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PREFACE
SETTmeTmEmme—searws L

I:hﬂ#e written this book for the purpose of filling a
distinet gap in the field of historical writing. .The research
worker in the field, "Why the Confederacy Faiied", will find
that he must spend hours and hours of his time searching for
material on this subject. It seems that there has been cone
sistent attempt emong present-day writers to avoid coming out
into the open, so to speak, and enumerate specifically just
whet caused the Confederaey to fail. It is to fill the above-
mentioned gap that I have undertaken this thesis.

I should alsc like to remind the reader thet he will find
no bibliography better or more complete on the subjeet than the
one found in this book--especizlly in reference to the primary
sources; = If the reader finds fault with the book, let him re-
ﬁember that it 1s my bibliography that I wish to contribute to
the shelves of historical literature rather than the meterial
itself. Since this thesis is based wholly upon the writings of
others, I wish to ackﬁowledge my indebtedness to all the writers
mentioned in my bibliography. I also wish to express m¥#dndebt-
edness to Mr. Thomas of Long Island University, without whose aid

and advice, I would never have been able to persevere through

my venture; to several of my classmates who have given me valuablée

advice in their fleld of research; and especially to my sisters
who have cheerfully undertaken the difficult task of typing this

thesis,
J. CI

Merch, 195@
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PART ONE

OUTLINE
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Part I

Tutline
Causes For The Collapse of The Cofifederacy

Part I Introduction

A Importance of Sub ject
1. As & studyof past events (Historically)

2. As &n aid to the prevention of & simillar catastrophe

B Procedure
1. Presentation of opinion of others
2. Comments of myoown after each presentation

Part II Causes For the Collapse

Chapter I: Epliticnl Causes

Section A: Fellure to obtain Forelgn Ald
l. Causes
a. The defieat of cotton by corn

b. The cultivation of cotton in other countries
¢. The brilliant diplomacy of the Northern Statesmen

d. The hatred of slavery in Europe
e. The fear of the consequences of a war
2. Results
a. The blockade
b. Downfall of the Confederacy
Section B: Interna e
1, Causes
a. States Rights vs. Centralization
be. Exemption
¢. Conscription
d. Impressment
2. Results
a. Loss of faith in govermment
b. Downfall of the Confederacy

Chapter II: Millitary Causes

Section A: Navel Blockade
' 2. Ceauses
a, Lack of- Fare:gm l?eccfna lro»
b. Lack of Confederate navy
2. Results -
a. Alded federal army
b. Prevented supplies to Confederacy
¢. Prevented finances to Confederacy
d. Downfall of Confederacy
Seetion B: Lack of Supplies
1. Causes
a. Blockade
b. Lack of transportation facilities
c. Impressment policy
d. Administrative inefflciency

2. Results

a. Loss of spirit among the soldiers and people

b. Desertion
¢. Discontent
dd Downfall of the Confederacy




Seetion C: Desertion
l. Causes
a. Suffering from lack of supplies
 be. Anxiety for familles
c. Leck of pay
d. Lack of motive in fighting
e. Weariness of war
f. bagk of strict discipling in army
- g. Prevelant belief in exemption of rich
B. Results
a. Lack of soldiers for fighting purposes
b. baek of soldiers for protective purposes
¢. Broke spirit of army and people
d. Downfall of Confederacy
Section D: Inefficient Organizetion of the Army
l. Causes
e. Military electhons detrimentel to disecipline
b, Law permitting "substitutes"
¢. Exemption laws
d., Employment of negro soldiers
e, Poliey of dispersion
f. Negleet of cavalry
2. Results
g. Lack of discipline
b. Dissension within army
¢c. Desertion
d, Downfall of Confederacy

Chepter III: Financial and Econcmic Causes

Section A: Inflation of Paper Money
1, Causes
a, Blockade
b. Haek of Specie in the Treasury
cs Futility of Texation

2, Were financial troubles ceused by a lack of foresight?

a, A8 viewed by writers

be As viewed by author
3. Results

a, Decling in velue of money

b. Rise of prices

c. Speculation

d. Starvation among people snd army

e, Loss of confidence in government

f. Yownfall of Confederacy _

Seetion B: Economiec Inferioritv of the “outh

1, Causes

a. The South was agricultural

b. Slavery ceuses immigration to flow northward
2.+ Results

g, Inferiority in fighting men

b. Inferiority in military resources

¢. Inferiority in transportation facillities

d, Inferiority in economic development

e, Inferiority in wealth

f. Downfall of Confederacy

Chapter IV: Sociel and Psychologicael Causes

Section A: Loss of Morale among soldiers




1. Causes

a. Suffering

b. Despondency

¢c. Fear for those left at home

d. Constant defeat

e. Hopelessness of forelgn aid
2. Results

8. Desertion

b. Collapse of Confederacy

Section B: Loss of Morale esmong people

l. Csuses

a. Suffering

b. Despondency

¢. Constant defeat

d. Hopelessness of foreign aild

e. Disentegration of the soclal 1life
2. Results

8. Opposition to government

b. Collapse of the Confederacy

Section C: Conclusion
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"WHY THE CONFEDERACY FAILED"
]

PART 1

INTRODUCTION

Aé the reader_ﬁnows, it 1s deemed unethical if the writer

of a new historical treatise proceeds to place his thoughts on
paper without giving some reason for his addition to the already
Innumerable mass of historieal writings. Therefore, in order to
keep within the eircle of "historiecal etiguette", I ask the reader
to bear with me while I point out the significance of the subject.
The first queétion that enters one's mind is the following: Why
should we study the causes for the failure of the Confederacy?
The reader may argue that the Confederacy failed exﬁdﬁﬂy sixty-six
. pears ago; and therefore its ‘atudy would b; _’g;ru.i_tleaa and benefit
only those of a mustyand entiquarian frame of ﬁind. ﬁowever,
there are two good reasons for the existence of this paper: (1) that
it is & matter of historical importaence, which means that a
student of history must understand this phase 1if he is to appreciate
the results of this memorable collapse; and (2), which is the
more important, that we then profit from the mistakes of others.
Here, I wish to present a beautiful exposition of the letter
point written by Duncan Rose, the son of a.oonfederate officer.
e séya: 1 : ;

But it is asked, "Whet doth 1t profit us to inquire into

this? Anybody can criticize. Hindsights are better than
foreslights. It 1s not so easy to do as to know what had

T Duncan Roae-—“ﬁﬁy theaggn{ederacy Felled"~--Cent. Mag.-—éﬁ--?.&&

Nov. ssue




B@@n good to do. Wherefore, then, seek to know why
the Confederacy failed?"
All of whieh is very true. The study of the past

would be profitless if 1t were indulged in only for

the pleasure of finding fault. But we must keep in
mind that it is history only that can furnish us a guide
to the future, and that it is only by the study of the
mistakes and successes of others who have gone before
us that we can know how we should act under like circum-
stances. ,

Thus, we realize that the perusal of this treaé#ise should not
be undertaken merely to satisfy one's curiosity; but instead,
to be studled for the sake of its value.

Now , I believe i1t would be wise if I spent a few moments

discussing the methi

Bjthat I shall follow in the writing of this
book. As the reader khows historical subjects sometimes produce
_contraveraial points--especially & subject like the Causes for
the Collapse of the Confederacy. In view of this fact I shall

in my presentstion place before the reader quotﬁtions from
different authors followed by comments of my own. In this manner,
I shall place the burden of authority upon the shoulders of those
whom I quote; but the reader should keep in mind that I expect

to taeke all the responsibility for the comments which will follow
the quotations.

The reader will salso notiece that I have departed from the
"eonservative" method of inserting gquotations. For the saka‘or
clearness and convenience, I have omitted the formal quotation
marks, and have placed each gquotation in a aeparaté*@ﬂg&grnph in

single space. But enough for the introduction; let us proceed!
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CAUSES FOR THE COLLAPSE OF THE CONFEDERACY

Chapter 1

POLITICAL CAUSES

Before we proceed to study and analyze the different ceasuses
that led to the downfall of the‘Confederacy, we must remember
that esch cause was not a distinct entity wholly unreleted to
the other factors. Therefore, even though I must break up the
different factors for the sake of clearness and convenlence,
the reader should remember that easech "cause" i3 closely related
and very dependent on the other "causes." As one writer puts
it: 1.

sbut I think it is as difficult to assign brief end

general reasons for its failure ss it would be to say

why A has beaten B in a long end closely contested

game of chess. Probably during forty moves B might

have won by different play, and each move of the forty

might be called the fatal one.

With this significant point in mind, let us analyze whsat

I would call one of the most important causes for the downfall

of the Confederscy=--namely, the Fallure to obtain Foreign Aid,

Bear it in mind, however, that this statement does not imply
that faet that the Confederacy with forelgn aid would have
won the war, although this is very probable; but that without
foreign aid there was very very little hope for viectory.

E. P, Alexander, Brigasdier-General of Artillery C. S. 4.
1. Century Mag. Volume 55=-=-Feb. 1897, Pg. 629,
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We find Jefferson Davis saying:l.

Mr. Mason became our representative in London, lr. Slidell
in Paris, Mr. Rost in Spain, and Mr., Mann in Belgium. They
performed with energy and sklll the positions, but were
unsuccegsful in obtaining our recognition &s an independent
POWEr.

This merely tells us that the Confederacy wes not recognized,
but the important question whieh confronts one's mind is: Why
did the European Power fail to recognize the rebellious south?®
From all indicatlons in the year 18561, the observer would say
thet foreign intervention wes only & matter of time. Let us
diagnose the thoughts of the southerners st this pericd. In
Beard's "Rise of American Civilization," we find the following
comment:&.

"I firmly believe,” exclaimed Senator Hammond of South

Carolina in the year of secession, "thet the slave-holding

South 1s now the controlling power of the world; that no

other power would face us in hostility. Cotton, rice,

tobaeco, and naval stores commend the world; and we have

the sense to know it end are sufficlently teutonic teo

carry it out suceessfully. The North with us would be a

motherless calf, bleating about, and die of menge and

starvation.”
This quotation gives us a pleture of the thoughts of the leg-
isleture; now let us turn to the average ecitizen. In the "War
Diery of & Union Women in the South," we find the following scene
described: 3.

Jan. 28, Monday (1861)

Rob opened the battle yesterday morning by saying to me

in his most aggressive manner, "G., I believe these are

your sentiments;" and then he read aloud an article from

the "Journel des Debats" expressing in rather contemptuous

terms the faet that France will follow the policy of non
~intervention. When I answered: "Well, what do you expect?

l. Jefferson Davis, "Rise and Fall of Confederate Cov't", Vol.2,pz.368

2. Beard, "Rise of American Civilization", Vol.2, pg. 55
o. War Diary of & Union Woman in the South,

Century Mag. Oct.=-1889=-pg. 9351

Century Articles on the Civil War-Vol. 6
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This is not their quarrel,"” he raved at me, ending by a

- declaration that he would willingly pay my passage to
foreign parts if I would like to go. "Rob", said his
father, "keep cool; don't let that threat excite you.
Cotton is king. Just walt till they feel the 'pinch a
little; theilr tone will change",

We see from the foregoing illustrations that the people were very
optimistic as to their chances for suceess. lNor can we blame them,
for cotton was a very much desired commodity; and the southerners
believed that they would forece the foreign powers to intervene in
their behalf by prohibiting the export of cotton. The fect remains
that the shortage of cotton did ceuse & great deal of trouble and
herdship to the people of England and France; enough to werrant
intervention if the countries so desired. Looking through the
books on the Civil War, one may find many descriptions of the
suffering snd misery csused by the shortage of cotton. Jefferson
Davis tells us that:l.
The foreign necessity for our cotton is repreaehted in these
words of her Majesty's Secretary of State for Forelgn Affairs,
on May 6, 1862, when speaking of the blockade of our ports:
"Thousands are now obliged to resort to the poor rates for
subsistence, owing to this blockade, yet her Majesty's Gove
ernment have not sought to take advantage of the cbvious im-
perfections of this blockade, in order to declare it in-
effective. They have, to the loss and detriment of the
British nation, scrupulously observed the duties of Great
Britian to a friendly state.”"
Jemes Ford Rhodes' description of the effects of the cotton short-
age 1s even more vivid and striking. He says: 2.
Mills were working short time; menufacturers were reduc-
ing weges; mill owners end laborers were dismayed at the
prospect of a cotton famine. The blockade stood between

them and & supply of cotton, threastening the owners with bus-
iness derangsment, and the workmen with starvatlon,

loJefferson Davis, "Hise and Fall of the Confederacy", Vol.2, pz. 343
2.James Ford Rhodes, "History of Civil Wer 1861-65", pg. 66
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Thus we see that there was wuch hardship in BEngland. HNow, let us
turn to France. In Armistead C. Gordon's book we find the follow=
ing discription: 1l.

