AWRITING THE ENEMY.

FROM A WAR-TIME PHOTOGRAPH,

THE GRAND STRATEGY OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION,

BY GENERAL W, T. SHERMAN.

| WENTY-TWO years have
¥| passed since the termina-
tion .of the civil war in
America; anew generation
of men has the destiny of
our countryin their posses-
sion, and we who proba-

- bly lag superfluous on the
stage watch with jealous interest the drift of
public opinion and of public events. These
are mainly guided by self-interest, by prejudice,
by the teachings of books, magazines, and
newspapers.

We veterans believe that in 18615 we
fought a holy war, with absolute right on our
side, with pure patriotism, with reasonable
skill, and that we achieved a result which en-
abled the United States of America to resume
her glorious career in the interest of all man-
kind, after an interruption of four years by as
needless a war as ever afflicted a people.

The causes which led up to that war have
been well described by Mr. Greeley, Dr. Draper,
Mr. Blaine, and General Logan — the opposite
side by Mr. Davis, Governor Foote, General
Johnston, and the recent biographers of Gen-
eral Lee. In addition to these, innumerable
volumes have been published, and nearly all
the leading magazines of our country have
added most interesting narratives of events,
conspicuously so THE CENTURY. The editors
of this magazine, armed with a personal letter
from General Grant, applied long ago to have
me assist them in their laudable purpose. I
declined, but the pendulum of time seems to
have swung too far in the wrong direction:
one is likely to receive the impression that

the civil war was only a scramble for power
by mobs, and not a war of high principle,
guided by men of great intelligence according
to the best light they possessed. Discovering
that one branch of the history of that war,
“Grand Strategy,” has been overlooked or
slighted by writers, I haye undertaken to dis-
cuss it, not with any hope to do full justice to
the subject, but to attract the attention of
younger and stronger men to follow up and
elaborate it to the end.

Waris the conflict of arms between peoples
for some real or fancied object. It has existed
from the beginning. The Bible is full of it.
Homer immortalized the siege and destruc-
tion of Troy. Grecian, Roman, and European
history is chiefly made up of wars and the
deeds of soldiers; out of their experience arose
certain rules, certain principles, which made
the “art of war” as practiced by Alexander,
by Casar, by Gustavus Adolphus,and by Fred-
erick the Great.

These principles are as true as the multipli-
cation table, the law of gravitation, of virtual
velocities, or ofany otherinvariable rule ofnatu-
ral philosophy. The  art of war” has grown to
be the “science of war,” and probably reached
its summit in the wars of Europe from 1789 to
18r5. Its fundamental principles are as clearly
defined as are those of the laws of England by

-Blackstone. Jomini may be assumed as the

father of the modern science of war, and he
has been supplemented by ¢ great masters”
such as Napoleon, Marmont, Wellington, Na- .
pier, Hamley, Soady, Chesney, and others, all
of whom agree in the fundamental principles;
but to me the treatise of France J. Soady,
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Licutenant-Colonel, R, A., published in Lon-
don, 1870, seems easiest of reference and best
suited to my purpose, because he admits the
elements of local prejudice and the tempera-
ment of the people to enter into the problem
of war.

Licutenant-Colonel Soady divides the “les-
sons of war as taught by the greal masters”
into the following heads:

1. Statesmanship in its relationship to war.
2. Strategy, or the art of properly directing
masses upon the theater of war, either for
offense or invasion. 3. Grand tactics. 4.
Logistics, or the art of moving armies. 5.
Engineering — the attack and defense of for-
tifications. 6. Minor tactics.

He further subdivides these * heads,” and
illustrates by historic examples the following
branches: € Aim and principles,” “Lines of
communication,” “Zone of operations,” ¢ Of-
fensive and defensive warfare,” Fortresses,
Battle, Modern improvement in arms, Steam-
boats and Railroads, the Telegraph; and in-
deed more nearly approaches the science of
war as it exists to-day than any author of
whom I have knowledge. Any non-profes-
sional reader who will cast his eyes over the
555 pages of Lieutenant-Colonel Soady’s vol-
ume, as well as those of “ The Operations of
War,” by Colonel (now General) Hamley, will
discover that war as well as peace has a large
field in the affairs of this world, demanding as
much if not more study than most of the sci-
ences in which the human mind is interested.

Every man who does to his neighbor as
he wishes his neighbor should do unto him
finds on examining the law of the day that he
has been a law-abiding citizen ; so a soldier
or general who goes straight to his object
with courage and intelligence will find that
he has been a scientific soldier according to
the doctrines laid down by the great mas-
ters. Many of us in our civil war did not
think of Jomini, Napoleon, Wellington, Ham-
ley, or Soady ; yet, as we won the battle, weare
willing to give these great authors the benefit
of our indorsement,

Now in the United States of America, in the
year of our Lord 1861, some ambitious men
of the Southern States, for their own reasons,
good or bad, resolved to break up the union
of States which had prospered beyond prece-
dent, which by political means they had gov-
erned, but on which they were about to lose
their hold. By using the pretext of slavery
which existed at the South they aroused their
people to a very frenzy, seceded (or their
States seceded) from the Union, and estab-
lished a Southern Confederacy, the capital of
which was first at Montgomery, Alabama, aft-
erwards at Richmond, Virginia, with Jefferson

Davis as their president. By a conspiracy as
clearly established as any fact in history, they
seized all the property of the United States
within the seceded States, except a few feebly
garrisoned forts along the seaboard, and pro-
claimed themselves a new nation, with slavery
the corner-stone. Old England, the first mod-
ern nation to abolish slavery and to enforce
the noble resolve that no man could put his
foot on English soil without “ eo instante” be-
coming a free man, looked on with compla-
cency, and encouraged this enormous crime
of rebellion.

The people of the Northern free States,
accustomed to the usual criminations of our
system of elections, supposed this to be a mere
incident of the presidential election of the pre-
vious November; went along in their daily
vocations in the full belief that this episode
would pass away as others had done; and
treated the idea of civil war in this land of
freedom as a pure absurdity.

In due time, March 4, 1861, the new Pres-
ident, Abraham Lincoln, was installed as the
President of the United States. He found the
seven cotton-States in a condition which they
called “ out of the Union,” claiming absolute
independence, and secking to take into their
confederacy every State which tolerated slav-
ery. In the end they succeeded, except with
Delaware, Maryland, Kentucky, and Missouri,
so that in the spring of 1861, April 12th, when
the Southern Confederacy began actual war
by bombarding Fort Sumter, in Charleston
Harbor, it awakened a response which even
they could not misunderstand.

The people of the United States loved their
Government and their history; they realized
perfectly the advantages they possessed over
the inhabitants of other lands, but had no
army or navy adequate to meet so grave a
crisis, The boom of the cannon in Charleston
Harbor was carried by electricity to every city,
town, and village of the land, and the citizens
realized for the first time that civil war was
upon them; they were told to form themselves
into companies and regiments, and to go with
all expedition to Washington, the national
capital, to defend the civil authorities and
the archives of government. This done, the
cry went up, “On to Richmond!” and the
battle of Bull Run resulted. The South was
better prepared than the North, and victory
went to the former, according to the estab-
lished rules of war. Had Johnston or Beau-
regard pushed their success and occupied
Washington, it would not have changed the
final result, because twenty millions of freemen
would neverhavesubmitted tamely to the dom-
ination of the slave-holder faction. Johnston
himself records that his army was as much
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confused and disordered as ours, both being
green and badly organized and disciplined.

Then began the real preparation. Soady
quotes from Napoleon: “When a nation is
without establishments and a military system,
it is difficult to organize an army.” We
found this perfectly true; yet the people of the
United States, on the call of their President,
organized voluntarily three hundred regiments
ofa thousand men each, which were distributed
to the places of immediate danger. Soady
says further: “ Although wars of opinion, na-
tional wars and civil wars are sometimes con-
founded, they differ enough to require separate
notice. .. . Ina military sense these wars are
fearful, since the invading force not only is met
by the armies of the enemy, but is exposed to
the attacks of an exasperated people.”

The very nature of the case required the
North to invade the South, to recover posses-
sion of the forts, arsenals, dock-yards, mints,
post-routes, and public property which had
been wrongfully appropriated by the public
enemy. We had not only to meet and con-
quer the armies and the exasperated people
of the South, but the obstacles of nature
— woods, marshes, rivers, mountains —and
the climate of a region nearly as large as all
Europe.

Omitting the States of Maryland, Kentucky,
and Missouri (3,024,745), which supplied each
belligerent a fair quota, the Northern States
had a population of 19,089,944 to 9,103,332
in the Confederate States. In the autumn of
1861, these faced each other in angry con-
troversy, the North resolved to maintain the
Union, and the South to establish a separate
government, necessarily hostile to it. Each
side maintained throughout the same form of
government, with a president elected by the
people as their chief magistrate and com-
mander-in-chief of the army and navy, with
a cabinet of his choice to assist in the admin-
istration of government, a congress to enact
the laws and provide the ways and means,
and a supreme court to sit in judgment on
those laws. Both parties, following common
precedents, raised their armies by the same
methods — first by volunteering, and then by a
draft of citizens between the ages of eighteen
and forty-five years, induced by bounties or
enforced by severe penalties. At first the
Southern youth, were clamorous to be led
against the detested Yankees and Abolition-
ists, each claiming to be equal to five of the

* Captain Phisterer in this record gives the date
and place of 2261 distinet battles and engagements, and
for 149 of them he gives the estimated losses. 1 do not
know the source of his information, but I do know
that it is very difficult to ascertain the exact facts even

as to the Union forces, much more the Confederate.
His tables are more complete and easier of reference
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shop-keepers and mud-sills of the North ; but
they soon became convinced that man to man
was all they wanted.

According to Captain Frederick Phisterer,
in his valuable “Statistical Record of the
Armies ”* (1883), the “ calls” on the North for
men were, in the four years of war, 2,763,670,
which resulted in an aggregate of 2,772,408 ;1
but as these calls were for three months, one
year, two years, three years, and ¢ during the
war,” the actual soldiers are counted two,
three, and four times.

