuation of their personal property gased from $178 to $381, placing them
above average for Pike Courify.

According to the standard tale, John Huddle4taade a deal for 160 acres for $1,000.
He didn’t have the $100 the owners wanted for ardpayment, so he offered a mule
and they took it.” But the contract with the lamdeers in July 1905 referred to $300
“cash in hand paid by J. W. Huddleston, the reagiipthich is hereby acknowledged.”
As for a mule, the Huddlestons owned only a $4@ispen in 1904, and a year later,
perhaps because of the additional 243 acres, theyjhgraded to a good one valued at
$853% In any case, they put $300 down and contractg@ayahe balance in four annual
installments at 10% interest. The first paymer4i?5 was scheduled for December 15,
1906. No longer needing the forty acres, lying gest of the new farm, they sold or
traded it five months later for a stated price 40@ to one of the men holding a lien on
the 243 acre¥’

As the first payment loomed in late 1906, Jaeimd Sarah Huddleston had only the
little farm left to sell or use for backing

loans. Then suddenly, on September|12, DIAMONDS IN PIKE,
1906, the nearby &khville (Arkansas) :
Newsannounced, “John Huddleston has S TiRStsiey Bys_Soid ' Tnx, Sients
. . . for $660.
located a diamond mine on his land S
situated three miles south  pf AN - OFFER. OF -$36,000
MurfreeSb0r040 For a Small 'Tmclr;ﬂ L-nd on Which
Actually, the tall rawboned farmer Diamoads Were Found s
» = Beeo Refused.

|
he Jobn Huddiestén bas loosted  a
dismond wioe on bis land situsted

the surface of his 243-acre farm,
largest 2 carats™

three miles south of Murfreesboro.
| He recently sold two small stoves
:fnr $000, onc of wbich brougbt. $200
land tha athar 400 =2 g

had only picked up two diamonds fram

Discovery and Good Fortune

Although the date remains questionable, theesaand most reliable accounts
indicate Huddleston noticed the first crystal orabout August 1, 1906, while looking
along the edge of a high slope for traces of cappar, or lead”? The lustrous white
stone lay among pebbles by the public road rundown the center of the slope.
Because of rains and muddy spots, the roadwayitiddsabout wagon wheels and
horse hooves had torn away vegetation and worrthitasigh a wide area, exposing the
rocky soil®?

That same afternoon, “while riding on horsebist& Murfreesboro and carefully
scrutinizing the ground,” Huddleston noticed a amcrystal “lying in the ruts of the
road, about 500 feet north of the first . . .."teéxfvard, Huddleston and his family
searched the area carefully but found no moreettiistals “until September 8,” when
he picked up a half-carat yellow stone about 4@ fertheast of the spot where the first
turned up**

The experienced farmer-prospector knew theta@lysliffered from the common quartz
of the area, but evidently had no idea they wesendnds”> Puzzled, he took the first
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two into town and showed them to the cashier ab#rk, Jess Riley, who reportedly
offended Huddleston by offering him 50¢ for therf&i Then he showed the remarkable
stones to the county’s leading lawyer, Joseph .GC.QJPinnix. When Pinnix suggested
sending them to the region’s most reputable jewé€lbarles S. Stifft of Little Rock,
Huddleston entrusted the mailing to him. Stiffitesl the gems and reported their
weights as 3/8 carats and /5 carats®’

While wary of a possible hoax, Stifft and himsn-law, Albert D. Cohn, a leading
Little Rock merchant, quietly visited Murfreesbandate August or early September to
inspect Huddleston’s property. Stifft was an eig@ed real-estate negotiator as well as
a jeweler, but his and Cohn'’s offer to take anapbn the farm or join Huddleston in an
exploratory partnership proved unpersuaéfve.

Undeterred, the two returned to Little Rock &muned a partnership with Samuel W.
(Sam) Reyburn, a lawyer and founder-president@iihion Trust Company. The tall,
thirty-five-year-old Reyburn, a native Arkansantwin affable, down-to-earth style,
headed the venture as trustee. Getting an advantey potential competitors,
Reyburn’s group also included an agent in Murfreeslivho had considerable influence
with Huddleston and other land owners—J. C. Pifthix.

The Huddleston’s apparently were not impresgleeh Reyburn and associates
initially offered to pay a few hundred dollars fom option on the 243 acres, with a
purchase price of $36,000 only if the group exeatithe optiori® No doubt Pinnix
played a key role in changing their minds; and ept&mber 19, 1906, before the
required witnesses, John and Sarah Huddlestoreindds on a contract for an
extendible six-month option on the 243 acres. Tieegived $360 cash, and would get
$36,000 if a diamond-bearing deposit turned'upg\lthough no one knew at the time, the
property included over two-thirds of the eighty-@gplcanic formation and all the
diamond-bearing east half except six acres at ¢hin@ast corner.

