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Summer 2020 Officer’s Call 
What Price Prosperity? 

By Nicole Williams  

 The news media rarely, if ever, focuses on the impact 
on society and culture the price of economic growth. Nor do 
politicians.   This begs the question, what price is extracted 
from society and culture in the pursuit of economic growth, in 
particular, when the central and state governments along with 
the central bank play key roles, namely in the of the growth of 
debt as an asset and not a liability, state regulation, tax reve-
nue increases and regulatory capture by industry. The pursuit 
of prosperity has a dramatic impact on the demographic 
makeup of the South, our value system and ultimately the 
culture of the southern nation. 
 The period of Reconstruction set forth movement 
toward a new period of development as the South sought new 
methods to spur economic growth in an effort to recover from 
economic devastation resulting from the war. As industrializa-
tion marched slowly across the Republic, mill towns sprang 
up across the South. The College of William and Mary Center 
for Agricultural Research describes this as the result of the 
erosion of “agricultural self-sufficiency” that “trapped yeo-
men farmers in a cycle of debt”. This, in turn, led to the avail-
ability of a workforce of otherwise poor Southerners to take 
up factory jobs in exchange for the benefit of a regular 
wage.  Northern industrialists would utilize the economic dev-
astation of the South to their advantage. 
  This system of mill towns that sprang up across the 
South would be maintained well into the 20th century, as 
towns and cities such as Atlanta and Charlotte would come to 
view added economic growth as a means to modernize and 
grow their economies, resulting in increased tax revenues. 
Additionally, it was not unusual for municipal and state lead-
ers to view their citizens with embarrassment, pointing to 
their “economic and cultural backwardness” leading them to 
encourage economic growth and migration as a means to alter 
demographics and propel their economies into a position to 
challenge older industrial centers within the United States–
generally in the North. It was at this point that governments 
made the decision either implicitly or indirectly that culture 
was either of no consequence or that it needed to be de-
stroyed. This can be said to be the rise of what many refer to 
as the ‘New South’. 
 The result of the economic growth of the South, par-
ticularly in states such as North and South Carolina, Georgia, 
Tennessee, Florida, Texas and Virginia has resulted in an ex-
plosion of population growth.  According to the Harvard Uni-
versity Taubman Center for State and Local Government, the 

South’s “share of the national population has increased from 
24 percent to 30 percent since 1950. From 1950 to 2000, the 
average income in the South increased from 76 percent of the 
national average to 94 percent of the national average, while 
housing prices rose from 83 percent to 91 percent of the na-
tional average.” An economic success story by any conven-
tional means, and one that conveyed a reversal of economic 
malaise commonly associated with the region since the War 
for Southern Independence. Few, if any, policy analysts, much 
less elected leaders have spoken about what price this eco-
nomic growth has extracted on the native population in terms 
of social, cultural and political power. 
 Culture, according to the Cambridge University dic-
tionary is, ‘the way of life of a particular people, especially as 
shown in their ordinary behavior and habits, their attitudes 
toward each other, and their moral and religious be-
liefs’.   Culture is also not static, it is ever-changing but each 
movement in evolution in culture is directly related to what 
came before. It must be noted that what we refer to as South-
ern culture is a grouping of smaller cultures into one larger 
regional grouping; and these cultures developed throughout 
hundreds of years and are derivative of their British, Western 
European and African parent civilizations. Our Southern cul-
ture includes, but is by no means limited to, the Calvinistic 
Christianity of the Southern backcountry, the food, music, and 
the social bonds that link people and communities to one an-
other. These are but a sample of some of the things that ena-
bled people to take up arms, defend one another and even face 
the threat of death during the times of economic crisis, famine 
or war. What then happens to the South and Southern culture 
when governments prioritize economic development and pop-
ulation growth? 
 Data from CityLab show population growth in nearly 
all urban areas in the South over the past 10 years, while rural 
areas continue to demonstrate population decline correlated 
with job losses and business closures. Simply put, people are 
moving to where economic opportunity is available. This is 
not simply a regional migration as the Northeast and Rust Belt 
states have lost population and migration continues unabated 
to Sun Belt cities. The politics of the South have continued to 
shift along with this migration, as cities once considered to 
lean conservative or at least moderate have shifted, not only 
within the cities but also in the suburbs, to an affinity for left-
leaning political candidates. Tax revenues, unsurprisingly, 
have also continued to climb in these areas as migration and 
commercial and housing construction starts have skyrocketed. 
Migration has also lead to the election of an increasing num-
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General Executive Council 
  
Commander General   Joseph J. Smith, III 
Lt. Commander General  David J. Stringfellow 
Adjutant General   W. Michael Moore 
Chief of Staff   Byron E. Brady 
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Past Commander-in-Chief   Robert L. Hawkins, III 
Past Commander-in-Chief   John L. Echols, Sr. 
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As of this printing, the above are the National Officers.  The 
respective Army Elections are to be held in the late June/July 
timeframe. 

The MOS&B Officer’s Call, a leader among heritage maga-
zines, is published monthly by 
the Military Order of the Stars 
and Bars. The members of the 
MOS&B are descendants of the 
Confederate Officer Corps, elect-
ed government officials, and 
appointed governmental offi-
cials.  We are dedicated to the 
preservation and education of the 
memory of our ancestors and the 
traditional values of our Southern 
Heritage. Address all general 
business or advertising corre-

spondence to MOS&B IHQ, P O Box 18901, Raleigh, NC 
27619-8901. 

Order of the Southern Cross 

 The Order of the Southern Cross, 
founded in 1863 by General’s Polk and 
Cleburne of the Army of Tennessee, was 
originally created to provide financial assis-
tance to the families of soldiers who had lost 

their lives in the service of the Confederacy.         

 The Order of the Southern Cross was re-established in 
1979 as a philanthropic organization, dedicated to preserving our 
Southern Heritage through its Grants and Scholarship Programs.  
Since 1979, we have allocated more than $500,000 to these en-
deavors.   

 If you are an MOS&B Chapter or a 501(c)3 organiza-
tion and seeking financial assistance to help fund a Confederate 
Heritage project, we encourage you to contact us by visiting our 
website at www.orderofsoutherncross.com or by contacting 
James Alderman at alde711@aol.com.   

http://www.orderofsoutherncross.com
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*Securities offered through Farmers Financial Solutions, LLC 
 Member FINRA & SIPC 

National Officer Swearing In 
 
 Commander General Elect Joseph Judson Smith, III, 
and Lieutenant Commander General Elect David Stringfellow 
will be officially sworn into their respective offices by out-
going Commander General Byron Brady in a ceremony on 
June 21, 2020.  The invitation was sent out digitally to the Vir-
ginia Society members only and has been included in this mag-
azine for your reference.  The venue change has been due to the 
cancellation of the Annual Convention in Raleigh, NC due to 
COVID-19.  

 

Army Department Elections 
 
 The GEC has instructed the three Army Department 
Commanders to conduct the department elections by telecon-
ference call with their chapters on or prior to July 11, 2020.  
The IHQ has sent all Commanders a list of the active chapters 
in their departments.  Judge Advocate General Tarry Beasley is 
working with the Commanders on guidelines for their calls.  
ANV Department Commander, David Stringfellow, has sched-
uled his call on June 20, 2020.  AOT Department Commander, 
Rev John Killian, has scheduled his call on July 11, 2020.  
While ATM Department Commander, Dennis Brand, has 
scheduled his call on June 11, 2020.  All members of these 
Army Departments that participate in these scheduled calls will 
be allowed to vote for their respective Army Department Offic-
ers. 

 

Confederate Legacy Drive  
Update 

 
 The Confederate Legacy Drive for the 2018-2020 has 
concluded and the final totals are in.  There were 154 members 
from 23 states, the District of Columbia, and Canada that con-
tributed to this drive with contributions totaling $17,446.  
These contributions ranged from five dollars to $1000 with 64 
members giving more than $100 or more each.  Six members 
contributed $1000 and were awarded the Confederate Legacy 
Award.  The General Executive Council thanks the member-
ship for their generous contributions. 
 

 

 Proposed Edward Overton  
Cailleteau Recruitment Award 

 
 PGG Howard Jones and IHQ Manager Byron Brady 
will be proposing a new recruitment award named for Past 
Commander-in-Chief Ed Cailleteau who passed away in April 
2020.  The proposed resolution will read as follows: Edward 
Overton Cailleteau Recruitment Award – This award is named 
for Past Commander-in-Chief Edward Overton Cailleteau who 
served as our leader from 1988-1990.  It is presented annually 
to the individual MOS&B member securing the most new mem-
bers during the calendar year.  The winner of this award will 

be determined by the IHQ based on the “Recommending 
member’s name” line on Page 7 of the membership applica-
tion.  A monetary award of $50.00 will be given to any mem-
ber recruiting 25 or more members.  The winner of this 
award will receive a monetary award of $100.   
 
 This resolution will be at the next General Executive 
Council meeting for their approval that will be held on July 
11 as a Zoom meeting. 
 

National Convention Proposals 
 
 The General Executive Committee is now accepting 
bids for Chapters and Societies to host a future national con-
vention.  The 2021 National Convention will be hosted by the 
Texas Society on July 15 – 17, 2021.  The 2022 Convention 
is slated to be held within the Army of Tennessee Department 
area per protocol.  Should you with to bid for a national con-
vention, contact Time and Place Committee Chairman Tom-
my Rhodes at tbr3@gulftel.com. 
 

2020 National Convention 
Canceled 

 
 The 2020 Raleigh MOS&B National Convention 
was canceled by the General Executive Council during their 
April 25th teleconference call. 
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CIVIL WAR HISTORY 

JAMES COUNTRY MERCANTILE 

111 N. Main Liberty, MO 64068 

816-781-9473   FAX 816-781-1470 

jamescntry@aol.com   www.jamescountry.com 

 

 Everything Needed For The Living Historian! 

Ladies - Gentlemen - Civilian - Military 

Uniforms – Ladies Clothing  - Accoutrements—Weapons - Accessories 

YOUR PATRONAGE IS APPRECIATED! 

ber of municipal and state leaders who have no native links to 
the areas in which they represent. In short, this has resulted in 
the replacement of the native population (and culture) within 
these areas of economic growth. 
 Cultural replacement in these areas has taken the fo-
cus off of heritage celebrations, monuments, vernacular archi-
tecture, historic preservation efforts, and in fact, turned the 
tables back on the native culture and history of the area. Atlan-
ta has placed a number of “contextual” signage on Confederate 
monuments, the Museum of the Confederacy has shut in Rich-
mond, a war monument was removed in Winston-Salem (led 
no less by municipal leadership where the vast majority are not 
from North Carolina), and gun rights are restricted in areas 
where high levels of migration from the North and Midwest 
have overwhelmed the native population. Left-leaning candi-
dates have won office in Virginia, North Carolina and nearly 
won the governorship in the state of Georgia in 2018. All of 
this without regard for the people who created and gave life to 
these cities, towns, and regions. 
 The rural South, on the other hand, can be said to 
have been able to hold onto more of its cultural norms, tradi-
tions, and heritage. However, the focus on increasing tax reve-
nues at the expense of people has resulted in declining popula-
tions in many of the small towns and communities within the 
South. A recent article from the Pew Charitable Trusts on the 
loss of rural grocery stores outlines one of the many difficul-
ties that these areas have in retaining their native sons and 
daughters. It is not uncommon for small communities to look 
to an outside ‘savior’ such as a manufacturing facility or chem-
ical plant for economic rejuvenation.  Unfortunately, such ef-

From Page 1  forts may be a folly in the long term. Outside organizations will 
only utilize these areas for a low paid workforce; lax state envi-
ronmental regulations and tax benefits and will likely stay as 
long as it is economically beneficial. This creates a “race to the 
bottom” in the competition between areas in economic decline. 
Small town Southerners, particularly young people, will likely 
wish to relocate to the aforementioned urban areas, where their 
culture and social norms will be subsumed into the progressive, 
materialistic (and postmaterialistic) norms that now dominate 
many cities in the United States.  Thus, the result is that the 
regional distinctiveness of the South is further weakened. 
 The South from its genesis was an agrarian society, 
and this is irrevocably linked to the cultural customs of stew-
ardship of the land, faith, kinship and honor that defined our 
region from the 17th century through the mid-19th century. 
Despite political economist and philosopher, John Stuart Mill 
who in 1848, stated that cultural norms function to limit an in-
dividual’s pursuit of their self-interests, it has become the norm 
that society now functions to encourage self-interest, particular-
ly where that self-interest results in economic activity. The re-
sulting casualty is our heritage and cultural distinctiveness. 
 However, there are a few bright spots in this otherwise 
grim summary of our current situation. States such as North 
Carolina have enacted programs to attempt to spur on economic 
development for entrepreneurs in rural areas. However, the 
problem persists that states are being overwhelmed through an 
influx of migration from the north, and an emphasis on material 
wealth over kith and kin. Until there is a reset in our economy 
and society the diagnosis is rather dire. Southerners must take 
active steps within their local communities to support local 
businesses, teach their children to take an active interest in their 
heritage and elect officials who will not sell out the past and 

http://www.jamescountry.com/
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 Staff and Committee Chairmen 
  
Archivist General  Jeffrey Massey  Awards Chair  Lee Lance 
Chaplain General  Preston Irving  Teacher of the Year Chair Robert William Turk 
Communications General Toni R. Turk  Finance Chair  Conway B. Moncure 
Editor General  Jeffrey L. Sizemore  Grants Chair  David J. Stringfellow 
Historian General  Ben Willingham  Literary Chair  Richard Rhone 
Quartermaster General Devin Lindsey  Membership Chair  David J. Stringfellow 
Webmaster General  Stephen McGehee  Real Sons Chair  J. Troy Massey 
Genealogist General Larry Martin  Scholarship Chair  Ron Perdue 
Comptroller General  Conway B. Moncure Time & Place Chair Tommy Rhodes, III 
Registered Agent  Richard H Knight, Jr. War/Military Service Chair Greg Eanes 
Inspector General  Albert Jones, Jr.  Handbook Chair  Tommy Rhodes, III 
Parliamentarian  T. Tarry Beaseley, II Leadership Seminar Johnnie L. Holley, Jr. 
Lt. Communication General David McMahon  IHQ Manager  Byron E. Brady 

future generations for the benefit of the present. 
 
About Nicole Williams 
 
Nicole Elizabeth Williams is a public policy professional and 
former political campaign staffer. She holds two postgraduate 
degrees from the University of Glasgow in the fields of public 
policy and political communication and is a 2010 graduate of 
Tulane University. She previously worked as a staffer for a Mem-
ber of Parliament in the House of Commons in Great Britain prior 
to returning to the United States. Her primary area of focus is the 
intersection of Southern colonial history and its effect on contem-
porary culture with a particular focus on the Scots-Irish. Nicole is 
from north Georgia and currently resides in Virginia.  
 