On p. 62 occurs a table, which every officer
who has had to fight with men present for duty,
instead of on paper, well understands, in which
is given,  Present 7 :

Julysr, xBar. oo 183,588
January 1, 1862.,........ 527,204
March 31, 1862........... 33.9

January 1, 1863..... ..... 95,802
January 1, 1864...... .. .61I,250
January 1, 1865, ........ .620.024
March 37, I868. .00 657,747
May T 1805 0w s 797,807

and on the latter date 202,709 absent— ag-
gregating 1,000,516 on the muster-rolls at the
end of the war. I have no doubt this is as
correct as possible.

The “absent” were not present with the
armies at the front, but were generally in rear
of the base of supplies; and even of the “ pres-
ent” we had to estimate at least one-third as
detached, guarding our long lines of supplies,
sick in hospital, company cooks, teamsters,
escorts to trains, and absent from the ranks
by reason bf the many causes incident to war.

Assuming one soldier to sixteen of the pop-
ulation,— at times more, at times less,— the
Southern armies must have had an average
of 569,000 men. I cannot find even an ap-
proximate table of their numbers; but we
know they had in their ranks every man they
could get, subject to the same causes of ab-
senteeism as the Union armies.

Before I enter upon the real subject of this
paper, let me attempt to portray the two great
leaders of these mighty hosts, Abraham Lin-
coln and Jefferson Davis, both of whom, in
addition to their civil functions, often exer-
cised their unquestioned right to command
their respective armies. They, in fact, com-
missioned all general officers, assigned them
to posts, gave military orders, defined the
“objects ” of campaigns, and often the exact
‘lines of operation.”

than those supplied by the adjutant-general, and are
offered in this paper only as approximate, to illustrate
the argument and demonstrate the magnitude of these
“operations of war.”’— W. T. 5.

tA recent officially revised statement increases this
number to 2,778,304.— EDITOR.
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Lincoln was by nature and choice a man of
peace. Born in Kentucky, but taken by his
parents in early youth to Indiana and Illinois,
he grew up to manhood the type of the class
of people who inhabit our North-west. He in
time became a lawyer in Springfield, the cap-
ital of Illinois, had a fair practice, and always
took a lively interest in all public questions —
in other words, ¢ politics.” He became skilled
in debate, and during the discussions which
arose from the repeal of the Missouri Com-
promise and the extension of slavery over
the vast territories acquired by the Mexican
war of 1846-8, he was compelled to meet in
debate one of the ablest men of his day,
Stephen A. Douglas, whom he fairly excelled,
whereby he acquired national fame ; was, ac-
cording to the usage of our country, nominated
as the Republican candidate for President,
and was duly and fairly elected in November,
1860. At thattime he was somewhat a stranger
to the country, especially to the South, who
regarded him as an Abolitionist, then the vilest
of mortals in their estimation. But no sooner
was he legally inducted into his office, March
4, 1861, than he began to display those qual-
ities of head and heart which will make him
takerank with the most renowned men of earth.

He never professed any knowledge of the
laws and science of war, yet in his joyous mo-
ments he would relate his large experience as
a soldier in the Black Hawk war of 1832, and
as an officer in the Mormon war at Nauvoo,
in 1846. Nevertheless, during the progress
of the civil war he evinced a quick com-
prehension of the principles of the “art,”
though never using military phraseology. Thus
his letter of April 19, 1862, to General Mc-
Clellan, then besieging Yorktown, exhibits a
precise knowledge of the strength and pur-
pose of each of the many armies in the field,
and of the importance of “concentric ac-
tion.” In his letter of June g, 1863, to General
Hooker, he wrote:

In one word, I would not take any risk of being
entangled upon the river [ Rappahannock], like an ox
11!.11%:11:13(1 half.way over a fence, and liable to be torn

y dogs front and rear, without a fair chance to gore
one way, or to kick the other.

Again, June 1o, 1863, writing to General
Hooker:

If left to me, I would not go south of the Rappa-
hannock upon Lee’s moving northof it, If yon had
Richmond invested to-day, you would not be able to
take it in twenty days, Meanwhile your communica-
tions, and with them your army, would be ruined.
think Lee’s army and not Richmond is your objective
point. If he comes toward the Upper Potomae, follow
him on his flank and on the inside track, shortening
your lines while he lengthens his. If he stop, fief kim
and fiet him.

This is pure science, though the language is
not technical.
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It is related by General Grant in his me-
moirs that when he was explaining how he pro-
posed to use the several scattered armies so
as to accomplish the best results, referring to
the forces in western Virginia, and saying that
he had ordered Sigel to move up the Valley
of Virginia from Winchester, make junction
with Crook and Averell from Kanawha, and
go towards Saltville or Lynchburg— Mr, Lin-
coln said, ¢ Oh, yes! I see that. As we say
out West, if a man can’t skin, he must hold a
leg while somebody else does.”

In his personal interview with General
Grant about March 8, 1864, Mr. Lincoln
recounted truly and manfully that
he had never professed to be a miliftary man, or
to know how campaigns should be conducted, and
never wanted to interfere in them; but the procrasti-
nation of commanders, and the pressure from the peo-
ple at the North and Congress, whick was always with
#im, forced him to issuing his series of military orders,
one, two, three, etc. He did not know but all were
wrong, and did know that some were. All he wanted
or ever had wanted was some one who would take the
responsibility and acz, and call on him for all the as-
sistance needed, pledging himself to use all the power
of the Government in rendering such assistance.

At last he had found that man.

Jefferson Dayis also was born in Kentucky,
He removed in youth to the State of Missis-
sippi, whence he was appointed a cadet to
the United States Military Academy at West
Point, September 1, 1824. He was graduated
No. 23 in a class of 33 membersin June, 1828 ;
served on the North-west frontier, now Wis-
consin and Iowa, as a lieutenant of the First
Infantry, till March 4, 1833, when he was ap-
pointed to the First Dragoons as a first lieu-
tenant; with that regiment he served on the
frontier of Arkansas, now Fort Gibson in the
Indian Territory, till he resigned, in 1835. He
was in civil life in his State of Mississippi till
the breaking out of the Mexican war, in 1846,
when, as colonel of a Mississippi regiment, he
took a conspicuous part under General Zach-
ary Taylor at Monterey and at Buena Vista,
where he was badly wounded.

With the disbandment of his regiment he
resumed his civiland political career ; wasasen-
atorin the National Congress, 1847—53; Secre-
tary of War under President Pierce, 1853-57 ;
and again a senator, from 1857 to 1861, when
he became the President of the Southern Con-
federacy, and Commander-in-chief of its ar-
mies and navy.

He was by nature and education a soldier,
giving orders to his armies, laying down plans
of campaign, lines of operation, and descend-
ing into details which it might have been wiser
to have left to subordinates.

No one has ever questioned the personal
integrity of Mr. Davis, but we his antagonists
have ever held him as impersonating a bad
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cause from ambitious motives, often exhibiting
malice, arrogance, and pride.

Such, in my judgment, were the two great
antagonist forces, and such their leaders in
our civil war.

Recurring now to the autumn of 1861, these
two forces stood facing each other with one of
the most difficult problems of the science of
war before them. The line of separation was
substantially the Potomac, the Ohio, and a line
through southern Missouriand the Indian Ter-
ritory to New Mexico, fully two thousand miles
long; but this naturally divided itselfinto three
parts— the east or Potomac (McClellan), the
center or Ohio (Buell), and the west or Missouri
(Halleck). Confronting them was the Army of
Northern Virginia (Johnston — Lee), that of
the Cumberland (Albert Sidney Johnston),and
that of the trans-Mississippi (McCulloch —
Price). All these were educated and experi-
enced soldiers. The North necessarily took the
offensive, and the South the defensive. After
much preliminary skirmishing the first signifi-
cant movement was that of General Thomas,
January 2o, 1862, who moved forward, at-
tacked, defeated,and killed General Zollicoffer,
at Mill Springs, Kentucky ; the next was that
of General Grant from Cairo, Illinois, up the
Tennessee River in conjunction with the gun-
boat fleet under Commodore Foote, which
captured Fort Henry, and afterwards (IFeb-
ruary 14th-16th) Fort Donelson, in which
the Union losses are reported, 2886, and the
Confederate, 15,067,* most of these prisoners
of war. The prompt capture of these two forti-
fied positions with their garrisons compelled
the Confederate general, Johnston, toabandon
his fortified flanks at Bowling Green, Kentucky,
and Columbus, on the Mississippi River, and
to fall back two hundred miles to a new line
along the Memphis and Charleston railroad.
The Union armies followed up this move-
ment, the one (Grant) to Shiloh, abreast of
Corinth, the other (Pope) directly down the
Mississippi River, the real ¢ objective” of this
grand campaign. There was still another
army, under General S. R. Curtis, an educated
and professional soldier, moving southward,
west of the Mississippi River, which encount-
ered its enemy at Pea Ridge, Arkansas, on
the 6th=8th of March, defeated him, inflict-
ing a loss of 5zoo* men to his of 1384. These
three armies, under the command of Gen-
eral Halleck at St. Louis, were operating from
a secure base, with abundant supplies on
# concentric lines,” with a well-defined and
important “objective,” the recovery of the
Mississippi River, the chief navigable river
of the continent, which had been forcibly
taken possession of by the enemy, its banks
fortified with heavy guns, and with several
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fleets of armed gun-boats to patrol and de-
fend it.

The Army of the Ohio, General Buell,
moved forward to Nashville and the Tennes-
see River.

Here the Confederate general, Albert Sid-
ney Johnston, displayed great skill and gener-
alship by using his railroads, collecting all his
scattered forces at Corinth, Mississippi, com-
pletely reorganizing them and hurling them
with terrific energy on Grant at Shiloh, timing
his attack so as to overwhelm this army
before the arrival of the Army of the Ohio,
approaching from the direction of Nashville.
On the first day, April 6, 1862, he was par-
tially successful, but met a foe of equal skill
and determination, and there lost his life, ne-
cessitating a change of commandersin the very
crisis of battle. He was succeeded by Beau-
regard, who continued the attack; but the
Union forces under Grant held the key-points
of the position till night, when arrived the
division of Lew Wallace, which had been de-
tached, and three divisions of the Army of the
Ohio. The next morning the Union armies
assumed the “ offensive,” drove the Confed-
erates back to Corinth, and won the victory.
The losses are recorded 13,573 to the Union,
and ro,699 to the Confederates. This was a
highly critical battle, more important in its
moral than its physical results, It gave the
Union army great confidence in itself, and in
its ability not only to defeat the Confederate
armies, man to man, but to overcome the “ ob-
stacles of nature” and the machinations of
an “ exasperated people.”