Next to England, France suffered most from the famine; con-

suming as she did 240,000,000 pounds annually, as against a

housend millions in England and 564,000,000 in America.

Practically all of the French supply was American. When this

was suddenly cut off, 300,000 people in one dlstrict were

made absolutely destitute, subsisting seccording to report,

"by roaming at night from house to house, and demanding

rather than asking alms," while at Rowen, out of 50,000 oper-

atives, 50,000 were "laid off" and in the surrounding country

only one=fifth of the handweavers had work.
e may say then without any contradiction that there was a grest
deal of suffering occasioned by the shortage of cotton. If so,
then the question which immediately confronts one ls this: Why
did the foreign powers abstain from recognizing the Confederacy?
The reader must remember that no one can dogmaticelly point to
this or to that specific cause and stete that it was responsible
for the faet that the Confederscy was not recognized..What we can
do, however, is to enalyze as critically es possible 81l the differe
ent reasons given by writers and then attempt © determine what
seems to us to be the most important cause.

A very interesting point now confronts us, namely, the fack
that Englend and France were often upon the vergze of recognizing
the Confederaey. dJ. Be. Jones tells us in his diaryt that in August
4, 1863 the outlook for the southern side was indeed bright:2.

Nevertheless, most men look for relief in the foreign

complications the United States are falling into. Eng-

land will not prohibit the selling of steamers to the

Confederate States, and the United States say that it

shall not be done; and France has taken possession of

Mexico,ww~wmw==- . We think recognition of our govern=-

ment is not far behin@ these eventsj------ .
We also find that in September 24, 1864 Pelmerston wrote the follol-

letter to Gladstoneid.

l. Armistead €. Gordon, "Jefferson Davis'"pg. 165
2. Jones, "A rebel War Clerk's Diary" vol.2, pg. 5

3 & b R iy e e R e £ e v St
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It seems to Russell and me that the times are fast ap-

proaching when some joint offer of meditetion by Eng=-

land, France and Russia if she would be a party to 1it,

might be made with some prospect of suecess to the com-

batants in North America, and Russell is going to lnstruct

Cowley to a private letter to sound the French Covern=

ment as to their wlllingness to agree to such & measure if

forrdlly proposed to them. Of course, no actual step to

such effect could be talken without the sanction of the

Cabinet. But if I am not mistnken, you would be inedilned

to apprdave such a course,

If it is true that the foreign powers were often on the verge 6f
interfering or recognizing the Confedeéracy, we realize then that
to find the exact resson for their inaction will be & much more
difficult tesk than if conditions had been otherwise. The
queations that come to one's mind are: Was "King Cotton" not the
real "king"? Did the Confederate representatives bungle up
affairse? Was the foreign situation not conducive toward in-
terference? What, then, kept the forelgn powers from openly
recognizing the Confederacy?

There are seversl different points of view concerning the
angwer to this question: Some writers state that cotton was not
the real "king" notwithstanding all indications to the contrary,.
Thev glve two reasons for the faet that cotton wes dethroned--
first, that there was enough cotton in the foreign countries to
carry them through the war; and second, that the desire for wheat
eesser produged by the North superceded the desire for cotton
produced by the South, Let us now exemine the writings of the
different authors in this field. Edwin Spsrks tells us thet:2.

Some cotton reached Europe bv "bloekade runners"; the
United States Covernment sxported still more; and & new

# &« Meyer Prustadt (classmate), "Foreign Affeirs during the Civil
liar™ Part l--pg. 4
2, Bdwin Erle Sparks, "The United States of America',
' Part 2--pg. 263
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source of supply was found chiefly in Indig.--==«=-, The
cotton famine of Burope, so fully expected by the seced=
ing states, falled to come. "King Cotton" proved to be

& fallible monarch, and one of the strongest hopes of the
Confederacy was dsshed, ‘

We &glso learn of the game fact from Aimiataad Cs Cordon who tells
us that the southern ports held by the north were opened to
trade to relieve the cotton shortage: l.

Relief ensued, after the close of 1862, as & conse-

quence of the method which the Federal Covernment

adopted of continuing the bloeckade. MNilitary and

naval expeditions invaded southern ports where cotton

and other valuable products were stored, or from

which the territories of their production wers accesse

ible. New Orleans, Beaufort, and Port Royal were cccupled

ef£# by Federal forces, and were officially declared by

the United Stetes Government to be open for irade.

Licenaes for trading with these ports were granted to

forelgn vessels by Federal consulsg,-=e-==- 3 while circulars

were addresses to the forelgn ministers at Washington,

announcing the reopening of communiecstion with all con-

quered southern localities.
Other writers such as Edward Channing2 and Roland G. Usher, whom
I will quote soom, emphasize the fact that the failure of the
wheat crop in Burpoe during this period created a desirs among
the forelan powers to continuo on friendly relations with the
North in order to obtain its wheat--in orther words, "01d King
Cotton's dead and burie: brave young corn is King".! Other
reasons given for non-intervention are: the brillient diplomacy
of the northern representatives, the faet thet the south wes
fighting for the contimmance of Slavery-- ené institution disg=-
liked by the common clssses of BEuepe, and tne fsar that recogni-

tion and intervention would bring on & disastrous wer with the

northe prom the Cyclopaedia of Political Science, we read: 2,

l. Armistead €. Gordon, "Jefferson Davis", pz. 165
2 . Channing, vol. 6, pg. 340




Pgt v

Belligerent rizhts were accorded to i1t (Confederate) by
the leading powers, but it was never recognizaed as & govern-
ment, notwithstanding the persevering efforts of its
agents near the prineipsl courts. This result was mainly
due to the diplomsey of the federal seeretary of atate,
Wm. H. Seward, to the proclametions of emancipation in
1862-3, which secured the sympathy of the beat elements
of Great Britian and France for the federal government,
and to obstinate persistence of the federal governemnt

in avoiding, so far as possible, any recognition of the
exlstence, even de facto, of a confederate governemmt./l

Wnile Alexander Johnston emphasizes the effects of the
diplomsey of Seward and the proclamations of emencipation
in 1862-3 leading to non-recognition, we find still another
laying emphasis on the effect of slavery. Jscob D. Cox's2-
opinion 1s that:
----- except for the fact that the system of slavery
wes in econflict with the publie opinion of the civilized
world, there would seem to be little doubt that both France
and Englend would have intervensd actively in behalf
of the Confederacy. ‘
However, there is another side to this questlon. Just as the
suthors mentioned above tend t@ﬁlav stress on the political
and etkilcal aspects of the probiam, so does Roland G. Usher
! g
place emphasis upon the economic| side of the question. I
am quoting him in full because it is the most detailed and
scholarly account thet I have found dealing with the reascns
given for the neutrality of Great Britian and France. He says: 3.
The expectations entertained Py the South of assistence
from Englend end France did not materialize, chiefly
because ecotton was not king. While large and influentilsl
sections of the English people favored the Soutliern cause,

the governemnt was loath to set until the abllity of the
Southern Confederacy %o meintain itself wes apparent.

l. Alexander Johnston--"The Confederate States" Cyclopzedla of
Political Science~-~Vol. 1 - Pz. 566

2. Jeeob D. Cox--Mejor General U.8.V, "Why the Confederscy Failed"
The Century Magaszine: Vol. 53: Feb. 1897
1Pg. 633

5. Roland G. Usher Ph,D.--"The Rise of the Am. People"--A philo-

sophical Interpretation of Am. History Pgdﬁa
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Unguestionably, too, the sarscity and abillty of C. P.
Adams, ths Unlted Stetes Ambesseder to Crest Britisn,

wes Instrumentel in preventing prompt action in favor

of the South, and in delayling & deeision until both
England and Frence concluded, ss the Confederate agents
were compelled to report, thet the probabilities of the
restoration of the Unicn outwsighed "the wisdom, energy,
snd completensas™ of the administretive system esteblished
at Richmond. The expected pressure upon foreign govern-
ments caused by the need for cotton was long postponed,
because, in the spring of 1861, the Buropesn manufacturers
had nearly & year's supply of eotton on hand. Long before
this supply was exhausted, the general fallure of the
grain erops throughout Burope caused a demand for food
-gtuffs literally unprecedented since the Nspoleanie

wars. England, even then unable to feed herself and de-
pendent on importation, found her ususl sources of supply
either non-existent or inadequate and was forced %to sesk
some new supply of food. In that very year of European
scarcity, the West harvested the largest crops of 1its
history; the new reilroads quickly and cheaply lended the
erop at New York; whence 1t was shipped to England and
found reedy sale. The North possessed in fact the only
apailable supply of a commodity whiech Europe needed far
mere than it d2d cotton. The laek of cotton as a medium
of exchange with Europe was scareely felt. The Emancipetion
Proclamation === , Beems tc nave played ean lmportent ;
part in deciddng the Eurppesn nations to decline to re-
cognize the Confedersgy, ==--===w=e- All hope cf recognition
was destroyed by the vietorles of Vicksburg and Gettysburg.

WWe have at this time oompleted a survey of several reasons
given by different writers fof the failure of the foreign vowers
to intervene actively in behalf of the Confedersecy-~the fact
that "King Cotton" was dethroned by "brave young Corn;" the
fact that enough cotton was obtalned by gthe European countries
to carry them through the perilod of confliet; the brilliant
diplomacy of Seward and the American representatives abroad;
and the fact that the South wess fighting to preserve slavery
--an institution haled by the common c¢lasses in Englend and
France. There 1s however anctuer possible resson whieh I be-
lieve 1s the most important one, namely, the faect that England

sult
end France feared that recognition and intervention would re-
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in 8 war with the North whose offects would be fer more disastrous
to their welfare and industry then the effect from remaining in

a state of neutrality. Samuel A, Goddard in a letter dated

Jen. 21, 1864 sent to the Editor of the "Daily Post™ from Englend
states after consldersble study thet: e

It hesg been admitted onaall sides, even the Times has
agreed in 1t, that recognition meens intervention, and
intervention means war; and consequently, if this be S0,
the movement in question is not only designed to reverse
the declared policy of the Governemnt, as approved by a
large majority in the House of Commons, but to involve

ths nation in a war thet would probably be more disastrous
to commerciel end industriel pursuits, &nd to universal
morelity, than any other on record.