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/what-price-prosperity/ 
 

New Membership Application 
Protocol 

Gentleman of the Order, 

 I need your assistance on some very important issues. As 
many of you know, our records are now in Oklahoma City and I 
recently attended the G.E.C. Meeting there and went through 
some of the file cabinets. Some of the individual member files are 
simple, some are overstuffed with paper! This comes from appli-
cants sending everything they feel is relevant to the application. 

  The G.E.C. has chosen the Commander General, Adju-
tant General, Genealogist General, Archivist General and Head 
Quarters as the only members who can access the records. The 
one exception to the rules is Researchers and Scholars who are 
learning about the very heroes we are honoring and how they still 
live today through us, their descendants. They are supervised 
when in the records room.  

Once an individual submits an application to a Chapter and the 
Chapter forwards it to the State Society, the Chapter is not al-
lowed to keep a copy of the complete application. Once the State 
Society has signed the application, the State society may not keep 
a copy of the application. Indeed, the Genealogist General is not 

allowed to keep copies once they are approved. So, if you 
have been keeping copies please destroy them at once. 

 Next, before you sign the application, please make 
sure the application is filled out completely by; 

(1) Type the applications. Handwritten applications will not 
be accepted. Handwritten applications once scanned and 
emailed can be very hard to read. The forms are auto 
fill…please follow the directions. 

(2) Print them on standard 8 ½ X 11 copy paper, single sided 
please! Headquarters must scan them, so please make sure 
the application is clear and legible. Double sided and legal-
size paper applications and proofs will be returned to the 
sender untouched. 

(3) Before you sign the application make sure all dates and 
names are filled out. Do not use “About” or “Before” dates 
on the application. Make sure it is complete! Proofread it 
several times, when we are tired, we miss things! 

(4) Make sure you have (1) one primary proof per genera-
tion. That means a birth certificate, death certificate, census 
records (1850-1940 only), family bible records, or a book on 
the family genealogy printed prior to 1970. The primary 
proof must show 2 generations, child to parents. Please do 
NOT send me your Ancestry Pages, Other Genealogy web-
site pages. The primary proofs from a website are fine. Your 
personal pages are not. “Find a Grave” is also not a primary 
proof. Headstone pictures are not either, unless your family 
bible matches it!  Headquarters receives applications with 5-
6 pages per generation. This is a lot for HQ to sort through. 
Keep it simple, please. One proof per generation! 

(5) Make sure the contact information for the applicant is 
correct. I sometimes need to speak to the applicant. 

(6) State Society Genealogists, please send me your contact 
information as well. It makes it easier to discuss issues if we 
work together.  

(7) Legacy applications need to be completely filled out and 
proofs for all generations enclosed as well. Each member 
has their own file and the files are stored by year approved. 
This practice keeps the applications complete.  

https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/what-price-prosperity/
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(8) When doing an application using our Collateral Database 
you only need to prove your lineage from you to the Most Re-
cent Common Ancestor listed on the database. But you MUST 
complete the application for every generation from you to the 
ancestor. Again, a complete application must be submitted, or 
it will be returned to you. 

 I am here to assist your Chapters grow! I have been 
privileged to be appointed your Genealogist General for the last 
6 years. I have served four Commander Generals and have a 
good relationship with each of them. They served our Order 
well and like them, I want to see our Order grow and prosper 
with new members. If you need help with Genealogy, simply 
ask me. It is my privilege to assist you. 

 If you have any questions, I will be very happy to help 
you! 

Larry Martin, DCS 

Genealogist General 

Awards Program 
 
 The 2020 MOS&B Awards Program is completed.  
Since the Awards Luncheon scheduled for the Raleigh Conven-
tion will not be held, IHQ will notify all top award winners 
personally.  These awards will be mailed to the recipients this 
summer either individually or to their Society Commanders.  
They will also be recognized in the MOS&B Officer’s Call in 
this issue and the one thereafter.  Missouri Society and Texas 
Society awards will be presented in person by CG Brady. 
 

2020 Literary Award Winners 
 
 Dr. Richard Rhone, Literary Awards Program Chair-
man, has announced the winners of the following literary 
awards. 
 
Douglas Southall Freeman Award: The Great Partnership by 
Christian Keller. 
 
General Basil Duke Award: Pickett or Pettigrew? An Histori-
cal Essay by Captain W. R. Bond and reprinted by the Scup-
pernong Press. 
 
John Esten Cooke Fiction Award: Lacewood: A Novel of Time 
and Place by Jessica James. 
 

2020 Scholarship Recipients 
 

 Commander Ron Perdue, Scholarship Committee 

Chairman, has announced the six winners of the National 

MOS&B Scholarships for 2020.  These scholarship recipi-

ents are as follows: 

 

Robert E. Lee Scholarship: Maxlin Crystal Adair of St. 

George, SC and Hampton James Cooper of Raleigh, NC. 

 

Lt. General Nathan B. Forrest Scholarship: Jackson Pe-

ter Barr of Houston, TX, Katie Anne Cannon of Jarreau, 

LA, Chelsea Elaine Emmick of Dallas, TX, and Savan-

nah Eliza Watts of Athens, IL. 

  

No Comparison Between  
Grant and Lee 
By James Ronald Kennedy  

 
 Over a century and a half has passed since Confeder-
ate States General Robert E. Lee surrendered the Army of 
Northern Virginia to General Ulysses S. Grant. Yet, despite 
surrender by one and victory by the other, controversy contin-
ues regarding which man better represents the virtues of hon-
or, duty, and American patriotism. For those who believe that 
might makes right, then the answer is clear—trial by combat 
has pronounced General Grant as America’s icon of patriot-
ism, valor and honor. But from the South there lingers the 
refrain penned by Father Ryan, the Poet Priest of the Confed-
eracy, “The triumphs of might are transient—they pass and 
are forgotten—the sufferings of right are graven deepest on 
the chronicle of nations.” There exists an antagonistic gulf 
between the estimations of two different peoples as they take 
measure of the men who championed their nation’s cause. In 
reality Lee and Grant cannot be compared but only contrasted. 
Grant the Champion of One Nation Indivisible 
 
 If Grant had any political philosophy at all it was that 
of an American nationalist. His nationalist fever arose from 
his military training at West Point and his military experience 
in the Mexican-American War (1846-48). Grant ranked num-
ber 21 out of 39 in the class of 1843.[1]  Although never 
known as a deep thinker in political or theological matters, he 
followed the nationalist views of Alexander Hamilton, Henry 

https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/author/jr-kennedy/
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/no-comparison-between-grant-and-lee/#_ftn1
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Clay, Daniel Webster, and Abraham Lincoln. All of 
these American nationalists stressed the supremacy 
of the national (federal) government. Alexander 
Hamilton (1757-1804), is the father of American 
nationalism. Hamilton: …wanted to use the (federal 
government’s) centralized power to subsidize busi-
ness in particular,…so as to make them supportive 
of an ever-growing state…(He) believed that the 
new American government should pursue the 
course of national and imperial glory, just like the 
British, French, and Spanish empires.”[2] 
 
 Grant’s radical nationalism is demonstrat-
ed by the fact that he wanted to expel the French 
from Mexico. After Appomattox he sent 50,000 
troops to the Texas-Mexican border and provided 
30,000 rifles to Mexican guerrillas.[3] No doubt he 
hoped to establish a puppet government in Mexico 
that would be subservient to the U.S. federal gov-
ernment, as was eventually done in the conquered 
Confederate States.[4] 

 Nationalists owe their primary allegiance to the national 
government and said allegiance is seldom constrained by tradi-
tional Christian morality. Grant’s apologists attempt to obscure 
Grant’s moral failings by draping him in the robes of one 
“fighting to end slavery.” But Grant’s wife held personal slaves 
at the beginning of the war. These slaves were not freed by Lin-
coln’s Emancipation Proclamation. Lincoln’s Proclamation ap-
plied to slaves in territories controlled by the Confederate States 
while exempting slaves in territories controlled by the United 
States.  Mrs. Grant’s slaves were freed well after the War by the 
passage of the Thirteenth Amendment. According to one ac-
count, Grant’s excuse for not freeing his wife’s slaves was that 
“good help is so hard to come by these days.”[5] 

 During the War, General Grant followed the United 
States’ war policy of attempting to inflict starvation on Southern 
civilians—an act of war that was a violation of international mor-
al standards for civilized warfare. One of Grant’s orders was, “In 
pushing up the Shenandoah Valley…it is desirable that nothing 
should be left to invite the enemy to return…such as cannot be 
consumed destroy…”[6] In 1863, Grant wrote: Rebellion has 
assumed that shape now that it can only terminate by the com-
plete subjugation of the South…It is our duty to weaken the ene-
my, by destroying their means of subsistence, withdrawing their 
means of cultivating their fields, and in every other way possi-
ble.”[7] 

 So successful were the invader’s efforts to induce civil-
ian starvation that by 1865 over 500,000 Southerners were with-
out the necessities of life and many died of starvation—and this 
number accounts for starvation in only four of the Southern 
states.[8] 

 Implicit in the Northern claim that Grant was fighting to 
free slaves is the claim that such men would naturally be free of 
racial bias. It is treated as heresy to question the racial motives of 
men who were “fighting to free the slaves.” But Grant’s life 
leaves little to recommend him to modern day social justice war-
riors. Grant was an outspoken anti-Semite. In 1862 Grant issued 

his infamous General Order 11 that expelled 
all Jews from his area of command.[9] But 
Jews were not his only targets of racial hatred. 
As president, Grant would place his and his 
political cronies’ interests in Black Hills 
(Montana) gold above the legitimate treaty 
rights of American Indians. In a message to 
Congress he declared, “…I see no substi-
tute…except in placing all the Indians on 
large reservations.” A treaty with the Indians 
signed in 1868 gave the Lakota Sioux exclu-
sive control of the Black Hills but President 
Grant saw the exploitation of Black Hills’ 
gold as a way to lift the 1874 national 
(Northern) economy.[10] Grant’s solution was 
to provoke a war with the Indians and thereaf-
ter declare the treaty to be void and occupy 
the Black Hills as spoils of war.[11] Grant’s 
plan to incite a war with the Indians was simi-
lar to the way in which Lincoln provoked the 
South to “fire the first shot” at Fort Sum-
ter.[12] At least subsequent generations of 

American Indians got some form of justice when in 1975 a 
federal court judge noted that “President Grant’s duplici-
ty…A more ripe and rank case of dishonorable dealing will 
never, in all probability, be found in our history.”[13] 

 Grant’s apologists are quick to claim that Grant was 
an advocate of black civil rights. Yet while Grant favored 
allowing newly freed slaves down South to vote, he did noth-
ing for civil rights for blacks up North or civil rights for Chi-
nese in California. Efforts to allow Northern blacks to vote 
had been rejected on numerous occasions in most of the 
Northern states and the very few that did allow blacks to vote 
had an almost non-existent black population, i.e., graciously 
allowing blacks to vote would have little if any impact on the 
mostly white election returns in Northern states. The point 
being that white Republican rule in the North and West 
would be secure. 
 
 Grant became very interested in black Southern 
votes after the 1870-1 off-year election in which his Republi-
can party lost numerous House and Senate seats. Grant be-
came interested in black Southern votes only when it became 
evident that black Southern votes would be the only way to 
keep Congress under Republican control. During Recon-
struction the Republican Party and Grant’s Administration 
skillfully used the technique of “divide and rule” to maintain 
Republican political dominance over the South and thereby 
assure Republican control of Congress.[14] 

 Perhaps the most damning evidence of Grant’s dis-
missive attitude toward blacks was his dismissal of his Attor-
ney General, Amos Akerman. Akerman, a Southerner, was 
very active in suppressing white Southern efforts to remove 
Northern controlled puppet state governments and regain 
control of their state governments. These “efforts” often took 
on similar violent characteristics as the violence and threats 
of violence used by the federal government sponsored, pro-
Republican, Union League.[15] Akerman was also seeking 
to punish individuals close to the President who were in-
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volved in the numerous scandals associated with Grant’s Ad-
ministration. Columbus Delano, Grant’s Secretary of the Interi-
or, complained about Akerman to Grant. President Grant, in an 
effort to protect his friends, demanded Akerman’s resignation. 
Grant replaced Akerman with George Williams who was later 
forced to resign due to accusations of bribery.[16] 

 Grant was keen to take advantage of his position as 
President to increase his personal fortunes. The numerous 
scandals during his administration would not be matched until 
the arrival of globalism, Wall Street crony capitalism, and the 
Washington, DC Deep State. It was during Grant’s Admin-
istration that the term “lobbyist” became a common expres-
sion. It was said the Grant used the lobby of the Willard Hotel 
to sit and smoke cigars. Well-connected power brokers would 
meet Grant in the lobby seeking favors—thus the term lobby-
ist—although the term was used as early as 1842 to describe 
efforts of Whigs to persuade Congress to secure protection for 
their pet business schemes.[17] 

 Grant was a man of modest 
financial means, whose personal am-
bitions were not guided by any real 
political or theological philosophy. 
He lived a life filled with the death of 
thousands of the men under his com-
mand, and his enemies, both military 
and civilian, in the South. His politi-
cal career was one filled with scandal. 
At the time of his death he was penni-
less and in debt. His wife, though, did 
reap a fortune from the sale of his 
memoirs which were published short-
ly after his death. 
Lee the Champion of the Republic 
of Sovereign States. 
 
 Robert E. Lee was the son of the Revolutionary War 
hero Light Horse Henry Lee. Although born into Virginia’s 
plantation society, Lee’s life was not one of ease and leisure. 
His father’s poor financial activities left the family in a less 
than admirable financial condition. Lee was part of Virginia’s 
high society but his meager finances meant he would have to 
earn his own living.[18] An appointment by Senator John C. 
Calhoun of South Carolina to West Point provided Lee an op-
portunity to make his mark in the world. In 1829 Lee graduat-
ed second in a class of 46.[19]  Lee received no demerits dur-
ing his four years at West Point. As a young man he demon-
strated that he was a man who held himself to high standards. 

 During the War, unlike the invader’s army, Lee de-
manded that his men refrain from pillaging when the Confeder-
ate Army invaded the North during the Gettysburg campaign. 
In an order issued to his troops Lee reminded them that: 
 
 It must be remembered that we make war only upon 
armed men, and that we cannot take vengeance for the wrongs 
our people have suffered without lowering ourselves in the 
eyes of all whose abhorrence has been excited by the atrocities 
of our enemies, and offending Him to whom vengeance be-
longeth…[20] 

 Notice how Lee identifies his fellow Southerners as 
“our people” and he instructs his troops not to fall prey to the 
desire to seek vengeance against innocent Northern civilians 
even though Northern armies were currently committing 
“atrocities” against innocent Southern civilians. Notice also 
that Lee instructs his troops to be careful not to make war in a 
manner that would offend God. 
 
