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“SOLDIERS AND CITIZENS”

ROBERT E. LEE WITH FORMER UNION AND CONFEDERATE LEADERS
AFTER THE ARMIES’ WORK WAS DONE

By great good fortune this unique photograph, taken at White Sulphur Springs, Virginia, in August,
1869, was preserved more than forty years by a Confederate veteran of Richmond, Mr. James
Blair, through whose courtesy it appears here—to sound the key-note of this volume as no preface
could. Such a fraternal gathering could have been paralleled after no other great war in history.
For in this neighborly group, side by side, are bitter foemen of not five years past. Near the un-
mistakable figure of Lee stands Lew Wallace, the commander who in 1864 had opposed Lee’s lieu-
tenant—Early—at the Monocacy; the division leader who at Shiloh, first grand battle of the war, had
fired on the lines in gray commanded by the dashing Confederate general who now touches him on
the right—Beauregard. To the left stand Connor and Geary, formerly generals of opposing forces
in the Carolinas. There is the tall “Prince John” Magruder, the venerable Henry A. Wise, and
other one-time leaders of the Gray. And for a further touch of good citizenship, there is added the
distinguished presence of George Peabody of Massachusetts, and W. W. Corcoran of Washington—
philanthropists of the noblest type, but not alone in this group “as having helped their fellow men.”
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INTRODUCTION

SOLDIERS
AND
CITIZENS

VETERANS AFTER ONE YEAR

SELF-RELIANCE, COURAGE AND DIGNITY ARE IMPRINTED ON THE FACES OF
THESE ‘“ VETERANS '—MEN OF MCCLERNAND’S CORPS IN THEIR QUARTERS
AT MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE, AFTER THE COSTLY ATTEMPT ON VICKSBURG
BY WAY OF CHICKASAW BLUFFS. YET THEY HAVE BEEN SOLDIERS HARDLY
A YEAR—THE BOY ON THE RIGHT, S0 SLIGHT AND YOUNG, MIGHT ALMOST
BE MASQUERADING IN AN OFFICER’S UNIFORM. OF SUCH WERE THE SOL-
DIERS WHO EARLY IN THE WAR FOUGHT THE SOUTH IN THE FLUSH OF HER
STRENGTH AND ENTHUSIASM



Epwin M. StanTON
Secretary of War.

SawmoN P. CHasE
Secretary of the Treasury.

CaLEB B. Smite
Sccretary of the Interior.

MoNTGoMERY BLAIR
Postmaster-General.

HaNNIBAL HAMLIN
Vice-President.

MEMBERS OF
PRESIDENT LINCOLN’S
OFFICIAL FAMILY

Other members were: War, Simon
Cameron (1861); Treasury, W. P.
Fessenden, July 1, 1864, and Hugh
McCulloch, March 4, 1865; Intcrior,
John P. Usher, January 8, 1863; At-
torney-General, James Speed, Decem-
ber 2, 1864; Postmaster-General,
William Dennison, September 24,1864,

GipEoN WELLES
Secretary of the Navy.

WiLLiam H. SEWARD
Secretary of State.

Epwarp BaTEs
Attorney-General.
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James A. SEppoN
Secretary of War.

JorN H. RraGaN
Postmaster-General.

MEN WHO HELPED PRESI-
DENT DAVIS GUIDE THE
SHIP OF STATE

The members of the Cabinet were
chosen not from intimate friends of
the President, but from the men pre-
ferred by the States they represented.
There was no Secretary of the In-
terior in the Confederate Cabinet.

CHRIisTOPHER G. MEMMINGER
Secretary of the Treasury.

ALEXANDER H. STEPHENS
Vice-President.

GEonGe Davis
Attorney-General.

StePHEN R. MALLORY
Secretary of the Navy.

Jupar P. BENjaMIN
Secretary of State.

VICE-PRESIDENT STEPHENS
AND MEMBERS OF THE
CONFEDERATE CABINET

Judah P. Benjamin, Seccretary of
State, has been called the brain of
the Confederacy. President Davis
wished to appoint the Honorable
Robert Barnwell, Secretary of State,
but Mr. Barnwell declined the honor.




AFTER THE GREAT MASS MEETING IN UNION SQUARE, NEW YORK, APRIL 20, 1861
Knots of citizens still linger around the stands where Anderson, who had abandoned Sumter only six days
before, had just roused the multitude to wild enthusiasm. Of this gathering in support of the Government
the New York Herald said at the time: ““Such a mighty uprising of the people has never before been witnessed
in New York, nor throughout the whole length and breadth of the Union. Five stands were erected, from
which some of the most able speakers of the city and state addressed the multitude on the necessity of
rallying around the flag of the Republic in this hour of its danger. A series of resolutions was proposed and
unanimously adopted, pledging the meeting to use every means to preserve the Union intact and inviolate.
Great unanimity prevailed throughout the whole proceedings; party politics were ignored, and the en-
tire meeting—speakers and listeners—were a unit in maintaining the national honor unsullied. Major Ander-
son, the hero of Fort Sumter, was present, and showed himself at the various stands, at each of which he was
most enthusiastically received. An impressive feature of the occasion was the flag of Sumter, hoisted on

the stump of the staff that had been shot away, placed in the hand of the equestrian statue of Washington.”
[14] .



Looking north on Broadway
from “The Park” (later
City Hall Park) in war
time, one sees the Stars and
Stripes waving above the
recruiting station, past
which the soldiers stroll.
There is a convenient booth
with liquid refreshments.
To the right of the picture
the rear end of a street car is
visible, but passenger travel
on Broadway itself is by
stage. On the left is the
Astor House, then one of
the foremost hostelries of
the city. In the lower pho-
tograph the view is from the

RECRUITING ON BROADWAY, 1861

COPYRIGHT, 1911, PATRIOT PUB. CO.

balcony of the Metropolitan
looking north on Broadway.
The twin towers on the left
are those of St. Thomas’s
Church.  The lumbering
stages, with the deafening
noise of their rattling win-
dows as they drive over the
cobblestones, are here in
force.  More hoop-skirts
are retreating in the dis-
tance, and a gentleman in
the tall hat of the period
is on his way down town.
Few of the buildings seen
here remained half a cen-
tury later. The time is sum-
mer, as the awnings attest.



THE WAR’S GREAT “CITIZEN” AT HIS MOMENT OF TRIUMPH

Just behind the round table to the right, rising head and shoulders above the distinguished bystanders, grasping his manuscript in both
hands, stands Abraham Lincoln. Of all the occasions on which he talked to his countrymen, this was most significant. The time and
place marked the final and lasting approval of his political and military policies. Despite the bitter opposition of a majority of the
Northern political and social leaders, the people of the Northern States had renominated Lincoln in June, 1864. In November, en-
couraged by the victories of Farragut at Mobile, Sherman in Georgia, and Sheridan in the Shenandoah Valley, they had reélected him
President of the United States by an electoral vote of 212 to 21. Since the election, continued Northern victories had made certain the
[16] -



COPYRIGHT, 1811, PATRIOT PUB. CO.

LINCOLN READING HIS SECOND INAUGURAL ADDRESS ON MARCH 4, 1865

speedy termination of the war. Not long since, his opponents had been so numerous and so powerful that they fully expected to prevent
his renomination. Lincoln himself, shortly after his renomination, had come to believe that reelection was improbable, and had ex-
pressed himself as ready “to cooperate with the President-elect to save the Union.” Yet neither in Lincoln’s demeanor nor in his
inaugural address is there the slighest note of personal exultation. For political and military enemies alike he has * malice toward
none; charity for all.” Indeed the dominant feeling in his speech is one of sorrow and sympathy for the cruel sufferings of both North
and South. Not only in the United States, but throughout the civilized world, the address made a profound and immediate impression.
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FROM
THE ARMY
TO THE
WHITE HOUSE

War-time portraits of
six soldiers whose
military records
assisted them
to the Pres-
idential
Chair.

Brig.-Gen. Andrew Johnson
President, 1865-G9.

Maj.-Gen. James A. Garfield
President, March to September, 1881.

Garfield in '63—(left to right) Thomas, Wiles, Tyler, Simmons, Drillard, Ducat, Barnett, Goddard,

Rosecrans, Garfield, Porter, Bond, Thompson, Sheridan.

General Ulysses S. Grant Bvt. Maj.-Gen. Rutherford B. Hayes
President, 1869-77. President, 1877-81.
Bvt. Brig.-Gen. Benjamin Harrison Brevet Major William McKinley
President, 1889-93. President, 1897-1901.
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many cases between fighters and non-combatants. This is
true, even when the latter are represented in full army over-
coats, with swords and the like, as was customary to some
extent with postmasters, quartermasters, commissariat and
hospital attendants.

The features are distinctive of the men who have stood up
under fire, and undergone the even severer ordeal of submis-
sion to a will working for the common good, involving the sacri-
fice of personal independence. Their dignity and quiet self-
confidence are obscured neither by the extreme growth of facial
hair fashionable in the sixties, nor by the stains of marching
and camping. Where the photograph “ caught ” the real sol-
diers under any circumstances of dress or undress, health or
disease, camp-ease, or wounds that had laid the subjects low,
the stamp of discipline stands revealed.

The young officers’ portraits afford particularly interest-
ing study. The habit of quick decision, the weighing of re-
sponsibilities involving thousands of human lives which has
become a daily matter, like the morning and evening train-
catching of the modern business commuter—these swift and
tremendous affairs are borne with surprising calmness upon
the young shoulders.

To represent in some coherent form the men of Civil War
time, this volume has been set aside. It becomes highly desir-
able to the fundamental plan of this history.

The first three volumes, devoted to narrative in the largest
sense, and to scenes, could present portraits only of officers and
men connected with particular operations. Each of the next
six volumes, occupied as it is with a special phase of war-time
activity—cavalry, artillery, prisons and hospitals, or the like
[20]




Lieut.-General Nathan B. Forrest, C. S. A., Brevet Brig.-General Thomas T. Eckert, Maj.-General Grenville M. Dodge, Wounded
Entered as Private; Lieut.-Col., Superintendent of Military Telegraph; Before Atlanta; Succeeded Rosecrans
1861, Maj.-Gen., 1864. Asst. Sec. of War, 1864-686. in the Department of Missouri.
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—mnaturally emphasizes, in its personal mentions and por-
trayals, the men of the respective specialties.

The editors, therefore, determined to devote an entire vol-
ume to the consideration of the personnel of the Union and
Confederate armies. But in this field, vaster than most of the
present generation have imagined, even a book as extensive as a
volume of the PHoToGRAPHIC HISTORY can be no more than
suggestive.

Consider the typical fighting man on the Union side alone
—the brevet brigadier-general, or the colonel, often deserving
of promotion to that rank. When it is reflected that the rank
of brevet brigadier-general was conferred upon eleven hundred
and seventy Federal officers who never attained the full rank,
and that the colonels who displayed conspicuous gallantry num-
bered as many, perhaps twice as many, more, it is evident that
the editors of the PHoToGRAPHIC HIsTORY, in presenting por-
traits of more than three hundred of the generals, by brevet,
have made this feature of the work as comprehensive as possi-
ble. To exhaust the list of such officers would require a sepa-
rate volume.

Consistency, likewise, would demand at least another vol-
ume for colonels. But who would undertake to decide what
particular thousand among the upward of ten thousand claim-
ants among this rank should have a place in the gallery of fame?
And if gallant colonels, why not the equally gallant lieutenant-

colonels, majors, and captains, who at times commanded regi- -

ments?
That there are limitations is evident. The nature of the
work decides its scope to a large degree. The war-time camera

has been the arbiter. Here and there it caught the colonel as
[22]




Maior-Gener;I Carl Schursz.

Colonel George E. Wnrmg Jr., Led &
Brigade of Ca ; Reorganised
Cleaning Byl"hy

Died in anal.nn. Cuba, Fighting Yel-

Street
of New York City;

ow Fever.

Brevet Brigadier- Genen.l
Fn.ncm W. Palfrey,

toy in 1872; Au—

thorof "X A tietam and Fred-

ericksburg’’ in 1882; Author

of Many Scholarly and Im-
portant Papers.

Lieutenant E. Benjamin An-

drews: Wounded at Peters-

burg, 1864; Professor of

History md Political Econ-

omy, Brown University,

1882—88. President thereof,
1889-98.

Major-General Lewis Wallace.

——

Brevet Brigadier-General Francis A

Walker, Supennwndent Ninth and
nsuses; Commissioner of In-

dian A!h.ut in 1872' President Mass.

Tenth
Inst. of Teolmolozy, 1881.
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WAR-TIME POR-
TRAITS OF FEDERAL
SOLDIERS WHO CON-
TRIBUTED TO THE
PHOTOGRAPHIC
HISTORY HALF A
CENTURY LATER |
Captain A. W. Greely, 1863; Later Maj.- =" .
a(I})enl.l,l U. 8. A.;efll{ief Signal Sf:rvic::J Private }(l;“O-VL‘ Kilmer in '64, Wearing
o B, el h™). the *‘Veteran Stripe” ‘at 18
(“Signals elegraph™) (Military Editor).
Bvt. Brig.-Gen. T. F. Roden-
bough, U. S. A., in 1865;
Wounded at Trevilian and
Winchester; Later Sec- <epe oo 1. Hedley in ve, Age 2u; Later sditor
Private J. E. Gilman, Lost an Arm at Gettys- retary U. S. Military and Author of * Marching Through Georgia”™
burg; Commander-in-Chief G. A.R. 1910-11 Service Institution (“School of the Soldier,” “Marching
(“Grand Army of the Republic”). (“Cavalry” Editor). and Foraging’’).

Col. W. C. Church; Later Edi- T. S. C. Lowe, Military Bal- Capt.T.S.Peck; Medal of Hon- Col. L. R. Stegman, Wounded
tor of the Army and Nary loonistinthePeninsula Cam- or in 1864; Later Adj.-Gen. at Cedar Creek, Gettysburg,
Journal and Author of Life of paign, 1862—the First War  of Vermont (Contributor of Ringgold and Pine Moun-
Ulysses S. Grant (“Grant”’). Aeronaut (“Balloons”). many rare photographs). tain (Consulting Editor).




[/~

=

Soldiers and Titizens ¢+ + + 2+ +

sands. And the private soldiers—hundreds of thousands of
them, mere boys when they enlisted to fight through the four
years, expanded into important citizens of their communities,
as a direct result of their service in the Blue and the Gray.

The youths of eighteen or nineteen, who rushed to the
defense of their flag in 1861, lacked, as most boys do, some
notable phenomenon, blow, catastrophe to fire their imagina-
tions and give them confidence in themselves. Without such
inspiration their highest destiny would have fallen far short
of fulfilment.

But those same youths who survived to the summer of
1865—how differently they stood !—erect, with arms well hung,
with quiet dignity, wjth the self-assurance learned from years
of quick decision and unhesitating following of duty through
danger.

If, for instance, one should study the careers of those
countless thousands of fearless sheriffs who have kept order in
communities throughout the country, after service under the
Stars and Stripes or the Stars and Bars, it would become over-
whelmingly apparent that without such training in resolution
and resourcefulness, most of the men who were young in 1861
could possibly have become village constables—no more.

The leading biographies in this volume have naturally been
left free from the editorial scrutiny that has aimed to render the
test throughout the largest part of the ProTograAPHIC His-
ToRY as detached and impersonal as possible. The value, for
instance, of the chapter on Grant, by Colonel W. C. Church,
lies not only in the trained military criticism of technical opera-
tions by the veteran editor of the Army and Navy Journal,

but also in the author’s personal acquaintance with the Union
: [26]
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WAR-TIME CONTRIBUTORS TO THE
PHOTOGRAPHS OF PHOTOGRAPHIC
CONFEDERATE SOLDIERS HISTORY

Col. Hilary A. Herbert; Later Member  Lieut.-Col. J. W. Mallet; Later Professor Private John A. Wyeth in ’61, at 16;

of Congress and Secretary of the of Chemistry, University of Virginia Later Organizer of the New
Navy (‘“The Meaning of (“Confederate Ordnance”). York “Polyclinic” (“Con-

Losses in Battle™). federate Raids”).

Lieut. R. H. McKim in *62; Later Rector  Captain F. M. Colston, Artillery Officer  Allen C. Redwood, of the 55th Virginia,

Church of the Epiphany, Washington, with Alexander (‘“Memoirs of with “Stonewall” Jackson; Later
and M.litary and Religious Writer Gettysburg” and Many Artist and Author (Confederate
(“The Confederate Army”). Rare Photographs). Reminiscences; “Jackson”).

Brig.-Gen.M.J. Wright; Col. D. G. Mclntosh; Col. T. M. R. Talcott; S. A. Cunningham; Deering J.Roberts, Sur-
Later U.S. War Dept. Later Attorney-at- Later Civil Engineer  Later Editor Confed- geon; Later Editor
Agent (“Records of Law (“Artillery (“ Reminiscences of erate Veteran (* Uni- Southern Practitioner

the War” and of the Confed- the Confederate ted Confederate (“Confederate Med-
Statistics). eracy’’). Engineers”). Veterans”). ical Service”).
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commander, extending through many years, and the graphic

and sure touch conveyable only by such personal intimacy.
Nor was it to be expected or desired that Professor Wil-

\ liam P. Trent, a writer and scholar Southern born, should fail

to emphasize the lofty personal traits of his hero, Lee; or that
Mr. Allen C. Redwood, whose rare privilege it was to “ fight
with ¢ Stonewall,’” should not portray his honest and frank
admiration for the most surprising military genius developed
by the Civil War.

Particularly gratifying to the humanist is the sketch of Sher-
man, written from the standpoint of the most sympathetic dis-
crimination by a Southern historical student—Professor Walter
L. Fleming, of the Louisiana State University.

Two groups of portraits accompanying this introduction
show veterans of the Union and Confederacy who, by great for-
tune, are numbered among those few spared in life, health, and
activity of pen throughout the half-century since 1861; and who
have contributed largely the materials of the PHOTOGRAPHIC
Hisrory. Without the note of actuality and reminiscence that
runs through the chapters from their pens, this work, despite
its conception of guiding impersonality, would have lacked
many of its most faithful and permanently valuable sections.
To those veteran contributors, for their many courtesies and
special labors in realizing the purpose of this History, it is a
pleasure here to express the warmest appreciation.

RoBeErT S. LANIER.




GRANT

DURING THE WILDERNESS CAMPAIGN, 1864

WHEN GRANT LOST AN ARMY BUT SAVED A NATION



GRANT ON LOOKOUT MOUNTAIN—1863

Wearing epaulets and a sword—quite unusual for him—but calm and imperturbable as of old, with his crumpled army hat, plain blouse,
his trousers tucked into his boot-tops, and the inevitable cigar, Ulysses S. Grant stands at a historic spot. Less than a week before,
when the Union soldiers under Thomas, still smarting from their experience at Chickamauga, stood gazing at the Confederate works
behind which rose the crest of Missionary Ridge, the Stars and Stripes were thrown to the breeze on the crest of Lookout Mountain.
Eager hands pointed, and a great cheer went up from the Army of the Cumberland. They knew that the Union troops with Hooker

had carried the day in their “battle above the clouds.” That was the 25th of November, 1863; and that same afternoon the soldiers
(30) .
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AT THE SPOT WHERE HOOKER SIGNALED VICTORY THE WEEK BEFORE-

of Thomas swarmed over the crest of Missionary Ridge while Grant himself looked on and wondered. When a few days later Grant
visited the spot whence the flag was waved, an enterprising photographer, already on the spot, preserved .the striking scene. Seated
with his back against a tree, General J. A. Rawlins gazes at his leader. Behind him stands General Webster, and leaning against the
tree in Colonel Clark B. Lagow. The figure in the right foreground is Colonel William S. Hillyer. Seated by the path is an orderly.
They have evidently come to survey the site of Hooker’s battle from above. Colonel Lagow is carrying a pair of field glasses.
Less than four months later Grant was commissioned lieutenant-general and placed in general command of the Union armies.



