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ABSTRACT

CONFEDERATE MILITARY STRATEGY: THE OUTSIDE FORCES THAT CAWED

CHANGE

When addressed with military strategy the firstuiatis to drift towards the big name
battlefields: Shiloh, Perryville, Stones River, Chicleamga, and Chattanoog@®ur obsession
with tactics and outcomes clouds our mitm¢he social, cultural, and political factors thadko
place away from the front lined.ess appealing, buto less importanto understanding the war
asa whole, this study incorporates non-military fasto explain the shifof Confederate
military strategyin the Western TheateiSouthern citizens experienced a growtmmilitary
awareness, which greatly influenced the militaryigges of Richmond, and altered how
Confederate generals waged war against Union arrifies.geographgf Mississippi and
Tennessee, and the proximdf/these statet® Virginia, also forced Western genertdspursue
aggressive military campaigns with less than ideititary resourcesFinally, the emotions and
personal aspirationsf general officersn the Armyof Tennessee, and the Western Theaser
whole, produced a cultui failure, which created disunion and instabilitythe Western
command structureConfederate generals pursued aggressive military cangpdiggio a

combinationof social, cultural, political, and military factors.
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Introduction

Every year from Mayo September, thousandé Americans traverse the same grounds
that witnessed sona the most dreadful carnage knowenAmerican citizensip to that pointin
history. We celebrate those grounds, taking not¢he troop dispersal, tactio$ Confederate
and Union armies, the death and destruction, angetrsonal experienad those who once
fought there.The publicis enamored with such placeSome peoplgo where their ancestors
once stood.They attendo learn and retrace military tactics and decisitmgwe all goto
expose ourselvds the hellof American Civil War combatBut above allwe goto pay our
respecto the men who sacrificed their lives.

The public¢s eyeis consumed with these progressive narratasss resultof our close
intimacy with the battlefieldsAt Shiloh, Antietam, Chancellorsville, Gettysburg, €kaimauga,
and Vicksburg, the narrative begins with the firsieplnd ends with the last retrograde
movemenf the vanquished foelhe arcof military campaignsn the West, North, East, and
South visually concludes that thgood guys” won. At the endof the war, Union armies
triumphed over their Confederate enemi€he Union was restored, the questadrenslavement
was settled, andowthe country only hatb repairAmerican relations between the North and
South. In reality, social and cultural traits, suabenslavement, class division, and citizens
rarely take center stagethe realmof National Military Parks.At military parks the vast
majority of the discussiors dedicatedo the events that took plae¢the exact location.
Artifacts on display are there with the intattell the military narrative Little interpretation,
little of the museum exhibiter artifacts are dedicated the outside forces that affeot, were
affected by the war. This concern not only hampensw the Civil Waris remembereth public

memory, buhow historians engage with the public about aspeftse Civil War away from the



battlefields. Sincel999,the National Park Servids better equipped when addressing outside
sourcesn relationto the battlefield, yet the attractiaf battlefields rests military
significance!

Typically, historiographys written foroneof two audiences, the publar academia.
Academiatypically vilified asthe“ivory tower,” is usually reserved for intellectual
conversations between historians about certainaraistorical topics.The American Civil
War,in academia, has expanded over the pagtarsto include a deeper understanding about
Northern and Southern societies and cultures, a reretatnof the political climate prior,
during, and after the war, a refoausthe slave institution, anahintroduction into the worl@f
environmental historyPublic audiences, typicgllreferredto as“history buffs,” read the most
recent books about important figuremost notably UlysseS. Grant, RoberE. Lee, and
Abraham Lincolr—military campaignspr another topic that connects with the reamlean
emotional level.The publicaudience rarely engag@sthe historic discussion, and instead
chooseso gobbleup the next narrativey more public historiansThis division creates a gap
between the buff and the historian that inherentlyseawa misunderstanding between the two
parties. However,in one aspeabf academia, historians are more inclinedlose the gap and
offer academic narratives that the pulienore readily abléo comprehend and enjoy through
the combinatiorof traditional military studies and war studies.

Historian Earl.Hess defined traditional military studias“campaign and battle studies,
tactical and strategic histories, studiésveapons, and biographieEmajorcommanders.” New
military studieds the attempto analyze the social and cultural aspedtthe military

experience, which include combat and campaigmirtpe field, while war studies the studyof

1 Glenn BrasheiThe Peninsular Campaign & the Necessity of Emancipation: African Americans and the Fight for
Freedom (Raleigh, NC: University of North Carolina Press, 2012), 1-2.



everything elsé. Traditionalists typically target the public audienckile the other two
categories are reserved for more academic audieretesisjorians have startéalincorporate
military aspectsn studies about society and culturehe incorporatiorof both historiographical
trends not only shows that the war aspect did nppéain isolation but intendto create better
knowledye about the past.Thereforejt is my intentto analyze the relationship between
military decisions and outside forcelly objectiveis to showhowthose outside forces affected
Confederate military strategyy the Western Theater, duridg62and1863. | argue that
military awareness altered Confederate military stsathgeto Northern emancipatory acts,
southern class division, and the movenadithe Confederate capitabecond, | assert that
military leadership and political relationshipsajfdayedanimportant rolen the dictatiorof
military strategy.A combinationof poor military leadership and southern disdaintifier
Western Theater, created a cultofdailure that negatively affected the ultimate gogl
Confederate freedom.

Throughout this analysis the tefmilitary strategy” will be used frequentlyo depict
overall military movements, not individual battleglilitary strategyis thus the pre-planned
objectives, movements, actions, and campaidrnise Confederate armies that ednajor
battles—Perryville, Stones River, Vicksburg, Chickamauga, Gimtbga, and KnoxvilleThe
Confederate military strategy begasa defensive measute protect the land already under
southern controlln the early stagesf 1862,Confederatetrategy switched from a purely
defensive strategy an offensive strategy baseh military necessity and numerous outside

forces that interacted with Confederate military pditiMy examinatiorof military strategy

2 EarlJ. Hess;“Where dowe Stand?: A Critical Assessment of CiVilar Studiesin the SesquicentenniBka,” Civil

War History 60, no. 4 (December 2014): 371-403, accessed April 28, 2016, hitps:/muse.jhu.edu/article/562419.
3 JennifelWeler, “Reflections on ‘Where do we Stand?,” Civil War History 60, no. 4 (December 2014): 404-406,
accessed April 28, 2016, https://muse.jhu.edu/article/562420.
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will also highlight the mentality and objectio# Confederate general€onfederate strategy
was not universalln fact, Confederate President Jefferson Davis and @ebee shared the
same military mentalityn swift, aggressive movemeritsdefeat the Union armiyn Virginia as
quickly as possibleGenerals P.G.T. Beauregard, Braxton Bragg, Joseph Johastbdames
Longstreet were less aggressivasteadof immediately attacking a numerical superior force,
the generals wanted wait and amasssmany soldieraspossible from different departments
beforeanattackon larger Union armies their front. As a result, military campaigns were
tested and alterdaly the military awarenessf southern citizens.

Military awarenesss a byproducbof war,no matter the era, magnitudar, longevity or
the conflict. Military awarenessasthe term willbe used, shows a heightened seofse
recognition among citizens and the war that devel@yeund themThis recognition camin
the formof citizens opinionson the war and the military and political leadersyws®f military
and political policies, anditizens’ beliefs and hopes the causeln the Civil War, southern
awareness was more positinethe early stagesf the war, butisthe war progressed and the
Confederacy continueth face defeatin the Western Theater, southern hopes became more
pessimistic.During the Civil War, military awareness became verynprent dugo the
communication between the front lines and the hbrorg, and the proximityf military
engagement® southern communitiesThereforejn letters, editorials, and public
demonstrations southern citizens made clear thdinfgon the war. While citizens took more
noticeon the battles around them, southern voigestating their opinionen the direction and
outcomeof the war, affected Confederate military strategy.

In chapter one, slavery and the Northern emancipatdsyvll be the central focus.

Beginning with the Antebellum Era, southerner raciajyttiee instilled a deeper resistanne



military effort. The war became lesd a statesrights issue and developed into a conflict over
enslavementSouthern attentioto Northern contraband, confiscation, and emancipgilayed
animportant rolan Confederate decisions for the necessity behind pheltffensive campaigns
during the fallof 1862and the winteof 18621863. While southerners refused relinquish

their firm gripon racial slavery, Union armies created multiple oppoties for enslaved blacks
to access freedomWhen blackstartedto servein the Union military, southern hatred racial
equality drove therto vicious military actions against black prisonefsvar and white officers.

Chapter two complicates the narratbieintroducing class confli@sa resultof military
favoritism givento elite slaveholdersThis chapter will analyze the relationship betweearp
and wealthy whites and expectatiarfsnilitary service.As the Conscription Acbf April 1862
made clear, the Civil War favored wealthy southerhesause of the exemption acts affixed
the law. From that April until the endf the war, poor southerners battled conscription,
substitution, exemption, and impressmasa meanso regainanequal status southern
society. Resulting from a combinatiaof class division and military failures, the Confederat
government passed military policisprotract the wain the slim hopesf winning a warof
independencelnstead, the actions the governmenb extend the war helped bring down the
Confederacy from within.

The third chapter becomes a turning painthe argument.Switching focus, the military
aspecbf the war takes center stagehis chapter analyzes the maviethe Confederate capital
from Montgomery, Alabamap Richmond, Virginia, and the consequenoésuch a move.
Richmond became the focal pooftthe war among politicianis both Washingto. C. and
Richmond, which caused southern military foousemain fastenetb Virginia. Another result

of such a move was the rise and predonueaf Lee. Le€'s personality and continued



successes battle caused government officials and southermecisto place their entire faitn
military achievements the Eastern TheateRelegating the Western Theatera secondary
status, the western military strategy suffered immenseherefore, Bragg and Johnston were
reducedo fight the war without help and support from Richmond.

In chapters four and five, general officer aspirationshayblighted. The objectiveof the
last two chapteris to analyze the generalship§Bragg, Johnston, and Longstrézhighlight
military failuresin the Western Theatein the cas®f Bragg and Johnston, both men had
compete for military resources and the abildyictate military strategy with LeeAlready
startingat a disadvantage becausighe locatiorof the Confederate capital, Bragdailuresin
battle created defective military relationshig&umbling relationships among his general corps
caused Bragtp bea constant target for criticisms, which affected thigany strategyof the
Army of TennesseeJohnstonpn the other hand, received much praise from soldiers.
Johnston’s relationship with Davis hampered his success,thaguccesef the Confederate
armyin the West.Longstreet, not transferred the Western Theater until falB63,let his
personal aspirations getthe wayof Confederate succes$antingto commandanarmy,
Longstreet constantly disagreed with Davis and Leewsrdermined Bragm the West.
Longstreet eventually irritated Davis and Bragg enouwdh¢h caused the genetalreceivean
assignmento take Knoxville, Tennessem Decembed863. Leaving Bragg outhnumbered
Chattanoogadl,.ongstreet’s movement creategn opportunity for the Unioho take Tennessee
once and for all.

The yearl863endedn failure and the Confederate government was fotaeeconsider
military strategy for the next campaign seas@onsidering the last two yeas§the Civil War

from a military perspective, the Confederacy foughpdestelyto prevent a foregone conclusion



from transpiring. Basedon the military policies and the reactions from sauthcitizens1862
and1863were the best opportunities for the Confedetaayin the war and secure its
independenceWhen defeats became a reguaturrencean the Western Theater, southern
citizens startedb predict the endf the war. This, thereforeis a lookat the military realm

through multiple observationg showhowthe military aspect was affected and affected outside

forces.



Chapter e

The electiorof Abraham Lincoln proved civil war was imminerfsoutherners, seeing
nothing other than a Republican administration thagatened the existenoéslavery within the
United States, secedadDecembel860. Compromisesio longer held together a fractured
country. After secession, the Confederacy needed a natiofigdnyito protect southern
interests and southern territorouthern interests began and ended with the institof
slavery. Agricultural, social status, power, and almost evesyeatof southern life were
predicatedn racial enslavementTo protect slavery, the Confederacy began theomdhe
defensive, whichin theory, provided enough protectitmpreserve slavery.

After the military disaster Tennessee and Virginia early1862,southerners begdn
see the endf slaveryon a greater scale than ever befohes a resultof the black exoduw the
North, the Confederates pursued a more aggressive amdigéenilitary strategyln one
aspect, a more offensive strategy resulted faomltered military consciousness. Southerners
startedo see the importanag military campaigns for the protectiar slavery. Therefore, the
Confederacy starte devote more attention and resources for militaryoasto safeguard
racialized slaveryThis chapter will evaluate the altered military cdngasness baseth
southern racial ideologies through three different etspe

First, antebellum ideology wibe evaluated.The objectivas to show how racial
subjugatiomot only justified secession, but existasla device usetb wage a more violent war
from 1862to 1863. Antebellum ideologies, thus, proved fundamemahe way southerners
waged and thought about wa8econd, northern emancipatory laws illustrate howtreerners
used the militaryo cling to slavery. Offensive campaigns became vitalpreserve the slave

institution. Last, the sighof blacksin Union ranks forced southerndosembarkona more



violent warin anattemptto protect southern racial ideologieBrom recapturing runaway slaves
to executing blacks Union blue, the continued subjugatiohblacks, free and enslaved,
maintained white paternalism and white superiantwar. Antebellum ideology, emancipatory
laws, and blacks in Union blue, all greatly infleed Confederate military consciousness and
military strategy.The perceived constitutional rigttt own slaves convinced southerntrs
engagean anintensified resistance against the Union.

Antebellum ideology restenhn the existencef a very clear distinction between free and
slave,or white and black.Southerners’ rightsto own slaves stemmed from the economic
importanceof slavery. As a slave society-a dependence on enslaved blacks for economic
stability, growth, and wealth-power derived from slave ownersHiEvery slaveowner who
owned enslaved blacks possessed a faroontrol within their locality; however, the more
slaves a male southerner owned, the npatiical influencehe exercised.In a society where the
majority of slaveowners owned less than five slaves the noygegul menheld twentyor more
slaves> Slave societies emphasized the dominasfdbe slaveholder class through the creation
of a culture basednracialized slaveryEven though divisions among wealth occurred, soather
distinction reliedonthe separatioof black and white, slave and fre€herefore, slaveholder
became synonymous with the ruling claBBwever, the ruling class existadthe wealthiest
and most powerful, which held the most politicatlasmsual power.Slaveowner# the ruling

class controlled every aspadtan enslavedlack’s life through fear and violende.

“Ira Berlin,Many Thousands Gone: The First Two Centuries of Savery in North America (Cambridge, MA:
Belknap Press, 2000), 8-9.

5 Southerners who owned twenty or more slaves are defstéé planter class.

¢ James Oake&Master-ClassPluralism,” in The Ruling Race: A History of American Saveholders (London:W. W.
Norton & Company, 1998), 38, 52.



Experiencesn small farms comparet plantationowners differed; however, the
treatmenbf enslaved blacksn plantations symbolized the treatmenslaves throughout the
South. Told whento rise, work, eat, worship, rest, and told whtmaffiliate with, slaves
survived within the structure creatbd planters’ Outside plantations, planters extended their
control over enslaved blacky issuing slave passeslistorian Stephanie Camp described
passessa tool that‘spoke for slave managers, actiog their behalf, directing and overseeing
the movemst of enslavedeople,” and ensured enslaved blacks timely return fromtpteon
errands.While performing plantation errands, any white maleld@sk enslaved blacks show
their plantation notef authorization.If the slave refuseor did not have the proper permit,
white males had the authoritty administer punishmenfl herefore, the powesf the planter
class extendetb all white malesn society. To ensure the obedienoéthe enslaved, the ruling
class resortetb violence, which maintained racial subjugatfon.

As many historians have noted, slavery and violenae wiseparablelra Berlin
explained that violence created conwbthe labor forcaswell asa showof hegemonic power
among ruling white$. The actof “normal violence”—punishment for work disobedience,
lazinesspr absenteeism-helped planters exert their dominance over enslaves. However,
Berlin’s assessment only scratched the surf&sxual abuse, jealousy, and anger created other
structuresf violence. Frederck Douglass remembered th@teof his masters receivégreat
pleasuran whipping aslave...The louder she screamed, the hardewhipped; and where the

blood ran fastest, theree whippedlongest.” Violence createtthe entranceo the hellof

" Even though enslaved blacks lived within the confines of white oppressianyesistance did occur on a regular
basis. However, this research will chotsé&cus on slave resistance during @igil War instead of during the
antebellum period.

8 StephaniéV. H. Camp,Closer to Freedom: Enslaved Women and Everyday Resistance in the Plantation South
(Chapel Hill, NC: The University of North Carolina Press, 2004), 15, 19, 26.

9 Berlin, Many Thousands Gone: The First Two Centuries of Savery in North America, 98.
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slavery,” through which slaves pass€dJacqueline Jones illustrated a skawveer’s masculine
dominance over enslaved women.one instance a slaveowner forced a pregnant waman
remove her clothing and lay face dowra specially dug hole whilee proceededo whip her.
Slaveholder’s dominance over the lived enslaved blacks foreshadowed the treatroéhtacks
during the Civil War.The dominanhaure of slavery generateanintense oppositioto the
aspecbf black freedont?!

Plantersasthe most powerful slaveholders, voiced the strondefgnsef slavery.
When planters obtained government positions theg psétical powerto advance white
interestdn slavery, most notabliy the decade that leagbto the Civil War!? The
slaveocracy-interestf slaveholders controlled political decisions from evolutionary
periodto the beginningf the Civil War—prevailedasa byproducof southern political power
and enforced southern dissent against any andtalamery expressionsThus, radical
southerners detected a direct thteaglavery with the electioaf Abraham Lincolrasthe
sixteenth presidentConcealed under the blankdtstaes’ rights versus a central government,
southerners separated from the perceived tyrah#praham Lincoln.In a correspondence
between Abraham Lincoln and Alexander Stephens, Fiesidenbf the Confederacy,
Stephens warned Lincoln that the sovereign stdtédw,eatenedby a“consolidated despotism”

could declare secession from that governm&r@am Watkins, a soldién the First Tennessee

10 Frederick Douglass$Narrative of the Life of FredericlDouglass,” in Autobiographies, ed. Henry Louis Gates Jr.,
(New York: The Library of America, 1994), 18.

11 Thabolia GlymphQut of the House of Bondage: The Transformation of the Plantation Household (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2008), 31; Jacqueline Jhabsr, of Love, Labor of Sorrow: Black Women, Work,

and the Family from Savery to the Present (New York: Basic Books, 2010), 19.

12 For a brief study of the power southern slaveholdersiheltheteenth-century see LeonardRichards;The

Save Power: The Free North and Southern Domination, 1780-1860. (Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State University
Press, 2000).

3 ThomasE. Schott,Alexander Stephens of Georgia: A Biography (Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State University
Press, 1996), 310.
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Regiment, simply statedwe only fought for our State rights, they for Union grnver... We
believein thedoctrine of State rights, thein the doctrineof centralization.”* Onthe surface,
southerners proclaimed their independence thretagts’ rights. Under the surface, racialized
subjugation played a larger faciarthe declaratioof secession.

Southern whites considered blaekssnherently inferioranidea Alexander Stephens
presentedhn his“cornerstone” speech.Stephens claimedthe negrois not equato the white
man.” Slavery was thénatural” positionof blacks. In advancing this messagadantation
owners issued messages stating slavery benefitsrgane, even poor farmerdefferson Davis
said,“by the existencef negroslavery...the white mans raisedto the dignityof a freeman and
anequal,” anequalto all other whitesro matter the wealthJosepltE. Brown, Governoof
Georgia during the Civil War, arguedt is...the interestof the poor white labordo sustain and
perpetuate the institutiasf negroslavery.” In this way, concluded Browrtgvery white
man...feels and knows thalbe belonggo the rulingclass.” Therefore, the protectioof states’
rights equaled the protectiar property—slavery—and the racial division free and enslaved.

Two important factors poirib the realization that planters used stateghtsasa means
to protect slavery First and foremost, the planter class dominatedddrgtates political power
from 1789through1860. Ward McAfee presentegin explanatiorto why proslavery supporters
held powerin Washington D.C. during the Antebellum Ef&acial anxieties, northern feaod

disunion, and American devoti®a the principleof self-determination” contributedo the

14 SamR. Watkins, “Co. Aytch:” Maury Grays First Tennessee Regiment or A Sde Show of the Big Show,

(Wilmington, NC: Broadfoot Publishing Company, 1990), 49.

15 Bruce LevineConfederate Emancipation: Southern Plans to Free and Arm Saves During the Civil War (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2006), 3; Bruce Levifibe Fall of the House of Dixie: The Civil War and the Social
Revolution that Transformed the South (New York: Random House Trade Paperbacks, 2013), 25. Jefferson Davis
quotes are taken from pages 25 and 26.

12



connection between slavery and power politfcén major political actions-Missouri
Compromise (1820), Texas Statehood (1845), the Kansasbla Act (1854), and thared
Scott decision (1857-slaveholdersn power threatened political retributiehgovernmental
decisions did not support the institutiohslavery. In fact, the majorityof presidentsyp to
1860, either owned slaves remained sympathetito slaveholders.The other factor revolved
around the electionf Abraham Lincoln, and southern recognition that Rdipans threatened
slavery across the South.

Edmund Ruffin, a Virginia slaveholder, said the elatof Lincoln showed“whether the
institutionof negro slaverynwhich the social and political existenakthe South restss to be
securedy our resistanceyr...abolished in a short timeasthe certain resuthtf our present
submissiorto northerndomination.”® William Yancey, a prominent Alabamian, believedttha
Republican policies protected the idealsbolitionists. Republicans thus plannéad destroy
slavery. Civiliansin South Carolina believed Lincoln wantexplant a Republican partg the
Southto pass antislavery laws and other Republican dictatei€h would ruin the southern
agricultural economy and political poweFhe Mississippi‘Declaration of ImmediateCauses”
summed the feasf southern planter§We must either submib degradation antb the lossof

property...or we must secede from tHénion.” Lincoln’s election and his stanom slavery

16 DonW. Fehrenbacheilhe Savehol ding Republic: An Account of the United States Government’s Relationsto
Savery (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2001), preface.

17 Richards;The Save Power: The Free North and Southern Domination, 1780-1860; Colin Edward Woodward,
Marching Masters. Savery, Race, and the Confederate Army during the Civil War (Charlottesville, VA: University
of Virginia Press, 2014), 32-33.

18 As quotedin Maury Klein, Days of Defiance: Sumter, Secession, and the Coming of the Civil War (New York:
Alfred A. Knopf, 1997), 23.
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directly challenged the racial ideolog§southern whites, which pushed the South towards
secessiod?

Underneath all the pomp and speeatfestates rights and Lincolrasa despotic ruler,
the root causef the Civil War boiled dowrto the institutionof slavery and southern planters
Constitutional perceptioto hold four million enslaved blacks bondage.Historian Charles
Dew stated; To putit quite simply, slavery and race were absolutely criteteamentsn the
comingof thewar.”?° Maintaining firm beliefs that blacks existadaninferior race, southern
leaders declared secessidrhne Confederacy built a governmeamtthe rightto hold slawesand
waged a wato protect that right.

From1861forward, the Lincoln Administration forced the Confexteyto wagean
unexpectedly fierce war through emancipatory pi@tésgislation. Per Lincolris desireto hold
federal forts and other military sites, the Union ammgrchedo Hampton, Virginiajn 1861.
Soon after, the Union held firm contral Fort Monroe under Brigadier General Benjamin
Butler. While in commandbf the fort, Butler tookn three recently escaped slaves from a nearby
Confederte camponeMay evening. The next day a Confederate officer caemeclaim his
property and invoked the Fugitive Slave Act, whidowkd southern plantete reclaim their
propertyin the North. General Butler flatly refused hinButler did not adherto the
Republicarnor abolitionist ideals but saw the valoéslavesn a war where slavery contributed
to theenemy’s war effort. Under the current political climate, Butler s&aiewould return the

slaves onlyif the Confederate officer pledged allegiato the Union government, laid down his

19 William W. Freehling,The Road to Disunion: Secessionists Triumph 1854-1861 (Oxford: Oxford University
Press, 2008), 336-37, 367. For more speeches putting svbeyforefront of secession see ChaBe®ew,
Apostles of Disunion: Southern Commissioners and the Causes of the Civil War (Charlottesville, VA: University of
Virginia Press, 2001). This specific quote taken from the Mississippi wbraf Secessias quoted form page
12-13.

2 bid, 81.
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arms, and returnegisa civilian under the Stars and Stripé$pon refusal, Butler told the officer
that his slaves would remain with the Union armrmslaved blacks aiding the Confederacy were
liable to confiscationby the federal armyAs a direct resulof Butler’s action, Congress passed
the First Confiscation Aah August. Thisactallowed for all Union armiet confiscate

southern property used aid of the rebellion. The ternt‘property” also referred to slaves but
with a caveat; only slaves direcilyaidto the rebellion couldbe confiscatecdaswar property.
Unless enslaved blacks escaped and told the Umniowy that they had been directly involved
with military fortifications,or other military task, confiscation was not intendéalemancipate
any blacks outside Union military occupati®n.

JohnC. Fremont, commande&f Union forcesn Missouri, further challenged southern
ideologiesn Missouri. Fremont, a Republican candidanel856,returnedo military serviceas
the Civil War beganPlacedn the Western Theater, Fremont issued a proclamatibfissouri,
declared martial law, and freed all the slagEthe state.Fearing reprisal from the Border
States, President Lincoln revoked Fremeostatemenin August1861. Lincoln changed
Fremont’s proclamatiorto adherdo the policyof confiscation, but received backlash from
abolitionists. As a resultof abolition negative reaction, Lincoln argued for gradu
emancipation.Gradual emancipatienissuedoy Congressn March1862— allowed southern
citizens the optiomo free their slaves exchange for monetary compensatidinis new policy

attacked the southern way life, which provided fuel for southern repercussiéhs.

21 JosepHT. GlatthaarForged in Battle: The Civil War Allegiance of Black Soldiers and White Officers (New York:
Meridian Book, 199)) 4; Jame&. McPhersonThe Negro’s Civil War: How American Blacks Felt and Acted
During the War for the Union (New York: Random House, Inc., 1993), 28; Levi@enfeder ate Emancipation:
Southern Plans to Free and Arm Saves During the Civil War, 68.

22 McPhersonThe Negro’s Civil War: How American Blacks Felt and Acted During the War for the Union, 41.
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Onthe surface Butler, Fremont, and the policies th&aveed from their actions,
appearedo have more bark than biténitially, Lincoln focusedonthe restoratiof the Union,
but very quickly the war changedinclude the freedoraf enslaved blacksContraband and
confiscation aided the Union war effort and harmtel@onfederate war effortvhen the
Confiscation Act only allowedn opportunity for enslaved blacks aid of the rebelliorto gain
their freedom, historian Joseph Glatthaar saig; Union government could not enforce such a
restrictiverule.”?® The Union army could not prevent enslaved blackmfescapingo Union
lines. In fact, when Union armies penetrated into southamtdey a waveof enslaved blacks
made their way into Union linesSecondasmore slaves escaps&alUnion lines northern and
southern civilians realized that the war revolvesliad the slave question.

The Union political actions and military succesise$861and springl862allowed
Lincoln the abilityto suggest a preliminagmancipation Proclamatioim the summenof 1862to
his cabinet.As a strong showf determination, the Emancipation Proclamation preudiis free
all slavedn the territory controlledby the ConfederacyEven though Secretapf State William
Seward advisd Lincoln to await a Union victory before the president issuénsugital pieceof
legislation,anideological shift changed the purpasfevar. “The whole natureof the war |
considerchanged,” musedan American resident;the ideaof a restoratiomf the Union under
such circumstancés animpossibility.”?* The war evolved from the preservatiofithe Union
to the freedonof enslaved blacki$ the Union won.The Confederacy couldo longer lay
absolute claim that independence was the sole parfoo war.Instead, the war forced

southernerso acknowledge the conflietsa crusade for racial subjugation.