Tue foregolng quotaticn is the copinion of an Amerigsn who hed
studied the situation abroad, but now let us turn to the feelings
of the very newspapers themsilves. We find that the "London
Times" of Sept. 6, 1861 and the "London Shipping Gazette" of
Sept. 6, 1861 exprsssing the same opinion:®.
But the truth is they (the Confederaey) think they hold
the supply &f Europe in their hands and may turn the power
they possess to political advantsge. Theyv think if they
starve Liverpool and Hs¥re and all the factories dependent
on these markets they will foree England and Franee to
come to terms and wither Lreal the blockade or recognize
the Confederacy. We, and our neighbors scross the channel,
may suffer from a shortege of cotton, but we asre not going
tc Involve ourselves in & nsval wer with the Northern
¥ States in which it is very doubtful if we shall have co-
operatlon of France.
Thus, we see that the Engllsh mind reslized the disastrous re-
sults that would follow 1f & war broke out. Another fasctor whieh
kapt the European powsrs from Interfering wes the ominous pre-

sence of a Russian fleet in the Atlantic and Pscific Oceans.

l. Samuel 4. Goddard --"Letters on the Ameriesn Revolution"
1860-1866; Pg. 400

2. John Bach MeNaster --"A History of the People of the U.S8.
during Lincoln's Administration" Pg.128,129
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One of ths most dlsclosing sccounts of this ineident is found
in "The Journal of Modern History " of December 1lu30. E. A.
Ademev tells us thatile

Or September 11 (1883) e Russien squadron under the command
of Keer-Admirsl Popov, and on September 24 sancther undsr the
commuand of Rear-Admirsl Lesovaky, appeared, fhe former in
San Franeisco and the latter 1n New York, LT elleged
gedled instruction," remarks the most recent American
writer, (F.L.Shumen, "American Poliey Towerds Russlas since
1917" (New York, 1928)), "to assist the Union should Great
Britien and Franece take hostile setion=---"The cont ent,

end even the existence, of the 'sealed instructions' re-
mains doubtful, But in the United States the visils wers
hailed with grateful rejoleing ss a clear indication that
4% least one Power of Europe, and that one old friend was
prepered toO stand by tne Union."

Thet the fear of a ynr wi@h the North and possibly with Russia
was no doubt one of the c;uses for the fect that the foreign
powers remained in a staté of ﬂeutralitv lever Friistadt who
hes done quite scme reaearch on the "Foreign Relations of the
United States during the*Civil;War“ tells us that:<-

It must be understood that the Cotton Issue was megnified
many times its original size. Whlle the other factors,
sueh as sentiment, the press ridiculing the situation in
Americe, the question &f investments in Ameriea and, the
generel feeling szainst war, decided heavily against the
Europeen open aid to tha South.

Whether the faet that the "Cottan Issue was magnified meny times
"is true or not I do,ﬁot care to discuss, but the statement that
there wos 2 "generaiﬂfeeling ezeinst war" is, I belleve, true.
Although I lemve to the resder the privelege of Jjudgling what he

believes is the most Important foctor which dsetermined the pas-

sive policy of the foreigp governmente, end althoug I personally

o -

1. E.A.Adamov--"Russie and the U.S. a2t the Time of the Civil Wer"
The Journal of Modern Hlstory-Decembsr 1930
Volumg 11--No.4~-Pz. 586

2. Meyer Friistadt--/"Foreign Reletions"--Pg.b

i
i
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tend to emphasizs the fear of therresults of a war wit: the North
and Russia, we way nevertheless safely conélude with the state-
ment that the forelgn powers were kept from activelylinterfering
In behalf of the Confederacy because of the influence exerted
by the combinetion of all the above-mentloned faectors--the fact
that "King Cotton" was dethronsd by "brave young Corn;" the
fact that encugh cotton was obtained by the European countries
to carry them through the period of econfllet; the brilliantt
diplomacy of Segard and the Amerlean représantativea abroad;
the fact that the Soath W8S gighti g for the preservation of
slavery, an institution hated by the common e¢lasses in Englend _
and France; and lestiy, the facﬁ thet the Europesn powers fsared
the dissstrous eonsequences-of e war with the North.
Although there is a differenee of oplnion among different
writers &8s to the most ilmportant factor which lad to non-inter-
vention by the foreign powsrs, e nevertheless find no such
difference of opinion when we séarch for facts dealing with the
results of the paclfie policyffcllowed by Englard end France.
Writers egree that the Confederacy could never have come out of
the confliet successfully witnoﬁt active foreign intervention.
Don Carlos Buell states that:l-
There was from the first ﬁut one reasonable chonce
for the survival of the Confederacy, end that ley in
foreign 11terveuulon. Recognition alone would vot have
availed.

Jaccb D. Cox is of the same opinion. He says:®e

But this non-interventlcn made possible the great Llockade

- v

1. Don Carlos Buell--Major Oen. U.8.V.--"Why the Confederacy Falled"

Cent:ry liagazine--Vgl. bS--7.631~~Fgb. 1897
2. Jaecob D. Cox==U,S8.V.--"Why the Confedsracy Failed"--Cent. Mag.
Vol. B3--P. 635-~-Feb. 1897

sl
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of two thousand mlles of ssa-coast, depriving tie Confederscy
of a foreign commerce which was & vital factor both in
marketing her own products snd in proecuring munitions of
wer.,
Even Lord Napler, & Frenchmsn, reslized rsther sarly the hope-
lessness of further ccnfliet on the part of the Sout: with
forelgrn intervention. E. A. Ademov tells us that:ls

On May 13 (1863) Lord Napler wrote to London that "the

revolt i1s spreading in the lhiope of foreign intervention.

If the Engllsh govermment do not mean to fight, let them

88y 80, and stop the loss of 1life end ¢ suffering at-

tendant on a rising which, unaided, clu*ot succeed.”
Therefore we realize that the lsck of forelgn Intervention,
caused by a cowbination of different factors varying in luportance,
wes one of the most important cesuses for the collapse of the
Confederacy.

Before we procesd to another phese of this topie, I should
like tc make the reader familisr with e fect of more iInterest
than importance. Owing to the féct thet most writeras of this
phage of history failed to deal with the countries other than
England end France, the average readers are left with the im-
pression that no forelgn power ever recognized the Confederscy.
If we cen enll the Papmey in 1863 g forelgn power, we reslize
that this impression is a false dné; for Albert Bushnell Hart
tells us:e

--=~3 and greeat was the jubilet10u when, on the 3¢ of

December, 1863, Pope Pius 1X asddressed a letter to that

illustris et honorabilis viv Jefferson Davis, which was

conetrusd by the Confedalac; into a recognition bv a for-
elgn potentate,~-the only weooqnttioq whlehh 1t ever re-

celved.

So with this unimportant but rather interesting detail, T conclude

l. E.A.Adamov-~"Russia and the U.8. at the tims of the Civil War"
Journal of Med. Hist. :Dec. 1930 :Vol. 2 :Pg.591
2. Albert Bushnell Hart--"Why the South Was Defeated in the

Civil War"--New England Msgazine :Vol. 11 :Pz.364
Nov. 1891
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my dissertation on the csuses and results of the failure of
forelign intervention; and pass on to another of the politiecal
causes which resulted in the collapse of the Confederacy, namely,
the dissensions witinin the Confederacy 1ltself, whieh I shall
term the internal dissensions.

Just as we find quarrels going on in gmay a femily, so do
we fina quarrels and dissensions in the family of the Confederacy
-—on1y mach more vehement and disastrous. Albert Bushnell Hart
puts 1t fathar mildly when he says:le

- The internal workings of the Confederste government were
by no means smooth. Almost from the beginning there was

in Congress an organized opposition to Presidqnt Davis.

A tfue-deacription of the sgsituation would be & stetement to the
effect that the opposition was very strong, that in some in-
stances it sssumed the propertions of & rebellion, and in one
cagse~-a rather humorous case, whiech I shall describe latér--
-there wes actual secession within the Confederscy. As we pro-
ceed to a further study of this phase of history, we learn that
there was dissension in the cabinet, in the legislature, and,
the most severe, in the states. A detalled and c¢lear account
of this topie, well-worthy'of belng quoted in full, comes from
the pen of William E. Dodd:2:

A cuslous, though common, American poliecy of the Confederste
presldent, supported by the states, did muec" to weaken the
new government. The first Cabinet was composed of men who
eitlier had opposed the secession movement or who had been
rivals of Jefferson Davis for years. Vice-President Stephens
had never been on friendly terms with Davis end he had been
the most powerful opponent of secession in the South as

1. Albert Bushnell Hart--"Why t e South Was Defeated"--New England
Magazine--V, 1l--Pg. 372
2. William E. Dodd--"Cyclopedia of Ameriecan Government"--Vol.l
Pgs. 372-374
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late &g January, 1861; Toombs wes hostile to Davis, while
Memminger of the ftrsasury department had consistently fought
the separatist movement since 1832; L. Pope Walker had been
a leader of the unionist foreces of North Alabama----- « XN
the senate and house a large minority--sometimes a ma jority
~--of the leaders was made up of men who had never bellieved
in the wisdom of secession, though most of them aclknowledged
the right of a state to withdraw from the Union.e-«----- -
This 1s one of the causes still ecited in South Carolina for
the failure of the Confedersey; certainly it produced much
dissatiasfection, and discontent was & primary ceuse of the
"final overthrow.

Speaking of dissension outside the Capital, he continues:

In the same way the "wer governors" frequently overstepped
the boundaries of thelr authority. From the beginning the
governors of (Georgie, Tennessee and North Carolina treated
with contempt many of the perfectly regular demands of the
Confederate Government. At times thls amounted to open
violations of law. And from November, 1864, to February,
1865, a strong party in the Confederate congress led by
Alexander H. Stephens and supported by Governors Vance of
Northn Carolina, and Brown of Georgia, urged thie impeachment
of Jefferson Davis and tle establishment of a military
dictatorship with Genersl Lee at the head. The refusal of
the latter to countenance the plan alone prevented a practi-
cal attempt at its realization.

We 8@e from this account then that the dissension within the
Confederacy was a matter of grave importance; it assumed the
proportions of rebellion and treason. From the pen of another
suthor we lesrn that this often unwarrented eriticism telded to
undermine the faith of the people in the government-~thus making
the already difficult tesk of continuing the rebellion all the
more difficult. Colonel Robert Tansill of the late Confederate
States Army tells us that:ls

Even as eerly as the second year of the war, as its hardships

began to be more sensibly felt, and success not appearings

80 certain, a factious spirit was manifested towards the

Government in different parts of the countryy perticularly

in Nor$ Carolina and Ceorgila.=---=----- . They did everything
in their power to discourage the e¢ltizens, and to bring defeat

1. Robert Tans#ll --"Causzes Whieh Led to the Failure of the
Confederate Stetes"--Pg. 12
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upon the Confederate armg,=--=-= « In 1863-'4, this party
had so inereassed by desertions from the army snd accessions
from the cltizens, that it was really formidable. In
North Carolins, thet adopted the name of "Conservatives,"
===, They denounced the Confederacy as a despotism, and
proclaimed in their newspapers that it was a "rich men's
wer and a poor man's fights."
The interneal dissension was indeed & very importent factor in the
fallure of the Confederaecy. The question that confronts one's
ménd et the present moment is: What were the ceuses for this in-
ternal dissension? In attempting to answer thls questlion we come
across one of the most interesting and most important preblems
that ever troubled the race of mankind. History abounds with
examples of this very serious but rether fomical feature of human
nature, namely, the faet that a person who fights for a certain
privilege usually refuses, when he gets into power, to exténd
this privilege to others. The Puritans Jled from thelr homes for
the sake of enjoying the right to worship as they pleased, but
when they once ascended to powsr, they refused to grant this
privilege to others; when the Confederate leaders fought for
the principle of "States Rights" and organized their own govérn-
ment, they refused to sccord full "Stetes Rights" to the rebel-
lious states. Thus we come to the realization that the secession
of the Southern 8tates did not anﬂ*tbe career of that parasitie
-like argument of "States Rights Vs. Centralization" which was
one of the causes for itnternal dissension. John C. Schwab en=

larges on this point when he seys:le

But the state authorities of Georgle continued to oppose
thhe centralizing tendencies which were yielding up theilr

"
: --"mhe Confederste States of America
L. Jonu: Christopher Schwab--"Th Pgs. 208, 209.
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autonomy to the growing mllitary despotism.in Richmo-d.
They were much encouraged in this by the attitude taken by
such men as Vice-President Stepmens and Senator Toombs, and
found & ready mouthrlece in their Governor, who persistently
upneld the rights of the State which we thought were being
viclated by the growing power of the Peesident. 1In s latter
deted April 18, 1864, the Vice~President, though disclaiming
any feeling of personal opposition to President Davis, strongly
expresses the convietion that the letter is aiming at dietator-
lal powers, and that he has sigally departed from his for-
mer Stetes rights views.
Another cause for complaint against the Central Government of the
Confederacy was the laws regulating Exemption and Conseription.
The common e¢lasses believed that the lews which te¥f#ed to exempt
the wealthy class from military service were unfair emd this pro-
vided another sburce of irritetion. This was especially true of
iestern North Caroline where tae planter with twenty slaves was
exempt, and winere the slave holders were in tie minority.g« 3.
though the ethicel sspects of this problem--that is, whetier or not
the Bmemption laws worked only for the interests of the wealthy
classess--do not come within tie scope of this thesis, and because
I fear that some reader may be left with the impression that the
belief's of the people were always well=founded, I feel it my duty
to make a few comments concerning this subjeect. Jogn €. Schwab
tells us that:2e
These libersl exemptions were further extended on Oectober
11, 1862, so a8 to include one white overseer for avery
twenty negwoes on a plantation, --- a provision thought
necessary to guard sgeinst the wjrfdicawal of whites from
te country districts, and to insure the largest production
of food products.
30 we see that many of these lews were enacted for the welfare of
the state. Howsver, the fact remains thaet no matter whetier a
belief is true or not; if it tends to influence people in their

ections, 1t is important end should be, by all meens, mentioned in

”72552::::Ef—3chwab--"Confederate States"--Pg. 201.
;L_.{M C Senwab--"Confederate States"--Pg. 196,197

>
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a historical essay. But to continue! We find that the
hatred against conscription was even more intense; and in
1863 and 1864, public meetings were held in North Carolina
protesting vigoroualy against the "military despotism",le

or as another writer put it, this "arbitrary i .fringement

of the liWerty of individual."2. Still another grievance of
the people lay in the impressment policy of the Governmenf.
The following quotationSeadmirably sums up this troublesome
but inevitable situation.