 Lee held strong political and theological beliefs. He 
was a practicing Christian. His moral standards were firmly 
based in the Holy Bible. Lee readily acknowledged his Chris-
tian faith: I can only say that I am nothing but a poor sinner, 
trusting in Christ alone for salvation.[21] 

 Lee’s political views were a natural part of Virginia 
society. While he loved the United States, it was a love that 
was conditioned upon a mutuality of respect among the States 
as required by the Constitution. Lee’s refusal to make war 
against his native state when offered a command position in 

the Union Army in 1861 is in 
line with the attitude of another 
Virginian of an earlier era. Pat-
rick Henry declared in 1787, 
“The first thing I have at heart is 
American liberty, second thing is 
American Union.”[22] For Lee, 
just like Patrick Henry, liberty 
always trumps government. This 
principle was taught at West 
Point—although not every cadet 
took it to heart. The first text-
book on the Constitution used at 
West Point taught that States had 
the right to secede from the Un-
ion.[23] Many future Confeder-
ate officers were taught at West 
Point that the Union was based 

upon mutual respect and benefits.  If that mutuality of respect 
and benefits was abandoned, then the Sovereign State was no 
longer bound to the Union.[24] This is why Virginia, and oth-
er Sovereign States, reserved the right to withdraw their con-
sent to the new Union when they ratified the Constitution in 
1787-8. It is also the reason they insisted upon the Ninth and 
Tenth Amendments to the new Constitution. Lee understood 
this Constitutional principle and he was proud to lead his peo-
ple in the defense of the right of a free people to live under a 
government based upon the free and unfettered consent of the 
governed—an American principle proclaimed in the Declara-
tion of Independence. 

 Slavery is routinely used by leftwing Northern apolo-
gists when attempting to minimize Lee’s high moral and ethi-
cal character. They find this necessary because Lee’s high 
standards are in such sharp contrast with the low standards of 
Northern men such as Grant, Sherman, and Butler. Leftwing 
Northern apologists, while writing about Lee, will often admit 
his high standards but then attempt to debunk Lee by declar-
ing, “How well the Southern mythmakers have done their job. 
It is so easy to forget the reality of slavery, and see the war 
through the eyes of sentimental storytellers…”[25] A well-
known “History” website ended its reasonably fair evaluation 
of General Lee with the following false and slanderous nation-
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alist disclaimer: 

 While Lee did not support secession, he never defended 
the rights of slaves. Instead, he led the Confederates as they at-
tempted to dissolve the United States that his own father helped 
create.[26] 

 Leftwing Northern apologists use slavery to distort his-
torical and constitutional reality. They conveniently overlook the 
fact that slavery was legal in all thirteen American Colonies when 
they seceded from their union with the British Empire.[27] How 
easy it is for leftwing Northern apologists to forget that slavery 
existed 72 years longer in the Northern state of Massachusetts 
than it did in the Southern state of Mississippi or that the financial 
capital that built New England’s industrial empire was obtained 
by New England states that were actively engaged in the nefarious 
international slave trade. How easy it is for leftwing Northern 
apologists to ignore the fact that until Northern radical abolition-
ists turned slavery into a political issue, there were more abolition 
societies in the South than the North and legislatures in states 
such a Virginia were holding sincere discussions about abolishing 
slavery. [28] 

 Lee’s attitude about slavery was summed up in a letter he 
wrote shortly before the War. In his letter Lee declared, “In this 
enlightened age, there are few I believe, but what will not 
acknowledge, that slavery as an institution, is a moral and politi-
cal evil in any country.”[29] Lee’s attitude toward black South-
erners is best demonstrated by an incident that took place in Rich-
mond shortly after the War: 

 In St. Paul’s Church in Richmond, Virginia, June, 1865, 
…When the priest offered a call to Holy Communion, a tall, well-
dressed black man approached the communion table first ahead of 
the white congregation, causing shock. For an awkward moment 
the congregation did not move. Then Lee rose, walked to the 
communion rail and knelt near the black man…this had a magic 
effect upon the other communicants…who went forward to the 
communion table.[30] 

 In a time of political and social uncertainty and fear, Lee 
reacted as one would expect a Christian to react. No wonder the 
leftwing Northern apologists constantly attempt to smear the char-
acter of General Robert E. Lee. But Lee’s character has inspired 
favorable commentary from national and international leaders. 
 Winston Churchill wrote that General Lee was, “…one 
of the noblest Americans who ever lived, and one of the greatest 
captains in the history of war.” World War II British hero General 
Montgomery described Lee as “possibly the best American mili-
tary thinker and organizer of those days…”[31]       

 Union General Winfield Scott once declared that Lee 
was “the very best soldier that I ever saw in the 
field.”[32] President John F. Kennedy boldly declared of the 
South and Lee: 

 As a New Englander, I recognize that the South is still 
the land of Washington, who made our Nation, of Jefferson, who 
shaped its direction, and of Robert E. Lee who, after gallant fail-
ure, urged those who had followed him in bravery to reunite 

America in purpose and courage.[33] 

 When President Eisenhower was questioned why 
the President of the United States would have a photograph 
of General Robert E. Lee in his presidential office, Presi-
dent Eisenhower wrote back: 
 
 General Robert E. Lee was, in my estimation, one 
of the supremely gifted men produced by our Nation. He 
believed unswervingly in the Constitutional validity of his 
cause …Through all his many trials, he remained selfless 
almost to a fault and unfailing in his faith in God … he was 
noble as a leader and … unsullied as I read the pages of our 
history … a nation of men of Lee’s caliber would be un-
conquerable in spirit and soul … Such are the reasons that I 
proudly display the picture of this great American on my 
office wall.[34] 

 When men of such high social standing are will-
ing to make public their respect for General Lee, it calls to 
question the character of those leftwing Northern apolo-
gists who attempt to smear General Lee. One can only 
wonder if perhaps their dedication to their leftist ideology 
is the real motive for attempting to convince the world that 
Lee’s ideas are not worthy of consideration. Why would 
leftist fear Lee’s ideas about government? 
 
 In August of 1870 General Lee, after viewing the 
results of the North’s victory, in a private meeting he told 
the former Confederate Governor of Texas: Governor, if I 
had foreseen the use those people designed to make of their 
victory, there would have been no surrender at Appomattox 
Courthouse; no, sir, not by me. Had I foreseen these results 
of subjugation, I would have preferred to die at Appomat-
tox with my brave men, my sword in this right hand.[35] 

 These words of indictment against the victorious 
Northern political regime are similar to his thought ex-
pressed in a December, 1866, letter to Lord Acton: I con-
sider it (States’ Rights) as the chief source of stability to 
our political system, whereas the consolidation of the states 
into one vast republic, sure to be aggressive abroad and 
despotic at home.[36] 

 Such words are dangerous, especially to those 
who benefit from the “consolidated” supreme federal gov-
ernment and its, Deep State, ruling elites. Perhaps this is 
the real reason why American nationalists are so eager to 
slander General Robert E. Lee. 
 General Robert E. Lee stands in sharp contrast not 
only to General Grant but to all of the left-of-center, politi-
cally correct, sycophants of America’s globalist, supreme 
federal government and its Deep State. The supreme feder-
al government that rules America today has become the 
government of Lee’s prediction—an unconstitutional su-
preme federal government that is, “despotic at home.” 
 

[1] https://civilwarintheeast.com/west-point-officers-in-the-civil-
war/class-of-1843/ accessed 4/11/2020. 
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Book Review:  Old Times There 
Should Not Be Forgotten  

 
(Shotwell Publishing, 2020) by Leslie R. Tucker (Author) 

 
By Michael Potts, Ph.D., is Professor of Philosophy at  
Methodist University in Fayetteville, North Carolina. 

 
 If I were to classify my own regional sense of identity, I 
would say I am a Tennessean born and bred first; second, a North 
Carolinian by adoption; third, a Southerner, and finally, an Ameri-
can. Like Leslie Tucker, I am disturbed by the destruction of his-
tory that continues by means of the removal of Confederate monu-
ments. Supposedly this is due to the War for Southern Independ-
ence being caused by slavery and the monuments to Confederate 
soldiers being built as symbols of racism. Tucker effectively an-
swers this charge in an unusual way: he presents the history of the 
American South from colonial times to the present day. He attacks 
a group of historians he calls the “librevs,” or “liberal revision-
ists,” who seek to disparage the South for slavery and for its racist 
policies against Blacks that began in the late 1880s and 1890s. 
 
 Tucker’s thesis is simple: that although the South was 
wrong in having slavery and wrong for its apartheid “Jim Crow” 
laws, it should not be singled out for those wrongs. The North was 
also a racist region, as Tucker shows by an examination of laws 
designed to exclude Blacks from entering northern states and 
northern laws banning interracial marriage. He notes that most 
Americans, even the “intelligentsia,” were racists until well after 
World War II. He is correct on this point—a classic example is the 
Eugenics Movement, which advocated sterilizing the mentally ill, 
those with severe birth defects, and often, those of “inferior rac-
es.” It is interesting to note that by far, both in numbers and per 
capita, the greatest number of people sterilized lived in California. 
I would add one (admittedly anecdotal) report of police brutality 
in New York City against the great jazz pianist Bud Powell, who 
walked with a limp the rest of his life due to a brutal beating by a 
police officer. Thus, the South should not be considered the only 
guilty party regarding racism when the north committed similar 
wrongs against Blacks. 
 
 Tucker correctly distinguishes the causes of secession 
from the causes of the War for Southern Independence. The for-
mer, he believes, was primarily due to economic reasons with the 
extension of slavery into the territories being the predominate is-
sue, along with other issues such as the high tariff. He holds that 
people tend to act from self-interest, and that often, seemingly 
altruistic motives hide a person’s economic self-interest. The 
planters in the South thought that it was in their self-interest to 
allow territories to decide whether they wanted to be slave or free. 
Slavery was much of the basis for the Southern economy, and 
given the ideal climate and terrain to support large agricultural 

estates, it was al-
most inevitable giv-
en the standard prac-
tices of the time. He 
criticizes the librevs 
for “presentism,” the 
assumption that peo-
ple in the past 
should be judged by 
the same moral 
standards accepted 
today. Slavery was 
generally accepted 
in both the South 
and the North. 
Tucker also notes 
that the first aboli-
tionist societies 
were in the South. 
The cooler climate 

and terrain of much of the North was not conducive to large 
estates, so the economy, at least after the Industrial Revolu-
tion, was driven by manufacturing. The War between the 
States was mainly a battle over two economic visions of how 
to compete in the world markets. 
 
 I take Tucker’s views as a corrective to overly-
romanticized views of the Southern planters as intellectual 
aristocrats working to preserve traditional Western civiliza-
tion. Richard Weaver, who is overall an excellent writer on 
the South, tends to fall into this trap. Tucker focuses on eco-
nomic rather than broader cultural motivations as moving 
both the planters in the South and the industrialists in the 
North, although he does not deny that other motivations may 
have come into play. At times he comes close to Thomas 
Hobbes’ psychological egoism, the notion that every human 
being acts only from self-interest, though Tucker prefers the 
position that people primarily, but not exclusively, are moti-
vated by self-interest. When the self-interest of the industri-
alists with their desire for big government and high tariffs 
clashed with the planters’ self-interest of small government 
(states’ rights) and low tariffs, there was bound to be con-
flict, although it was not necessary for the conflict to degen-
erate into war. Although his view of human nature is, to me, 
overly cynical, he is correct in holding that economic issues 
are most often the causes of war. 
 
 Tucker correctly surmises that the Southern states 
had the legal right to secede from the United States. Once 
they did, the constitutional course the North should have 
taken was to recognize the independence of the Confederate 
States. Abraham Lincoln, motivated by economic reasons (a 
desire to keep receiving Southern tariff money and a desire 
to continue to exploit Southern markets) provoked the South 
into an attack at Fort Sumter. Tucker recognizes Lincoln for 
the tyrant he was, with his suspension of habeus corpus, his 
mass arrests of political opponents, disenfranchisement and 
intimidation of voters in Maryland, and his waging aggres-
sive “total war” to annihilate the South. He also points out 
the truth about Lincoln’s racial attitudes; he did not support 
equality of the races and desired to send former slaves to 
South America and Africa. He does not address, however, 
the librev claim that Lincoln changed his mind late in the 

https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/no-comparison-between-grant-and-lee/
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/no-comparison-between-grant-and-lee/
https://amzn.to/38J7IGW
https://amzn.to/38J7IGW
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war due to his encounters with Frederick Douglass. I would 
hope that he or other scholars sympathetic to the South address 
this claim. 
 
 Tucker is clearly passionate about the denial of rights 
to Blacks not only in the South, but in the entire United States. 
He notes the bad behavior of the former planters (at least in the 
Deep South states) who with their descendants worked to pass 
Jim Crow laws. Most of them already had Blacks working on 
their plantations for low pay. He lauds the Civil Rights Move-
ment for restoring Black rights, especially voting rights, and 
for ending forced segregation. However, he does not let the 
North off the hook, recognizing that in many places in the 
North, racial prejudice was far worse than that found in the 
South. The view that the North was virtuous on race and the 
South vicious does not stand up to historical scrutiny. Since 
that is the case, there is no need to condemn Southern monu-
ments due to racism in the South when the United States as a 
whole was racist. 
 
 All Tucker asks is for Southerners to be able to honor 
their heritage and ancestors and keep their monuments. South-
ern identity has already been largely lost due to urbanization 
and other social forces, but it is unfair for Northerners and 
Southern scalawags to demand that the Southerners who cele-
brate their Southern identity must give that up. He challenges 
Blacks to allow Southerners to celebrate their heritage without 
necessarily agreeing with everything that Southerners did in a 
different era when national standards on race were different. 
Blacks are part of the South, too, and have a similar culture to 
White Southerners. They share an (often) Fundamentalist or 
Evangelical Protestant religion, a similar diet, and similar cus-
toms. Jazz is as much a product of the South as country music, 
and both should be valued. As Blacks have the right to cele-
brate their culture, why shouldn’t all Southerners, including 
those descended from Confederate veterans (which include 
Black Confederate veterans) be allowed to celebrate their cul-
ture? As Blacks honor Martin Luther King with statues and 
have every right to do so, why should Whites not honor their 
heroes such as the noble Robert E. Lee with statues and other 
monuments. A significant minority of Blacks do not go along 
with the political correctness of White liberals; Tucker calls the 
rest of them to realize that all those who celebrate their South-
ern identity, Black and White, should be permitted to honor it. 
To deny the past is to deny one’s identity. 
 