Plate 3. U. S. Geological
Survey’s map of the
volcanic “pipe” (basic
map completed 1916;
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Huddleston’s property lay
below the section line. All
commercial operations
were on the east side
within the diamond-
bearing breccia (area with
tiny winged symbols).

The x1 at the bottom edge
of the pipe marked
Huddleston'’s first find.
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Later, John Huddleston offered an explanatarritie price received for the 243 acres.
While differing from emerging folk tales, the statent was consistent with his and
Sarah’s longstanding interest in accumulating priype'Good farm land always
appealed to me as an investment. ... | figupeth dollars and cents what | would have
to pay for the amount of land | wanted. It cam&36,000. | asked this for the diamond
pipe | found, and got it™®

Huddleston’s diamond hunting did not end wita option. “We further agree, as may
Suit our convenience, to continue the prospectirgaml land, agreeing to turn over to
said Sam W. Reyburn, as Trustee, any and all mmeratones of whatever nature we
may find, to be held in trust to go to him in cageexercises the option or to be returned
to us in case the said Sam W. Reyburn fails tocts@isaid option,” the initial contract
stated®® Among other benefits, Huddleston’s continuingserece would help generate
publicity for all concerned.

Indeed, thé&ashville New&ept a running tally of his finds into early 19@vhen
geologists finally determined he had discoveredah diamond-bearing volcanic pipe.

“J. W. Huddleston, on whose land the diamonds wesefound, has found a total of
fifteen to date, many of them being splendid stgribe paper reported on January 9. A
week later he added two more while still “surfadainyg for the syndicate to whom he
sold an option on his land.” After that, tNewsfailed to clarify Huddleston’s personal
total; but no doubt he contributed all except a tdwhe thirty-three diamonds collected
from the property by March 9, 19067.

In the end, John and Sara Huddleston receivethmore than $36,000 for their 243
acres. New agreements with Reyburn’s group kefeinebing the final payment, and the
Huddlestons drew interest on the balance almostiitiee time. On August 14, 1907,
they signed a deed contract and received $7,000 wéth a schedule of monthly interest
payments at a 6% annual rate. Another contralgtarch 1908 produced $1,000 cash
and 8% interest paid monthly; then, three monttes la warranty deed yielded $6,000
cash and a commitment for the balance of $22,00Iabyary 1, 1909, at 8% annually.
Further extensions delayed the final settlemerit 1816>°
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Investments and a Fresh Start

Consistent with earlier practice, the Huddlestonmediately began putting the bulk of
available cash into rural properties and town iotsoth Pike County and adjoining Clark
County®’ In 1907, while still at the little farm, they alsllowed themselves a good
carriage and two expensive horses, and apparémtlygltiest daughters got watches and
consiggerable jewelry. The tax list for that yearluded almost $500 for extra personal
items:

The horse-drawn carriage was not merely foalldesplay. It allowed the Huddlestons
to make faster trips to the nearest railroad acmesssits to Clark County and its leading
city, Arkadelphia, about forty-five miles east ofiMreesbord® With a population of
some 2,700, Arkadelphia had become a transporthtibrand educational center as well
as the county seatit was a place filled with opportunities for the ditliestons’
daughters. On August 23, 1907, John and Sarahhbaugome on almost three and a
half acres at the edge of that city, close to sohtheir other land. On September 12, the
weeklyClark CountySouthern Standardnnounced the previous owner had vacated and
“the diamond King from Pike” had assumed ownersHipye are glad indeed to welcome
Mr. Huddleston and family to our city,” said theiteds, extending the brief greeting
usually accorded newcomérs.

All five daughters accompanied their parentticadelphia. The two oldest, Mary
and Delia, were already mature enough to startli@snof their own: Mary had reached
the ripe old age of about twenty and Delia was s@en. Eunice and Willie, fifteen and
twelve, had more time to just take advantage ostmols and other benefits of the new
setting without thinking about marriage. As foglgiyear-old Joe May, that bright-eyed
youngster had an entirely new life now opening befeer®*

While allowing themselves a bit more luxury, theddlestons kept putting their
money into real estate, especially several hundceels of land in and around the two
county seats, where development and appreciatedded the best returns. The
speculative investments no doubt benefited fromathace of experienced friends and
associates such as J. C. Pinnix, soon to beconeeRiunty’s leading banker as well as
its outstanding lawye¥* John Huddleston, however, had more-familiar pfansome of
the rural purchases: “l had been raised on the: dawdl knew how to till the soil. 1 also
knew the rental value of good farm land3.Living at the edge of Arkadelphia, he began
raising cotton and livestock on at least one ofvilbeking farms near the city, and for a
time even had a small flock of she¥pHe became to the extent personal limitations
allowed a gentleman farmer, landlord, and land speculator.

Contrary to later folk tales, the Huddlestossally bought properties “cash in hand,”
getting clear deeds. And they met their obligatiainen making partial payments and
signing short-term notes for balances &udé\s funds from Reyburn’s group came in
after mid August 1907, they eventually had over,8@0 of principal and interest to
establish themselves in both farming and the bssinébuying and selling real estate.
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An additional $2,300, plus considerable interestijvetd from the sale of their little home
farm southeast of Murfreesboro in 19F1.