23 GlatthaarForged in Battle: The Civil War Allegiance of Black Soldiers and White Officers, 5.
24«A Yankee Abroad Giving the Affect of the Proclamatidviemphis Daily Appeal, November 12, 1862, accessed
January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American Newspapers,ribf&ongress (hereafter LOC).
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Southern citizens risked their livesspreserve the slaveocrachf. blacks won their
freedom, then white southerners feared they wbalslibjugatedo the ruleof “black
Republicans.”?® In the wordof a Tennessee soldiésubmission has been made impossiltlg
the conducbf our insolentfoe...the only tolerable alternative lettsis resistanceo the bitter
end.”?® The Memphis Daily Appeal latchedonto the messagesf the Presideriy stating the
Confederacy‘feel[s] perfectly authorisetb retort these demon threats with bdtdiance...we
shall resist them with all thaeans.”?” Jefferson Davis said the Emancipation Proclamation
would have onef three outcomes;The exterminatiorof the slaves, the exilef the whole white
populationof the Confederacygr absolute and total separatiohthese States from the United
States.”?® From Januaryt, 1863,to the endbf the war, southern citizens fouitchecessaryo
fight, evenif forever,in orderto maintain their ideological, economic, politicahcamaterial
hold onracial subjugation.

When Lincoln issued the Emancipation Proclamatipestionsn Washington arose.
How would the Union government enforaeactin the states outside the authowtythe federal
government?One answer depended the successf Union military campaignsif Union
armies gained large traa$ Confederate territory through military victories, thea faderal
government controlled emancipation moving forwarfdhe appearanaaf Union troops,
therefore, offered a promise enslaved blackis seceded stated.his promise assured bladks

bondage that the governmeémtWashington intended the entire nattorprogress towards racial

25 Woodward Marching Masters: Savery, Race, and the Confederate Army during the Civil War, 28.

%6 FlavelC. Barber,Holding the Line: The Third Tennessee Infantry, 1861-1864, ed. RoberH. Ferrell (Kent, OH:

The Kent University Press, 1994), 151.

27 Memphis Daily Appeal, October 10, 1862, accessed January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOC.

28 Jefferson DavisThe Messages and Papers of Jefferson Davis and the Confederacy Including Diplomatic
Correspondence, 1861-1865, ed. JameB. Richardson, X Vols. (New York: Chelsea House-Robert Hector
Publishers, 1966), 276-97.
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freedom. No more broken promisesp more band-aid solutions that plagued the politiealm
from the disastrous decisiam1820. The proclamatiomf 1863assured a futuref liberty for
enslaved blacks:all persons heldsslaves within any Stater designated padf a State,”
declared the proclamatiotshall bethen, thenceforward, and forevieee.”2° Southern whites
viewed emancipatioasa threato eliminate a society buitin slave labor and a forwf
subjugatiorto a despotic rulerSoutherners feared emancipation created racial &guali
William Minor, a planteiin Natchez, Mississippi, remembered the revolutioguibdoy
the Emancipation Proclamatioheaving the area early the war, Minor returnetb his
planationin Januaryl863under Union occupation, noting both the changesneimpation and
Union armies broughtMinor noted that his slaves behawasif the plantation belonged
them. Slavesstartedto disappear.Taking mulesastransportation between plantations, slaves
expressed their freedony moving freely between spaces once restribtedlantation owners.
But slaves did not need the physical dispd&ynion troopgo disobey plantation owner3.he
further Union armies traversed into southern territdrg,more slaves defied ownersnslaved
blacks refusetb work until owners met the demanalsbetter work and living condition.
From Europe, residents believed the eftdatmancipatiorfcan only beto make them
[southerners] more and more despeiateirresistance.”3! Even though the Emancipation
Proclamation provided a stronger resistance withirCitvefederacyl.incoln’s proclamation

damaged the Confederate war effdlavesascontrabands, allowed the Union arioytake

29 Alexandria Gazette, January 2, 1863, accessed January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOC.

30 |_evine,Confederate Emancipation: Southern Plansto Free and Arm Saves During the Civil War, 72, 74.

31<A Yankee Abroad Giving the Affect of tHeoclamation,” Memphis Daily Appeal, November 12, 1862, accessed
January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American Newspapers, LOC.
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enslaved blacks away from the southern armies auithern citizensWith every victory that
the Union armies won, the promigsEemancipation spredd enslaved blacks across the South.

The presence of Union soldiers brought nefvabolition and freedorto southern slaves.
When the plantation owners straeekeep the news from reaching the eafrthe enslaved,
blackson plantations tookt uponthemselveso pass along stories and rumofemancipation.
Slave cabins transformed into private spheres, tospdss abolitionist views among the
enslaved.Word of emancipation travelled from plantatibmplantation, which caused slaves
become more activie seeking their own freedonEmancipation, therefore, creataa
opportunity for enslaved blacks legally revolt and act upon the promisiefreedom obtained
by the Emancipation Proclamatiéf.

Revolutionary moments allow for subordinate grotgoesct and further challenge the
powerof the dominant class society>® Running away allowed enslaved blatkdreak away
from the spatial contradf the plantation ownersAs the war developed into a racial conflict, the
Union policiesof contraband and confiscation paved a legal fraffreedomfrom 1861 forward.
Once the blue armies approached, many enslavedshfaak area made their escapgscaping
slavery further emphasized the threat emancipatisegio southern society.

Furthermore, southerners continually claimed theicipation Proclamation was
unconstitutional and a threat towards their liberdied rightsascivilians under the protectioof
a centralized government.his argument reinforced the earlier arguments foesson. A

Louisiana senator callddncoln’s proclamatiori‘a gross outragen the rightsof private

32 Andrew Ward;The Slaves’ War: The Civil War in the Words of Former Saves (Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin
Company, 2008), 108. Ward specified tigncoln’s Legal LoyalLeague” asa group of underground networks
passing the word of emancipation from plantatmplantation; CampCloser to Freedom: Enslaved Women and
Everyday Resistance in the Plantation South, 116.

33 1hid, 119.
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property, an@ninvitationto inaugurate a servilear.”** T. A. R. Nelson, a Union maim
Knoxville, issued a statemetd the peoplef East Tennessee declared Lincahow claims the
prerogativeao abolish slavey without ourconsent.” If Lincoln took slaves, Nelson reasoned,
“may henot take our lands and everything elsepossess.”3> Confederate General Samuel
Jones, commandeif the Confederate forcés East Tennessee, approached Neis@m attempt
to convince the populatioof East Tennessée join theConfederacy’s revolutionary movement.
The general hopet use the harsh statemenfdJnion mento “promote peace antdarmony” in
East Tennessed hrough the creatioaf peace, Jones reasoned that Union troops would
withdraw peacefully, which would give the Confederacsuccessful victorin a vital region3®
Providing military support thus seemed the only wayemedy emancipatory threatShe
“proclamation itself were totallyunconstitutional...illegal andmischievous” wrote Seth). W.

Lucky to General JonesAs a result, Lucky concludedall good citizens should cheerfully yield
their supporto theGovernment.” In other words, every Confederate citizemenassoldiers

and womerassupporters-neededo maintain the Confederacy, and fight fpeace and
securityof person angroperty.”3’ A direct attackon slavery delayed peace until the exhaustion
of Confederate resourcek 1862, with no end for the warin sight, Jefferson Davis adjusted the
military consciousned® address the threats podsdthe Emancipation Proclamation.
Confederate independence and the continuatichavery restedn Confederate military

success.Thus, northeremancipatory acts furthered the Civil War, which harde@enfederate

34 American Citizen, September 19, 1862, accessed January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic America
Newspapers, LOC.

35«<Address of Hon.T. A. R. Nelsonto the People of Eadtennessee,” October 3, 1862The War of the Rebellion: A
Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies, 128 vols. (Washington, D.C.:
Government Printing Office, 1880-1908¢r. 1, Vol. XVI, Pt. 2: 909-11. (This work will hereafter be cits®R.)
36 Samuel Jone® ThomasA. R. Nelson, Octobr 17, 18620R, Ser.1, Vol. XVI, Pt. 2: 957-58.

37 Sethd. W. Luckyto Samuel Jones, October 11, 186R, Vol. XVI, Pt. 2: 946
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resolve.In anattemptto protect southern racial ideals, the Confederacy puswecious waro
maintain racial hierarchy.

The Confederacy waged a defensive waprotect its territoy from 1861to midway
through1862. A defensive stance made the Confederacy asthe non-aggressor while
Union armies arrivedsinstigators. Almost immediatelyDavis’s strategy startetb crumble.
Multiple Union succesat Fort Henry, Fort Donelson, and Shilowhthe West forced Davis, his
advisors, and his generatsaddress flaws1 southern strategySome flaws created with a
defensive strategy included small, individual comnstittle to no reinforcements, and too
largeanareato defend. Richmond and military commanders realized that offensivategies
needed quick implementatiofRegaining lost territory, through offensive campaigmsuld help
the Confederacy reclaim fugitive slaveBherefore, offensive campaigns allowed the
Confederacynavenudo protect, and potentially expand, southern slaterésts.The
Confederacy mustow create a military society achieve independence because the
Confederacy would not subnd a government dedicatéd abolishing slaveryWithout a
military victory, the Confederacy did not have stugitgundto obtain political peaceEven
though the Confederacy startiedwage a more offensive strategy startimg 861,after Union
Confiscation and Contraband policies, the Emancipa&imclamation furthered the Confederate
needto deliver lasting military victories through vigorousnspaigns.Becausef Davis’s
reluctanceo negotiate peace with the Uniaslongasthe Emancipation Proclamation
remained a federal priority, aggressive campaigns fudtieanced Confederate military tactics
after January863.

From a political and military perspective, the souttwed the proclamatioasa last

ditch effort for the Northo win the war. As anexpansiono the Confiscation and Contraband

21



policiesin 1861and1862,the Lincolris proclamation was vieweslsthe“last resourceof the
baffled and enragegrant.”3® Therefore, the Confederacy neededepel the invader then
follow upthe repulsion wittan offensive thrust against the Yankedgfferson Davis understood
Lincoln’s proclamatiorasa wayto “subjugate the Southby forceof arms.”3° With Jefferson
Davis’s booming rhetoric the South startiedsee the importanea an offensive military
strategy. These beliefenthe proclamation creategdkcitementin Confederate success even
though the armies suffered defeaté\ntietam and Perryville A racial war developedsa
consequencef military awareness, which permeated throughouCitiefederacy after Lincoln
issued his proclamation.

Another aspeaf the Civil Warasa racial conflict derived from slave insurrections.
Even though large-scale uprisings did not happea regular basis, the few revolts that made
headlines did enougdb frighten southerners, which caused southerttestrengtlen control
over enslaved blacks. Fearsinsurrection translated into slave patrols, theaisdave passes,
and a dismissalf mass black meetingd.he fearof insurrection constricted the movemeots
enslaved black®

Slave patrols did not create a separate brahatilitary service.Instead, all branches
allocated meno prevent the escajeé enslaved black® northern lines.Membersof the
cavalry, infantry, militia, and home guard roundgoescaped slave#s thewar progressed
picket linesn the Confederate army startedcarry responsibility.Primarily, picket lines

warned the main bodied the armyof enemy movementsNith the increasef enslaved

38 Memphis Daily Appeal, October 10, 1862, accessed January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOC.

39 Davis, The Messages and Papers of Jefferson Davis and the Confederacy Including Diplomatic Correspondence,
1861-1865, ed. Jameb. Richardson, X Vols., 276-97.

40 GeorgeS. Burkhardt,Confeder ate Rage, Yankee Wrath: No Quarter inthe Civil War (Carbondale, IL: Southern
lllinois University Press, 2007), noted the importance slave rebelliohsasiat Turner’s rebellionin 1831 had on
the southern psyche.
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fugitives Confederate pickets watched enemy movesnand keptan eyeoutfor any runaway
slaves.Runaways concerned the Confederacy immenselyotieltnion officer remarked,
“they [Confederate Pickets] are disposed more with referenicgernal than external
approaches.”* Away from the main lines, patrols tri¢d eliminate any dissent among slawes
the southern home froff. If dissent continuetb go unchecked, southern fearkinsurrection
would only mount.Consequentlyimenneededo address the feard slave rebelliorat home.
Deserting, joining patroler partisan units, left the front lines continuousgpdvedof
manpower.To reverse the expanding desertion rate,tduesing anxiety about possible slave
uprisings, the Confederate armies needed succesgthnailitary offensives.Confederate
armies needetb regain Middle Tennessedost through their defeats Fort Henry, Fort
Donelson, Shiloh, and Murfreesber@o prevent military focu®n runaways and the home front.
If the Confederate army recovered Tennessee and contmbeldi onto the state, the theory
held that slaves woulde less likelyto escape.Also, if the Confederacy pushed the Union
invaders oubf Tennessee, then the feafsslave insurrection would dwindlédowever, fear®f
slave insurrection did not diminishinstead, panic spreasUnion armies marched through
southern territory.

After reading the New YorKribune in January1863,JohnB. Jones, a war clerk for the
Confederacy, noted that the North thought victory Wwadcompany the usé “negro
soldiers..sent among the slaves produceaninsurrection!”*® From this view, the proclamation

declared freedorto all slavesn southern states, which encouragegvile insurrection,” would

41 Camp,Closer to Freedom: Enslaved Women and Everyday Resistance in the Plantation South, 128.

42 Ward, The Slaves’ War: The Civil War in the Words of Former Saves, 77. Two slaves, Aunt Dice and Sarah
Debo, reflected on the trickery of slave patrols. Both recalled that @afe patrols dressadYankee uniforms

to test the loyalties of enslaved blacks. Debo recollectedftaatiave mentioned the desioebe free, disguised
ConfederateSshot themdown” on sight maintaining the racial hierarchy during war.

43 JohnB. JonesA Rebel War Clerk’s Diary, ed. Earl Schenck Miers (Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State University
Press, 1958), 158.
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punish the SouthNorthern political squabbles helped promote fear tiinaut the south.
Northern Democrats insisted that the freedwmalaves created a space for slave revolthrive,
which produced terran southern citizensDiscovered Union plot® incite slave insurrection,
further addedo the tension between white and enslaffed.

One such plot, discoveréa July 1863,intendedo “induce the blackdo make a
concerted and simultaneous movemantsing” on Augustl, in the southern state®ugustus
Montgomery intended for southern bla¢ksiseup and help the Union armies sever
Confederate communications, burn railroads and colontges, and hiden the wooddo
participateasanirregular resistanc&as occasion may offer for provisions and further
depredations.”*® After the discoverpf the telegram, Secretaof War James Seddon warned all
southern governorsf Union intentions.Seddon pushed the southern govermosipport the
military by supplying morenento combat Union armiesGovernorT. A. R. Nelsonof
Tennessee followed Seddon's ¢alarms. In a callto Tennessee civilians, Nelson implored
able-bodied meto “buckle on his armorand...at once volunteeto aidin the struggle against
him.”4® If the Union conquered the Confederacy, Nelson coediyita negro racef four
millions areto be your equalsn your ownhomes.”*’ To prevent the destructiasf southern
society the Confederacy needed military success grotfensive campaignsl he offensive

movements turned violent when blacks appearesbuthern soiin Union blue.

44 Burkhardt,Confederate Rage, Yankee Wrath: No Quarter inthe Civil War, 28.
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Emancipatiordid more than free enslaved blacks throughout thehSdusalso allowed
all blacksan opportunityto join the Union army.“Such person®f suitablecondition,” read the
proclamation;‘will bereceived into the armed servigkthe United Statet® garrison forts,
positions, stations, and other places, @mahan vesselsf all sortsin saidservice.”*® Therefore,
the proclamation not only hurt the southern econdmayalso challenged the racial ideolanfy
southernersTo ensure racial dominance, the Confederacy enacteétiiuk flag” policy. The
black flag policy asked and gawe quarterto Union black soldiersr even white officersn
commandf black regimenté? As earlyasAugust1862,the Yorkville Enquirer called for
“every negro foundn the rankof theenemy” to be shot>® Emancipatory policies, enactbg
the Union government, gave Union armies the riglttestroy southern lifestyle through the
seizureof southern slavesAs a resultof northern attempto free slaves, the Confederacy
eracted policieso combat Union attacksn southern life.

During the antebellum period, slaves foundpen rebellion against their states were
executed.Citizens advised the Confederate Governnecbntinue such policies during the
Civil War. “We mustat once inaugurate a counieslicy,” arguedan editorial,“and a systenof
penalties” for any insurrections that the Union armies intehwanitiate. “Let Congress acit
once,” the editorial continuedp ensure the protection and lifestgsouthern societ: The
Confederacy did heed the desnfethe civilians when James Seddon told Confederate@H?.

G.T. Beauregard;slaves in flagrant rebellion are subjeiti deathby the lawsof every slave-
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holding State.”>> However, Seddon acknowledged tt@mprevent againstpossible abuseof this
power” the decisiono execute a prison@&f war (POW) reliediponthe individual commander.
“Officially, black Union soldiers takemsprisonerdyy the rebels werto betreatedasrebellious
slaves,” rememberedneblack soldier;'meaning that they coulde putto death summarily and
that their white officers were subjectsome penalty for inciting a slavebellion.”>3 A
slaveholder, President Davis adhetethe laws that placed racial superiorntiywhites over
blacksin the South.Davis, however, needéd tread carefully wheheissued statements
orders that directed the executiminblack prisoneran case of federal reprisaHowever, Davis
did not waver wheiheissued General Orders Nbl1in Decemberl862.

In respons@o Union General Benjamin Butlen New Orleans, Davis issued a military
law that condemned Butler's ruteNew Orleans.Reports from w Orleans insinuated that
Butler, since the captuie the vital port city for the Uniom May 1862,had disregarded all
laws of a civil military. This included insulting Confederate women, imprisor@umnfederate
civilians, plundering, unconstitutional impressmemtd creating intensive labor conditions for
Confederate civiliang General Orders Nd.11criticized the abusesf the Union army under
Butler and declared such men eligible for executiponucapture.Davis did not stop there.
Seizingthe opportunityof the black units Butler had created\New Orleans, Davis further
stated that all negro soldiarsarms against the Confederacy trée captured and returned
the StateSwhich they belongo,” to be dealtin accordancef southern law.White officers,

who led black regiments, also faced punishnieacaptured.If found guiltyof leading black

52 JamesA. Seddorto P.G. T. Beauregard, November 30, 186R, Ser. 2, Vol. 4: 954
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regiments into battle, white officers faced executi®he rhetoricof southern society and
General Order Ndl11 laid the groundwork for the enactmaiithe black flag policy.When
Lincoln discovered such atrocities, the federal govennt offered very strong actioimsreturn,
which cameasan extensiorto the Emancipation Proclamatiéh.

In July1863,Lincoln issued General Orders N&h3. General Orders No. 253 stated that
all POWs,no matter the coloof their skin, should receive equal treatmefhy conduct
otherwise wouldea“relapse into barbarism.” As reportedn theYorkville Enquirer, Lincoln
advised his foe thathe law of retaliation willbefully carried out, and every soldikilled...a
rebel soldier willbeexecuted.” Maintaining his desiréo stomp out black executions, Lincoln
sustained his tough retaliatory languatéplack soldiers are taken prisoner and sold into
slavery, rebel soldiers wible confinedto hardlabor...there to continue until the blacks are
liberated.” Lincoln’s goalto protect all soldiers createdhaspecbf social equality within the
ranks®® Even though blacks did not receive equal treatroemtere allowedo serveas
commissioned officers, the retaliatory act offered palltieaderdo further redefine equality
within the Union. Confederate officers refused suaattemptat equality.

Brigadier GeneraH. W. Mercer, commandesf Confederate forcest Savannabh,
suggested examplég madeof captured black soldiers:They are slaves taken with arnms
hand against theinasters,” Mercer said;'and terrible punishment shoulik inflicted that their
fellows maybe deterred from following theigxamples.”>” The Daily Bulletin stated;‘the

Southern people cannot treetprisonerf war any slave founoh arms againsis,” or else

%5 General Orders No. 111, December 24, 1882.Ser. 2, VolV: 795-97.
56 Daily Morning News, August 10, 1863, accessed January 1, 2016, NewsVault.
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blacks wouldbe seerasequalgo whitesin the military>® Lincoln directly challenged the social
hierarchy within the SouthEFreedonto slaves, freed blacks armed, and threatened ratmisit
for southern mistreatmenf black prisoners; the Republican administration qaestl the role
of racein the United StatesAs a result, southerners waged a vicious war aghlack soldiers
and white officerso solidify white superiority over black slaves.

“Let...no officerin commandf a black regimendr company [be] takeprisoner,”
announced th€amden Confederate.f® White officers exacerbated the social attaoksouthern
society. Historian Colin Woodward noted that the preseofcehite officers leading black units
into the South createahimageof “criminals inciting insurrection.”®! The emancipation offered
opportunitiego “incite domestic insurrection for theassacreof millions of people, the greater
portionof whom are norombatants,” concludedan editorialin the Memphis Daily Appeal .

To stop this invasion and preserve the southernafédije, white officers received harsh
treatments for their encouragemef slave insurrectionsThese actions against black soldiers
and their white officers not only proved the shift framvarto protectstates’ rightsto a war
answering the question whether blacks shdeltbrever free, but demonstrated the necessity f
a shiftin Confederate military consciousne$efore the Emancipation Proclamation, the
Confederacy relied primarilgn a defensive strategy, which protected southern teyratod
forced the Uniono defeat Confederate armieAfter the proclamation, Confederate armies

needed more offensive campaigise direct attackon southern society demanded such attacks.
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When slaves ran away, historian Stephanie Camp withts; shook the very foundatioon
which their ownersconception®f themselves and their freedday.” Fugitive runaways
weakened the Confederacy from within.

“We can only live and exidty this speciesf labor,” a Mississippi cavalryman saitthis
country without slave labor woulake wholly worthless.”%* The southern economy sured
mainly through agricultureThe mentality that slavesvill be more content thaever...under
the protectiorof their legitimateguardians,” thus enduredsa common mentality for the
Confederacy® The racial ideologyf the South escalated the Confedsgis refusalto end
slavery. Social classes divided along racial lines, and surs wantetb maintain such
antebellum ideologies.

The continued antebellum subjugatmirsouthern blacks protected the rights southerners
claimed when they declared secessifs.the Civil War began and continued throul@62,
black emancipation threatenaxdestroy southern societyAs a result, President Davis and the
Confederacy waged a war defend the slave institutiorsouthern oppositioto black freedom
and equality created deeper resistaimcsouthern societyThe disregard for enslaved
emancipation escalated into a racial war that cdeate atrocitie®n numerous occasions.
From the perspectivef the Confederacy, subjugation, imprisonment, and dxacallowed the
Confederacyo protect slavery.As Captain Ellis Davi®f the 8th Alabama voiced] amwilling

to fight forever rather than subnti freeing negroes among.”%®
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%6 Burkhardt,Confederate Rage, Yankee Wrath: No Quarter inthe Civil War, 35-36.

29



Chapter Two

Social divisions looked extremely different from thetebellum Erao the beginning the
Civil War Era. In the antebellum period, southern society surviwethe philosophyf free
versus slave, which created the two most noticesdd@al divisionsn the South. Even though
class separation existed among the whitesociety, racial differences took predominance when
distinguishing the southern class structufmwever,asthe Civil War approached and started,
racial distinctions becanmneof multiple identifiers. Racial tensions, from the eighteenth-
century forward, exacerbated the friction betweenselsshat threatenéd destroy the
Confederacy from withinThis chapter will explore the social divisions wvistlthe South and
how the subsequent social conflict affected militasliqies. For clarification, this chaptes not
claiming that class divisions did not existthe South until the Civil WarThis chapter sets out
to express a growtbf social tensionasa resuliof the Civil War and Confederate military
policies®’ In the last chapter, the discussion followed emaneipacts—confiscation,
contraband, gradual emancipation, and the Emancip&tioclamation-to showhow military
awareness created a deeper resisttamcembat northern abolitionists and the freedafm
enslaved blacksThis chapter intend® complicate the narratiiey addressing the social

tensions that develop@da resultof Confederate conscription and impressmégcausef

67 Andrew, Ward;The Slaves” War: The Civil War in the Words of Former Saves (New York: Houghton Mifflin
Company, 2008), 12-13. William Yancey, a slav&lC, remembered three separate class distinction orvélod e
the Civil War. 1)‘First was the aristocratic class, the big slave holders, who gave telthpegovernment and tone
to the society. They had the right of wiaybusiness anglolitics.” 2)“The second and third classes were servants
to the firstclass,” and the success of the remaining two cla$égsended on their obedience [to the
aristocracy]...The second class included the small slave holder, the overseers, maaadelksks.” Lucinda Hall
Shaw, a Mississippi slave, remembetéaty [the other two classes] tried be rich and class themselves with the
rich whitefolks.” 3) Yancey remembered the third class consisting dfpibne, ignorant dirtywhites” that lived
“from handto mouth. No one cared for them; even the slaves were warnet haive anythingo do withthem.”

The first and second classes looked down upon poor white civilians.
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these two policies, a greater sep$eilitary awareness, from Aprll862to Januaryl864,arose
in the South that threatentmldestroy the Confederacy from within.

In a war declared for the right$ all citizensin individual states, Jefferson Davis and
other Confederate officials favored the slave aristycr®uring the 1850s, wealthy planters and
fire-eater& fueled the animositgf the South towards a Republican governniernihe North,
and declared the South independent from the tyrahniterin Washington.As the war
progressed and Confederate officials passed more gwtitatavored the wealthy, more
southerners begdn advocate against wealth favoritisfihe Memphis Daily Appeal stated that
both the rich and poor had‘aital interest” to prevent thé'demoralizing social systenof the
North” from forcing itself upon southern soilndependence would not come from @iess’s
sacrifices; the entire southern population should ansike calto armsasto not become
subjugatedo northern rulé® If the Confederacy could not see the potential harsocial
division, than Union invasions were the leasConfederate worries.

In the hopeof quickly ending the war an prevent a growtim class division,

Richmond officials enacted conscription and impresgmidowever, conscription and
impressment would create more prabtghan solutions for the Confederadgeginningin

April 1862,with the passagef the First Conscription Act, southerners took moreceain how
the government intended wage war.Insteadof the individual states providing defense for the
nation,Davis transformed the Confederacy into a centralized govenhnd\ centralized

government subverted the ideals behitatks’ rights, which created a conflict between

% Those staunchly opposealabolition policies.
69 Memphis Daily Appeal, May 4, 1863, accessed May 25, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOC.
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individual states and Richmond during the Civil WarAdditionally, southern awareness
military policies generated a deeper resistadndhe perceived unconstitutionalibf
Confederate war policiesSocial tensionasa resultof state versus central power became a
byproductof poor southerners challengethe political favoritisnof wealthy white planters.

Southern armies already lacked manpower, indusgncudture, weapons, commerce,
and everything else necessamyfight a war, comparetb the Union armiesThe months
following the First Conscription Act, Confederate gernsirathe West continually wroti state
governors and Richmond officialg plead for conscript® join their depleted rankgGeneral
Edmund Kirby Smith wrotéo Georgia Governor Joseph Browmask for the usef conscripts
to replace soldieren sick leave.General Sterling Price wrote Mississippi Governor John
Pettusin needof conscripts.Knowing the Union army threatened the state; Pricerded that
the additionof conscripts‘can quickly relieve your Statef the presencef the foeif we will
only be prompt, energetic, artebld.”’* Thus, the early Confederate stratefylefense proved a
severe miscalculation becausethe necessitpf more men.In 1861,southerners joined the
Confederate cause with a sep$dulfillment, adventure, and inspirationBy 1862,the
romanticism that brought volunteers forwand.861 wanedasthe war proved more costly than
anyone anticipatedT o continue the struggle against the Union for independ, the
Confederacy enacted ConscriptionApril 1862to fill troop quotas and provide for the defense
of the nation’?