The Confederate impressment laws aggravated the burdens

of the war. They not only lessened the available supply

of food by discouraging its being brought to market, but
what agricultural products did reach the towns and ecities
were constantly in danger of impressment, and were often
selzed for government use at a price far below the mar-
ket rate. This practice accentuated the scarcity of
food products, created destitution in some sections,
raised prices still further, and stimulated the bit-
terest feelings against the military authorities, es-
peclally for interfering with goods on their way to
market. ;
The internal dissension which grew out of the above-discussed
grievences--"States Rights vs. Centralization," Exemption,
Consceription, and Impressment--was another of the causes which
led to the collapse of the Southern Rebellion.

While we are on this tople, I believe it 1s interesting
to note what writers say of the relation between Jefferson
Davis and the southern people. One writer in particular is
of the opinion that Jefferson Davis was hated by the people

because they made no attempt to aid him when he was "captumed"
bﬁf"'the Northern Government. This 1s what Samuel A, Goddard

says in a letter written in July 4, 1865 to the Editor of the

l. John C. Sehwab--"Confederate States"--Pg. 201
2. Roland G, Usher--"Rise of American People"--Pg. 329
3. John C. Schweb--"Confederate States"--Pg. 207, 208.
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Daily Postsle
The ultimate fate of Jefferson Davis was foreseen soon
after the war began. His unscrupulous aggressiveness
would make him feared, but his despotism would cause
him to be hated, and his conceit and arrogance would
csuse him to be despised. Since his fall, not a line
has been written in the whole South in his favor; not
a hand Was held out to assist him to escape. Traversing
a district where his rule had been held supreme, hewas
arrested by a few horsemen, and taken some hundred and
fifty miles through the same distrilet, without any at-
tempt being made to release him. Not a lamentation for
his fall has arisen from any quarter, and not a single
petition for his pardon has come to the President ex~
cept from Unionists. Could anything be more conclusive
of the disfavour in which he is held by his former
"subjects."
I believe that the reasoning of this writer is not very
logical., It is true that a good many people hated President
Davis for one reason or another--the #nevitable consequence
of being in power--but to say that the fact that no southerner
mede overtured to the Government for the release of Jefferson
pavis is an indication of the popular hatred, 1s very illogiecal
begsuse there may have been other ressons--the most important
being the prevalent notion that the Government would give no
quarter to the Southerners. The reader should bear in mind
that the entire South was not hostile to Jefferson Davis even
though writers may emphasize the internal dissension.2.
Another point of interest, worth being mentioned, and
which 1s discussed only by one writer in a magazine artiocle,
is the startling statement that there was actual secesslon
within the Confederacy. In 1862, we find that in what was
formerly the territory of the "United States," there was

actually three nations--the "United States," the "Confederate

1. Samuel A. Goddard--"Letters on the Amerlcan Rebellion"
"'"'Pg . 5270

2. This is my personal impression.
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States of Awerica," and the great and illustrious "Sovereign
Nation of Jones County! formerly of the 8tate of Mississippi,
with 1ts own president, cabinet, congress, ste. Perhepsa this
is the origin of "miniature golf?" This comical affalr is
deseribed by Albert Bushnedl Hertsle

A much more amusing case is that of Jones County,
Mlssissippl. The 3,3000people of the county became
tired of the burden of the Civil War, and by a con-
vention held in 1862 formally seceded from the state
and Confederacy.
"Whereas the State of Mississippi, for
reasons which appear justifiable, has seen
fit to withdraw from the Federal Unlon, and
whereas we, the citisens of Jones County, claim
the same right, thinking our grievances are
sufficient by reason of an unjust law passed
by the Confederate States of America, foreing
us to go to distant pabté, é6tec., ete., There-
fore, be it resolved, that we sever the union
heretofore existing botwean Jones County and
the State of Mississippli, and proclaim our
Independence of the saild State, and of the
Confederate States of America--and we solemmly
call upcﬁ Almight}y God to witness and bless
the act.

Thus we see that the two political causés mentioned above
~=«I eall them political for the sake of classification and
c¢larity--namely, the Infarnal Dissension and the Fallure to
Obtain Foreign Ald, were instrumental in causing the people
to lose faith in the Confederacy and thus precipitate its
codklapse. I now ask the reader to turn to another group of

causes which I shﬂll designate as the "Milikepy Causes.”

s 1 ‘
1. Albert B. Hart-+"Why the South was Defeated." New England
‘Magasine: V. 1l1: Pg. 363.
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QAUSES FOR THE COLLAPSE OF THE CONFEDERACY

CHAPTER 11

= =

MILITARY CAUSES
e

Wast as the political causes described in chapter one
were important ineeausing the downfall of the Confederacy, so
were the miliary causes; and of the latter type of causes,
the most important was the Pederal Blockade. There 1s no
disagreement among writers that the blockade wss one of the
most important factors in the collapse of the Confederacy.

It "bottled up" the entire South and made defeat only a mat-
ter of time, for the South had no means other than forelgn
ald to replenish its "energy." A modern analogy would be a
situation similar to this: a fighter cornered with his back
to the wall and with no means of escaping being continually
pounded snd pounded and pounded by a heavier opponent until
he dropred from sheer exhaustion. True, the South fought
hard and with a spirit that deserves much commendetion, but

1t was not mateh for the North which was fastly superior both
in resources and ability to replenish its supplies almost

at will. So we may sey without any fear of contradiction that
the blockade was one of the most important factors in sapping
the strength of th@ South and leading to its final overthrow.
Let us how turn togthe writings of the different authors and
see just how they &xpraaaod their feelings on this aibject.

I believe that thez?eader can never obtain the true realisation

of the immense efre¢tiveness of this blockade unless he reads

[
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some sccounts of the different writers. From the pen of John

Piske, we wead thatsle

Tn a still wider sense it is true that but for the

navy and its gallant commander it would have been
impossible to put down the rebellion. The work done by
the navy was truly Titani¢,-=----. Yet with a few
months this stupendous blockade was fizde effettive
It imelated the Confederacy from all the r
world, and made 1ts overthrow possible.

Prom the pen of stlll another suthor,2¢we obtain the seme

impression.

The operations of the Federal fleetl contributed a®
effectively, though not as obviously, as djid those

of the srmy to the overthrow of the Confederacy. The
bloekade forced an economiec isolation upon the South
which weakened her power of resistance. Her resources
were mich inferior to those of the North, and owing

to the blogkade, they could not be effestively employed.,
The paper-money poliey undoubtedly also contributed to
that end, and sapped the indusatrial strength of the
Gonfederacy., The Civil War represented for the South

a sonfliet with overwhelming odds. The South contained
a populatim only about half as large as that of the
North. It had no large trade centres, excdpt New Orleans
and Charlestony and the more important of these two
cities came into the possession of the Federal author-
ities a year after the openling of hostilities. The
outh had no menufactures comparable with the enormous
industrial resources of the North; and its railway system
was inferlor. That the war lasted as long as it did
was due to the brilliant generalship of the Southern
military leaders, pre-eminently of GeneralylLee, and to
the herolc efforts made by a devoted people to avoid
the. éndvitable result.

While speaking of the federal blockade, Roland G. Usher very
appropriately terms it, "Uncle Sam's webbed feet." In his

discussion, he substantlates the findings of the authors quoted

above. He atates:s'

Meanwhile, the expectation that the South would be able
to buy in Burope with King Cotton nearly if not quite
everything she would require also was crushed by the
totally unexpected efficilency of the blockade of Southern
ports established by the Northern Havy.==-----, In fact,

1, John Fiske--"The Mississippi Valley in the Civil Werl-pg.108-9.
2. .JOhn C. Schwab--"The South During the War"--The Cambridge Mod.
Lokl Vo llaker gy BABEOTFSSNOLe Vil-wpg, 68) | P5. 3>
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~  the only system of transportation, whieh the South had
consistently used between plantations or with the out-
side world, fell into the hands of her enemies. The
normel intercourse with Europe ceased even before hbs-
tllities were begun in earnest; bpitthe summer of 1861
the South was already finding 1t difficult to procure
lead, medicines, salt, and other necessitles,wwmcccua.
====4 On the whole, it is no exaggeration to say that
the blockade was so soon effective that the South was
compelled to fight the War from her own resources, plus

the very considerable supplies of all kinds on hand in
Hay 1861. i

Thus, the reader realised that if he tends to call the army

"the rightsarm of the government in maintaining the Union,"

then he must admit that "the government had two pight arms,

for the work on the waters can be postponed to no second place,"ls
If we econtinus this survey to determine just what are the views
of the different writers in reference to the effectiveness of the

blockade, we may quote Doctor Scherer. A, C, Gordon tells us
that:2e

Doctor Scherer quotes the German political economist
"Nautieus," in the Year-Book for 1800, on the effect

of the Federal bloskade upon the ceconfliet between the
Horth and the South. "The bloekade of the South," says
this able authority, indorsing Admiral Porter, "i.e.,
the sea-power of the North, contributed more to the
downfall of the South than all other military operations
put together. That is to say, the South, with its re-
venues, was wholly dependent on freedom of export for
its land ppoducts, such as cotton, sugar, tobasco, ete.
and P8 war supplies, besides machinery, wheat, peas,
and potatoes, it had to obtain from the outside. Through
the gradually expanded blockade, on all the coasts of the
South (roundly, 3,000 sea-miles in length, ) which was
vigorously carried out by means of 313 steamers and 105
salling vessels, the sea-traffic of the South was good

a3 whodly ocut off; at all events, the blockade sufficed
more and more to break altogether the power of resistance
of the brave Southern army. Want and misery everywhere

was the f#ightful work of the bloekade whieh prepared and
accomplished the defeat of the South."

The Student of thés phase of history, then, need go no further

l. Hosmer--"The American Civil War"--vVol, 2--Pg. 185,
2.A. C. Gordon--"Jefferson Davis"--pPg. 168.
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in his search for the results of the federal blockade and
their relation to the downfall of the Confederacy., At this
point, however, we come to a rather interesting question,
namely, Which was more instrumental in csusing the defeat of
the Confedersacy, the army or the naval blockade? Although
this question is similar to the one, which came first thehkmn
or the egg: 1t 1s nevertheless of interest to see what the
various writers say. Albert Bushnell Hart is of the opinion
that the naval blockade was mofe *nportant than the army, for
he says thatsle

The true military reason far the collapse of the Cone

federacy is to be found, not so much in the fearful

hammer-like blows of Thomas, Sherman, and Grant, as

in the efforts of an unseen enemy, the ships of the

blockading squaditons.
Je« C. Sohwab also expresses the same view when he snys:l.