When fully invested and short of cash at tintles,Huddlestons followed standard
rural procedures: they either mortgaged propettiegcure short-term loans from
individuals and banks or sold some of their appitedi holdings” Now and then, they
also sold properties when it became clear theynhadie bad investmentsas in the case
of the new Town of Kimberly, a spectacular land-@epment venture between the
diamond field and Murfreesboro. That grand progeitapsed as the speculative fever
stoked by his discovery began cooling after 1809.

Adjusting to the Good Life in Arkadelphia

These were exciting and prosperous times Hbddlestons. As the Memphis
Commercial Appealeported in early 1909, the family settled intdifa of ease and
luxury,” conditions they would enjoy throughout ro$ their stay in Clark Count§?. Of
course for “Diamond John,” there were notable @males during the first few years, as
he learned a few unpleasant lessons about lifedautise relatively simple, close-knit
community left behind. Yet, considering his tathtleracy and extensive activities, the
mishaps on record were surprisingly few.

The lessons began in early 1908, about as a®time family completed the move to
Arkadelphia. In following years, the first inciddmecame a mainstay of gossip around
Murfreesboro, and eventually it emerged as oné®tales popularized through the
imaginative writings of the former Midwesterner wément some sixty years as an
aspiring diamond miner in Pike County. Howard Allld’'s final memoir told of an
agitated John Huddleston who stood on the pass@tegéorm at Arkadelphia’s railway
depot trying to flag a nonstop train speeding tanattle Rock. Supposedly,
Huddleston had just bought a ticket to the stapét@sand was told a fast mail train from
Dallas was about due but would not stop. His rasppas described by Millar:

‘It'll stop for me, I'm the “Diamond King! John mqdied. He walked down the platform to the
hook on which the mail sacks were attached forrastop pick up by the oncoming train. As the
train approached, John waved both arms and shdGteg! I'm the “Diamond King!" The
engineer ignored him. John was struck by mail sgéickown from the train as it raced by. . . . he
ended up in the hospital with four broken ribs.

Available documents provide a more accurate@tc Standing on the passenger
platform of the railroad depot on March 21, 196 W. Huddleston was struck by
mailbags thrown from a nonstop train belonging® $t. Louis, Iron Mountain and
Southern Railway Company. He sued, complainingctmpany “through its negligence
and the negligence of its servants, permitted #oded said mail pouch or bag to be
ejected from said North bound passenger and naail tr. . while running at a high rate
of speed, and at such a place on said platformttetitick said plaintiff on the face and
body knocking him to the ground, breaking and fwaing two ribs and scarring and
disfiguring his face and head.” Emphasizing higfld presence on the platform, he
sought $2,000 in damag&s.The regular Clark County Circuit judge, J. M. arheard
the case September 8-9, 1908.
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According to further testimony, Huddleston lgghe to the depot about noon to take
the first train to Little Rock. “He did not knowe times of the arrival and departure of
trains.” The ticket office was closed. After sofifeeen minutes he went to a nearby
lunch stand, “and while eating heard a train comargl ran out and onto the track and
flagged it with his hat, and then walked on to phetform and stood near the door of the
waiting room for white passengers, and while tleetain passed, moving very rapidly,
and a mail agent threw a sack therefrom while & warapid motion, . . . and the train
moved on without checking its spe€d.”

In those days, railroads caused deaths anddsjtegularly, especially in urban areas.
Arkadelphia’s weekhsouthern Standardrovided constant news of the most tragic local
incidents, and usually of the lawsuits that follok/@ Nevertheless, public safety
remained secondary to the value of railroads aspedsable engines of growth and
development. In the incident on March'2&ven literacy would have left John
Huddleston uninformed and vulnerable: there wergvarning signs posted on the
passenger platform and no section designated forinogs’*

The two clerks on the company’s mail car tesdiabout the haphazard method of
delivering bags from the moving train. The chikefrk was especially graphic:

... Wwe were running late that day, going at dtpifast rate; takes quick work to make the catch
[to snag incoming mail from a “crane” beside theeck] and throw off the mail; asked Craig to
make the delivery while | made the catch; | wapitk out the place [to throw the mailbag]; |
looked down the track, there was people all alonggarth of the depot and | told him to hold it
until we passed the depot and about the time wéogbie north end of the depot | told him to
throw it, and about this time | saw a man closgust did see a man on the ground make efforts
like he wanted to get on[,] and here the pouchsawdts both hit him; the first | saw of this man
he was right at the side of the train; just abbatttme | gave the orders to throw; looked forward
and saw this was the only place unless we carti@asil] above the [water] tank.