To maintain the military effort, Jefferson Davis asked @essn March1862,to pass a

law to provide manpower from white civilians who did motunteerin 1861 0r continuedo

0 EmoryM. Thomas The Confederate Nation, 1861-1865 (New York: Harper Perennial, 2011), preface.

1 Edmund Kirby Smitho Governor Joseph Brown, June 20, 18BR, Vol. XVI, Pt. 2: 694; General Sterling Price
to Governor John Pettus, July 31, 186R, Vol. XVII, Pt. 2:666.

2 Josepli. GlatthaarGeneral Lee’s Army: From Victory to Collapse (New York: Free Press, 2008), 202.
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evade military service.In April 1862,the Confederacy passed the first Conscriptionict
United States historyTitled, “An Act to further provide for the PubliDefense,” Richmond
enlisted for‘three years, unless the war shall have been sooner galtlechitemenwho are
residentof the ConfederatBtates.””® General Braxton Bragg noted the importantsuch a
measure.Preparing for his Kentucky invasiam August, Bragg wrote that some regiments
resembled'mere skeletons.” The army needed moreento accomplish th&Kentucky Dream”
outlinedby the Confederacy} Thereforemenbetween the aged 18 and45 were eligible for
the draft. Accordingto Davis,“youths under the agef eighteen require further instruction; men
of matured experience are needed for maintaining emtigood governmeat home andn
supervising preparations for rendering efficient arrmetbefield.”’®> Besides the creatioof a
new fighting forceto confront inevitable Union invasions during the nexingaign season,
Davis’s justification opened a conflict between state a@tral governmentThe President
created a loophole through the legabfyjHome Guards:‘While the emergencyxist[ed],”

stated Davis, Home Guards became essdntiovide the armies with adequate supplies and a
form of defense against inevitable Union invasiéh#iowever, the presidemtr the state
governors never define@mergency”. Thereforeasthe war progressed, State Governments
protected such militia units, which created a tem&ietween individual states and national

interests’’

73«An Act to further provide for the PubliDefense,” OR, Ser. 4, Voll: 1095-1097.

74 Braxton Braggo Samuel Coope August 8, 18620R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVII, Pt. 2: 671-71.

s Jefferson Daviso the Confederate Congress, March 28, 1882.Ser. 4, Voll: 1031.

76 Jefferson Daviso the Confederate Congress, March 28, 1882.Ser. 4, Vol. 1: 1031.

" The most notabltension createdsa result of the state government versus a central government atguase
the conflicts between President Davis and State Governors Joseph-BGaangia—and Zebulon Vanee-North
Carolina. Outsideny scope, these two men argued constanitly avis over the constitutionality of conscription
and placed more importance on the protection of their home states becausuilitittyesupplies, infrastructure,
and men both states seothe Confederate cause.
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Individual interests sparked more than a confliciMeein state and federal powefs.om
a citizeris perspective, Richmond passed lahat infringedonthe freedom secession promised
southern citizensThrough secession, citizens believed they had mbtaiights that the
Republican Party threatengalviolate. Freedonof choice, thus, became a constant theme
citizensin the South harpedn continuously.However, military necessity drove the demand for
more men within Confederate armid®y spring, the Confederate armies faced a massive
reductionin military strength.Before conscription, Confederates faced the potemtssiof 12-
morth enlistments.If the Confederacy did not find a wiymaintain and grow the existent
armies, then the Confederacy neettececognize the potential for military disastdihe
Confederacy hado other option buto draft menfor the preservationf southern independence
and the slave system southern society dependeBawis,in a messagt® the Confederate
Congress, implored all citizets “pay their debtof military serviceto the country,” to prevent
the burdens from fallingexclusively onthemostardent angbatriotic.”’® Davis told every
citizento protect his country when aske@he duty should not fatb one class but all classes.
In response, citizens argued that a centralized gowvamhhachoright to force any citizen into a
war, a violation againstgerson’s individual freedom.“From this time [passagef Confederate
conscription]jontill the endof the war, a soldier was simply a machinegascript,” wrote Sam
Watkins/® A Mississippi citizen wrotéo Davis about the failuref conscription within the
state. Insteadof the creatiorof larger armies, the act has bé&en utterfailure.” The measure

that the Congress pasgedsave the countrythreatens to bethe causef its subjugation,”

78 Jefferson DaviThe Messages and Papers of Jefferson Davis and the Confederacy Including Diplomatic
Correspondence, 1861-1865, ed. JameB. Richardson, X Vols. (New York: Chelsea House-Robert Hector
Publishers, 1966), 205-06.

® SamR. Watkins, “Co. Aytch:” Maury Grays First Tennessee Regiment or A Side Show of the Big Show
(Wilmington, NC: Broadfoot Publishing Company, 1990), 69.
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however,at the same time conscriptidirecame a necessitp continue the wa#¥ Conscription,
in one aspect, became a micro-scale conflict eméss’ rights. This microcosm played ourt
the social tension among the government concepétiizsof exemption, substitution, and
desertion.As a resuliof Confederate policies that protected the middle agalthy classem
southern society, military offensives against Uniomias suffered:

Historian Emory Thomas stated that exemption chaseass conflicto erupt,onethat
may have spurned the promotion‘africh man’s war, but a pooman’s fight.”®2 Conscription,
and the laws that branched from the draft, pittedabalthy and the skilled versus the poor
yeomanry.Section lof the exemption legislation included &jhidicial and executive officersf
the Confederater State Government; the membefdoth housesf Congress, andf the
legislaturesof the several States and their respective officers|aaksof the officesof the State
and Confederate Governments allovilgdaw;” mailmen, ferrymen, those workinmg the marine
or onthe railroads, telegraphic operatives, religious sténs, workergn mines, furnaces, and
foundries, and employees$ papers.Essentially, exemption boiled dowma majorityof
government officialsend civilians who heldin“important” rolein society for the war effof

Bragg,in Novemberl862,continuedo fill the governmentn on the lackof menfor the
western armies:‘Our armies argradually...melting away, whilstwe are gettinghore-
enforcemnts.” Laws that counteracted the purpade¢he draft, suclasexemption, only harmed

the Confederate war effortNext spring the enemy wilbeableto bring againstisanarmy

80 James Phelaio Jefferson Davis, December 9, 186R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVII, Pt. 2: 788-92.

81 PaulD. EscottMilitary Necessity: Civil-Military Relationsin the Confederacy (Westport, CT: Praeger Security
International, 2006), 28; Geor@e Rable.The Confederate Republic: A Revolution Againg Politics (Chapel Hill,
NC: The University of North Carolina Press, 1994), 141.

82 EmoryM. Thomas,The Confederate Nation, 1861-1865, 155.

83 «“Exemptions Under the Conscription Law @fongress,” American Citizen, May 9, 1862, accessed January 1,
2016, Chronicling America Historic American Newspapers, LOR, Ser. IV, Vol. 1: 1081
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vastly superior... We shallbeless abl¢o meet him than evérefore.”8* After the battleof Stones
River, Bragg still receivedo reinforcements.Joseph Johnston implored Richmdodend
more men.Bragg had reported thaRosecrans has beene-enforcedby 25,000men,” andif
Bragg could nobere-enforcedor sent conscripts the Armgf Tennessee was not likely
succeedn 18638 Therefore, western armies neededring those avoiding servige the
military themselves, without the assistané¢&kichmond. This involved the assignmeat
GeneralG. J. Pillow to roundup conscriptsn the neamy area who avoided military servioe
were not yet draftedThe Confederate Bureau Conscription was thus createdFebruary
1863.

As earlyas1862,southerners startéd note the numerical advantage heidthe Union.
This helpedjustify the reason for the Confederaoyenact the unpopular Conscription Agt.
The bureau was not limited the West.In fact, conscription agents operated across the South,
which expanded the powef a central governmenilhebureau’s task required the
“strengthening of the Armyof Tennessee and malteselfsustaining,” in orderto hold
Tennessee and prevent Union invasions from capttinegtaté’ Pillow’s command was
isolatedto the Western Theater and became a possible solatitve refusabf Richmondto
sendre-enforcements from the Easthe bureau offered mixed resultBillow claimedto have
added 12,000 soldiets the western army yet desertions becamessue that diminished the
numberof soldiersin the army. Therefore, Pillow proposetd have conscripts serve away from

their homes.When soldiers werm the areaf their home communities, Pillow found the

84 Braxton Bragdo GeneralS. Cooper, November 3, 186@R, Ser. 1, Vol XX, Pt. 2: 386-87.

85 JoseptE. Johnstorto GeneralS. Cooper, January 16, 1863R, Ser. 1, Vol XXX, Pt. 2: 498.

86 Memphis Daily Appeal, September 22, 1862, accessed April 19, 2016, Chronicling America Historic Americ
Newspapers, LOC.

87 General Gideon Pillowo Secretary of State James Seddon, February 17, OB6%er. 1V, Vol. 2, Pt. 2: 403-04.

36



soldiers were more likelto desert and travel batk their families. When the conscript agents
tracked down the deserters, small skirmishes brokéuadiner diminishing the Confederate
military strength.Therefore, the conscripts from Tennessee and Migpisshouldbe sentto the
Army of Northern Virginia and the Armgf Tennessee should get soldiers from the Eastern
Theater, but the proposal was not acceptadseptembe863,Leonidas Polk wroteo Samuel
Cooper noting that the promises behind conscriptidmdt cometo fruition—men avoided
conscription officers and desertion rates reséhich would cause the Confederaoyeventually
run outof manpower and lose the war becaokattrition. The solutiorto create a Bureaof
Conscription solved the problem momentafflylHowever, Pillows assignment took men away
from the front lines, eithdoy enlisting conscriptsr tracking down and arresting deserters,
which further diminished the forc@sthe Confederate armyAlso, Pillow still neededo abide
by all the exemption lawsExemption protected wealthy slaveowners from seruingpe
military.8°

With the introductiorof the“Twenty-NegroLaw,” the Confederate government further
protected a slave-based econonifnis exemption held two important aspedgst, the act
called for the exemptioaf planters who owned twenty more slavesSam Watkins said the
new law gaveanen‘“the blues;we wanted twentyegroes.”® As a result, the law pushed two

social divisions into the Civil WarThe difference between rich and poor created lasting

8 EmoryM. Thomas,The Confederate Nation, 1861-1865, 153.

8 General Gideon Pillowo Assistant Adjutant- General Colonel BenjarBirEwell July 28, 18630R, Ser. IV,

Vol. 2, Pt. 2: 680-81; Leonidas PdtkSamuel Cooper, September 21, 1863. OR, Vol. XXIIl, Pt. 2: 921-22.
Confederate armies, whethirrthe East or the West, faced numerical superior Union armies. Throughowtrthe w
Union armies usually outhnumbered Confederate forgefact, only on rare occasions did a Confederate army
outnumber a Union armyin the northern states the population numbered approximately 22 million, comptred w
only 9 millionin the southern state§.o compound the problem even more, of the 9 million southerners,
approximately 4 million were slaves. CrdigSymondsSonewall of the West: Patrick Cleburne and the Civil War
(Lawrence, KS: Universy Press of Kansas, 1997), 183.

%0 SamR. Watkins, “Co. Aytch:” Maury Grays First Tennessee Regiment or A Sde Show of the Big Show, 69.
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dissension within southern societifven though the Confederate Congress never repeeaded
slave exemption, officials did modify the law perically throughout the warln Februaryl864,
the law reduced the numbef slaves from twentyo fifteen, and forced the plantatiotwssell the
governmen®00 poundsof meat per slavét Enslaved blacks, Watkins wrotesuddenly became
very valuable,” and the government placed more vadnehe small percentagd the population
wealthy enougho own large holdigsof enslaved black® James Phelan arguétis influence
[exemption]onthe pooris mostcalamitous,” in a letterto President Davisln fact, theacthad
“awakened a spirit and elicited discussion,” of which spelled doomsday becaudgd¢he
favoritism expresselly Congress.Phelan feared that the importance placeglanters created
a space andnopportunity for poor southernasrevolt. Thus, the Confederate government
exacerbated a self-imposed social division, whiehegated tensions within southern socféty.

Second, th€Twenty-NegroLaw” alienated slaveholders from non-slaveholdersgdtat
historian Colin Woodward* On a further level exemption did more than separatedassesn
southern society, exemption placed the interesttaveryasthe determining factor for war.
TheNashville Union wrote that the South finally showed tlféieir determinatiorto make their
new-fangled Government essentiallflave Government.” To further emphasize the statofs
slaveholders, the government placed those witmbst slave®n “the highest order of citizens”
above all other® To justify exemption, and quiet the growing disconteith planter

favoritism, Richmond made a clear indication thatnpérs weré¢o assist the war effort further

91 James McPhersoBattle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1988), 611-612.
92 SamR. Watkins, “Co. Aytch:” Maury Grays First Tennessee Regiment or A Sde Show of the Big Show, 69.

9 James Phelaio Jefferson Davis, December 9, 1862. OR, Ser. 1, Vol. XVII, Pt. 2: 788-92.

94 Colin Edward Woodwardylarching Masters: Savery, Race, and the Confederate Army during the Civil War
(Charlottesville, VA: University of Virginia Press, 2014), 47.

9 «Slave-owners the Favored Class, and Slavery the Badge of H tioe Cotton ConfederaeyThe Slaveswners’
ConscriptionAct,” Nashville Union, October 26, 1862, accessed January 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic
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by the transformatioof a plantation cash crop system into a plantatiostaple cropsin fact,
the exemption law assumed that planters would 8reft economic focut a military focus.
When planters maintained a reliararecash crops, the planters maintained individualized
wealth, thus protecting their political powaNhen planters refused accept their new rolas
producerof staple crops, class tensions escalafduis, when planters declinéa shift the
majority of their cropgo helpsustain the armiem the field, southern armies suffered from a
lack of food %6

In the Atlanta Southern Confederacy, a writer asked; What sayyouto the poor white
man who hagen children all dependent upohim...Shall hebe exempt? No, you answego
fight for the negroesf your neighbor, becausteelevates yoin society.”®’ TheNashville
Union added thaif the purposef the conflict wado determine the slave question then southern
“interest in the preservationof slavery,” should influence wealthy slaveholdéosenlistin the
Confederate rank¥ The Fayetteville Observer called the conscription loopholas “injustice.”
Why should the poor mafiwho has nothingdo fight for,” enter a war while slaveholders with
“great possessions are permittedremainat home,” asked the editorThe answer lay with the
“almighty dollar,” which createdworse enemiegdo the ConfederatBtates” than the northern

states?® In the protectiorof a slave system economically benefiting a smallgreegeof the

% ArmsteadL.. RobinsonpBitter Fruits of Bondage: The Demise of Savery and the Collapse of the Confederacy,
1861-1865 (Charlottesville, VA: University of Virginia Press, 2005), 121, 193. Robitsoned this a commitment
to the“preservation of the plantationystem.”

97 Quoted in, Colin Edward Woodwarsliarching Masters: Savery, Race, and the Confederate Army during the
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southen population, slaveholders sent the yeomanry dapseserve the institutioof
slavery® Therefore, southern policies favored the plantersclas

Substitution offered another option for southernei®void the military.If drafted,
wealthy citizens could hire another citizen, mdstlly a poor white malep take his place.
Over the existencef Confederate conscription, wealthy southerners useditstiios to buy
their way outof military service.Historian Albert Moore asserted that substitution pes
greater discontent among southerri€tsNewspapers insisted that rich men fight for their
property justasthe poormenare forcedo fight for their own homesteads along with the homes
of the wealthy.“And though the rich man may have more propartgmount than the poor
man,” anarticle from theviemphis Daily Appeal iterated, the lossof all by both will be equally
felt-the smallfarm...of the poorasthe broad acresf the wealthy. The confiscation actsf the
Yankee Congress make exceptionasto these foundn arms against the Yankee
Government,” poor and rich are treated the same under the saatkaf the Union invader??
An article that appearead theWestern Sentinel, declared that the war was not only for the rich
class but also for all classé%his waris the warof all classesit has been instituted for the
defense and protectiaf all classes,” proclaimed the articleA true constitutional government,

asopposedo the tyrannyof Abraham Lincoln, created vested interesisthe wealth and

100<31ave-owners the Favored Class, and Slavery the Badge of Hotioe Cotton ConfederaeyThe Slave-

owners’ ConscriptionAct,” Nashville Union, October 26, 1862, accesskduary 1, 2016, Chronicling America
Historic American Newspapers, LOC.

101 Albert Burton MooreConscription and Conflict in the Confederacy (New York: Hillary House Publishers

LTD., 1963), 28. For a moia-depth study of Conscription, Moore offers a good analysis on the effects offthe dra
in the Southern Confederacy. Moore not only discusses the social ramificationsegfatagion but the military

reality behind exemptions and substitutions. Substittftianled to incline persons liablt serviceto be ever on

the search for substitutes, and consequently they were not imbued withrithef 8pé soldier and could not buckle

on the armor ofervice.” Additionally, Moore claimed;a man snatched from the substitute chase was not
psychologicallyequipped for servicén the field(50).”
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prosperityof thecountry,” but the importance placedh a slave economlgy the Confederate
government, inherently created class tensfén.

Onthe home front, class divisions played wuarguments for military equalityAs poor
southerners argued, wealthy and poor whites &eketjual stakén the outcomef southern
independenceRich and poor, therefore, neededvork together.In the military ranks class
divisions played themselves datthe formof desertion.The desertiomate of the Confederate
armies has provided historians with multiple interpretegtof desertion.First, desertions
showed the political agency all mansouthern society had, especially poor men whadid
haveaneconomic interesh slavery. The choceto step away from war, therefore, tells
historians about different agendafthe wealthy and poor within southern ranecond,
desertion showed a lossthe fighting spirit for southern meWhen Confederates suffered
defeats the men lef droves. Onthe reverse end, when Confederate armies accomplished
victory the numbers the army reached new highghe fluctuationof desertions has helped
historians measure morale and anxigtgnarmy. Desertions show the relation between
military succesand military failure. Family safety was a third componaitdesertiorin the
faceof defeat.Once southern armies vacated lamd§ennesseer Mississippi, Tennessee and
Mississippi soldiers would abandon the militamyorderto provide protection for their loved
onesat home. The threabf Union retaliation against southern lands and comtias compelled
multiple mento desertin droves. As onesoldier from Mississippi wrote the Governor
Decembed861,“poor men have been compellaalleave hearmyto come homeo provide for

their families... We are poor men and are willing defend our country butur families [come]

103 \Western Sentingl, March 27, 1863, accessed May 1, 2016, Chronicling America Historic Aandtewvspapers,
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first.”194 Fourth, desertion became the most common tfpesistancéo fight conscription.
Aggravated soldiers proved a disconnect existed artienglea behind secession and the reality
of Confederate governmeasa more centralized institutiof®

From a military perspective, desertions createdeakatownof military organization and
impeded military victory.In July 1862,Secretaryf War, George Randolph, sent a circutar
the armies.Noting the danger desertion created, Randolph t@atuntry thatwe are unable
to reap the fruit®f our victories ando invade the territorpf theenemy.”1% The protectiorof
the country versus the protectiohfamilies became another dividing factor amongs#as
When poor southerners became dratiedolunteered for the military, their wives took the
responsibilityof the home.As a result, women constantly wrdtetheir husbadsand sonen
the militaryto ask for their returin orderto look after the needsf the family. Receiving
multiple letters from home compelled some southerttedesert and returto their families. As
desertions rose, southerners began forming partisésithat caused a triangle conflict between
the home front, deserters, and Confederate patrols timel&ureawf Conscriptiont®’

When the armies needed more men for the front, Ceagrassed the Conscription Act.
This act gave Richmond the ability enlarge the armies, but the legislation also cdeate

loopholes for citizento stay outof the war. Substitution and exemption not only created a
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greater military awareness within the yeomanry arat ptasses but created social divisidks
aresult of social division and the rhetoric coming from themgnan farmers, small conflicts
eruptedin southern communitiesThese conflicts pulled Confederate soldiers from the froat
and forced the Confederatyfight a warontwo fronts. On one front the Confederacy fought
Union invaderspnthe other front the Confederacy fought dissatisfiddens.

Further, impressment created class divisiltnpressment allowed Confederate arnttes
obtain goods from southern citizens through legahobés. In part, the Confederate armies
participatedn impressmenasa means$o acquire necessary supplies for the milita®yso,
impressment kept southern resourcesobuihe hand®f Union raiders.Impressment workedak
theory,asa simple exchangaf goadsfor Confederate currencylhis caused major problems
within society especiallgsthe war continuedWhen Confederate moneyw longer became
acceptechsa formof payment duéo inflation, soldiers took citizen goods and prowdeO.U
notes for the citizeto be compensatedt a later time.Another issue with impressment after
1862,the inflation rateof Confederate goods mixed with the deflatadrConfederate currency.
The Confederate government allowed arntéggurchase citizen goods basadmarket value,
but when the Confederate market value did not rise twélreconomic inflation rate, tensions
mounted'®® Asthe war progressed, the Confederacy offered less theketwalue for goods.
In another aspect, military impressment agents tyigiargeted the smaller farms before

turning attentioronlarge plantation owners?

108 A noticeable example of such tensi@masbe seern the Richmond Bread Riois April 1863 when southern
women confronted the Confederate government about the value of Confedesateycurr
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In a case study about the divisiofhrich and pooin Georgia, authors David Williams,
Teresa Crisp Williams, and David Carlson argued the@oaninequalityof impressment.
When agents traversed the countrysitdsearchof supplies, the authors asserted that agents
focusedon gathering supplies froffthe most vulnerable targets firstthe farmsteadsf the
plain folk.” Only when agents exhausted the excess supii@sdl farmers did the agents
moveonto the plantationsPlanters triedo avoid impressment lawsy hiding excess goods
bribing officials, yet planters were also more ecoreathy capabldéo handle the burdercf
impressment!® Confederate generals attemptedtop such mistreatmehy impressment
agents.In Septembel862,General Orders No. 6 attemptiedstop the destructioof civilian
propertyin East Tennesse& contentious place between Unionists and pro-Cométddorces,
this order triedo create a better relationship amomgien enemies” and the Confederate
government. Abusdsy the Confederate army must stopped.If the destruction and
devastatiorof the land continued, a greater Unionist sentimemildbethe responsé!
Further,asthe war continued across Tennessee, impressmemtsagmtinually destroyed
southern fields.Orders issuely Bragg attemptetb get agents$o treat citizens and their
properties with more respectFields of growing wheat had been left without fences, and
property...has been needlessldestroyed.” The actof the agents did more than ruin southern
homesteads but created tensions between the méitatyhe home front:Such wanton actef
waste are unworthgf the characteof Confederate soldiers, injuriotsthe holy cause they

defend.”*'? The southern military effort needed the suppdfEast Tennessee orderto

110 David Williams et. alPlain Folk in a Rich Man’s War: Class Dissent in Confederate Georgia (Gainesville, FL:
University Press of Florida, 2002), 45, 52.

111 By command of Maj. Ger8. Jones, September 29, 18&R, Vol. XVI, Pt. 2: 890.

112 By command of Braxton Bragg, January 9, 188R, Vol. XX, Pt. 2: 396.
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acquire more supplies and maswell asroutesto northern states faninvasiont'?
Additionally, to show the tension creatég class division, the impressmaesftslaves highlight
another disparityf interests during the Civil War.

In March1863,the Confederate Congress passetmpressment Law, which allocated
slaves for military work.Before this law slaveowners seemed willing to offeirtbiaves
services eitheaspersonal servants military laborers.Wealthy slaveowners who did join the
military, brought with them personal servattsomplete tasks suaslaundry, cooking, and
other personal dutiesThe appearancef slavesn Confederate military camps adheted
southern antebellum ideolo@y the benevolent and content slave.Confederate camps,
especially those camps claseUnion lines, enslaved blacks haxdopportunityto run away and
attain their reedomHowever,asoneNorth Carolina soldier noted, most did not flee toiga
enemy lines.“Look atthe thousands who have had every chariescape,” wrote the soldier.
“Of those who followed their mastdsthewar...how wonderfully few haveleserted!”14
From a Confederate perspective slave resistanftee showed, not only happiness with their
lives, but also a showf loyalty.'®> This feeling spread and made some southern soldiers
guestion the usef blacksassoldiers.

Southerners utilized the ide&benevolencéo justify slavery throughout the nineteenth

century. The same philosophy was useshnargumento arm slavesn orderto turn back the

113 Edmund Kirby Smith would use the Cumberland Gap during the Kentuckyanvasi

114 As quoted inBruce Levine Confederate Emancipation: Southern Plansto Free and Arm Saves During the Civil
War (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2006), 63.

115 For a brief discussion on the loyalty of slaves, see Thabolia Gly@uplof the House of Bondage: The

Transfor mation of the Plantation Household (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008), 104-05. Glymph
states that the term loyaligswe knowit today, means something very different tirathe nineteenth centunAs
anexample, Bookef. Washington said loyaltyreflected the slave communitg commitmento values that
disloyaltybetrayed.” Lee Ann Whitesexplanation for this phenomenon rested with the trust placed by the masters
with the slaveso protect the womenlf the slave community violated this tristwould entailanabdication of
on€s self-respect and sensehafnanity.” Another thoughto considelis freedomasan unknown space for
enslaved blacks. Both quotes are taken f@@pmph’s study on the plantation.
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Union armies.Some southerners became adamant about arming ,dtandke slave aristocracy
did not trust weaponia the handef a supposedly inferior rac&kobert Garlick Kean, Heaaf
the Confederate Buread War, stated that “we use themn the same way there witle nothing
to induce thento remainfaithful.”*%® It was more likely, Kean argued, thfslaves became
Confederate soldiers, they were more likielyun towards enemy lines, rather than semnthe
Confederate arm¥t’ Whetheror not southerners believed that slaves would stgaf lor
runaway, enslaved blacks provadimportant aspect of Confederate military poltéy.General
Pillow calledonthe planterso send their black® the army for the protectioof the state.lf the
Confederacy lost more territony the West, the Union woultkeize all the negroes they can
find.” Further, he helpof slavesn the army protected the country erecting and maintaining
fortifications, performing menial tasks, and releasirgtes for front-line duty!® Pillow made
this announcemeih anattemptto get slaveholders answer the catf the country.Historian
Bruce Levine asserted thatithe beginningf the war, planters willingly sent their slaves
temporarily help the armiedn the early stages planters did not have ntodearin property
loss and maintained the thougtfta quick ad decisive war, buasthe war progressed, planters

became less likelto hire out their slave®?

118 Written August 16, 1863, RotieGarlick Hill Kean,Inside the Confederate Government: The Diary of Robert
Garlick Hill Kean, ed. Edward Younger (Baton Rouge LA: Louisiana State University Press, 2893)

117 Colin Edward Woodwardyiarching Masters: Savery, Race, and the Confederate Army during the Civil War,

55, 70.

118 Another area where blacks became pivintalonfederate military policy included the process behind the
exchange of POWs. Along with freedom and giving blackspportunityto servein the war, the Emancipation
Proclamation implied that captured black Union soldiers would be tras&epial white prisonersemphasized
with Lincoln’s retaliatoryactto theConfederacy’s “black flagpolicy.” With southern actions against black POWSs,
a breakdown of the prisoner exchange occurred. Robert Garlick Hill Kéad #tat because of tHaeinous
conduct of that foul Governmefithion]...the question has neolution.” Robert Garlick Hill Keanlnside the
Confederate Government: The Diary of Robert Garlick Hill Kean, ed. Edwardfounge, 101-02.