While these movements were in progress
down the Mississippi, Commodore Farragut,
with his sea-going fleet, a flotilla of mortar-
boats under Commodore Porter, and a land
force under General Butler, was preparing to
reach the same “ objective ” from the mouth of
the river. On the 2oth of April, Fairagut be-
gan by breaking the chain of obstacles at Forts
Jackson and Saint Philip, both works planned
by scientific engineers and built by competent
workmen; both were well garrisoned and
supplied, with heavy artillery and abundance
of ammunition. Then he steamed by these
forts, fighting right and left in his * wooden
ships with hearts of steel,” instantly attacked
the Confederate fleet above, utterly annihila-
ted it, went on up to the city of New Orleans
and captured it—all inside of ten days.
No bolder or more successful act of war was
ever done than this, which was fully equal to
Nelson’s attack on the French fleet at Aboukir,
and infinitely more important in its conse-

*The Official Records, while not conclusive, would

seem to place this loss at a much smaller figure.—
EDITOR.
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quences. Had not events elsewhere delayed
the movement from the North, the Mississippi
would have been ours in the summer of 1862,
whereas its recovery was only postponed till
1863.

Agimost coincident with the battle of Shiloh,
General Pope, operating down the Mississippi
in codperation with the gun-boat fleet of Com-
modore Foote, attacked the fortified Island No.
10, and on the 8th of April captured it, with all
itsstores and most of its garrison. The gun-boat
fleet, pushing on down the river, encountered
Fort Pillow on the 14th of April, again on the
roth of May, and June 4th captured it; and
under command of Commodore Davis pushed
on to Memphis, where, June 6th, it absolutely
destroyed the Confederate fleet of gun-boats,
thus leaving no obstacle, except Vicksburg, to
the free navigation of the river.

General Halleck, after the battle of Shiloh,
ordered General Pope’s army by water from Isl-
and No. 1o to Shiloh, and proceeded there him-
self to command the several armies in person.
He organized these, viz., of the Ohio, Ten-
nessee and Mississippi, into the usual right and
left wings, center, and reserve, and moved,
about the end of April, with great deliberation
on the Confederate army intrenched at Cor-
inth, Mississippi, a strategic place of value,
being the point of intersection of two impor-
tantrailroads. After some immaterial skirmish-
ing the Confederate general, Beauregard,
abandoned the place, fell back to Tupelo,
fifty miles south on the Mobile and Ohio
railroad, and the Union forces occupied Cor-
inth, May 30, 1862. General Halleck then
had in hand one of the strongest and best
armies ever assembled on this continent, and
could easily have pursued Beauregard, scat-
tered his army, marched across to Vicksburg,
then unfortified, occupied it, and thus brought
to a brilliant conclusion the campaign he had
so well begun; he could have made the Mis-
sissippi open to commerce, created a complete
isolation of the trans-Mississippi department
of the Confederates, and thereby set free,
for other uses, three-fourths of his army
of one hundred thousand men. But the re-
verses to McClellan in the worthless peninsula
of James River, and the appeal of the good
Union people of East Tennessee, caused our
President and commander-in-chief to break
up that army and call General Halleck to
Washington, send Buell’s army towards Chat-
tanooga, and leave General Grant with the
Army of the Tennessee to defend a line of
one hundred and fifty miles (Tuscumbia
to Memphis), placing him on the defensive
with a bold, skillful, and enterprising enemy
athis front. The Confederate armies of Price
and Van Dorn were brought from across the
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Mississippi to face Grant from Holly Springs.
Bragg, who succeeded Beauregard at Tu-
pelo, moved his army, reénforced by recruits,
detachments, and exchanged prisoners, rapidly
by rail to Chattanooga to meet Buell, who
had marched across from Corinth. Feeling
himself equal if not superior to Buell, Bragg,
August 21, 1862, began that really bold and
skillful campaign which forced Buell back to
his base of supplies at Louisville, on the Ohio
River., Here, in his turn, Buell received
reénforcements and resumed the offensive,
encountering Bragg at Perryville, Kentucky,
on the 8th of October, 1862, inflicting a loss
to the enemy of 7000, to his own of 4348,
which induced Bragg to fall back to Murfrees-
boro’, Tennessee.

Meantime Price and Van Dorn began to
be aggressive against General Grant's long,
thin line of defense; but Grant met them with
consummate skill, at every point, as at Tuka,
September 1gth—20th, and at Corinth, Octo-
ber 3d-4th, the casualties of which are reported
2359 Union and 14,221* Confederate — a
fiercely contested battle at which Rosecrans
commanded, and which was conclusive of
events in that quarter to the end of the war.

Grant then, November, 1862, resumed the
original offensive against Vicksburg,— known
to be strongly fortified, occupied by a com-
petent garrison, and covered by the armies of
Price and Van Dorn, under the command of
Lieutenant-General Pemberton, whose head-
quarters were at Holly Springs, Mississippi.
Leaving small detachments to guard the key-
poinisto hisrear, Grant moved with all his force
straight against Pemberton, who first formed
his defensive line behind the Tallahatchie,
and, this being too long for his strength,
fell behind the Yalabusha at Grenada. Grant
moved his scattered forces concentrically
on Oxford, Mississippi, which he occupied on
the 2d of December, and then resolved to
send Sherman back to Memphis with one of
his four brigades to organize, out of new troops
arrived there and other troops belonging to
Curtis at Helena, Arkansas, an expeditionary
force to move by the river direct against
Vicksburg, whilst he held the main force un-
der Pemberton so occupied that he could not
detach any of his men to that fortress. After
Sherman had started, Pemberton detached
Van Dom with a strong cavalry command to
pass around the flanks of Grant's army, to
capture his depot of supplies at Holly Springs,
and to go on northward, destroying his line
of communication. Van Dorn, an educated
soldier, did his work well, and compelled Grant
to halt and finally to take up a new base of sup-
plies at Memphis. Meantime Sherman went

¥ Later compilations make this 4707.— EDITOR.
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on to Vicksburg, but, instead of meeting a
small garrison, found Vicksburg not only
strong by nature and art, but fully reénforced
by Pemberton. He failed because the condi-
tion of facts had changed. He was superseded
by McClernand, and he in time by General
Grant, who came in person to direct opera-
tions against Vicksburg from the river. Then
followed that long period of searching for the
possession of some dry land whence Vicksburg
could be reached, first above the place, finally
below. The passage at night by the gun-boat
fleet, led by Admiral Porter in person, accom-
panied by some transports, was as bold
and successful an ¢ operation of war” as
was the passage of Forts Jackson and Saint
Philip by Farragut the previous year. Then
the march of Grant's army by roads which
would have been pronounced impracticable by
any European engineer, his attack on Grand
Gulf, and subsequent landing at Bruinsburg;
the movement and battle at Port Gibson;
the rapid march to Jackson whereby he inter-
posed his army between those of Pemberton
in Vicksburg and of Johnston outside; the
battle of Champion’s Hill, whereby he drove
Pemberton to his trenches and then invested
him till his surrender in July — these opera-
tions illustrated the highest principles of war,
one of whose maxims is to divide your enemy
and beat each moiety in detail. I dobelievethat
when this campaign is understood by military
critics it will rank with the best of the young
Napoleon in Italy, in 1796. The fall of Vicks-
burg resulted in the fall of Port Hudson below,
after which, in the language of Mr. Lincoln,
the Mississippi “ went unvexed to the sea.”
In my judgment, the recovery of the Missis-
sippi River was conclusive of the civil war.
Whatever power holds that river can govern
this continent. Its possession in 1863 set free
the armies which were in at the death of the
Southern Confederacy, in 1865,

Recurring now to the great central line of
operations: 1 left Bragg on the defensive at
Murfreesboro’, Tennessee, and Buell at Perry-
ville, Kentucky. The authorities at Washing-
ton became dissatisfied with Buell, and re-
placed him by Rosecrans, who had deservedly
won great fame by his defense of Corinth.
Soady records, as a standard rule of war, that
an army assuming the offensive must maintain
the offensive. So Rosecrans moved forward
to Nashville, where he picked up Thomas’s
corps, which had been left there by Buell in
his retrograde movement, and then to Mur-
freesboro’ on Stone’s River, where, December
31, 186z — January 2, 1863, ensued one of
the bloodiest battles of the war, resulting in a
Union loss of 11,578, and a Confederate loss
of 25,500 (FPhisterer).* The Union forces held
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the ground and Bragg gradually fell back to
Chattanooga—Dby nature a strategic place of
the first importance, made so because here
the main spurs of the Alleghanies are broken
by the Tennessee River. To possess this place
was Rosecrans’s “objective.” His army was
adequate; his corps, divisions, and brigades
were well commanded ; yet the great distance
from his base of supplies, on the Ohio River,
made the logistics very difficult. In Septem-
ber, 1863, he moved forward, crossed the Ten-
nessee River at Bridgeport, sent one corps
direct to Chattanooga, and with the other three
crossed the Sand Mountain and Raccoonrange,
debouchinginto the Valley ofthe Chickamauga,
in rear of Chattanooga. Bragg, detecting this
“turning” movement, fell back to Lafayette,
in the same valley of the Chickamauga, where
he was reénforced by Longstreet’s corps from
Virginia, and at the critical moment attacked
vehemently on the 1gth and 2oth of Septem-
ber, 1863, breaking the right flank of Rose-
crans’s army ; but when he reached the Four-
teenth Corps, General George H. Thomas, he
could not move the “ Rock of Chickamauga.”
Rosecrans gained Chattanooga, the object
of his campaign, but he was therein besieged
by Bragg; his losses were 15,851, to Bragg's
17,804. Calls for reénforcements to that army
came: the Eleventh and Twelfth corps under
Hooker were sent by rail from Washington,
and the Fifteenth Corps, Sherman, from Vicks-
burg. General Grant also, having finished his
task on the Mississippi, was summoned to
Louisville by the Secretary of War, Mr. Stan-
ton, and after a consultation was ordered to
Chattanoogatosupersede Rosecrans, Allthese
combinations were concluded by November,
and Bragg had made the fatal mistake, laid
down in all the books, of detaching Longstreet’s
corps to Knoxville, 110 miles away, to capture
Burnside’s army. He was over-confident in
the strength of his position on Lookout Mount-
ain and Missionary Ridge, whence he could
look down upon his supposed victims, who he
believed would by starvation be compelled to
surrender, Buta master-mind had arrived, who
soon solved the question of supplies and then
addressed himself to the question of battle.
Grant promptly detected Bragg’s mistake in de-
taching Longstreet, and resolved to attack and
drive him away the very moment the reénforce-
ments hastening to him could be available. On
the 23d of November, 1863, having all his
troops in position, he began the attack, begin-
ning on both flanks, and at the right moment
hurling his center against Bragg’s © unassail-
able” position on Missionary Ridge, he drove
him in defeat and disorder to and through

* Later compilation: Union, 13,249; Confederate,
10,266.— EDITOR,
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Ringgold Gap, twenty-six miles; and then only
paused because of the necessity tosend relief to
General Burnside at Knoxville. This was fully
accomplished, so that by the end of Novem-
ber the enemy was beaten at all points, and
the temporary check at Chickamauga was fully
redeemed. Thelosses in the Union army were
5615, to the Confederate loss of 8684. All
the movements were made strictly according
to the lessons of war as taught by the great
masters, and they will stand the test of the
most rigid critic.