The company, on the other hand, denied Hudulests injured by carelessness,
negligence, or improper conduct on either its pathe part of its agents. The company
denied “that plaintiff had gone to defendant’s ddpothe purpose of becoming a
passenger on the train from which the mail sackeweown.” If the plaintiff suffered
any injury at all, it resulted from “his own actsaarelessness and contributory
negligence in this; that he ran across the tradkoimt of defendants fast mail train . . .
which did not stop, nor was scheduled to stopand. while crossing said track attempted
to flag said train at a time and place he had glotio be.” The company alleged,
without proof, “That plaintiff was drunk and actestklessly,” that he appeared on the
platform suddenly after the mail clerks had reléabe sack$®

The Circuit judge hardly concealed his sympddnythe railroad. His instructions to
the jury repeated basic points requested by thendeint and ignored those submitted by
the plaintiff. Plaintiff's objections were overad. The jury found in favor of the
defendant. After the judge overruled a motionrfew trial, plaintiff Huddleston
appealed to the Supreme Court of Arkarféas.

In a long opinion on May 10, 1909, the higheurt firmly supported John
Huddleston’s position and remanded the case fewatrial. At the same time, however,
the court’s thorough finding of facts made it cleaepetitiously that any retrial would
have to favor plaintiff Huddleston. “Under the @ence in this case it was the duty of
appellee, the Railway Company, to have used ordicaare to protect persons lawfully
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upon its platform against injuries by mail sack®%n from its trains,” the opinion said
at one point. “It could have done so by requitimg sacks to be thrown at a certain place
and by notices, posted in a conspicuous place,imgpersons who should come on the
platform . . .”*®

In criticizing the Circuit judge’s instructions the jury, the Supreme Court concluded
its opinion with a clear statement about one iteat Huddleston’s lawyers had
challenged. “Instruction numbered 9 . . . showdtihave been given. There was no
evidence that appellant’s injury was caused bylagging the train or having gone upon
the railroad track [en route to the platformj.”

The case continued in Circuit Court, and oruday 10, 1910, John Huddleston
accepted an award of $325 plus all costs of liigat In the future, plaintiffs in similar
lawsuits would cite his case to win much larger dgeawards from railroads.

Almost six months after the accident at theadelHuddleston found himself in another
legal dispute this time as the defendant. Officials of HenderSatiege, located just
outside Arkadelphia by some of his property, bedgetheir new neighbor had “detained”
one of the school’s calves. They wanted $25 comsgtén plus $10, and a small-claims
court (Justice of the Peace) ruled in their fawdhen Huddleston appealed to Circuit
Court, he ended up paying $50. It is not cle@rsfice was done, but the newcomer no
doubt began understanding how non-influential anlderable he had become outside of
Pike County?*

Nevertheless, the victory over the railroad pany in May 1909, in the Arkansas
Supreme Court, demonstrated that the legal systehc@mpetent lawyers could also
offer protection, and only a few months later feisson was reinforced by a lawsuit over
a farm the Huddlestons had bought more than agaéier. That 133-acre tract bordered
on the Ouachita River about a mile and a half ssaghof Arkadelphia. The former
owners had signed a standard deed indicating thprfce of $2,200 had been “paid by J.
W. Huddleston.” There was no mention of a mortgéiga or note. Filed the day it was
signed, the deed bore the standard certificatiahttte owners had executed it “for the
consideration and purposes therein mentioned arfdréie.” Yet, over a year later, one
of the owners filed in Circuit Court, alleging Hudsgton had made only a partial
payment and still owed $900.35 plus interest. Ewily, the complaint was dismiss&d.

After that, there were no recorded incidentsl two final legal cases in February-
March 1912. In the first, Huddleston demonstraked he now intended to defend even
his relatively trivial interests: he filed in a allclaims court (Justice of the Peace),
asking for $6.90 he felt was still due on a cottate, and received an award of $4°60.

A month later, he lost a much larger sum when sn€tlark County Circuit Court by a
real-estate agency, the Arkansas Land Compamgmiains unclear if justice finally
prevailed in this unusual case or if, this timemsone managed to exploit his illiteraty.

Aside from those incidents, the Huddlestonsséitile into a good life in Clark County.
Their declared personal property in 1908 had aliaxealue of $1,045, extremely high
for families in the area. Their working farm wascked with thirteen cattle and twenty-
four hogs, much more livestock than the averagemeéifurnishings included a high-
priced piano (“pianoforte”), and at hand were twtr&ordinarily expensive
wagons/carriages, a high-priced horse, and two goads. Although real-estate
investments left very little in savings in late 89@he family had monthly interest and
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other payments coming in: at the end of the reextyear, 1909, an extra $5,000 of funds
raised the total personal-property valuation t&$6, That year, they apparently put
$250 into farm equipment while spending about $d0@nore mules and $100 on two
more wagons/carriages. Temporarily, they had eftd at least fifteen sheep, animals
with a taxable value of less than $1 each in thiages. The ladies also seem to have
gained about $100 worth of jewelry in 19859.