ULYSSES SIMPSON GRANT

By WiLLiaM CoNANT CHURCH
Brevet Lieutenant-Colonel, United States Volunteers

HE man of all men who knew General Grant best, his

friend and chief ally, General W. T. Sherman, declared

that Grant more nearly than any other man impersonated the

American character of 1861-65, and was the typical hero of
our great Civil War.

It is an anomaly of history that a man so distinguished
in war should be so unwarlike in personal characteristics as was
Ulysses Simpson Grant, and so singularly free from the ambi-
tions supposed to dominate the soldier. He sickened at the
sight of blood, was so averse to inflicting pain that, as a lad, he
never enjoyed the boyish sport of killing small animals, and
at no time in his life was he fond of hunting. Indeed, no more
gentle-hearted and kindly man is known to American history,
not excepting Abraham Lincoln.

Numerous circumstances in the life of Grant illustrate
his consideration for others. At Vicksburg, Mississippi, where
over thirty thousand Confederates surrendered to him, July
4, 1863, he directed his exulting troops “to be orderly and
quiet as the paroled prisoners passed ” and to make no offensive
remarks. The only cheers heard there were for the defenders
of Vicksburg, and the music sounded was the tune of “Old
Hundred,” in which victor and vanquished could join. The
surrender at Appomattox, Virginia, April 9, 1865, was char-
acterized by almost feminine tenderness and tact, and a sym-
pathetic courtesy toward the conquered so marked that an
observer was moved to ask, “ Who’s surrendering here, any-
way?”

A simple-hearted country lad disposed to bucolic life, so
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GRANT IN 1863—BEFORE THE FIRST OF HIS GREAT VICTORIES

Grant was described in 1861 as a man “who knows how to do things.”” In February, 1862, he captured Forts
Henry and Donelson, thus opening the way for a Federal advance up the Tennessee River, and was promptly
commissioned major-general. His experience at Shiloh in April, coupled with failures in official routine
during the Donelson campaign which were not approved by his superiors, left him under a cloud which was
not removed until the capture of Vicksburg, July 4, 18683, revealed capacity of a high order. The govern-
ment’s plan of conducting the war was then entrusted to him to work out with practically unlimited power.
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BEFORE VICKSBURG

The close-set mouth, squared shoulders and lower-
ing brow in this photograph of Grant, taken in
December, 1862, tell the story of the intensity of
his purpose while he was advancing upon Vicks-
burg—only to be foiled by Van Dorn’s raid on his
line of communications at Holly Springs. His
grim expression and determined jaw betokened no
respite for the Confederates, however. Six months
later he marched into the coveted stronghold.
This photograph was taken by James Mullen at
Oxford, Mississippi, in December, 1862, just be-
fore Van Dorn’s raid balked the general’s plans.

AFTER VICKSBURG

This photograph was taken in the fall of 1863,
after the capture of the Confederacy’s Gibraltar
had raised Grant to secure and everlasting fame.
His attitude is relaxed and his eyebrows no longer
The
right brow is slightly arched with an almost jovial

mark a straight line across the grim visage.

expression. But the jaw is no less vigorous and
determined, and the steadfast eyes seem to be
peering into that future which holds more vic-
tories. He still has Chattanooga and his great
campaigns in the East to fight and the final mag-
nificent struggle in the trenches at Petersburg.

[0—3]
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necessary to disregard personal considerations and to keep the
mind open to the suggestions from within; who are not blinded
by what has been well described as “ the pride of self-derived
intelligence.” Grant succeeded because his specially trained
faculties and especially adapted experiences were obedient to
larger suggestions than those of personal ambition and self-
glorification. This explains Grant, as it explains Lincoln and
Washington.

“ Sam ” Grant, as his colleagues at the Military Academy
were accustomed to call him, because of the “ U. S.,” Uncle
Sam, in his name; “ ‘ Sam’ Grant,” as one of those same col-
leagues once said, “ was as honest a man as God ever made.”
Honest, not merely in a pecuniary sense but in all of his men-
tal processes, and in this simple honesty of his nature we find
the explanation not only of his greatness but of the errors into
which he fell in the attempt to deal with the subtleties of human
selfishness and intrigue.

It was characteristic of Grant’s mental processes that he
always thought on straight lines, and his action was equally
direct and positive. He was not so much concerned with the
subtleties of strategy as with a study of the most direct road
to the opponent’s center. One of the chief perplexities on the
field of battle is “ the fog of war,” the difficulty of divining the
movements of the foe, by which your own are to be determined.
Grant was less confused by this than most commanders, keep-
ing his adversary so occupied with his own aggressive move-
ments that he had little opportunity to study combinations
against him. He was fertile in expedients; his mind was al-
ways open to the suggestions of opportunity, and it was his
habit to postpone decision until the necessity for decision arose.

Grant recognized earlier than others the fact that, if his
own troops were lacking in the military knowledge and train-
ing required to make them a facile instrument in his hands, his

antagonists were no better equipped in this respect. He saw “_
that the best training for the high-spirited and independent £
[36]
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On this page are three
photographs of General
Grant, taken in the most
critical year of his career,
the year when he took
Vicksburg in July, then
in November gazed in
wonder at his own sol-
diers as they swarmed up
the heights of Mission-
ary Ridge. The following
March he was made gen-
eral-in-chief of the armies
of the United States.
. Congress passed a vote of
thanks to General Grant
and his army, and ordered
a gold medal to be struck
in his honor. But as we
see him here, none of these

honors had come to him;
and the deeds themselves

GRANT IN 1863

were only in process of ac-
complishment. EvenSher-
man, the staunch friend
and supporter of Grant,
had doubts which were
only dispelled by the mas-
ter stroke at Vicksburg, as
to the outcome of Grant’s
extraordinary methods
and plans. He was him-
self conscious of the
heavy responsibility rest-
ing upon him and of
the fact that he stood on
trial before the country.
Other faithful generals
had been condemned at
the bar of public opinion
before their projects ma-
tured. The eyes in these
portraits are stern, and
the expressions intense.

PORTRAITS OF 1863—SHOWING GRANT IN REPOSE



volunteers he commanded was that of the battlefield. If
action involved risk, inaction was certain to produce discon-
tent and even demoralization, while the fatalities of the camp
were those chiefly to be dreaded, for microbes were more deadly
than bullets. His early successes were due to the application
of his methods to conditions as he found them, without waiting
for their improvement. When he met the battalions of Lee,
then trained and seasoned by three years of war, the struggle
was protracted, but in the end he triumphed through his policy
of vigorous and persistent attack, bringing a contest which had
then extended over three years of inconclusive fighting to a
final conclusion in one year.

General Grant was born, April 27, 1822, in a little one-
story cottage on the banks of the Ohio River, at Point Pleas-
ant, Clermont County, Ohio. His grandfather, Captain Noah
Grant, was a Connecticut soldier of the army of the Revolu-
tion who, in 1800, settled on the Connecticut Reservation of
Ohio. His mother, Hannah Simpson, was of a sterling Amer-
ican family of pioneers, noted for integrity, truthfulness, and
sturdy independence of character. She was a noble woman of
strong character, and it was from her that the son inherited his
remarkable capacity for reticence, tempered in him by an oc-
casional relapse into the garrulity of his father. If he was in-
capable of indirection in thought or speech, he could be silent
when speech might betray what he did not wish to have known.

Among his friends, when occasion served, he was a fluent
and interesting talker. He never gossiped, never used profane

~or vulgar language, was charitable and generous to a fault,

and considerate in his treatment of all. He was good-natured
and fond of his joke. Uncomplaining self-control was char-
acteristic of both mother and son, as was also equability of
temper and “saving common sense.”

To estimate Grant correctly, it is necessary to consider
him apart from the personal influences by which he was swayed,




IN THE AUTUMN OF 1863—GRANT'S CHANGING EXPRESSIONS
Although secure in his fame as the conqueror of Vicksburg, Grant still has the greater part of his destiny to fulfil as he faces
the camera. Before him lie the Wilderness, Spotsylvania, Cold Harbor, and the slow investment of Petersburg. This series
forms a particularly interesting study in expression. At the left hand, the face looks almost amused. In the next the ex-
pression is graver, the mouth close set. The third picture looks plainly obstinate, and in the last the stern fighter might
have been declaring, as in the following spring: “I propose to fight it out on this line if it takes all summer.” The eyes,
first unveiled fully in this fourth view, are the unmistakable index to Grant's stern inflexibility, once his decision was made.

IN THE AUTUMN OF 1864—AFTER THE STRAIN OF THE WILDERNESS CAMPAIGN
Here is a furrowed brow above eyes worn by pain. In the pictures of the previous year the forehead is more smooth, the
.expression grave yet confident. Here the expression is that of a man who has won, but won at a bitter cost. Itis the memory
of the 50,000 men whom he left in the Wilderness campaign and at Cold Harbor that has lined this brow, and closed still
tighter this inflexible mouth. Again, as in the series above, the eyes are not revealed until the last picture. Then again
flashes the determination of a hero. The great general’s biographers say that Grant was a man of sympathy and infinite
pity. It was the more difficult for him, spurred on to the duty by grim necessity, to order forward the lines in blue that
withered, again and again, before the Confederate fire, but each time weakened the attenuated line which confronted them.
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for he was a man of unusual domesticity, and tenacity of friend-
ship not always distinguished by perspicacity in discerning
character.

To the sincere but unobtrusive piety of his mother, Grant
owed a reverence for religion which he displayed throughout
life and which supported him during that last desperate strug-
gle with death, ending at Mount MacGregor, New York, on
July 28, 1885. His belief in the invisible powers was the hid-
den current of the great soldier’s life. It explains alike his
calmness in victory and his unfaltering courage in defeat.
There was no shock of battle so fierce, no episode of the com-
bat so exciting that could disturb his impassible demeanor.
“T have had many hard experiences in my life,” he once said
to the writer, when chatting in front of his camp-fire at Peters-
burg, “ but I never saw the moment when I was not confident
that I should win in the end.”

If he was not blinded by a sense of his individual im-
portance, there was no lack of self-confidence in Grant. He
had a just estimate of his own abilities and a correct under-
standing, as a soldier, of the work for which his abilities and
experiences had fitted him. If he did not possess what is usu-
ally regarded as the temperament of the soldier, there was no
lack of the training or experience of the soldier. If not a
brilliant student, according to the standards of West Point,
he made a faithful use of the opportunity which that institu-
tion gave him for a military training. In his class-standing
he held a middle place with others of the graduates most dis-
tinguished in our Civil War; a relatively higher place than
Jefferson Davis, James Longstreet, William J. Hardee, and
others of the South; and than Sheridan, Hooker, Buell, and
other leaders of the Northern armies.

No soldier of like rank was more distinguished in the
war with Mexico than Grant, then a lieutenant. It is no small
achievement for a subaltern to be brought into the lime-light
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GRANT—ON HIS FIRST TRIP NORTH

The war is over. Grant has received in a magnanimous spirit, rarely paralleled in
history, the surrender of Lee. Here he appears in Philadelphia on his first trip North
after the war. His bearing is that of a man relieved of a vast responsibility, but
with the marks of it still upon him. He is thinner than the full-chested soldier in
the photograph taken in 1863, after the fall of Vicksburg. His dress is careless, as
always, but shows more attention than when he was in the field. He looks out of
the picture with the unflinching eyes that had been able to penetrate the future and
see the wisdom of the plan that proved the final undoing of the Confederacy.
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Nysees S. Grant + + + + + + T
at the hour designated, they learned that “ 6 a.m.” with their
new colonel meant six o’clock in the morning. Another revel-
ation came when they first faced him on parade, and their
vociferous demands for a speech were met by the terse reply,
“Men, go to your quarters.” Thus, in various ways, they
learned from day to day that they were in the hands of a man
who understood the trade of war.

It was precisely because he was a master-workman at his
trade that Grant was able to make his personal qualities effect-
ive when opportunity was given him. He was limited by the
imperfections of the instruments he had at hand and was sub-
Jected to criticism accordingly, as at Shiloh, April 6, 1862,

| where his failure to protect his camp is explained by a fear lest
a display of apprehension might demoralize troops misled by
the ignorant cry of “spades to the rear,” which then filled the
air. They would have regarded defensive measures as an evi-
dence of weakness and cowardice, and confidence is an essential
factor in the management of raw troops, of which both the
armies were then composed. They had at that time advanced
' but one stage beyond the condition of an armed mob, only

partially responsive to the skilled handling of the educated and
trained soldier.

Previous to the battle of Pittsburg Landing, as Shiloh
is also called, Grant had given proof of his energy and his
promptness in taking the initiative in the occupation of Padu-
cah, Kentucky, September 6, 1861; in the comparatively tri-
fling affair at Belmont, Missouri, November 7, 1861; and in
his important success in the capture of Fort Donelson on the
Cumberland River, Tennessee, in February, 1862, where he had
the efficient assistance of the gunboats, under Flag-Officer
Foote. These successes increased his confidence in himself,
as back came the echo of exultant popular approval when the
country saw how capable this man was of accomplishing great
results with troops lacking in arms, equipment, transpor-

tation, and supplies, as well as in organization, but who
) [44]
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GRANT IN 1865—THE ZENITH OF HIS CAREER

Behind Grant in 1865 lay all his victories on the field of battle; before him the highest gift within the power of the American people—
the presidency. He says in his memoirs that after Vicksburg he had a presentment that he was to brirg the war to a successful end
and become the head of the nation. Grant’s sturdy, persistent Scottish ancestry stood him in good stead. He was a descendant of
Matthew Grant, one of the settlers of Windsor, Connecticut, in 1635, and a man of much importance in the infant colony. His Ameri-
can ancestors were fighting stock. His great-grandfather, Noah Grant, held a military commission in the French and Indian War,
and his grandfather, also named Noah, fought in the Revolution. Henry Ward Beecher summed up the causes of Grant’s meteoric
rise from store clerk in 1861, to president in 1869, as follows: *“Grant was available and lucky.” His dominant trait was determination,



* %

comprehended the significance of his foe’s weakness in the
same respects.

Grant had learned that if he did not run away his
antagonists were likely to do so, and he had ascertained the
potency of the formulas with which his name was associated:
“No terms except unconditional and immediate surrender,”
and “ I propose to move immediately upon your works.” This
met the temper of the time, impatient of strategy and paper
plans and demanding tangible results.

The circumstances which led to Grant’s resignation from
the army, July 81, 1854, however they might have been ex-
plained by those who knew him best, had created a distrust
of him in the minds of his military superiors, Halleck and
McClellan, so that he was left wholly dependent upon works
accomplished for his recognition by the North and at Wash-
ington. He neither sought nor obtained favor from his su-
periors; he made no complaint of insufficient support, as so
many did, but doggedly pursued a consistent course of doing
the best he could with what the War Department placed at his
disposal, learning from his successes and profiting by his mis-
takes as well as by those of the foe.

There was one who was superior to this professional dis-
trust of Grant, and that was Abraham Lincoln. He had found
a man who could accomplish, and the fortune of that man was
thenceforth secure in the hands of the chief executive. After
Shiloh, Grant fully realized that the country had entered upon
a long and desperate struggle, and he shaped his course ac-
cordingly. He drew the line of distinction between friend and
foe more sharply, and, where he found it necessary, directed
his warfare against the property as well as the persons of those

in arms against him, and their abettors. Thus he passed an- .

other landmark in his progress to final success.

Another essential lesson was to be learned. That came

when 2 colonel, December 20, 1862, surrendered his depot of
[46]
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GRANT IN CHARACTERISTIC POSE, WITH HIS STAFF IN 1864

The indifferent attitude of the general-in-chicf is most characteristic. Grant had begun the investment of
Petersburg when this photograph was taken. Around him are the men who had followed him faithfully
through the faith-shaking campaigns of the Wilderness. He never made known his plans for an advance to
anyone, but his calm confidence communicated itself to all who listened to him. In the most critical moments
he manifested no perceptible anxiety, but gave his orders with coolness and deliberation. At the left of the
photograph sits General John A. Rawlins, who has foresworn his customary mustache and beard which the
next picture shows him as wearing. He was first aide-de-camp to Grant, then assistant adjutant-general
and chief of staff. Behjud Grant, who stands in the center with one hand thrust carelessly into his pocket,
sits Lieutenant Frederick Grant, later major-general in the United States Army. In front of Grant stands
Colonel M. B. Ryan, and on the extreme right sits Colonel Ely S. Parker, military secretary, who was a full-
blooded Indian, a grandnephew of the famous Red Jacket, and chief of the tribes known as the Six Nations.



supplies at Holly Springs and compelled General Grant to sub-
sist his army of thirty thousand men upon the country for two
weeks, his communications with his rear being severed at the
same time by Forrest’s enterprising Confederate cavalry.
Grant was preparing to move against Vicksburg at the time,
and the surrender of that place, July 4, 1868, followed a
march overland to its rear from Bruinsburg, April 80, 1863,
without supplies for his troops, other than those obtained from
the country as he advanced, Grant carrying no personal bag-
gage himself but a toothbrush. Sherman, who protested most
vigorously against this hazardous movement, nevertheless later
on applied the lesson it taught him when on his march to the
sea, in 1864, he broke through the hollow shell of the Confed-
eracy and closed it in from the south, while Grant advanced
from the north, and crushed the armies of Lee and Johnston.

The surrender of the Southern armies in April and May,
1865, put an end to military activities, to be succeeded by the
contests in the forum of political discussion ; the death of Lincoln
and the succession of Johnson following so immediately upon
the surrender of Lee threw the whole question of the readjust-
ment of political relations between the North and the South into
chaos. In spite of his desire and his effort to keep within the
limitations of his military function, General Grant found him-
self involved in the embittered contests of the reconstruction
period, with which he was not fitted to deal either by tempera-
ment or training.

The politicians and the political activities of the North
had, during the four years of war, been a constant source of
embarrassment to our soldiers striving to conduct war with
sole reference to success in the field. This had intensified the
soldier’s natural distrust of politicians and political methods,
and Grant had never learned the art of which Lincoln was the
supreme master—that of utilizing the selfish ambitions of men

to accomplish great patriotic and public purposes.
[48]
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1. CoLoNEL
Horace
PORTER

2. CoLONEL
WILLIAM
Durr

No photographer was present at
Appomattox, tbat supreme mo-
ment in our national history,
when Americans met for the last
time as foes on the field. Noth-
ing but fanciful sketches exist
of the scene inside the McLean
home. But here is a photograph
that shows most of the Union
officers present at the conference.
Nine of the twelve men standing
above stood also at the signing
of Lee’s surrender, a few days
later. The scene is City Point, in
March, 1865. Grant is sur-
rounded by a group of the officers
who had served him so faithfully.
At the surrender, it was Colonel
T. S. Bowers (third from left)
upon whom Grant called to make
a copy of the terms of surrender
inink. Colonel E. S. Parker, the
full-blooded Indian on Grant’s
stafl, an excellent penman, wrote

3. CoLoNEL 5. GENERAL 7. GENERAL 9. GENERAL
T. 8. Jonn G. U. 8. SeTH
BowERs BARNARD GRANT WiLLIAMS
4. CoLoNEL 6. GENERAL 8. GENERAL 10. GENERAL
J. D. JonN A. M. R. Rurus
WEBSTER RAawLINS PATRICK INGALLS

MEN ABOUT TO WITNESS APPOMATTOX

GRANT BETWEEN RAWLINS AND BOWERS

11. CoLoNEL
ApaM
BADEAU
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12. CoLoNrL
E. 8.
PARKER

out the final copy. Nineteen
years later, General Horace Por-
ter recorded with pride that he
loaned General Lee a pencil to
make a correction in the terms.
Colonels William Duff and J. D.
Webster, and General M. R.
Patrick, are the three men who
were not present at the inter-
view. All of the remaining offi-
cers were formally presented to
Lee. General Seth Williams had
been Lee’s adjutant when the
latter was superintendent at
‘West Point some years before the
war. In the lower photograph
General Grant stands between
General Rawlins and Colonel
Bowers. The veins standing out
on the back of his hand are
plainly visible. No one but he
could have told how calmly the
blood coursed through them dur-
ing the four tremendous years.
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LEE

RESIDENCE OF ROBERT E. LEE, ON FRANKLIN STREET,
RICHMOND, OCCUPIED BY HI8 FAMILY DURING THE WAR—
THREE OF THE PORTRAITS OF GENERAL LEE THAT FOLLOW
WERE TAKEN IN THE BASEMENT OF THIS HOUSE—IT LATER
BECAME THE HOME OF THE VIRGINIA HISTORICAL S80OCIETY



ROBERT E. LEE

By WirLiam P. TreNT h
Professor of English Literature in Columbia University W

| « ENERAL LEE has been the only great man with
H whom I have been thrown who has not dwindled upon H
a near approach.” This is the significant remark of one of his
personal friends, Major A. R. H. Ranson of the Confederate
artillery. The present writer, who never had the privilege
\ of seeing General Lee, finds himself, in a sense, completely
= in accord with the veteran staff-officer, since he, too, can say
= that of all the great figures in history and literature whom
f H  he has had occasion to study through books, no one has
stood out freer from human imperfections, of whatever sort,
! than the man and soldier upon whom were centered the affec-
tions, the admiration, and the hopes of the Southern people
during the great crisis of their history. General Lee is the hero
of his surviving veterans, of his fellow Virginians and South- |
erners, of many of those Americans of the North and West
against whom he fought, and of his biographers. He is the
Hector of a still-unwritten Iliad—a fact which the sketch that
follows cannot prove, any mote than it can set forth his claims
to military fame in an adequately expert fashion, but to the
truth of which it may perhaps bring a small bit of not valueless
testimony—the testimony of personal conviction.*

Robert Edward Lee, the third son of the cavalry leader
“Light Horse Harry ” Lee by his second wife, Anne Hill
Carter, was born at the family mansion, “ Stratford,” in
Westmoreland County, Virginia, on January 19, 1807. On

T
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* For a fuller, though necessarily limited treatment of Lee’s character
and career reference may be made to the writer’s volume in the “ Beacon
) Biographies,” which has guided him in the present sketch.