I now turn with some degree of hesitation
to the great Army of the Potomac, operating
directly in front of Washington, and which
European and FEastern critics, whose sight
apparently could not penetrate beyond the
Alleghanies, watched with painful solicitude.

That army was from the beginning to the
end of the war the controlling military force
of the Union cause; and never was an army
more true and loyal to its government, more
obedient to its generals, more patient in ad-
versity, more magnanimous in victory than
was the Army of the Potomac. After the epi-
sode of Bull Run in July, 1861, General Mc-
Clellan was called from the West by universal
acclaim to command it; and on the retirement
of General Scott, by reason of age, November
1st, General McClellan was appointed by
President Lincoln to command all the armies
of the United States. He proceeded with
commendable skill and energy to the work of
organization, equipment, and transportation;
but theseason foractive operations had passed,
and his army remained on the banks of the
Potomac at the beginning of 1862. The Con-
federate army, under General Joseph E. Jobn-
ston, was at Centreville, twenty-six miles south,
with outposts in sight of the National Capitol,
and had established batteries on the river be-
low threatening the water-line of supply from
the direction of the Chesapeake. General
McClellan’s # Own Story,” now a part of his-
tory, shows that he was conscious of the im-
patience of the whole country at his seeming
quiescence; and I am not surprised that Mr.
Lincolnshould have assumed his unquestioned
power to issue his General Order No. 1, of Jan-
uary 27th, ordering a simultaneous advance of
all the armies on the 22d of February, 1862.
The Army of the Potomac advanced directly
from their camps to the front at Fairfax and
Ceatreville, to find that the Confederates had
gone behind the Rappahannock.

At Fairfax Court House, on the r1th of
March, General McClellan received President
Lincoln’s war order, No. 3, relieving him of
the command of the armies of the United
States: restricting his authority to the single
Army of the Potomac; and in common with
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all other department commanders requiring
him to report promptly and frequently to the
Secretary of War, Mr. Stanton. Meantime had
been fully discussed the plan of campaign, the
bases of supply, lmes of operation, fortresses,
ete., partly by conference, and partly by a cor-
respondence given at length in McClellan’s
“ Own Story,” culminating in the two letters
of I'ebruary 3, 1862, on p. 229. The result
was the movement against Richmond by way
of Fort Menroe, resulting in innumerable
delays at Yorktown, Williamsburg, etc., till
the 31st of May, when was fought the first
considerable battle of * Fair Oaks,” or ¢ Seven
Pines,” near Richmond, at which General
Johnston was wounded, and General Lee suc-
ceeded him in command of the Confederate
Army of Northern Virginia, Soon followed
the battle of Gaines’s Mill, and McClellan’s
“retreat,” fighting for seven days (June 25th—
July 1st) to reach Harrison’s Landing on the
James River, twenty-five miles below Rich-
mond, as a new *“ base” from which to renew
his offensive against Richmond, when his
army had become rested and reénforced from
the North. During his stay at Harrison’s Land-
ing, July 2d-August 17th, the temper of his
correspondence, official and private, was indi-
cative of a spirit not consistent with the duty
of the commanding general of a great army.

After reading McClellan’s “ Own Story,”
and the principal histories of that period,
coupled with conversations with many of his
principal subordinates, I am convinced that
McClellan’s fatal mistake was in the choice
of his “line of operations” in the spring of
1862. I believe that had he moved straight
against his antagonist behind the Rappahan-
nock with his then magnificent army, and had
he fought steadily and persistently, as Grant
did two years later, he would have picked up
his detachments, including McDowell’s corps,
would have reached Richmond with an over-
whelming force, would have captured the city,
possibly the Confederate army,—at least would
have dispersed it,—thus ending the war.

I do not entertain the idea that Mr. Lincoln,
Mr. Stanton, Mi. Chase, and General Halleck
could have conspired for his defeat, lest Mc-
Clellan should become a rival presidential can-
didate, or for any motive whatsoever. He had
ample power and adequate force, but failed in
his “ objective,” which should have been the
Confederate Army of Northern Virginia, in-
stead of the city of Richmond. Of course, the
withdrawal of Blenker's division and Me-
Dowell’s corps at the crisis of his attack on
Richmond were large factors in his failure,
but these were direct consequences of his own
plan of campaign, which involved the defense
of Washington as well as the capture of Rich-
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mond. General McClellan was unquestionably
a man of pure character, of great intelligence,
learned in the science of war, and with all the
experience possible in our country with its
limited military establishment. He was gradu-
ated at West Point, No. 2 in the class of 1846;
-went directly to the war in Mexico, whence
he returned with an exalted reputation for
soldiership under fire; was selected by the
War Department for many scientific purposes,
among them to proceed to Sebastopol in 1856,
to observe the operations of the armies there
engaged ; and soon after the outbreak of our
Rebellion was chosen with universal assent to
command the principal army of the Union,
No man knew better than he that the prob-
lem of war demanded an aggressive soldier.
He failed because he chose a wrong * object-

ive” and a wrong “line of operation ”"— a com--

mon mistake in strategy.

Meantime General Halleck, July 16, 1862,
had been summoned from Corinth, Missis-
sippi, to Washington, to command the armies
of the United States, and thus the Army of the
Potomac had four commanding generals,—the
President, the Secretary of War, General Hal-
leck, and General McClellan,—each giving
orders, planning campaigns, ordering detach-
ments hither and thither, seemingly without
concert, and based on the latest information
by “ spies and informers.” Nothing but Divine
Providence could have saved this nation from
humiliation at that crisis of our history. Gen-
eral John Pope, whose work at Island No. 10
and at Corinth had been personally seen by
General Halleck, was brought east by him and
given command of the scattered forces left
behind by McClellan to protect Washington
against Stonewall Jackson and the Confed-
erate hosts who believed that Washington was
synonymous with the Union cause, and that if
Washington could be captured “the game was
up.” General Pope skillfully collected and dis-
posed his forces, and fought them manfully,
The Army of the Potomac, by Halleck’s orders,
was withdrawn from Harrison’s Landing and
sent as rapidly as possible to the assistance of
General Pope, who was threatened by Stone-
wall Jackson, followed by Lee's whole army.
The battle of Groveton, or the second Bull
Run, has been the subject of the most critical
investigation, and I do not propose to mingle
in that controversy ; but I believe Pope fought
valiantly and well, that he checked Lee in his
full career for Washington, and brought his
“forlorn-hope * to the defenses of Washington
in as good condition as could have been done
by any of his critics.

At all events the Army of the Potomac was
back in front of Washington about the end of
August, 1862, confronting its old enemy com-
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manded by Lee, which believed itself invin-
cible. On the 2d of September Major-Gen-
eral McClellan was ordered by the President
to “have command of the fortifications of
Washington, and of all the troops for the
defense of the capital.”* Pope’s Army of
Virginia was merged into that of the Potomac,
then commanded by McClellan,

Lee then began his invasive campaign into
Maryland, crossing the Potomac by its upper
fords east of Harper’s Ferry, having detached
Stonewall Jackson to capture Harper's Ferry
and its garrison, which he did promptly on the
15th of September, at a loss to the Union of
11,783 men, to the Confederates of 5oo, and
thereafter joined Lee at Antietam in time to
render material assistance in that battle.

As soon as McClellan became convinced
that Lee designed to cross the Potomac, he
followed by roads leading north of that river,
his left near it and his right extending to
Frederick City, which he reached September
12th. The Confederates had been there the day
before, and had fallen back along the old Na-
tional Road by Turner’s and Crampton’s Gaps
of South Mountain (Blue Ridge), where a
battle was fought on the 14th, in which the
Union loss was 2325 to the Confederate 4343.
Lee called in all his detachments and prepared
for battle at Sharpsburg, covering a ford of
the Potomac River with Antietam Creek to
his front, assuming the defensive. McClel-
lan closed down on him and prepared to de-
feat him with a considerable river to his rear.
This battle also has been one which has been
discussed with crimination and recrimination
in which I do not propose to engage, limiting
myself to quotations from Soady:

It is an approved maxim in war never to do what
the enemy wishes you to do, for this reason alone — that
he desires it. A field of battle, therefore, which he has
previously studied and reconnoitered should be avoided,
and double care should be taken where he has had time
to fortify or intrench. One consequence deducible
from this principle is never to attack a position in front
which you can gain by turning (Napoleon) [p. 75].