Exercising an adventuresome side, John Hududfiestulged his taste for the newest
mode of transportation. “He recently purchasedwaomobile,” reported the Memphis
Commercial Appeah March 1909, “and his car has become a fansiigint on the rough
country roads near his old home [in Pike Countyis latest exploit was a trapping
exp%(gition hunting coon skins through the woods of SouthelkaAsas in his motor
car.’

The trips back to Murfreesboro allowed Huddiesb enjoy the fame and recognition
lacking among the strangers of Clark County. bsthdays, newspapers and magazines
seldom carried photographs or sketches of newswanrttividuals, and Clark County’s
publication, the weekl$pouthern Standardf Arkadelphiacompletely ignored the
Huddlestons after the customary welcome. His nelghbors might recognize him only
if they happened to see his face on one of the@giost cards honoring the “Discoverer
of Diamonds.®’

M

Post card c. 1912(?). Crate
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The couple kept their original little farm nehae diamond field until August 1911, and
perhaps stayed there while Diamond John visiteth@$ and occasionally appeared as a
special guest at local events. On the weekendrafaly 22-23, 1909, for instance, he
joined prominent land developers at an openingneeny launching the new Town of
Kimberly, the ambitious project near MurfreesboBands from nearby Nashville and
Delight provided music as potential buyers of basgiand residential lots munched on
free barbecue. Helping publicize the venture, Hestdn purchased Lot Number | for a
token $70, and then without publicity paid $200doother lof®

Three years after moving to Arkadelphia, Jomeh Sarah Huddleston began
accomplishing one of their special goals. The sidaughter, Mary, now twenty-two
years old, married W. W. Wallace of Clark CountyMay 14, 1911. Then Willie, only
six months past her sixteenth birthday, marriedr€Manley of Clark County on March
10, 1912. Nineteen-year-old Eunice followed fowmths later, on July 7, marrying G.
T. Gentry of Clark Count§? Only Delia and little Joe May were left at home.

After ten years in Arkadelphia, however, Johudtleston experienced a double
tragedy that altered the course of his life. Salied December 19, 1917. Then, two
months later, the front page of tBeuthern Standardarried a poignant report about the
death of young Joe May.

Mrs. John Huddleston died at her Miss Joe ““ddl'ééwﬁ":vﬁ_d":

home in this city yestexday morning of The death angel aﬂ:am '

heart trouble, Mrs, Huddleston mov- the home of John Haddl ‘
ed here with her husband and children iu this city on Tuesday mgh
several years ago from Murfreeshoro and removed from the fam

circle Mr. Huddleston’s you'

after Mr, Huddleston had discovered "est daughter, * Miss Joe.
the diamond mines and eold same for | was a young lady just bu1ld
$40,000. into womanhood. There

— : were carned to Murfiees
yesterduy for interment. .
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Adjusting in Murfreesboro, 1918-1921

Selling the house in Arkadelphia, Huddlestannmed to Murfreesboro in March 1918
with Delia and settled into a well-equipped honkte occupied himself with
grandchildren, cars, and real-estate. In lesstivaryears, he sold almost all the
remaining assets in Clark County and invested §¥2r000 cash in more properties
around Murfreesboro, particularly on the expandingh and south sides of towh.
When a writer for thérkansas Gazettesited in late 1920, he found the Discoveret stil
“a wealthy man, as wealth goes in this remote refji@ man who had “fared better than
anyone else engaged in the [diamond-mining] ensept

Of course, the John Huddleston who returndéike County in early 1918 differed
considerably from the person who departed a deeadier. While as illiterate and
unsmiling as ever, he was active and businessllktter prepared to assume the role of
Diamond John. Helping compensate for personatditioins, J. C. Pinnix and other
advisors were still available, and now Pinnix’ P&eunty Bank could oversee his
financial affairs more closely. Huddleston faeaitéd the process by remaining, in the
words ogathose who knew him best, “reliable anddsthand “always” prompt in paying
his bills:

During the first four years in Murfreesboroaiond John engaged in only three
lawsuits, none of which related to the buying dlirsg of real estate. Two of these,
however, were long battles providing additionalghs into the man’s abilities as well as
his character.

The first episode began in October 1918 wheddiston ordered a large quantity of
roof coating and paint to redo one of his rentaldes. After an agent of the Republic
Paint & Lead Works of Cleveland, Ohio, filled out@ntract, Huddleston scratched Kis
and promptly received a half-barrel of coating amenty gallons of outside paint at the
railroad depot. The bill: $99.50. Believing hedhordered only $89 worth, he refused
delivery and asked the company to correct the eéhaRgpublic’s credit department
made the mistake of implying he was acting dishtipesie, on the other hand, began
suspecting someone had taken advantage of hisalliy and altered the contrdtt.