[52]
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“LEE WAS ESSENTIALLY A VIRGINIAN”

Old Christ Church ot Alexandria. Virginia. The church attended by both Washington and Lee calls up associations that explain the
reference of General Adams. In 1811, at the age of four, Robert E. Lee removed from Westmoreland County to Alexandria, which
remained his home until he entered West Point, in 1825. During these years he was gaining his education from private tutors and
devoting himself to the care of his invalid mother. Many » Sunday he passed through the trees around this church, of which Washington
had been one of the first vestrymen, to occupy the pew that is still pointed out to visitors. The town serves to intensify love of Virginia;
here Braddock made his headquarters before marching against the French, in 1755, with young George Washington as an aide on his
staff; and herc on April 13th of that year the Governors of New York, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, Maryland, and Virginia had met,
in order to determine upon plans for the expedition. In the vicinity were Mount Vernon, the estate of Washington, and Arlington,
which remained in the family of Washington's wife. The whole region was therefore full of inspiration for the youthful Lee.
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both sides he came of the best stock of his native State. When
he was four years old, his father removed to Alexandria in order
to secure better schooling for the eight children. Later, the old
soldier was compelled to go to the West Indies and the South
in search of health, and it came to pass that Robert, though
a mere boy, was obliged to constitute himself the nurse and
protector of his invalid mother. The beautiful relation thus
established accounts in part for the blended dignity and charm
of his character. It does not account for his choice of a profes-
sion, but perhaps that is sufficiently explained by the genius
for the soldier’s calling which he must have inherited from his
father. As with Milton before;him, the piety and purity of
his youth were inseparably combined with grace and strength.

He entered West Point in 1825 on an appointment secured
by Andrew Jackson, and he graduated four years later with the
second highest honors of the class and an extraordinarily per-
fect record. Appointed second lieutenant of engineers, he
hastened home to receive the blessing of his dying mother.
Two years later (June, 1831), after work on the fortifications
at Hampton Roads, he was married, at the beautiful estate of
Arlington on the Potomac, to Mary Randolph Custis, grand-
daughter of Washington’s wife, a lovely and accomplished
young woman destined to be a fitting helpmeet. As his father-
in-law was wealthy, Lee, who loved country life, must have
been tempted to settle down at Arlington to manage the estate
that would one day pass to his wife, but his genuine devotion
to his profession prevailed, and he went on building coast de-
fenses.

In 1884, he was transferred to Washington as first lieu-
tenant assisting the chief engineer of the army. He was thus
enabled to live at Arlington, but, while in no sense of the term
a society man, he also saw something of life at the capital.
Three years later he was sent West to superintend work on the

upper Mississippi. His plans were approved and well carried
, [54]




LEE IN 1850
FROM THE ORIGINAL DAGUERREOTYPE—WITHOUT THE UNIFORM
PAINTED ON LATER

Through the courtesy of General G. W. C. Lee—who furnished information of
much value concerning several portraits in this chapter—there is reproduced above
the actual appearance of his distinguished father in 1850. This portrait was
copied, embellished with a uniform painted on by hand, and widely circulated.
To study the unretouched original is particularly interesting. Lee at this period
was in Baltimore, in charge of defenses then being constructed. Three years before,
in the Mexican War, he had posted batteries before Vera Cruz so that the town was
reduced in a week. After each of the battles of Cerro Gordo, Churubusco, and Cha-
pultepec, he received promotion, and for his services in the last he was breveted
colonel. A born soldier, the son of a soldier, this handsome young man is not as
handsome by far as the superb general who later lent grace and dignity to the Confed-
erate gray. He little realized the startling future when this photograph was taken.




out; he was made captain in 1838, and, meanwhile, leading a
somewhat uneventful life, he slowly acquired a reputation as
a reliable officer. In 1841, he was put in charge of the defenses
of New York, and in this position he remained until the out-
break of the Mexican War.

The part he played at this crisis throws much light upon
his character and his after career. He distinguished himself
in Mexico more brilliantly, perhaps, than any other officer of his
years, and thus he gave proof of his native military bent and of
the thoroughness with which he had studied the art of war.
He was not in sympathy with the political “ Jingoes ” of the
time, a fact which affords a measure of his mental rectitude.
But he was modestly indisposed to speak out upon political
matters, being, as he conceived, a soldier charged with exe-
cuting the will of his country as expressed by its statesmen.

It might have been predicted that, in the event of a civil
war, such a man would side with that part of the nation in
which he was born and bred, that his services would be strictly
military in character, that the thought of making himself a dic-
tator or even of interfering with the civil administration would
never cross his mind. He would exhibit the highest virtues of
the soldier and the private citizen; he would not, like Washing-
ton, go farther and exhibit the highest virtues of the states-
man. It is probably best for his own fame and for the Nation
that this should have been so. The Republic is fortunate in
possessing three men, each consummate in private character,
two illustrious in the separate spheres of military and civil
command, Lee the soldier, and Lincoln the statesman, and
one unique in combining the two high orders of genius, the
greatest of Americans, the “ Father of his Country.”

At the beginning of the Mexican War, Lee was attached
to General Wool’s command in the Northern departments. He
attracted notice chiefly by his brilliant scouting. Early in

1847, at the request of General Winfield Scott, he joined the
[56]
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ARLINGTON, THE HOME OF LEE, FROM THE GREAT OAK

The beautiful estate by the Potomac came to General Lee from the family of George Washington. While Lee, as a boy and youth, lived
in Alexandria he was a frequent caller at the Arlington estate, where Mary Lee Custis, the only daughter of George Washington Parke
Custis, was his companion and playfellow. Before he had completed his course at West Point the friendship had ripened into love
and the two became engaged. Her father is said to have considered her entitled to a more wealthy match than young Lee, who looked
forward to a career in the army. But in 1881, two years after his graduation, the ceremony was performed and on the death of Custis
in 1857, the estate passed into the possession of Robert E. Lee as trustee for his children. The management had already been in his
hands for many years, and though constantly absent on duty, he had ordered it so skilfully that its value steadily increased. On
the outbreak of the Civil War and his decision to cast in his lot with Virginia, he was obliged to leave the mansion that overlooked the
national capital. It at once fell into the hands of Federal troops. Nevermore was he to dwell in the majestic home that had sheltered
his family for thirty years. When the war was over, he gave the Pamunkey estate to his son Robert and himself retired to the quiet,
simple life of Lexington, Virginia, as president of the institution that is now known, in his honor, as Washington and Lee University.
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LEE’S BOYHOOD PLAYGROUND

When Robert E. Lee came over from Alexandria as a boy, to play soldier in the gardens and grounds around
this beautiful mansion overlooking the Potomac, he could hardly have thought of its occupation during his
life-time by a hostile force determined to bend his native State to its will. When he was graduated from West
Point in 1829 and proudly donned the army blue, he little imagined that thirty-two years later, after he had
paced his room all night in terrible perplexity, he would doff the blue for another color sworn to oppose it. The
estate about Arlington house was a fair and spacious domain. Every part of it had rung in his early youth
and young manhood with the voice of her who later became his wife. He had whispered his love in its shaded
alleys, and here his children had come into the world. Yet here stand men with swords and muskets ready
to take his life if they should meet him on the field of battle. Arlington, once famous for its hospitality, has
since extended a silent welcome to 20,000 dead. Lee’s body is not here, but reposes in a splendid marble
tomb at Washington and Lee University, where he ruled with simple dignity after the finish of the war.
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drift of the two sections toward war, and in February, 1861,
upon the secession of Texas, he was recalled to Washington.

It is needless to .discuss exhaustively Lee’s attitude on
the questions that were dividing the country. He did not be-
lieve in slavery or secession, but, on the other hand, he did not
admit that the general Government had the right to invade
and coerce sovereign States, and he shared the conviction of
his fellow Southerners that their section had been aggrieved
and was threatened with grave losses. He sided with those
whom he regarded as his “ people,” and they have continued
to honor his decision, which, as we have seen, was inevitable,
given his training and character.

It was equally inevitable, in view of the oaths he had taken,
and of the existence of theories of government to which he did
not subscribe, that his entering the service of the Confederacy
should seem to many Americans a wilful act of treason. His
conduct will probably continue to furnish occasion for censure
to those who judge actions in the light of rigid political, social,
and ecclesiastical theories instead of in the light of circum-
stances and of the phases of character. To his admirers, on,
the other hand, who will increase rather than diminish, Lee
will remain a hero without fear and without reproach.

Lee spent the weeks immediately following the inaugura-
tion of Lincoln in a state of great nervous tension. There
seems to be little reason to doubt that, had he listened to the
overtures made him, he could have had charge of the Union
forces to be put in the field. On April 20, 1861, he resigned
the colonelcy of the First Cavalry, and on the 23d he accepted
the command of the military forces of Virginia in a brief
speech worthy of the career upon which he was entering. A
little less than a month later he became a brigadier of the
Confederacy, that being then the highest grade in the Southern
service.

For some time he chafed at not being allowed to take the

field, but he could not be spared as an organizer of troops and
[60]
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WHERE LEE STOOD SUPREME—THE WILDERNESS IN 1864

From the point of view of the mil-
itary student Lee’s consummate
feats of generalship were performed
in the gloom of the Wilderness.
On this ground he presented an al-
ways unbroken front against which
Grant dashed his battalions in vain.
Never were Lee’s lines here broken;
the assailants must always shift
their ground to seek a fresh oppor-
tunity for assault. At this spot on
the battlefield of the Wilderness the
opposing forces lay within twenty-
four feet of each other all night.
The soldiers, too, had learned by
this 1864 campaign to carry oﬁt
orders with judgment of their own.
The rank and file grew to be ex-
cellent connoisseurs of the merits of
a position. “If they only save a
finger it will do some good,” was
General Longstreet’s reply, when
his engineer officers complained
that their work on Marye's Hill
was being spoiled by being built
higher by the gunners of the Wash-
ington artillery—who had to fight

LEE IN THE FIELD
THE BEST KNOWN PORTRAIT

behind them. For this reason the
significance of the lines as shown in
many war maps is often very puz-
zling to the students of to-day, who
have never seen the actual field of
operationsand have no other guide.
Mouch of the ground disputed by the
contending forces in our Civil War
was quite unlike the popular con-
ception of a battlefield, derived
from descriptions of European cam-
paigns, or from portrayals of the
same, usually fanciful. For at this
variety of warfare, Lee was a
master, as well as on the rolling
open plains of the Virginia farm.
The portrait of Lee opposite was
taken during the campaign pre-
ceding this test of the Wilderness.
The reproduction here is directly
from the photograph—taken at
Lee’s first sitting in war-time, and
his only one “in the field.” Re-
productions of this picture painted,
engraved, and lithographed were
widely circulated after the war.
The likeness was much impaired.
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an adviser to President Davis. While others were winning
laurels at First Manassas (Bull Run) he was trying to direct
from a distance the Confederate attempts to hold what is now
West Virginia, and in August he took personal charge of the
difficult campaign. There is no denying the fact that he was
not successful. His subordinates were not in accord, his men
were ill supplied, the season was inclement, and the country
was unfavorable to military operations. Perhaps a less kindly
commander might have accomplished something; it is more cer-
tain that Lee did not deserve the harsh criticism to which for
the moment he was subjected.

He was next assigned to command the Department of
South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida, and he showed remark-
able skill in laying down plans of coast defenses which long
held the Union fleet at bay. In March, 1862, he was recalled
to Richmond to direct the military operations of the Confed-
eracy under President Davis, who was not a merely nominal
commander-in-chief. Lee’s self-control and balance of char-
acter enabled him to fill the post without friction, and for a
time he was permitted to be with his wife and children, who
were exiles from the confiscated estate of Arlington. He pre-
pared men and supplies to oppose McClellan’s advance toward
Richmond, and successfully resisted “Joe” Johnston’s plan
to withdraw troops from the South and risk all on a pitched
battle with McClellan near the capital. When, later, Johnston
was wounded at Seven Pines, the command of the Confederate
army on the Chickahominy devolved upon Lee (June, 1862)
and he was at last in a position to make a full display of his
genius as a strategist and an offensive fighter.

He at once decided, against the opinions of most of his
officers, not to fall back nearer Richmond, and, after sending
J. E. B. Stuart on a scouting circuit of the Union army, he
prepared for the offensive. The attack made on June 26th

failed because “ Stonewall ” Jackson’s fatigued soldiers, who
[62] :

e

&
7z




ALL
THE ORIGINAL
WAR-TIME PHOTOGRAPHS
OF

ROBERT E. LEE

“I believe there were none of the
little things of life so irksome to him
as having his picture taken in any
way,” writes Captain Robert E. Lee
of his illustrious father. Lee was
photographed in war-time on three
occasions only: one was in the field,
about '62-'63; the second in Rich-
mond in 1863; and the third imme-
diately after the surrender, at his
Richmond home. Several of the
portraits resulting have appeared in
other volumes of this history; all
the rest are presented with this chap-
ter. Lee’s first sitting produced the
full-length on page 235, Volume II,
and the full-face on the page pre-
cceding this—the popular portrait,
much lithographed and engraved,
but rarely shown, as here, from an
original photograph, with the expres-
sion not distorted into a false amia-
bility, but calm and dignified as in
nature. Lee’s sccond sitting was
before Vannerson’s camera in Rich-
mond, 1863. Richmond ladies had
made for their hero a set of shirts,
and had begged him to sit for a por-
trait. Lee, yielding, courteously
wore one of the gifts. Thc amateur
shirtmaking is revealed in the set of
the collar, very high in the neck, as
seen in the photographs on this page.
Another negative of this second oc-

LEE
AT THE HEIGHT OF
HIS FAME
1863

AS
PRESENTED
IN THIS CHAPTER
AND IN

OTHER VOLUMES

casion, a full-length, is reproduced in
Volume IX, page 123. The third
photographing of Lee was done by
Brady. It was the first opportunity
of the camera wizard since the war
began to preserve for posterity the
fine features of the Southern hero.
The position selected by Brady was
under the back porch of Lee’s home
in Richmond, near the basement
door, on account of the better light.
The results werc excellent. Three
appear with this chapter: a magnifi-
cent three-quarter view, enlarged on
page 63; a full-length, on page 69;
and a group with Custis Lee and
Colonel Taylor, on page 67. An-
other view of this group will be
found on page 83 of Volume I; and
the fifth of these Brady pictures, a
scated profile of Lee alone, on page
23 of Volume I11.  An early daguer-
reotypist had portrayed Lee in
1850 as a young engineer-colonel
—see page 55. The gceneral’s later
life is covered by his celebrated pho-
tograph on “Traveler” in Septem-
ber, 1866, on page 121 of Volume
IX; by the two portraits of *67 and
’G9 on page 73; by the photograph
with Johnston, taken in 1869, on
page 341 of Volume I, and by the
striking group photograph that
forms the frontispiece to this volume.




had just performed brilliant feats in the Valley of Virginia
were not brought up in time. The next day’s struggle
resulted in a Pyrrhic victory for Lee, who was left, how-
ever, in complete control of the north bank of the Chicka-
hominy.

The remainder of the great Seven Days’ fighting around
Richmond need not be described. ILee himself did not escape
criticism; he was often badly supported; the Federals, as at
Malvern Hill, showed themselves to be gallant foes, but the net
result was the retreat of McClellan to the shelter of his gun-
boats, the relief of Richmond, and the recognition of Lee as
the chief defender of the South. The Confederate commander
was not fully satisfied, believing that with proper support he
ought to have crushed his adversary. Perhaps he was oversan-
guine, but it is clear that aspiring aggressiveness is a necessary
element in the character of a general who is to impress the
imagination of the world.

His next procedure, McClellan having again begun to
retreat, was to join Jackson against Pope, who had been threat-
ening the Piedmont region. After complicated operations,
in which the Federal general showed much bewilderment, and
after daringly dividing his army in order to enable Jackson to
move on Pope’s rear, Lee won the complete victory of Second
Manassas on August 80, 1862. Despite his inferior numbers,
his aggressiveness and his ability to gage his opponents had
enabled him to rid Virginia of Federal forces, and he re-
solved to invade Maryland. Davis acquiesced in his far-
sighted plan, and the march began on September 5th. The
detaching of Jackson to take Harper’s Ferry and the loss of
one of Lee’s orders, which fell into McClellan’s hands, soon
gave a somewhat sinister turn to the campaign. Lee’s boldness
and extraordinary capacity on the field enabled him, however,
to fight the drawn battle of Sharpsburg, or Antietam, on Sep-
tember 17th with remarkable skill, yet with dreadful losses to
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LEE—THE GENERAL WHO SHOULDERED “ALL THE RESPONSIBILITY”

The nobility revealed by the steadfast lips, the flashing eyes in this magnificent portrait is reflected by a happening a few days before
its taking. It was 1865. The forlorn hope of the Confederacy had failed. Gordon and Fitzhugh Lee had attacked the Federal lines
on April 8th, but found them impregnable. Lee heard the news, and said: *“Then there is nothing left me but to go and see General
Grant.”"—* Oh, General, what will history say to the surrender of the army in the field?”’—Lee's reply is among the finest of his
utterances: “Yes, I know they will say hard things of us; they will not understand how we were overwhelmed by numbers; but that
is not the question, Colonel; the question is, is it right to surrender this army? If it is right, then I will take all the responsibility.”
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LEE IN RICHMOND AFTER THE WAR

The quiet distinction and dignity of the Confederate leader appears particularly in this group portrait—
always a trying ordeal for the central figure. Superbly calm he sits, the general who laid down arms totally
unembittered, and set a magnificent example to his followers in peace as he had in war. Lee strove after the
fall of the Confederacy, with all his far-reaching influence, to allay the feeling aroused by four years of the
fiercest fighting in history. This photograph was taken by Brady in 1865, in the basement below the back
porch of Lee’s Franklin Street house in Richmond. On his right stands General G. W. C. Lee, on his left,
Coloncl Walter Taylor. This is one of five photographs taken by Brady at this time. A second and third
are shown on pages 65 and 69, a fourth on page 83 of Volume I, and a fifth on page 23 of Volume III,

[v—8]
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erate victory was dearly paid for, not only in common soldiers
but in the death of “ Stonewall ” Jackson.