: -===; but we lean to ascribing tofthe navy the lewper
share in undermining the power of resistence on the -
part of the South. It was the blockade rather than
the ravages of the army that sapred the industrial
strength of the Confederacy.

Another writer who also seems to pbfint to the same conelusion

1s Stephen D, Lee who was a Lieutenant-General in the army of

the Confederate States of America. It is interesting to note

that he glves the naval blockade more credit in this connection

than the Army even though he was an army man himself. 1In a

letter to the Century Magasine of February 1897 he states thnt:a-
In addition to the land foreces, the navy of the United

States consisted of seven hundred vessels of war, manned
by 105,000 sailors, with a fleet of tranaports, steamers,

1. Albert Bushnell Hart--"Why the South was Defeated"--New Eng.

Hagasine--?ol. lle<Nov. 18901--Pg, 389,

2. J. C. Schwab--"Confederste States"--Pg. 256

S. Stephen D. Lee--"Why the Confederacy Failed"--Century Wagagine
V. 53""?@1). 189‘?""?80 62?-
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barpes, and cosl floats alwost imurberable, which in 1862,
on the Missiseippl River and its tributaries, alone numbered
over twenty-two handred vessolo-es great help to General
Grant and other generals in operating against Vieksburg and
Port Hudson.

Itwis not known what th nrumber of vessels charter-
ered oa the Atlantio and Gulf codsts in moving the large armies
to rort Rom. the YWerth Carolina coast, Floridd, Mobile, and

. The navy in i%e help was ns decisive in resulte as
the groat srmies in the field. Without its aid the armies of

the Union might not have beer successful, It blookeded the

coast from the Fotomae to the Rio Grande. It cut up the Con=
federeoy by her rivors, in occuppdng Ghess with gunboats; in
establishing many donotes and polnts of departure from the line
of coasts end from the river<banks, for armlies to0 invade, overe
ran, anddestroy sapplies in new territory; in transporting armies
arcund territroy they could not cross; and in saving srmies when
dofented,

However, let us now turan %o the other side of the pictare. The writers
in the m*:ng seotfon tended o omphasise the importance of the
blockade as over againat the movemonts of the Northern Army., In the
writinge of James Ford Rhodes, we £ind a 8lightly different attitade
~-an attifiile which I believe is the more correct. He says:is

Bat the biockade of i%aself might have been maintained evea anto
the orack of doon if leo's and Johneton's armies remained intasct,
iiving in a fortile country oultivated by a mass of negro nons

‘ tam;s, clothad from au exeess sapply of cotton and a limited
sup "ly of wool. The rolation betwoen oir srmy and navy daring
the Civil Uay wes the same as between the British srmy and navy
in 1214 when the English fRsot had effactually blockaded the
German ports and Wopt the Cormar fleet in o sufe harbor, Said
tho Londeon Times, "The Tavy {is) owr shield, the Army our sword."

Although this argument can be continued without end and hes only been
presant to the roeder as & matter of interest, the fact nevertheless
reamains that the blockade wan an extremely important factor among the
causes for the downflall of the Confederacy. It greatly aided the federal
army in 1%s mmeiors; i% preventod the Confederate Uovernment .rrom
replenishing feom foreign countrles and difforent ac&em of the

South its supply of cormodltles such as food and machinery necessary

1. Jamwes Pérd Rhodes--"Hiatory of the Civil War'~-PFg, 36E.
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to continue the War; and it prevented the South from sending its cotton
to the European markets and thus be in a position to obtain enough
moeny to carry the war throagh to a successful conclusion=-in dfher
words, to use a more foreceful oxpression, the blockade tightly and
effectively corked up"sho only opening the Confederacy had until it
rotted away and disintegrated, while the Army kept harmering and ham-
mering away at it until the South noud’@n nothing bat collapse at the
feet of its stronger adversary.

The question of the influence of "blockade-running” may now con-
front the reader's mind, Suffice it to say that although there was a
great deal of blockade-running, its influence was nevertheless not greatly
folt because it was not conducted on a scale huge enough to meet the de-
mands of the entire South or even a noticeable fraction of the South,

As one writer very aptly put it;1e

The blockade-runners made at intervals perilous trips from

Whlmington and Charleston to nassau and back, earrying out

cargoes of and bringing in supplies. But these scanty

imports were anly a drop in the great empty bucket of want;

S0 we see that the blockade was effective notwithstanding the blockade
-ranning, The contimmance of the blockade throughout the war without
mach trouble on the part of the Forth lay, first, in the faect that the
foreign countries, héland and Prance in the main, remained neutral and
would not interfere in hehalf of the Confederacy for reasons mentioned
in Chapter One; and secondly, in tlie fact that the South had no navy to
speak of, In vorigying the latter statement, we may present several
quotations from different sathors, John Fiske states that:;®

In the defonce of thelr rivers and harbours the Confederates showed

their unfalling gallantry; but their ships were few, their engines
of inferior make and liable to adeident, and their commanders on

1, AJC.Gordon--"Hard Times in hf ﬁgﬂn.tedancyn_.g,nt.mg...n;. 56"‘3’33-1888
Mississi e
2, Jo%hn rhh“"'"m J bw fq Gtm*ftu/.zl'\. - Pjs « 1t
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the whole unequal in training to the officers of the Pederal navy;
James Kendall Hosmer tells us thatsl®

Throughout all ite immense extent of coast and numerons rivers, the
Confederacy was compelled in naval warfare, with the single exception

°frﬁh° one day's victory of the Merrimac, in March, 1862, to accept
de .‘tc;

while E. M, Law, a former Confederate lajor-General, describes the situoe

tion as folim:a'

The causes that contributed to Confederate failure were many, but
among them all none can be compared in potency and far-reaching

influence to the failure tqﬁ:prav_‘“i%;’mmqmo navy as well as an
army; and :? & fapssighted” p 18 the beginning of the
-straggle could have done this there is little doubt. With open
ports, foreign trade would have given the Confederate finances
impregnable strength, the armies would not have saffered the de-
privation of many things necessary to the efficiency of soldiers
ia the field, and the rivers of the South would not have been free
waterways for federal gun boats.
So we may conclude with the statement that the blockade caused in the
main by the lack of foreign interferemce and by the lack of a Confederate
navy was one of the dominant causes for tho collapse of the Confederacy.
inother of the so-called "military causes" which resulted in tho defeat

of the South was the lack of supplies.

The question of the lasck of supplies brings up at thie point a
very interesting problems Although it is very true to say that there
was an enommous scarcity of all types of supplies; it is nevarthelsag
also true to say that there was a plentiful sapply of these commodities.
The reader may object to this statement on the ground that it is not
logical but, paradoxical as it may seem, it is novertheless very true.
The reason for this statement lies in the fact that although there was

a plentiful sapply of food in the Confedersey, it could not be transported

1, Hosmer—-"The American Civil /ar"——Fg, 163.
2. E. M. Law=="Why the Confederacy Failed"--Century Lagazine--V, 53--Feb,18 7
Pg. 630=31,
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to the sections where it was most needed because of the lack
of transportation faeilities, and because of the system of
food impressment which the government was forced to adopt.
Almost every writer in this field supports the foregoing
statement. Duncan Rose, the son of a Confederate ofricer
emphasiges this point rather emphatieally when he aaya:l'

--=-; and there was plenty of food in the South, though
the soldlers failed to get their share of it, for corn
had taken the place of cotton in the fields, and there
was an abundance of cattle and hogsl----, No, there
was no lack of men and warlike resources in the Southj
the causes of failure must be looked for elsewhere.

Another writer who gives us the same view of this situation
is James Ford Rhodes., He tells us that:2-

Contemporary writings are full of complaints of lack

of bread and meat. "Hunger," wrote Professor Gildersleeve,
"was the dominant note of life in the Confederacy."

While this was true of Virginia, which largely had Lee's
army to feed and suffered from the devastation of the
Northern armles, the rest of the Confederacy was, on

the whole, pretty well supplied with food, although there

was suffering from the short erop of cereals of 1862 in many

states owing to a severe drought. But if the railroads
had been in shape to do thelr proper work of distribution,
ell parts of the Confederacy would have been well sup-
plied. --=--While Virginia complained of searcity,
Sherman, in January, 1863, reportéd abundant supplies

in Mississippi. "We found cattle and fat ones feeding
quietly," he wrote. "The ecountry everywhere abounds

with eorn."

We also learn from James Kendal Nosmer that although there
was an abundance of food, many sections of the country were
starving because of the lack of transportation facilities.
e saya:a'
The soldiers of Sherman remember that in marehing through

Georgla they found food in abundance, and were angry be-
cause the prisoners at Andersonville were so near starving.

l. Duncan Rose--"Why the Confederacy Failed"--Cent.Mag. Vol, 53
NO' - 1896"-Pgo 33

2. James Ford Rhodes-“Nistory of the Civil War"--Pg. 369,370

3. Hames K. Hosmer--"TheAMerican Civil War"--Vol.2--Pg. 275,
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The truth at the moment was that the abundance of Georgla

- eould not be got northward to the Confederate armies; it
was equally difficult to send it southward to the prisoners,
who naturally to the Confederates were of secondary im-
portance., The apparatus for equalisation and distri-
bution failed: for transit of every kind, the highways
and the appliances, if not broken to pleces by violence,
were ruined through wesr and neglect.

Thus we see that the lack of railroad facilities was largely
responsible for the shortage of supplies in the Confederacy.
However, as I mentioned before, there was also another reason
namely, the food impressment poliey inaugurated by the Gov-
ernment in the midst of the war. The people would not sell
thelr produce to the government at the price fixed by the
latter, when they ecould obtain much more for their commodities
at the market place., This feeling tended to make the people
hide their produce and the Confederate agents found to their
dismay what seemed to be a shortage of food. An excell!ent
desceription of the foregoing situation may be found in the
"Confederate States of Ameriea” by J. C. Schwab.ls

Another way In whieh the burdens of the war became ine
tolerable was in the prevalent system of government
impressments. The ermy did not rely for its supplies
upon a voluntary sale of produce by farmers or dealers,
At first, however, no compulsion was thought necessary
to induce them to sell, but later the Congress was per-
suaded that the government could avoid paying the exhor-
bitant prices demanded, and passed a law on March 26, 1863,
providing for boards of assessment to determine the value
of impressed goods, i1f the owner and military author-
ities could not agree upon a price.====----,

The immediate effect of the above system of impres:-
ing goods, that 1s, of foredhg the producers to dispose
of them to the government at preseribed prices, is sum=-
med up by General J. E. Johnston when he says that
"no one would sell to the government,.....when he could
get From his neighbors twice the government prlce for
his horses or grain."

We also find the same author giving his views on the same

situation in the "Cambridge Modern Wistory". HNe states

; B Schwab---pg, 802,53
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thatsl.

The paper-money poliey and i1ts natural concomitant, the
arbltrary interference with prices, exagzerated the exist-
ing scareity of provisions. The crops of Indian corn and
wheatwwere abundant during the years of the war. MNeats
end cereals, though commanding increasing prices in cur-
reney, did not rise wuch above the 1860 level as expressed
in godld. This was especially true in the agricultural
districts remote from the cities and the seat of war--for
instance, in North Smeoléns. The scareity of food in the
cities and in the army was certainly not as much due to
deficient harvests or the inroads of the Pederal armiées

as to the difficulty of attracting produce to the markets
under the currency and impressmwent regime. Moreover, the
latter poliey led to a great acoumulation of food material
at points where, not being needed, it went to waste, while
at other points the armies were suffering from want,

We need go no further then to realise that although there was
& plentiful supnly of necessary commodities within the Con=-
federacy, there was nevertheless an enormous shortage of these
comnidities in many sections of the country owing to the laok
of transit factlities and to the hated but inevitable impress-

ment policy of the Government. There is slso another reascn

glven by some writers who sccount for this shortage of supnlies,

namely, aduinistrative ineffleiency. George Cary Eggleston
gives us an Interesting example of this so-called administra-

tive inefficiency. ¥e tells us that:2.