119 General Gideon Pillowo the planters of Lauderdale, Lawrence, and Frankling Counties, March 6 QR86Ser.
4, Vol. ll: 421.

120 Bruce LevineThe Fall of the House of Dixie: The Civil War and the Social Revolution that Transformed the
South (New York: Random House Trade Paperbacks, 2013), 54-55.
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TheNashville Daily Union took multiple shotst the slave aristocra@sthe war
progressedNot only did the planters refuse hire out their‘negroes in the Confederatermy,”
but southern citizens took planters actiasaninsult. Calling the decisiorfprejudice,” the
Daily Union attacked the wassan unequal war for the benebf a single class, not all classes.
“Asthe war was originated and is carried out in part for the defense of the daveholder and his
property, rights, and the perpetuation of the institution,” argued the paper; slaveholders should
takean equal partn the wart?* Even Pillow lambasted slaveholders who did not sufjhe
military. When slaveholders sent enslaved blaodselp the cause they strengthened the army
and sustained the Confederate eaudhe poormenhave given their sons, the rinlenhave
given their sons, you, alif you...have given yoursons,” continued Pillow;‘and now you are
unwilling to give a portiorof your negroe$o serveasteamsterso take the placef brave men
who woulddo good servicassoldiers, but who aneow engagedn driving wagons.” Pillow
believed thatf slaveholders gave a proportiohtheir slaveso the Confederacy then southern
militaries could turn the tidef war. The slave power created strendibt onlyif southern
planters took advantagd the opportunity.If not, the slaveholders either forfeited their property
to Union invasion®r lost slavessa resultof defeatin battle and the Emancipation
Proclamation.Either way the South faced a lasfSfour million enslaved black®? The Mobile
Register wrotean editorial, which blamed the fadif Vicksburg partiallyon the planters who
refusedto send slave® build and maintain the fortifications around the/ cidohn Forsyth
blasted planters for sendifigheir sons, brothers and friends odffind a bloodygrave,” but

“would not permit their negroas work on thedefenses...Such men clingto the negro with the

121 Nashville Daily Union, October 3, 1863, accessed May 24, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOC. Italics are usadhe source.

122 The Chattanooga Daily Rebel, February 28, 1863, accessed May 24, 2016, Chronicling America Historic
American Newspapers, LOC.
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tenacityof deathbecause...he maybeworth a few hundred dollate them.”*?*® Pillow asserted
that the slave power was a foohstrengthjf it were used, but a forof weaknes# planters
did not use enslaved blactssouthern advantagéut of the fearof the lossof property and
property value, slaveowners maintained their comvelr slave®nthe home front.To ensure
the continuatiorof wealth and power, planters combatted theaistavesonthe front line. As
a result, planters became more reluctargtend slaves ofb military camps.Planter’s
reluctance forced Davi® requestinupdated impressment la##

Novemberl863,Davis argued foan extensiorof the impressment lato include slaves
for non-combatant roleOriginally, impressment allowed the governmentemporarily
impress slaves for government wseconstruction and maintenancgtfortifications. While an
enslaved black served the Confederate army, the ostilenaintained title over the black
worker. Thereforejf anything happenet the slave the owner received financial
compensatiod?®> However, theéemporary usef enslaved blacks provided little be gainedby
the military. Enslaved military labor did perform menial taskstfue armies but slaves were
isolatedto nearby campsBecause Davis wanted a larger and more permanentdbeseslaved
laborin the military, conflict arose between the planterd Richmond.Planters wanted slaves
for agricultural projects, and the government needsekesto work in the camps andn
fortifications. Davis therefore proposdd purchase 40,000 slavel.the policy was accepted,

Davis and the Confederate government owned the slaesoalld use themsthe government

123 As quotedin Bruce LevineConfederate Emancipation: Southern Plansto Free and Arm Saves During the Civil
War, 37; Patrick Cleburne also expresses theinldanuary 1864n a Statemeriy Patrick Cleburne, January 2,
1864.0R, Ser. 1, Vol. LI, Pt. 2; 587-88.

124 Bruce LevineConfederate Emancipation: Southern Plans to Free and Arm Saves During the Civil War, 135;
William Kauffman ScarborougiMasters of the Big House: Elite Saveholders of the Mid-Nineteenth-Century South
(Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State University Press, 2003), 340-41, 356.

125 A state specific example ahextension of the impressment ldtct of the Legislature oMississippi”, January
3, 1863.0R, Ser. 4, Vol. II: 296-97
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required. Davis reasoned that slaves cobkutilized for menial military tasks, which freed
white soldiers for the front linesNith slavedn the military the Confederate ranks grewhis
action, justasconscription and the Conscription Bureau, became deanp fixesto the
numerical problem that plagued the artfy.

Slavery and governmental policies caused classaerand class divisioto grow and
expand during the Civil WarThrough conscription and impressment, poor sou#rersavan
unequal treatmenh military policies that protected the slaveholdargd more specifically the
wealthy planter class, from the experience fanethe yeomanry and small slaveownefisis
not only escalated into a growi military awareness where poor southern citizenstopres]
their rolesin society but created uncertainty and a lafssustby the lower class and
Richmonds goals for the warAs the war progressed, and the tensions contitmbdighten,
more citizensin and outof the army, startetb discuss the possibilitgf slavesassoldiers. The
numbers game coulwb longerbe hidden behind the vedf nationalism and patriotism; the
Confederacy needed more able-bodied todight for southern independenckn December
1863and Januarg864,Cleburne proposem grow Confederate armidxy filling the armies
with enslaved blacks.

By the endbf 1863,a substantial differenda military manpower, compared the
Union, created a dire situatiomthe Confederacyln both the East and the West, the Union
armies stymied Confederate invasiolxefeatsat Gettysburg, Chattanooga, and Knoxville
caused the Confederattylose more southern territorfleburne savit864asanopportunityto
reclaim Confederate glory lost 1863,but the Armyof Tennessee and the ArroyNorthern

Virginia needed more merlhe needed manpower haicome from the institution slaveholders

126 Bruce LevineConfederate Emancipation: Southern Plans to Free and Arm Saves During the Civil War, 33.
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reliedon for economic dominancel his idea not publicized for southern citizens ateel

tension and conflict among Cleburne and Confederatergment officials.Cleburne noted

how the Union armies had trainadarmyof black soldiers, and thus far, have been used
effectivelyin the war. Why then, could enslaved blacks metused with the same succed$?

the South did not use enslaved blagka sourcedof manpower, the North would take advantage
of such southern inaction and welcome runaways intoiines!?’

Believing the usef slaves providednopportunityto save the country, Cleburne called
for Richmondto enact a lavto allow slaves the abilityo fight in Confederate regiments.
Knowing that slaves needed compensation for tlegirices, Cleburne propossulfree slaves
who fought for southern independences between the lossf independence and the lass
slavery,we assume that every patriot will freely giup the latter—give up the negro slave
rather thanbe a slavehimself.”*?® For thisto happen, the Confederacy neededdhereo the
wants and desired enslaved blacks, the desire for freeddfneedom, thus, became the only
way that slaves would become a viable force for thef€teracy:?® Cleburnés proposato
emancipate slaves who fought for the Confederacy veswmith great disdainGeneral Joseph
Johnston did not even forward the mesdadgeichmond,in fact, the membersf the meeting
were orderedio not spealof this particular meeting outside the roofirhe proposal did reach
the president3® President Davis refused the proposal immediat€lglling the ided‘injurious
to the publicservice,” the discussion shoulae muted. Butif slaves were allowed, the
Confederate armies would have a larger foocake into battle for the next campaign season,

and not onlyanarmy large enougto meet the enemgnthe defensive, buanarmy large

127 Statemenby Patrick Cleburne, January 2, 18®R, Ser. 1, Vol. LII, Pt. 2: 587-88, 590-91.
128 Statemenby Patrick Cleburne, January 2, 18®R, Ser. 1, Vol. LIl, Pt. 2: 588-89.

129 Statemenby Patrick Cleburne, January 2, 18R, Ser. 1, Vol. LIl, Pt. 2: 590-91.

130 CraigL. SymondsSonewall of the West: Patrick Cleburne and the Civil War, 189.
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enoughto pursue multiple offensive campaigns against the bitwgeclaim lost territory and
suppliest3!

Basedon slaveholdersreluctanceo offer their slaves for Confederate military tasks, the
majority of slaveholders refused evemconsider arming slaves:urther, antebellum ideology
clearly definedanunequal nature between white and blatkerefore, blacks would make poor
soldiers because they warinferior race. Also, slaveholders considered the military a
dangerous place for enslaved blacks but not for fregsonal safetySlaveholders feared
enslaved blacks, with their newly giveltusassoldiers, would rebel and revolt against the
Confederacy.Some soldiers, like Sergeant Edward Brown from Aladasaidof the
propositionto arm slaves for the causésouthern independence wotfidin us.” Further,
becaus®f the proposal;moral of the armyis anything but goodow.” Other soldiers carried
different opinions and wanted slaves armed for tineisal of the ConfederacySergeant
Marion Hill Fitzpatrick said that blacks shoude usedto fight, in fact,“make themfight,” for
the continuatiorof the Confederacy?? The discussion endeéd Januaryl864and would nobe
readdressed until Mard865,when the Confederate government enacted a law thalbyed
black soldiers.By then Confederate independence seemed a farfetchamhmtThe
Confederacy wasnits last leg.

“Every reverse and disappointment the ConfederacgVerssustained, has been
occasionedy immense superioritgf numberson the partof theenemy,” claimed theRichmond
Enquirer. Generals Johnston, Bragg, and Lee all suffered frorokeolamen. Larger armies

gave the Uniomnadvantage from the stat the warupto theConfederacy’s final defeatsat

131 Jefferson Davow GeneraW. H. T. Walker January 13, 186@R, Ser. 1, Vol. LII, Pt. 2: 596.
132 Both soldiers’ voices are quoteith Chandra Manning/Vhat This Cruel War Was Over: Soldiers, Savery, and the
Civil War (New York: Vintage Books, 2007), 57, 133.
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Appomattox and Bentonvill& From1862forward, the Confederacy attemptedsolve the
problemof manpower through conscription and impressm&hile sanctioning such policies,
the Confederacy hampered Confederate success througénivay class tension and class
division. As the war progressed, more suggestions propissalve the number probleaf
Confederate armiesPoor southerners called for wealthy plantersbear the burderof war
waged for their owaggrandizement.” While poor farmers left their homés fight for the
continuationof a slave aristocracy, planters and wealthy slaveosanasided servicby
government favoritism3* Towards the endf 1863,General Cleburne proposed the enlistment
of slaves for usen the Confederate armyCalling onthe patriotisnof slaveholders, Cleburne
spelled out doomsdaf/the South lost the Civil WarDefeat, it means that the histoof this
heroic struggle wilbewrittenby theenemy,” thus, a society forgotten and subjugatgd
northern despots® Even with such arguments, slaveowners refused nyilfialicies that
affected their personal wealtBecausef such a closed perspectioa war, class division
among the rich and poor, created fissures withinceegppredicatedn race and the

enslavemenof four million blacks that helped undo the Confederaoynfwithin 136

133 Richmond Enquirer, July 11, 1863, accessed April 19, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOCRichmond Enquirer, August 12, 1863, accessed April 18, 2016, Chronicling America Historic
American Newspapers, LOC.

134 Nashville Daily Union, October 3, 1863, accessed May 24, 2016, Chronicling America Historic American
Newspapers, LOC.

135 Statemenby Patrick Cleburne, January 2, 18®R, Se. 1, Vol. LIl, Pt. 2: 586-87.

136 Joseph Glatthaar publishedarticlein 2008 countering the perception dfrich man’s war, but a pooman’s
fight.” Lookingatthe Army of Northern Virginia, Glatthaar produced a statisstadly, which emphasized the
proportion of rich men who servéd Lee’s army. Glatthaar concluded that wealthy southerners sateeldigher
rate than poor merf:Rich people, weren fact, greatly overrepresentedLee’s army,” yet the statistical analysis
seems misleading. Glatthaar statedarly four of every five soldiers weia the poorer groups. Bardlyin nine
wasin the middle wealth, and orre ten wasich.” Because a lower proportion of southern whites could be labeled
“wealthy” the proportion of such men would inherently be higher than the poor class. HoGlattaar set oub
debunk the myth behind“aich man’s war, but a pooman’s fight,” in the Eastern Theatedosephr. Glatthaar,
“Everyman’s War: A Rich and Poad¥lan’s Fightin Lee’s Army,” Civil War History 54, no. 3 (September 229-246):
229-246, accessed April 27, 2016, https://muse.jhu.edu/article/240473.
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Chapter Three

It became clear, rather quickly, that a defensive styategild not win the Civil War.
Numerically deficient Confederate armies could not dé&femtirely, the vast southern territory.
Therefore, southern armies neededhange their defensive philosophy and apply a more
aggressive stratedy secure a quick independencehese offensive strategies canmepart,asa
resultof maintaining racial ideologies necesstrynaintaining the southern social structure, and
out of necessity duto the growthin social division®n the home fronasa consequenaaf
conscription and impressmenthis chapter will continu& look at military awareness but
through a new lensinsteadof looking at military consciousness through a continued racial
subjugationpr growing social divisions, this chapter will loakmilitary favoritism. Eastern
biases contributetb the lackof Confederate successthe Western Theater.

Military favoritism, expressety President Jefferson Davisthe formof political and
strategical support, played a major rivig¢he relationship between the president and Confezlerat
generals.While some generals showed a knack for military ssscethers faded under
numerous military debacleg.herefore, favoritism towards the successful Rokeltee affected
military strategy under the unsuccessful generalshfifsaxton Bragg and Josefgh Johnston
in Tennessee and MississippVhere Lee received assistartoavage aggressive military
campaigns against Union armiasvVirginia, Marylard, and Pennsylvania, Bragg and Johnston
received littleto no support for passive campaignsTennessee and Mississipgdihe viewsof
southern citizens and southern political figures aféected military favoritism within the
Confederacy.This included hopes expresdgglsouthern citizenen Confederate success under
Le€’s leadership, compardd Bragg and Johnstoaswell aspolitical friendships that advanced

generabfficers’ agendas.The next three chapters will examine military fatism through
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these multiple viewsChapter three will consider military favoritism dlugh the lensf military
success and military strategy, while chapters fourfewedwill view the political friendships and
personal agendaxs general officers.

Since Thoma€onnellyin the 1970s, and Steven Woodwarthithe 1990s, historians
have focused moren the Western TheateConnelly explored the campaigokthe Armyof
Tennessee, placing the arimya contextual relationship with the Arro§ Northern Virginia.
Throughthis methodology, Connelly showed the importaot®lississippi, Tennessee,
Alabama, and Georgi® the outcomef the Civil War. Woodworth,on the other hand,
examined the western armi@sa more politicized lensWoodworth studied the relationship
among Confederate generals and the prestddirid answergo the dreadful recordf generals
Bragg and Johnston compartedhe nearly spotless recooflRobertE. Lee. Changing focus
from the Easto the West has encouraged a new generatiaeholargo expand Civil War
interest and scholarship outside the Eastern Theatee Armyof Tennessee.

Jefferson Davislid participatein western military strategy but showed a military
favoritismto Virginia. In fact, after the deatbf Albert Sidney Johnstoat the battleof Shilohin
April 1862,Davis seemetb disengage himself from the military affairsTennessee, Kentucky,
and Mississippi.Davis may have never completely neglected the Westates—he could not
with the constant squabbling between generdist Davis did give more attentida the warin
the stateof Virginia than any other locality during the Civil WaAs a result, Davis designated

mostof the resourceattheConfederacy’s disposato the Eastern TheatelWoodworth argued
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thatDavis’s proximity to the Virginia front caused hito lose his perspectiven the warasa
whole; howeverDavis’s relationship with Lee also contributémleastern favoritisn’

Many historians agree that the military campaigna@lbe Mississippi anoh the state
of Tennessee decided the outcamh¢he Civil War insteadf the campaignms Virginia,
Maryland, and Pennsylvania, but Davis remained fatosdhe latter becausa the proximity
to the capital. Specifically Virginia remaineth the limelight becausef the importance placed
on WashingtonD. C., by the Confederacylf the Confederacy could capture Washington, which
could potentially cause a fall the northern political system, then theory, the Confederacy
had a better opportunifpr European recognitionThe Confederate idea that European nations
wantedto support the Confederacy through the captind/ashington, neglected the importance
of slavery. By the beginningf the Civil War both France and England had enacted
emancipatory laws, which helped create free cokinithe Western hemispherés the war
progressed, European nations became less li@eBcognize a country predicated slavery,
but the importancef foreign recognition never diminished. S. Dargan, a Confederate
congressional member, wrdt@JohnB. Jones, a Confederate war clerk,July1863,“the
destruction [of the Confederacy] mus complete unless France and Englandmaimducedo
interferein ourbehalf.”13® Another aspedb consider why forgn recognition dependeah
succes$n Virginia was the proximityf Washington and Richmortd foreign capital$3°

Historian Earl). Hess developed a theory that European powers ldokesdiccesses and

failuresonthe East Coasb determine whethdo recognize the southern stateBhe Eastern

137 SteverE. Woodworth,Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West
(Lawrence, KS: University Press of Kansas, 1990), 54.

138 JohnB. JonesA Rebel War Clerk’s Diary, ed. Earl Schenck Miers (Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State
University Press, 1958), 250.

139 \Woodworth,Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West, 307.
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seaboard, therefore, chr seerasa location for significant newts foreign countriesNews
collectedon the coast spread foreign countriegta quicker rate than news from Tennessee and
Mississippi. The coast also became the focal pointhe war from a European perspective
becaus®f the locatiorof both capitals, the size and importance plamednion and

Confederate armidsy their respective governments, and the aitBuropean commercalVhile

the Davis administration maintained hope that foreggognition promisetb come with
Confederate victorin the East, Davis placedgaeater importancen Lee and the Eastern
Theatert*® The power and influence Lee hétdRichmond created blinders for military
decisions durind 862and186314*

Le€'s leadership, tenacity, and aggression forced DaxdsGonfederate official® focus
onthe area around Richmond instezfdhe Western TheateiThomas Connelly noted two firm
beliefs heldoy Davisin regardgo Union military strategy.First, the Union intendetb capture
Richmond. Second, the Union wanteédtake controbf the Mississippi RiverBoth
assessments failed see the importana# Tennessee, and the Wasgeneral, outside the
Mississippi River.Instead, Davis took for granted the importantéhe heartland especialiy
termsof agricultural productionHe also maintained faith that the departmental command
system provided the best opportunity for military sssin the West.Connelly also mentioned
that Davis thought the Union military would not @ggin a multi-front campaignin other
words, Davis believed Lincoln and Union generals Wt attack two points the

Confederacyt once. In theory, the Confederacy had ample timenove men from one theater

140 The Confederacy actively looked for foreign recognition for the sarserréhe American army during the
American Revolution looked for foreign recognition. Help from France itaiBrofferedan opportunity for the
Confederacyo widen the war through a military allianreesupportin both the army and navy, continuation of
economic commerce based on the cotton trade, anddieipd the war.

141 Earl J. Hess Banners to the Breeze: The Kentucky Campaign, Corinth, and Sones River (Lincoln, NE:
University of Nebraska Press, 2000), 18.
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to another—the advantagef interior lines. Where the Confederacy faced a more severe threat,
armies would work togethéo send divisionso the general under extreme Union threat.
However, becausef the leadershipf General Lee, Davis generally didt shift men between
departmentslnsteadhereliedonthe Western Theat¢o turn back the Union armies with the
menattheir disposal.At the same time Davis provided Lee with reinforcem@&ot® other
departments, harming Confederate strateghe West*?

The allocatiorof resources also reflected Dayiprimary focuson Virginia. This
involved men, foodstuffs, and other army supplibkst of the resources goirtg Virginia and
Lee’s army came from TennesseEhis decision proved disastrous for the ArofyT ennessee.
While the Armyof Northern Virginia covered a smaller area, the Awhi{fennessee protected a
much larger area, with fewer soldieras a resultLee’s army reliedon other departments for
food stores.This created a competition betwdete’s army andBragg’s army for resources
from Tennesse¥? The larger area th@ragg’s army defended provided supplies_e€'s army.
As one commissary agent wroté,understanany missionto beto collect supplies for the
Armiesof the C[onfederate] S[tates] & not for Genl Braggsy.”44 Braggds army, Thomas
Connelly concluded;lived a handto-mouthexistence.” Richmond did littleto aid the Armyof
Tennesse&®

From a manpower perspective, the ArafyNorthern Virginia acquired momaenthan
the Armyof Tennesseeln Octoberl862,Confederate officer John Liddell wrotehe West had

been overlookedNo adequate resource$men...had been sento Braggs support.Everything

142 Thomas Lawrence Connell§utumn of Glory: The Army of Tennessee, 1862-1865 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
State University Press, 1971), 38-39.
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was called for and giveto Virginia, overlooking altogether the back ddorthe capitabf the
South.”146 Richard McMurry, a historian who compared thenfederacy’s largest armies,
discovered than mid-1862that 18.5%of the unitdan Army of Northern Virginia came from the
West. At the same time only 1.2%f the unitdn the Armyof Tennessee came from the Eét.
The allocatiorof resources, specifically men, played a major nmovestern military campaigns.
The generalshipf RobertE. Lee, and the perceived importarafeVirginia, provided one
answerto the transportatioof supplies from the Western Theateirginia.

When Lee replaced Joseph Johnstsoommander of the Armgf Virginia during the
summerof 1862,Lee disregard campaigis Tennessee and Mississipfs a result, Lee placed
a greater importanaan the protectiorof Virginia. Lee’s strategy for the Confederate armies
contained a simplistic, aggressiageway policy, that focusedn defeating the Union armn
his front, which provided littléo no attentionin the West.Lee continuously fought offensive
battles, abandoning the defensive mentaliyefeat Union armies quickly and win Confederate
independenceFor examplein Septembet862when Bragg confronted Buell, Lee suggesied
offensive into Maryland.While the Armyof Northern Virginia pushed north, Lee intended
Braggto protect Virginia. In a letterto Bragg, Davis supporteidee’s invasion. If Halleck
intendedo embarkona campaigmn Virginia, Davis reasonedwe will endeavorto give them a

full employmentin this quartersoasto prevent any returto the West.”14® Insteadof investing

146 5t. John Richardson Liddelliddell 's Record, ed. Nathaniel Cheairs Hughes Jr. (Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana
State University Press, 1985), 99.

147 Hallock, Braxton Bragg and Confederate Defeat. Vol. |1, 160. Another wago consider the dispariiy numbers
between the Army of Tennessee and the Aofyorthern Virginiais the approximate number of soldiégmseach
army during the major battles. Army of Tenness&hiloh (45,008known asthe Army of Mississippi), Perryville
(16,000—knownasthe Army of Mississippi during this battle); Stones River (35,000); Chickan{@&3g200—
Longstreet and the First Corjpsthe Army of Tennessee during this battle); & Chattanooga (44,000). Army of
Northern Virginia—SevenDays’ Battles (90,000); Antietam (45,000); Fredericksburg (72,000); Chancellorsville
(57,000—Longstreet conducting a separate campadduffolk during this battle); & Gettysburg (72,000).
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the resources necessaoyaccomplshthe“Kentucky Dream”—a desiréby the Confederacio
obtain Kentuckyn the fight against the Unierreportsof Halleck closingn around Richmond
forced Davido place a greater importanoa Virginia, in the hope that a Union defeat near
Richmond provieda change for military successthe West.In reality, Davis’s choiceto focus
on Virginia and Washington translated into Lee invgdMaryland with political and military
support*4® Even though Union General GeorgeMcClellan forced Le¢o retreat into Virginia
after the Battlef Antietam, Davis did not lose faith the Virginian. As Union General
Ambrose Burnside pressed for another campaign bég82expired, Davis once more
allocated military resourcdse Lee’s army below the Rappahannogkthe expensef western
armies. However,in this instance, Davis chosefocuson Lee, not becausaf the threat posed
by Burnside alone, but becauskthe successes and failuefBragg comparetb Lee.

In Decembed 862,Mississippi residents wrot@avis that demoralization ran high the
Army of Tennessee due poor leadership and military defeatsee did not face the same sort
of demoralizationn the Eastern Theatef herefore, Davis believeahinvestmenin Lee, over
Bragg, provided moref a military returnt>® However,it seemed that Davis existed omlya
pawnin Lee’s desireto protect only Virginia.ln 1863,Lee fought a dispersaf his troopgo
help Pemberton protect Vicksburgee presumed the defenskVirginia was vastly important
to the protectiorof Mississippi. Davis agreed with Lee and accepied’s second invasioof

the North, this time into Pennsylvani@his decision showed Lee misunderstood the sitnatio

9 Thomas Lawrence Connelifhe Politics of Command: Factions and Ideasin Confederate Strategy (Baton
Rogue, LA: Louisiana State University Press, 1973), 73.
150 James Phelaim Davis, December 9, 1860@R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVII, Pt. 2: 788-92.
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and crisisn the West>! The decisiorby Leeto not support the Confederate movemeats
relieve Vicksburg from the pressuréGrant, proved dire from Aprib May.

Historian George Rable saitT'he Mississippi and Virginia Theaters were inextrigabl
linkedin a grand strategic tugFwar. Not only would army antheater commanders have their
say, butsowould their political alliesn Congress and the Stat#pitals.”*>? Rable, however, did
not account for the importancé Leein the discussioomnwho developed military strategy.he
Western and Eastern Theatdrg participaten a tugef-war, but Bragg and Johnston did not
have a complete say whircameto military strategy becauss the statu®f Leel®® Archer
Jones had more correct whehe described the two theateasa competition, but not across
geographical lineslnstead the competition existed between Lee andéheralsn the West.
Western generals wanted a nationwide concentrafidorces before attacking the enemy while
Lee strongly contested for individual command and cisrbasedn that individualized
approach>* Lee’s proximity to Davis and his aggressive mentality protethe the deciding
factor for Davis when the President agreed military strategy.In the decisiorto move the
capital from Montgomeryo Richmond and the generaiglof RobertE. Lee, Davis focused

mostof his attentioronthe Eastern TheateAs a result, over the next four years western

151 Connelly,Autumn of Glory: The Army of Tennessee, 1862-1865, 104-05.

152 GeorgeC. Rable.The Confederate Republic: A Revolution Againgt Politics (Chapel Hill, NC: The University of
North Carolina Press, 1994), 196.

153] ee, the son of Revolutionary war hefbjght Horse HarryLee,” married Mary Ann Randolph Custis, a
descendant of Martha Washington, and transformed into the new symbol for freetlordependence. His father
called Washingtofifirst in war, firstin peace, firsin the hearts of hisountrymen.” When the Virginia convention
approved secession and later approvedd.appointmenasMajor General, the convention members believed Lee
“first in war.” To finalize the connection, the convention believed Lee would betfirsein peace, and firsh the
hearts of higzountrymen.” During the war Lee greasmore than a revolutionary hero, Lee turned into the hope for
Confederate independence. This discussootedin ErnestB. FurgursonAshes of Glory: Richmond at War

(New York: Vintage Books, Random House, Inc., 1996), 41-42.