Weakened though Lee was, he determined upon another
invasion of the North—his glorious, but ill-fated, Gettys-

| burg campaign. Was it justifiable before those three days

q of fierce fighting that ended in Pickett’s charge? Was Lee

merely candid, not magnanimous, when he took upon himself

the responsibility for the failure of his brilliant plans; or are

his biographers in the right when they seek to relieve him at

the expense of erring and recalcitrant subordinates? In his

confidence in himself and his army, did he underrate the

troops and the commander opposing him? Could Meade, after
July 8d, have crushed Lee and materially shortened the war? |

However these military questions may be finally answered, |3
if final answers are ever obtained, Lee’s admirers need feel little =
apprehension for his fame. The genius to dare greatly and the ?
character to suffer calmly have always been and will always be
the chief attributes of the world’s supreme men of action.
These, in splendid measure, are the attributes of Lee, and they
were never more conspicuously displayed than in the Gettys-
burg campaign. Success is not always a true measure of great-
ness, but insistence upon success as a standard is a very good
measure for a certain kind of smallness.

Meade not acting on the offensive, Lee began to retreat
and at last got his army across the Potomac. Meade followed
him into Virginia, but no important fighting was done in that
State during the remainder of 1863, a year in which the Con-
federacy fared badly elsewhere. Lee suggested that he should
be relieved by a younger man, but President Davis was too
wise to accede, and the Southern cause was assured of its cham-
pion, even though the gaunt forms of famine and defeat kept
drawing nearer and nearer.

Lee’s army suffered severely during the winter of 1868—
64 in the defenses behind the Rapidan, but its chief bore all

privations with a simple Christian fortitude that renders super-
(o8]
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LEE IN 1865

The gray-haired man who wears his uniform with such high distinction is the
general who had shown cvery kind of bravery known to the soldier, including the
supreme courage to surrender his army in the field when he saw that further fighting
would be a useless sacrifice of lives. This was a photograph taken by Brady,
shortly before Lee left his home to become president of Washington University.
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fluous any reference to Roman stoicism. With the spring he
girded himself to meet his future conqueror, Grant, in cam-
paigns which proved that, although he himself could be finally
crushed by weight of numbers, he was nevertheless the greater
master of the art of war. Grant’s army was nearly twice as
large as that of Lee, but this superiority was almost neutral-
ized by the fact that he was taking the offensive in the tangled
region known as the Wilderness. The fighting throughout
May and June, 1864, literally defies description. Grant at last
had to cease maneuvering and to fight his way out to a junc-
tion with Butler on the James. He would attack time and
again with superb energy, only to be thrown back with heavy
losses. Lee used his advantage of fighting on interior lines
and his greater knowledge of the country, and so prevented
any effective advance on Richmond. Finally, after the ter-
rible slaughter at Cold Harbor, he forced Grant to cease
hammering. Yet, after all, the Federal commander was not
outfought. He had to submit to the delay involved in tak-
ing Petersburg before he could take Richmond, but the fall
of the Confederate capital was inevitable, since his own losses
could be made up and Lee’s could not.

On June 18, 1864, I.ee’s forces joined in the defense of
Petersburg, and Grant was soon entrenching himself for the
siege of the town. The war had entered upon its final stage,
as Lee clearly perceived. The siege lasted until the end of
March, 1865, Grant’s ample supplies rendering his victory cer-
tain, despite the fact that when he tested the fighting quality
of his adversaries he found it unimpaired. In one sense it was
sheer irony to give Lee, in February, 1865, the commander-
ship-in-chief of the Confederate armies; yet the act was the out-
ward sign of a spiritual fact, since, after all, he was and had
long been the true Southern commander, and never more so
than when he bore privation with his troops in the wintry

trenches around Petersburg.
[(70]




These twelve members of General Robert E. Lee’s staff surrendered with him at Appomattox Court House, and with him signed a
parole drawn up by Grant, to the effect that they would not take up arms against the United States until or unless they were exchanged.
This military medallion was devised by the photographer Rockwell during General Lee's stay in Richmond in April, 1865. These
facts arc furnished by Major Giles B. Cooke (No. 12, above), who had verified them by writing General Lee himself after the surrender.



Late in March and early in April, the Federals made Lee’s
position untenable, and he pressed on to Amelia Court House,
where the expected supplies failed him, Richmond having
meanwhile surrendered on April 8, 1865. Grant, drawing -
near, sent Lee on April 7th a courteous call to surrender. Lsee,
still hoping against hope for supplies, asked Grant’s terms.
Before the final surrender he took his chance of breaking
through the opposing lines, but found them too strong. Then
he sent a flag of truce to Grant, and a little before noon on
April 9th held a meeting with him in a house at Appomattox
Court House. It is superfluous to say that in his bearing at the
interview and in the terms he offered his exhausted foes, Grant
illustrated as completely the virtue of magnanimity as Lee
did that of dignified resignation.

With tears in his eyes, Lee told his ragged but still un-
daunted veterans that their cause was lost. Then he issued a
noble address to the survivors of his army, received visits from
old friends among his opponents, and rode away on “Traveller”
toward Richmond. In the fallen capital, even the Federal
troops greeted him with enthusiasm, and he was at last once
more in the bosom of his family. In June, he went to the coun-
try for rest, and later in the summer he accepted the presidency
of Washington College at Lexington, now Washington and
Lee University. He had previously refused many gifts and
offers of positions which seemed tainted by mercenary consid-
erations.

As a college president, General Lee both in character and
in poise of intellect ranks with the first. During the five years
of his administration the institution prospered financially, and
the course of studies was liberally enlarged, no narrow military
conceptions being allowed to prevail. He was as beloved by
his students as he had been by his soldiers, and he was content
with his small sphere of influence, declining most wisely to
accept the governorship of the State and a political career




LEE IN 1867 LEE IN 1869

PRESIDENT OF WASHINGTON COLLEGE, LATER THE YEAR BEFORE HIS DEATH AT THE AGE
WASHINGTON AND LEE UNIVERSITY OF SIXTY-THREE

THE DECLINING YEARS

In these portraits the bright eyes of the daring leader have lost none of their fire; the handsome head
still remains erect. In October, 1865, Lee had been installed as president of Washington College at
Lexington, Virginia, later named in his honor Washington and Lee University. Under his manage-
ment new chairs were founded, the scheme of study enlarged, and from the moral side it would have
been impossible to secure finer results. Lee’s greatness of soul was shown in the way in which he
urged the Southern people loyally to accept the result of the war. On the morning of October 12,
1870, at the age of sixty-three, he died—mourned throughout the Union which he had helped to
reunite, and throughout the civilized world, which had watched with admiration his gallant fight and
nobility of soul. “To those who saw his composure under the greater and lesser trials of life,”
wrote Colonel William Preston Johnson, his intimate friend, “and his justice and forbearance with
the most unjust and uncharitable, it seemed scarcely credible that his serene soul was shaken by the
evil that raged around him.”  On his dying bed he fought over the great battles of the war. How
strongly he felt his responsibility is shown by nearly his last words: “Tell Hill he must come up.”
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SHERMAN

A LEADER WHO FOUGHT, BUT WHO WON MORE
BY MARCHES THAN OTHERS WON BY FIGHTING



MAJOR-GENERAL
WILLIAM T. SHERMAN
AND HIS GENERALS

This photograph shows Sher-
man with seven major-generals
who “went through” with him
—fighting their way to Atlanta,
and marching on the famous ex-
pedition from Atlanta to the
sea and north through the Car-
olinas to the battle of Benton-
ville and Johnston’s surrender.

From left to right they are:

MAaJOR-GENERAL
0. O. HowaRrbp
Commanding the Army of the
Tennessce

MAJOR-GENERAL
J. A. Loaan
Formerly Commanding the
Army of the Tennessee

MaJOR-GENERAL
W. B. Hazen
Commanding a Division in the
Fifteenth Army Corps

MAJOR-GENERAL
W. T. SRERMAN
Commanding the Military Divi-
sion of the Mississippi

MaJOR-GENERAL
JEFF C. Davis
Commanding the Fourteenth
Army Corps

MAJOR-GENERAL
H. W. Srocum
Commanding the Army of
Georgia

MAJOR-GENERAL
J. A. MowERr
Commanding the Twentieth
Army Corps

(78]
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WILLIAM TECUMSEH SHERMAN

By WaLter L. FLEMING, PH.D.
Professor of History, Louisiana State University

HE armies of the United States were led in 1864-65 by

two generals, to whom, more than to any other military
leaders, was due the final victory of the Northern forces. Both
Grant and Sherman were Western men; both were somewhat
unsuccessful in the early years of the war and attained success
rather late; to both of them the great opportunity finally came,
in 1868, in the successful movement which opened the Mis-
sissippi, and their rewards were the two highest commands
in the Federal army and the personal direction of the two
great masses of men which were to crush the life out of the
weakening Confederacy. Grant was the chief and Sherman
his lieutenant, but some military critics hold that the latter
did more than his chief to bring the war to an end. They were
friends and were closely associated in military matters after
1862; in temperament and in military methods each supple-
mented the other, and each enabled the other to push his plans

to success. Tt

William Tecumseh Sherman was born in Lancaster, Ohio,
February 8, 1820. The family was of New England origin,
and had come to America from-England in the seventeenth
century. About two hundred years later, Sherman’s father
and mother migrated to what was then the unsettled West and
made their home in Ohio. :His father, a lawyer and in his later
years a justice of the Ohio.Supreme Court, died in 1829, leav-
ing a large family of children without adequate support. The
subject of this sketch was adopted into the family of Thomas
Ewing, who was later United States senator, and Secretary of

the Interior in the cabinets of Harrison and Tyler. The boy
[78]
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v BEFORE THE MARCH TO THE SEA

These two photographs of General Sherman were taken in 1864—the year that made him an inter-
national figure, before his march to the sea which electrified the civilized world, and exposed once for
all the crippled condition of the Confederacy. After that autumn expedition, the problem of the
Union generals was merely to contend with detached armies,no longer with the combined States of the
Confederacy. The latter had no means of extending further support to the dwindling troops in the
field. Sherman was the chief Union exponent of the tactical gift that makes marches count as much
as fighting. In the early part of 1864 he made his famous raid across Mississippi from Jackson to
Meridian and back again, destroying the railroads, Confederate stores, and other property, and des-
olating the country along the line of march. In May he set out from Chattanooga for the invasion of
Georgia. For his success in this campaign he was appointed, on August 12th, a major-general in the
regular army. On November 12th, he started with the pick of his men on his march to the sea.
After the capture of Savannah, December 21st, Sherman’s fame was secure; yet he was one of the
most heartily execrated leaders of the war. There is a hint of a smile in the right-hand picture. The
left-hand portrait reveals all the sternness and determination of a leader surrounded by dangers,
about to penetrate an enemy’s country against the advice of accepted military authorities.
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SHERMAN IN 1865

If Sherman was deemed merciless in war, he was superbly generous when the fighting
was over. To Joseph E. Johnston he offered most liberal terms of surrender for the
Southern armies. Their acceptance would have gone far to prevent the worst of the
reconstruction enormities. Unfortunately his first convention with Johnston was
disapproved. The death of Lincoln had removed the guiding hand that would have
meant so much to the nation. To those who have read his published correspondence
and his memoirs Sherman appears in a very human light. He was fluent and fre-
quently reckless in speech and writing, but his kindly humanity is seen in both.



successful, and soon his bank was considered one of the best
on the Pacific coast. This was due mainly to the prudent
management by which the institution was enabled to weather
the storm that destroyed nearly all the Californian banks in
1856-57. But Sherman had always reported to his headquar-
ters in St. Louis that the bank could not make profits under
the existing conditions, and in 1857 his advice was accepted and
the business closed.

From 1853 to 1857, Sherman appears in but one con-
spicuous instance in another réle than that of banker. In 1856,
he accepted the appointment of general of militia in order to
put down the Vigilantes, an organization formed in San Fran-

‘cisco to crush the lawlessness which had come as a natural re-

sult of the weakness and corruption of the local government.
He sympathized with the members of the organization in their
desire to put down disorder, but maintained that the proper
authorities should be forced to remedy matters, and that illegal
methods of repressing crime should not be tolerated. TFor a
time it seemed that he would succeed, but the local authorities
were much disliked and distrusted by the people, and the prom-
ised support was not given him by the United States military
authorities, with the result that his plans failed.

During the next two years, Sherman decided that as a
business man he was a failure. In his letters, he vigorously as-
serts it as a fact; and in truth his business career must have
been extremely unsatisfactory to him. In spite of good man-
agement, the San Francisco venture had failed. For a few
months afterward he was in charge of another branch of the
same business in New York, and, during the great panic of
1857, this also was discontinued on account of the failure of
the main house in St. Louis. Then he went to Kansas, decided
to practise law and was admitted to the bar, “ on general in-
telligence,” he said, and with his brother-in-law formed the law

firm of Ewing, Sherman and McCook.
[82]
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SHERMAN IN 1876

A BOLDIER TO THE END

The tall figure of “Old Tecumseh” in 1876, though crowned with gray, still stood erect and com-
manding. Upon the appointment of Grant as full general, in July, 1866, Sherman had been pro-
moted to the lieutenant-generalship. When Grant became President of the United States, March
4, 1869, Sherman succeeded him as general. An attempt was made to run him against Grant in
1872, but he emphatically refused to allow his name to be used. He retired from the army on full
pay in February, 1884. Although he was practically assured of the Republican nomination for
President that year, he telegraphed that he would not accept the nomination if given, and would
not serve if elected. He spent his later years among his old army associates, attending reunions,
making speeches at soldiers’ celebrations, and putting his papers in order for future historians. He
resolutely refused all inducements to enter the political arena, and to the end he remained a soldicr.
[0—86]
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SHERMAN’S LEADERS IN THE ATLANTA CAMPAIGN

THE FIRST OF FIVE GROUPS OF LEADERS WHO MADE POSSIBLE SHERMAN’S LACONIC MESSAGE
OF SEPTEMBER, 1864: “ ATLANTA IS OURS AND FAIRLY WON”

John Newton Led the Second Division

R. M. Johnson, Leader of a Division
of the Fourth Corps.

James D. Morgan, Leader of a l)ivisi.on
in the Fourteenth Corps.

in Palmer’s Corps.

|

“
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Alpheus S. Williams, Leader of a Division Edward M. McCook, Dashing Leader of a Wager Swayne, Originally Colonel of the
Cavalry Division in Front of Atlanta. 43d Ohio, Brevetted Major-General.
' [}

under General Joseph Hooker.
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and the Southern points of view, did not fully comprehend the
forces which for years had been driving the sections apart.
When Louisiana seceded, Sherman announced publicly
what was already generally known—that he would not remain
at the seminary; that he would take no part against the United
States. It is said that he wept bitterly when he heard of the
withdrawal of South Carolina. One of the strongest argu-
ments against secession was, in his opinion, the geographic
one. Familiar with all the Southern country, especially the
Mississippi valley, he insisted that Nature itself had already
decided the question against secession and that the South ought

politicians busy, and as they and Lincoln were “ too radical ”

to suit him, he left, profanely declaring that “the politicians
have got the country into this trouble; now let them get it out.”

For two months he was president of a street-railway company

in St. Louis, and while here he was a witness of the division of

Missouri into hostile camps. He watched the North while it

gradually made up its mind to fight, and then he offered his

services to the War Department, and was appointed colonel of

the Thirteenth United States Infantry.

Sherman’s military career falls into four rather distinct
parts: The Manassas, or Bull Run, campaign, and Kentucky,
in 1861; the Shiloh-Corinth campaign, in 1862; the opening
of the Mississippi, in 1863; the campaigns in Georgia and
the Carolinas, in 1864—65. During the first two years, he
was making mistakes, getting experience, and learning his pro-
fession. In the third campaign, his military reputation was
made secure, and in the last one he crushed half the (,onfed-
eracy mainly by his destructive marches.

At Bull Run, or Manassas, he commanded a brigade with-
[86]

to struggle within the Union for redress of grievances. He
Lw It believed that the South, though itself at fault, was aggrieved. L HJL_
[~ = He could-not be prevailed upon to remain, and in February, | ~gHEA
== 1861, he left the seminary and the State. =|= %
| \p, Sherman at once went to Washington where he found the T | ;ﬁF |
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Thos. H. Ruger Commanded a Brigade
under General Hooker.

J. D. Cox Commanded a Division
under General Schofield.

J. C. Veatch, Division Leader in the
Sixteenth Army Corps.

LEADERS IN THE
ATLANTA CAMPAIGN—
GROUP No. 2

COMMANDERS OF DBRIGADES
AND DIVISIONS WHICH FOUGHT
UNDER MCPHERSON, THOMAS
AND HOOKER IN TIIE CAMPAIGN
FOR ATLANTA, SUMMER OF ’64

Morgan L. Smith, Leader of the
Second Division, Fourteenth Corps.

M. D. Manson, Brigade Leader in the
Twenty-third Corps.

-

under General Stanley.

J. A. J. Lightburn Led a Division in
the Army of the Tennessee.

W. L. Elliott, Chief of Cavalry under
General Thomas

I Charles Cruft Commanded a Brigade
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credit, and though it was routed he quickly restored its organ-
ization and morale, and for this he was made a brigadier-gen-
eral of volunteers.

Transferred to Kentucky to assist General Robert An-
derson, his former commander, in organizing the Federals of
Kentucky, he came near ruining his career by the frankness
of his speech to the Secretary of War and to the newspaper
men. The administration evidently desired to minimize the
gravity of the situation in the West, but Sherman insisted that
to hold Kentucky sixty thousand men were necessary, and to
open the valley to the Gulf two hundred thousand would be
needed. He was better acquainted with the Southern temper
than were the Northern politicians and the newspapers, some
of which now declared him insane for making such a statement.
He was hounded by them for several months and was almost
driven from the service. The course of the war showed that
he was correct.

During the next year was begun the movement to open
the Mississippi valley. From the beginning of the war this
had been one of Sherman’s favorite projects. It was a West-
ern feeling that the river must be opened, that the valley must
belong to one people. Sherman saw service in responsible com-
mands in the Shiloh-Corinth campaign. At Shiloh, he, like
the other Federal and Confederate commanders, was hardly
at his best; all of them still had much to learn. But in the
rather uneventful Corinth military promenade, Sherman be-
gan to show his wonderful capacity for making marches count
as much as fighting. He was now regarded as one of the best
minor leaders, was no longer considered insane, and was made
a major-general of volunteers as a reward for his services in
the campaign.

In the Vicksburg campaign of 1863, which completed the
opening of the Mississippi and cut in two the Confederacy,
Sherman bore a conspicuous part, first under McClernand and
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later under Grant. It was the successful termination of the
Vicksburg campaign which made secure the military reputa-
tions of both Grant and Sherman. Their good fame was
enhanced by the subsidiary campaigns into the interior of
Mississippi, and by the battle on Missionary Ridge, in Ten-
nessee. Henceforth, “ political ” generals were less in evidence
and the professional soldiers came to the front. Grant was
called to exercise the chief command over all the armies of the
Union. To Sherman, who was now made a brigadier-general
of regulars, was given the supervision of the entire Southwest,
embracing practically all of the military frontier not under
Grant’s immediate control. He was to direct the chief army
which was to strike at the vitals of the lower South, and to
exercise general supervision over the military operations in
Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, and Arkansas, which were
designed to make secure the hold of the Federals upon the
lower Mississippi valley.

The river was held, and the army of one hundred thousand
men, under the immediate command of Sherman, carried to suc-
cessful conclusion, in 1864—63, three campaigns—that against
Atlanta, the “store-house of the Confederacy,” for which he
was made major-general in the regular army, the march
through Georgia to the sea, cutting the Confederacy in two
a second time, and the campaign through the Carolinas, which
was designed to crush the two principal armies of the South
between Sherman’s and Grant’s forces.