 Tucker may sound unpatriotic to some Americans due 
to his denial of American exceptionalism and opposition to 
imperialism. However, this is due, Tucker believes, to South-
erners bowing to Northern propaganda and putting their Amer-
ican identity above their Southern identity. Tucker, who is an 
“unreconstructed Southerner” puts his Southern identity first. I 
agree with Tucker; it is inappropriate to put a modern nation-
state such as the United States on a pedestal and label it “a 
shining city set on a hill.” Such a view may be consistent with 
New England Puritanism, but historically it denies the econom-
ically self-interested motives that drove most Europeans to the 
American colonies and later, to the United States. I also find 
the near-worship by many Americans of the country to be 
close to idolatry, which is dangerous—we must not forget what 
Hitler and the Nazis did with extreme nationalism. 
 

 Even a thoughtful book such as Tucker’s contains 
some errors. Although he is correct in holding that academic 
journals of history often label historians sympathetic to the 
South as “controversial” but those on the other side as 
“innovative” or “independent,” his example of the latter, Eliz-
abeth Fox-Genovese is not a good choice. He labels her as a 
“communist historian,” but this does not apply to her later 
career. She began as a Marxist but eventually converted to 
Roman Catholicism. She was culturally conservative and con-
sidered by many to be a “conservative feminist”. Nor is her 
attitude toward the South a hostile one. I would hope that if 
there is a second edition of the book that Tucker would use a 
different example. 
 
 An unfortunate, and very serious, error is Tucker’s 
statement about “Southern Democrats such as Grover Cleve-
land and William Jennings Bryan…” (p. 159). Cleveland was 
from New York State, having served as mayor of Buffalo and 
then as governor of New York. Bryan was from Nebraska. 
This should be corrected as soon as possible in any new print-
ing of the book. 
 
 There is so much more information in this book, and 
it is well worth reading. Tucker’s take on the South is refresh-
ing, for he is willing to admit the South’s faults, support the 
justice of the South’s reasons for fighting (independence), 
recognize the racial sins of the North, and affirm the need to 
stop removing Southern monuments due to a misplaced sense 
of virtue. The tone is irenic throughout. The reader will also 
learn a great deal of history that is no longer taught in academ-
ia due to academia’s anti-Southern prejudice. Overall, despite 
some flaws, I recommend this book as a unique and refreshing 
defense of Southerners respecting their heritage and ancestors. 
 
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/review/the-recovery-of-
history/ 
 

Announcement of Major  
National Awards Recipients 

 
 Since the 2020 National MOS&B Awards Program 
has made their recommendations and since the Award Lunch-
eon to honor these individuals will not take place this year, the 
Awards Committee has announced the following major win-
ners of this year’s awards.  These recipients will either receive 
their awards individually either via mail, a chapter meeting, or 
state society meeting.  Pictures of these presentations will 
appear in future publications.  The recipients of these distin-
guished awards are as follows: 
 
Robert E. Lee Chalice: Rev John Harrison Killian, Sr. of Ala-
bama 
AOT Gold Star Award: William Michael Moore of Mississip-
pi  
 
ATM Gold Star Award; Johnnie L. Holley, Jr. of Texas 
 
Distinguished Commander Service Award: Martin Stakes 
Lane of Virginia, Beverly Matthews Leigh, III of Alabama, 
Harry Wade Watt of North Carolina 

https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/review/the-recovery-of-history/
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/review/the-recovery-of-history/
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Judah P. Benjamin Award: Senator John M. Alexander, Jr of 
North Carolina, and Senator Harry Brown of North Carolina 
 
Varina Howell Davis Award: Catherine Ann Mortimer of Cali-
fornia 
 
Randall Bracken Jones National Teacher of the Year: Charles 
Kelly Barrow of Griffin, GA 
 
Colonel Walter H. Taylor Best Society Newsletter Award: The 
Lone Star Dispatch, Texas Society 
 
Captain John Morton Best Chapter Newsletter Award: Shepard’s  
Battery Dispatch, MG W. H. C. Whitting Chapter #305 - 
Willington, NC 
 
Colonel Walter Hopkins Distinguished Chapter Award: General 
Lawrence Sullivan Ross Chapter # 184 - San Antonio, TX 
 
 

MOS&B Recruitment at the  
National SCV Reunion in  
St. Augustine, Florida 

 
 The National MOS&B will man a recruitment table at 
the 2020 SCV National Reunion to be held at the World Golf 
Village Resort in St. Augustine, Florida.  This event will be from 
July 15 – 18, 2020.  If you are able to attend and are willing to 
help man the recruitment table, please contact CG Byron Brady 
at bryronbrady@aol.com. 
 

MOS&B Invited to SCV  
Museum Dedication 

 
 The National MOS&B has been invited to bring greet-
ings at the opening of the new National Confederate Museum at 
the SCV headquarters in Elm Springs, TN.  This event has been 
postponed due to COVID-19 and will be rescheduled later this 
summer. 
 
 The SCV will also host the re-interment of Confederate 
General Nathan Bedford Forest and his wife on the grounds of 
Elm Springs.  The National MOS&B also plans to be part of this 
re-interment and will be placing a wreath during the service. 
 

The Duty of the Hour 
By Neil Kumar  

 
 The first thing I learned about Lieutenant-General Na-
than Bedford Forrest was that he had twenty-nine horses shot out 
from under him in battle; in my fifth-grade social studies class, I 
remember thinking to myself that the most dangerous thing one 
could be was one of Forrest’s horses. The unconquerable Ten-
nessean was bold, severe, and uncompromising in the discharge 
of his duties for our Cause. He was born in direst poverty on the 

Duck River settlement, the son of a blacksmith, heir to, in 
John Wyeth’s words, “that restless race of pioneers who in 
search of home and fortune had followed close upon the 
heels of the savages, as these were driven farther and farther 
towards the setting sun.” From this obscurity on the frontier, 
Forrest attained a position of prominence in Memphis 
through his own determined struggle. He was animated by a 
rigid code of honor and was known for his fierce, yet judi-
cious, temperament. He was seen to drink only after sustain-
ing serious wounds; when invited to take a drink, he often 
declined, saying, “My staff does all my drinking.” His friends 
said that without any affectations of piety, “Forrest was by 
nature deeply reverent and religious.” 
 On one occasion, a lynch mob threatened the jail to 
kill an imprisoned murderer; Forrest interposed himself be-
tween the prisoner and the inflamed crowd, brandishing a 
knife and promising to kill any man who dared lay a hand on 
the man. He spontaneously broke into an oration, appealing 
to the better angels of their nature, and successfully persuad-
ed the mob to leave and let the legal system run its course. 
Forrest met his beloved wife when he found her carriage 
stuck in the mud; at once, he assisted in extricating the car-
riage. There were two men standing by on horseback, doing 
nothing, and Forrest’s repugnance at their unchivalrous apa-
thy was such that rather than assist his future wife back into 
her carriage, he confronted the two loafers. He asked them 
why they had not helped the damsel in distress, and added 
that if they did not depart forthwith, he would “give them 
such a thrashing [that] they would never forget it.” 
 Of Forrest, Wyeth asked, “By what mysterious al-
chemy did the elements in him combine to lift him to the 
stars, while we who just as earnestly…strive to reach the 
realms of the immortals, stumble and fall, perish and are for-
gotten?” What catapulted this unschooled, unlettered, and 
iconoclastic “left-handed scion of the American pioneer”, 
with no military education, into “not only…one of the most 
remarkable and romantic personalities of the War, but…one 
of the ablest soldiers of the world”? Known as the Wizard of 
the Saddle, “the fertile imagination of a Walter Scott could 
scarcely conjure up a tale more romantic” than Forrest’s as-
cendance to legend. 
 General Johnston considered Forrest to be the great-
est soldier of the War. General Beauregard remarked that the 
man’s “capacity for war seemed only to be limited by the 
opportunities for its display.” Even the demonic Sherman 
conceded that Forrest “was the most remarkable man our 
War produced on either side…he had never read a military 
book in his life…but he had a genius for strategy that was 
original, and to me incomprehensible. There was no theory or 
art of war by which I could calculate with any degree of cer-
tainty what Forrest was up to. He seemed always to know 
what I was doing, or intended to do, while…I could never 
form any satisfactory idea of what he was trying to accom-
plish.” Lord Wolseley, remarking upon Forrest’s fearless-
ness, marveled that he, “nature’s soldier…by sheer force of 
character alone, became the great fighting leader…his mili-
tary career teaches us that the genius which makes men great 
soldiers is not to be measured by any competitive examina-
tion in the science or art of war. ‘In war’, Napoleon said, 
‘men are nothing; a man is everything.’” 
 Forrest’s maxim was that “war means fighting, and 
fighting means killing”; he was acutely aware of what victory 
would require, and was willing to achieve it at any cost. He 

mailto:bryronbrady@aol.com
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/author/neilku/
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devoted his energy and his personal fortune totally 
to our Cause, and would happily have lain down 
his life for the Confederacy. To the consummation 
of this end, “everything must be subordinated.” 
This devotion extended well beyond his own life 
and his own finances; his only child left college to 
serve under him, and was wounded. After ensur-
ing that the wound was not grievous, Forrest or-
dered him to return to the front. He never lost 
sight of his purpose, and never let him his men 
forget theirs. In one address congratulating his 
men for driving a force thrice greater than their 
own from the country, he urged them to “achieve 
your independence or perish in the attempt.” Upon 
leaving Lieutenant-General Taylor’s command, 
Forrest told the man, “I know not how long we are 
to labor for that independence for which we have 
thus far struggled in vain, but this I do know, that I 
will never weary in defending our cause, which must ultimately 
succeed. Faith is the duty of the hour. We will succeed. We 
have only to work and wait.” 
 One address to his “unconquerable band of heroes” 
against the “boasted minions of despotism” captures the struggle 
beautifully: “Soldiers! Amid your rejoicing do not forget the 
gallant dead upon these fields of glory. Many a noble comrade 
has fallen, a costly sacrifice to his country’s independence. The 
most you can do is to cherish their memory and strive to make 
the future as glorious as you and they have made the past…You 
have done much, but there is still work for you to do…The ene-
my is again preparing to break through the living wall erected 
by your noble bosoms and big hearts. In the name and recollec-
tions of ruined homes, desolated fields, and the bleaching bones 
of your martyred comrades, you are appealed to again. The 
smoke of your burning homesteads, the screams of your insulted 
women, and the cries of starving children will again nerve your 
strong arms with strength. Your fathers of ’76 had much to fight 
for, but how little and unimportant was their cause compared 
with yours. They fought not against annihilation, but simply to 
be independent of a foreign yet a constitutional and free govern-
ment. You are struggling against the most odious of all tyranny, 
for existence itself, for your property, your homes, your wives 
and children, against your own enslavement, against emancipa-
tion, confiscation, and subjugation, with all their attendant hor-
rors…brilliant prospects…everywhere pervade our cause. The 
independence of the Confederate States is a fixed, accom-
plished, immutable fact. The ray of peace is glimmering like 
bright sunshine around the dark clouds. Be true to yourselves 
and your country a little while longer and you will soon be ena-
bled to return to your desolate homes, there to collect together 
once more your scattered household gods.” 
 After the ruinous Nashville Campaign, his men suffer-
ing starvation and exposure, their country laid waste, men fall-
ing by the wayside “never to rise again”, Forrest took stock of 
their situation. Hood’s army was demoralized, Lee’s in dire 
straits in the war of attrition at Petersburg, Sherman’s unresist-
ed, running amok on a grand path of murder and rapine. The 
devastated country was preyed upon by scavenging guerrilla 
depredations and marauding deserters, providing the basis of 
Federal justifications for further atrocities against civilians. For-
rest was well aware of the hopelessness which afflicted our 
Cause from all sides, seeing as Belshazzar and comprehending 
as Daniel the writing on the wall; to Major Ellis, he admitted, 

“To my mind it is evident that the end is 
not far off; it will only be a question of 
time as to when General Lee’s lines at 
Petersburg will be broken, for Grant is 
wearing him out; with unlimited re-
sources…he must ultimately force Lee to 
leave Virginia or surrender. Lee’s army 
will never leave Virginia…and that will 
end the war.” 
  Notwithstanding this darkness, 
he did not allow the light to fail, and thus 
addressed his command: “If your course 
has been marked by the graves of patriotic 
heroes who have fallen by your side, it 
has, at the same time, been more plainly 
marked by the blood of the invader. While 
you sympathize with the friends of the 
fallen, your sorrows should be appeased 

by the knowledge that they fell as brave men battling for all 
that makes life worth living for…During [this] respite prepare 
for future action…by a remembrance of the glories of your 
past career, your desolated homes, and, above all, by the 
memory of your dead comrades, to…buckle on your armor 
anew…Bring with you the soldier’s safest armor- a determi-
nation to fight while the enemy pollutes your soil; to fight as 
long as he denies your rights; to fight until independence 
shall have been achieved; to fight for home, children, liberty, 
and all you hold dear. Show to the world the superhuman and 
sublime spirit with which a people may be inspired when 
fighting for the inestimable boon of liberty. Be not allured by 
the siren song of peace, for there can be no peace save upon 
your separate, independent nationality. Be patient, obedient, 
and earnest, and the day is not far distant when you can return 
to your homes and live in the full fruition of freemen around 
the family altar.” Forrest urged steadfast faith to the Cause 
and to the women and children relying so fully upon their 
efforts; when rumors of Lee’s surrender began to circulate, he 
implored his men to “preserve untarnished the reputation you 
have so nobly won, and leave results to Him who in wisdom 
controls and governs things.” 
 As the Reverend Kelley, one of Forrest’s officers, 
remembered, it was “his single will, impervious to argument, 
appeal, or threat, which was ever to be the governing impulse 
in their movements. Everything necessary to supply their 
wants, to make them comfortable, he was quick to do, save to 
change his plans, to which everything had to bend.” Forrest 
had enlisted as a private, but influential citizens of Memphis 
petitioned to obtain a command; when he took charge, his 
men were woefully underprepared, with a majority of them 
armed only with the shotguns they had brought from home. 
Forrest used his own fortune to secure the necessary supplies, 
and marshalled his indomitable will to whip his troops into 
shape. Lord Wolseley noted that “he always knew what he 
wanted, and consequently there was no weakness or uncer-
tainty in his views or intentions, nor in the orders he gave to 
have those intentions carried out.” 
 Forrest was born to lead, never to follow; from 
childhood, he had depended entirely on his own action. As 
such, he occasionally butted heads with his inferior com-
manders. Before a second attack on Fort Donelson to capture 
the Dover garrison, he raised objections before General 
Wheeler; he had had a premonition of catastrophe. He made 