154 Archer JonesConfeder ate Srategy from Shiloh to Vicksburg (Baton Rogue, LA: Louisiana State University
Press, 1961), 22.
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generals waged war witiminferior numbermf men, food, and other military supplieshe
focuson Virginia and Lee hamperedilitary campaignsn the West under Bragg and Johnston.
While Lee turned Confederate attenttorthe East, Confederate generialshe West
attemptedo gain political supporby switching military tactics.Insteadof choosingo fight a
purely defensive war, the Confederacy begaiight an offensive war; the lossed Forts Henry
and Donelson proved the ineffectivenesa defensive strategyBragg,in Februaryof 1862,
proposedo abandon the governmésnpolicy in exchange for a united offensiv&he vast
southern territory, reasoned Bragg, held too many pialtsto designate numerous armies
protect important resources. Instead, Bragg proptmsedncentrate military forces hold
strategically important poinia the Confederacy:All meansnot necessarip secure these
[strategically valuable points] shoute concentrated for a heavy blow upon the enemy where
we can best assail him, Kentuckg/now thatpoint.”*>> Other generals also saw the importance
of concentration.During the Shiloh Campaign, Albert Sidney Johnstomelred all available
units shouldoe combinedo defeat the Union forces Pittsburg Landing.JoseptE. Johnstonin
1863,believed concentration allowed the Confederate artheebest possible opportunity
defeat he Union armies and regain TennessB®en senators saw the importanée
concentration.As JohnB. Jones recorded, Texas Senator Louis Wigfall recaomalie that all
armiesin the Wesbe concentratetio defeat the enemipn the Mississippi Valley>®
AslongasBragg, and later Johnston, commanatethe West, the two generals and
supporting political friends, advocated for concentrgtimut Davis did not approve
concentratiorasa meanso win southern independenc#&lany factors contributetb Davis's

strategic mentalityln part,Lee’s successes the East allowed Davis judge that each

155 Braggto Judah Benjamin, February 2, 186R, Ser. 1, Vol. VI: 826-27.
156 JonesA Rebel War Clerk’s Diary, ed. Earl Schenck Miers, 131.
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individual army could defeat a larger, more numericallperior, Union armyAnother factor
contributingto Davis’s blinders was his relationship with Lee conguiio his relationships with
Bragg and JohnstorBecausd.ce’s military strategy showed success and promised a
continuationof success, compared military defeatsn the West, under Bragg and Johnston,
Davis placed a greater importarmethe strategy of Lee thaon the strategiesf western
generals.Another factorto consideris Davis’s strategic mentality.

During the Peninsular Campaign, General George MiDlelfirst attempto take
Richmond during the summef 1862,Confederate General Josdphlohnston continually
retreated from his position near Yorktowanthe outskirtof Richmond. Author Winston Groom
noted that history has not been kiedlohnston becausd his actions during the war.
Beginningat Yorktownin 1862,Johnston continulgl showed timidity whilehe waited for Union
attacks. Constantly maneuvering, delaying, testiagfeinting, Groom concluded that Johnston
waited““for the golden opportunitio deliver a crushing blow that would not risk his armyhe
process.”1%” Johnson’s retrograde movements, during the Peninsular Campaigmt, against
the desiresf Davis and Lee who wanted Johnstorold Yorktownaslongaspossible.Lee
had told the general that the Confederacy could netNasfolk, the positiorof the Confederate
Navy. General Johnston reluctantly held his position fyeaktown, butassoonasthe Union
army startedo outnumber the Confederate defenders, Johnston ataadoe Virginia Coast.
Johnston’s actions during the Peninsular Campaign would foreshvads actions latein the
war. Because Johnston proved a passive commander Radsdo side with Lee, the more

aggressive commandelt was not just the general Davis agreed with, theigeasliked

7 Winston GroomVickshurg, 1863 (New York: AlfredA. Knopf, 2009), 191.
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aggressive tacticsWhichis why, in the sumrer and fallof 1862,Davis acceptedninvasionof
Maryland and Kentucky2®

The campaign into Kentucky marked the clinodthe warin the West. The Confederate
armies decidetb engagen an offensive war insteadf sitting backon their heelgo await more
Union attacks.In Virginia after the Seven DayBattles, RoberE. Lee embarkednan
offensive campaign into Maryland-he Maryland campaign todKirginia’s armyto Bull Run,
where Lee won another victory against Union forcedleGeneral JohPope. The succesat
Bull Run gave Lee and his armay expanded confidende take the war into the NortiGoals
of a Maryland invasion consisted foreign intervention, acce$s more supplies, manpower,
and the additioof another statéo the Confederacyln Septemberpneof the most well-known
battles took place outside Sharpsburg, Marylawttitten in historyasthe bloodiest day during
the Civil War, Union General Georfe McClellan stymied_ee’s advance and forced the Army
of Northern Virginia to retreatin relatively the same time frame another offensive cagnpa
startedn the West.Even though Antietam receives more attentiohistory, Kentucky proved
justasvital to Confederate hopes for succé¥s.

The succesim the West depended primariby the acquisitiorof lost territoryin
Tennessee and Northern Mississippi and Alabamagdtgion and protectioaf a new state for
the Confederacy, agricultural supplies for western arnaied more manpower for the

Confederacy.From the outbreakf hostilitiesit became a government polity“free” Kentucky

158 Foranin-depth study of the Peninsular Campaiggwell asa brief description of leadership characteristics
between Lee and Johnston during the campaign, see StépiSmarsTo the Gates of Richmond: The Peninsula
Campaign (New York: Ticknor & Fields, 1992).

159 Foranin-depth study of Antietam, consider Steph&nSears| andscape Turned Red: The Battle of Antietam
(Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1983). Sears pet’s March north into context of foreign intervention
and examined the generalship of both RoBeliee and GeorgB. McClellan during the campaign. Also
noteworthyis Sears’ political analysis. Sears discussed the success and failures davttidooth Union and
Confederate political workings. For examinations into the experiences of thersotdinsider John Michael Priest,
Antietam: The Soldiers’ Battle (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1994).
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from the tyrannyof Lincoln’s administration.This became knowasthe“Kentucky Dream.”
The dream consistaaf pushing the southern boundary ndxtihe Ohio River and bringing
Kentucky into the Confederad§? Historian James McDonough assertefdr the Union—that
the lossof the Ohio River would have expanded the wafith the Confederacin controlof
Kentucky, and subsequenily controlof the Ohio River, Tennessee and Cumberland Raeer,
well asaccesso the upper Mississippi River restored, the Confedecacyd have brought war
to the Northern statesf Ohio, Indiana, and lllinoisThese rivers-Ohio, Tennessee,
Cumberland, and the Mississippbecame the key pointd invasion for Union generals deep
into Confederate territor{f* Even Lincoln noted the importanoé Kentucky sayingto lose
Kentuckyis nearlyto lose the wholgame.” Lincoln believed thatf Kentucky, Maryland, and
Missouri all fellto Confederate armies the Davis administration would hénvtarl? Historian
James McPherson placadadded importancen offensive campaigns during the fafi1862.
“The three states [Maryland, Kentucky, and Missouri] ddwave added5 percento the white
population and military manpowef the Confederacyg0 percento its manufacturing capacity,
and nearlyl0 percento its supplyof horses anchules,” if thestates’ white population
supported the waf3

Upon arrivalin Kentucky, Bragg noted that the eaolgsrvationby cavalry commander
John Morgan, proved false, Kentuckians did not lvatense desirto join the Confederate
army1%4 Bragg, therefore, issued his proclamationhe peoplef Kentuckyin anattempto

gain recruits through Confederate patriotism withie state and criticisms Lincoln. “We

160 Connelly, The Politics of Command: Factions and Ideas in Confederate Srategy, 73.
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come notsconquerors” Bragg maintained, batnarmy“to restoreto you the libertiesof which
you have been deprivett” by the“tyranny of a despoticuler.” The purposes fdBragg’s
invasionof Kentucky, much like Leén Maryland, dependeohn “liberating” the peoplef the
Border States and persuade therjoin the Confederate caus&o further emphasize his point
Bragg told the Kentucky civilians that the army wolddveif the civilians frowned upon their
presence However,if Kentuckians welcomeBragg’s army with warm smiles arftvilling
hands” Kentucky's liberty wouldbe secured.This call did littleto awaken the patriotisin the
civilian majority. Bragg and Kirby Smith haib fight for Kentuckyon their own16°

Perryville became the battie “conquer” Kentucky. Bragg’s invading force was split
into two sectionspneunder himself and the other under Kirby Smith neatngton, Kentucky.
Justasduring the beginningf the campaignkKirby Smith acted independently maintain his
roleasa commandeof a separate armyKirby Smith did not want a secondary role behind
Bragg. As a battle seemed imminent, Bragg called for Kirbyt&ita join forces outsidef
Perryville. Kirby Smith, disregarde®ragg’s callsto join the army, and did not partakethe
fight near Perryville.Kirby Smith’s actions forcedBragg’s armyof approximately 16,000
men—directedby General Leonidas Polk because Bragg was near Lexingtoface off
against thengority of Buell’s army. After the battle, Bragg suffered?®% casualty rate
comparedo Buell’s 7% casualty rateOutnumbered, Bragg retreated from Kentucky, not eble
gain the highly prized state for the Confederate war €ffért

Davis insisted th&treinforcements for a Kentucky campaign would not come from the

East,” in a letterto Bragg. Union General Henry Halleck had been repoitethe East for the

165 The Courier, “Gen. Braggs Addresgo theKentuckians,” October 17, 1862, accessed November 11, 2015,
NewsVault.

166 Foranin-depth study on the battle of Perryville, consider Kenki¢étiNoe, Perryville: The Grand Havoc of
Battle (Lexington, KY: The University Press of Kentucky, 2001).
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purposeof taking Richmond, which forced Dawis focusonLee’s movementsn Maryland?!6’
As a resuliof eastern favoritism, Bragg fougd offensive campaign into Kentucky baszd
the premise supplieloy Morgan that a vast majorityf Kentuckians wantetb join the
Confederate causé.his did not comeo fruition. Without the suppordf Kentucky soldiers
Bragg retreated back into Tennessee, muchllidegs army retreating into Virginia after the
failure at Antietam.

Through the eyesf those soldiers who marched into Kentucky dolpeturned around,
the invasion proved a failurd.iddell voiced his displeasurat Braggs retreat from Kentucky,
stating,“This was the last, aye, the very last chatrccaccomplish anythingy strategy...All
chances were destinéalberecklessly thrownaway.”16® Davis, along with the other government
officials, and southern socieysa whole, agreedThe Confederates suffered a defaat
Perryville, a long and humiliating retreat back iKtentucky, and a severe dropmorale. More
recently, however, some historians have argued teakémtucky invasion brought some
tangible gains.Bragg’s army temporarily recovered territony Middle Tennessee, secured
Confederate aremsfar northasNashville, and proved that the war would la&h offensive
campaign into Kentucky during the fai862proved that a defensive war was ineffective.
Bragg’s army failedin Kentucky but the winteof 1862 provedonemore opportunityo turn the
tide of war, even without the helpf the eastern army and Richmots8.

Through October and November Bragg held his armyratddurfreesboro, Tennessee.
Here, Bragg took commaraf the Armyof Mississippi and the Eastern Tennessee Army under

Kirby Smith, creating the Armgf TennesseeThe failurein Kentucky proved costly for the
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Confederate cause, but the Confederacy still contrdabexivn destiny. Without help from
Richmond, Bragg faced off against the numerically sopetimyof General William
Rosecrans-hereplaced Buell after Perryville-and General Pemberton confronted General
Grantin his first attempto take Vicksburg.Noticing the problems between generaighe

West, Davis appointed General José&pliohnstorio oversee all western armieBavis hoped
this move would create more unison between genierdlsnnessee, Mississippi, and the Trans-
Mississippi Theaters.

Eventhough Davis assigned Johnstoncommandn the West, the president did not
have a very good relationship with the genelditing back from their dayast West Point, Davis
and Johnston disliked one anoth&his dislike grewat the starof the Civil War when Davis
ranked Johnston fourih the military hierarchy.Johnston believele shouldbefirst.1’? Retreat
during the Peninsular Campaign gave Davis even neargoro despise Johnstasa
commander, buto other officer outranked Johnstonthe Confederacy, who did not already
haveanassigned command.he situation forced Davi® place Johnstoim commandf all
western armiesThe last poinbf tension, perhaps the most fitting for discussirgg\Western
Theater, reliedn the different strategiesf Lee and Johnstork-rom the stardf Johnston’s time
in the Wesheadvocated for a combinatiai military forcesto defeat Granin Mississippi.

“The defeatof Major-GeneralGrant,” asserted Johnstofwould enableusto hold the
Mississippi and permit Lieutenant-General Holrtemove intoMissouri.”1’! After the defeat
of Grant the Confederate armies could then turn theirtadteon Tennessee and General

RosecransDavis opposed this stratedgg,orderto maintain the departmental command system.

170 At the beginning of the Civil War, Johnston was the highest ranked affitiee army that joined the
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Davis’s reluctance reduced Johnstomothing more than a figureheadhis decision proved
disastrous for the Confederate fore¢dlurfreesboran Decembed 862Januaryl863and the
Confederate forcest Vicksburgin March-July1863172

In Decembed 862,President Jefferson Davis travetedhe Western Departmen#fter
meeting with Generals Johnston and Bragg, Davis foBtadgto send 9,000 troop® assist
Pemberton’s forcein the defensef Vicksburg from Grant.Davis believed the most vital point
of interest for the Confederacy lay with the MississRper. Johnston contended otherwise.
Johnston insisted that Tennessee was the mospwitabnof the Western Theater becaude
the supplies Tennessee offered the Confederate arRalklines also addeainimportanceo
TennesseeMajor rail lines connected Tennessee saatGeorgia and Mississippaswell as
eastto Virginia. Johnston triedo persuade Davi® take reinforcements from the Trans-
Mississippi departmerib sendto Pemberton;No more troops cahetaken from General
Bragg,” contested Johnstofwithout the dangeof enabling Rosecrarie move into Virginiaor
to re-enforceGrant;” but Davis did not budg¥3 Johnston triedo employ the assistancd
Adjutant GeneraBamuel Coopeto assistin the persuasioaf Davisto respectiohnston’s
strategyin the West.Writing Decembe#B, Johnston insisted that a strong force taken from
Bragg“would beto giveup Tennessee,” butto no availl’# Davis maintained his demeanor
through his visitto Bragg’s armyin December, and the divisidr forced Braggo sendo

Pemberton had dire consequenatthe Battleof Murfreesboraat the endof the month-™>
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Union General Grat first attempto take Vicksburg ended quickly becawde
Confederate General Earl V@orn’s raid that cutGrant’s supply lines, which forced Grata
retreat. The division sent fromBragg’s army did not arrivén enough timeo take parin the
battle. Backat Stones River, Bragg decidenlattack Rosecrans's larger force even though Davis
had forced the genertd send 9,000 soldiete Mississippi. For the attaclat Murfreesboro,
Bragg decidedo attack the right win@f the Union army using General Leonidagk’s division
to slam into Union General Jol@rittenden. Bragg’s reportof the battleof DecembeBl later
read,“We assailed thenemy...and after tenhours’ hard fighting have driven him from every
position except the extrenbeft.” Even though the Confederate army achieved a vidogay
one, the battlat Murfreesboro continued into the new ye@mn January?, 1863,the Union
army counterattacked, and Bragg retreated.

Campaigns durin@862proved erratic.Confederate armies countered defedtsorts
Henry and Donelson, and Shiloh wih offensive thrust into KentuckyKentucky endedh
failure when the Union army forced Bragg and Kirby Srtatretreat from the Bluegrass States.
Even thoughl862endedn failure, historians have noted the important&862to Confederate
hopein successJames McPherson assertétljs assured a prolongation and intensificatdn
theconflict” which create@n opportunity for Confederate triumplHowever, jusasquickly as
Kentucky promised success, disappointment and fadloded Confederate achievemdnts
1862. The defeatsit Perryville and Stones River gave risdurther dislikeof Bragg within the
army,aswell asa lossof hopein Confederate independenc@l/ith 1862endingin such gloom,
Bragg and Johnston looked for a strofgrictories that might allow them another opporturaty
successIn Februaryl863,Bragg attemptetb get his division returneb him. Writing to

Davis, Bragg believed that the retwhhis division from Mississippi would allow the
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Confederacyan opportunityto reacquire Middle Tennessé®. Davis, once more, refused
Bragg’s request, showing little confidenaethe general With the failureto deliver victories,
western generals lost supportRichmond and Davis continuéal pursue victoryin the Eastern
Theater withLee’s Army of Northern Virginial’’

In the Eastern Theater, the Armaf/Northern Virginia lacked necessary supplietheir
winter quarters above MaryeHeights outside Fredericksbur@fhe menn the ranks, frozen,
hungry, lacking proper clothing, still held high ista after their recent success over the Union
armyat Fredericksburg.The same could ndite said for the Western TheateFo turn the
soldiers’” morale around Bragg, Pemberton, and Johnston neegeodvide a successiaf
victories and provide a sengthope for the Confederacyl.he next best opportunity for
Confederateto gain those victories occurred when Union General Grdemptedo take
Vicksburg.

After crossing the Mississippi River April, Grant marched his arntp Jackson,
Mississippi, then turned east towards Vicksbuigstasin the previous campaigns, western
generals fought this batttn their own with little supp from Richmondno matterhow much
they begged and pleaded for trodfsAs the war progressed, Davis laythe middleof
competing strategies, Lee versus Johnston, Virgi@iaus Tennesse@he summenf 1863
showed thegovernment’s continued focus on the Eadtthe expensef the Western Theater.
The Confederate government, howevenot solelyto blame for the focusn the Eastern

Theater.
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Davis managed the wasa puppebf Le€'s strategy and placed Virginia and Lieghe
epicenterof Confederate military strategy.ee, the Washington-like figura the Confederacy,
saw Virginiaasthewar’s only battlefield!’® In March, before the campaign seasdi863,Lee
refusedio send reinforcements the West becaus# the lackof winter preparations takeay
the Armyof the PotomacFurther, Johnston received excutewhy reinforcements could not
be sentto him duringGrant’s Vicksburg campaignDavis insisted that the enemwould not
attack our positions Southwestern Virginia, East Tennessee, and Mehileltaneously.”18°
Therefore, Johnston should have enough més departmerto transfer back and forth
between armied need be.However, after July, Davis momentarily shifted focuef Leeto
Bragg, giving Brag@n opportunityto turn the tideof warin the Western Theaté#!

May 1863.The Confederate armmy Virginia won oneof the most remarkable victories
of the entire war Outnumbered almost twto one, RoberE. Lee beat Union General Joseph
Hookerat the Battleof Chancellorsville with onef the most discussed maneuvier€ivil War
history, the infamous flank mar¢b Hooker's right. The important takeaway from this batitte
not the victory but the fact that Lee secured sarcextraordinary victory without General James
Longstreet andL.ongstreet’s corps. Before May Lee sent Longstrdetthe Suffolk aredo
acquire much needed supplies for the AwhyNorthern Virginia. Before Longstreet could
returnto take partn the battleof Chancellorsville Lee had already wowiatory. At
approximately the same time, General Grant begacamgaigrio take Vicksburg.The next

two campaigns, Vicksbung the West and Gettysbuing the East, demonstrat®ichmond’s
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continued priorityof the East.While Lee pushed north into Pennsylvania, Generaplus.
Johnston received litth® no help from Davis and Richmori@?

Beauregard, thougie commande@narmyin South Carolina during this stagéthe
war, continuedo view the Western Theatasthe most vital arem the ConfederacyFrom
South Carolina, Beauregard attemptedse political friendsaswell ashis military experience,
to persuade the Confederate governntesiee the Wesh the same lighishe, Generals
Longstreet, Johnston, Bragg, Kirby Smith, Secretarié¥ar Judah Benjamin and James
Seddon, and Senator LodisWigfall did. Beauregard believed that Rosecrans ctaltlirned
backif a vast Confederate army concentrated under Braggordingto this plan, Lee would
maintain a defensive positiom Virginia while Longstreet and 20,0008enwould travelo the
Volunteer State and attack Middle TennesseeConfederate strategy planneddrive
Rosecrans back into Kentucky and threaten Gsaodmmunications into Mississippi.
Longstreet supported this plandgproposedo take his entire corpge the Western Theatén
reinforce Bragg, and malen offensive movement against Rosecremelieve the pressuien
Vicksburg. Wigfall, in January and February also advocated for this strategylay, Lee
rejected the plan due the threabf the Union forces currentiy Virginia, andLee’s desireto
take the offensive agai®

As May came&o anend, western generals still struggtecadd manpoweto the army,
while Lee secured the victogt Chancellorsville.Johnston knew that the Western Department

did not have the military numbers necesgdargefeat Union armieis Mississippi and
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TennesseeHethus told Major General Dabney H. Mauiperhaps the victory General Lee has
just wononthe Rappahannock may enable the Governmoattétach from hiarmy.”'8* Staying
trueto Johnston’s strategyof military concentration, Johnston made another gitéoobtain
men for the protectionf the West.Lee declinedo weaken his own armip support inferior
commandsn other areasf the Confederacy, which left Johnston and Brigignd for
themselvesBelieving that sending General Geomjekett’s divisionto assistin the campaign
against Granin Mississippi would fail, Lee asked Dawuis“decide whether the lin®f Virginia

is morein danger than the linef Mississippi.” Lee’s argument against sending trodgpshe
West centered around news reports from the Northstigdested another thrust Hooker’s
Army of the Potomac.'It would seentherefore,” concluded Leé;that Virginia isto bethe
theaterof action...I think you will agree withmethat every effort shoulbde madeto reinforce
this armyin orderto oppose the large force which the enemy sderbe concentrating against
it.”18 With Lee's emphatic focus on Virginia, western genexdsived little assistance from
the Virginian during the crucial Vicksburg campaidree persuaded the Davis administration
allow himto invade Pennsylvania that left Vicksburg vulnerabl&rant.

Johnston arrivedt Jackson, Mississippi, with ordeixsrescue Pemberton from Grant
front of Vicksburg. Historian William Shea called Johnstsriimein Mississippi during the
Vicksburg campaign a shoef defeatism.In other words, Johnston believed the cause lost and
refusedto sacrifice more men faninevitable defeatJohnston’s lack of inaction also showed
his defensive and cautious military philosopfyhe Vicksburg campaign, from the perspective

of Johnstonis very reminiscenbf the Peninsular campaign except doredifference.Johnston

184 Johnstorio Major General Dabnel. Maury, May 8, 18630R, Ser. 1, Vol. XXIII, Pt. 2: 823-24
185 RobertE. Lee, The Wartime Papers of RE. Leg, ed. Clifford Dowdey (New York: Virginia Civiwar
Commission Bramhall House, 1961), 482, 483-84.
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maintained the defensiwe Virginia and refusetb offer battle. In Mississippi, Johnston haxh
opportunityto attack Grant and save PemberédNicksburg. Johnston’s actionsin front of
Richmondin the summeof 1862foreshadowed his rola Mississippi through the summef
1863. Robert Kean, headf the Confederate Buread War, wrote thahe had little confidence
in Johnstorio rescue Pemberton and VicksbuiBelieving Johnston needéal makean
aggressive attack agatrGrant for any kindf success, Kean simply staté8uch ventures
inconsistent with Johnstosmcharacteas! understandt, and | greatly feahe will not make
it'”lBG

That July, Vicksburg fell. To double the insult, the Confederacy also marched dack
defeated mob after the failua¢ Gettysburg.However, the Confederacy maintained fath
Le€'s military prowess comparegd any other generatwhich perhaps solidifies the reason
Richmond and Confederate officials focused_ee and Virginiaat theexpenseof the Western
Theater. After Vicksburg fell, Belle Edmondson féltineasy” about the capturef Vicksburg,
but believed Leé&has whipped him [General Meaad Gettysburg] & may get Baltimore &
threatenWashington.”*8’ Flavel Barberjn the Western Theater, consistently looked for a dattl
from Lee’s glorious armyin August1863to reverse thdl tidesof July. “If Meadeis badly
whipped,” Barber wrote;‘the courage and war spiof the Confederacy wilbeup ashighasit
ever was)*® Even JohrB. Jones, a Confederate official, voiced his faithee. Calling the fall

of Vicksburg not sufficient enougio call “this the darkest dagf thewar,” Jones asserted that

186 Shea et. allyicksburg isthe Key: The Sruggle for the Mississippi River, 124; Robert Garlick Hill Kearipside
the Confederate Government: The Diary of Robert Garlick Hill Kean, ed. Edward Younger. Baton Rouge (LA:
Louisiana State University Press, 1993), 62, 69.

187 Belle Edmondson Lost Heroine of the Confederacy: The Diaries and Letters of Belle Edmondson, ed. Loretta
and William Galbraith (Jackson, Mississippi: University of Misgipi Press, 1990), 52-53.

188 Flavel C. Barber,Holding the Line: The Third Tennessee Infantry, 1861-1864, ed. RoberH. Ferrell (Kent, OH:
The Kent University Press, 1994), 144.
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Lee fell back;‘it will bethe darkest day for the Confederaey have yeteen.”8° To further
emphasize the importanoé Lee comparetb thatof Bragg and Johnstonif | could take one
wing and Lee thether,” Davis musedn the late stagesf the war, I think we could betweemns
wrest a victory from those people [Uniamnies].”**° After the losof Vicksburg and the defeat
at Gettysburg, Dauvis finally allowed the Western Thetdexttemptto turn the tideof war. The
decision would not come easilytandingn the wayof such a plano retake Middle and Eastern
Tennessee stood RobéitLee.

Lee, a prideful man, remained focusetthe stateof Virginia after the defeait
Gettysburg.However, with Longstreét growthof dissent towards Leaswell asLongstreet’s
and Confederatefficials’ desireto assist the western armies, Lee tmdonsento a defensive
measure.While Lee took a defensive stance, Longstreet aadritst Corps acquired permission
to assist the Armypf Tennessem Northern GeorgiaThus, the campaigio snatch victory from
the Union enemy restazh Bragg during the falbf 1863.

In Longstre€ts routeto Bragg’s army, Lee once more took center staBemors spread
that Lee himself would mou® Tennessew take over for Braggln the eye®f southerners,
Lee’s generalship generated the best possibility for Comége@ictory. Despite the fact that
Lee allowed his most trusted gendatake his entire corpge the West, the people wanted Lee.
Agreeingto send Longstreet west, Lee permitted Virgitadake a backseat, for a shbrhe,in
Confederate war goals, but Lee repeatedly wiadefferson Daviso ask for the returof the
First Corps.If Bragg did not obtain victory against Rosecrans withgstreet, Lee wanted

Davisto return Longstreet for the stat another offensive movement against Union General

189 JonesA Rebd War Clerk’s Diary, ed. Earl Schenck Miers, 238-39.
190 Davis’s quoteis taken from Steve&. Woodworth Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of
Confederate Command in the West, 89.
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George Meade Northern Virginia. Even though Lee gave a portiohhis army for a campaign
into Tennessede still maintained a sea Davis’s inner circleto advise the presideonn

military affairs. Because Lee focedonthe Virginia front his constant pressumeRichmond
about the returof Longstreet’s troops forced the governmewtpush Bragdo act quickly and
decisively. Bragg did not have a military recoodl quick and decisive military actionsnstead,
Bragg likedto focuson battlesin which he hadanadvantage, whether numericatly
topographically.Even though Richmond sent trodpshe aidof Bragg, the focusn the
defense®f Richmond still infringedn Bragg’s military leadershig??