General McClellan at the battle of Antietam, beside
that [s7¢] of making his attacks so disconnectedly that
they afforded no help to each other, . . kept 15,000
men in strict reserve to the very end of the battle—a
force which properly employed might have been used
to obtain some decisive advantage. For any practical
effect . . Porter’s corps might as well have
been at Washington., There is no example of any
great tactician thus making useless his superiority of
force of his own choice, except the single one of Na-
poleon refusing to employ his guard to decide the des-
perate struggle at Borodino; and although the great
emperor had the strongest possible reason for thusre-
serving his best troops in the enormous distance from
his depots which he arrived at, and the consequent
impossibility of replacing them, yet he has been more

condemned than admired for this striking deviation
from his usual practice, which rendered his victory so

* s« McClellan’s Own Story,” p. 536.
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indecisive and ultimatelyso useless. But McClellan was
in the very reverse of such a position, and could have
had no similar reason; for his reénforcements were
near, and those of his opponent exhaunsted. ‘The only
excuse that can be made for his timidity as to the use of
his reserve must be in the ignorance he labored under
as to the great numerical inferiority of Lee [p. 2347

The battle of Antietam was fought Septem-
ber 17, 1862, soon after which McClellan was
superseded by Burnside, who followed Lee up
to the old lines of the Rappahannock, crossed
at Fredericksburg, and on December 13th
fought that desperate battle, losing 12,353 to
Lee’s loss of 4576; soon after which he was
replaced by Hooker, who crossed the Rapidan
and May 1 —4, 1863, fought Lee at Chan-
cellorsville, losing 16,030 to Lee's 12,281,
when he fell back again north of the Rappa-
hannock. Then Lee in his turn assumed the
offensive and made his canipaign into Penn-
sylvania, resulting in the famous battle of
Gettysburg, fought almost coincident with the
capture of Vicksburg, viz., July 1—3, 1863,
in which Lee was the assailant, losing 23,186
men fo 34,621 on the part of Meade,® who
fought purely on the defensive. General
Meade is entitled to extraordinary honor for
his conduct of that battle, because he was or-
dered to command thatarmy whilst actually on
the march, with no time to reconnoiter, study
the ground, or become acquainted with his
corps and division commanders,— that too in
the presence of a victorious army of unknown
strength, commanded by a general of known
ability and great repute.

The defeat of the Confederate army at
Gettysburg and the capture of Vicksburg
should have ended the civil war July g4,
1863, — but no! the leaders demanded the
“last ditch,” and their followers seemed will-
ing. The Army of Northern Virginia fell back
behind the Rappahannock, and the Army of
the Potomac followed and occupied their old
ground about Warrenton.

On the 4th day of March, 1864, General U.
S. Grant was summoned to Washington from
Nashville to receive his commission of lieuten-
ant-general, the highestrank then known in the
United States, and the same that was conferred
on Washington in 1798. He reached Washing-
ton on the 7th, had an interview for the first
time with Mr. Lincoln, and on the gth re-
ceived his commission at the hands of the
President, who made a short address, to which
Grant made a suitable reply. He was informed
that it was desirable that he should come east
to command all the armies of the United
States, and give his personal supervision to
the Army of the Potomac. On the 1oth he
visited General Meade at Brandy Station,

* Later compilations make the losses: Confederate,
25,873; Union, 23,001.— EDITOR.
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and saw many of his leading officers, but re-
turned to Washington the next day and went
on to Nashville, to which place he had sum-
moned Sherman, then absent on his Meridian
expedition. On the 18th of March he turned
over to Sherman the command of the western
armies and started back for Washington, Sher-
man accompanying him as far as Cincinnati.
Amidst constant interruptions of a business
and social nature, these two commanders
reached the satisfactory conclusion that as soon
as the season would permit, all the armies of the
Union would assume the “ bold offensive ” by
“concentriclines” on the common enemy,and
would finish up the job in a single campaign
if possible. The main * objectives ” were Lee’s
army behind the Rapidan in Virginia, and
Johnston’s army at Dalton, Georgia.

On reaching Washington, General Grant
studied with great care all the minutize of
the organization, strength, qualities, and re-
sources of each of the many armies into which
the Union forces had resolved themselves by
reason of preceding events, and in due time
with wonderful precision laid out the work
which each one should undertake. His written
instructions to me at Nashville were embraced
in his two letters of April 4, and April 19,
1864, both in his own handwriting, which I
still possess, and which, in my judgment, are
as complete as any of those of the Duke of
Wellington contained in the twelve volumes
of his published letters and correspondence,

With the month of May came the season
for action, and by the 4th all his armies were
in motion. The army of Butler at Fort Mon-
roe was his left, Meade’s army the center,
and Sherman at Chattanooga his right. But-
ler was to move against Richmond on the
south of James River, Meade straight against
Lee, intrenched behind the Rapidan, and
Sherman to attack Joe Johnston and push
him to and beyond Atlanta. This was as far
as human foresight could penetrate. Though
Meade commanded the Army of the Potomac,
General Grant substantially controlled it,and
on the 4th of May, 1864, he crossed the
Rapidan, and at noon next day attacked Lee.
He knew that a certain amount of fighting,
“killing,” had to be done to accomplish his
end, and also to pay the penalty of former fail-
ures. In the “wilderness ” there was noroom
for grand strategy, or even minor tactics; but
the fighting was desperate, the losses to the Un-
ion army being, according to Phisterer, 37,737,
to the Confederate loss of 11,400— the differ-
ence due to Lee’s intrenchments and the blind
nature of the country in which the battle was
fought. On the night of May 4th both par-

t Later compilation, 17,666.— EDITOR,
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ties paused, appalled by the fearful slaughter;
but General Grant commanded  Forward by
the left flank.” Thatwas, in my judgment, the
supreme moment of his life : undismayed, with
a full comprehension of the importance of the
work in which he was engaged, feeling as keen
a sympathy for his dead and wounded as any
one, and without stopping to count his num-
bers, he gave his orders calmly, specifically,
and absolutely —¢ Forward to Spotsylvania.”
But his watchful and skillful antagonist de-
tected his purpose, having the inner or shorter
line, threw his army across Grant’s path, and
promptly fortified it. These field intrench-
ments are peculiar to America, though I am
convinced they were employed by the Romans
in Gaul in the days of Cmsar. A regiment,
brigade, division, or corps, halting for the night
or for battle, faced the enemy ; moved forward
to ground with a good outlook to the front;
stacked arms; gathered logs, stumps, fence-
rails, and anything which would stop a bullet ;
piled these to their front, and, digging a ditch
behind, threw the dirt forward, and made a
parapet which covered their persons as per-
fectly as a granite wall.

When Grant reached Spotsylvania, on the
8th of May, he found his antagonist in his
front thus intrenched. He was delayed there
till the 2oth, during which time there was in-
cessant fighting, because he was compelled to
attack his enemy behind these improvised in-
trenchments. Hislosses according to Phisterer
were 24,461,* to the Confederateloss of gooo.
Nevertheless, his renewed order, ¢ Forward
by the left flank,” compelled Lee to retreat
to the defenses of Richmond.

Grant’s memoirs enable us to follow him
day by day across the various rivers which lay
between him and Richmond, and in the bloody
assaults at Cold Harbor, where his losses are
reported 14,9311 to 1700 by his opponent.
Yet ever onward by the left flank, he crossed
James River, and penned Lee and his Army
of Northern Virginia within the intrenchments
of Richmond and Petersburg for ten long
months on the pure defensive, to remain almost
passive observers of local events, whilst Grant’s
other armies were absolutely annihilating the
Southern Confederacy.

Whilst Grant was fighting desperately from
the Rapidan to the James, there were two
other armies within the same “ zone of opera-
tions.”—that of the “James” under General
Butler, who was expected to march up on the
south and invest Petersburg and even Rich-
mond; and that of Sigel at Winchester, who
was expected to march up the Valley of Vir-
ginia, pick up his detachments from the

* Later compilation, 18,399.— EDITOR.

t Later compilation, 12,737.— EDITOR.
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Kanawha (Crook and Averell), and threaten
Lynchburg, a place of vital importance to
Lee in Richmond. Butler failed to accomplish
what was expected of him; and Sigel failed
at the very start, and was replaced by Hun-
ter, who marched up the Valley, made junc-
tion with Crook and Averell at Staunton, and
pushed on with commendable vigor to Lynch-
burg, which he invested on the 16th of June.

Lee, who by this time had been driven into
Richmond with a force large enough to hold
his lines of intrenchment and a surplus for
expeditions, detached General Jubal A. Early
with the equivalent of a corps to drive Hunter
away from Lynchburg. Hunter, far from his
base, with nadequate supplies of food and
ammunition, retreated by the Kanawha to the
Ohio River, his nearest base, thereby exposing
the Valley of Virginia, whereupon Early,
an educated soldier, promptly resolved to
take advantage of the occasion, marched rap-
idly down this valley northward to Winchester,
crossedthe Potomac to Hagerstown,andthence
boldly marched on Washington, defended at
that time only by armed clerks and militia.
General Grant, fully alive to the danger, dis-
patched to Washington by water, from his
army investing Petersburg, two divisions of
the Sixth Corps and the Nineteenth Corps, just
arriving from New Orleans. These troops ar-
rived at the very nick of time,—met Early’s
army in the suburbs of Washington, and drove
it back to the Valley of Virginia, whence it
had come.

This most skillful movement of Early dem-
onstrated to General Grant the importance
of the Valley of Virginia, not only as a base
of supplies for Lee’s army in Richmond, but
as the most direct, shortest, and easiest route
for a “diversion” into the Union territory
north of the Potomac. He therefore cast
around for a suitable commander for this field
of operations, and settled upon Major-General
Philip H. Sheridan, whom he had brought
from the West to command the cavalry corps
of the Army of the Potomac.

Sheridan promptly repaired to his new
sphere of operations, quickly ascertained its
strength and resources, and resolved to attack
Early in the position which he had chosen in
and about Winchester, Va. He delivered his
attack across broken ground on the xgth of
September, beat his antagonist in fair, open
battle, sending him “ whirling up the Valley,”
inflicting a loss of 5500 men to his of 4873,
and followed him up to Cedar Creek and
Fisher's Hill. There Early recomposed his
army and fell upon the Union army on the
1gth of October, gaining a temporary advan-
tage during General Sheridan’s absence; but
on his opportune return his army resumed the
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offensive, defeated Early, captured nearly all
his artillery, and drove him completely out of
his field of operations, eliminating that army
from the subsequent problem of the war.

Sheridan’s losses were 5995 to Early’s 4200

but these losses are no just measure of the re-
sults of that victory, which made it impossible
to use the Valley of Virginia as a Confederate
base of supplies and as an easy route for raids
within the Union lines. General Sheridan then
committed its protection to detachments and
with his main force rejoined General Grant,
who still held Lee’s army inside his intrench-
ments at Richmond and Petersburg.