 MOS&B Officer’s Call Page 15 

his protestations known to his chief-of-staff, instructing him 
that, “If I am killed in this fight, you will see that justice is 
done me by officially stating that I protested…that I am not 
willing to be held responsible for any disaster that may result.” 
After the predicted disaster materialized, resulting in a dismal 
defeat, Forrest approached General Wheeler and told him that 
“nothing you can now say or do will bring back my brave men 
lying dead or wounded and freezing around that fort tonight. I 
mean no disrespect…you can have my sword if you demand it, 
but…I will be in my coffin before I will fight again under your 
command.” 
 Wheeler and Forrest healed their breach, but Forrest 
held General Bragg in nothing but well-deserved disdain. En 
route to a conference with President Davis, Forrest openly stat-
ed “that he would not serve longer under Bragg…not compe-
tent to command any army.” After Chickamauga, Forrest saw 
the opportunity to pursue the demoralized Federals and capture 
them. He sent multiple couriers to Bragg and received no reply, 
then rode to see Bragg himself, finding him asleep. Forrest 
urged pursuit, and Bragg obfuscated with nonsensical com-
ments regarding supplies; Forrest immediately dispelled these 
concerns, and Bragg “made no reply”. Disgusted, Forrest made 
his departure. 
 To refer to Forrest as a rigid disciplinarian would be 
quite an understatement. A common refrain to his subordinates 
was the order, “Shoot any man who won’t fight!” There was 
nothing that he held in greater ignominy than cowardice. Unfa-
miliar with the artillery manual, he mistook one soldier’s 
movement for a retreat: “Get back to where you belong, or by 
God I’ll kill you!” When he realized his mistake, however, he 
apologized just as promptly. Before the retreating men of Arm-
strong’s brigade, Forrest “threw himself in front of the fright-
ened, panic-stricken men, and ordered them to halt and fall in 
line”; when his orders were paid no heed, “he seized a double-
barrel shotgun from one of his men, and emptied both barrels 
into a squad of dismayed troopers.” This measure turned them 
around at once. On a reconnaissance of Murfreesboro, the in-
fantry panicked and ran; amidst the stampede, Forrest rode in, 
up and down the lines to restore order, crying, “Rally, men! For 
God’s sake, rally!” He ordered a fleeing color-bearer to halt, 
and, when his command was not obeyed, “drew his pistol and 
shot the retreating soldier down. Dismounting, Forrest took the 
colors, remounted his horse, and, riding in front of the soldiers, 
waved the colors at them and finally succeeded in rallying them 
to their duty.” 
 General Chalmers recounted a time when, seeing a 
fleeing soldier, Forrest “checked up his horse, dismounted 
quickly, threw the bridle-reins to [an] orderly…and, rushing at 
the demoralized soldier, seized him by the collar, threw him 
down, dragged him to the side of the road, and, picking up a 
piece of brush that was convenient, proceeded to give him one 
of the worst thrashings I have ever seen a human being get.” 
After the beating, Forrest turned the man back in the proper 
direction and thundered, “Now, damn you, go back to the front 
and fight: you might as well be killed there as here, for if you 
ever run away again you will not get off so easy.” The tale of 
this incident spread far and wide, eventually appearing in illus-
trated form in a Northern paper, under the title, “Forrest break-
ing in a conscript.” 
 Near Blountsville, a scout told Forrest that a heavy 
detachment of Yankee cavalry was nearby. Forrest asked if the 
scout had seen this with his own eyes, and he replied that the 

information was secondhand; he had “scarcely delivered him-
self of this piece of information when Forrest, with both 
hands, seized the astonished soldier by the throat, dragged 
him from his horse, and, shoving him against a tree near the 
roadside, proceeded to bump his head vigorously against the 
rough bark of the trunk. Having sufficiently punished the un-
reliable scout…[he] said: ‘Now, damn you, if you ever come 
up to me again with a pack of lies, you won’t get off so easi-
ly!’” 
 Crossing the Tennessee River, one lieutenant “took 
no part in the labor”; when Forrest asked the man why he did 
not pick up an oar or pole and do his fair share, he replied that 
that sort of work was below his station. As Forrest himself 
was rowing at this time, “he flew into a rage, and, holding the 
pole in one hand, with the other he gave the unfortunate lieu-
tenant a slap on the side of the face which sent him sprawling 
over the gunwale and into the river. He was rescued by catch-
ing hold of the pole held out to him and was safely landed in 
the boat, when the irate general said to him: ‘Now, damn you, 
get hold of the oars and go to work! If I knock you out of the 
boat again, I’ll let you drown.’” This sense of duty extended 
after the War as well; when his train, bound for Jackson, Mis-
sissippi, derailed, he took charge of the repairs. Some passen-
gers stayed on the train, not deigning to help or even to exit 
the cars, and Forrest shouted, “If you damned rascals don’t 
get out of here and help get this car on the track, I will throw 
every one of you through the windows.” 
 He was, however, not without mercy. At Chicka-
mauga, Forrest whipped out his six-shooter to ‘take care’ of a 
frightened private in flight, when Major Anderson intervened, 
asking him to think. Forrest thought, lowered his pistol, and 
let the man go; years later, Anderson quipped that had he di-
rectly told Forrest not to do it, “he would have killed the man 
without a doubt, and I might have gotten a turn too.” In his 
Western Tennessee command, twenty malcontents attempted 
to desert under cover of darkness; the men were captured, 
condemned, seated upon coffins, and driven to their open 
graves. Just as the firing squad was assembled, “Forrest rode 
to the spot and announced to the offenders that if they would 
promise to serve as faithful soldiers of the Confederacy, he 
would pardon them…but that if any further desertion or diso-
bedience of orders occurred…he would not again show such 
leniency.” 
 Forrest shed tears over dying men, and fastidiously 
served as the guardian of, in Wyeth’s words, “female virtue 
and the sanctity of dependent homes and unprotected fami-
lies”; these are those to whom Forrest’s mercy was always 
extended. When a close friend was found guilty of indecency 
with a woman, Forrest immediately dismissed him, stating, “I 
will not have any man about me who will be guilty of such 
conduct to a woman.” His ruthless blitzkrieg was nothing but 
the highest expression of his love and mercy for his Southron 
brethren. On his forty-first birthday, Forrest captured 
Murfreesboro, demanding unconditional surrender “as prison-
ers of war, or I will have every man put to the sword.” He led 
the rescue after a Federal prison guard set fire to the prison, 
attempting to burn the Confederate prisoners alive; Forrest 
asked the men to “point out” the men who treated them so 
inhumanly. Captain Richardson pointed out the arsonist, and 
when roll was called a few hours later, no one answered when 
the guard’s name was called. Forrest said, “Pass on, it’s all 
right.” 
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 No one-eyed jack, the two sides of Forrest’s face 
were the same. His tenderness and his brutality were both 
expressions of the love that suffused his soul, just as the First 
Crusaders theorized violence as expressions of charitable 
love, or agape, for their beleaguered Christian brethren. When 
angered, Forrest’s face turned scarlet in a savage gaze, where-
by “everything that was suggestive of kindly feeling or ten-
derness seemed to vanish from his nature as thoroughly as if 
his heart had never throbbed with human sympathy”, his eyes 
smoldering “like those of a panther about to spring upon its 
prey.” Yet it is the same man who, when the ladies of Hunts-
ville, Alabama, presented him with a fine horse, spoke softly 
and tearfully of “his confidence in his mother’s prayers”. Near 
Franklin, Tennessee, the Fourth U.S. Cavalry took Forrest’s 
Captain Freeman captive and then shot him down in cold 
blood when he couldn’t keep up the desired pace; a bitter For-
rest knelt over Freeman’s body and cried, “Brave man; none 
braver!” 
 During Sherman’s Meridian Expedition, at the Battle 
of Okolona, Colonel Jeffrey Forrest, the youngest of Bedford 
Forrest’s brothers, was killed with a shot through his neck. 
Jeffrey had been born four months after the death of their fa-
ther, and Forrest, by Wyeth’s account, “looked upon him as 
his special charge. Naturally of a gentle and affectionate dis-
position, exhibiting to those in pain or distress the tenderness 
of a woman, he had cared for this child with the most loving 
attention. As…the clouds of poverty began to break, when the 
hope of plenty for all he loved and struggled for became a 
reality, and Bedford Forrest was a man of fortune, he saw to it 
that at least this member of his family should have the ad-
vantages…of which he and the others had been deprived.” 
When Forrest saw his young brother felled from his horse, he 
was overwhelmed with bottomless grief; he dismounted, and, 
kneeling over Jeffrey’s body, “held the lifeless form in his 
arms, and called him several times by name…choking with 
anguish…he kissed him on the forehead, laid him gently 
down again upon the earth…and with tears in his eyes asked 
his faithful adjutant to take charge of his brother’s remains.” 
Even in this slough of despond, in the abysmal rage of grief, 
he made sure that a petrified mother and her six children were 
escorted to safety. 
 Forrest’s men knew that love lay underneath all of 
his actions; for this, they were wholly devoted to him, and, 
according to Wyeth, “seemed never to tire in speaking of his 
kind treatment of them, his sympathetic nature as a man, his 
great personal daring, and especially of his wonderful 
achievements.” His exacting discipline paid massive divi-
dends; upon entering Western Tennessee, a majority of his 
men were armed with nothing but flintlock muskets, shotguns, 
and squirrel rifles; when his expedition was ended, “every 
soldier of his command had a modern and effective weapon, 
with abundant ammunition, and was well supplied…furnished 
by the enemy.” Forrest, to the great consternation of the quar-
termaster, always ensured that his men, who made the cap-
tures, secured “the best guns and equipment for themselves”, 
turning over only the discarded remnants. 
 On one raid, Forrest collected and organized the scat-
tered remnants of sixteen different commands, and, in the 
words of one Northern paper, he, “with less than four thou-
sand men, has moved right through the Sixteenth Army 
Corps, has passed within nine miles of Memphis, carried off a 
hundred wagons, two hundred beef cattle, three thousand con-

scripts, and innumerable stores; torn up railroad-tracks, de-
stroyed telegraph-wires, burned and sacked towns, ran over 
pickets with a single derringer pistol, and all in the face of ten 
thousand men.” During Sherman’s Meridian Expedition, For-
rest, “with a command which at no time in action exceeded 
three thousand newly organized and insufficiently armed 
troops, confronted, defeated, and pursued for more than fifty 
miles seven thousand of the best cavalry in the Union army, 
backed by twenty pieces of artillery, and equipped with Colt’s 
repeating rifles and pistols and modern carbines, the most ef-
fective weapons then known to warfare.” 
 Forrest imparted some of his own relentlessness into 
his men; at Tishomingo Creek, after Brice’s Cross-Roads, his 
artillery, suffered so intensely from thirst that “they drank the 
blackened, powder-stained water from the sponge-buckets, 
which were being used to cleanse and cool the guns, rather 
than send one needed man away. Even…the wounded refused 
to go to the rear.” As one lieutenant recalled, “We had that 
confidence in him which I imagine the Old Guard had in Na-
poleon. On one occasion, while we were supposed to be in a 
very dangerous position, with the enemy all about us, we were 
ordered to go into camp for the night…some new recruits…
said, ‘You don’t expect to lie down and go to sleep with the 
enemy all around you, do you?’ The answer was: ‘Of course 
we do; General Forrest told us to do it.’” 
 Forrest reciprocated by ceaselessly defending his men 
from all reproach. When a jealous General Van Dorn accused 
Forrest’s staff of writing honorific articles in the press, Forrest 
furiously challenged, “I know nothing of the articles you refer 
to, and I demand from you your authority for this assertion. I 
shall hold him responsible and make him eat his words, or run 
my sabre through him; and I say to you as well, that I will hold 
you personally responsible if you do not produce the author.” 
Though he did place the utmost faith in his men, he also gave 
careful scrutiny to all aspects of each operation to maintain 
efficiency, even going so far as to personally ensure that the 
horses were treated properly. If a scout did not provide enough 
detail, Forrest would say, “Is that all you know? Then I’ll go 
there and find out for myself.” 
 His strict regimen did not sit well with at least one 
artillerist; after holding the man responsible for the loss of his 
guns at Day’s Gap, Forrest transferred him out of his com-
mand. The artilleryman, a lieutenant, met with Forrest weeks 
later in Columbia, Tennessee. The lieutenant demanded that 
Forrest, who was providentially twirling a small penknife in 
his hand, reinstate him, and upon his stern refusal, drew a pis-
tol. Forrest reacted instantly, but the pistol was fired into him 
before he could grasp it. As Wyeth recounts, “With his left 
hand, he grasped the right hand of his assailant, in which the 
pistol was held, and thus prevented a second shot. Deliberately 
with the right hand he carried the penknife to his mouth, and, 
holding the handle between his fingers, with his teeth he 
opened the largest blade and quickly thrust it into the abdomen 
of his assailant…inflicting a mortal wound.” The wounded 
lieutenant fled, and Forrest staggered onto the street, seizing a 
pistol. He vowed, “Get out of my way; he has mortally wound-
ed me, and I intend to kill him before I die…damn him, he has 
killed me, and I am determined he shall die too.” Over the 
following days, Forrest recovered, and the lieutenant faded; on 
his deathbed, he requested to see Forrest. He came, and, again 
in Wyeth’s recitation, “the officer took the general by the 
hand…saying, ‘General, I shall not be here long, and I was not 
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willing to go away without seeing you in person and saying to 
you how thankful I am that I am the one who is to die and that 
you are spared to the country. What I did, I did in a moment of 
rashness, and I want your forgiveness.’ Forrest leaned over…
told him he forgave him freely, and that his own heart was full 
of regret that the wound he had inflicted was fatal…Forrest 
wept like a child.” One observer noted that “it was the saddest 
of all the sad incidents of the long and bitter War I witnessed.” 
 Forrest pointed to a childhood incident as the source of 
the lesson by which he had “learned…the value of a bold at-
tack, even when he knew he was inferior in strength to the ene-
my.” An unbroken colt had tossed the young Forrest into the 
yard of two ferocious dogs; fully expecting that he would be 
torn to shreds, he leapt up when he hit the ground and ran. To 
his surprise, “the dogs had fled and left him master of the field. 
The animals…were evidently taken with panic at having such a 
thing as a boy of this size hurled at them through the air, and 
had sought safety in flight.” Forrest’s offensive “brag and 
bluff” philosophy was similar to Jackson’s: “Whenever you 
meet the enemy, no matter how few there are of you or how 
many of them, show fight. If you run away, they will pursue 
and probably catch you. If you show fight, they will think there 
are more of you, and will not push you half so hard.” Another 
of Jackson’s maxims that Forrest emulated: “Always mystify, 
mislead, and surprise the enemy if possible. When you strike 
and overcome him, never give up the pursuit as long as your 
men have strength to follow; for an army routed, if hotly pur-
sued, becomes panic-stricken, and can then be destroyed by 
half its number.” 
 As Yankee General Hurlbut said, Forrest “will lead his 
men farther than anyone I know.” Pursuing Streight’s raiders at 
Sand Mountain, Forrest’s orders were to “shoot at everything 
blue, and keep up the scare.” At Black Creek, the sixteen-year-
old Emma Sansom led Forrest to an unguarded ford, thereby 
facilitating his capture of Streight; Sansom recalled that “he 
quickly stepped between me and the Yankees, saying: ‘I am 
glad to have you for a pilot, but I am not going to make breast-
works of you.’” Through four consecutive all-night marches in 
perpetual motion over one hundred and fifty miles, with no 
sleep and less food, he ran Streight’s men ragged such that they 
fell asleep in line of battle; even the rebel yell could not arouse 
them from their slumber. As Streight said, “The man of iron 
had worn them out.” 
 Attacking the stockade at the Harpeth railroad bridge, 
Forrest demanded unconditional surrender, or “I’ll blow hell 
out of them in five minutes and won’t take one of them alive if 
I have to sacrifice my men in storming their stockade.” His rep-
utation preceded him on one of his rare retreats; as Bragg fell 
back from Chattanooga, Forrest’s cavalry passed through Cow-
an, Tennessee, to a gap in the Cumberland Mountains. As Wy-
eth recounts, “As the general, among the last in retreat, was 
passing a house, he noticed a woman who was berating his sol-
diers for not turning on the Yankees and ‘whipping them back.’ 
Shaking her fist at Forrest, the stars on whose collar she was 
too angry to observe or too near-sighted to see, she shrieked 
out: ‘You great big cowardly rascal; why don’t you turn and 
fight like a man, instead of running like a cur? I wish old For-
rest was here, he’d make you fight!’ The general, unable to 
control himself, burst into a laugh…when telling this incident, 
he said that he would rather have faced a battery than that fiery 
dame.” 
 Forrest practiced precisely what he preached. As the 