As a result of Longstreat movemento GeorgiaBragg’s army won theConfederacy’s
only victoryin the Western Theatet Chickamauga Longstreet took advantaja gapn
Union GeneraRosecrans’s line, which forced the Federal arryyretreat. As both armies and
governments saw the victory, the Confederates waaNe ibeen more victoriousnot for the
actionsof Union General George Thomé&ghe Rockof Chickamauga.” Thomas held off the
Confederate advance, giving the majodfyRosecrans's army tinte retreat into Chattanooga.
The lackof a decisive pursuidf the enemypy Bragg, ledto the debaclat Chattanoogén
Novemberl863. The sole Confederate victoiy the West broughto tangible gaing?? After
the Confederate defeat Chattanooga Davis finally removed Bragg from the Awhyennessee

in Decembenf 1863. Flavel Barberaninfantrymanin the Third Tennessee, summgul1863

191 JonesA Rebel War Clerk’s Diary, ed. Earl Schenck Miers, 269; L&de Wartime Papers of RE. Lee, ed.
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asa yearof gloom that‘opened sobrightly.” “Virginia,” Barber continued;is the only place
where [we] have held owwn...they have overrufiennessee...driven usfrom the Mississippi
River.”193

When the invasion into Kentucky failed, Davis r&fdto send any helfo prevent the
federal armies from capturing Tennessee. Instead satérvenedn the worst waysForcing
Braggto keep insubordinate officers and personally movireg fnomonepartof the Western
Theatetrto the other, Davis hampered Confederate success ancieeehUnion triumphsThe
disconnect Davis had from the Western Theater, antbtus Davis placedn the Eastern
Theater, forced Bragg and Johnstomvage individual campaigns with little assistanwf the
Army of Northern Virginia. This changedh 1863,momentarily, when Longstreet travelied
Georgiato secure Confederate victoryoining withBragg, the Armyof Tennessee secured a
stunning victoryat Chickamauga, but the Union army held a firm grasis previous success
and prevented the Confederates from regaining any tgrrigdfter Chattanooga, the primary
focuson military excursions returneih the Eastern Theater, especially when Uly&éarant
took commanaf all Union armies and decidéd make his headquarters with the Arfythe
Potomac.The competition that existed between the Eastedridestern Theaters developes
one cause that changed military strategy from a deferstancéo an offensive war.However,
another factor played into the changing Confederalieany strategy. Military and political

tension, createdy multiple military leaderen the West, yielded insubordination, petty

arguments, and competition for promotion.

193 Barber,Holding the Line: The Third Tennessee Infantry, 1861-1864, ed. Robert. Ferrell, 151.
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Chapter Four

While Davis focusedn the Eastern Theater the president harbored thegionta
tensions that spread throughout western arnibtary commanders condemned one another
for the mismanagemenf campaigns, which escalated into personal atta€ksm the deatlof
Albert Sidney Johnstoim April 1862,to the removabf Braxton Bragg from command
Decembefl863,western generals battled one another more frequéttythe enemyEach
condemnation letb extremely critical reviews, which generated deepsedpect for military
commanders, which disrupted both military strategy mildary successThe purposef the
following chapterss to showhow insubordinate actions, military arguments, politica
friendships, and officetglesireto pursue personal agendas influenced military actaoras
impaired military capacitin the Western Theater.

In the West, Confederate generals caused countless headacthe Davis
administration.Braxton Bragg, Joseph. Johnston, Edmund Kirby Smith, Leonidas Polk,
Patrick Cleburne, John Hardee, James Longstreet, amtless others created a hostile
environment that hampered southern succ@ssa result, Davis became a sounding board for
western general® air their grievances with one anoth&@enerals constantly demanded and
hoped for Davigo interveneon their behalfasa meanso progress their individual military
agendas On multiple occasions Davis traveléalthe Western Theatin the attempto diffuse
military havoc. When western generals visited Richmond they attentptaddermine one

another, which created harmful political relationshgmong Confederate generals and
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Richmond political figuresPolitical relationships created isolation among s@anerals and
Davis that harbored a dysfunctional theatér.

This analysiss notto show that political relationships did not existhe East.In fact,
arguably the most successful political relationsgjsted between Davis and Lee, whislpart
of the reason why military focus remainea Virginia after Julyl862. This examination will
highlight the political relationships between westgenerals and Richmond officiate,show
the effectonthe Western TheateBy lookingat the campaigns that occurredTennessee,
Kentucky, and Mississippi, | will show that polailcrelationships createzh arenaof open
competition between western generads a result, the Western Theater suffered multiple
military defeats duéo the lossof military unity.

Davis's plan for the Western Theater begesa defensive wato protect the vital
waterways criticato Confederate transportation and military maneuvergbillefferson Davis
appointed Albert Sidney Johnston, a friend from WesttRoid the Mexican American Wdg
command Confederate forcesthe West, tasked with the protectioiithe Tennessee and
Cumberlandrivers. In the early partef 1862,Johnston ordered the constructmfr-orts Henry
and Donelsoro defend the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers from @iieeincesHowever,
the lackof men and the lacif combat experience allowed Union General Uly&sé&3rantto
capture both fortsJohnston lost contraf the rivers, approximately 16,000 men, and retckate

into southern Tennesse&he lossof two major waterways forced Dawis refocus his attention,

1% Thomas Lawrence Connelifhe Politics of Command: Factions and Ideasin Confederate Strategy (Baton
Rogue, LA: Louisiana State University Press, 1973), 173; G&rBable.The Confederate Republic: A
Revolution Against Politics (Chapel Hill, NC: The Universitgf North Carolina Press, 1994), 172.
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momentarily,on the Western TheateDavis helped amass a large foneagnorthern Mississippi
for anattackon southern Tennessé®.

The Mississippi River remained on&Davis's primary focuses throughout the Civil
War. August12,1861,General Leonidas Polk wrote thaif this war should unfortunatelye
prolonged, the vallegf the Mississippi must ultimately become the grbaater, for the enemy
now workingto subjugate the South knowse valueof our great arterpf commerce andf the
prominent citiesiponit too well forusto doubt thahewill bend all his energiet® control
them.” In anattemptto counter the inevitable Union pressure down therrithe Confederates
constructed numerous fortifications along Tennesedeviississippi—Island No.10, Fort
Pillow, Port Gibson, and Vicksburgcommandedby General Polk.On multiple instances Davis
regarded the Vicksburg, and the Mississippi Riasthe vital point within the Confederacy.
Harming military strategyy personally sending troops the defensef the riveron various
occasions throughout the war, the president weak€oedederate forcaa the Western
Theater, which letb missed opportunities for military succes§o command the forces along
the Mississippi River Davis placed Leonidas Palkyis’s friends andaninexperienced military
man.

While in commandf the river defense network, Polk made a mistake th#tdu
complicated the relationship among western generxtk ordered a movement into Kentucky
but by crossing the neutrality linef Kentucky, Union troops were aldi@ enter the state from the
north and set oub protect the state from Confederate invasiblistorian Michael Ballard
asserted that Polkmove angered Davis and other Richmond offici&st only did Polk

violate Kentucky’s neutrality but also Polk created a seos&nionismin the state.Kentucky’s

195 James McPhersoBattle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1988), 396-97,
401.
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Unionist sentiment created difficulties for Brax®Bragg’s and Edmund Kirbymith’s planned
invasionin 1862. Historian Michael Ballard stated th&Rolk...possessed much initiative and
very little commorsense,” which elicits more confusioim Davis’s desireto keep Polk.The
attackon Kentucky turned into a political disaster, one th&t Confederacy trietd reverse late
in 18621

Sending Braxton Braggforce from Pensacok® Albert Sidneylohnston’s army
gatheredat Corinth, Mississippi, Davis showed the bendiithaving a political friendshim the
Civil War. The friendship betwenDavis and Johnston provided opportunity for the Wegb
receive reinforcements for the attaoklr ennesseeDavis seemetb help out the western army
morein this instance than during any other battle, pogsibh resultof his close relationship
with Johnston.Davis did not seerto express the same amouwftfaith in other generalbe
appointedo the Western Theater afthshnston’s deathin April 1862197 “Davis had almost
unlimited faithin Johnston,” historian Steven Woodworth wrotéhe president and his chief
western general had madeexcellent teamThis teamwork could probably neviee equaledy
Davisin combination with any other general, except pertiapes’ 1

The Confederate defeattShiloh capped off a stringf unfortunate evds for the
Confederacy.In the first four monthef 1862,the Confederacy lost controf Middle Tennessee
and retreated into northern Mississipgifter the deatlof Albert Sidney Johnstoat Shiloh, and
during Union General George McClelfarPeninsular Campaign, Davis turned his attention

Virginia and the military campaigns directly his front. As a resultof Davis’s hands off

196 MichaelB. Ballard Vicksburg: The Campaign that Opened the Mississippi (Chapel Hill, NC: The University of
North Carolina Press, 2004), 17-18, 194.

197 SteverE. Woodworth,Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West
(Lawrence, KS: University Press of Kansas, 1990), 53, 90.

198 SteverE. Woodworth Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West,
107-08
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approachin the West, Bragg and JoseghJohnston commandea a department filled with
military strife.

At the endbf April, Bragg needetb rebuild the army and the trust the western pandf
the ConfederacyThe summenf 1862,therefore, provided Braggn opportunityto train his
army. Historian Kenneth Noe asserted that before theddlB62,the Armyof Mississippi had
no extensive training® Instead, from Februaty April the army only knew basic maneuvers.
After Bragg took over for BeauregaatiTupelo,he completely changed the training and
disciplineof the army. Bragg expected the Arngf Mississippito train fiveto six days a week
for four to five hours daily and face more stringent military sul®neof Bragg’s staff officers,
SamueH. Lockett said there woulde “no more playing soldiein GenlBragg’s army.”?%0
Bragg had hisnenshotor whippedfor breaking military rulesTherefore Bragg’s soldiers gave
him the reputatiof a harsh man who cared little for lifelowever Louisiand&. John Ellis
remembered that Bragg saved the army through stsciptine. Evolving with the imagef
Braggasa harsh commander, multiple detractors emengéde officer corpso undermine
Bragg and his rolasmilitary commandef9*

As Bragg readied the army for the campaign sedseand General Kirby Smith,
commandenf the Confederate forcés East Tennesseplannedaninvasionof Kentucky. Both
men decidean a dual pronged invasion where Kirby Smith agreeldecome a subordinate
Bragg for the duratioof the campaign.The movement called for Kirby Smitb take his army

into the Cumberland Gap, reclaim lost territory, anch floen Braggs army near Chattanooga for

199 KennethW. Noe, Perryville: The Grand Havoc of Battle (Lexington, KY: The University Press of Kentucky,
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anassault into Middle Tennessegfter both armies united, Bragg would take command and
move against Union General Don Carlos Buelrderto sever all communication and supply
lines. Bragg and Kirby Smith concluded that Buell vaoabandon Middle Tennessee and fall
back towards the Kentucky bordéBoth commanders thought a campaign into Kentucky
allowed the Confederate army a chatweecapture Tennesse@fter securing Tennessee,
Bragg’s and KirbySmith’s attention turned towards Kentuckiavis, however, wanted Bragg
to defeat Buell before Bragg recaptured Middle Tenneisserlerto secure the state
permanently for the Confederachn this move, Davis maintained his dedinkeep commands
separate Davis contended that a victory over Buell offesatbccasion for Bragtp secure
Tennessee, therefore, providiagopen opportunityo invade the Bluegrass state, and liberate
both Tennessee and Kentudkya single campaignThe president set aside his deginkeep
commands independent and approBegkg’s and KirbySmith’s original plan, but almost
immediately the Kentucky invasion hit a sridg.

Kirby Smith disregarded the original invasion andidedto enter Kentuckyn his own.
He did not desire a subordinate role and wamnbadaintain his independent command after the
campaign.Historian JeffenyS. Prushankin stated that Kirby Smith hadenlarged egoln fact,
in one lettethe sentto his wife, the general compared himgelthe“Spanish conquistador
Cortes ando the Carthaginian general Hanniti#® A subordinate role thus jeopardized his
desireto maintainanindependent command, and possibly replace Braggurther illustrate
Kirby Smith’s desire, when Davis reassigned the gertertiie Trans-Mississippi Department,

Kirby Smith likened the assignmetat career ending:Y ou mightaswell buryme,” proclaimed

202 EarlJ. Hess Banners to the Breeze: The Kentucky Campaign, Corinth, and Sones River, 22, 23; Kennethv.
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Kirby Smith. He wantedto remain closeo Virginia and Kentucky, places where generals could
find promotion. The Trans-Mississippi Department was vievas@ subpar theater, a place far
away from the influence and sighit Richmond?®* To justify his individual move into
Kentucky, Kirby Smith wrotéo Davisto promote himselasa competent commander whiie
cast a negative viean Bragg’s leadership.Calling Bragg’s delays around Chattanooga
disappointing, Kirby Smith expressed thHaty advances madein thehopeof permanently
occupying Kentucky.It is a bold move, offering brilliant results, but wile accomplished only
with hardfighting.”2%> As a resultof Smith’s personal aspirationbg entered Kentuckin
August1862 and obstructed Confederate success.

Entering Kentucky, Kirby Smith further separated reth§om Bragg. Writing to Bragg
onthe current statef affairsin his army, Kirby Smith proposed two options thatftearmy
in East Tennessed lack of supplies pressured the artayconsider a retreat into Tennessee
continue the move into KentuckKirby Smith reasonedithe former course wilbetoo
disastrougo our causeén Kentucky,” thereforehe“decided to advanceassoonaspossibleupon
Lexington.”?% Sending a similar messateDavis, Kirby Smith told the presidetur presence
will give the true memf Kentucky the opportunity for rallyinp our standard.”2°” While Kirby
Smith moved into Kentucky, presumably seekingladl glory for himself, Bragg maintained his
position near Chattanoogaawait the arrivabf troops from TupeloOnce the Armyof
Mississippi assembleid Chattanooga, Bragg began his march towards the Kgnharder.
Invoking thesuccesf theLee’s army, Bragg urged his méo “emulate the soldier®f the

Confederacyf theEast.” News from the East, recalled Flav&lBarber,aninfantrymanin the

2041pid, 15.
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Third Tennessee Infantry, gave revit@aiConfederate independencAvoiding Union General
Buell, Bragg steadily made his way towards KentutRy.

The early successd Kirby Smith's invasion—a victory near Richmond, Kentuckyled
to anexaggeratiof Confederate succesan articlein the Wilmington Journal stated the
victory in Kentuckyby Kirby Smith“is hardly less glorious and important than the transaat
northernVirginia.”2%® Other editors recorded th&tincinnati is now doubtlessurs,”?*°or that
thousand®f Kentucky civilians‘are risingen masse...pouring all dayin the midstof the
wildest demonstrationf delight,” to join the Confederate causeKentucky?!! Egregious
rumors created certainty Confederate succesKirby Smith’s perceived military success
created a buffer zone for any so@aimilitary ramificationsf the invasion failedln other
words, because Kirby Smith entered the state agge#gseditors wrote positive
accomplishments about his rafeKentucky. As a resulof glowing editorials, southerners
would lookto place blame elsewhene case the invasion failed’ herefore, when Bragg entered
Kentuckyhe not only faced multiple military problems but isswé civilian perception.Also,
Kentuckians didhot flock to either Confederate army, both wings remained segdrand

success proved féirom imminent2'?
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Colonel John Forsytlyf General Brag staff, discussed the roté Kentucky citizens
on the outcom®f the Kentucky invasionForsyth stated that thpeople were not yet readip
takeup arms....they fearedwe would notbeableto remain there and proteittem.”?*3 The fear
of Union reprisals—confiscationof property, desolationf estate, dishondo families, and
possibly imprisonment-prevented Kentucky citizens from rising and joining the Confederate
army. In December, th&\ilmington Journal rananarticle describing the Confederate failunes
Kentucky. Not harpingon generalship, the editor centeredthe inactiorof Kentucky citizens.
“The plan...was basedn the most positivend...reliable promiseof a generainsurrection,” the
editor describedBoth Kirby Smith and Bragg based their sucaasthis information.
However, when both armies entered Kentu'tky delegations frontowns...hail[ed] his arrival;
there wereno crowdsof Kentucky’s stalwart youth flockingo a standard that promised them
liberty.” Instead the armies found areas fuddgdfriends who dared not express their joy above
awhisper.”?1* As James McPherson wrote, Kentuckians wahbgdin a“winner,” and Bragg
did not convey himselissuch. Also, asa resultof Polk’s failurein Kentucky the previous year,
Unionism embedded itsali the majorityof the state.Therefore, Kentucky civilians refuséd
join Braggs army under a belief that Confederate occupatioridMoeishort-lived?1®

Under the circumstances, Bragg fought two battlesdatrol of Kentucky without any
reinforcements.The first battle took placat Munfordville. This short battle lasted from
Septembel4-17. Braggs army captured 4,000 Union troops but still retredtechus®f the

closeproximity of Buell’s army. This ledto the creatiorof the Munfordville myth; the idea that
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Bragg could have defeated BuallMunfordville, which would have resulted the capturef
Kentucky. The creatiorof the myth occurred after the war but showesprecarious situation
Bragg found himselih during the waning monthef 1862. Bragg’s reputation became the target
for southern anger becauskhis failurein Kentucky. Where Kirby Smith succeeded, Bragg
failed. Therefore, military leaders, citizens, and Richmonctiafis blamed Bragg for the failure
in Kentucky. Recently historians have startieddebunk the mythKirby Smith refusedo goto
Bragg’s aid, which helped Buell maintain a numerical advgataver Bragg, and duririg62a
drought hurt agricultural production the areaf Munfordville. Evenif the Confederates
retained their position, historians argued that thef€@terate army needéalmove positions
because Bragg's army only had two dafysations remaining Forcedto retreatthe Army of
Mississippi marched towards the towhPerryville, pursuedy Buell 216

As both Confederate and Union forces jockeyed for sih Kentucky, Bragg
repeatedly ordered Kirby Smith join the Armyof Mississippi foranupcoming battle Kirby
Smith rejected the orderKirby Smith held firmto his belief that his locatioto the northeasf
Perryville offered a better positida defeat the Union armyKirby Smith’s rejection caused
Braggto continuously doubt his own military tactics while confronted Buell.Kenneth Noe
asserted Kirbymith’s actions showed his destfe maintain independent command and hang
onto the scenef his greatriumph.”?!’ Earl J. Hess sai@f Kirby Smith,“that general, whose
ambition foranindependent command borde@amutiny, continuedo maintain his forces
the Lexington area, separate fr@rgg’s concentratiorat Bardstown,” during a critical poinin

the battle for Kentucky® Bragg, reducetb submitto Kirby Smith’s insubordination, planned
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to gather the Confederate foragd exington and repel the Union attackef3n October 7 and
8, before Bragg could unite both armi8siell’s army, numbering approximately 60,000 men,
attackedPolk’s 16,000 men near Perryvill®©n the 8th, Buell lost the initiative, which allowed
Braggan opportunityto attack the Union armyBelieving the majorityof Buell’s force
maintained a positioat Frankfort, Bragg ordered Pol& attack. The next day Bragg discovered
he facedBuell’s entire army and not just a fragmemrts a result, Bragg retreated from
Kentucky?1?

Bragg's retreat created a lossmorale that ledo the starof the anti-Bragg blocJohn
Euclid Magee wrotén Octoberl862 that,“great dissatisfaction exists regardio GenlBragg’s
course for the last 2onths.” E.B. Goelet expressetdBragg’s campaigrnn Kentucky has
completely failed antie proved hisncompetency.” George Knox Miller, a Confederate cavalry
Captain, statedithe Kentucky campaign has greatly demoralisedaony...about half of it
beingstragglers.”??° SamR. Watkins wrote;‘none of General Bragtg soldiers ever loved him.
They hadho faith in his abilityasa general.”??! Officers believed that their men suffered costly
casualties and had littte show forit. As a resuliof the failuresn Kentucky, Kirby Smith and
Leonidas Polk led the anti-Bragg bloc that divideel @dihmy among Bragg supporters and Bragg
detractors.In Novemberl862,Polk, the general involvealt the Battleof Perryville, traveledo
Richmond??2

Polk used his timen Richmondto advocate for the replacemeritBragg. Accordingto

Joseph Parks, a biograpludrPolk, Polk didnot desireanindependent commarat control of

219 James McPhersoBattle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era, 519-520.
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222 Keneth NoePerryville: The Grand Havoc of Battle, 339.

88



the Armyof Mississippi. Instead, Polk wanted Bragg replaced becadfiske Bishops belief
that Bragg was nain efficient commandet?® Dueto Bragg’s failuresin Kentucky, Polk argued
the armyno longer held any faitin the commanderKirby Smith raised the same conceass
Polk but Davis refusetb replace BraggDavis’s friendships with Bragg and P& created one
possible explanatioto why the president did not make changethe western army during this
period. In the Confederate military hierarchy, Bragg ranked fourttifzkLee, JosepB.
Johnston, an®.G. T. Beauregard, but Davis refusedreplace Bragg with angf them. Lee
already held full commania Virginia and refusetb serve anywhere but VirginidDavis’s
dislike for Johnston went batk their West Point daysThe division between Johnston and
Davis expanded during the Peninsula Campaign becdushnston’s continued retrograde
movements.Davis did not like Beauregard becawusehegeneral’s extended sick leave before
Bragg replaced the general after Shilétowever, with such contempt directed towards Bragg,
Davis summoned the genetalRichmond for his explanatiasf the Kentucky campaigft®

After discussing the campaign with his general,iBaoncluded that Kentucky could
only beacquired with the suppoof the Kentuckians;we could not long occupy theate,” and
“have no sufficient motive for doingo,” without the suppordf Kentucky citizens.For the
remainderof the year Bragg propos¢n hold Middle Tennessee, which Davis approvéte

decisionto retain Bragg began what Hess called the fdingstrating drama that severely

223 JoseptH. Parks General Leonidas Polk, C.SA: The Fighting Bishop (Baton Rouge, LA: Louisiana State
University Press, 1990), 196-97, 208-09. Parks highlights two instances when Pelit biferesignatioto Davis
in orderto serve God. Polk retracted his resignation after being persuaded bBistivgr's thatPolk’s rolein the
military was necessary and just.

224 polk was promotetb Lieutenant General after the failireKentucky and Polk hoped that his friendship with
Davis would allow the gener#d offer the president advice, much like the relationship between Dalikes.
Polk’s thought proved flawed for Davis listenerlPolk asmuchashe listenedo Bragg and Albert Johnston.
JoseplH. ParksGeneral Leonidas Polk, C.SA: The Fighting Bishop, 218.

225 Thomas Lawrence Connell§utumn of Glory: The Army of Tennessee, 1862-1865 (Baton Rouge: Louisiana
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hindered the Confederate war effiortthe West.”??6 One positive that came from the meetings
in Richmond, Davis placed Kirby Smith und&tagg’s command near MurfreesbortVhen
Davis refusedo replace Brag@r replace other insubordinate generals the Westeeatéh
becamen environment where conflict thrived and damaged Caertge military success.

Even though Bragg grew steadily dislikegithe endof 1862,many people still
supported hinin and outof the army.One newspaper, thdemphis Daily Appeal, rananarticle
defending General Braggdcknowledging that General Bragg failedo accomplish alhe
designedo doin marching his army int&entucky,” the editor did express accomplishments,
even thougBragg’s accomplishments may have been exaggerated, withingmpaign:‘He
liberated Tennessee, thus adding thousafhdsldiersto our ranks, and furnishing our army with
vast quantitie®f provisions that can nobehad...He has enabled the government and country
to see what the true stataEKentucky is; that she is uttertybjugated...and also, that the idea
of invasionis absurd.”??” Although the Confederates may have gained few suczigsse
Kentucky, the defeat Perryville, and the subsequent retreat into Tenndeseed Davido
make a chang® the western command structuf@ecidingto keep Braggsheadof the newly
formed Armyof Tennessee, Davis placed General Jogeplohnstorasheadof the entire
Western DepartmentMaking this decision, Davis hoped Johnston cou&ht® unity between
western generals amongst a sesfs@subordination and individualismAs a resuliof the

Department Command System, each general contropdafic region.Johnston’s role

226 Earl J. Hess Banners to the Breeze: The Kentucky Campaign, Corinth, and Sones River, 114, 115; Thomas
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227 «“General BraxtonBragg,” Memphis Daily Appeal, November 12, 1862, accessed JantaB016, Chronicling
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emphasized the creatiafiunity among the separated generdlkis played intdohnston’s
concentration strategy for offensive movemetits.

From Novembef862 until Johnstois surrendeto William T. Shermann April 1865,
Johnston and Davis frequently argued about the direofithe western armiea Tennessee and
Mississippi. The first pointof difference emphasized military strateggeneral Johnston
advocated for a concentrated attafloncentration may allow for the "destructiofthe federal
army,” Johnston musedloining western armies together created more adgaotis
opportunities for success the West, which shrunk the numbers gap betweenriamal
Confederate armieBraxton Bragg agreed with Johnstamthe importancef concentratioro
ensure Confederate succasshe West.Davis challengedohnston’s strategy, and asserted that
independent western armies could and should defexiddwn respective regiod$’> Geography
consistedf another point Johnston and Davis differed ovdahnston wantetb devote mosbf
his attentiorto protect the statef Tennessee for thealuable resourceis offered Confederate
armies. Davis,onthe other hand, desired the protectidithe Mississippi River, the lifelinef
the ConfederacyLose the Mississippi River, reasoned Davis, andtlosé rans-Mississippi
Department.Johnston @l not completely ignore the importanetthe Mississippi, but found the
stateof Tennessee more valuablEhe new commander wishéad defeat smaller Union armies
before the attack againStant’s superior army.Johnston also reasoned that the tafss
Tennessee would lead demoralizationn the Armyof Tennessee, more desertions, and allow

Union General Rosecrans a chatwestablish a bada southern Tennessé®.
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Not persuaded, Davis forced Braigpgsend 10,008-a full division under Major General
Cater L. Stevenson-to aid Pemberton during Genefadant’s first campaigrto take Vicksburg.
The division did not reach Vicksbung timeto participatein the campaign and its detachment
from the Armyof Tennessee weakened the Confederate position oidsidezesboro.Because
Davis’s intervention with military decisions harmed therwedfort in the West, Johnston askix
bereassigneth Decembef862. Johnston argued that the objectieé8ragg and Pemberton
opposedneanother and left Johnstom conclude thaho single general could command both
armies. Davis declined.Davis wantednegeneral officeto oversee the operation§the West,
dueto the distance from Richmori@t Davis appointed Johnstdn supervise the Western
Department but undermined the general, which proddogsion within the army.Focused
intently on the statef Mississippi, the Mississippi River, and a stronglike for Johnston,
Davis nurtured the perfect setting for Confederate defehbpportunities for Union succe%ss.

The preparations for the battle outside Murfreeslharther provedo Confederate
generals that Bragg should not command the AsimiiennesseeBragg,notknowing the
terrainof the land, created gapshis defensive positionAcross the Confederate position, the
poor placemendf troops—contending with Stones River and large ar@fagegetatior—created
gaps that separated some ubysapproximatel\200yards. When Bragg issued orders for a
defensive linean Decembel7 generals criticized thelacemenbf troops. General John Hardee

accused Braggf selecting a position more advantagetmihe enemy than the Confederate line.