For three months of the Atlanta campaign—May, June,
and July—Sherman was pitted against Joseph E. Johnston,
one of the Confederacy’s greatest generals, the one best qual-
ified to check Sherman’s march. But Johnston, with his smaller
force, fell back slowly from one strong position to another,
holding each until flanked by Sherman, who could make prog-
ress in no other way. When Atlanta was reached, Johnston
was superseded by John B. Hood, who at once initiated an




M. D. Leggett, Division William Harrow Commanded John W. Fuller, Leader of a Thomas W. Sweeny Led a
Leader in Blair's Corps. Division in Logan’s Corps. Division in Dodge’s Corps. Division in Dodge’s Corps.

LEADERS IN THE ATLANTA
CAMPAIGN—No. 4

| PROMINENT LEADERS IN THE ARMY OF
THE CUMBERLAND AND THE TENNESSEE
IN SHERMAN'S MASTERLY MOVEMENT
TO THE HEART OF GEORGIA

George D. Wagner Commanded a William F. Barry, Chief of Artillery
Division under Howard. on Sherman’s Stafl.

W. W. Belknap, Promoted in~ John B. Turchin, Leader in William T. Ward Led a Di-  John W. Sprague, Leader in
Front of Atlanta. the Fourteenth Corps. vision under Hooker. the Sixteenth Corps,
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Jos. A. Cooper Commanded a Brigade M. F. Force Commanded a Brigade Jobn H. King Commanded a Division
in the Twenty-third Corps. under Blair. in the Fourteenth Corps.

GENERAL OFFICERS

LEADERS IN THE CONSPICUOUS IN SIIERMAN’S
ATLANTA AND ADVANCE AND SOME

WHO PROTECTED THE FLANK
NASHVILLE CAMPAIGNS
AND REAR OF HIS ARMY

Milo S. Hascall, Leader of a Division
in the Twenty-third Corps.

David S. Stanley, Leader of the H. M. Judab Commanded a Division Charles C. Walcutt, Leader of a
Fourth Corps; an All-around Soldier. of the Twenty-third Corps. Brigade in the Fifteenth Corps.
| - ) e




= = Ry
WT Sherman ¢+ ¢+ + ¢ + 4

economic conditions existing in the Southwest, Sherman was
preeminently fitted to undertake the task of breaking to pieces
the weakening South. He was a great strategist if not so
successful as a tactician; he won more by marches than others
by fighting; he had a genius for large conceptions, and with his
clear comprehension of Southern conditions he was able to
strike with irresistible force at the weak points in the defense.
Thus it*was, according to Robert E. Lee, that he was enabled
to give the Confederacy a mortal wound before any of its
" armies surrendered. ' '

One feature of Sherman’s campaigns, after leaving At-
lanta, has been severely criticised. Much of the destruction of
H  private property in Georgia and South Carolina, it is held, was
not only unnecessary but amounted to cruelty in depriving
the population of the necessities of life. Woodrow Wilson
says of the work of the armies under Sherman’s command:
“ They had devoted themselves to destruction and the stripping
of the land they crossed with a thoroughness and a care for de-
tails hardly to be matched in the annals of modern warfare—
each soldier played the marauder very heartily.” Sherman
himself intimated that the march would “ make Georgia howl,”
and would “make its inhabitants feel that war and ruin are
synonymous terms.” The most intense feeling on the subject
still exists in the communities over which Sherman marched in
1864-65, a feeling which does not exist against any other com-
mander on either side, nor against Sherman himself in the
regions over which he fought before 1864.

That Sherman himself did not intend to go beyond the
limits of legitimate warfare is clear, and the unfortunate ex-
cesses were due mainly to the somewhat demoralized discipline
of the troops, to the fact that they were in the midst of a hostile
country, to the increasing bitterness that had developed as
the war progressed, to the natural development of the permit-
ted “ foraging ” into reckless plundering, and in part to certain

characteristics of Sherman himself, which probably affected the
: [94]
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ARMY AND CORPS LEADERS WHO ENDED THE WAR IN THE NORTHWEST AND SO

As Sherman cut the southeastern Con-
federacy in two by his march to the sea,
80 Sheridan (center of group above) and
Canby (shown below) wiped off the map
the theaters of war in the northwest and
southwest respectively. With Merritt
and Torbert, and the dashing Custer,
Sheridan swept the Shenandoah Valley.
Canby, as commander of the military
division of West Mississippi, directed the
Mobile campaign of March-April, 1865,
which resulted in the occupation by the
Federals of Mobile and Montgomery. A
raid by James H. Wilson (second from
right) had prepared the way for this re-
sult. In May, 1865, Canby received the
surrender of the Confederate forces under
Generals R. Taylor and E. Kirby Smith,
the largest Confederate forces which sur-

GENERAL EDWARD R. 8. CANBY

rendered at the end of the war. The cav-
alry leaders in the upper picture are, from
left to right: Generals Wesley Merritt,
David McM. Gregg, Philip Henry Sher-
idan, Henry E. Davies, James Harrison
Wilson, and Alfred T. A. Torbert. Wil-
son was given the cavalry corps of the
military district of the Mississippi in
1865, and Torbert commanded the cav-
alry corps of the Army of the Shenandoah
under Sheridan. These six great leaders
are among the men who handled the
Federal cavalry in its last days, welding
it into the splendid, efficient, aggressive,
fighting force that finally overwhelmed
the depleted ranks of their Confederate
opponents, Forrest and Wheeler in the
Woest and Rosser, Lomax, Stuart, the
two Lees and Hampton in the East.
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policy of his corps commanders, who were more directly charged
with the conduct of the troops. But if Sherman was merciless
in war, he was superbly generous when the fighting was over.

When Grant was made President, Sherman succeeded him
as general of the army, and knowing Grant’s views:to coincide
with his own, he hoped so to reorganize the army that the com-
manding general, not the Secretary of War, would be the real
head of the army. With Grant’s assistance the reforms were
undertaken, but they lasted less than a month, the political pres-
sure upon the President in favor of the old system being too
strong for him to bear. Sherman and Grant then drifted
apart; the former could do little toward carrying out his plans
for the betterment of the army, and finally, to escape unpleas-
ant treatment, he removed his headquarters to St. Louis where
he remained until President Hayes invited him to return to
Washington and inaugurate his cherished plans of army ad-
ministration. This pleasing professional situation continued
until Sherman’s retirement, in 1884.

During his later years, he spent most of his time in New
York among old army associates, attending reunions, making
speeches at soldier’s celebrations, and putting his papers in
order for the use of future historians. He died in New York
on February 14, 1891, aged seventy-one years. He was buried,
as he wished, in St. Louis, by the side of his wife and his little
son, who had died nearly thirty years before. Inconspicuous
among the many generals who went to New York to do honor
to the dead leader was a quiet old gentleman in civilian dress—
Sherman’s ablest antagonist in war, Joseph E. Johnston, and
by the side of the grave at St. Louis was one of his old L.ouisi-
ana colleagues, proud of his unique experience, “a professor
under Sherman and a soldier under ‘ Stonewall’ Jackson.”
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JACKSON

THOMAS J. JACKSON IN THE FORTIES

A PORTRAIT TAKEN DURING THE MEXICAN WAR,
WHERE JACKSON SERVED AS A SECOND
LIEUTENANT, THE YEAR AFTER HIS
GRADUATION FROM WEST POINT



STONEWALL JACKSON—A MEMORY

By ALLeNn C. REDWOOD
Fifty-fifth Virginia Regiment, Confederate States Army

HEN the early details of the first important collision
between the contending forces in Virginia, in 1861, be-
gan to come in, some prominence was given to the item relating
how a certain brigade of Virginia troops, recruited mostly from
the Shenandoah valley and the region adjacent to the Blue
Ridge, had contributed, largely by their steadiness under fire,
almost for the first time, to the sustaining of the hard-pressed
and wavering Confederate left flank, and the subsequent con-
version of what had threatened to be a disastrous defeat to the
Southern arms into a disorderly and utter rout of the opposing
army.

War was a very new experience to most of that genera-
tion, and the capacity for absorbing sensational bulletins was
commensurate with the popular expectation, if it did not ex-
ceed it. Those of us who were as yet doing the commonplace
duty of detached garrisons, were consumed with envy of our
more fortunate comrades who had taken part in what then
seemed the great battle of the war and which our inexperience
even conjectured might determine the pending issues. A man
who had * been at Manassas ”’ might quite safely draw upon
his imagination to almost any extent in relating its happen-
ings, with no fear that the drafts would not be duly honored by
our credulity. As to the civilian element, its appetite was
bounded only by the supply; like poor little Oliver Twist, it con-
tinually presented its porringer, eagerly demanding * more!”

Of this mass of fiction—of unthreshed grain—there re-
mains yet one kernel of veracious history, and the incident was
predestined to exercise significant and far-reaching influence




THOMAS JONATHAN JACKSON

AS FIRST LIEUTENANT, U. 8. A.

Jackson’s very soul impressed itself on the glass of this early negative through his striking features—more
clearly read than later, when a heavy beard had covered the resolute lips, and the habit of command had
veiled the deep-seeing, somber eyes. When the quiet Virginia boy with the strong religious bent graduated
eighteenth in his class of seventy from West Point in 1846, his comrades little thought that he was destined
to become the most suddenly famous of American generals. The year after his graduation he attracted
attention by his performances as lieutenant of artillery under General Scott in Mexico, and was brevetted
captain and major for bravery at Contreras, Churubusco, and Chapultepec. Fourteen years later he earned
his sobriquet of “Stonewall” in the first great battle of the Civil War. Within two years more he had risen
to international fame—and received his mortal wound on the field of battle. He was reserved, almost som-
ber with his men, yet he earned the love and enthusiastic devotion of the soldiers who came to be known as
“Jackson’s foot cavalry,’” so unparalleled were the marches they made under his leadership. They came to
trust his judgment as infallible, and in spite of overwhelming odds they followed no matter where he led.
[0—7]
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JACKSON—HIS MOST REVEALING PHOTOGRAPH

A PICTURE SECURED ONLY BY THE URGING
OF GENERAL BRADLEY T. JOHNSON

Jackson, a modest hero, nearly always shrank from being photographed. At
the height of his fame he answered a publisher’s letter with a refusal to write
the desired magazine article or to send any picture of himself, though the offer
was a very flattering one. The photograph above was made in Winchester,
in February, 1862, at the Rontzohn gallery, where Jackson had been persuaded
to spend a few minutes by the earnest entreaties of General Bradley T. John-
son. Some five months later Jackson was to send Banks whirling down the
Shenandoah Valley, to the friendly shelter of the Potomac and Harper’s
Ferry, keep three armies busy in pursuit of him, and finally turn upon them
and defeat two of them. This, with the profile portrait taken near Fred-
ericksburg, shown on page 115 of Volume II, represents the only two sittings
of Jackson during the war. Captain Frank P. Clark, who served three
years in close association with the general, considered this the best likeness.
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United States Military Academy, and was known to have been
a some-time officer of the army, serving in Magruder’s battery
in Mexico during the campaign of Scott from Vera Cruz to
the capital city. )

It was even intimated that he had won certain brevets
there for service at Vera Cruz, Contreras, and Chapultepec,
rising from the grade of second lieutenant to that of major
within a period of eighteen months, but to the youthful sense
all that was very ancient history, of a piece with the Pelopon-
nesian War, for instance, and the mists of antiquity hung about
I the record and made its outlines very vague. To the young,
ten years seems a great while, and during that period their
H  reticent, rigid instructor had been quite out of touch with any-
thing military other than their cadet battalion or the gun de-
tails of the institute battery of 6-pounders, with human teams,
| which it was his duty to put through their evolutions on the
drill-ground.

The human side of this man has almost no record during
these years, apart from what comes to us through the letters to
his wife; he was not a man who wore his heart on his sleeve, and
life seems to have always been to him as a trust, for which he
held himself strictly accountable, and which was not to be
squandered in trivialities of any sort. As we know now, he
had much to do, and the time for it was to be all too brief for
its full accomplishment; yet he seems to have been not quite
devoid of some sense of humor, in spite of his habitual reserve
and aloofness.

It is related that upon one occasion, at this stage of his
career, he propounded to his class this question, “ Young gen-
tlemen, can any of you explain to me the reason why it has
never been possible to send a telegraphic despatch from Lex-
ington to Staunton?” Several theories were advanced, such as
that the presence of iron ore in the surrounding mountains
1]l might have had the effect of deflecting the electric current.

At last, one boy—the dullard of the class, usually—suggested,
[102]
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“STONEWALL” AND THE MEN WHO BORE HIS ORDERS

Their honors came not easily to Jackson's staff officers.  Tireless himself, regardless of all personal comforts, he seemed to consider
others endowed with like qualities.  After a day of marching and fighting it was no unusual thing for him to send a staff member on a
thirty or forty mile ride. He was on terms of easy friendship and confidence with his aides off duty, but his orders were explicit and
irrevocable. He had no confidants as to his military designs—quite the opposite: Before starting on his march to Harper’s Ferry he
called for a map of the Pennsylvania frontier, and made many inquiries as to roads and localities to the north of Frederick, whereas his
route lay in the opposite direction. His staff, like his soldiers, first feared his apparent rashness, and then adored him for his success.
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John Echols, Colonel of a * Stonewall” Regiment at Bull J. D. Imboden, at Bull Run and always with Jackson;
Run; Later Led a Brigade in Lee’s Army. Later Commanded a Cavalry Brigade.

Isaac R. Trimble. Where “Stonewall” was,
There was Trimble also.




all the outlying posts of the Confederate line were being
severally driven in. Johnston had retired from Manassas to
the line of the Rappahannock, presently to proceed to York-
town, and eventually to retire thence to the Chickahominy. It
was while lying there, awaiting McClellan’s attack, that we
began to get news of very active proceedings in the Valley
region, which came to have important bearing upon our for-
tunes, and in the final issue to determine the contest we were
expecting and awaiting in our immediate front.

To those sultry, squalid camps, reeking with malaria and
swarming with flies, came from beyond the far-away Blue
Ridge stirring and encouraging tidings of rapid march and
sudden swoop; of telling blows where least expected; of skilful

maneuvering of a small force, resulting in the frustrating of all
combinations of one numerically its superior, and paralyzing
for the time being all the plans of the Federal War Depart-

ment and the grand strategy of the “ young Napoleon ” at the
head of its armies in the field.

It seemed as if the sobriquet conferred upon Manassas field
had become the veriest of misnomers; the “ Stonewall ” had
acquired a marvelous mobility since that July day not yet a
year old and had become a catapult instead. And what, per-
haps, appealed to our personal interest more forcibly was the
story of the capture of the rich spoil of war, the supplies, of
which we were already beginning to feel the need. Our daily
diet of unrelieved bread and bacon grew fairly nauseating at
the thought of the bounty so generously provided by “ Commis-
sary-General ” Banks, and of the extra dainties inviting pillage
in the tents of Israel—but we were to get our share, with ac-
crued interest, later on.

We had not yet ceased to marvel over these exploits when
Jackson executed one of his mysterious disappearances, puz-
zling alike to friend and foe, and he next announced himself by

the salvo of his guns, driving in McClellan’s exposed right.
[106] .




Edward Johnson Led an Inde- George H. Steuart, Later James A. Walker Led a

pendent Command under a Brigade Commander Brigade under Jack-
Jackson in 1862. in Lee's Army. son at Antietam.
E. M. Law, Conspicuous at South Mountain Charles W. Field, Later in Command of

and Maryland Heights. one of Longstreet’s Divisions.
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A.R.Lawton Led
Ewell's Old Di-
vision at the
Battle of
Antie-
tam.

R. E. Colston Commanded Trimble's
Division at Chancellorsville.

CONFEDERATE
GENERALS
WITH
JACKSON

Jas. J. Archer Commanded a Brigade
at Chancellorsville.

Roswell S.Ripley,
Wounded at
Antietam in

Defense of
Lee's Left
Flank.

Henry Heth Commanded the Light
Division at Chancellorsville.

AT ANTIETAM
AND
CHANCELLORS-
VILLE
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approach to the Confederate capital was to be attempted from
that direction. Already he had proceeded thither with his two
divisions which had made the Valley campaign—his own and
Ewell’s—when ours, commanded by A. P. Hill, received orders
to join them, and all three were thenceforth incorporated in the
Second Corps of the Army of Northern Virginia, as long as
he commanded it.

We had fought the sharp engagement of Cedar Mountain
L on the 9th of August, 1862, and checked Pope’s advance to
the Rapidan. Then, after some days of rest, we again took the
initiative and, crossing the little river, went after him. But
the general who had heretofore “ seen only the backs of his
l  enemies ”’ did not see fit to await our coming, but made so
prompt and rapid a retrograde movement that even our ex-
peditious “foot cavalry ”’ could not come up with him before
he passed the Rappahannock. It was on this hurried pursuit,
passing through Brandy Station, that a figure came riding
along the toiling foot column toward the front. He was in no
wise remarkable in appearance, and it was with surprise that
the writer heard that he was no other than our commander,
I l General “ Stonewall ” Jackson.

He wore a rather faded gray coat and cap to match—the
latter of the “ cadet ” pattern then in vogue and tilted so far
over his eyes that they were not visible, and his mount and gen-
eral appearance were not distinctive of high rank. In fact, he
seemed some courier carrying a message to some general officer
on ahead. Despite his West Point training, he was never a
showy horseman—in which respect he had a precedent in the
great Napoleon. When we took Harper’s Ferry, in September
of that same year, one of the surrendered garrison remarked,
when Jackson was pointed out to him, “ Well, he’s not much
to look at, but if we’d only had him, we’d never have been in
this fix.”

_Jl But within the interval we were to see much of him, and

our appreciation speedily penetrated below the surface indica-
[110]
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B.D. Fry, Colonel of the 13th Ala-
bama ; Later led a Brigade
in Pickett’s Charge.

Harry T. Hays, Later Charged the Robert F. Hoke, Later Defender of Peters-

F. T. Nichols, Wounded in the Flank

Attack on Howard’s Corps,
May 2, 1863.

William Smith, Colonel of the 49th

Batteries at Gettysburg. burg, Richmond and Wilmington. Virginia; Later at Gettysburg

CONFEDERATE AT THE

GENERALS LAST—
WITH CHANCEL-
JACKSON LORSVILLE

J. R. Jones Commanded a Brigade
of Virginians in Trimble's
Division.

F. L. Thomas Commanded a
Brigade in A. P. Hill's
Division.
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tions as we came to know and trust the man who conducted us
to unfailing victory. Soldiers always forgive the means so that
the end may be assured, and no man ever worked his troops
harder than did Jackson, or ever awakened in them more in-
tense enthusiasm and devotion. His appearance never failed
to call forth that tumultuous cheer which was part of the battle
onset. This was mostly, it must be admitted, in a spirit of mis-
chief and for the sake of “making old Jack’ run,” for he
never liked an ovation and always spurred out of the demon-
stration at top speed. Rigid disciplinarian that he was in all
essentials, there was not the suspicion of concern with pomp
and circumstance in all his make-up. War was to him much
too serious an affair to be complicated by anything of the sort,
nor was he at all tolerant of excuses when there was work in
hand—results alone counted.

At Chantilly, our division commander sent word to him
that he was not sure that he could hold his position as his am-
munition was wet. “ My compliments to General Hill and say
that the enemy’s ammunition is as wet as his, and to hold his
ground,” was Jackson’s reply. Yet, unsparing as he was of
his men when the urgency of the occasion demanded it, he was
equally unsparing of himself, and, moreover, was always con-
cerned for their well-being once the emergency was past, realiz-
ing that all warlike preparation is to the end of lavish expendi-
ture at the supreme moment. In camp he was always solicitous
that the troops should be well cared for, but when it came to
take the field,

“ What matter if our shoes are worn,
What matter if our feet are torn,
Quick step—we’re with him ere the dawn.”