Reverend Kelley recalled, he was so daring, so disregardful of 
his life, so “reckless in personal exposure”, that the men ini-
tially thought him insane. They quickly learned, however, that 
“his genius in action rose to every emergency; he always did 
what the enemy least expected him to do, and when…others 
would have counted defeat, he was more fertile in resources, 
more energetic in attack, more resistless in his fiery onset than 
when the action began.” When notified of the commanding 
general’s unnecessary capitulation at Fort Donelson, early in 
the War, Forrest’s answer was, “I cannot and will not surren-
der my command or myself.” At Shiloh, when his superior 
hesitated to order a charge, Forrest replied, “Then I’ll do it.” 
At Chickamauga, General Ector sent two consecutive messen-
gers to Forrest, expressing concern over the right, and then the 
left, flanks; he sent the messenger back on his way: “Tell 
General Ector that, by God, I am here, and will take care of 
his left flank as well as his right.” At Parker’s Cross-Roads, a 
worried Colonel Carroll notified Forrest that “we are between 
two lines of battle. What shall we do?” His answer: “We’ll 
charge them both ways.” 
 After Shiloh, Forrest usually fought on foot, horses 
merely a means of transportation by which he could “throw 
his men on the enemy before they dreamed of his proximity”. 
In hand-to-hand combat, he killed or disabled over thirty Yan-
kees; as Lieutenant-General Taylor put it, “I doubt if any 
commander since the days of the lion-hearted Richard killed 
as many enemies with his own hand.” On one occasion, For-
rest found himself surrounded by six slashing Federals, and 
fought them off with nothing but one six-shooter. He was typ-
ically the first horseman of the line, and, according to Colonel 
Barteau, “one of his many peculiarities was that in battle he 
never seemed to touch his saddle, but stood up in his stirrups, 
an attitude which gave him the appearance of being a foot 
taller than he actually was.” As Forrest was over six feet tall, 
this must have made quite the scene. As Wyeth recounts, one 
of his most incredible exploits occurred as Forrest moved to-
ward Chattanooga with an advance-guard of Armstrong’s 
brigade. When Armstrong and Forrest encountered Federal 
rear-guard cavalry, Forrest challenged, “Armstrong, let’s give 
them a dare.” As he charged at full speed, his horse was shot 
in the neck, and “the blood spurted from the divided vessel, 
seeing which Forrest leaned forward from the saddle, inserted 
the index-finger of his hand into the wound, and thus, stanch-
ing the hemorrhage, the animal was still able to carry his rider 
onward with the troops pursuing the Federals. As soon as the 
field was cleared, Forrest, removing his finger from the 
wound, dismounted, when his noble charger sank to the earth 
and was soon lifeless.” 
 Forrest mystified the Enemy by always doing “what 
was least expected”. He successfully obscured his location 
and plans with an unparalleled system of scouts; his hand-
picked escorts often ‘deserted’ to ‘give themselves up’ and 
give false reports. His brilliance, however, was not appreciat-
ed by the authorities at Richmond until it was too late. As 
Christ tells us in Mark 6:4, A prophet is not without honour, 
but in his own country, and among his own kin, and in his 
own house. No less than President Davis himself admitted this 
at Forrest’s funeral, acknowledging, “I saw it all after it was 
too late.” The depraved Sherman and the butcher Grant, along 
with their superiors at Gehenna, gave Forrest more of his due 
than the men at Richmond. Union War Secretary Stanton was 
perpetually “anxious” to ascertain Forrest’s whereabouts, as 
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were officers as far afield as Cincinnati; a ubiquitous refrain, 
“what have you from Forrest?” Never able to locate him, Sher-
man constantly received wildly irreconcilable reports, including 
such from Cincinnati: “Forrest has been in disguise alternately in 
Chicago, Michigan City, and Canada…at midnight, he will 
seize…Chicago, release prisoners there, arm them, sack the city, 
shoot down all Federal soldiers, and urge concert of action with 
Southern sympathizers.” 
 Grant asserted that “neither army could present a more 
effective officer.” To Sherman, he was “that devil Forrest”. He 
offered a Major-General’s commission to any brigadier that could 
kill Forrest, urging that “it must be done, if it costs ten thousand 
lives and breaks the Treasury”. Consistently surprised at Forrest’s 
ability to rout troops vastly superior in both numbers and equip-
ment, Sherman sighed, “Forrest is the devil, and I think he has got 
some of our troops under cower…there will never be peace in 
Tennessee until Forrest is dead! We must destroy him.” Sherman 
ordered the Tupelo Expedition solely “to pursue Forrest on foot, 
devastating the land over which he has passed, or may pass, and 
to make the people of TN and MS feel that although a bold, dar-
ing, and successful leader, he will bring ruin and misery on any 
country where he may pass or tarry. If we do not punish Forrest 
and the people now, the whole effect of our vast conquest will be 
lost.” 
 Our Cause was inestimably diminished by the Confeder-
acy refusing to listen to Forrest’s many brilliant plans and by 
hampering him with a small force; he should have been placed in 
command of the Army of the Tennessee. One such unfulfilled 
scheme was a masterful strategy to close the Mississippi River to 
Grant; the incompetent General Bragg refused to sign off on it, 
and thus it was dismissed by President Davis. They did not com-
prehend the incredible damage Forrest would have inflicted if left 
to his own devices, and the opportunity was lost forever; After 
Chickamauga, Davis eventually did grant Forrest his independent 
command in Western Tennessee, but far too little and far too late. 
 Perhaps the greatest blunder of the entire War, though, 
was committed when Davis did not accede to the requests of Gen-
erals Johnston, Wheeler, and Cobb, as well as Georgia Governor 
Brown, that Forrest be given command of the Army of the Ten-
nessee’s cavalry to wreak havoc of Sherman’s supply and com-
munication lines. Eventually Davis gave the green light, but yet 
again, a day late and a dollar short. If this had been done in time, 
Forrest might have destroyed Sherman’s entire army; more im-
portantly, however, Forrest would have hamstrung Sherman such 
that the satanic March to the Sea would have been staved off or 
even canceled. So, had Davis given Forrest his due, one of the 
greatest war crimes in human history might never have been al-
lowed to happen. That indelible, ineradicable scar upon the 
Southern psyche, our cities annihilated, our farms fallowed and 
forests eviscerated, our animals slaughtered, and our wives, moth-
ers, and daughters unspeakably violated and traumatized, might 
never have happened. One wonders if, had this ultimately demor-
alizing this coup de grâce never happened, our Cause might never 
have been lost. 
 One of Forrest’s paramount triumphs, perhaps his great-
est achievement, was the capture of Fort Pillow. Characteristical-
ly, Forrest, despite his utmost confidence in his men, reconnoi-
tered the topography and the fort himself; Major Anderson 
begged him to dismount, to which Forrest replied that he was 
“just as apt to be hit one way as another.” He “was after success 
first, and with the smallest possible loss of men. Hard fighter as 
he was, and even reckless of all when occasion demanded, he 

took infinite pains to shield his faithful soldiers when he 
could.” Forrest moved his men into position, surrounding the 
fort. He had flags of truce raised, and demanded that the fort 
surrender. Steamers were spotted coming upstream toward 
the front, and, informed that they were Federal reinforce-
ments, Forrest took the precaution of moving two detach-
ments back to previously secured positions. The steamers 
showed no signs of halting, nor of seeing or respecting the 
flags of truce. Fort Pillow itself still had the Union flag 
raised, and did not signal to the steamers, loaded with artil-
lery and infantry, to desist. 
 Within the Fort, filled with mixed but predominant-
ly black soldiers alongside many Unionist local traitors 
avoiding conscription, the situation was positively bacchanal. 
Major Booth had been killed hours before by a sharpshooter, 
and his successor, the scandalously inept Major Bradford, 
had allowed the garrison free rein with the liquor stores. As a 
result, nearly all of the Yankees were supremely inebriated. 
They replied to Forrest’s demand by requesting an hour to 
consider, and signed the request as the deceased Booth; this 
was subterfuge, designed to allow the reinforcement boats to 
arrive. While this message was being drafted, the drunken 
troops of Fort Pillow were obscenely abusive, shouting at 
and cajoling the Confederates. Forrest replied to the request 
for one hour by offering twenty minutes; to this, the Fort 
declined, refusing to surrender. With respect to the boats, 
Forrest ordered his men to “shoot everything blue betwixt 
wind and water until their flag comes down.” 
 He ordered the charge on the fort. Gaus blew his 
battered bugle, riddled with bullet holes, and the rebel yell 
erupted, rending the air. Forrest’s men were “no ordinary 
marksmen, these grandsons of the backwoods riflemen who 
played such havoc with the British at New Orleans.” The 
marvelous scene, a testament to the indomitable Southron 
spirit, a paean to the animating spirit of our Cause, was epic; 
by Wyeth’s account, “to rush through a blaze of musketry 
and cannon and gain that ditch, jump into it and clamber out, 
halt for a minute on the base of the embankment, and in one 
solid line from all sides spring over the parapet ablaze with 
the flash of powder from the very muzzles of the muskets of 
the garrison, still reserving their fire, then to leap in among 
them and grapple hand to hand in mortal combat, took these 
daredevil horsemen less time to do than it takes to tell of it.” 
 The garrison at Fort Pillow had determined to die 
rather than surrender; likewise, the Confederates were there 
to capture the fort or perish in the attempt. As grey overcame 
blue, the gunboats deserted their men and the besotted Yan-
kees lost their minds. Some of them attempted to surrender, 
while intermingled with these poor men were those who, 
driven by drink to be “reckless and indifferent to danger or 
death”, continued to fire long after their situation became 
untenable. Consequently, some who attempted to surrender 
were killed; as Wyeth gathered from all eyewitness accounts, 
“but for the insane conduct of their drunken and desperate 
comrades, a great many of those who perished would have 
escaped.” Colonel Barteau swore that “some, even, who had 
thrown down their arms, took them up again and continued 
firing.” Part of the blame for the suicidal behavior of the 
garrison lies with the incompetent Yankee commanders, 
whom the prisoners freely indicted; many of them told Bar-
teau that “they had been led to believe that if they surren-
dered they would be killed by Forrest, and they were sur-
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prised and gratified at their humane treatment.” Colonel McCul-
loch did “not hesitate to say we never made a more manly or fair-
er fight.” As soon as Forrest was sure that the fort was taken, he 
ordered a ceasefire; in fact, the Union flag might still have been 
flying when the order was given. Only one soldier was found to 
have fired after the ceasefire, and this man was promptly arrested. 
 Forrest placed McCulloch in charge of the Federal pris-
oners, and the prisoners were tasked with burying their dead. If, 
as Yankee propaganda alleged, any of the wounded were buried 
alive, they were buried so by their own men, perhaps being so 
intoxicated as to appear lifeless. The Confederates quickly de-
parted, a rear-guard encamped two miles away; thus, if any of the 
fabricated and outlandish Yankee allegations of atrocities did 
occur, these excesses were committed after dark “by guerrillas, 
robbers, and murderers, with which this section…was then infest-
ed, and who, following in the wake of either army like hyenas, 
preyed without mercy upon the weak and defenseless.” No Con-
federates were nearby at the time these supposed excesses oc-
curred, and eighteen of the seventy-eight ‘witnesses’ called by 
the Yankee Congress to ‘testify’ were nowhere in the vicinity of 
the fort; the most harrowing ‘testimony’ came from among these. 
Moreover, given that Sherman and Grant initiated no retaliation, 
even after conducting their own investigations, it is clear that the 
‘Fort Pillow massacre’ never happened. 
 Had Forrest intended a merciless massacre, there were 
no obstacles to prevent him from doing so. Forrest himself had no 
racial animus to speak of. He was known in Memphis for his kind 
treatment of his slaves; he went to great lengths to ensure families 
were never separated. His policy favored the return of blacks to 
their owners, not killing them. Those who were killed at Fort 
Pillow died because they were either firing or caught among the 
alcohol-fueled last stands of comrades that “even after escape 
was hopeless continued to fire”. The operation must be contextu-
alized; there was never an official surrender, the Federal flag was 
not stricken, and Yankees continued firing even after 
‘surrendering’. Forrest had promised that no quarter would be 
given were there no surrender; one cannot reason with desperate-
ly inebriated men who have taken leave of their senses. In the 
previous days, members of Forrest’s cavalry had been arrested, 
tortured, and murdered; one of these men had been, in Forrest’s 
own words, “left to die after cutting off his tongue, punching out 
his eyes, [and] splitting his mouth on each side to his ears.” 
Widespread horrors were being perpetrated against the civilian 
population, and other war crimes committed against prisoners, 
such as Sherman’s use of Confederate prisoners to explode torpe-
does. The United States refused to exchange prisoners, “thus con-
demning to a lingering death those of its own and the enemy’s 
soldiers.” 
 The civilians within the fort had been given the oppor-
tunity to leave, so it must be assumed that those who remained 
did so in order to fight. Women and children were removed under 
escort. Colonel Wisdom, noting that Forrest ordered the ceasefire 
while the Union flag still flew, remarked that “it seems strange 
that the man who took most pains to secure the surrender of this 
garrison without loss of life, guaranteeing protection…as prison-
ers of war before storming the fort, and who took such prompt 
measures to compel his troops to stop shooting after the success 
of the assault was assured, even when their flag was still flying…
should have been assailed as a murderer and a barbarian; and this, 
too, in the face of his treatment of the negro troops captured 60 
days later at Brice’s Cross-Roads, who had on their knees at 
Memphis taken an oath to show no quarter to Forrest’s men.” 