231 JoseptE. JohnstonNarrative of Military Operations, Directed, During the Late War Between the Sates, 154-55.
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Hardee also mentioned that Stones River did not affermidable defense line, the river
remained low, andneasyobstacle for the Union armty cross?33

The Battleof Stones River showed how costly political relatiapstwereto Confederate
succesé the West.Fought Decembe31,1862January?2, 1863,Stones River waanup and
down affair for the Confederateé®n DecembeBl1 Bragg,“assailed theenemy...and after ten
hours’ hard fighting have driven him from every positioitept the extremkft,” Bragg
perceived the first dagsa complete victory®* Bragg notedn his dispatch that the enemy fell
back from Murfreesboro, burh reality the Union army decided remainin place. The firstof
January became a daf maneuver, anth the early hoursf January 2 Bragg ordered General
John Breckinridgeo clear a Union division from a hiinthe Confederate righBreckinridge
protested but Bragg forced Breckinridgeattack. Acting slowly, Breckinridge’s menwere
easily repulsed within the houRealizing thaRosecrans’s army had not retreated, Bragg pulled
his menout of their position and moved south behind the Duck Ri¥eThe Confederate
failure in the West‘doomed the entireConfederacy.” EarlJ. Hess summedp the western
affairs duringl862,“their failure may have been the decisive turning pofrihe western
campaigns.”?®® Bragg’s army suffered approximately a 30% casualty rate, wieidho further

dissension within the armyThe Battleof Stones River added the Anti-Bragg blo&3’
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Upon retreating further south, a soldiethe 4th Louisiana, Patrick Robert, asserted that
Bragg“is running like the dvil.”238 Laterin January, Robert wrote thi&Bragg is not fit for a
general and | have always contended that, and tls¢hads fit for is the commanaf a brigade
andhewould make a damned poarigadier.”?3® An articlein the ChattanoogRebel claimed
Bragg‘had lost the confidencef the Army—that a change was necessary and that the
retrograde movement from Murfreesboro was againsadivieof his generabfficers.”24°
Bragg did have his supporters, thougdongressman Francs Lyon wroteto Bragg and
indicated confidencim the general“In my humble judgmentyou have won a titleo the
respect and gratitud# the entire peoplef the ConfederatBtates.” “Only leadingmen,” Lyon
continued;‘encounter occasionally abuse and misrepresentatibnt these things are only
temporary...truth and justice will prevaiin theend.”?** However, with every admiration for
General Bragg more ridicule followedBragg is saidto have lost the confidenad his
commandcompletely,” summedup Robert Garlick Hill Kean from Richmoni? The negative
viewsof Bragg prompted the genetalask his subordinate genertdsanswer questions about
the Stones River campaign and protect his imade plan backfired.

“Finding myself assailesh private and publiby the pess,” Bragg wroteto his
subordinate§it becomes necessary foieto savemy fair name.” Bragg required his generdts

answer honestly about the retrograde moment from Stener and acknowledge the courail
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war that agreetb retreat?*® Each genel agreed that the councif war decidedo retreat,
however, the generals showed great disdain for Br&ggckinridge wrotdéo Bragg that brigade
commanders have the highest respecBtapg’s patriotism, but‘you do not possess the
confidenceof the armyto anextent which will enable yoto be usefulasits commander.”?44
John Hardee told Bragg that the sentinaithe general officers “unanimous in the opinion
that a changi the commanaf this armyis necessary.”?4> Patrick Cleburne rounded out the
attitudesof the officer corps telling Bragg that the men appredigdecapacity for organization,
“but atthe same time theyee...that youdo not possess the confidenakthe armyin other
respectsn that degree necessanysuccess.”?*® LeonidasPdk held more critical viewsf

Bragg.

In early February, Polk, stilh belief that Bragg wasot a proficient enough commander,
wroteto Davisin responséo Bragg's circularto the generalsWhere Breckinridge, Hardee, and
Cleburne held their tongues, Polk lashedaitihe capacityf Bragg. Calling into question
Bragg’s military leadership, Polk campaigned for Johngtotake oveBragg’s role. Johnston
“will cure all discontent and inspire the army with négvdndconfidence,” wrote Polk. “If
General Lee can command the principal armlgis department theie noreason why General
Johnston shouldot.” The current statef the army demanded a charigehe Wes£*’ Along
with his noteto Davis, Polk enclosed the circulafootnote numbeB6—to further diminish
Bragg’s imagein Richmond. Polk argued that Braxton Bragg didt effectively command the

Army of TennesseeNot only didhelose the faith and suppat his army but also Bragg
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neededo write to his subordinates and implore théorhdp clear his namef any wrongdoing.
Accompanying the growing sensédemoralization and the division within the Arrafy
Tennessee’s hierarchy, Davis sent JohnstamTennesseen a fact-finding missionDavis
wantedto knowif the accusations were famtexaggerated.

Under Daviss directive, Johnston headed towaBlsgg’s headquarter® determine
“the bestinterests” of the Armyof Tennessee moving forwar&ecent reports described the
enemyin preparation foanadvance and the succedshe Western Theater depended
support among the general officeifter spending some time with Bragg and mulling around
the army, Johnston found the supparthe army primarily behind Bragd@ragg’s armyis
“encouraging, and gives positive evidenoé Geneal Bragg’s capacityto command,” which
contradicted the statememtsBreckinridge, Hardee, Cleburne, and PdfkJohnston
acknowledged such discontent within the army butinoedto regard the infantrin high spirits
even when the general officers threatetwsignif Bragg remaineth command.Johnston
concluded his repofiy backing Bragg' the interestf the service require that General Bragg
should notberemoved.”?4° All indications pointed towards Davis wantitgreplace Bragg with
Johnston but Johnston backed away from sundppointment.

Johnstofs prior serviceascommandepf the armyin Virginia offeredonepossible
answetrto why Johnston did not watd replace Braggsheadof the armyof Tennesseeln
1862Johnston commanded th€onfederacys most prestigiouarmy,” but after his injuryat
Seven Pinebhe had been hospitalized and replabgd_ee. Steven Woodworth wrote that

Johnston‘desired the gloryof anarmy commander rather than the responsibilfttheater

248 Jefferson Daviso Joseph Johnston, January 22, 18R, Ser. 1, Vol. XXIIl, Pt. 2: 613-14; Thomas Lawrence
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command,” however; Johnston did not want commae western armyinstead Johnston
desired a returto Virginia. Any servicein the West, duéo constant failures and defeats, would
hampetJohnston’s possible returmo Virginia. Another itemto considerin understandig why
Johnston did not wanb replace Bragg was the theater itself.

From the appearancd Johnstorin the Western Department, the general noted the
difficulties in a theatesolarge. Davis intended for Johnstaa look over the theater, and who
has he “authority to transfer troops fromnearmyto the othelin anemergency.” Johnston,
however, thought such shifts were impracticabletdube distance between Bragg and
Pembertort® The distance also played into the numblemen Johnston would have available
to attack the Union armyln most cases, the Union army had a numerically suparoy,
which caused tentativeneissJohnston whehe planned military strategyEven with his
shortcomings and pessimism, Johnston had politieaidsin Richmond. Texas Senator Louis
T. Wigfall and Secretargf State James Seddon advocated for Johnsteplace Bragg.

Senator William Lowndes Yancey attemptedell the generad ability and claimed Johnstas
the only man who had the military prowéssave the nationPolk added that General Johnston
was the best man for the commari@he army and the West believe so, and both wield
satisfied with theppointment,” wrote Polk.Johnston did not wargragg’s position, which Polk
attributedto Johnstn’s desireto notbe“the causeof his[Bragg’s] removal,” aswell aswanting

a field command and n6the dutiesof administering alepartment.”?! Disregarding all callef

support, Davis kept Johnstasdepartmental commandier the West; however, Davis did send
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a messag® Johnston and told the generatake over Brag® army while Bragg headéd
Richmond for a meeting with the presidétit.

Johnston did not replace the general becatifee health concerraf Braggs wife.
Therefore, Johnston did not command, for any stret¢ime, the Armyof TennesseeWhen
Bragg’s wife did recover, Johnston himself became ill, viafiorced Davigo keep Braggn
commandf the Armyof TennesseeWith Braggin command, the general set ¢odispel all
subordinates who opposed haminvolved themselves with the anti-Bragg bldgragg attacked
Cheatham and his lack attentionat Stones River becausé his alcoholism.Cheatham
responded telling Tennessee Governor Isham Harrisithatheathammo longer wishedo
serve under BraggWhen John McCown criticized Bragg opemypublic, Bragg had McCown
court-martialed.Breckinridge and Hardee, two leadefghe anti-Bragg bloc, were both
relegatedo Mississippiin May and Julyof 1863,momentarily silencing the anti-Bragg blioc
the Armyof TennesseeThe last monthsf 1862and the first two monthsf 1863 foreshadowed
a dreadful yearo come. The lackof respect general officers showed one anothgrart,
prevented success the western armigsom Shilohto Januanl863. Dueto military infighting
and political relationships military campaigns féditf In May, the next threat appeared around
the last Confederate parh the Mississippi.As General Grant made his way down the rixer
take Vicksburg, Confederate generals proce¢dsduabble, which further impeded Confederate

success??
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Throughout May, Confederate geneialshe West continueth implore Richmond for
concentratiorasa reactiorto Union movementsGrant movedo take Vicksburg, Rosecrans
continuedto maintain a strong positian southern Tennessee, and a new report revealed a
movementy Union General Ambrose Burnside into East Tennes3elenston knew the
individual commands the West could not independently defeat the Unromes without more
men. He thus voiced a possible solutioperhaps the victory General Lee has just wonthe
Rappahannock may enable the Governnedetach [men] from hisrmy.”?%* Beauregard
backedlohnston’s proposal and sent appeals for suppoifexas Senator Louik. Wigfall.?>®
Writing to Wigfall, Beauregard declared that the concentraiicgrmieson one specific Union
army offerecanopportunityto get“us back Tennessee, Kentucky, and Louisiana, reliege t
Statesof Mississippi and Arkansad the presencef every Yankeén them, and probably give
usMissourialso.” For this strategyo provide victories, the Armgf Northern Virginia needed
to take a defensive position for the near futuB@auregard argued foree’s cooperation.If the
Army of Northern Virginia began another campaign, Beauredatddsthe military operation
would crossan“exhausted country,” and the‘danger to Washington would arouse again the
whole Yankee natioto renewed efforts for the protectioftheir apital.”?%¢ With the focuson
Washington and Richmond, Beauregard implied that offermaovement# Virginia would
comeata costly rate becausé the numbenf menrequiredto defeat well-fortified strongholds
around WashingtonTherefore, a defensive posititlg the Armyof Northern Virginia offered

anopportunity for succesa the Wesby a concentrated military movemereauregard
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argued, the armiesf John Pemberton, Braxton Bragg, and divisions from \iagiedby
Johnston, could accompligmportant victories. While concentration feth deaf ears
Richmond sent Johnstda Mississippiin orderto protect Vicksburg and save Pemberton.
Johnstofs arrivalin Mississippi did nothingo save PembertorProvided with a small
army, Johnston continuously got into arguments wittosdinate generals and Richmond
officials, which caused the genetalmoveata very slow and cautious rate. Ma§63,Johnston
arrivedat Jackson, Mississippi, with ordeisrescue Pembertdry defeating Grann
Johnstoms front?5” Johnston, however, acted slowly which caused Richnodiials to view
the generain a negative light. Robert Kean noted that the disgruntled general trehted
Western Departmemtsanenemy, doing littléo improve the conditionsf the armies.Kean
suspectedohnston’s feelings permeated from“aorbid jealousyof Lee andof all his superiors
in position, rankpr glory.” As a resuliof such animosity, government officials predicted
disastersn Mississippi and Tennessé&8. Johnston himself wrot® Pemberton thaf
Vicksburg could nobe held, then the general should forgo protectbiicksburg. In a casef
army versus city, Johnston felt the army held moree/al the ultimate succesd the
Confederacy.Pemberton counterddhnston’s orders and stated that Vicksbusgthe most
important poinin theConfederacy.” Pemberton stayed his position, protected Vicksburg, and
continuedto hope forJohnston’s rescue; a rescue that never ca@pposing military objectives
ledto a division between Johnston and PembettdbDefeatism reinforcedohnston’s opinion

thatno obtainable victory presented itself around Vicksburgerefore, Johnston did not pursue
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battlein fearof uselessly sacrificinghenfor aninevitable defea which created a conflict
between the general and Seddéh.

Writing in June, Johnston declarbdheldno powerin his current positiomsdepartment
commander.Instead, Johnston compared his tol@urely a figurehead:I cannot...judge
whichit is bestto hold—Mississippior Tennessee; thé for the Governmernb determine,”
wrote the displeased generdlherefore;“I consider saving Vicksbuigppeless.”?6* Time and
time again the westegenerals’ strategy for concentration had been demefdvor of individual
campaigns against superior Union armidshnston saw the advantagesuch campaigns but
Richmond, blindedby the successeax Leein Virginia, failedto recognize such promise.
“Vicksburg must notbe lost without a desperate strugglerged Seddonithe interest and honor
of the Confederacy forbid.” Asthe Western Theater slowly succumibethe Union’s noose,
Vicksburg became the vital poiof defensen the West.With all eyeson Johnston’s army, and
the constant urgingf Seddon, Davis, and other Richmond officials Johnsttrctantly
embarkedna campaigro save Vicksburg.But the effort proved pointlesPefeatism ran
rampantin thegeneral’s mind 262

Complaining constantlyo Seddon and Davis throughout June, Johnston cotitiriokd
Richmond about the dire conditiohe found himself in;I amtoolate.”?%3 Grant’s army
numbered 60,000 men while the forces under Johrsteely reached 23,00Having less than

half the total strengtbhf General Grant, Johnston balked at any aggressivemment towards
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Vicksburgto savePemberton’s army. Throughout May and June, Johnston avoided a campaig
against Grant du® the numerical disadvantage found himself*

When President Davis and Secretafyar Seddon asked Johnstorattack Grant near
Vicksburg, Johnston refused, which caused Confedefftsls to lose faithin Johnston jusas
they had for Bragg:‘I have little confidencen the General who came near losing Richmond and
who thinksso muchof himself,” wrote Kea.?6> OnJunel9, Johnston wrote Seddon that the
Confederate government didot appreciate the difficulties the course you direct, nor the
probabilitiesin consequencef failure.”?%® FromRichmond’s perspective, the losx Vicksburg
andPemberton’s army resulted fromiohnston’s lack of aggressionOn July 4, 1863,Pemberton
surrendered his garrison and the Mississippitatynion General GrantHistorian Steven
Woodworth calls Vicksburg th&ingle [most] decisivebattle” of the Civil War. With the loss
of Vicksburg, the Confederacy lost contoflthe Mississippi River, which severed Arkansas,
Louisiana, and Texas from the resthe country.Vicksburg symbolized Johnstfailureasa
commander.As a cautious leader, Johnston did not provideaiggressive spark those
Richmond wanted and expected from the genéradteadJohnston’s squabbling with Secretary
of War James Seddon and the president further ditftiedeneral and Davidohnston’s firm

beliefin not sacrificing solders for no tangible gains, hitamy philosophyof cautious
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204. Multiple telegrams between Johnston, Seddon, and Pemberton discuss the ptbbi@mpowein regards
to saving Vicksburg and attacking Grant framMay and June 1868R, Ser. 1, Vol. XXIV, Pt. 1: 215-29.

265 Robert Garlick Hill Keaninside the Confederate Government: The Diary of Robert Garlick Hill Kean, ed.

Edward Younger, 71-73Kean’s opinion ofJohnston’s generalships further notedn anentry dated June 14, 1863.
Speaking of the opinion that Johnston did not move because of his charact&gsticasserted thadhnston’s
delaying movements and arguments with Richmond were centered on pamwrahnd petty arguments against
Confederate President Davis.

266 JoseptE. JohnstonNarrative of Military Operations, Directed, During the Late War Between the Sates, 513;
JoseplE. Johnstorio JamesA. Seddon, June 19 [18], 1863R, Ser. 1, Vol. XXIV, Pt. 1: 227
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movements, and not attacking superior forces, beeapattern that repeated itsgfl864and
1865267

As the summepof 1863draggedn the Confederacy faced defeatdoth the Eastern and
Western Theaterd_e€'s invasionof Pennsylvania failed and withall hopesof foreign
intervention were lostin Mississippi, the actionsf Johnston proved costhsthe fortress
around Vicksburg felto a determined generad UlyssesS. Grant. Dueto the insubordinate
actionsof general officeren the western army, the territory under Confederate cosénarely
declined. Richmond’s unwillingnesgo provide adequate attention and resoutog¢le Western
Theater diminished successthe West fronl862and1863. Within the military, the laclof
coordination and harmony created conflict betweestern generalsiAs longasBragg
remainedn chargeof the Armyof Tennessee general officers refusedet along with the
disliked man.In Mississippi, Johnston still held the suppaoirthe troops.General John Gordon
said Johnstais troops bore the confident®“assume theoffensive” at the requesbf Johnston.
Johnstomns troops remained loyéd him becausée did not waste the livesf his soldiers antie
chose favorable grourtd confront the enemsf® In Richmond Johnston had little suppottp
to July1863,Confederate defeat seemed imminent.

As fall of 1863began, the western armies looked desperately fmtaryto reignite the
support for Confederate independentethe East, the Davis administration staiediscuss,
and seriously consider, a changanilitary strategy for the remaindef the year.With
optimism, the Eastern Theater finally received ostieact purelyon the defensive whe the

Army of Tennessee launchad offensive campaigto reclaim Tennessee and push the Union

267 Steven WoodworttDecision in the Heartland: The Civil War in the West, 65, 66.
268 JohnB. Gordon,Reminiscences of the Civil War (New York: CharleScribner’s Sons, 1981)131.
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army back into KentuckyThis single stroken theory, would provoke a resurgerafehe

Confederate fighting spirit, and claim both victory a®garatiorfromthe Union.
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Chapter Five

Gettysburg had ended failure. After three day®f heavy fighting the Armyf Northern
Virginia recrossed the Potomac River back into Sewrtherritory. Never again did RobeH.
Le€s army march onto northern soil.o compound the problem further the Confederacy
suffered a disastrous def@atMississippi. Dueto a lackof coordinationaninept general,
military squabbling, and a multitudd other factors, Vicksburg felb the Union. July 1863
arguably became the most ruinous masttthe entire war for the Confederadyn a mere four
days, Union General George Meade turned backdnéederacy’s most prestigious army with a
defining win, and Union General Ulysses Grant caatoneof the last remaining Confederate
portson the Mississippi.With Confederate hopes dwindling, General James Losgisind the
First Corps traveled wegd resurrect Confederate fortundsowever,Longstreet’s presence did
litttle more than deteriorate military relationshipghis rift, justasthe military squabbling among
the armies under the contrmil Joseph Johnston and Braxton Bragg had, affected thitamnili
strategyat Chickamauga, Chattanooga, and Knoxville.

To fully understand Longstreatrolein the Western Theater, the discussion will begin
with thegeneral’s servicein Virginia. This chapter will focu®n1863to showLongstreet’s
growthasa Confederate general and will culminate with hisird¢o command a western army.
Longstre#’s persistent desirds concentrate Confederate forces for military campaiigi$63
show a shifin Confederate military strategy and the growing importaridcke Western Theater
to Confederate succes®vhile the Confederate political leadership remaineatéd with the
Eastern Theater, Longstreet startedeean opportunity for succesa the West, but onlyf
Richmond allowed hinto transfer departmentd.ongstreet’s actions from Februanp

Septembel 863 will prove that Confederate generals stattelbok beyond the Eastern Theater
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for military successThus, Longstreet actions show a chaimg€onfederate military strategy for
military success.

After the Battleof Fredericksburg both the Union and Confederate armiéshee one
another from across the Rappahannock Rifdére dominant victory Lee had gainedthe hills
beyond the city gave the Arnof Northern Virginia a reinforced feelimaf confidence.
Confidence soared further after Lee and his army wdttheon General Ambrose Burkg get
stuckin the mud while tryingo cross the Rappahannock upstredwen though the
Confederate soldiers atop Maryéleights regained a fighting spirit after the detga&ntietam,
the winter intensified the need for food, coats, shaed other military necessitié¥.

With the armyin desperate neeaf supplies, Lee sent General James Longstreet sbuth
Richmond—Suffolk—to gather supplies for the armyhe landscap& Northern Virginia had
little to no agricultural sustenancasa resultof constant military campaigns over the same area
the past two yearsThe Suffolk area, barely toucheg war, had plentyf supplies that offered
enough food for the army during the winter and theoupog campaign seasodpart from
gaining much needed supplies, Lee also had a sagpnibtive for sending Longstreet below
Richmond. Recent reports and recent enemy movements plac@iba dorpsn the vicinity of
Suffolk. Therefore, Lee sent Longstreet soatiRichmond with approximately 40,000 soldiers
to protect against any enemy advance towards théeGerate capital’°

In Southeastern Virginia, Longstreet operated with mooeepersonalities that interfered

with his own actionsHavingno “real” commancdf the department, Longstreet neededct

269 Stephen Sear€hancellorsville (Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1996), 19-22; Forin-depth
discussion of the battle of Fredericksburg see Francis AudosiReilly, The Fredericksburg Campaign: Winter on
the Rappahannock (Baton Rogue, LA: Louisiana State University Press, 2006) and GEoRpble,
Fredericksburg! Fredericksburg! (Chapel Hill, NC: University of North Carolina Press, 2012).

270 James Longstredfrom Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America (New York: De Capo
Press, 1992), 324; Jeffr®; Wert, General James Longstreet: The Confederacy’s Most Controversial Soldier—A
Biography (New York: Simon & Schuster, 1993), 228-229.
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within the combined military orders from Lee, JefterdDavis, and James Sedddrongstreet
neededo maintain a close connection with the ArimfyNorthern Virginiain case the newly
appointed commandef the Armyof the Potomac, Joseph Hooker, decitteddvance upon
Lee’s position?’t Meanwhile, Davis wanted Longstreetprotect the capital and agp
defensive positions around the outlying aré&sddonpnthe other hand, desired for Longstreet
to attack the Union forcas the Suffolk ared@o gathermore supplies fo_ee’s armyin winter
quarters’’? As a result, Longstreet attemptexdappease all three men but decitteébcus more
on gathering supplies than pursuiagactive campaign against the Union foré&sThis
episoden Longstreet’s career begna split between Lee and 1i®ld Warhorse.”

In the Suffolk area Longstreet repeatedly witoteee advocating for concentratian,
which Longstreet might lead a united efftwtdefeat the Union army below Richmondiriting
on March18, Longstreepromoted a strategy concentrate military forcaa Southeastern
Virginia insteadof the area around Fredericksbui®uffolk, Longstreet argued, had been little
touchedby war and offered the best souiesupplies for the military:“If it is necessaryo give
groundanywhere,” stated Longstreetjt seemgo methatit would have been betttw retire
your forces across the Anna [River], a@nkeep possessiarf all that pariof North Carolina
wherewe maybeableto getsupplies.”?’* The next day Longstreet reiterated his point.
Longstreet argued that thamy’s focus shoulde on the Departmendf Virginia and North
Carolina. Once Longstreet defeated the smaller Union army bBm@ivmond, Lee could refocus

attentionon Hooker andooker’s “grand army.” Concentration forced the Confederdoy

271 RobertE. Leeto James Longstreet, March 16, 186®, Ser. 1, Vol. XVIIl: 921-22.

272 JeffreyD. Wert, General James Longstreet: The Confederacy’s Most Controversial Soldier—A Biography, 231.
273 ongstreet did engagde battle with the Union presenaesoutheastern Virginia-a siege did took place around
Suffolk—but for the most part Longstreet maintained a defensive position for the pafgaslkeering supplies for
the Army of Northern Virginia.

274 James Longstre&b RobertE. Lee, March 18, 1863R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVIIl: 924-25.

107



abandoranareaof Virginia, momentarily, but Longstreet accepted ¢basequences favor of
long-term succes¥?

Lee, however, did not budge Longstreets planto fightin Southern Virginia.Lee
feared leaving Northern Virginia exposedthe Armyof the PotomacWith Hooker showingio
intentionsof campaigningr retreating towards Washington, Lee could not riskdbfensef
Richmond forLongstreet’s campaign.Further, Lee seemed have little regard for the
importanceof Southern Virginia outside the acquisitiohsupplies.“But exceptto draw
provisions from NortlCarolina...I do not see that you can accomplishch,” Lee wroteto
Longstree£’® Once Lee had rejectécbngstreet’s planto fight the enemyn Southern Virginia,
Longstreet recommended a campaigooncentrate military forcaa the Western Theater.
Longstreet wanted the Armof Northern Virginiato take a defensive stance while multiple units
gathered under the commaofllohnston and Bragg! Before this plan received any attention
or gained any momentum, Hooker began a movemosgttack Lee.The last daysf April
consistedf Lee bombarding Longstreet with requéstburry backto the army.Longstreet did
notrgoin Lee immediately because sustenance operatenained ongoing, Longstreet needed
time to gather the wagons and men befoegejoined Lee’’®

The Battleof Chancellorsville thus occurred, without two divissofrom the First Corps
and Longstreet himself. Outnumbered approximdtebyto one, RoberE. Lee defeated the
numerically superior enemy over the coun$éhree days.Thisisanimportant pointo

emphasize becausé what happened nekt Virginia. On his way back from Southern Virginia,

275 James Longstreéd RobertE. Lee, March 19, 1862R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVIIl: 926-27; James LongstréeRobert
E. Lee, March 30, 1863R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVIII: 50.

276 RobertE. Leeto James Longstreet, March 30, 186, Ser. 1, Vol. XVIII: 906.

277 James Longstre&d RobertE. Lee, April 4, 18630R, Ser. 1, Vol. XVIIl: 959-60.

278 JeffreyD. Wert, General James Longstreet: The Confederacy’s Most Controversial Soldier—A Biography, 238,
240.
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Longstreet stoppeat Richmondto gain information about the Western Theateongstreetjn
his memoirs, remembered advocating for General Jos#ptstbn and the force currently under
his commando reinforce General Braxton Braggarmyin Tennesseasa meanso defeat
Union General William RosecrangVith overwhelming numbers, the enlarged westernyarm
could defeat Rosecrans, march towards Cincinnatife@®thio River, and force Graira break
his campaign against Vicksburgustifying his reasonf®r his suggestion, Longstreet statéd,
was manifest before the war was accepted that tlyeveayto equalize the contest wag
skillful useof our interior lines, and this wa® impressedy two years’ experience that
seemed timéo forceit upon he Richmondauthorities.”?’® Longstreet believed that the usie
interior lines afforded the militargn opportunityto move military forces back and fortin
doing so, armies could combine foregshe weakest point along the line, maintain territend
defeat any Union attackJpon returningo Lee’s army Longstreet made the same suggeston
his commandeashe did in Richmond. Seddon also sent a telegréariee with the intento
sendonedivision west, but Lee refusedlaiming that nothing cdd be accomplishedby
sending a division from his armyg the West, Lee traveléd Richmond with a new proposal
mind 280

Accompanying Le¢o Richmond, Longstreet once more promoted the adea
concentrationn the Westo defeat Grant and reverse Confederate misfortuii@nnessee and

Mississippi. Insteadof onedivision, Longstreet proposed take his entire corps relieve the

279 James Longstredfrom Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America, 327.

280 The theory behin8eddon’s proposal rested on the accomplishment of Lee with half the fighting fore of t
enemy. If Lee could defeat Hooker without Longstreet and only 60,000 men contpdfeadker’s 120,000 men,
thenit followed that Lee couldefend Virginia without Georgéickett’s division. Steverk. Woodworth Jefferson
Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West (Lawrence, KS: University Press of
Kansas, 1990), 211; James LongstrEsdtm Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America,
331; Roberk. Lee, The Wartime Papers of RE. Lee, ed. Clifford Dowdey (New York: Virginia CivilWar
Commission Bramhall House, 1961), 482.
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pressuren TennesseeDavis countered the generatampaign and argued that Grant intended
to take Vicksburg ando Confederate reinforcementsTennessee could assure a change
Grant’s objective. Longstreet claimed that Grant woulebey the callsof hisgovernment.” If
Lincoln needed Grarib fall back towards Tennessee and protect the Kégthorder,

Longstreet asserted that Grant would follow ord&¥sTo solve the deadlock between
Longstreet and Davis, Lee propogedttack the Union armgn northern soil.