That was “ Stonewall Jackson’s Way.” A purposeful
man, obstacles were to him but things to be overcome or ig-

nored if they stood in the way of his plans. When one of his
[112]




Alfred Iverson, Ewr at Gettysburg E. A. O'Ngal Charged_ with His Bri-
and with Hood at Atlanta. gade in Rodes’ First Line
at Chancellorsville.




subordinates, after the three days’ hard fighting of the Second
Manassas, preceded by a march of almost a hundred miles
within a little more than a like period of time, objected that his

“men could not march further until they should have received

rations, he was promptly put under arrest by Jackson, bent as
he was upon following up his advantage and overwhelming
Pope’s defeated army before it could reach the protection of
its entrenched lines at Alexandria, some thirty miles distant.

A master of men, Jackson infused those of his command
with much of his own indomitable spirit, as expressed in the
lines quoted from the old song of the corps, until they came
to take pride in their hardships and privations and to profess
a Spartan-like contempt for the sybaritic softness, as they con-
sidered it, of the other corps of the army. As to their confi-
dence in his ability to meet and to dominate any situation, it
simply had no bounds. In the movement on Manassas and
during the engagement, with hostile forces coming from almost
every direction, and while as yet we had no tidings of Long-
street, we were remote from our base and the foe was in su-
perior force between; we were footsore and fagged nearly to
the limit of human endurance, but there was no faltering in
the belief that Jackson saw his way out of the toils which seemed
to compass him about, as he had aforetime in the Valley cam-
paign. Those thin lines never held their ground more tena-
ciously nor charged with more élan than during those eventful
August days.

The last time my eyes were to behold him—how well it
comes to mind |—was upon the morning of the fateful May 2,
1868, before the close of which day was to be ended his career
as a soldier. We were moving out by the flank on a little wood-
land road, where we had been in bivouac the night before; it
was a gloomy, overcast morning, as if giving premonition of
the calamity to come to us before the next rising of the sun.

Before we reached the plank road, in a small opening among
[114]




CONFEDERATE WHO COOPERAT-

GENERALS OF ED WITH JACK-
LONGSTREET’S SON IN
CORPS ’62 AND °’63

Lafayette McLaws With His Division Supported Jackson’s
Attacks at Harper's Ferry and Chancellorsville ;
Later Conbspicuous at Gettysburg and
Chickamauga.

Joseph Brevard Kershaw Captured Mary- James L. Kemper Commanded a Brigade Ambrose R. Wright With His Brigade
. land Heights, Opposite Jackson’s Posi- on Jackson’s Right at the Second Closed the Pass Along the Canal
tion at Harper’s Ferry. Battle of Manassas. at Harper's Ferry.
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THE MEANING OF
LOSSES
IN WARFARE

’

MEN OF THE FAMOUS ‘ VERMONT BRIGADE,”’ ALL FROM THE ONE
STATE, WHICH SUFFERED MORE HEAVILY THAN ANY OTHER FEDERAL
BRIGADE DURING THE WAR—WITHIN A WEEK AT THE WILDERNESS
AND SPOTSYLVANIA, IT LOST 1,645 OUT OF £,100 EFFECTIVE MEN



THE REGIMENT THAT SUSTAINED THE GREATEST LOSS OF ANY IN THE
UNION ARMY '

In the assault on Petersburg, June 18, 1864, these boys from Maire, serving as infantry, sustained the greatest
loss of any one regiment in any one action of the war. Before the site where Fort Stedman was subse-
quently built 635 men were killed and wounded out of ninc hundred engaged, a loss of over seventy per cent.
in seven minutes. Such slaughter has never been paralleled in any warfare, ancient or modern. Of all the
regiments in the Union armies this regiment lost most during the four years. Twenty-three officers and
400 enlisted men were killed and mortally wounded, and two hundred and sixty died of discase. The First
Maine Heavy Artillery was organized at Bangor, and mustered in August 21, 1862. It left the State for
Washington on August 24th. This section of the tremendous regimental quota—eightcen hundred men—is

drilling at Fort Sumner in the winter of 1863. The men little imagine, as they go skilfully through their evo-
18]
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THE FIRST MAINE HEAVY ARTILLERY DRILLING IN FORT SUMNER,
ON A WINTER’S DAY OF °’63

lutions in the snow, that the hand of death is to fall so ruthlessly on their ranks. From the defenses of Wash-
ington they went to Belle Plain, Virginia, on May 15, 1864, as a part of Tyler’s Heavy Artillery Division.
Four days later, at Harris's Farm on the Fredericksburg Road, the first of their great disasters fell upon them.
In this engagement their killed numbered eighty-two, their wounded 394, and their missing five. Less than
a month later came the awful slaughter at Petersburg. The remnant of the regiment served until its fall,
April 2, 1865. After taking part in the Grand Review at Washington and remaining in its defenses till Sep-
tember 11th, the organization was mustered out, and ordered to Bangor, Maine. On September 20, 1865,
the survivors of this “fighting regiment”’ were mustered out. The Second Wisconsin Infantry lost a greater
percentage in killed during its whole term—19.7 per cent. as against 19.2 per cent. in the First Maine.
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MEN OF THE FIFTH GEORGIA

MORE THAN HALF THIS REGIMENT WAS KILLED AND WOUNDED AT THE BATTLE OF CHICKAMAUGA

Lounging beneath the Stars and Bars are eight members of an Augusta, Georgia, company—The “Clinch Rifles.’” Their new parapher-
nalia is beautifully marked “C. R.”” They have a negro servant. In a word, they are inexperienced Confederate volunteers of May,
1861, on the day before their company became a part of the Fifth Georgia Regiment. Pass to November, 1868; imagine six of the sol-
diers in the group lying dead or groaning with wounds, and but three unhurt,—and you have figured the state of the regiment after it
was torn to shreds at the battle of Chickamauga. It was mustered in for twelve months at Macon, Georgia, May 11, 1861, being the last
regiment taken for this short term. The Sixth Georgia and those following were mustered in for three years or the war. The Clinch
Rifles were sent to garrison Pensacola, Floritla, where General Braxton Bragg would occasionally come from his headquarters, eight miles
away, to drill them. The ten companies were all from towns, or cities, and nicely uniformed, though each in a different style. This
led Bragg to name them his “ Pound Cake Regiment.” In July and August, 1862, the Fifth marched from Chattanooga, Tennessee, to
Bardstown, Kentucky, thence to the eastern part of the State, and down through Cumberland Gap to Knoxville, 800 miles in all. It
lost heavily in the battle of Murfreesboro. At bloody Chickamauga, September 19 and 20, 1863, its killed and wounded were more than
54 per cent. of the regiment—surpassed by few organizations in history. It suffered again at Missionary Ridge, and in the spring of
1864, when it stood against Sherman through the Atlanta campaign. The regiment fought on through the campaigns from Savannah,
Georgia, up to North Carolina, and in the last combat at Bentonville, North Carolina. It surrendered at Greensboro, April, 26, 1865,



battle, but indicate the percentage of those suffered by the vic- .

tors only. These show fighting losses. In losses by a defeated
army, those received in retreating cannot be separated from
those received in ﬁghtfng. If, however, a defeated army is
not routed, but retires, still in fighting condition, and the foe
is so crippled that he cannot make effective pursuit, as was the
case at Chickamauga, or if the defeated army does not leave
the field at all, until, say, twenty-four hours after the battle, as
was the case with the Confederates at Sharpsburg and Gettys-
burg, the losses on both sides are to be counted as fighting
losses, and their percentage is a fair measure of *capacity to
stand pounding.” A

Gaged, then, by this standard, which for large armies in
a great battle is absolutely fair, Waterloo is eclipsed by Get-
tysburg; Gettysburg is eclipsed by Sharpsburg, and Sharps-
burg eclipsed by Chickamauga.

Here are some of Colonel Henderson’s percentages, which
tell the story, the percentage of the Federal losses at Chicka-
mauga being calculated from Henderson’s figures. At Water-
loo, the victors’ loss was twenty per cent. At Gettysburg, the
victors lost also twenty per cent. But, at Waterloo, the French
army dissolved; at Gettysburg, the Confederates held to their
position nearly all the following day, and the majority of the
Confederates did not know they had been defeated there until
after the war.

At Sharpsburg, their victory cost the Federals not twenty,
but twenty-three per cent., and the Confederates held fast to
their position all the next day.

At Chickamauga, their victory cost the Confederates
twenty-seven per cent., and the Federals, inflicting this loss,
retreated ; but General Thomas, the “ Rock of Chickamauga,”
still held fast to prevent pursuit, and Rosecrans’ army was
ready to fight the next day. At Waterloo, the entire loss in

killed and wounded, of the French, was thirty-one per cent.
[122]
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OFFICERS OF A WESTERN FIGHTING REGIMENT—THE 36TH ILLINOIS

Of the Illinois regiments the Thirty-sixth fought in every important battle of the entire war in Western ter-
ritory, and suffered in killed alone a loss of no less than 14.8 per cent., a figure exceeded among Illinois organ-
izations only by the 14.9 per cent. of the Ninety-third. No Federal regiment lost as much as 20 per cent.
killed and only 200 out of the 3,559 organizations as much as ten per cent. The Thirty-sixth Illinois lost 204
men out of a total enrollment of 1,876. These figures refer to deaths alone, excluding wounded and missing.
At the battle of Stone’s River, Tennessee, the regiment lost forty-six killed, 151 wounded, and fifteen missing,
a total of 212. This was its heaviest blow in any one battle. It fought at Pea Ridge, an early engagement in
the West, at Chaplin Hills, at the bloody battle of Chickamauga, and on the corpse-strewn slopes of Mission-
ary Ridge. It fought under Sherman from Resaca to Atlanta, and when that general marched away on his
expedition to the coast, the Thirty-sixth turned back to suffer its fourth largest loss in killed at the battle of
Franklin, and to help Thomas crush Hood at the battle of Nashville. Such were the Western fighting regiments.

A REGIMENT ILLINOIS
THAT LOST INFANTRY
14.8% IN IN THE

KILLED ALONE WEST

OFFICERS OF THE 386TH ILLINOIS
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COMMANDERS OF UNION BRIGADES CONSPICUOUS FOR LOSSES

These brigades from the Armies of the Potomac, the Cumberland, and the Tennessee, are
mentioned specnﬁcally by Colonel William F. Fox, on account of their notable losses in action.

Iron Brigade
SoLoMON MEREDITH
Originally Colonel of the 19th
Indiana.

First New Jersey Brigade
WiLLiam H. PENROSE
Originally Colonel of the
15th New Jersey.

Excelsior Brigade
Joserr B. CARR
Originally Colonel of the 2d
New York.

Mlch-*nCm-Irs Bngnde

Originally Colonel of the 1st
Michigan Cavalry.

Iowa Brigade
WiLLiam W. BELENAP
Originally Colonel of the
15th Iowa.

Phllndel hm Bri
Dr. Witt CLiNTON BaXTRR
Originally Colonel of the 72d
Pennsylvania.

Harker's Brigade
LutRER P. BRADLEY
Originally Colonel of the
51st Illinois.

Willich’s Bngnde
Ori nalluuélzl lI”‘f tﬁ 32d
riginally Colonel of the
Indinna.

Irish Brigade

Tromas FranNcis MEAGHRR

Commanded the Brigade
in 186

Vermont Brigade
Lewis A. GRaNT
Originally Colonel of the 5th
Vermont.

Opdycke's Brigade
EMER80N OPDYCKE
Originally Colonel of the
125th Ohio.

Steedman’s Brigade
Jaues B. STEEDMAN
Originally Colonel of the
14th Ohio.
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as twenty-three, the Confederate loss as thirty-two; the Japa-
nese loss at Mukden as 14.1 and at Lio-Yang as 18.5. These
were the bloodiest of the much lauded Japanese victories. This
fighting does not compare with that in the American Civil War.

" In the great Franco-Prussian war there is but one battle
in which the percentage of the victor’s loss is at all in the same
class in the American Civil War, and that is Vionville, 1870,
where the victor’s loss was twenty-two, as compared with
twenty-seven at Chickamauga. So it may be said fairly that,
for a century, the world has seen no such stubborn fighter as
the American soldier.

In studying the statistics of the various regiments whose
losses are tabulated in this volume, the reader will discover
that very many of these were suffered in great battles, the na-
ture of which has been told briefly; and he must remember that
| ]  neither of the armies suffered at any time any such signal
defeat as would account for very heavy losses. The First
Manassas (Bull Run) is no exception to this. The Confed-
erates did not follow, and their losses in killed and wounded
were heavier than those of the Federals.

What some of the foreign military experts think of us as
fighters we may learn by extracts taken from their writings,
italicizing at will. The late Lieutenant-Colonel Henderson was
professor of military art and history at the Staff College of
Great Britain. He says, in his “ The Science of War ”:

The War of Secession was waged on so vast a scale, employed so
large a part of the manhood of both North and South America, aroused
to such a degree the sympathies of the entire nation, and, in its brilliant
achievements, both by land and sea, bears such splendid testimony to
the energy and fortitude of their race, that in the minds of the American
people it has roused an interest which shows no sign of abating.

N
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Further on in the same essay he states:
Now, if there is one thing more than another apparent to the stu-
Il dent of the Civil War, it is that the soldiers on both sides were exceed-

ingly well matched in courage and endurance.
[126]
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WiLuiam T. Worrorp

Led his Brigade in the Maryland, Gettysburg,

Wilderness and Shenandoah Campaigns.

James H. Lane
Led his Brigade at Fredericks-
bu.r% Gettysburg and in the
ilderness Campaign.

WINFIELD ScoTT FEATHERSON

Originally Colonel of the 17th Miuiﬁaiip

Promoted for Gallantry at Ball's
Led his Brigade on the Peninsula.

Led his Bngade in Bragg's Ten-
nessee Campaigns, notably

’

DanieL S. DONELSON

Led his Brigade in the Tennessee Campaigu,
notably at Murfreesboro.

WiLLiaM B. Bate

at Chickamauga.

Henry L. BENNING

Led his Bnqnde in the Principal Battles of
Longstreet’s Corps, including Gettysburg,
hlcknmauga and the

COMMANDERS OF

ilderness.

RogER ATKINBON PRYOR
Fought his Brigade on the Pen-
insula, where it bore a con-
spicuous part at Seven Pincs.

RoBeErT H. ANDERSON

Colonel of the 5th Georgia Cavalry; Pro-
moted Brigadier-General July 26, 1864.

Capuus M. WiLcox
Led his Brigade at Manassas,
Fredericksburg, Chancellors-
ville and Gettysburg.

EDpWARD AYLESWORTH PERRY
Commanded a Regiment on the Peninsula;
was wounded at Frayser's Farm; his

Brigade at Gettysburg and theWilderness.

CONFEDERATE BRIGADES WHICH SUFFERED HEAVILY IN BATTLE




The forces here credited with these “brilliant achieve-
ments ” in 1861-65 are now thoroughly united, and would
stand shoulder to shoulder against a foreign foe. Our popula-
tion has increased threefold, while our military resources, our
“capacity to equip and to convey food to armies, to manufac-
ture arms, and to build ships, even in the interior if need be, has
increased tenfold. Our rivers still traverse the land, but the
art of mining waters, practised with some success by the Con-
federates, has developed until no foe would think of exploit-
ing these rivers with vessels in advance of troops.

Aye, but the spirit of our people, say the alarmists—
we have lost patriotism, become commercialized, money-mad,
and have now no militant instinct. To an old Confederate
this prattle about our people being “ commercialized ” is es-
pecially amusing. It carries him back to 1860-61. In the
hot sectional animosities that brought on the war he had im-
bibed that same idea about the North—the “ Yankee” now
worshiped “the Almighty Dollar,” and in his all-absorbing
struggle for it had lost the spirit that animated his forefathers
at Lexington, Bunker Hill, and Saratoga. When the news
of Manassas came, many an ambitious Confederate who was
so unfortunate as not to have been there, felt like going into
mourning. He was never to have a chance to “flesh his
maiden sword.” But the young Confederate was miscalcula-
ting. The exasperated North roused itself, after Manassas,
like an angry lion pricked by the spear of the hunter, and
soon we were to hear its roar.

In reference to inexperienced volunteers, it must be said,
as every veteran of the Civil War knows, that it was not always
the oldest regiments that were the bravest. In the gallant,
though finally unsuccessful, assault that was made by the Fed-
erals at Salem Church, May 8, 1868, just where the Confed-
erate line was broken for a time, the official reports show that .

the One hundred and twenty-first New York was in the fore-
[128]
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Mas.-GEN. James B. McPHERsON Mais.-GEN. Jos. K. MANSFIELD

Atlanta, Julv 22, 1864. Antietam, Seotember 18, 1864.
l\lu.;Gi;v. JoéN SEDGWICK Mai.-GeN. JorN F. REYNoLDS
Spotsylvania, May 9, 1864. Gettysburg, July 1, 1863.

FEDERAL GENERALS KILLED IN BATTLE—GROUP No. 1—ARMY AND
CORPS COMMANDERS

On this and the following six pages are portraits of the fifty-one Union generals killed in battle.
Beneath each portrait is the date and place of death, or mortal wounding. Since no such
pictorial necrology existed to aid the editors of this History, many questions arose—such as
the determination of the actual rank of an officer at a given date, or the precise circumstances
of death in certain instances. The list of Colonel W. F. Fox, presented in his work on ‘‘ Regi-
mental Losses in the Civil War,” has been followed.




Digitized by GOOS[Q



Amier W. WHIPPLE
Chancellorsville
May, 7, 1863.

Isaac I. STEVENs
. Chantilly
Scptember 1, 1862.

HiraM G. BERrY
Chancellorsville
May 3, 1863.

Jesse L. REno
South Mountain
September 14, 1862.
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of some of the Confederate generals, and, in some measure, jealousy at
the power of the United States have ranged the sympathies of the world
during the war and ever since to a large degree on the side of the van-
quished. Justice has hardly been done to the armies which arose time
and again from sanguinary repulses, and from disasters more demoral-
i izing than any repulse in the field, because they were caused by political
! and military incapacity in high places, to redeem which the soldiers
freely shed their blood, as it seemed, in vain. If the heroic endurance of
the Southern people and the fiery valor of the Southern armies thrill
us to-day with wonder and admiration, the stubborn tenacity and cour-
age which succeeded in preserving intact the heritage of the American
nation, and which triumphed over foes so formidable, are not less worthy
of praise and imitation. The Americans still hold the world’s record
| for hard fighting.

This extract brings to mind that what impressed the Con-
federate in Lee’s army with most admiration for the Army
of the Potomac was, not its brave stand at Malvern Hill fol-
lowing a series of disasters, not its dogged perseverance when
attacking an impregnable position at Marye’s Heights, not
its indomitable spirit at the “bloody angle,” Spotsylvania,
but the fact that no mistakes of its generals or of the author-
ities at Washington ever caused it to lose heart. Always and
everywhere it fought bravely when given a chance. There
never was but one Bull Run. Three successive changes were
made in its commanders, from Yorktown to the Wilderness,
' and yet that gallant army never lost faith in itself, as the
following incident illustrates. In the winter of 1863-64, the
writer, then an officer in Lee’s army, met between the picket
lines near Orange Court House, Virginia, a lieutenant of a
New York regiment. During our conversation the lieutenant
said, “ Well, we are on the road to Richmond again.” “ Yes,”
was the reply; “ but you will never get there.” * Oh, yes, we
will after a while,” said the lieutenant, “ and if you will swap
generals with us, we’ll be there in three weeks.” Just before
we parted, the lieutenant proposed, “ Here’s my toast: May

the best man win!” and we drank it heartily.
[132]
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BriG.-GEN. BriG.-GEN. Isaac P. RobMan BR1G.-GEN.
TuoMAs WILLIAMB Antietam, September 30, 1862. WirLiam H. L. WaLLAcE
Baton Rouge, August 5, 1862. Shiloh, April 10, 1862.