It was nothing to him (Commissary-general) that in the
midst of plenty the army was upon a short allowance of
foode=--~-, Red tape was supreme, and no sword was per-
mitted to cut 1it.

He continues to tell the reader that he once served on the
coast of South Carolina, |
a country which produces rgﬁ& in great sbundance, and in
whieh fresh pork and mutton might be had almost for the
asking, while the ¢limate is wholly unsuited to the making
of flour or bacon.2s

; and that the officers were ordered to feed the army with

l. J. C. Schwab--lambridge Mod. Hist.--V. 7--Pg. 618
2. George C. Egfleston--"A Rebel's Recollections"--pg, 2083,
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bacon and flour. Owing to this ineonsisteney, Eggleston sent
an endorsed letter ®bibhe Commissary-general testifying to the
effect that it would be much cheaper to feed the army wlth
rice and pork than with baeon and flour,
--~but it resulted in nothing. The department presently
found 1t impossible to glve us full rations of baeon
and flour, but 1t still refused to think of the remedy
suggested. It cut down the ration instead, thus reducing
the men to a state of semi-starvation in a country full
of food.ls
This policy resulted in the situation where the « ldiers had
to eat the government food which cost threectimes as much as
the type of food in the neighborhood, and then buy the neigh-
borhood food out of thelr own salaries to complete thelr meal.
Whether or not this situation is an extreme exception, I really
do not know, but we wust not lLose sight of the fact that
Roland G. Usher also emphasiges this administrative ineffieciency
of the Confederate Government. He states that:2e
After all allowances have been made, there seems to have
been in the Commiassary department much corruption and
inefficiency, whose immediate effect on the result of the
War was only too apparent and for which Davis in person
must largely be held responsible. :
The results of this shortage of supolies, mainly food, caused
by the lack of transit facilitlies, the impressment policy of
of the government, and possible, inefficiency in its administra-
tive system, are only too obvious. It borke the splirit of the
people, for as Mosmer tells us:9e

That the Confedersey, shut off from the world by the ever-
tighterning blogkade, wes by this time badly out at the

1, George C. Egzleston--"A Rebel's Recollections"--Pg. 203
2. Roland G. Usher--"Rise of the Am. People"--Pg. 520
3. James K. Hosmeére-"Americsn Civil War"--Vol, 2--Pg. 61
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elbows there is much evidence., In the Spring of 1863
there were bread riots; in Wovember flour sold at over
a hundred dollars a barrel, and Suffering more acute was
impending. The painful lack in the Confederacy of all
suprlies except food and the raw materliels for fabrics
was & source of wealmess which could not be overcome.

It also broke the spirit of the army and was the cause for

the numerous desertions durlng the last year of the war. Robert
Tansill, a Confederate officer, gives us an excelient deserip-
tion of the deplorable state of the army. He states thatsle

During all this extended period the soldiers subslsted
principally upon a third of a pound of meat, frequently
of an Inferior quality, and a pound of coarse corn meal
or {lour. Vegetables gesuld rarely be procured, and some
days they ware entirely without provisions of any kind.
General Lee's army, for as many as five days at a time,
were without any meat. Sometimes a quarter of a pound

of lard was served out in lleu of the meat. Had it not
been for the scanty additions of provisions and ce¢lothing
which the love of relatives and friends occasionally sent
them, they would have been compelled to disband or perish
in their camps. With such reduced rations wmany were often
exposed with thin and tattered clothes to the freezing
winter storms, without tents, overcoats, blankets, or
shoes.

Robert C. Wood also gives us a f ﬁ”,unalysia of the foregoing

situatli n. He writes:2°

The price of all the commodities of 1ife rose as rapidly
a8 the purchasing power of Confederate money fell, The
withdrawal of thousands from agricultural pursuits, the
forced abandonment of large and productive areas of
country, the e¢losing of foreign markets of supply and
other csuses created a shortage in food supplies., It was
with great difficulty that adequate provision could be
made for the support of the hnqagl in the fleld. It may
be sald that from 1863, until the ‘close of the war, the
Confederate soldiers ooula not be furnished with suf-
ficlent food. At times, the combined oonniannrv 1ssues
for a week were not equivalent toone day's full rations,
The attentuated condition of the men at the time of bhelr
surrender was a touchlng evidence of the privations they
had endured.

Even Jefferson Davis, the Presldent of the Confederacy and

1, Robert Tansill- -"Cause for failufo of Confederate Statesi-P.1 3
2. Robert C. Wood=-"Confederate Handbook"-«Pg. 76




Fg. 32

Commander-in-chief of the army decrios the horrible situation of the
s oldler, In his "Rise and Fall of the Confederate Government," he gives
as, perhaps with a tear in his eye, the following &eacription:l'

A load% less resolute, an army less herolcély resisting
fatigue, ‘Constant wate ing, and starvation, would long simce
have reached the conclusion thet sarrender was a necessityl
Leo had left retersburg with not more than twenty thousand
infantry, five thousand cavalry, and four thousand artillery.
len and horses all redaced below the standard of efficiency
by exposure and insafficient sapplies of clothing, food, and
forage, only the mutual confidence between the men and their
commander coald have sustained either under the trials to which
they were subjocted, It is not a matter of surprise that the
arny had wasted away o a mere remmant, but rather that it
had continaed 4o exist as an orgainized body still willing to
do battle. All the evidence we have proves that the proud,
cheerful spirit both of the army and its loader had resisted
the extremes of  rivatiofgsnd danger, and never sunk antil
confrounted by sarrender.

Enough matorial hes been presested to indicabe that the blockade, the
lack of railroad facilites, the lmpressuert policy of the government and
the inefficlency in tho Administrative departmert caused a shortage of
necessary supplies which in tarn resulted in the loss of spirit among
the people and soldiers, and in tarn lod to desortion asd finally in
the downfall of the COnfsﬁoraay, Jo much for the second of the "Military
Causes," namely, the lack of supplies; now, lot ue turn $o the third
cauis6, Desertion,
it is an emtablished fact among writers of hlstory that there was
an enormouds amount of desertion from the Confederate army in the latter
half of the war--gspecially in the last year. 'Theso desertions groatly
depleted the strength of the army. Robert Tansill states that:2* |
Towards the close of the yesr 1864 frequently twenty or thirty

would leave in a body from the different armies, under cover

of the nl%:um going to the onemy, and others to thelr

The desertions from the army were so great that on the lst

of April 1865, General Lec's immediate comand only amounted

to abount 50,000 effective soldiers, and that of General Johnston
to 15,000, The united armies of Generals Grant and Shermen

R Rob't, ’ungﬂd( - Mf&iﬂ?}ﬂm7& @mﬁp. >
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were probably not less than 200,000,"
Althoagh each lndividual desertion may have been caused by some circum-
stance or othey, there novertheless are severzl outstanding causes which
impelled most deserters to bresk their oath of slleglauce and commit this
so-called "unpardonable sin.” The most lmportant canse was the saffering
occasioned by the lack of sapplies. The Confederate soldier suffered
tremendonsly throaghout the war and it seems to me that those who se¥prely
oritisize the deserter do not realize the oxtent of his saffering. There
are many zccounts which depiot the soldiere' condition--the most vivid give
by Sara H, landy, the daaghter of a3 Virginlan, 5he :f?i_ells as that:le

We did not reslize fully, however, that, so far a8 wo Virginiane
were concerned, the end had come, until the next day, when
Goneral Fitzs Lee and his staff stopped to rest and water their
horses, on their way they scarooly imew whither. We set before
then the best we had for lumgh; but while the wembers of his
staff ate like hungry men, the general scarcely tested food, and
sat with his head in his hands, as one who hes suffared &
erushing blow. Only once did he really rouse himsdlf, when nmy
sister spoke bitterly of the straggling from the rexks of our
army; then his eyes flashed, and his voice took on its old
tone, "Madam," he salil, "the men were not to blame. They
fought like devils, until they were falnt with hanger, and thelr
officers sent them in quest of food. Our rationa from Amelia
Court House to Appomettox were an ear of corn a day aplece for
the men; nothing for the horses.

General John B, Gordoa of the Confederate Army also gives us a graphic
description of the suffering. While reading his "Reminiscences," we
learn that:z'

The condition of oar army was daily becoming more desperate,
dtarvation, literal starvation, was doinz its deadly work. So
depleted and poisoned was the blood of many of Lee's men from
insufficient and nnsound food that a slight wound which would
probably not have been reported at the beginning of the war
would often cause blood-poison, BEnpgreno, and death., Yet the
spirits of these brave men seemed to rise as their condition
grew more desper:te. ZThe grim hamor of the carp was waging
incessant warfare against despondency. They would not permit

1. Sera uatthews Handy—-"In the Lust Days of the Confederaoy"--Atlartie
Nonthly==Ve 87==Jan, 1901-=Pg. 104.
2. dJohu B, Gordon--"Reminiscences of the Civil War"=-Pg. 381




oné another to be disheabtened at any trial, or to complain
at the burden on the chafing of any yoke which duty imposed.
It was a harrowing but not uncommon sight to see those hungry
men gather the wasted corn from under the feet of half-fed
horses, and wash and porech and eat it so as to satisfy in some
measure their craving for food. It was marvelous that their
spirits were not erushed, and still more marvelous that they
would exébact fun from exery phase of destitution.

A more conerete example of the suffering occasioned by the lack of
supplies is a requisition for shoes sent by @General Johnson in
February, 1864. He states that:le

The Firth Hegiment is unable to arill for want of shoes. Hhe
Highth Regiment will soon be unfit for duty from the same cause;
end indeed, when shoes are supplied, the men wi!l be unable

to wear them for a long while, such 1s the horrible condition

of their feet from long exposure.

Ells Lonn supplements this deseription by saying that:1.
Limping on the hard turn-pikes with blistered feet, they
literally traced their path with blood. Sometimes they
Ploughed through mud above their anlkles or again they slipped
on roads hard and sharp with ice so that they were falling
eand their guns going off all down the column. It was not un-
usual to require them to mareh under such conditions fifty
miles a day.
However, the suffering of the soldier was only one of the many reasnns
for deserting. Another very important cause was the anxiety of the
soldier for his family., A good many soldiers upon realizing that
thelr femilies were suffering as much as they were--both from hun-
ger and maurauding bands of desepters--decided that their duty was
to protect their families rather than remain and fight for a lost
cause. John C. Schwab stresses this point when he says thati2s
Nothwithstanding the efforts of the government to quell dis-
affection in the ranks and prevent desertions, the latter

continued in tnereasing proportions during the last yesr of
the war, when meny were compelled to desert not only from

1. Ella Lonn--"Desertion During the Civil War"--pg, 8
2. John Q. Schwab--"Confederate States"~-Pg. 200
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went of food and clothing, but also from the necessity of

providing for thelr famllies.

Robert Tansill also seems to hold the same view--namely, that

anxiety for their famllles caused many soldiers to desert--when he

says:le

The condition of the reserve force was, like that of the
regular army, & hard one. Often suddenly called from their
homes to camp without warning, with but a single sult of
clothes, sometimes without tents, overcoats, or blankets,
with less than half retionsje-e-=-=, Their mieerable con-
ditions was caleculated to daunt the stoutest hart, more es-
peelally those who are only able to judge of the condition
and merits of a cause by its effects upon themselvea. Thelr
letters to their kindred and friends were filled with melan-
¢holy deseriptions of their terrible suffering, which sssisted
to excite a feeling throughout the country against the war.
Desertions were numerous, and almest daily. Such were the
evil influences against which the Confederacy had to eon=-

tend, and had such a great share in its downfall,

Another ineident which tends to point tetthe tremendous influence

exerted by this feetop on the number of deserters is described by

Ella Lonn. The account 1s indeed pathetic and heartrending. She

tells us that:2¢

A certain Edward Cooper was being tried by court-martial for
desertion. When he was told to produce witnesses, he sasid his

only defense wss & letter from his wife, which he handed to

the president of the court. It read as follows:
"My dear Edward:-I have always been proud of you, and
sinee your connection with the Confederate army, I
have been prouder than every before. I would not have
you do anything wrong for the world, but before God,
Edward, unless you come home‘ we must dle, Last night,
I was aroused bylittle Eddie's orying. I called and
said "What is the matter, Eddie?' and he said, "0
mamma! I am so hungryl!' And luey, Edward, your darling
Luey; she never complains, but she is growing thinner
and thinner every day. And before God, Edward, unless
you come home, we must die.