I now turn with a feeling of éxtreme deli-
cacy to the conduct of that other campaign
from Chattanooga to Atlanta, Savannah, and
Raleigh, which with liberal discretion was
committed to me by General Grant in his
minute instructions of April 4, and April 10,
1864. To all military students these letters
must be familiar, because they have been
published again and again, and there never
was and never can be raised a question of
rivalry or claim between us as to the relative
merits of the manner in which we played our
respective parts. We were as brothers—1I the
older man in years, but he the higher in rank.
We both believed in our heart of hearts that
the success of the Union cause was not only
necessary to the then generation of Ameri-
cans, but to all future generations. We both
professed to be gentlemen and professional
soldiers, educated in the science of war by
our generous Government for the very oc-
casion which had arisen. Neither of us by
nature was a combative man ; but with honest
hearts and a clear purpose to do what man
could we embarked on that campaign which
I believe, in its strategy, in its logistics, in its
grand and minor tactics, has added new luster
to the old science of war. Both of us had at
our front generals to whom in early life we
had been taught to look up,— educated and
experienced soldiers like ourselves, not likely
to make any mistakes, and each of whom had
as strong an army as could be collected from
the massof their nine millions of Southern peo-
ple,—of the same blood as ourselves, brave,
confident, and well equipped; in addition to
which they had the most decided advantage
of operating in their own difficult country of
mountain, forest, ravine, and river, affording
admirable opportunities for defense, besides
the other equally important advantage that
we had to invade the country of our unquali-
fied enemy and expose our long lines of* sup-
ply to the guerrillas of an “ exasperated people.”
Again, as we advanced we had to leave guards
to bridges, stations, and intermediate depots,
diminishing the fighting force, whilst our ene-
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my gained strength by picking up his detach-
ments as he fell back, and with railroads to
bring supplies and reénforcements from his
rear. In Europe war is confined to actual
belligerents wearing uniforms, publicly pro-
claiming their character. Notso with us. Men
professing to be peaceful farmers and physi-
cians — yea, preachers of the Gospel — were
apprehended in doing acts of a most damag-
ing nature; and I recall to memory a case when
our plckets brought to me three preachers
with double-barreled guns who said they were
hunting for birds as food for their tables.
On drawing the charges, each gun contained
twelve buckshot, which would have killed a
man at sixty yards. I instance these facts
to offset the common assertion that we of the
North won the war by brute force, and not
by courage and skill.

On the historic 4th day of May, 1864, the
Confederate army at my front lay at Dalton,
Georgia, composed, according to the best
authority, of about 45,000 men, commanded
by General Joseph E. Johnston, who was the
equal in all the elements of generalship with
General Lee, and who.was under instructions
from the war powers in Richmond to assume
the offensive northward as far as Nashville.
But he soon discovered that he would have
to conduct a defensive campaign. Coincident
with the movement of the Army of the Poto-
mac, as announced by telegraph, I put my
armies in motion from our base at Chattanoo-
ga. These were the armies of the Ohio, 13,559
men; of the Cumberland, 60,773 ; of the Ten-
nessee, 24,465 — grand total, 98,797 men and
254 guns.

I had no purpose to attack Johnston’s po-
sition at Dalton in front, but marched from
Chattanooga to feign at his front and to make
a lodgment in Resaca, eighteen miles to his
rear, on “ his line of communication and sup-
ply.” The movement was partially, not wholly,
successful ; but it compelled Johnston to let
go Dalton and fight us at Resaca, where, May
13th—16th, our loss was 2747 and his 2800, I
fought offensively and he defensively, aided
by earth parapets. He then fell back to Cal-
houn, Adairsville, and Cassville, where he
halted for the battle of the campaign; but,
for reasons given in his memoirs, he continued
his retreat behind the next spur of mountains
to Allatoona.

Pausing for a few days to repair the railroad
without attempting Allatoona, of which I had
personal knowledge acquired in 1844, I re-
solved to push on towards Atlanta by way of
Dallas; this Johnston quickly detected, and
forced me to fight him at New Hope Church,
four miles north of Dallas, resulting in losses
of zo00 to the Confederates to 2400 to us.



594

The country was almost in a state of nature —
few or no roads, nothing that a European
could understand, but where the bullet killed
its victim as surely as at Sevastopol. Johnston
had meantime picked up his detachments, and
had received reénforcements from his rear
which raised his aggregate strength to 62,000
men, and warranted him in claiming that he
was purposely drawing us far from our base,
and that when the right moment should come
he would turn on us and destroy us. We were
equally confident and not the least alarmed.
He then fell back to his position at Marietta,
with Brush Mountain on his right, Kenesaw
his center, and Lost Mountain his left. His
line of ten miles was too long for his numbers,
and he soon let go his flanks and concentrated
on Kenesaw. We closed down in battle array,
repaired the railroad up to our very camps,
and then prepared for the contest. Not a day,
not an hour or minute was there a cessation
of fire. Our skirmishers were in absolute con-
tact, the lines of battle and batteries but little
in rear of the skirmishers; and thus matters
continued until June 27th, when I ordered a
general assault, with the full codperation of
my great lieutenants, Thomas, McPherson,
and Schofield, as good and true men as ever
lived or died for their country’s cause; but we
failed, losing 3000 men, to the Confederate
loss of 63o0. Still, the result was that within
three days Johnston abandoned the strongest
possible position and was in full retreat for
the Chattahoochee River. We were on his
heels; skirmished with his rear at Smyrna
Church on the 4th day of July, and saw him
fairly across the Chattahoochee on the roth,
covered and protected by the best line of
field intrenchments I have ever seen, prepared
long in advance. No officer or soldier who
ever served under me will question the gener-
alship of Joseph E. Johnston. His retreats
were timely, in good order, and he left noth-
ing behind. We had advanced into the ene-
my’s country 120 miles, with a single track
railroad, which had to bring clothing, food,
ammunition, everything requisite for roo,oo0
men and 23,000 animals. The city of
Atlanta, the gate city opening the interior of
the important State of Georgia, was in sight;
its protecting army was shaken but not de-
feated, and onward we had to go,—illustra-
ting the principle that an army “once on the
offensive must maintain the offensive.”

We feigned to the right, but crossed the
Chattahoochee by the left, and soon con-
fronted our enemy behind his first line of in-
trenchments at Peach Tree Creek, prepared
in advance for this very occasion. At this
critical moment the Confederate Government
rendered us most valuable service. Being dis-
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satisfied with the Fabian policy of General
Johnston, it relieved him, and General Hood
was substituted to command the Confederate
army. Hood wasknown to us to bea“fighter,”
a graduate of West Point of the class of 1853,
No. 44, of which class two of my army com-
manders, McPherson and Schofield, were No.
1 and No. 7. The character of a leader is a
large factor in the game of war, and I confess
I was pleased at this change, of which 1 had
earlynotice. 1knew that I hadanarmy superior
in numbers and morale to that of my antago-
nist; but being so far from my base, and oper-
ating in a country absolutely devoid of food
and forage, I was dependent for supplies on a
poorly constructed, single-track railroad back
to Louisville, five hundred miles. Iwas willing
to meet our enemy in the open country, but
not behind well-constructed parapets.

Promptly, as expected, the enemy sallied
from his Peach Tree line on the 18th of July,
about midday, striking the Twentieth Corps
(Hooker), which had just crossed Peach Tree
Creek by improvised bridges. The troops be-
came commingled and fought hand to hand
desperately for aboutfour hours, when the Con-
federates were driven back within their lines,
leaving behind their dead and wounded.
These amounted to 4796 men, to our loss of
1710. We followed up, and Hood fell back
to the main lines of the city of Atlanta. We
closed in, when again, Hood holding these
lines by about one-half his force, with the other
half made a wide circuit by night, under cover
of the woods, and on the 22d of July envel-
oped our left flank “in air,” a movement that
led to the hardest battle of the campaign. He
encountered the Army of the Tennessee,—
skilled veteranswho were always ready to fight,
were not alarmed by flank or rear attacks,
and met their assailants with heroic valor,
The battle raged from noon to night, when
the Confederates, baffled and defeated, fell
back within the intrenchments of Atlanta.
Their losses are reported 8499 to ours of 3641 ;
but among these was McPherson, the com-
mander of the Army of the Tennessee. Whilst
this battle was in progress, Schofield at the cen-
ter, and Thomas on the right, made efforts to
break through the intrenchments at theirfronts,
but found them too strong to assault.

The Army of the Tennessee was then shifted,
under its new commander (Howard), from the
extreme left to the extreme right, to reach, if
possible, the railroad by which Hood drew
his supplies, when he again, on the 28th of
July; repeated his tactics of the 22d, sustain-
ing an overwhelming defeat, losing 4632 men
to our 700. These three sallies convinced him
that his predecessor, General Johnston, had
not erred in standing on the defensive. There-
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after the Confederate army in Atlanta clung
to his parapets. I never intended to assault
these, but gradually worked to the right to
reach and destroy his line of supplies, because
soldiers, like other mortals, must have food.
QOur extension to the right brought on numer-
ous conflicts, but nothing worthy of note, till
about the end of August I resolved to leave
one corps to protect our communications to the
rear, and move with the other five to a point
(Jonesboro’) on the railroad twenty-six miles
below Atlanta, nef fortified. ‘This movement
was perfectly strategic, was successful, and re-
sulted in our occupation of Atlanta, on the
3d of September, 1864. The result had alarge
effect on the whole country at the time, for
solid and political reasons. I claim no special
merit to myself, save that I believe I followed
the teachings of the best masters of the “ sci-
ence of war” of which I had knowledge; and
better still, I had pleased Mr. Lincoln, who
wanted “success ” very much. But I had not
accomplished all, for Hood’s army, the chief
“objective,” had escaped.