Subsequently, Republic Paint & Lead offereddmpromise but found Diamond John
unyielding. On August 31, 1920, the company finéiled in a Pike County small-
claims court (Justice of the Peace), which quickgmissed the suit. Filing in Circuit
Court, the company introduced a contract bearinddtaston’s mark; the salesman
testified the total of $99.50 was correct. Hudttle’s lawyers, including J. C. Pinnix,
invoked the state law requiring that contracts blearsignature of a witness beside the
mark of any illiterate principal. Huddleston téstl “that he could not read or write, and
that he had no recollection of having signed amrrtthat if the order introduced in
evidence covered the materials to the amount of589% had been changed and was not
the order given by him.” Furthermore, the persamting the house supported
Huddleston’s argumerit.
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The Circuit judge, however, ignored all othesues and instructed the jury to
deliberate only one question: did John Huddlestea $89 or more than that amount?
To Judge James S. Steel, the mere fact the matedabeen delivered to the railroad and
shipped to Murfreesboro meant the company was dyment>®

Appealing to the state Supreme Court, Huddiestsily won a reversal of the Circuit
decision. The high court’s terse Opinion in Mai&21 pointed out that no one had
witnessed the mark on the contract and that a pgertwas not obligated to accept
“goods of substantially different value from thaseered by him.” The court ruled the
jury should have decided not merely an amount buealso if Huddleston owed
anything at all. It remanded the cause for a mak¥

In September 1921, a Circuit jury again foll@westructions and found Huddleston
owed the paint company $84.20 plus $13.45 interdstalso had to pay all costs of
litigation. As determined as ever, Diamond Johiveadofor a new trial and, when
overruled, gained permission for another appetiédSupreme Court. This evidently
inspired a settlement out of codft.

Before that case terminated, Huddleston had gattera different sort of legal
battle a sensational affair that somehow escaped thetiattesf the mythmakers. The
unusual adventure originated during the Democpatioaries of 1920, when Huddleston
publicly disparaged one of the candidates for Rikenty Sheriff, R. M. Steuart.
According to Steuart’s later testimony, “Huddlestonorder to secure votes against him,
told some of the voters that he, Steuart, hadditlis father and had cursed his mother on
her deathbed. He [Stuart] had done nothing tgaients to give rise to such a report,
and he suffered great humiliation and anguish ofdmvhen he was informed of the
language used about him by Huddleston.” Huddlestenying slanderous intent,
testified he merely had asked someone if thereamgdruth in local rumors about
Steuart’s mistreatment of his parents. Huddleptesented evidence “tending to show
that Steuart about twenty years before had haevawmith his father; that he had struck
his father with his fist; that his father becaneksn a few days and died in about a week
thereafter from pneumonia. There was also intredube evidence of a physician to the
effect that pneumonia is sometimes caused by a.bldw

Whatever the exact circumstances, Steuartdibmivied Huddleston into a local store,
confronted him, and struck him at least once witistaknocking him down. Then, in
April 1921, Steuart sued Huddleston for slandeguesting a total of $15,000 for
compensatory and exemplary damages. When Huddlestuntersued for what he
described as an unprovoked and severe beating\gafeki $1,000 damages, Steuart
pleaded self-defenseduring an argument in the store, he said, Hudtloltesied to draw
his gun, intending to shoot hitf’

After hearing witnesses and arguments, Cithuitye James S. Steel instructed the jury
to first consider Steuart’s suit and, if the lavddhe evidence warranted, determine the
amount of damages he should receive. Essentjiatty;s were told to disregard any local
rumors about Steuart’s character and simply detidaddleston’s public comment
constituted slander. Addressing ttmintersuit and Steuart’s claim of self-defense, th
judge placed Huddleston in an even weaker position:

The court instructs the jury that the plainfBteuart] was entitled to act upon appearances,ifithe

language and conduct of Huddleston was such a&ltecé in the mind of a reasonable man, underall th
circumstances then existing and viewed from thedstaint of Steuart, a fear that death or greatlipodi
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harm was about to be inflicted by Huddleston upiom, fit does not matter if such danger was realndy o
apparent, and, if Steuart acted in necessary sédfrde from real and honest conviction as to tlagacter
of the danger, if any, your verdict should be ftgugrt on the cross-complaint, even though he was
mistaken as to the extent of dandfér.

In September 1921, the jury awarded Steuat0®ldamages and all costs of
litigation. John Huddleston received nothinglthough Judge Steel’s instruction
suggested the trial had raised serious doubt aguintent to shoot Steudff

Upon appeal, the Arkansas Supreme Court foonetrmor in the finding of slander, but
it agreed with Huddleston’s challenge of the kestnunction on self-defensdn April
1922, the high court reversed the Circuit decisiod remanded the cause for a new
trial.’®® Private negotiations evidently produced an undss settlement the following
year; the court merely adjudged that Steuart was®®80 in costs. Reflecting his current
financial problems, Huddleston was allowed six rhertb pay that amount?
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Surviving a More Costly Encounter