Hoping thatanattackin the East would prevent Grant from capturing Vicksbuesg
suggeste@ninvasionof the Northern statesA northern invasion not only offered a possible
retrograde movemeiy Grantin Mississippi, butin opportunityto save Virginia from the
destructiorof war,aswell asanopportunity for the armyo gather agricultural sustenance.
Remember, Lee once statésgve in the defencef my native State, | never desire agtrdraw
my sword.” Lee’s statement placed the importarafeVirginia above all elséé? Further, Lee
acquired Union papers that announ®eégkhington’s planto reinforceHooker’s army for more
military operations into Virgini&®® Using the paperasevidenceof the danger Union armies
posedo Richmond, Lee persuaded the administratipursue a northern invasiobongstreet
disagreed with the decision and blamed9’s relianceon foreign intervention.“Foreign
intervention,” wrote Longstreet;was the ruling idea with the President, damelpreferred thaas
the easiest solutioof all problems.”?®* Withoutanalternative, Longstreet reluctantly accepted
the proposed northern campaighhe northern invasioaf 1863is known for the Battl®f
Gettysburg.Widely regardecsthe‘“high watermark™ of the Confederacy, many scholars have

analyzed the three-day battle that occurmediuly 1863. The Battleof Gettysbug, and the

281 James Longstredfrom Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America, 328.
282 RobertE. Lee, The Wartime Papers of RE. Leg, ed. Clifford Dowdey, 9.

283 |hid, 483-84.

284 James Longstredfrom Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America, 327.
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subsequent retreat back into Virginia, further divitiegl military relationship between Lee and
Longstreets®

After Julyl, Longstreet thought the Confederacy held a weakendefe stance than the
enemyon Cemetery Hill. Longstreet proposei® move the armyo a more favorable spot.
Longstreet believed a Confederate movement would 1dreen General George Meatte
attack the Armyof Northern Virginia insteadf Le€'s army attackingMeade’s defensive
position. Lee declined, and statéidat the battle willbe foughtin its current location.The
following morning, July2, Lee proposetb attack the Union armgn both flanks. Longstreet
protested again, and made another argument for thetanmove between Meade and
Washington and forckleade intoan attack. Lee declined, and gently forced Longstreefight
the Union left. Longstreet became irate with Lee and wiateis memoirs that the genefalid
not even givenea guideto lead the wayo the field from which his battle was be opened.He
certainly failedto goand lookatit, and assisin selecting the ground and preparing for
action.”?8® The battle oveDevil’s Den, the Peach Orchard, and Little Round Top endttthe
Union maintainingts defensive positioon Cemetery Hill. The Confederate army remained
Seminary Ridge.The next day, Julg, divided the two generals even more over the infamous
Pickett’s Charge?®’

During July3, Longstreet continuously argued with Lee about tbatél attaclon the
federal position at Cemetery HillThe open ground allowed Longstraeittackno cover.

Union artilleryon Cemetery Hill held commanaf the field. Lee, however, maintained faith

285 JeffreyD. Wert, General James Longstreet: The Confederacy’s Most Controversial Soldier—A Biography, 247;
Stephen Sear§ettysburg (Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin Company, 2004), 92-93; SteteiWoodworth,
Jefferson Davis and His Generals. The Failure of Confederate Command in the West, 211-13; James Longstreet,
From Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America, 331.

286 |bid, 403.

287 Stephen Sear§ettysburg, 234-40, 252-63; Jeffre. Wert, General James Longstreet: The Confederacy’s Most
Controversial Soldier—A Biography, 247; 268.
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his artillery. Staying firmto his belief, Lee ignoretlongstreet’s concerns and pressured
Longstreet into the attackOn July 3, Longstreet showed a sensedefeatisnin the planned
attack. Longstreet refusetb order any attackHistorian Stephen Sears argued that Longstreet,
from the beginningf the day, did not warib make the attgk uponMeade’s position. In fact,
Longstreet triedo get the artillery general, Porter Alexanderbegin the attack but Alexander
refusedto issue such a decisioWriting after the war, Longstreet assertédgneral Lee had
considered and would lesthito nothingelse.” Whether Longstreet liked or not Lee intendetb
attack across that open fiedd July 3.228 Finally, when General George Pickett pressured
Longstreet foanattack, Longstreet simply nodded his head, whideln the futile attack.
Pickett’s charge endenh failure and the Confederacy lost the Batif€settysburg.Despite
Confederate mistakes, they almost broke the Uni@sJibut Longstreet only saw failure.
Longstreet blamed Lee for some aspecthe battle—mentioned above-however; some
generals believed the reason for defeat lay withrttet Corps commandég?

General Lafayette McLaws wrot&;enl. Longstreeis to blame for not reconnoitering
the ground and for persistimg ordering the assault [on July 2 and J8]yvhen his errors were
discovered.” Walter Taylor,of Le€s staff, believed Longstreet did not fully invest heartat
Gettysburg.General Edward Alexander believed the attaciMeadés center conflicted with
Longstreets defensive military strategy? To regain his role and image within the

Confederacy, Longstreet once more stattesidvocate for western concentratiofith the fall

288 James Longstredfrom Manassas to Appomattox: Memoirs fromthe Civil War in America, 391.

289 Foranin-depth study of the Battle of Gettysburg, see Stephen S=itgsburg. Specific pages for the
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of Vicksburg and the Confederate defatGettysburg, the Davis administration turned its
attentionto the Westn anattenpt to reverse the directioof war.

Tennessee Senat@r A. Henry wrote Seddorf] sayto youwe want some fighting
generalsn the Armyof Tennessee...Can’t Longstreebe sentthere?’2°t Union Generals Grant
and Rosecrans threatertecend the waby defeating the armiesf Johnston and Bragdf
Rosecran’s defeated Bragm Northern Georgia, the Confederacy became further raibiheto
Union attacks.To addto the seriousness the West, Longstreet also noted that thedall
Vicksburg allowed the Unioto control the Mississippi RiverTherefore, the Armwf Northern
Virginia should take a defensive posititand send detachments reinforce the armin
Tennessedp call detachmets of other command® the same service, and strike a crushing
blow against General Rosecrans betoeeould receive reinforcingelp.”2%2

After Gettysburg, the Armgf Northern Virginia maintained a defensive staimce
Virginia. Not wantingto sit onthe defensive for the resf the year, Longstreet wrote a
political allyin Richmond, Texas Senator LodisWigfall, and pressed for another attawk
Union forces.Not needed criticallyn Virginia, the general expressétppe that | may get
Westin timeto save what theris left of us. | haveno personal motives this,” however
Longstreet did hinat taking command from either Bragg Pemberton’ for with either Bragg
or Pemberton’s army | shouldbe secondo Johnston and therefone the same relative position |
amatpresent.”?% Claiming a positiorasdirectly beneath Johnston, Longstreet insinuatat th
he would control eitheBragg’s or Pemberton’s army. Summingup his thoughtgo the senator,

Longstreet concluded that his only desgto “save thecountry.” Thereforejn September

291 As quotedin Peter Cozzendhis Terrible Sound: The Battle of Chickamauga (Urbana, IL: University of lllinois
Press, 1992), 28.
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Longstreet and his political allies persuaded thei®administratiorof the importancef a
western victory?%

“l know but little of the conditiorof affairsin the West, buaminclinedto the opinion
that our best opportunity for great restdttn Tennessee” Longstreet surmiset? After two and
a half years, the Armgf Northern Virginia gained military victories but natg more. Still
stuckin Virginia Lee didno more but defeat inferior Union commandehs.addition,
Longstreet asserted tHat we advancdo meet the enemgn this side hewill, in all probability,
go into oneof his many fortified positions; thosee cannot affordo attack... | think thatwe
could accomplish more [in Tennessee] thgrmnadvance fronhere.”?%® Therefore, Longstreet
contended;T think thatit is time thatwe had begurno do somethingn the west, and | feaf it is
put off any longewe shallbetoolate.”?®’ If Lee didnot want the First Corp® go, Longstreet
offeredto replace Braggn the Westascommandeof the Armyof Tennessee and Bragg would
take over, momentarilyl,ongstreet’s commandf the First Corpg® Longstreet’s persistence
paid off. Richmond finally consente the FirstCorps’ movement westPersuadetb take a
lesser role for the remaindef the year, Lee told Longstreet thee“must beat those people out
in theWest.” In fact, Lee wanted the Union army driven into thedORiver. Anything short
equaled military failuré?®

Departingin mid-September, Longstréetdesiredo command the Armgf Tennessee.

Thinking that Bragg had lost faitsf his army, Longstreet wrote Wigfaill don’t think that |
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shouldbeunderBragg.” However, the general also admitted thaheld little faithin any
generaln the West.“And | would fightagainst,” being a subordinat®e Bragg,“if | had any
hopeof setting anyon@ the responsible position excapyself.”3%° Traveling towards Georgia
in September, Longstreet already presumed himselfisupe the leadershipf Bragg. Upon
arrival, Longstreet stepped into a whirlwiaticontroversy.The moment allowed Longstreet a
ripe opportunityto make changes the command structud the Armyof Tennessee.

Before the majorityf Longstreets troops arrivedn the West, Union General Rosecrans
engagedn battle near Chickamauga creakNorthern Georgia Attemptingto push the Armyof
Tennessee further into Georgia, Rosecrans openettéick @an Septembefl9. Fightingon the
19th cameo a standstill wheragg’s subordinates failetb attack the Union leftThat night
Longstreet arrivedtBragg’s headquarters and was given commahthearmy’s left wing.

Bragg plannecn echelon attack for the following day with General higlas Polk beginning the
battleat daybreak.However, becausef mismanagemeran Polk’s part, the attack did not get
started until four hours latemthe 20th. The lackof communication between Polk and his
subordinates allowed the Union army titneconstruct a defensive positioithe delay did not
deterLongstreet’s troops from pushing back the Union troapsthe Confederate left.
Throughout the morning and early afternoon, the I@figvsteadily pushed the Union force back.
At approximately 3 PM, Longstreet and Bragg held a coniference about the progreds

battle. Longstreet asserted success and recommended troopgh&right wingto help force

the federal army from the fielBragg declined, and insisted that troap®olk’s wing did not
have any more fighth them. Historian Alexander Mendoza hintatithe tension between both

generalsn this moment.Determining that Bragg did not watat switch battle tactics half-way

3001 hid, 60.
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in the battle—Bragg’s original plan called foPolk’s right wingto smash againgtongstreet’s
left wing preventing Union retreatBragg decided thdtongstreet’s minimal amounbf time on
the battlefield did not allow for the First Corpsimmandeto issue such orderdfter the
meeting, Longstreet returnéalthe left wing, renewed his attack, and turned thmkarmy
back towards Chattanood¥.

Chickamauga ended a seredsConfederate defeats the West.The victory, however,
cost the Armyof Tennessee 18,000 men, whighpart, answers Braggreluctancedo chase
Rosecrans back towards Chattanoogéer driving the enemy from the field Longstreet wahte
to pursue enemy further into Middle TennessBeagg refused the idday citing the numbeof
casualties the army had takefss a resultof Chickamauga and the succe$t.ongstreet, the
anti-Bragg bloc grew and the popularafLongstreet skyrocketedVhen news reached
Virginia of the victoryin Northern Georgia, Lee congratulated his eastern amitg success
the West%? Citizens acclaimed Longstreet for obtaigithe only victory for any western army
during the war.The successf Longstreet, mixed with the growing anti-Bragg blogated
more tensionn the Armyof Tennessee, which caused the victorious aompt followup battle
successeat Chattanoogd®

As a resulof the perceptionf Longstreets importanceo the Confederate victony the
West, the calto replace Bragg once more startecarnest.This time neither Polk nor Smith
led the animosity.Instead, the general officers looked for Longstteg@romote a change

military leadership.Longstreet seemed the logical pick becanfd@s succesasa general, his
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distance from the Western Theaitethe early stagesf the war, and the confidenbe exuded.
Over the next couplef weeks the armin Tennessee failet follow up the victory gaineat
Chickamauga becausé infighting within the general officer corps ahdngstreet’s desireto
become the army commands#rthe Armyof Tennessee.

Knowing that Bragg did not intertd aggressively pursue the Rosecsaarmy, Polk,
Hill, and Longstreet held a meetitgpresent ideasn howto replace Bragg-Two decisions
came from this assemblyrirst, Longstreet accepted the rolieghedefacto leadepnf the anti-
Bragg bloc. In this role, Longstreet wrot® Seddon with hopto replace BraggOn September
26, Longstreet asked for Richmomaisend Ledo the West.At the current momertite argued,
the Armyof the Tennesséethas neither organization nanobility...we have too muclat stakein
thisto remain quiet under such distressing circumstaincekerefore, Longstreet recommended
Leeto take over commandf the army3%4 Historian Steven Woodworth regarded this talbtic
Longstreetisexpressing a desite control the army Woodworth noted Longstreet knew that
Lee already declined the role once, which left Ldregtto replace Braggln supportof
Longstreet’s plan of getting Bragg replaced, General Leonidas Botle again called for
Bragg’s replacementPolk told Lee“we must have a change before any permanent success can
be hadin thisregion.”3% Polk knewLee’s presence would inspire that permanent success
desiredn the West.Further, Polk wrotéo Davisin October that General Bragg hadlowed
the wholeof the fruitsof this great victoryo pass from hinby the most criminal negligencet

rather,incapacity.”3% Bragg’s subordinate general officers had enoofiBragg’s incompetence
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Rouge (LA: Louisiana State University Press, 1993), 109.
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asheadof the Armyof TennesseeThe meeting also saw the creation and distributica
proclamation denouncing Bragg, sigrsdtwelve corps, division, and brigade commandfs.

The purposef the petition focusednthe replacemerif Bragg for a more competent
leader. St. John Richardson Liddein officer within Braggs army, regretted the action$
Longstreet, Hill, Cleburne and other subordinate officéAt such a criticaperiod...when
every means was necesstrkeep alive the animusf the Army and the unity and harmoaf
action,” wrote Liddell, the army splintered more severélgrt ever beforé®® The petition called
attentionto Bragg’s healthasa meanso indict the commander with military incompetencel an
allow Longstreeto promote Johnstoasheadof the army. Upon receiving the petition, Davis
decidedo travel, once mordp the Western Theat¢o settle the displeasune the army and
protect his friend.

Davis traveledo the Westo meet with Braggand the dissentelis the army. Insteadof
meeting with commanders individually Davis met witlemasa group.This meeting became
anuncomfortable situation for all involvedseneral Bragg took a sdatthe corneasDavis
went around the room and asked the generatingstreet, Hill, Cleburne, Chetheam, and
Buckner—about their thoughtsn Bragg. Davis turnedo Longstreet firsbut Longstreet did not
answer.Pressed, Longstreet concludéeyr commander [Bragg] coullde of greater service
elsewherghanat the headf the Armyof Tennessee.” The other generals followddngstreet’s
example, and further threw Bragg under military sogutiDavis did not expect this kinaf

condemnation.After the meeting Davis retained Braggcommander for numerous reasoi®

307 StevenE. Woodworth, Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West, 38-
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reiterate his friendship with Bragg, Davis claimed Begare would cause future disasters,
Virginia needed Lee, and Woodworth claimed Dawas not yet desperate enoutghtry Joseph
E. Johnstoragain.” The president's decisida keepBragg foreshadowed the disastdr
Chattanooga and the movemehLongstreet’s corpsto Knoxville in anattempto dislodge
Burnside3®

In November, Longstreet startemformally break away from Braggcommand.Setting
a siege around the Tennessee @ft€hattanooga, Bragg hopamistarve the Union army oof
its position and either force the federal artayight onBragg’s field of battleor retreat deeper
into TennesseeThis decision caused a lot disgust within the Armypf TennesseeWantingto
pursueanaggressive campaign against the Fedenalthattanooga, Bragg forced the
Confederate armip recover after Chickamauga#s a result, Confederate generals statted
listen lesgo Bragg. The best examplef suchanactof insubordination, Longstreet allowed a
Union divisionto beat his troops back, and open a larger supply liGkortly after thisaffair,”
wrote Liddell,“Bragg ordered Longstreet with 12,00@ento Knoxville, ashe saidto me
[Liddell], to get ridof him and see whdte coulddo on his ownresources.” Officers criticized
Bragg’s decision. In the eye®f other Confederate generals, the movenoéhbngstreet north
“left hardly 25,000 meat MissionRidge” to meet the Union army amassiimgthe town
below3!° The Knoxville campaign offered Longstreet a lastratteto gainanindependent
command, whichin thegeneral’s mind, indicatechewould replace BraggThe campaign did
little more tharto expose the weaknessthe Armyof Tennessee and the campaign stratdgy

Longstree.

309 StevenE. Woodworth,Jefferson Davis and His Generals: The Failure of Confederate Command in the West,
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OnNovembe#, Bragg finalized the plans fanattackon Knoxville. The plan
consistedf a joint attack—Samuel Jones lemhewing, Longstreet the other wirgintendingto
defeat Burnsidat Knoxville, and force Granb relieve pressure around Missionary Ridge.
Because Grant posed a threaBraggat Chattanooga, Longstreet needeanaintain open
communications with Bragg case Grant attacked the Confederate position beforestrery
achieved succes®ragg also intended for the First Cotpdive off the land dudo the fact that
the Armyof Tennessee had few supplies near Chattaniddaongstreet had his reservations
aboutBragg’s plan. Thinking that Bragg lowballeBurnside’s forceat 15,000 men, Longstreet
asked for more Confederate soldieBsagg refused. Longstreet also asked for Bitagg
reconsider keepingnopen lineof communication between Chattanooga and the FirstCorp
Arguing that such a movement slowed his operati@mgstreet pressed for a quick and decisive
attack. “If I can move rapidly and witforce,” stated Longstreet] can make myself feko
decidedly andosuddenly that, insteaaf his striking here [Chattanoogdde will...be obligedto
beginto look out for his rear, and thy®u will be enabledo moveon his flankor re-enforcein
EastTennessee.”3'? Longstreet’s reservations eventually led hiimreplicate similar
characteristics that hampered hatGettysburg and Johnston's attengpiake Vicksburg.
Longstreet suffered from defeatism caubga lackof confidence, laclof necessary
information and soldiers, and a hataitsecond-guess military movements.

Longstreet did not suffer a lack confidence baseoin military action, buhedid suffer
from a lackof confidenceon military campaigns thdte commandedDuring the months around
Suffolk, Longstreet adherdd three other persomdesires; thereforée still operatecasa

subordinateo Lee. In Tennessee Bragg gave Longstreet more coofrible military operations

311 Braxton Bragdo James Longstreet, November 4, 18BR, Ser. 1, Vol. XXXI, Pt. 3:634-35.
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than Ledn Virginia. In fact,Bragg wantedo rid himselfof the insubordinate general, which
explainsonereason why Bragg gave Longstreet more authontghis campaign than Longstreet
received previouslyMore control ledo a greater feelingf responsibility. If Longstreet failed,
the blame felbn him alone. Thisin part answers why Longstreet exhibited the same sdnse
defeatism Johnston facedMississippi from Mayto July 1863. Probably knowing that his
desireto lead the Armyof Tennessee aftdiB63remained connected military success,
Longstreet needed battlefield victorie&nything shortof victory and Longstreet found himself
backin Virginia under the commanaf RobertE. Lee. Moreover, from the beginningf the
campaign, Longstreet found fault with the majoofythe preparations, requirements, and
eventual battle site, escalatihgngstreet’s senseof defeatism.

After rejecting Brag planto maintainan open communications line, Longstreet began
to plead for more menBragg's estimate plac&lrnside’s numbersat more than 15,000 men,
which caused Longstretd stress the importanad Stevenson’s divisionto the succesat
Knoxville. “There are many reasons for anticipating great results freexpedition against
Gen. Burnsides Army with a propfarrce,” Longstreet wrote Bragg NovembEt. “But with the
force that Inow have | think thait would be unreasonabl expect much.In factit will in all
probabilitybeanother fine opportunitiost.” Longstreets complaint that victory cannbe
achieved without sufficient manpower, allowed a caignpavith much promiséo be
unsuccessfufl® With no extra forces reachingongstreet’s armyhe settled for a siegef the
federal position.In mentioning thito Bragg, Longstreet hopéd finally persuade Bragyp

send more troops for the purpadedefeating Burnside and then retaorChattanooga and

313 James Longstre&d Braxton Bragg, November 11, 1863R, Ser. 1, Vol. XXXI, Pt. 3:680-81.
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defeat Grant!* But before Bragg hadnoccasiorto send more troops, reports came streaming
in that the Confederate army had been defeated and @epatredo marchonthe First Corps.

Settlingon a pointto attack along the Federal line, Fort Sanders, Gehafalette
McLaws reported Bragg defeatat ChattanoogaHowever, the reports did not convey a
complete narrativeNo report offered a definite answen the conditiorof the Armyof
TennesseeThis caused Longstretd hesitate and ignofelcLaws’s suggestiorno wait for
further news.McLaws argued that Grant and Burnside defeated Bragg and Longstreet, a
returnto Virginia might prove difficult. If Longstreet succeedatiKnoxville, but Grant
defeated Braggt Chattanooga, then the victaayKnoxville would prove meaningles&rant,
sooneror later, would catch Longstrert between two armiedn replyto McLaws’s letter,
Longstreet did not believe a major engagement haggrChattanooga, but the report that
Bragg had retreated towards Tunnel Hill only madesatiteeckon Knoxville more important.“It
is a great mistak®e suppose that thergany safety fousin goingto Virginia if General Bragg
has been defeated, fae leave himatthe mercyof hisvisitors,” concluded Longstreet.
Therefore, Longstreet decided fomattackon Fort Sanderg!®

Fort Sanders endeéd disaster.Longstreet, waryf making a frontal attack against
Burnside, made a half-hearted effort, whichte@onfederate defeaforcedto march around
Knoxville, the First Corps made the slow trip back/irginia after spending the fall and winter
in TennesseeFor the remaindenf the war, the First Corps remainied_e€s army, and
surrenderect Appomattoxin April 1865. After the defeaat ChattanoogaBragg’s opponents
reared their heads once moiRissentin and outof the army finally forced Davit replace

Braggascommandepf the Armyof Tennessei Decembefd 863 but Davis remained

314 James Longstre&d Braxton Bragg, November 20, 18@3R, Ser. 1, Vol. XXXI, Pt. 3: 721.
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committedto the military expertise Bragg offereth 1864,Bragg returneéh Richmondas
Davis’s military advisor3'® For the decisionf keeping Braggn commandf the army, soldiers
blasted Davis.Sam Watkins described the feeliofjsoldiersonretreat from Chattanooga.
Insulting Davis for sending LongstreetKnoxville in the faceof Grant’s military, Watkins
attested thétthe whole army knew that the enemy was concentrattiithattanooga,” how

could Davis and the military generals not kné¥?

Thomas Connelly noted that the Bragg and Longstyeatrel prevented Bragg from
giving military attentiorto his army, and instead focusedthe attacks coming from the army
and the general officer<Connelly also attributed the infighting affecting the military strategy,
which prevented military successthe Wes£!® Adding to Connelly’s conclusions, the
appearancef Longstreetn the West showed thgeneral’s desire foranindependent command,
anopportunityto get out from beneathee’s shadow and gain military glory for himself.
Showing little regard with whose cardexneededo endor how he got commanaf the Army
of Tennessee, Longstreet jeopardized the suafebe Wesby undermining Bragg and
deepening the anti-Bragg feelimgthe army and Richmond. When Longstreet received his
opportunityto leadanindependent campaida defeat the federakt Knoxville, the same traits
he displayed around Suffolk arad Gettysburg prevented him from making the nafdtis
opportunity. Insteadhe diminished his succe$y showing a sensef defeatism that had plagued

the western army since the staftl863. As a result, the Confederacy lost the Weshd except
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for anill-fated attackon Nashvillein 1864,the Union confined the ConfederacyGeorgia,

North Carolina, and Virginia for the remaindsrthe war.
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Conclusion

The two disasterat Chattanooga and Knoxvillet the endbf 1863 proved the probability
of Confederate defeaEven though the Civil War ragexh until the mid-way poinbf 1865,the
Confederate armies wen® longer a viable dangéo Union successJoseph Johnston was
confinedto retrograde movemeniis GeorgiaasUnion General WilliamT. Sherman marched
Atlanta and eventually SavannbyDecembed864. The Armyof Tennessee lost momentum
asa resultof Johnstofs actions, bubnemore thrust into Tennessee sparked a small flaime
hope for the Confederate armgfter a terrible defeadt Franklin, the Armyof Tennessee ceased
to existasthe same fighting force that marched into battl#862and1863. After November,
the Civil War was effectively reduceéd the Virginia Theater under the leadersbigrobertE.
Lee. Popular history likeso remind the readers that the war ended with theesdarof Lee’s
Army of Northern Virginiato Union General UlysseS. Grantat Appomattox April9, 1865.
Scholars, however, have found out that the war lvhaget ended.Violence and political
atrocities continued into the Reconstruction Era, whidught mistrust and misguidan@eboth
North and South.

This analysis toucheah the social tensions causkeg military policies. My research
relied heavilyon published written records, tl@fficial Records of the War of the Rebellion, and
digitized newspapers available through the Lib@rZongress and other online databases.
More voice liein the stack®f archives covered with decadafsdust. Also, my study has little
to no black and female voices. Blacks and females experdetheeCivil War Era differently
than white males, justspoor southerners viewed the war differently than e/biaveowners.
Their relegation from this study was reluctant, buesultof the accesw available resources.

In the future, | intendo not only addo the research within these pages, but also add e of
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women and blacksHow did women view the racial enslavememi®@w did class conflict create
a division between poor and elite womeiH@w did free blacke the South feel about the uske
black soldiersn the North comparetb laborersan the South?Last, Northern vaiescannotbe
forgotten. This study focusednthe southern spheod influence, specifically a view from the
top halfof social hierarchy.The Civil War did not isolate itsetb the experiencesf the South,
andin orderto gain a better knowledg# the past, all stories musietold to better represent the
past.

| argued that social changes affected military stsgtegdasa result, military strategy
affected the way citizens thought about the weurrther, militarygenerals’ relationships and
aspirations hampered military success, which produegdtive emotions within southern
society. By emphasizing military awareness, class divisiotitany favoritism, and the political
friendships and personal aspiratiarikey Confederate generals; | wanteadonvey
Confederate military strategy ahdw changeable military campaigns becanvéewing
campaigns through a non-military perspective bs@al perspective, alerted the reatbethe
sensitivityof military polices. Political and military leadergswell asnewspaper
correspondents, soldiers, and the home front all &ffieitte Confederate military strategy and
the ultimate outcomef the Civil War. Also, by viewing the causes and outconoésnilitary
decisions through a social lens, readers will realhat the conflict affected more than just those
who servedn Confederat@r Union armies.Military battles maybe the most prominent visual
reminderof the war but the Civil War altered the social lasagseof American history.Non-
military factors, therefore, are jussimportant,if not more soin understanding Civil War

campaigns and strategy.
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In fact, by observing military awareness historians realize weaatdoes not solve a
countrys inner conflicts. Today, Americans struggle with segregation undezva mame.Since
the 1990s, and more prominently, sik@®1,Americans view Muslims with a sengédisdain
and difference.As history has shown, social conflict will ledéamilitary wars thatlo little to
solve thedifference between racial insecuritiesThisis why social and cultural histories are
important areasf study for the modern historiaMilitary histories have a sensé romanticism
and glory because the horiisrcovered with the emotiored honor and courage, but social and
cultural histories force the readeodook deep within themselves and adkave we have really

progresse@sa civilization and aociety?”
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