Then began the real trouble. We were in
possession of Atlanta, and Hood remained at
Lovejoy’s Station, thirty miles south-east, on
the Savannah railroad, with an army of about
40,000 veterans inured to war,and with a fair
amount of wagons to carry his supplies, inde-
pendent of the railroads. On the 21st of Sep-
tember he shifted his ‘position to Palmetto
Station, twenty-five miles south-west of At-
lanta, on the Montgomeryand Selma railroad,
where he began his systematic preparations
for his aggressive campaign against our com-
municatipns to compel us to abandon our con-
quests. Here he was visited by Mr, Davis,who
promised all possible coGperation and assist-
ance in the proposed campaign ; and here also
Mr. Davis made his famous speech, which was
duly reported to me in Atlanta, assuring his
army that they would make my retreat more
disastrous than was that of Napoleon from
Moscow. Forewarned, I took immediate meas-
ures to thwart his plans. One division was
sent back to Rome, another to Chattanooga ;
the guards aleng our railroad were reénforced
and warned of the coming blow. General
Thomas was sent back to the headquarters of
his department at Nashville, Schofield to his
at Knoxville, and I remained in Atlanta to
await Hood’s “initiative,” This followed soon.
Hood, sending his cavalry ahead, crossed the
ChattahoochedRiverat Campbelltown with his
main army on the 1st of October, and moved
to Dallas, detaching a strong force against the
railroad above Marietta which destroyed it for
fifteen miles,and then sent French’s division to
capture Allatoona. I followed Hood, reaching
Kenesaw Mountain in time to see in the dis-
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tance the attack on Allatoona, which was hand-
somely repulsed by Corse. Hood then moved

‘westward, avoiding Rome, and by a circuit

reached Resaca, which he summoned to sur-
render, but did not wait to attack, He con-
tinued thence the destruction of the railroad
for about twenty miles to the tunnel, including
Dalton, whose garrison he captured. I fol-
lowed up to Resaca, then turned west to inter-
cept his retreat down the Valley of Chattooga ;
but by rapid marching he escaped to Gadsden,
on the Coosa, I halting at Gaylesville, whence
to observe his further movements. Hood, aft-
er a short pause, crossed the mountains to
Decatur, on the Tennessee River, which, being
defended by a good division of troops, he
avoided, and finally halted opposite Florence,
Alabama, on the Tennessee River, Divining
the object of his movement against our com-
munications, which had been thus far rapid and
skillful, I detached by rail General Schofield
and two of my six corps to Nashville, all the
reénforcement that Thomas deemed necessary
to enable him to defend Tennessee, and began
my systematic preparations for resuming the
offensive against Georgia. Repairing the
broken railroads, we collected in Atlanta the
necessary food and transportation for 60,000
men, sent to the rear all impediments, called
in all detachments, and ordered them to
march for Atlanta, where by the 14th of
November were assembled 4 infantry corps,
1 cavalry division, and 65 field guns, aggre-
gating 60,598 men. Hood remained at Flor-
ence, preparing to invade Tennessee and
Kentucky, or to follow me. We were pre-
pared for either alternative.

According to the great Napoleon, the fun-
damental maxim for successful war is to “ con-
verge a superior force on the critical point at
the critical time.” In 1864 the main “ object-
ives” were Lee’s and Johnston's armies, and
the critical point was thought to be Richmond
or Atlanta, whichever should be longest held.
Had General Grant overwhelmed or scattered
Lee’s army and occupied Richmond he would
have come to Atlanta ; butas I happenedto oc-
cupy Atlanta first, and had driven Hood off to
a divergent line of operations far to the west,
it was good strategy to leave him to a subor-
dinate force, and with my main army to join
Grant at Richmond. The most practicable
route to Richmond was near a thousand miles
in distance, too long for a single march;
hence the necessity to reach the sea-coast for
a new base. Savannah was the nearest point,
distant three hundred miles, and this we ac-
complished from November 12th to December
21,1864. According to the Duke of Welling-
ton, an army moves upon its belly, not upon
its legs; and no army dependent on wagons
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can operate more than a hundred miles from
its base, because the teams going and return-
ing consume the contents of their wagons,
leaving little or nothing for the maintenance
of the men and animals at the front, who are
fully employed in fighting; hence the neces-
sity to “forage liberally on the country,” a
measure which fed our men and animals chiefly
on the very supplies which had been gathered
near the railroads by the enemy for the main-
tenance of his own armies. “The march to
the sea” in strategy was only a shift of base
for ulterior and highly important purposes.

Meantime Hood, whom I had left at and
near Florence, Alabama, three hundred and
seventeen miles to my rear, having completely
reorganized and re-supplied his army, ad-
vanced against Thomasat Nashville, who had
also made every preparation. Hood first en-
countered Schofield at Franklin, November
30, 1864, attacked him boldly behind his in-
trenchments, and sustained a positive “ check,”
losing 6252 of his best men, including Gen-
erals Cleburne and Adams, who were killed
on the very parapets, to Schofield’s loss of
2326. Nevertheless he pushed on to Nash-
ville, which he invested. Thomas, one of the
grand characters of our civil war, nothing dis-
mayed by danger in front or rear, made all
his preparations with cool and calm delibera-
tion; and on the 1s5th of December sallied
from his intrenchments, attacked Hood in his
chosen and intrenched positions, and on the
next day, December 16th, actually annihilated
his army, eliminating it thenceforward from
the problem of the war. Hood’s losses were
15,000 men to Thomas’s 3o03.

Therefore at the end of the year 1864 the
war at the west was concluded, leaving noth-
ing to be considered in the grand game of
war but Lee’s army, held by Grant in Rich-
mond, and the Confederate detachments at
Mobile and along the sea-boardnorth of Savan-
nah. Of course Charleston, ever arrogant, felt
secure; but it was regarded by us asa “ dead
cock in the pit,” and fell of itself when its
inland communications were cut. Wilmington
was captured by a detachment from the Army
of the Potomac, aided by Admiral Porter’s
fleet and by Schofield, who had been brought
by Grant from Nashville to Washington and
sent down the Atlantic coast to prepare for
Sherman’s coming to Goldsboro’, North Caro-
lina,—all * converging” on Richmond.

Preparatory to the next move, General
Howard was sent from Savannah to secure
Pocotaligo, in South Carolina, as a point of de-
parture for the north, and General Slocum to
Sister’s Ferry, on the Savannah River, to secure
a safe lodgment on the north bank for the
same purpose. In due time—in February,
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1865 — these detachments, operating by con-
centric lines, met on the South Carolina road
at Midway and Blackville, swept northward
through Orangeburg and Columbia to Winns-
boro’, where the direction was changed to
Fayetteville and Goldsboro’, a distance of 420
miles through a difficult and hostile country,
making junction with Schofield at a safe base
with two good railroads back to the sea-coast,
of which we held absolute dominion, The re-
sistance of Hampton, Butler, Beauregard, and
even Joe Johnston was regarded as trivial
Our “objective” was Lee’s army at Rich-
mond. When I reached Goldsboro’, made
junction with Schofield, and moved forward
to Raleigh, I was willing to encounter the en-
tire Confederate army; but the Confederate
armies — Lee’s in Richmond and Johnston’s
in my front— held interior lines, and could
choose the initiative,

Few military critics who have treated of the
civil war in America have ever comprehended
the importance of the movement of my army
northward from Savannah to Goldsboro’, or
of the transfer of Schofield from Nashville to
cotperate with me in North Carolina. This
march was like the thrust of a sword towards
the heart of the human body ; each mile of
advance swept aside all opposition, consumed
the very food on which Lee’s army depended
for life, and demonstrated a power in the Na-
tional Government which was irresistible.

Therefore in March, 1865, but one more
move was left to Lee on the chess-board of
war—to abandon Richmond ; make junction
with Johnston in North Carolina; fall on me
and destroy me if possible, a fate I did not
apprehend ; then turn on Grant, sure to be
in close pursuit, and defeat him. Butno! Lee
clung to his intrenchments for political rea-
sons, and waited for the inevitable, At last,
on the 1st day of April, General Sheridan, by
his vehement and most successful attack on
the Confederate lines at the “ Five Forks”
near Dinwiddie Court House, compelled Lee
to begin his last race for life. He then at-
tempted to reach Danville, to make junction
with Johnston, but Grant in his rapid pursuit
constantly interposed, and finally headed him
off at Appomattox, and compelled the sur-
render of the Army of Northern Virginia,
which for four long years had baffled the skill
and courage of the Army of the Potomac and
the power of our National Government. This
substantially ended the war, Ieaving only the
formal proceedings of accepting the surrender
of Johnston’s army in North Carolina and of
the subordinate armies at the South-west.

All these movements were on a grand scale,
strictly in conformity with the lessons of the
great masters, and illustrate every branch of
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the science of war as defined by Soady,—strat-
egy, logistics, grand and minor tactics, and
engineering.

Inthussummarizing these contrelling events,
extending through four years of time and em-
bracing a continent, I have endeavored to con-
fine myself to the chief campaigns and battles
which illustrate military principles. The first
year of the war was necessarily one of prepara-
tion, but in the last three I contend that every
principle of the science of war was illustrated
and demonstrated by examples in our war.
“ Divergent” operations were generally use-
less or failures; *convergent” operations,
with good “bases,” though far apart, when
persevered in resulted in success and victory.
All T aim to establish 1s that'the civil war
brought forth, on both sides, out of the mass
of the American people, the knowledge, talents,
and qualities which were necessary to the oc-
gasion; that success resulted from the same
qualities, the same knowledge and adherence
to the rules of war, which have achieved mil-
itary success in other ages and in other lands;
and that military knowledge acquired before-
hand was most valuable, though not conclu-
sive. The same knowledge might have been
and was acquired in actual war, though often
at a terrible expense in human life and misery.

There is an old familiar maxim, ¢ In peace
prepare for war,” so that I would deem it the
part of wisdom for our Government to accu-
mulate in our arsenals a large supply of the
best cannon, small arms, ammunition, and
military equipments, ready for instant use; to
encourage military education, and to foster a
national militia.

I will quote here an expression of a per-
sonal friend who was a good soldier of the
civil war, now a senator in Congress, contained
in an address which he recently delivered to
the graduating class of a college in Michigan :

Of course knowledge is power, we all know that:
but mere knowledge is not power, it is simply possi-
bility. Aetion is power, and its highest manifestation
is action with knowledge.

How true this is, is felt by every soldier
who has been in battle. "I'is not the man who
knows most, but the one who dves best, that
wins. Grant, and Meade, and Sheridan at the
close of the war could have been taught many
lessons by our learned professors, but none
of these could have guided the forces to vic-
tory as Grant did at Chattanooga, defended
his position as Meade did at Gettysburg, or
hurled his masses as Sheridan did at Win-
chester. Action guided by knowledge is what
is demanded of the modern general, He must
know as much of the school of the soldier as
any man in the ranks; he must know what
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men can do, and what they cannot do; he
must foresee and forereach to provide in ad-
vance the food, clothing, ammunition, and
supplies of every nature and kind necessary
for the maintenance of his command; and,
moreover, he must gain the confidence and
affections of all the men committed to his
charge. Above all, he must ac according to
the best knowledge and information he can
obtain, preferably coupled with experience
acquired long in advance. If we demand of
the engineer of a locomotive, composed of bits
of iron, both knowledge and experience, how
much more should we demand these qualities
of the commander of an army, composed of
living men, of flesh and blood, with immortal
souls! There may be such men as born gen-
erals, but I have never encountered them, and
doubt the wisdom of trusting to their turning
up in an emergency.