As an isolated event, the Steuart affair wdwdde had little impact on Diamond
John’s fame or fortune. As the journalist saitbiie 1920, he was still financially secure
at the time, and no doubt could have remained derumormal conditions. He had
settled into a simple lifestyle soon after retugiirom Arkadelphia personal property
reported in 1920 included little more than a fevestock, a piano, and a car valued at
$350. Recently, he had bought four properties urfiesboro by trading in a 1920
Maxwell automobile priced at $1,09% While the heavy investing in real estate stil le
only a moderate amount of cash on hand, he owmedl q@roperties, and the rising value
of real estate in the post-war era put him in gposition to raise more money when
needed. The revival of major commercial testinthatdiamond field in 1919 also
worked in his favor by spurring local optimism amdl-estate promotion, especially on
the nlcggthern periphery of Murfreesboro where halljnaccumulated over 170 acres of
land.:

John Huddleston had ample reason to begingae 3921 confidently. In April, he
bought fifty-five acres immediately north of Murésboro for only $100 cash down and
the balance of $2,100 due in two short-term paymeht November, he added forty
more acres for a stated $1 down and a balancedsf @4e within a yea’’

Then, at the height of success, the elderlypwil made the greatest mistake of his
life by marrying a young woman about one-thirddge: Lizzie Curtis of nearby Pike
City, allegedly a “blonde carnival girl he met imkadelphia.*®® The unlikely couple got
their marriage license December 28, 1921, and headeéxt day®®
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Contrary to the folk tales, however, romanaermbt entirely blind John Huddleston to
certain hazards of that venture, for he knew mgeriaould bestow common-law rights
of dower and homestead upon the new wife, effelgtigering her joint control of all
properties during his lifetime as well as a shdrthe estate afterwards’ Before the
wedding, he demonstrated some of the “practicadeseone journalist noticed later and
began deeding choice properties in Murfreesborotia@dew additions to his daughters
and his sister Harriet's husband, Lee J. WaghePerhaps Huddleston’s daughters
helped him decide the course of actioall four were considerably older than the
nineteen-year-old prospective stepmother. In @asgcit is clear he intended to retain
control of several of the properties conveyed odhughters, while at the same time
safeguarding them from a risky marriage.

The eventual annulment decree, obtained by Blfallleston in June 1924, left no
doubt about basic details of that mismatch. Thepthad lived together only eleven
days before young Lizzie “deserted the plaintiffl deft his home and remained away for
eleven months.” Returning December 5, 1922, siygedtalmost eight months and then
departed for good, reportedly settling somewhetside of Arkansas. Furthermore,
during the marriage Lizzie Huddleston “committed thime of adultery,” the judge
concluded, and on that basis the court declaredriton “annuled [sic], cancelled, set
aside” and the plaintiff “restored to all the righprivileges and immunities of an
unmarried man.” Lizzie never contested the petitothe ruling:*?

With the decree, John Huddleston regained niyt sble ownership and control of his
properties, but also sole responsibility for angpted obligations, because the annulment
had stripped Lizzie of both her rights of dower &adnestead and any responsibility for
contracts signed jointly during the marriagé

All together, Huddleston was left holding notesthree short-term loans the couple
had gotten a few months after Lizzie returned fthmfirst absence. The restless young
bride evidently liked to spend money, in contraghvaer aging spouse, whose
investments left very little cash on harahd after she came back in late 1922, he tried to
keep her satisfied. At the same time, he had pe edth the costs of the Steuart affair
and several other debts he had neglected duringlig@oncerting period of marriage and
separation: these obligations, incurred earlieHhgdleston himself, totaled at least
$1,744™° So, in late February 1923, the reunited coupéels®me large parcels of land
around Murfreesboro to secure a loan of $2,500 fagunivate estate, at 8% interest.
Then two weeks later they signed a promissory tegeprivate individual for $1,050 at
10%, and used several lots in Murfreesboro foratetbl. That was followed a week
later by a private loan of $400 at 10%, backedHoge smaller parcefd®

This seems to have been the limits of Diamatth$ effort to reconcile with Lizzie
and pay off the creditors. It remains questionaldlether the restless young woman
finally fled in August 1923 with a significant ammtuof cash and a “Model T Ford
coupe,” as a vague folk tale declares. It is alstertain whether her permanent exit left
the beleaguered spouse feeling distraught or eV

Clearly, the John Huddleston of 1922-1923 veseetially the disorganized,

irresponsible Diamond John depicted in old follesal In 1922, while absorbed in
domestic problems, he had failed to respond wheerakcreditors asked for payment of
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overdue real-estate notes and a small bill at #meigal store, leaving them no choice
except law suits. When summoned to court, heddadeespond. Judgments followed,
including the sale of the real-estate at publidianc*®

Huddleston’s behavior from late 1923 into 192 seemed to reflect the same sort of
distraction and withdrawal. In February 1924, @atoly after deciding to divorce Lizzie
and start over, his interest revived enough thailaeed the highest bid for one of the
properties he had let slip into public auction; thén he quickly defaulted after signing a
standard three-month note for the purchia8eSoon he allowed creditors and the Pike
County Chancery Court to arrange the public auatfomany of his mortgaged
properties, particularly those he and Lizzie usesecure loans in early 192%. The
besieged divorcee had paid nothing on those |l@arsnow chose not to respond to any
of the court petitions.