FEDERAL GENERALS KILLED IN BATTLE, GROUP No. 3

Brig.-GEN. BREVET MAJ.-GEN. JaMES 8. WADSWORTR BrevET MAJ.-GEN.
Jaues E. JacksoN Wilderness, May 8, 1864. Davip A. RussELL
Chaplin Hills, October 8, 1862. Opequon, September 19, 1864.
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Major G. W. Redway, referring to the volunteers of the
Army of the Potomac, 1864, writes as follows:

The American volunteer who had survived such battles as Bull

. Run, Shiloh, Antietam, and the Seven Days’ fighting around Rich-

mond, was probably such a soldier as the world had never seen before.
He needed no instruction as to his duty in the field, and, in fact, often
cxercised the functions of instructor both to officers and men less ex-
perienced than himself.

The impressions Federal and Confederate soldiers made
on foreign critics were not lost on themselves. They were
testing each other’s courage, endurance, and patriotism, and
coming to understand the situation as well. Four-fifths of
the Confederates had never owned a slave. It was not slavery
—Dboth armies were fighting for the preservation of the same
free institutions, for what each believed to be his Constitutional
rights.

The first step toward reunion was being taken when
picket shooting was stopped; and the armies of Northern Vir-
ginia and of the Potomac went far beyond that, when encamped
on opposite banks of the Rappahannock, near Fredericksburg,
during the winter and spring of 1862-68. They chatted,
traded tobacco for sugar and coffee, and frequently visited
each other across the narrow stream. A Confederate officer
riding along the bank visiting his outposts was often saluted
by a picket across the river, within easy gunshot. Similar
compliments passed between pickets in gray and officers in
blue. These soldiers were testifying their respect for each
other, with little idea, on the part of the Confederates, that they
would ever again be fellow countrymen.

Eventually both generals, Hooker and IL.ee, issued or-
ders strictly forbidding all intercommunication. Just after
these orders, an incident occurred which the writer long ago
gave to the newspapers in the hope, which proved vain, that he

might hear from the Union soldier. A Confederate officer
[134]




Brever BR1G.-GEN.
Jamzs A. MuLuiGAN

Winchester, July 26, 1864.

Bria.-GEN.
NaTHANIEL LYON

Wilson's Creek, August 10, 1861.

Mas.-Gen.
Geo. C. BtroNG
Fort Wagner, July 30, 1863.

Bria.-GeN.
Tros. G. STEVENSON

8potsylvania, May 10, 1864.

BrevET MAJ.-GEN.
TroMAs A. SMYTH
Farmville, April 9, 1865

FEDERAL

GENERALS

KILLED

IN BATTLE

GROUP No. 4

BrEVET MAJ.-GEN.
8. K. Zoox
Gettysburg, July 3, 1863.

Bria.-GeN.
RosTt. L. McCoox
Decherd, Tenn., August 6, 1862.

BREVET MAJ.-GEN.
FRreEDERICK WINTHROP
Five Forks, April 1, 1865.

Br1G.-GEN.
HENRY BOHLEN
Freeman's Ford, August 22, 1865.

Brever MaJ.-Gen.
ALEXANDER Havs
Wilderness, May 5, 1864.
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EvroN J. FARNSWORTH StepueNn H. WEED Epw. P. CrAPIN VINCENT STRONG CoNrap F. JacksoN
Gettysburg Gettysburg Port Hudson Gettysburg Fredericksburg
July 3, 1863. July 2, 1863. May 27, 1863. July 7, 1863. December 13, 1862.

FEDERAL
GENERALS
KILLED IN

BATTLE |

GROUP No. 5

BRIGADIER-
GENERALS —

PLEASANT A. HACKLEMAN Josaua W. SiLL
Corinth Stone's River
October 3, 1862. December 31, 1862.

Geo. D. Bayarp Wux. R. TERRILL Gro. W. TayLor
Fredericksburg Perryville ‘ Manassas (Second Bull Run)

December 14, 1862. October 8, 1862. August 31, 1862.
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Of untold benefit have been the meeting of the Phila-
delphia Brigade and Pickett’s men at Gettysburg, the visits of
Massachusetts soldiers to Richmond, and of Vlrglma Con-
federates to Boston, and many similar occasions. These,
coupled with the strewing of flowers, in 1867, by Southern “
women at Columbus, Mississippi, on the graves of Union sol-
diers, which brought from a Northern man that beautiful If
poem, *“ The Blue and the Gray,” and a thousand similar in-
cidents, have resulted in those acts that passed in Congress by I
unanimous votes, one providing for a Confederate section in
Arlington Cemetery, the other looking to the care of the Con-
federate dead at Arlington and around the Federal prisons
in the North. . H

Presidents Cleveland, McKinley, Roosevelt, and Taft |3
have each and all, by deeds and words, had their full share in ?
the work of perfect reunion. And all over the land there are
monuments to the dead of the Civil War, bearing inscriptions
that will outlast the marble and bronze upon which they are
written. Such is the legend on the monument built by the ”

State of Pennsylvania to its dead at Vicksburg, “ Here
brothers fought for their principles, here heroes died to save
their country, and a united people will forever cherish the
precious legacy of their noble manhood.”

Another such is on a monument erected by the State of
New Jersey, and the survivors of the Twenty-third New Jer-
sey Volunteers at Salem Church, Virginia. On one side is an
appropriate inscription to their own dead; on the other, a bronze
tablet bearing this magnanimous tribute, “ To the brave Ala-
bama boys who were our opponents on this field and whose
memory we honor, this tablet is dedicated.” That is a tribute,
not by a Government, but directly by the men who fought to
the men who fought them. It is truly noble.

[188]
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WiLLiaM P. SANDERS

Knoxville

November 19, 1863.

HiraM BURNHAM
Fort Harrison
September 30, 1864.

WiLriam H. LyTLe James C. Rice
Chickamauga Spotsylvania
September 20, 1863. May 10, 1864.

FEDERAL GENERALS
KILLLED IN BATTLE
GROUP No. 6

BRIGADIER-GENERALS

HARLES G. HARKER
Kenesaw Mountain
June 27, 1864.

S8AMUEL A. Rice
Jenkins' Ferry
July 6, 1864.

LT S

s

(Rl

DanNteL McCoox
Kenesaw Mountain
July 17, 1864.

J. H. KrrcriNe
Cedar Creek
Died January 10, 1865.

Daxien D. BipweLL
Cedar Creek
October 19, 1864.




@asnalties in Great European Battles

CoMmPILED FROM HENDERSON’S “ STONEWALL JACKSON AND THE AMERICAN CiviL War”
LIST OF KILLED AND WOUNDED (EXCLUDING PRISONERS)

THE VICTORIOUS SIDE IS GIVEN FIRST IN EACH CASE

PERCENTAGE

BATTLE Noun or Taoors | Kgizea> | o | pToms | e
plenhelm, 1704 RRRTITEETIE %?éﬁi’h, gg:ggg | ;},;833} } 381,000 26 19
Oudenarde, 1708. . .......... %‘rnefgi’h ’ ggzggg }g:ggg} | 20,000 11 11
Malplaquet, 1709. ... ....... %lﬂﬁih , igg:ggg }z‘(‘):ggg} 84,000 17 14
Prague, 1757. .. ............ Kruzﬁll:g; 23:% %?):ggg} 22,000 17 18
Zorndorf, 1758. ... ......... . grl'lus:si.:;l;s:, 22;(7)88 512(2):838} 32,000 38 87
Kunnersdorf, 1759. ... ...... %lrltiz:;ans, Zg:ggg E:%} 31,000 ’ e 20
Torgau, 1760. .. ............ K;‘i:::?; :g:ggg ! %gﬁg} 24,000 22 26
Austerlitz, 1805. ...... . .... Kiﬁi‘;’h gg:ggg 122883}_ 25,000 16 18
Eylau, 1807................ {?{r:sr;f:ﬁs’ gg:ggg gg:%g} 42,000 33 28
Heilsberg, 1807. . ........... grues::;lr,xs, gg:ggg ig:%} 22,000 18 11
Friedland, 1807. ............ f{rlfsl.:xf;lﬁs ’ Zg:ggg ;2:%} 34,000 23 18
Aspern, 1809.............. %::l:zlha,ns, gg;ggg gg:ggg} 45,000 26 26
Wagram, 1809. . ............ Klt'gtl;iha’ns, ﬁg:ggg g:;ggg} 44,000 11 10
Borodino, 1812. ............ f{rs;ggﬁs’ }gg:ggg Zgzggg} 75,000 28 A4
Bautzen, 1813.............. ,F\;ﬁ::}l’ iil)g:ggg }Z:ggg} 24,000 8 6
Leipsic, 1813. ... ........... %}l;ﬁsc.,h , ?gg:ggg 2(2):%}’ | 92,000 20 ! 14
Ligny, 1815. . ...\ oo French, 73000 | 12,000, | 24000 15 16
) .
Waterloo, 1815. .. .. ........ %12:;2’11 | 128:838 gg:ggg} ' 42,000 24 20
Solferino, 1859.............. ﬁgﬁi’iam, }gg:% }g;ggg} ' 31,500 10 1
Koniggriitz, 1866. ... ... .... K;l;::;ﬁ: Z(l)(l;:% lg:ggg} 26,894 6 4
Vionville, 1870. ... ......... g:er:é%ns gg:m }g;ggg} ' 32,800 19 22
Gravelotte, 1870. . .......... gglrlréﬁ?s, %gg:ggg %g:ggg} l 30,000 9 10
Plevna, September 11, 1877. . %‘.i';i‘f;ns, gg:ggg lgﬁg} | 19,000 16 8
l
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GrirrIN A. STEDMAN, JR. Gro. D. WELLS SyLvesteEr G. HiLn
Petershurg Cedar Creek Nashville
Died August 5, 1864. October 13, 1864. December 15, 1864.

FEDERAL GENERALS KILLED IN BATTLE—GROUP No. 7

Artrur H. Durron CuarLes R. Lowxrn TrEODORE READ

Bermuda Hundred Cedar Creek High Bridge
Died June 5, 1864. Ootober 20, 1864. April 6, 1865.
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CONFEDERATE
GENERALS
KILLED
IN

BATTLE

GENERAL ALBERT SIDNEY JOBENSION

LizuT.-GeNERAL LEONIDAS POLK
Pine Mountain
June 14, 1864.

Shiloh
April 6, 1862.

No. 1
ARMY
AND
CORPS
COMMANDERS

LieuT.-GENERAL AMBRosk PoweLL Hiui

Petersburg ¢
April 2, 1865.
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CONFEDERATE J. K. B. STuaRrT GROUP

Yellow Tavern

GENERALS May 12, 1884, No. ¢
KILLED ~ MAJOR-
IN BATTLE GENERALS
W. H. T. WALKER PaTtrick R. CLEBURNE Rorert E. RopEs

Atlanta Franklin Opequon
July 22, 1864. November 30, 1864. September 19, 1864.




Sununary of Wnion Tronps Furnished by the Several States
and Territories

STATES AND TERRITORIES

Arkansas. .. ....................

Michigan.......................
Minnesota. . ....................
Mississippi. . .........ooovinn.. ..
Missouri. .......................

New Hampshire. . ...............
Newdersey.....................
New Mexico....................

New York. .. ...................

Oregon.................c.......

Pennsylvania. ... ...............
Rhode Island. . .................

Vermont.......................
Virginia. . ......................
Washington Territory. ...........
West Virginia. . .................
Wisconsin. . . ...................
Indian Nations. . ................
Regular Army...................
Colored Troops. .................
Veteran Volunteers. . ............
U. S. Volunteers***. . . . ... ... ...
U. S. Sharpshooters and Engineers.
Veteran Reserves. . ..............
Generals and Staffs . . ............

Miscellaneous—Bands, ete. . . ... ..

* Colored troops recruited in the Southern States.

White Sailo Colo Indian
Troops Mn:n:d T:ool:;l Nations Aggregate
2,578 2,578
8,289 8,289
15,725 15,725
4,903 e ces 4,903
51,937 2,163 1,784 55,864
206 e ces 206
11,236 94 954 12,284
11,912 1,353 3,269 16,534
1,290 ceen e 1,990
255,057 2,224 1,811 259,092
193,748 1,078 1,537 196,363
75,797 5 440 76,242
18,069 e 2,080 20,149
51,743 314 23,703 75,760
5,224 Cee cee 5,224
64,973 5,030 104 70,107
33,995 3,925 8,718 46,638
122,781 19,983 2,966 146,730
85,479 498 1,387 87,364
23,913 3 104 24,020
545 Ceen ces 545
100,616 151 8,344 109,111
3,157 e cee 3,157
1,080 e e 1,080
82,930 882 125 33,937
67,500 8,129 1,185 76,814
6,561 cees ce 6,561
409,561 35,164 4,125 448,850
3,156 cee ce 3,156
304,814 3,274 5,092 313,180
1,810 RN cee 1,810
315,017 14,307 8,612 337,936
19,521 1,878 1,837 23,236
31,092 cen cees 31,092
1,965 1,965
32,549 619 120 33,288
964 e e 964
31,872 133 196 32,068
91,029 e 165 e 91,327
e ce 3,580 3,530
*99,337 99,337
2,494,592 101,207 t 178,975 8,530 2,778,304

** Includes all the deaths in the 178,975 Colored Troops.

*+* Ex-Confederate Soldiers.

Total Deaths,
All Causes

359,528

Eighty-six thousand seven hundred and twenty-four drafted men paid commutation and were exempted from service,
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Bria.-GEN.
Feux K. Zorricorrer

Mill Springs, January 19, 1862.

BRria.-Gex.
Francis 8. BArTOW
First Bull Run, July 21, 1861.

Bria.-GEN.
RoBERT BELDEN GARNETT
Rich Mountain, July 13, 1861.

[p—10]




DEATHS FROM ALL CAUSES IN UNION ARMIES

Cause Officers Enlisted Men Total

Killed and died of wounds . . .. .................. 6,365 108,705 110,070
Diedofdisease......................... ... ... 2,712 197,008 199,720
Inprison.......... ..o 83 24,873 24,866
Accidents. . . ... .. i 142 8,972 4,114
Drowning. ........ ... .o i 106 4,838 4,944
Sunstroke............ ... ... .. e 5 308 813
Murdered. . .......... ... .. ... . 37 483 520
Killed after capture............................. 14 90 104
Suicide.......... ..o 26 865 391
Military execution. ................ ... ... ceen 267 267
Executed byenemy............................. 4 60 64
Causes unclassified. ... ......................... 62 1,972 2,034
Cause !_1()t stated. . ....... ... .. ... ... ... 28 12,093 12,121

Totals............ ... .. 9,584 349,944 359,528

DEATHS IN CONFEDERATE ARMIES

A tabulation of Confederate losses as compiled from the muster-rolls on file in the Bureau of Confederate
Archives. (In the report for 1865-66, made by General James B. Fry, United States Provost Marshal-
General.) These returns are incomplete, and nearly all the Alabama rolls are missing. Still the figures
show that at least 74,524 Confederate soldiers were killed or died of wounds, and that 59,297 died of disease.

KiLLED DiEp or WouNDs Diep oF DiIseask
STATE Officers| Enlisted Total | Officers | EAlisted | mopy | Officers | Ealisted | oy

Virginia. . ......... 266 5,062 5,328 200 2,319 2,519 168 6,779 6,947
North Carolina. . . .. 677 13,845 14,522 330 4,821 5,151 541 | 20,061 | 20,602
South Carolina. . . .. 360 8,827 9,187 257 3,478 3,785 79 4,681 4,760
Georgia........... 172 5,381 5,553 140 1,579 1,719 107 3,595 3,702
Florida............ 47 746 793 16 490 506 17 1,030 1,047
Alabama.......... 14 538 552 9 181 190 8 716 724
Mississippi......... 122 5,685 5,807 75 2,576 2,651 103 6,704 6,807
Louisiana. ......... 70 2,548 2,618 42 826 868 32 8,027 3,059
Texas............. 28 1,320 1,348 18 1,228 1,241 10 1,250 1,260
Arkansas. ......... 104 2,061 2,165 | 27 888 915 74 38,708 8,782
Tennessee......... 99 2,016 2,115 49 825 874 72 8,353 8,425
Regular C. S. Army . 85 972 1,007 7 441 468 25 1,015 1,040
Border States. ... .. 92 1,867 1,959 61 672 738 58 2,084 2,142

Totals. . ...... 2,086 | 50,868 52,954 1,246 | 20,324 | 21,570 | ‘1,294 | 58,008 | 59,297

Colonel W. F. Fox, the authority on Civil War Statistics, states: “If the Confederate rolls could have
been completed, and then revised—as has been done with the rolls of the Union regiments—the number
of killed, as shown above (74,5624), would be largely increased. As it is, the extent of such increase must
remain a matter of conjecture. The Union rolls were examined at the same time, and a similar tabulation
of the number killed appears, also, in General Fry’s report. But this latter number was increased 15,000
by a subsequent revision based upon the papers known as ‘“final statements” and upon newly-acquired
information received through affidavits filed at the Pension Bureau.”
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RoBerT HaTTON

Wun. Y. Suack ApLey H. GLADDEN RicHARD GRIFFITR Grorae B. ANDERSON
Pea Ridge _Bhilol Fair Oaks Savage Station Antictam
March 8, 1862. April 11, 1862. June 1, 1862. June 30, 1862. Sept. 17, 1862.
CONFEDERATE
GENERALS KILLED
IN BATTLE
GROUP No. 4
TWELVE BRIGADIER-
GENERALS
Henry Lrrrin L. O'B. BraNncH
Tuka Antietam
September 19, 1862, September 17, 1862.
TURNER ASHBY WitLiax E. STArk® Jauzs McINTOSH Caarres 8. WINDER SAMUEL GARLAND, JR.
Harrisonburg Antietam 'ea Ridge Cedar Mountain, South Mountain
June 6, 1862. September 17, 1862. March 7, 1862, August 9, 1862. Septomber 14, 1862.




TABULAR STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATIONS IN THE UNION SERVICE

REGIMENTS BATTALIONS CoMPANIES BATTERIES

Cavalry......................... 272 45 78
Heavy artillery. .. ................ 61 8 36 e
Light artillery. . .................. - 9 e 432
Engineers....................... 13 1 7
Sharpshooters. ................... 4 3 35
Infantry....................... .. J 2,144 60 351

Totals. .. ................... ‘ 2,494 126 507 432

SUMMARY OF ORGANIZATIONS IN THE CONFEDERATE ARMY

Any atten;pt to présent in statistical form the strength of the Confederate armies is manifestly impos-
sible, as was explained by General Marcus J. Wright in his introductory chapter in Volume I of the PHOTO-
Grapaic History. The same conditions also render futile any accurate comparison of the troops furnished
to the Confederate armies by the various states of the South. Nevertheless, by tabulating the various
organizations and bearing in mind the limitations of the method as well as the original data, a slight basis
is afforded to gain some idea.of the relative numbers contributed by the different States. Furthermore,
the numbers of the organizations when summarized are of interest in comparison with those given above.

No complete official roll of regiments and other organizations in the Confederate army is to be found
either in the archives of the United States War Department or published in the War Records, and it is
difficult, if not impossible, to give either an accurate list or the total number. Various lists have been com-
piled by private individuals, but none of these show absolute accuracy, and all differ among themselves.
A list prepared by Colonel Henry Stone, a member of the Military Historical Society of Massachusetts,
was made the basis of the following table by Colonel Thomas L. Livermore, which is published in his vol-
ume “Numbers and Losses in the Civil War.” This list General Wright states is as accurate as can be found.

TaBLe MapE BY CoLoNEL LIVERMORE FrROM COLONEL StoNE’s List

INFANTRY CAVALRY

| .
ARTILLERY

Rt | Logions| Jab | Come | Rl | pogions| Mot | Com | Regt | Bt | Com-

Alabama ............. 55 .. 18 4 6 ‘ 18 10 2 17
Arkansas............ 12 .. 14 2 4 5 4 2 16
Florida.............. 9| .. 1] 16 2 3 6 1| 15
Georgia.............. 67 3 14 9 7 21
Kentucky............ 9| .. - . 11 1 e
Louisiana............ 33+ .. 22 3 .. 13 8 5 3 19
Mississippi. . ......... 53 | 21 25 1 4 1 9
Missouri. . ........... 30 ! .. .. 7
North Carolina. . ... .. 74 ; 1 12 4 6 12 2 2 .. 9
South Carolina . . ... .. 53 3 14 8 7 7 13 3 3 25
Tennessee............ 78 .. 24 .. 10 11 17 .. 1 35
Texas............... 35 ’ 1 4| 14 33 8| 15 2 .. 24
Virginia. . ........... 99 1 19 5 16 40 26 4 12 58
Confederate or Prov.