 Forrest ordered every building burnt but the hospi-
tal, even leaving a Federal surgeon with the wounded men, 
whom he paroled, along with a week’s worth of medicine 
and provisions. Even the maniacal Sherman attested that he 
was told “by hundreds of our men…that he was usually 
very kind to them.” It was invidious and vile Yankeedom 
that treated its prisoners to a regimen of starvation and vio-
lence; Forrest, according to one of his prisoners, treated 
them “as a true soldier would”. One Federal chaplain, cap-
tured by Forrest and sure he would be executed, was sur-
prised when the general invited to him to ask the blessing, 
later releasing him with an escort. Sending the chaplain off, 
Forrest said, “Parson, I would keep you here to preach for 
me if you were not needed so much more by the sinners on 
the other side.” After Forrest’s cavalry raided his native 
Memphis, his younger brother, Lieutenant-Colonel Jesse 
Forrest, captured Yankee Major-General Washburn’s uni-
form and personal effects, giving them to his elder brother 
as a trophy. Under flag of truce, Forrest had them returned; 
as a thanks, Washburn sent him by courier “a handsome suit 
of Confederate gray which had been made by Forrest’s old 
tailor in Memphis”. 
 For political purposes, the U.S. Congress gave the 
Battle of Fort Pillow “a bloody coloring”; its ‘investigative’ 
committee was a war measure, fueled by embellished, fabri-
cated, and self-contradictory ‘testimony’. As Wyeth astutely 
concludes, “Forrest had become a man of great importance 
in the mighty struggle the South was making. The oppor-
tunity [that] now presented itself to injure his reputation and 
blacken his character and that of his men was not to be 
lost…to further excite the indignation of the Northern peo-
ple and of the civilized world…and further to impress upon 
the minds of the negroes who were then flocking to the 
ranks of the Union army that in future battles they could not 
expect quarter, and must therefore fight with desperation to 
the last.”  Forrest saw things as they were, lamenting that 
his “bloody victory [was] made a massacre only by dastard-
ly Yankee reporters.” 
 The capture of Fort Pillow was a glorious achieve-
ment, one that deserves to be hallowed in the great annals of 
our history alongside Pickett’s Charge; it was simply 
astounding “for a small force of cavalry, one-half of whom 
were recruits of four months’ service, and badly armed, to 
storm a stronghold deemed impregnable, the garrison of 
which was thoroughly well equipped with the most modern 
and effective small arms, with six pieces of artillery, and 
these aided by a gunboat…So perfectly secure did this gar-
rison feel that, during the truce, while the surrender was 
being demanded, they jeered and laughed at the Confeder-
ates for their presumption in thinking their capture possi-
ble.” As Wisdom declared, it was a marvelous accomplish-
ment that the fort, “considered at that time impregnable 
[was] stormed by the Confederates with unsurpassed brav-
ery, and no stain should rest upon their gallant leader.” It 
should stand as an heroic memory, but the Yankees have 
successfully tarnished it with a shadow that has yet to be 
shed light upon and cast away; for just one of the innumera-
ble examples, the third paragraph of Forrest’s Wikipedia 
page states, “In April 1864, in what has been called ‘one of 
the bleakest, saddest events of American military history’, 
troops under Forrest’s command massacred Union troops 
who had surrendered, most of them black soldiers along 
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with some white Southern Tennesseans fighting for the Union, 
at the Battle of Fort Pillow. Forrest was blamed for the massa-
cre in the Union press and that news may have strengthened the 
North’s resolve to win the war.” 
 Informed of both Lee and Johnston’s surrenders, as 
well as Taylor’s negotiations to follow suit, Forrest persuaded 
his men to do the same: “That we are beaten is a self-evident 
fact, and any further resistance…would be justly regarded as 
the very height of folly and rashness…The cause for which you 
have so long and manfully struggled, and for which you have 
braved dangers, endured privations and sufferings, and made so 
many sacrifices, is today hopeless. The government which we 
sought to establish and perpetuate is at an end. Reason dictates 
and humanity demands that no more blood be shed…it is your 
duty and mine to lay down our arms, submit to the powers that 
be, and to aid in restoring peace and establishing law and or-
der…war, such as you have just passed through, naturally en-
genders feelings of animosity, hatred, and revenge. It is our 
duty to divest ourselves of all such feelings…to cultivate 
friendly feelings…The attempt made to establish a separate and 
independent confederation has failed, but the consciousness of 
having done your duty faithfully and to the end will in some 
measure repay for the hardships you have undergone…I have 
never on the field of battle sent you where I was unwilling to 
go myself, nor would I now advise you to a course which I felt 
myself unwilling to pursue…preserve your honor, and the gov-
ernment to which you have surrendered can afford to be and 
will be magnanimous.” 
 Forrest did not speak idly; he, as per usual, practiced 
what he preached. General Maury notified him that Admiral 
Semmes had been arrested, his parole disregarded, and urged 
Forrest to flee to Europe. Rather than tuck tail, he calmly pre-
sented himself to authorities and inquired as to whether plans 
existed for his arrest. En route to the 1868 Democrat Conven-
tion, a local ruffian boarded the train and challenged Forrest; 
rather than run, he approached the buffoon, saying, “I am For-
rest. What do you want?” The bully took one look at him and 
fled. Forrest worked toward reconciliation, toward the healing 
of the grievous wounds, including the racial divide, that still 
oozed during Reconstruction. In his last will, “he bequeathed 
his sword to his son with the expressed wish that, should occa-
sion offer, he, as his father would have done, would use it un-
der the Stars and Stripes with the same devotion and earnest-
ness that it had been wielded for the Southern Confederacy.” 
He never forgot his men; for the rest of his days, and then those 
of his wife, what little money remaining to his name was spent 
to alleviate the crushing misery of wounded and destitute Con-
federate veterans, as well as their widowed and orphaned fami-
lies. 
 When Forrest urged his men to surrender and integrate 
themselves once more into the country that they had just lost 
the War to, he could not have known how mistaken he was in 
assuming the magnanimity of the Federal conquerors. He could 
not have known of the dark despotism that would suck the life-
blood from the South, the depredations of the tyrannical black 
Republicans, or the carpetbaggers, scalawags, and Union 
Leagues that would run roughshod over the liberties of a people 
already reduced to rubble. Little did Forrest know the demons 
that Reconstruction would unleash, whose ramifications echo 
to this day in the death of the America that our fathers built. 
Had he known, we must imagine that he would agree with Gen-
eral Lee’s remark to Texas Governor Stockdale: “Governor, if I 
had foreseen the use those people designed to make of their 

victory, there would have been no surrender at Appomattox 
Courthouse; no sir, not by me. Had I foreseen these results 
of subjugation, I would have preferred to die at Appomattox 
with my brave men, my sword in my right hand.” 
 When the horrors of Reconstruction were made 
manifest, Forrest did take action for the defense of his pros-
trate country. Against a backdrop in which United Confeder-
ate Veterans meetings were decried, as if the War was to 
erupt again were veterans allowed to congregate, Forrest 
joined the Ku Klux Klan to restore law and order in the vac-
uum inculcated by a terrorist ruling class. General John Gor-
don, seeking a strong leader for the decentralized organiza-
tion, approached Lee, but in his failing health, Lee recom-
mended Forrest for a leadership position; independently, 
Forrest had approached his former artillerist, Captain John 
Morton. 
 Wyeth correctly describes Forrest’s involvement 
with the early Klan as stemming from his yearning “to re-
lieve his people from the terrible and oppressive conditions 
under which they so grievously suffered”. The Klan was 
“created to counteract and hold in some sort of check the 
insolence of the Loyal League…and the unscrupulous greed 
of the carpetbaggers. Secret associations of this character do 
not exist without some real and strong reason…they never 
trouble communities in which law is impartially adminis-
tered and the rights of all citizens respected. No candid man 
who is familiar with the…conditions then obtaining in the 
Southern States will deny that [the Klan] was perfectly justi-
fied, or that the evils such abnormal conditions were produc-
ing could be met or remedied in any other way…the South-
ern whites-with the exception of that renegade class which 
was more vicious and virulent than the carpetbaggers them-
selves- were deprived of all rights, civil and political, and 
subjected, with no means or hope of legal protection, to eve-
ry outrage and oppression the malice of their opponents 
could devise. Such a people would never tamely submit…
and, in the absence of every other method of redress, natu-
rally-indeed, inevitably- employed force.” 
 Whatever became of the Klan, we must 
acknowledge that Forrest’s Klan was not responsible for the 
excesses and brutalities committed by lawless criminal 
gangs that exploited the situation. Nature, after all, abhors a 
vacuum. Forrest’s Klan was made up of prominent citizens, 
all of whom were veterans, and its animating mission called 
for “chivalry, humanity, mercy, and patriotism…to relieve 
and assist the injured, oppressed, suffering, and unfortunate, 
especially the widows and orphans of Confederate veter-
ans…and to support the United States Constitution.” Rapine 
and plunder, both by marauding bands of freedmen and gov-
ernment agents, ravaged the already wasted land; state 
Treasuries were looted and land expropriated, with unac-
countable military tribunals (having replaced the dissolved 
civilian governments) giving color of law to the genocidal 
reign of terror against the plain folk of Dixie. 
 Women were assaulted in broad daylight, the night 
full of darker terrors still. In Chicot County, Arkansas, For-
rest personally witnessed a black gang brutalize and rob a 
white family and torch their home at gunpoint; he received 
dozens of letters every day, detailing outrages perpetrated by 
military authorities and criminals, often one and the same, 
against the innocent men and women that he had pledged his 
sword to protect. Tennessee Governor Brownlow, a rampant 
carpetbagger, declared, “I am one of those at the South who 
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believe this War has closed out two years too soon! The rebels 
have been whipped, but not whipped enough. The loyal masses 
constitute an overwhelming majority of the people in this coun-
try, and they intend to march again on the South, and [this] sec-
ond war shall be no child’s play. The second army of invasion 
will, as they ought to do, make the entire South as God formed 
the earth, without form or void…as for the rebel population, let 
them be exterminated.” When the Klan had restored order, 
maintaining peace until Southrons recaptured control of their 
state governments, Forrest disbanded the original Klan, de-
nouncing any criminal elements that had coopted the loose or-
ganization. 
 What would Forrest do today, were he to see the 
wretched fate that has befallen his beloved country, were he to 
know that that selfsame stranglehold of an ancient evil chains 
his people in thralldom once more as it did so long ago? The 
answer seems clear. The only difference is in the extreme inten-
sification of the power and the determination of our embold-
ened Enemy. Lord Wolseley eulogized that “Forrest had fought 
like a knight-errant for the Cause he believed to be that of jus-
tice and right. No man who drew the sword for his country…
deserves better of her; and as long as the chivalrous deeds of her 
sons find poets to describe them and fair women to sing of 
them, the name of this gallant general will be remembered with 
affection and sincere admiration. A man with such a record 
needs no ancestry.” After the battle at Old Town Creek at Har-
risburg, Forrest lamented the losses his command had sustained: 
“In unselfish devotion to the Cause and high courage they leave 
no superiors among men. Their noble natures and ardent patriot-
ism, it is to be hoped, will find in the soldier’s grave that peace 
for which their country has thus far struggled in vain, and for 
the achievement of which they have sacrificed their lives. Fu-
ture generations will never weary of hanging garlands upon 
their graves.” 
 Forrest’s own Memphis has fallen, just as every single 
one of our once-great Southern cities have. Our imploded civili-
zation, if one may call it by such a name, has forced the Sons of 
Confederate Veterans to disinter Forrest and his wife, moving 
them to the grounds of the new National Confederate Museum, 
where they will be safe from desecration. Though sad that it has 
come to this, we must rejoice that there are still those of us who 
will honor him. I hope to see you all there. The New South de-
voured the Old. The Global South consumed the New. The Sol-
id South is no more, just as America is no more. Our South still 
exists, and not only in our own hearts; dotted throughout the 
former Confederacy lie pockets of that Edenic idyll our ances-
tors fought so bitterly to preserve. Accessible by backroad, I can 
still go back to my mother’s childhood church, to the graves of 
my lineage, to primeval wilderness and unsullied waters. The 
salon where my mother got her hair done as a little girl still 
stands, as do the dirt roads that she raced her Mustang on. Con-
federate battle-flags still fly on many homes. 
 But what little of this South that remains to us is reced-
ing, vanishing, unable to withstand the onslaught. Realizing 
Forrest’s worst nightmares, we have wearied in hanging gar-
lands upon our forebears’ vaunted graves; the graveyard is de-
filed and vandalized, a stumbling-block in the path of Progress. 
My grandmother’s pecan tree has been cut down, as has the 
hundreds-of-years-old tree guarding her church. All of the in-
dustry that once supported her town has sold out to the Babel of 
globalism. Methadone clinics, boarded-up windows, and bail 
bondsmen have taken the place of the burger joint and the mov-

ie theater. The groves where I walked and dreamed with my 
first love have been razed, made way for the interstate. The 
hills that I hiked have been blasted, the land gouged and 
poisoned. The cancer of Leftism, a scourge extinguishing 
faith and family from our lives, has infiltrated every one of 
our communities. Across from the defaced Confederate 
monument on our town square stand glittering, trendy res-
taurants, tattooed and pierced genderfluid hipsters manning 
the bars. Deracinated children follow not after their fathers, 
but after ephemeral will-o’-the-wisps glimmering in outer 
darkness; they have been told that they must leave their be-
nighted and provincial homes behind to seek individuated 
misery in the putrid squalor of the city, that they must sign 
away their birthrights in exchange for the sumptuous luxury 
of studio apartments with flickering lights, festering fast 
food wrappers, and hypodermic needles. 
 As Forrest told Taylor, “Faith is the duty of the 
hour. We will succeed. We have only to work and wait.” 
Just as time has proven the righteousness of our Cause, so 
too shall we be vindicated. The South is dying, not dead; as 
President Putin once retold a Russian adage, “There’s al-
ways hope, until they wheel your body into the graveyard.” 
But even then, there is still hope; the South may yet survive, 
with more hope for success than the United States presently 
have. We will overcome. We know and trust in God that we 
will prevail. We have only to “keep up the scare”, and “be 
not allured by the siren song of peace, for there can be no 
peace” save upon the consummation of the independence 
that our forefathers fell short of achieving. We must gird our 
loins, for it will not be easy. Our Revolutionary ancestors 
took up arms against the greatest army the world had ever 
seen, and triumphed. Their Confederate grandchildren and 
great-grandchildren marched exultantly into the mouth of 
Hell, crying a full-throated rebel yell. What have we to lose? 
As Christ tells us in Luke 9:62, No man, having put his hand 
to the plough, and looking back, is fit for the kingdom of 
God. 
 