Instead of reflecting confusion and indifferenbowever, these actions were part of a
strategy designed to resolve his overall finangrablems. The legal maneuvering
evidently was directed by the wealthy and influahsild friend who had remained close
to John Wesley Huddleston since the discovery B619Vhen one of the public auctions
was executed in June 1925, Pike County’s leadiwgda and banker, J. C. Pinnix,
salvaged Huddleston’s best properties, those usséldure the $2,500 loan. Pinnix bid
high enough to cover the court judgment and relaigeénses, and then worked out an
agreement allowing Huddleston to keep the [&hd.

That same month, a subdued John Huddlestosféraed 6.6 acres in the
Murfreesboro Heights Addition to daughter Williedaconfined himself to managing the
remaining properties. In 1930 that still includdzbut 170 acres immediately north and
northeast of Murfreesborg?

Single, Older, and Still Resourceful

While embarrassing and initially devastatiigg failed marriage hardly forced
Huddleston into social withdrawal. Emerging cledmaven and mellowed by age and
experience, he was receptive and talkative whermoapped soon afterward by journalist
Tom Shiras, editor-publisher of the reputaBéxter(County)Bulletin, published in
distant Mountain Home, Arkansas. “l went to Muesboro especially for this
interview,” Shiras wrote later. “Walter MauneyMfrfreesboro, who has been
associated with diamond mining in the Arkansagif@hce it started, went with me up to
John’s white cottage that morning. There was afodable bench before the big
fireplace, and we all sat down and lighted our piged started to talk. | caught a true
picture of John Huddleston that day™

Shiras was interested in Huddleston’s backgilamd character as well as the
discovery in 1906. “The Ozarks [mountains] haveeligped the same type of hardy
prospectors who first discovered most of the bigesiin the West. John Huddleston
was of this type. He was not an educated mamadiplenty of practical sense and a
determination to do what he thought should be doAs.for the old outdoorsman’s
renown for marksmanship, “his eyes were still shakp25 yards he could put six bullets
from an automatic revolver into the small hearagiine log, and at 50 yards could with a

rifle still ‘bust’ a squirrel’s eye***
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That sharp vision was just as
evident during an afternoon spent at
the diamond field. John Huddleston’s
“keen, gray eyes” constantly detected
shiny little objects that might be
diamonds, “but he found none that
day.” When his brother-in-law Lee
Wagner joined them, he and
Huddleston located “the exact spot”
where the first diamond was picked
up, and Shiras took the famous
photograph of the well-dressed
discoverer kneeling and pointing at the
ground*?®
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Left, a second photograph
by Shiras during his visit, c.
late 1924(?) Huddleston’s
harelip appeared as a
shadowed line (zoom in).
Crater.

After the divorce, Huddleston
no doubt made regular visits to
the diamond field, where
Wagner worked as property
overseer. The renewed
commercial testing of the early
1920s proved as disappointing
as earlier efforts, resulting in
the closing of the field in mid
1925; but Lee Wagner kept his
job. Although small-scale
testing occurred at times
between 1928 and 1932,
Huddleston and his affable
brother-in-law were free to
walk over the grounds
reminiscing and chatting with
Walter Mauney and others who
happened by?®
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Below, three of several photographs made durnina visit to the diamond field c.
1930. Top left, Wagner and Huddleston. Righjoined by Walter Mauney of
Murfreesboro. Bottom center, unidentified vigor. Crater.

After a time, Huddleston participated in atsteane of the many events of that era
designed to advertise Pike County’s diamonds ahératatural resources and thereby
attract tourists and new residents. In July 1@8did growing signs of economic
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depression, public officials used a Hot Springsaathtion to invite listeners to order
samples of material from the diamond fieldmall bags of it certified by the Arkansas
Commissioner of Mines and Agriculture. “The rocidairt . . . were selected by John
W. Huddleston, the first discoverer of the diamdiettls in America,” thePike County
Courierreported. “Tourists were invited to stop at thieeRCounty Bank at
Murfrfzefboro and inspect the first two diamonds émend at the diamond fields
here.

The 1930s: Hard Times for All

To men such as John Huddleston, land had albv@gs the ultimate source of wealth
and wellbeing. Over the decades it had remainedntbst trustworthy of investments.
Then came the Great Depression and drought, arteslydunproductive land became a
tax burden more than an asset. By the end of 193% seizures and tax auctions began
soaring*?® The elderly Huddleston, still responsible foramnber of properties, finally
gave up. In May 1933, he signed a quitclaim deedgJ. C. Pinnix clear title to all his
remaining real estate except a large lot in Keltlddion and his home place nearby on
Kelly Street, several blocks north of the courtreti® The quitclaim included some land
not involved in the public auction of 1925. Appattg, that was either sold to Pinnix or
transferred to settle unrecorded oblig