Army........... 5

Total............ 642 9 163 62 137 1 143 | 101 16 25 227
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CONFED-

ERATE

GENERALS

Ricoarp B. GARNETT W. R. Scurry PauL J. SEmMMES CarNor Posery
Gettysburg Jenkins Ferry Gettysburg Bristoe Station
July 3, 1863. April 20, 1864. July 10, 1863. November 13, 1863.
KILLED
IN
BATTLE

JaMES DESHLER
Chickamauga
September 20, 1863.

Brniamin H. HeELu
Chickamauga
September 20, 1863.

JoBN M. Jones
Wilderness
May 2, 1864,

I.. A, STAFFPORD
Wilderness
May 11, 1864,

GROUP

J.J. PeTTIOREW
Falling Waters
July 17, 1863.

TaoMAs GREEN
Blair's Landing
April 12,1864,

Avurrep MovuToN
Sabine Cross Roads

April 8, 1864.

PresTON SMITH
Chickamauga
September 20, 1863.




Casnalties of FHifty Wnion Regiments Buring Entire
Term nf Service

‘KiLLEp AND Diep oF WouNDs—MAaXIMUM PERCENTAGES OF ENROLLMENT

CompriLED FROM Fox’s “ REGIMENTAL Losses IN THE CiviL WAR”

DIVISION

REGIMENT CORPS Enrolled | Killed | Per Cent.
2d Wisconsin. .. .................. Wadsworth’s . . . .. First............ 1,208 238 19.7
Ist Maine H. A................... Birney’s......... Second.......... 2,202 423 19.2
57th Massachusetts. . ............. Stevenson’s. . . ... Ninth........... 1,052 201 19.1
140th Pennsylvania............ ... Barlow’s......... Second.......... 1,182 198 17.4
26th Wisconsin. . ................. Schurz’s. ... ..... Eleventh....... .. 1,089 188 17.2
7th Wisconsin. . . ................ Wadsworth’s. . . .. First............ 1,630 281 17.2
69th New York.................. Hancock’s........ Second.......... 1,513 259 17.1
11th Penn. Reserves. .............. Crawford’s. ... ... Fifth............ 1,179 196 16.6
142d Pennsylvania................ Doubleday’s . . ... First............ 935 155 16.5
141st Pennsylvania. . ............. Birney’s......... Third.......... .. 1,037 167 16.1
19thIndiana..................... Wadsworth’s. . . .. First............ 1,246 199 15.9
121st New York.................. Wright’s. . ....... Sixth............ 1,426 226 15.8
7th Michigan. .................... Gibbon’s......... Second.......... 1,315 208 15.8
148th Pennsylvania............... Barlow’s. ........ Second.......... 1,339 210 15.6
83d Pennsylvania................. Griffin’s.......... Fifth......... ... 1,808 282 15.5
22d Massachusetts. . ... ......... Griffin’s. ... ...... Fifth............ 1,393 216 15.5
86th Wisconsin. .. ................ Gibbon’s. ... ..... Second.......... 1,014 157 15.4
ithIndiana..................... Williams® ....... Twelfth.......... 1,101 169 15.3
5th Kentucky.................... T.J. Wood’s. . ... Fourth.......... 1,020 157 15.8
27th Michigan. ................... Willcox’s. ........ Ninth........... 1,485 225 15.1
79th U.S.Colored. . .............. Thayer’s. ........ Seventh.......... 1,249 188 15.0
17th Maine. . .................... irney’s......... Third............ 1,871 207 15.0
1st Minnesota. . . ................. Gibbon’s. ........ Second.......... 1,242 187 15.0
93d Illinois . . .................... Quinby’s......... Seventeenth. . .. .. 1,011 151 14.9
86thIllinois. .. ................... Sheridan’s. .. ..... Fourth.......... 1,376 204 14.8
8th Penn. Reserves. . .............. Crawford’s. ... ... Fifth............ 1,062 158 14.8
126th New York.................. Barlow’s......... Second.......... 1,036 153 14.7
49th Pennsylvania................ Wright’s. . ....... Sixth............ 1,313 193 14.6
othIllinois. . ..................... Dodge’s.......... Sixteenth........ 1,493 216 14.4
20th Indiana. . ................... Birney’s......... Third............ 1,403 201 14.3
15th Kentucky................ ... Johnson’s. . ...... Fourteenth. ... . ..! 956 137 14.8
2d Massachusetts. ................ Williams® ........ Twelfth.......... . 1,305 187 14.8
55th Illinois. . .................... Blair’s........... Fifteenth. . ... ... ! 1,099 157 14.2
4th Michigan. .................... “Griffin’s.......... Fifth............ 1,325 189 14.2
15th Massachusetts. .. ............ Gibbon’s. ........ Second.......... 1,701 241 14.1
15th New Jersey.................. Wright’s. .. ...... Sixth............ 1,702 240 14.1
145th Pennsylvania. ... ........... Barlow’s. ........ Second.......... 1,456 205 14.1
28th Massachusetts. . . ............ Barlow’s. . ....... Second.......... 1,778 250 14.0
1st Michigan..................... Morell’s. .. ...... Fifth............ 1,329 187 14.0
8th New York H. A. .. ............ Gibbon’s......... Second.......... 2,575 361 14.0
7th West Virginia. . ............... Gibbon’s. ........ Second.......... 1,008 142 14.0
87th Wisconsin. . . ................ Willeox’s. ..... ... Ninth. .. ........ 1,110 156 14.0
5th Michigan..................... Birney’s. ........ Third............ 1,883 263 13.9
10th Penn. Reserves. .............. Crawford’s. . ..... Fifth............ 1,150 160 13.9
138th Penn. Reserves. .............. Crawford’s. . ..... Fifth............ 1,165 162 13.9
63d Pennsylvania ................ Birney’s......... Third............ 1,341 186 18.8
5thVermont..................... Getty’s.......... Sixth............ 1,533 218 13.8
6thlowa........................ Corse’s.......... Sixteenth........ 1,102 152 13.7
155th New York......... .... ... Gibbon’s. ... ..... Second.......... 830 114 18.7
49thOhio..................... . T.J. Wood’s. . ... Fourth.......... 1,468 202 187
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J. C. BaUNDERS MicAR JENKINS C. H. StzvENns SamurL BENTON
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August 21, 1864. May 6, 1864. July 20, 1864. July 20, 1804.




Some Casualties of Confederate Regiments

By GENERAL MaRrcus J. WRIGHT, CONFEDERATE STATES ARMY

T the time when Lieutenant-Colonel William
F. Fox, U. S. V., published his valuable and
exceedingly accurate work, entitled “ Regimental
Losses of the American Civil War, 1861-1865,”
many regimental reports were missing or inacces-
sible, so that this work, in many respects a stand-
ard as far as Confederate material was con-
cerned, necessarily is incomplete.

No compilation of statistics exists correspond-
ing to that given for the Union armies on a pre-
ceding page, and but little exact statistical
information of a broad character is available.
Therefore, it seems desirable here to give on a fol-
lowing page a table from Colonel Fox’s book,
which shows remarkable percentages of losses in
Confederate regiments at particular engagements.
This list contains only a few of the many instances
of regiments suffering a heavy percentage of loss.
The list is compiled from the few cases in which
the official Confederate reports- on file in the
United States War Department mention the num-
ber of effectives taken into action as well as the
actual losses.

Because of these statistical deficiencies, no com-
plete catalogue of distinguished Confederate regi-
ments based on the records of battlefield casualties
is possible. This is especially regrettable to those
who recall the conspicuous services of many or-
ganizations from the very outset.

In addition to Colonel Fox’s table we give a few
other notable instances. At the first battle of Bull
Run, the 88d Virginia lost 45 killed and 101
wounded, and the 27th Virginia lost 19 killed and
122 wounded. Hampton’s Legion lost 19 killed
and 100 wounded.

The 2d Georgia had the longest service of any
infantry regiment from that State. In the Seven
Days’ around Richmond, with 271 men in the field,
it lost 120. At Malvern Hill, it lost 81 men and
about the same number at Gettysburg.

At Mills Springs, Ky., the 15th Mississippi
Regiment lost 46 killed and 153 wounded. The
8th Kentucky regiment at Fort Donelson, Tenn.,
lost 27 killed and 72 wounded. The 4th Tennes-
see, at Shiloh, lost 86 killed and 183 wounded,
while the 4th Kentucky lost 30 killed and 183
wounded. The 12th Mississippi, at Fair Oaks,

Va., lost 41 killed and 152 wounded. Hampton’s
Legion, a South Carolina organization, at Fair
Oaks lost 21 killed and 122 wounded. The 20th
North Carolina lost, at Gaines’ Mill, 70 killed and
202 wounded. At Gaines’ Mill and Glendale the
14th Alabama lost 71 killed and 253 wounded,

‘the 19th Mississippi 58 killed and 264 wounded,

the 14th Louisiana 51 killed and 192 wounded,
and the 12th Mississippi 84 killed and 186
wounded. At Malvern Hill, the 2d Louisiana lost
80 killed and 152 wounded. The 21st Virginia
lost, at Cedar Mountain, Va., 87 killed and 85
wounded.

At Manassas (Second Bull Run), Va., the 5th
Texas lost 15 killed and 224 wounded; the 2d
Louisiana lost 25 killed and 86 wounded. At
Richmond, Ky., the 2d Tennessee lost 17 killed
and 95 wounded. At Antietam, or Sharpsburg,
the 13th Georgia lost 48 killed and 169 wounded ;
the 48th North Carolina lost 81 killed and 186
wounded. At Juka, Miss.,, the 8d Texas, dis-
mounted cavalry, lost 22 killed and 74 wounded.
At Corinth, Miss., the casualties of the 35th Mis-
sissippi were 82 killed and 110 wounded, and of
the 6th Missouri, 31 were killed and 130 wounded.
At Chaplin Hills, Ky., from the 1st Tennessee
regiment, 49 were killed and 129 wounded.

At Fredericksburg, Va., the 57th North Caro-
lina lost 82 killed, 192 wounded, and the 48th
North Carolina 17 killed and 161 wounded. At
Stone’s River, the 29th Mississippi lost 84 killed
and 202 wounded.

At Chancellorsville, Va., the losses of the 87th
North Carolina were 84 killed and 198 wounded;
the 2d North Carolina, 47 killed and 167 wounded.
At Vicksburg, Miss., the 8d Louisiana lost 49
killed, 119 wounded, and the 6th Missouri lost 33
killed and 184 wounded. At Helena, Ark., the
7th Missouri lost 16 killed and 125 wounded. At
Gettysburg, the 42d Mississippi lost 60 killed and
205 wounded, and the 1st Maryland, with 400
present for duty, had 52 killed and 140 wounded.

At Charleston Harbor, the 21st South Caro-
lina lost 14 killed and 112 wounded, and the 25th
South Carolina 16 killed and 124 wounded. At
the bloody battle of Chickamauga, Alabama regi-
ments suffered great losses.
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ARCHIBALD GRACIE, JR.
Petersburg Trenches
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Franklin
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Franklin Opequon Franklin Petersburg

November 30, 1864.

September 19, 1864.

November 30, 1864.

August 16, 1864.




@asualties of Hifty Confederate Regiments

FroM Fox’s “ReEGIMENTAL Losses IN THE Civi War”

SHOWING REMARKABLE PERCENTAGES OF LossES AT PARTICULAR ENGAGEMENTS BASED ON
OrriciaL. REPORTS

Note—This list does not aim to include all the notable instances of remarkable casualties of regiments in the Confederate Army.
It was based by Colonel Fox on available records where the numbers taken into action as well as the casualties were
specified in official reports. The list is suggestive rather than complete, as many regiments omitted
.might with propriety: claim to be included in any roll of “Fifty Fighting Regiments.”

REGIMENT BATTLE ' DIVISION . Present | Killed | Wounded| Missing | Per Cent.
Ist Texas. ................. Antietam. . . . .. Hood’s. . .. .. 226 | 45 | 141 . 82.8
st Georgia................ Manassas. . .. .. Ewell’s. ... .. 242 38 146 76.0
26th North Carolina......... Gettysburg. . ... Heth’s. ... ... 820 86 502 7.7
6th Mississippi.............. Shiloh......... Hardee’s. . . .. 425 61 239 70.5
8th Tennessee.............. Stone’s River. . .| Cheatham’s...| 444 41 265 68.2
- 10th Tennessee. ............ Chickamauga. . .| Johnson’s....| 828 44 180 .. 68.0
Palmetto Sharpshooters. . . ... Glendale. . ... .. Longstreet’s. .| 375 39 215 .. 67.7
17th South Carolina. .. ...... Manassas. . .. .. Evans’....... 284 25 164 1 66.9
23d South Carolina.......... Manassas. . . . .. Evans’....... 225 7 122 .. 66.2
44th Georgia................ Mechanicsville. .| D.H. Hill’s. . .| 514 71 264 .. 65.1
2d N. C. Battalion.......... Gettysburg. . . .. Rodes’.. . .... 240 29 124 .. 63.7
16th Mississippi............. Antietam. . .. .. Anderson’s. . .| 228 27 117 .. 63.1
27th North Carolina. . ....... Antietam. . .. .. Walker’s. . ...| 825 31 168 .. 61.2
-6th Alabama............... Seven Pines. .. .| D. H. Hill’s.. .| 632 91 217 5 59.0
15th Virginia. .............. Antietam. . . . .. McLaws’.. . .. 128 11 64 .. 58.5
8th Georgia................ Antietam. . . ... Hood’s.. .. ... 176 13 72 16 57.3
1stS.C. Rifles. ............. Gaines’ Mill ... .| A. P. Hill’s. . .| 537 81 225 .. 56.9
10th Georgia............... Antietam. . .. .. McLaws’.....| 148 15 69 .. 56.7
18th North Carolina. . ....... Seven Days.....| A.P. Hill's...| 3896 | 45 179 .. 56.5
8d Alabama................ Malvern Hill.. . .| D. H. Hill’s.. .| 854 37 163 .. 56.4
17th Virginia. . ... ... ...... Antietam. . . ... Pickett’s. . . .. 55 7 24 .. 56.3
7th North Carolina. . ....... .| Seven Days....| A.P. Hill's...| 450 35 218 .. 56.2
12th Tennessee. ............ Stone’s River. . .| Cheatham’s...| 292 18 137 9 56.1
9th Georgia................ Gettysburg. . .. .| Hood’s.. ... .. 340 27 162 .. 55.0
5th Georgia................. Chickamauga. . .| Cheatham’s.. .| 853 27 167 .. 54.9
16th Tennessee. . ........... Stone’s River. . .| Cheatham’s.. .| 3877 36 155 16 54.9
4th North Carolina. . ..... ... Seven Pines. .. .| D. H. Hill’s.. .| 678 kit 286 6 54.4
27th Tennessee.......... ... Shiloh......... Hardee’s. . . .. 350 7 115 48 54.2
12th South Carolina......... Manassas. . . . .. A.P. Hill’s. . .| 270 23 121 2 54.0
4th Virginia. ............... Manassas.. . . .. . Jackson’s.....| 180 18 79 .. 53.8
4th Texas................. ..| Antietam. ... .. Hood’s.. . . ... 200 10 97 .. 53.5
27th Tennessee. . ........... Perryville.......| Cleburne’s....| 210 16 84 12 53.3
1st South Carolina.......... Manassas. . . . .. A.P Hill’s...| 283 25 126 .. 53.3
49th Virginia. . ............. Fair Oaks. ... .. D. H. Hill’s.. .| 424 32 170 22 52.8
12th Alabama.............. Fair Oaks. . . ... D. H. Hill’'s.. .| 408 59 156 .. 52.6
7th South Carolina.......... Antietam. . . . .. McLaws’. . . .. 268 23 117 .. 52.2
TthTexas.................. Raymond. . .. .. John Gregg’s..| 306 |,k 22 136 . 51.6
6th South Carolina.......... Fair Oaks. ... .. D. H. Hill’s.. .| 521 88 181 .. 51.6
15th Georgia............... Gettysburg. . . .. Hood’s. ... .. 335 19 152 .. 51.0
11th Alabama.............. Glendale. . . . ... Longstreet’s. .| 857 49 121 11 50.7
17th Georgia. .............. Manassas. . . ... Hood’s. ... .. 200 10 91 .. 50.5
8d North Carolina........... Gettysburg. . . .. Johnson’s.....| 312 29 127 .. 50.0
4th Virginia.. . .............. Chancellorsville.| Trimble’s.....| 355 14 155 3 48 .4
1st Maryland......... ... ... Gettysburg. . ... Johnson’s.....| 400 52 140 .. 48.0
8th Mississippi.............. Stone’s River. .., Jackson’s.....| 282 20 118 .. 47.1
32d Virginia............... Antietam. . .. .. McLaws’.....| 158 15 57 .. 45.5
18th Mississippi............. Antietam. ... .. McLaws’.....| 186 10 73 .. 44.6
14th South Carolina......... Gaines’ Mill ... .| A. P. Hill’s. ..| 500 18 197 .. 43.0
33d North Carolina. ...... .. Chancellorsville.| A. P. Hill’s. . .| 480 32 167 .. 41.4
5th Alabama. ... ........... | Malvern Hill.. . | D. H. Hill’s.. .| 225 206 66 .. 40.8
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VI

FEDERAL ARMIES, CORPS
AND LEADERS

THE SECOND CORPS, ARMY OF THE POTOMAC

MARCHING DOWN PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE IN 1865—TIIE SECOND CORPS HAD
A RECORD OF LONGER CONTINUOUS SERVICE, A LARGER ORGANIZATION,
HARDEST FIGHTING, AND GREATEST NUMBER OF CASUALTIES, THAN ANY OTHER
IN THE EASTERN ARMIES—IT CONTAINED THE REGIMENT WHICH SUSTAINED
THE LARGEST PERCENTAGE OF LOSS IN ANY ONE ACTION; THE REGIMENT
WHICH SUSTAINED THE GREATEST NUMERICAL LOSS IN ANY ONE ACTION; AND
THE REGIMENT WHICH SUSTAINED THE GREATEST NUMERICAL LOSS DURING
ITS TERM OF SERVICE—OF THE HUNDRED UNION REGIMENTS WHICH LOST
THE MOST MEN IN BATTLE, THIRTY-FIVE BELONGED TO THE SECOND CORPS



COLONEL COLONEL CAPTAIN
ORDERLY ORDERLY Joserm J. WiLLiam G. H. W,
REYNOLDS Le Duc PERKINS

“FIGHTING JOE HOOKER” WITH HIS STAFF

“Fighting Joe Hooker” was a man of handsome physique and intense personal magnetism. He graduated at West Point in 1837 in
the same class with Jubal A. Early and Braxton Bragg. Having fought through the Mexican War, he resigned from the army in 1858.
On May 17, 1861, he was appointed brigadier-general of volunteers, and on May 5, 1862, major-general of volunteers. He was active
throughout the Peninsular campaign, and at Bristoe Station, Second Bull Run, Chantilly, South Mountain and Antietam. He com-
manded the center grand division of the Army of the Potomac at Fredericksburg. At last, on January 26, 1868, he was assigned by
President Lincoln to the command of the Army of the Potomac. On the 4th of May, 1863, his right flank was surprised by Jackson at

Chancellorsville, and his 90,000 soldiers were forced to recross the Rappahannock. While fighting in the East he was wounded at
[1601]
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Antietam, and stunned at Chancellorsville by a cannon-ball which struck a pillar against which he was leaning. In September, 1863,
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