Your Napyy -

Robert Tensill--"Causes for the Failure of the Confederacyl-Pg.l7

Ella Lonn--"Desertion during the Civil War"--Pg. 13




This letter melted the court to tears for they realized that this
situation was very very similar to their own, but as it was their
duty, they sentenced the prisdner to death for desertion. However,

Lee perdoned the prisoner after reviewing the case. It 1s not dif-

fieult, then, to understand why meny deserted. The real problem that

should confront the ssudent of this phase of history 1s not why so
many deserted; but instead, why so many did not desert under those

trying circumstances. Even General Lee Rhodes tells us, stressed

the influence of the despondency of the people at home upon desertion.

He states that:l'

The ever inereasing number of deserters from a general 8o
beloved as Lee was & harbinger of the coming downfall.
ee-=e-, February24 (1864) he (Lee) called "attentlon %o the
alarming number of desertions." They "are chiefly from the
North Carolina regiments," he went on to say, "and especlally
those from the western part of that State. It seema that the
men are influenced very megh by the representations of theilr
friends at home who appear to have become very daspondent—--!

Thus we see that the suffering occasioned by the lack of supplies
end the ansiety that the soldiers felt for their femilies were two
very important causes of desertion. Another reason given by writers

is the faet that the soldiers did not always receive their pay.

The same suthor mentioned above again quotes Lee:2.

Lee called attention to the "alarming freguence of desertions"
from his army whieh were due mainly to the "insufficlency of
food and non-payment of the tropps."

Ella Lonn also emphasized this fact when she s&ys that S

The soldiers' pay--the paltry sum of eleven dollars a
month in Treesawy notes--was almost always delayed, and

the depreciatéon already makifestedn the fall of 1862,

‘1, Jemes Ford Rhodes-~-"History of the U.8."--V.5--P.74, 75
2. James Ford Rhodes--"History of the U.S."-—V-S--P.SO’ .
3. Ella Lonn--"Desertion"--Pg. 10
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due to military failures, made it of little value when it did
come .

Still another reeson given for the desertion is the faet that mgny
soldiers fought on the southern side without their "heart" in the
struggle--in other wérds, they fought without a motive. Private W.
L. Goes gives us some interesting accounts in reference to these
soldiers. In his recollections he tells us that:le

One of them (Southern Prisoners) wes & good-looking, intel-
ligent fellow about twenty-two years of age. He informed

one of my comredes thet he belonged to a North Carolina regi-
ment. He was a college graduate, and the prospect of spending
2 sugmmer at the North did not seem to displease him. He
eonfidentially sasid that he had been a Union man just as long
as he could, and finallywwent into the Confederate army to
save his property and reputation and to avoid conseription.
He added: "There are thousands in the South just like me.

We didn't want the war, end resisted the sentiment of seces-
sion as long 28 we could. Now it has gone so far we've got
to fight or never all the associatfions with which our lives
are interlinked."

"

In another section of his "Recolleetions," Private Goss emphasizes

the same fact. He states that:2e

From the number of Interviews held at the different times with
our Confederate prisoners, 1 gathered the general impression
that their private soldlers knew but very litt@e about the
causes of the war, but were fighting "not to get licked,"
which is so strong & feeling human nature that I may say 1t
will acecount for much hard fighting on both sides.

Private Goss i1s not the only person to notice this faet. Ella Lonn

is discussing the causes of desertion says that:®-
Some, untutored and narrow-minded, dragged from the rocky
mountains of the Carolinas, Georgila, and Alabama, from the
pine hills and lowlands of Loulsiana, and from the swamps of
Florida and Mississippi, were ignorant of the real issues at
stake and were but little ldentified with the struggle.

Other feasons given for desertions are the fact that the soldiers

:; the lack of striet disecipline in the

grew weary of the WGW={

s % s Goss--"Recollectiona of a Privata ".-"Cent. Articles"
V- 1-"'Au§ 1885""?5- 637"'8.
2. Goess--"Recollections"-«Cent. Art.--V,l--Mar,1885--Pg.776.

3. Ella Loon~="Desertion"-«pg.3 4. Ella Loenﬂngaertionl-ps.la
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Confederate renksle, and the fact that the average soldier believed
that "nine-tenths of the youngsters of the land whose relatives

are conspicuous in society, wealthy or influenﬁial, obtain some safe
pereh where they can doze with théir heads under theilr winga.ei“

The results of fhis tremendous amount of desertion were of far-reach-
ing importance. Iﬁ the first place, the lack of soldiers hindered
the Confederate generals in opposing the federal troops. Ella Lonn

tells us that:®-

---=, the defections weakened and sapped the strength of the
Confederacy by the steady diminution of forces to oppose the foe
faste® then additions could be made by conseription.

The same author tells us that desertion was the cause for the faet
that much food spoiled. She continues to say that:4*
According to Gov. Vance, hundreds of thousands of bushels
of grain was spolling at the various depots of the South in
1863 because of the lack of transportation; and the inebility
to transport supplies was partly due at least, to the lack
of soldiers to protect the tramsport trains.
Desertion also tended to break the spirit of the soldiers remaining
in the ranks as well as the spirit of the people. The deserters
terrorized the people ahd made them lose faith in the ability of the
government to continue the war. Ella Lonn stresses the truth of
this statement when she says that:5.
On the other hand, the desertion dndubitably and inevitably
contkibuted to break down the morale in the South. The
citizenry was thoroughly terrorized and dispirited by the

organized bands of outlaws who threatensd their lives and
property if they dared to ald the constitutéd authorities

l. J. B. Jones--"Rebel Clerk's Diary"--V.2--Pg. 343
2. Ella Lonn--"Desertion"--Pg. 14.

3. Ella Lonn--"Desertion"--Pg. 120.

4, Ella Lonn--"Desertion"--Pg. 121.

6. Ella Lonn--"Desertion"--Pg. 121, 122,
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in arresting the maurauders., They lost all faith in a
Bovernment unable even to preserve the law and order to
protect its citizens, in a government which was constantly
deceiving them with vain hopes of victory.

From the foregoing array of facts, we may safely conclude with the

statement that desertion--caused by the suffering from the lack of

supplies, the anxiety that the soldiers held for thédr famlliles,
the failure to obtain thelr pay, the lack of a definite motiwve in
fighting, the growlng weariness of the war, th; lack of striet
discipline in the army, and the prevailing belief that "it was a
rich men'®war and a poor man's fight," which resulted in a lack
of soldiers for gighting and protective purposes and which tended
to break the spirit of both the army end the people--was & prime
factor in precipitating the catastrophe of 1865. ThusAeoncludea -
our dissertation en the third “militarj cause,” leading to the
downfall of the COonfederacy. Before proceeding to the nait topie,
I wish to present to the rscder a tablé of the number of deserters
from the Confederate army by states. It in inSéwmesting to note
that the greatest number of desertions ocecurred 1ﬁ the stetes that

had the most dissension.le

Table 1
Number of Deserters From the Confederate Army by States

Officers ¥en
Maryland e 28
Virginia 84 12071
North Carolina - 428 23694
South Carolina 36 2879
Georgia 79 e79o%7
Florida - 3 2211
Alsbamea & B . 1578
Mississippi 56 11604
Louisiana 24 | 4517
Texas 9 4655
Arkansas 66 10029
Missouri - 45 4365

L. Ella

Loon- I
’Daaertion“--gppgndix--p. 231
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(Con't)

Tennessee 183 12155
Kentucky 16 3466
Arizona 18
Indian Territory : : 154
Regular Army b 1274
Jeff. Davis Legion 14 ' 1207

1028 103400

The fourth and last of the "militery causes" for the cellapse
of the Confederecy was the so-called inefficient organization of
the army. Although very few writers mention this factor, I never-
theless helieve that it should be commented upon, because the pur-
pose of this book is to discuss not only those factors upon whieh
suthorities agpee, but alsc every possible ceuse which may have
aided in precipitating the collapse of the Confederacy. Some writers
ere of the opinlon that several details concerning the organization
of the srmy were not conducive towards proper discipline--another
cause of desertion. Robert Tansill tells us that the military
elections were detrimental fio diseipline.l.

Congress, with the view of rendering the conscription

law as acceptable as possible to the army, lnserted a clause

in that aet authorizing the companies to telect their of-

ficers, and the company officer# to elect the field of-

ficers, & policy subversive of good order, militery diseipline,

and efficiensy.

By these elections many officers of real merit, who had

served with honor and distinetion, were lost to the army,

and their places filled, with few exceptions, by incompetent

ones, which seriously impaired the strength and efficiency

of the army, from which it never entirely recovered, and is

one of the many influences whieh led to its final overthrow.
Other factors, this author says, which had a pernicious effect on
the discipline of the army, were the conseription law of 1862 and

the exemption clause of 1864. He tells us that:2.

«-=-it (Conseription law) conteined a provision permitting the
soldiers to furnish substitutes, whieh was both impolitie

1, Robdrt Tansill--"Causes for Fallure of Confederacy"--Pg. 10
2, Robert Tensill--"Causes for Failure of Confederacy"--Pg. 9




end unjust, end had, as ought to have been anticlipated, a
perniclous effect upon the army,-=-==.

Robert Tansill, who by the way was a captain in the United States

marine corps, and later a colonel in the Confedereste service, cone

tinues his argument by sejdng that:le
But in repealing the law suthorizing substitutée, Congress
unfortunately provided for another class of exemptions still
more obnoxious., They exempted from military service all
farmers who worked or employed fifteen slave hands, as well
as all farmers who would give bond to furnish & certailn
amount of provisions at pepeseribed prices. These exemptions
were denounced by the disaffected es partiel and unjust, which
prompted the declaration before gquoted, thaet it was & "rieh
man's wer and & poor man's fight."

Another feset that made for dissension within the army was the

employment of negroes as soldiers. Tansill tells us thet:2.