The aggressive demands a great moral
force, the defensive less, A man who has
not experienced the feeling cannot compre-
hend the sensation of hurling masses of men
against an intrenched enemy, almost sure to
result in the death of thousands, and, worse
still, the mangling of more, followed by the
lamentations of families at the loss of fathers,
brothers, and sons. We in America, with a
free press behind us, which sympathized with
their neighbors and rarely comprehended the
necessities of battle, felt this moral force far
more than would any European general with
his well-organized corps and battalions which
he could move with little more feeling than
he would the ivory figures on a chess-board.

In 1872 I visited Europe in the frigate
Wabash, and was landed at Gibraltar, held
by England with a full war garrison, composed
of all arms of service, commanded by Sir Fen-
wick Williams of Kars, a general of great
renown, whose officers were thoroughly edu-
cated and of marked intelligence. They nat-
urally questioned me as to the conduct of our
civil war; they could comprehend how we
might, out of our intelligent citizens, create
battalions of infantry, but were incredulous
when 1 explained that we had been equally
successful with artillery, engineers, ordnance
and staff, the scientific branches of the mili-
tary service; and when I further claimed that
most of our campaigns had been conducted
according to the highest military principles,
as taught by their General Hamley in the staff
school at Aldershot, I could read in their faces
signs of more than doubt. The same or simi-
lar experiences occurred afterwards at Malta,
and in the clubs of London.

In Russia I found the army officers spe-
cially well informed about American affairs. At
Vladi Kavkas, a city at the north base of the
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Caucasian range of mountains, Mr. Curtin and
I, with our party, were entertained by a briga-
dier-general and the officers of his command,
who welcomed us inaspeechreferring to Grant
and Sheridan, Farragut and Porter, with as
much precision as could have been expected
at Denver. In Italy also there prevailed a
similar public feeling, and there I encountered
several who had been to America, and had
shared in some of our campaigns.

In Germany the army officers seemed so well
satisfied with themselves, by reason of their
then recent victories over the French, that they
gave little heed to our affairs on this side of
the Atlantic. In all their garrisoned towns
they were drilling morning, noon, and night,
at the squad drill, at the company drill, and
in the school of the battalion; and if industry
and attention to details are ruling elements
in the science of war, then will the German
battalions maintain the cohesion and strength
they displayed in the war of 1870-71. With
such battalions as units, there can be no scar-
city of skilled officers and generals.

In like manner the French bad not yet re-
covered from their defeats at Woerth, Metz,
Gravelotte, Sédan, and Paris. With them the
separation of the officer from the soldier was
much more marked than in any other of the
military establishments I witnessed in Europe,
and one of their most renowned generals at-
tributed to this cause their defeat and national
humiliationj specifying that when their ar-
mies were hastily assembled on the Rhine,
the soldiers did not personally know their
captains and company officers, and these in
turn could not distinguish their own command-
ers. I infer, however, from recent accounts,
that General Boulanger, who attended our

New YoRrg, May 1, 1887.
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centennial celebration at Yorktown in 1881,
has corrected much of this, and has infused
into the French army somewhat of his own
youthful ardor and spirit, so that if a new war
should arise in Europe we may expect differ-
ent results.

Nevertheless, for service in our wooded
country, where battles must be fought chiefly
by skirmishers and ¢thin lines,” I prefer our
own people. They possess more individual-
ity, more self-reliance, learn more quickly the
necessity for organization and discipline, and
will follow where they have skilled leaders in
whom they have confidence. Any one of the
corps of the Army of the Potomac, or of the
West, would not have hesitated to meet after
1863, in open ground, an equal number of the
best drilled German troops. This, of course,
mayseem an idle boast; itis only meant to con-
vey my opinion that the American people need
not fear a just comparison in warlike qualities
with those of any other nation. We are more
likely to err in the other direction, in over-confi-
dence, by compelling inferior numbers and un-
disciplined men to encounter superior troops,
exposing them to certain defeat—a ““cruel
and inhuman ” act on the part of any govern-
ment. Strength in war results from organiza-
tion, cohesion, and discipline, which require
time and experience; but war is an expensive
luxury, too costly to maintain even to secure
these important results : therefore the greater
necessity for fostering a national militia, and
supporting military schools like that at West
Point, which has proven its inestimable value
to the nation as General Washington pre-
dicted, and as every war in America during
this century has demonstrated.

W. 7. Sherman.

VALUES.

I MAKE apprisal of the maiden moon
For what she is to me:
Not a great globe of cheerless stone
That hangs in awful space alone,
And ever so to be;
But just the rarest orb,
The very fairest orb,
The star most lovely-wise
In all the dear night-skies!

So thou to me, O jestful girl of June!
I have no will to hear

Cold calculations of thy worth

Summed up in beauty, brain, and birth:
Such coldly strike mine ear.

Thou art the rarest one,

The very fairest one,

The soul most lovely-wise

That ever looked through eyes!

Richard E. Burton.
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people, In addition (o the great political advantages
that would result to our cause from the adoption of a
system of emancipation, it would exercise a salutary
influence upon our whole negro population, by ren-
dering more sccure the fidelity of those who become
soldiers and diminishing the inducements to the rest
to abscond.

I can only say, in conclusion, that whatever measures
are to be adopted should be adopted at once. Every
day’s delay increases the difficulty. Much time will be
required to organize and discipline the men, and ac-
tion may be deferred until it is too late.

Very respectfully, your obedient servant,
R. E. Lee, General,

Some Errors in General Sherman's ** Grand
Strategy."

Ix the February CENTURY is a paper from General
Sherman on “ The Grand Strategy of the War of the
Rebellion.”” Near the outset of this paper the dis-
tinguished author makes a statement as to “the two
great antagonist forces ” of which the following is the
gist:

First. That the belligerent populations, leaving out
Maryland, Kentucky, and Missouri, were in round
numbers nineteen and nine millions respectively.

Second. That while the entire Federal army aver-
aged (from January, '62-May,’05) from 500,000 to
800,000 *present,” the Confederate army averaged
about 569,000 men — this last number being deter-
mined by taking one-sixteenth of the nine millions which
is assumed as the total population of the Confederacy.

Third. That the three States of Maryland, Ken-
tucky, and Missouri furnished to each belligerent a
“ fair quota,” and may be left out of the count.

Fiyst. To get a population of nine millions in the
Confederate States, General Sherman has included the
entire slave population of these States in 1860. By the
Census of that year, the 11 Confederate States had in
round numbers 5,450,000 whites and 3,650,000 blacks.
Now the slave population of these States not only
furnished no soldiers to the South,— it supplied much
the larger part of the 178,975 colored troops which
were enrolled during the war on the side of the North.
Nay more — the records of the War Department show
that besides some 22,000 white Union troops obtained
from scattered points throughout the South, the State
of Virginia (West Virginia) furnished 31,872, and that
of Tennessee 31,092 men to the Federal army. Hence,
in setting down the belligerent populations, not only
is it misleading to include the slaves on the Confeder-
ate side, but large sections of West Virginia and East
Tennessee should be transferred from the Southern to
the Northern side. Considering population with refer-
ence to the men contributed to the two armies, is it
not evident that (omitting Kentucky, Missouri, and
Maryland) the two belligerents drew from populations
which were in the neighborhood of #wesfy millions and
Jive millions, instead of #ineteer millions and 7ine mill-
ions ? It is not intended here to ignore the fact that
the slave population of the South was in many ways a
source of strength to that section, and that its pres-
ence enabled the South to send to the field a larger
percentage of white men than could otherwise have
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been spared. But it is absurd to estimate, as General
Sherman does, that the slaves approached, in the value
of their contributions to the struggle, an equal num-
ber of white people.

Second. The total number of men furnished to the
Tederal armies was 2,778,304 (or about 2,300,000
when reduced to a three-year standard); and of these,
as General Sherman states, there was an average after
January 1,762 of from 500,000 to 80,000 presentin the
field. No report of the total number of Confederates
enrolled exists, but General Sherman would have us
believe that the Confederate Government was able to
keep an average of 569,000 men actuallyin the field.
Its limited resources in the way of armament and
supplies would have made this impossible —but look
at it simply as a question of population. It appears
from Phisterer’s figures that the average strength of
the Federal armies present in the field was about one-
fourth of the total number of troops furnished. If the
Confederates showed the same proportion between
enrolled men and those ¢ present,” there must have
been over 2,000,000 Confederate troops enrolled dur-
ing the war out of a total white population of about
Jeve millions !

This result might have given the author pause. But
while the Confederate records are defective, there was
no necessity for such wild statements as General
Sherman makes. Many returns of the Confederate
armies exist, and from these an approximate estimate of
the total Confederate strength can be obtained. There
never was a time, for instance, when the Army of North-
ern Virginia numbered 100,000 men present. It rarely
even approached it; and yet this army generally ex-
ceeded in strength the main western Confederate army.
It is doubtful whether there was at any date, through-
outthe Confederacy, more than half the men * present
that General Sherman assumes as the average strength
of the Southern armies, and it is very certain that their
real average strength was less than half of the numbers
he gives. The total number of Confederates enrolled
during the war was probably between 600,000 and
700,000 men. The former estimate was given by a
Northern writer upon a careful examination of the rec-
ords twenty years ago, and the best estimates at the
War Records office to-day do not vary greatly from
that number.

Third, It is certain that Kentucky, Missouri, and
Maryland furnished far more troops to the Northern
than to the Southern side, which, considering the fact
thatthese States were occupied almost entirely by Union
troops, is not surprising. Phisterer credits

Maryland with 46,638 Union troops.

Missouri * Togyrrr M y
75:760 £

Kentucky *
If General Sherman means by “fair quota” that these
States contributed forces to the two armies in the same
proportion as that existing between the total Northern
and Southern armies, he may be near the truth. But if
he means, as seems probable, that they contributed
equal or nearly equal numbers to the two sides, heis as
wide of the mark as he is in the points above noted.

W. Allan.

McDoxoves, MaryLAND, April 14, 1888,


Moira
Typewritten Text
C1888B