About Neil Kumar 
Neil Kumar is a graduate of the University of Chicago and is 
currently a student at the University of South Carolina 
School of Law. He is a proud member of the Sons of Con-
federate Veterans, with roots in South Carolina that extend 
to the Revolutionary War. He calls Bentonville, Arkansas, 
home. 
 
https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/the-duty-of-hour/  

 

Welcome - New Members Since  

https://www.abbevilleinstitute.org/blog/the-duty-of-hour/
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the Last Issue 
 

 On behalf of the Military Order of the Stars and Bars, 
we would like to welcome the following members that have 
joined since September 23, 2019. 

 

Dr. Bobby Calvin Baker, South Carolina 

J. Lee Boone, Missouri 

John Claude Brooks, Maryland 

Dennis Moss Brown, Mississippi 

William David Burdett, Texas 

Timothy Lavern Charlton, Missouri 

Floyd Dean Cox, Texas 

James Andrew Crook, Sr., North Carolina 

George Shelton Daugherty, Sr., Virginia 

Larry Micah Dicks, Hawaii 

John William Dulaney, III, Mississippi 

Grant Levi Stefan Edler, Missouri 

Wesley Thomas Franklin, Missouri 

Michael Stephen Gonzales, Texas 

William Bryan Hardy, III, Florida 

Russell Roy Harris, III, Texas 

David Kirk Hartin, Alabama 

Keith Paul Hoffman, Louisiana 

Kevin Charles Hoffman, Louisiana 

Dwayne Lee Holtzclaw, Missouri 

James Stanley Howell, Mississippi 

Hayden Burkhard Hudson, Florida 

Howard John Hudson, Florida 

Joseph Franklin Hudson, Texas 

John Joseph Kelley, Jr., Mississippi 

Richard Ernest Kelley, Mississippi 

Shane Carl Kinkead, Florida 

Gilbert Edward Kretzschrmar, Jr., Texas 

David Preston Long, North Carolina 

James Jefferson Long, Kansas 

John Ryan McCubbin, Texas 

Robert Ferrell McLain, Virginia 

Troy Houston Middleton, IV, Louisiana 

Sidney Carroll Miller, Texas 

David Lawrence Moore, Tennessee 

Richard Vernon Neely, Texas 

Douglas Wise Phillips, Jr., Virginia 

Henry Edward Phillips, III, Tennessee 

J. Purkaple, Missouri 

Kevin Robert Ramsey, Texas 

Sandy Matthew Reisig, New Jersey 

Stephen Richard Reisig, New Jersey 

John Harland Roberts, Oklahoma 

Dustin Wayne Seiler, Texas 

Guy Jeffry Shackelford, Missouri 

John Daniel Sida, Texas 

James Howard Skelton, Oklahoma 

Lowell Aaron Sluss, Tennessee 

Ashley Ciuine Smith, Canada 

Donald Jay Smith, Florida 

Brian Keith Turner, Florida 

Sir Eric Vieux de Morzadec, France 

Harry Wilson Vinson, Mississippi 

John Eldon Wade, Georgia 

Eilert Richard Weitzel, II, Texas 

Dustin Snow Whittenburg, Texas 

From the Chaplain General 
Dr. John H. Killian, Sr. 

 This year in the Order finds the completion of my sev-
enth non-consecutive term as Chaplain General of the Military 
Order of the Stars and Bars, beginning my first term in 1990 
under Commander Robert L. Hawkins, III. Since then, I have 
served as Chaplain for some wonderful Commanders. Please 
bear with my personal reflection on these seven terms. In these 
years, I have appreciated the fact that our Commanders were 
interested in the spiritual component of honoring our Confeder-
ate ancestors. Our outgoing Commander, Byron Brady, has de-
sired the focus on Christian principles in our work through the 
Order. I am thankful to have worked closely with Commander 
Brady. 
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      Conducting the Memorials and the Prayers Breakfasts 
have always been uplifting. We have enjoyed some marvelous 
speakers through these years for our Prayers Breakfasts. This 
past year, Larry Beeson of North Carolina passed away and 
Larry sang at one of our Prayers Breakfasts. 
      The Chaplain General is responsible for writing letters 
of condolence to the survivors of those who have passed away. 
Recently, we lost some choice members of the Order. Mrs. JEB 
Stuart IV responded to the sympathy letter with a heartfelt note 
that JEB died with faith in Christ and she expects to see him 
again. Notes of this sort are a highlight of serving as Chaplain 
General. 
      Our new Chaplain General is Rev. Bobby Irvin, Cur-
rent Chaplain of the Mississippi Society and Pastor of Philadel-
phia Baptist Church. Brother Irvin comes with a high recom-
mendation from the Mississippi Society and with my personal 
recommendation. Bobby is a fine man, a good friend and will 
serve well. Frankly, I felt we needed a new voice and Bobby is 
the right man. Commander JJ Smith will continue the emphasis 
on the spiritual aspect of honoring our ancestors. 
     Thank you for these seven terms and I pray God's 
blessings on our work. As God laid out His basic law for socie-
ty, we are to Honor Father and Mother. We are fulfilling that 
role as we honor our ancestors. Karl Marx threatened that a 
country must be separated from their past to be conquered. Our 
organization stands in the gap to make certain that our past is 
not lost. God bless the Military Order of the Stars and Bars and 
may God save the South. 
 

Award Presentations 

Above: Laura Woodruff Moore is shown receiving a 2019 
Varina Howell Davis Award from CG Brady at the Waco, 
Texas National Convention Awards Luncheon held July 
27, 2019. 

Above: Sharon Edwards is shown with ATM Command-
er Dennis Brand after receiving the Winnie Davis Award 
at the Waco, Texas National Convention Awards Lunch-
eon held July 27, 2019. 

Left: Shown is 
a wreath placed 
by CG Byron 
Brady and 
LTCG Joseph J. 
Smith on Octo-
ber 20, 2019, at 
a memorial ser-
vice at Beth-
salem Church in 
Boligee, Ala-
bama, spon-
sored by the 
General Josiah 
W. Gorgas 
Chapter 299, 
Tuscaloosa, 
Alabama. 
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Above: Commander General Brady is shown presenting the charter to Lee Lance, Commander of the Colonel Briscoe 
Gerard Baldwin, Jr. Chapter 312, Bryan Texas. The ceremony took place November 16, 2019, at the Phillips Event 
Center in Bryan, Texas. He was assisted by Texas Society Commander Johnnie L. Holley, Jr., and Texas Society Ad-
jutant David P. McMahon. 

Above: Distinguished Commander’s Award: Conway Moncure, Lt Com-
mander Virginia Society, presented the Distinguished Commander’s 
Award to Martin Lane who is pictured herein along with Jim Seaton. 
 
Right: On Saturday, June 6, 2020, LTG Nathan Bedford Forrest Chapter 
#100 of the Mississippi Society inducted two new members, Stan Howell 
and Harry Vinson. From L to R: Rev. Bobby J. Irvin, Jr., Chapter Com-
mander; Stan Howell, Harry Vinson, Mike Moore, Chapter Adjutant. 
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Above: The Mississippi Society, Military 
Order of the Stars and Bars would like to 
extend congratulations to Rev. Preston 
"Buddy" Irving on his appointment to the 
position of Chaplain General for the Or-
der. Buddy is a member of the LTG Na-
than Bedford Forrest Chapter #100 in 
New Albany, MS. 

Handbook for Our Survival: 
By Conway B. Moncure 

 

 Fellow Compatriots: I just received my January/February 2020 copy of 
the Confederate Veteran magazine. Many of us are proud of our dual member-
ship with the SCV and other heritage organizations for good reason. WE are all 
in the same business with the same wants, needs, and problems. 

  I call your attention to the SCV’s Lt. Commander-in-Chiefs report of a 
millennial's SCV members open letter he received.  Without stressing ways we 
must attract and nurture millennial's we will gradually become just another medi-
ocre institution. I wish to summarize his views as a handbook for our continued 
succession. I give partial quotes: 

1) “ Upon joining, I realized there was a serious lack of ways to be involved. 
There was zero ways of getting involved short of sending money.” (Must young 
people do not have much extra money to give) 

2) “Lack of communication. Probably 90% of all emails I sent have gone unan-
swered.” 

3) “It appears that the only activity my camp does outside of the 3 hour long 
monthly meeting, is clean the highways. I did not join to clean highways. If the 
camp is going to do something, it needs to be cleaning a graveyard, placing flags, 
doing historical lectures, or show and tell anything that relates to the war of the 
Confederacy.” 

4) “Young members are not respected nor wanted at meetings.” (no voice and 
not heard) 

5) “There is no activism or energy.” Contact of local officials. 

6) “There is no transparency in this organization. Most organizations will say we 
want X and we need Y or Z to get there. I have never been told anything except 
we need money.” We can get involved by running a Facebook page, writing an 
article, sharing the word, doing research, or other administrative tasks.” 

7) “People aren’t recognized for what they do in the 
organization.  There are lecturers, traveling museums, 
grave cleaners, database creators, and artifact collec-
tors who LIVE the charge, but are never talked about.” 

 “Welcome packages are a must. I have 

learned nothing about the SCV from my camp. All 

my information came from hours of searching the 

national website and/or affiliates. “ 

  This article should be a wake-up call for 

all of us who truly wish to preserve our Southern 

heritage. Every one of us need to subscribe to and 

donate to the Abbyville Institute of Southern his-

torical scholars. They give us their heritage arti-

cles free for publication in the Officer’s Call. Give 

them your attention and needed assistance at Ab-

bevilleinstitute.org and sign up for their emails. 

 I can be contacted by emails sent to me at 

cmonway@verizon.net. I assure you a timely response.  

mailto:cmonway@verizon.net


 MOS&B Officer’s Call Page 26 

A Postscript to “Prisoners of 
the Yankees” 

By Walter G. Green III, Ph.D. 

 
 There are some tools to help honor the service and 
sacrifice of Confederate Prisoners of War held by the Union 
Army.  My ancestor, 1st Lt Lynn Banks Holt, Company I, 8th 
North Carolina State Troops, was imprisoned at Camp Hamil-
ton at Fort Monroe, Point Lookout, the Old Capitol Prison, and 
Fort Delaware after his wounding and capture at Chafin’s Farm 
in 1864.  He was lucky – he survived.  In researching his histo-
ry, I came upon the following organizations that are attempting 
to preserve the memory of Confederate prisoners.    
 The 2nd Texas Frontier Camp 1904 of the Sons of 
Confederate Veterans in DeLeon, Texas, offers a Confederate 
POW Medal and certificate for descendants of our prisoners of 
war.  Membership in the Sons of Confederate Veterans is not 
required.  Contact Jennings_winona@hotmail.com. 
 The Fort Delaware Society (http://
www.fortdelaware.org/index.htm) is a general historical inter-
est society dedicated to the preservation and interpretation of 
Fort Delaware.  They answer inquiries about what is known 
about Confederate prisoners of war held at Fort Delaware and 
gladly collect additional information including service records, 
post-war activity, photographs, etc.  They offer a certificate 
verifying incarceration at Fort Delaware for a small donation. 
 The Descendants of Point Lookout Prisoners of War 
(https://plpow.org/) maintain a Confederate Memorial Park 
next to the Veterans Administration cemetery, offer bricks to 
memorialize a specific prisoner, and has a membership medal 
that specifically honors Point Lookout prisoners.   
 There may be other groups undertaking similar work.  
Because my focus was on my ancestor, I did not search more 
widely.  If you have a Confederate ancestor who was a prison-
er, a web search of the name of the prison may identify a group 
working to preserve the memory of prisoners in that prison.  
 The number of prisons, the uniformly bad treatment of 
prisoners, and the number of regiments assigned to guard duty 
on a rotating basis makes it very difficult to assert that what 
went on was not known more widely to others in the Union 
Army.  There are no “Good Yankees” in this story.  The behav-
ior of Union Army officers and enlisted men assigned to these 
prisons in at best deliberately neglecting the needs of their pris-
oners and at worst deliberately killing them is a permanent 
stain on the honor of the United States Army that cannot be 
expunged.     
 

Yankee Mercenaries 
By Scott Barker 

 On an episode of C-SPAN 3’s American TV: the Civil 
War & Reconstruction, award winning historian and author 
William Marvel presented a lecture titled “Economy and Vol-
unteer Union Soldiers” that described the economic factors 
driving many poor Northerners to enlist in the Union army. I 
viewed this episode with great interest, and noted that Marvel 
is also the author of the book Lincoln’s Mercenaries: Economic 
Motivation among Union Soldiers during the Civil War. The 

On December 7, 2019, the Waul’s Texas Legion Chapter # 308 
helped present the 2019 Weatherford Texas Christmas Parade. 
Pictured (L-R) are Wyatt Savage, Ed Arnold, Commander Lar-
ry Martin and potential recruit Robert Smart. 

lecture provided a new perspective on recruitment and retention 
of Union soldiers throughout the course of the war. The lecture 
is available for viewing on their website at www.c-span.org. 

 Common motivations for enlisting for military service 
include those that one might expect, such as duty, honor, peers, 
family, and nationalism. However, according to Marvel, eco-
nomic factors also played an important role in the decision of 
those men from families of lesser affluence to enlist as Union 
soldiers. This was especially significant for the early stages of 
the conflict when there existed a marked economic depression 
in 1860 and 1861, where men entered the Union army for eco-
nomic reasons. By contrast, historians, such as James M. 
McPherson, who wrote in his book For Cause and Comrades: 
Why Men Fought in the Civil War, had concluded that both 
Confederate and Union soldiers enlisted out of a sense of na-
tionalism, duty, and honor. Of course, recruits from both sides 
responded to bounties paid by the national government, the 
state, and their localities, as the war progressed.  

 The purpose of Marvel’s research was not intended to 
besmirch the character or qualities of the Union soldier, but was 
to identify the nature of circumstances which led him to volun-
teer for service. Marvel hypothesized that the impetus for mili-
tary service by impoverished  northern men was government 
wages to support both themselves and their families. To support 
the contention, he examined census records, newspaper ac-
counts, and contemporary accounts from individuals, and ad-
duced that the chronically unemployed, underemployed, and 
impoverished men of the North had volunteered for service to 
collect army pay. This position contradicts the prevailing view 
that those men who volunteered for service in the early stages 
of war had been drawn from the most patriotic men of the Un-
ion. 

 Thus, those initial volunteers who had been considered 
the most patriotic of all Union soldiers were, in actuality, mer-
cenaries. Rather than having been inspired by Lincoln’s call for 
volunteers from the militias of loyal states to save the Union, 
their motivation had largely been self-interest to provide suste-
nance through military pay for themselves and their families. 
Indeed, this is but another widely held misconception that has 
been perpetuated by Northerners that cannot withstand the light 
of close scrutiny. 

http://www.fortdelaware.org/index.htm
http://www.fortdelaware.org/index.htm
https://plpow.org/
http://www.c-span.org
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