The lsst law of Congress for augmenting the army was passed
in Warch, 1865, which provided for the employment of negroes
as soldiers. This law created prejudidial dissentions, which
contributed to the overthrow of the Confederacy.
Although 1 believe that Tansill has placed too much importence upon
the foregoing factors, we should not lose sight of the faect that
 @eorge Cayry Eggleston also tends to stress the poor disceipline of
the Confederacy army. He says that:3-

The men who volunteered went to war of their own aecord,
and were wholly unaccustomed to aeting on any other than their

own motion. They were hardy lovers of field sports, accustomed

to out-door 1life, and in all physiecal respects excellent
material of whiech to make an army. But they were not used
to control of any sort, and were not disposed to obey anybody
exg¢ept for good and sufficilent reason given.:==-=-cmecceccceea
e~em=--, Qfficers were no better than men, and so officers
and men mdased and slept together on terms of entire equality,
quarreling and even fighting now and then, &n & gentdemanly

l. Robert Tansill--"Qauses for feilure of Confederscy”--Pg. 16
2. Robert Tansill--Causes for failure of Confederacy"-~Pg. 16
3. George C. Eggleston "A Rebelt Recollections"--Pg. 31,32.




way, but without & thought of allowing & difference of - |
nilitary rank to havg eany influence in the matter. Theg |
theory was that the officers were the creatures of the °
men, chosen by election to represent their constituency |
inthe performance of certain duties, and that only during |
good behavior. |
The results of this laek of discipline may be stated in the words
of General Lee--"Desertion is &nereasing in the ermy, notwithstand+ |
I
ing all my efforts to stop it. I think a rigid execution of the !
lew is mercy in the end. The great want in our army is firm dis- i
eipline."l. |
Another way in whieh the army was orsl##liﬁﬁinérficiently, Duncan i
Rose tells us, was the so~called "poliey of”disperaion."an
|
From first to last the armies of the Confederacy were never |
concentrated. Of the six hundred thousand men in erms, |
there were never got together on a single battlefield more
than seventy thousand available men. The scabtered armies |
wasted away, were destroyed and captured piece meal, trying
to defend the frontiers;----. Such were the results of the |
poliey of dispersion. ‘
- |
It seems to me that Duncan Rose, the son of a Confederate officerg, . |
did not realize when he wrote this article thet the Confederate
offlcers could not emass a majority of their men in one pidce be- |
cause the rest of the country would then be left unprotected. Another |
fact to remember 1s the laek of transportation facilities which pre-~ ‘
vented the rapid transporting of trocps from one locality to another,
In the same artliecle, Rose continues to comment on the negleet of the
cavalry.o+

And so, from the Beginning to the end, either because the
goevermment could not learn the value of mounted troopa, or
was incapable of chenging a poliey once adopted, or for some
inexpligpbldereason, the cavalry was underrated and negleected.

l. J. B Jones--"A Rebel Clerk's Diery"--V.2--Pg.343<{Dec.1,1864)
2. Duncen Rose--"Why the Confed. Failed"-CBnt.Meg.=V.53=NoV.1896-Pg.36.
S« Duncen Rose--Pg. 37
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A glance at the cénaua of 1860 will show one that thore were
horses enough in Texas, or Georgla and North Carolina, to
have mounted 211 the Confederate ermies in the field, leaving
enough to make Gropsj==e==, :
Although this coritieism soncerning the neglact of the cavalry ap-
pears well stated, the reader should nevertheless remember that
for every eddition to the wavalry force there must also be one sub-
traction from the infantry; and again, that the conseription of the
horses would ereate much dissension among the farumers. 86, it seems
to me that the student should take Rose's critiecism with a "grain
of selt." I should also like to caution the reader in another
respect, namely, that he should not lay too much stress on this
so~-called "inefficlent organization of the Confederate army," for
wpiters tell us that in the long run the southern tppops fought
just as well as the norther troops. Charles A. Paten of the U. 8.
Volunteers tells us that:le
There appears to have been gethered, by many of the readers
of the war literature of the day, & distinetly erroneocus
impression to the effeet that the South fought better than

the Northj or to put in in another way, that the Southerner
was the better soldier.

He continues to tell us in the same article that:a'

The ten thousand Union soldiers who fell in death or wounds

before the heights of Fredericksburg, end the seventeen thousand

lost at Chancellorsville, were theequals in bravery of any
soldiers in the annals of werfers; so were the twenty-odd
thousand who bathed Gettysburg's ridge with blood, or the
fourscore thousands carried from the fields of Virgina when
Grant was in command.

However, we should not entirely discard the fact that the "in-
efficiency" may have had something to do with the downfall of the

Confederacy--even though only very slightly. We have at last reached

e

1., QGhas. A. Pateh--"Valor and Skill in the Civil War"--"Cent. Articdes"

Ve S-=May 1850-=P. 144.
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the end of our discussion of the "militery causes" which led

to the collapse of the Confederacy; we have taken up in detail
the causes end results of the federal blockade, the ceuses and
results of the lack of supplies, the csuses and results of
@asertion, and lastly, the causes and results of the so-called
"inefficient organization of the army;" and, I believe, we may
be safe in saying thét the "militery causes” described sbove
did heve &n enormous effect in precipitating the downfall of the
Confederacy. Let us now proceed to study, what I term, the

financiel and economic ceuses,
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QAUSES JFOR THE OOLLAFSE OF THE CONFEDERACY

Chapter 111

FINANCIAL AND ECONOMIC CAUSES

One of the most important of the financial and economie
causes which led to the collapse of the Confederacywas the ex-
cessive inflation of worthless paper money. This poliey led to
grave consequences--the utter derangement and break-up of the
economic system of the south. There isn't one author in this
phase of the Civil War who does not lay great stress on this
policy as a cause for the catastrophe of 1865. Duncan Rose says
thats 1.

The confederate government was smothered and atranﬁled to

death with its own irredeemable peper money.--The "sinews

of war" mean specie, and nothing but specie. And to get
speclie, and those things which specie will buy, there must
be taxes, taxes, taxes.

Robert Tansill also substantiates this fact. He says: 2.

The enormous amount of papér money issued by the govern=-

ment from 1861 to 1863, without levylng taxes commensurate

with its expenditures, ceamsed, as was natural, a rapid
depreclation in the currency.
As Tansill states, there was 1nﬁ§pd an enormous amount of this
worthless paper currency issued both by the government and by
the other agencies. As expressed by J. C. Schwab, we learn that: 3.

Judging from the most reliable sources, the Reports of the
Secretary of the Treasury, we comeclude that something over

l.Duncan Rose, "Why the Confederaly Failed".
Cent. Mag.--V. 55-=Nov. 1896~Pg. 34

2.Rob't Tansill, "Causes for failure of Confed." pg. 8

3¢Js Ce Schwab, "Confederate States"--Pg. 165
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$1,000,000 in treasury notes were in active circulation
during June and July, 1861; that the amount rose to above
$30,000,000 before the end of the year; and passed

$100 OOO 000 by March, 1862, $200,000,000 by August of

that year, and reached something 1ike $450 000,000 by
December, 1862. By the fall of 1863, at least £%00,000,000
of treasury notes must have been in cireulation, which

sum must have been increased by several hundreds of millions
of dollars before the end of the war, though the flgures
after the fall of 1864 are purely conjectural.

On the following page, the same author tells us that this amount
wes supplemented by other agencies.

Even if we knew the successive amounts of Confederate
treasury notes in the han@s of the publie during the war,
this signify little, as they formed bﬁt a part of the
currency; the State, munieipal, bank, ‘corporate, and
individual notes formed tne other, and, as we have seen,
no inconsiderable part.

John A, Campbell, formerly Assistant Secretaryof War, C.S.A.,
gives us a more conservative estimate. In reference to the year
1864, he states that:l.

It became finally to be seen that the finances were in hope-
less ruin. Treasury notes to $400,000,000 had been issued;
these were selling at sixty to one for specle at the treasury.
The supply of specie 15th February was $750,000;=-==-,

Another author who comments upon the discrepency between the
amount of paper money issued and the reserve in the confederate
treasury to beck it up isDuncan Rose. He tells us that: 2.

The ports of the Confederacy were all blockaded, so there
was really nothing that the government could do to raise
money except issue bonds and paper bills. Of these, be~
fore the war ended, between one and two thousand millions
of dollars=-nominal value=-had been emitted, the paper
bills amounting to nearly one billion, or over one half
of the whole. Nore does this include the millions of
paper bills issued by state authority and by bank,===---
During the same time, to the end of 1864, there was raised
bytexation the pitiful sum of fortv-eight millions of
dollars, and that all paper money.

1, J.A, Campbell, "Cent.Articles ==V .5-=0ct. 1889--P.950
2. Duncan Rose, "Cent. Mag."--Nov. 1896--V,53--P,., 34
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e see then that the inflation of paper money greatly weakened
the economie structure of the Confederacy. At this point we come
to a very interesting question, namely, Viere the finanecial
troubles inevitable or were they caused by the lack of foresight
of the treasury officlals? bifferant authors tsle opposing
sides--a fact wﬁich makes this question all the more interesting.
Je Co Schwab 1s under the impression that the Secretary of
Treasury, Memminger, is responsible for the fallure in the
finaneial fleld. He says that: 1.

Among the agencies which wealkened the power of the South
to resist the North we put first the Federal blocirade and the
Confederate financial poliecy. Memminger cannot escape the
responsibility for the latter., It was fremed largely upon
lines suggested by JYim; and its development end final cule
mination in utter government bankruptey was not seriously
resisted by him. A man of his antecedents and limited ex-
perience could not have been expected to formulate a
brillient fiscal poliey and win public favor for lt.e----=,
A financier of like talent to that of the Southern
militery leaders would doubtless have conducted the affairs
of the treasury with more success.

Robert Tansill, a colonel in the Confederate service, seems to
hold the samg opinion. He says: 2.

When it is remembered thaet money is one of the prinecipal
sinews of war, 1t seems strange that the Government did
not adopt timely measures to sustain its credit, whereas
theqfailure to do so had a considerable share in its destruction.

Roland G. Usher who though holding to the same view, nevertheless
does not criticize Secretary Memminger as harshly as do the others.
e says:3.

The finances of the Confederacy seem also to have been
mismanaged. The Secretary of the Treasury, Memminger, was
honest and well=-intentioned, but totally unacquainted with
finance. He had, indeed, & fundamental diffieulty to

struggle with which no sklll could have surmounted--the

lack of sufficient specie in the country to serve as an
adequate medium of exchange for domestie and foreign business.

On the other hand, we find writers such as Edward Channing who

%.u.b,%cﬁwab 1Eon§%derage %tétes"——p.GQ s 704
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take the opposite views, namely, that the collapse of the ec~
onomic foundation was inevitable, and not the result of any
lack of foresight on the part of the treasury official. Channing
says that:l.
The 8scretary of the Treasury, C. G. Memminger, was a
successful business man of Charleston and he had good
advisers; but the problem that he and the Confederate
Congress had to face was practically insoluble. |
I believe that this view is the more correct one, for only
from a careful study of the facts cen one realize fully how
difficult were the conditions that the financial department
of the Confederacy had to work under. 1In the first place the only
large source of revenue that the @onfederacy had, namely, the
sale of cotton in European Marketu,'was wiped out by the federal
blockade--thus foreing the treassury department to rely upon
the Confederacyltself for revenue to ecarry out the war, a pitiful
situation indeed. Albert Bushnell Hart stresses this fact in
the following passage: 2.
One of the early acts of the Confederacy was to prohibit
the exportation of cotton, except from Confederate seaports;
it was hoped thereby to bring foreign powers to interfere.
The result was that a considerable part of the cotton erop

of 1860 and almost the whole of the crops of 1862-3-& were
shut in by the blockade. >

In the second place, we learn that the South was too poor to
make taxation worthwhile. Don Cerlos Buell, a2 Me jor-General
of the U, 3, V., states that:3.

Intrinsically the greenbacks of the North were no better
than the paper promises of the South; yet they con-
stituted virtually the sole e¢ireulating medium, were

l1.Ed. Channing, "Hist. of the U.S."--V, 6=-<Pg. 411
2. A.B.Hart, "Why the South was Defeated"
New Enﬁ. Mag.=-V. ll=--Nov. 1891--Pg. 565
S« Don Carlos Buell,"Why the Confed. Failed"
Cent. Mag. V. 53=-Feb. 1897=-=Pgz. 631
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received with confidence, and the country was commercially
prosperous during the whole wer. 1In the North the use of

such money was a policy or device. In the South it wss a
necessity; for, unable to borrow money abroad, if direct
taxation could have been resorted to it would have been futile:
the country did not possess wealth enough in an svailsble

form for the emergency.

Turning from Don Carlos Buell's general statement that very
little revenue was collected from taxstion, we learn from Schwab
that:1l.

The total amount of specie thus secured could not heave

exceeded 27 millions of dollars. This sum constituted

the entire specie revenue of the Confederate government

during its four years' existence.

The govermsnt was dirven to rely for a revenue more and

more upon 1aauﬁﬂkof treasury notes.
Then again, we should remember that the value of paper money
remains stable only so long as the people have confidence in the
government; and, we must not blame the treasury officials for
the fact that the people soon lost confidence in the government,
for this loss of ooﬁﬁldence was occasioned by many factors
described in Chapter 1 and 2 which Se@iﬁtary Memminger and his
assoclates could not possibly cecontrol. Don Cerlos Buell emphasizes

this point when he says: 2,

The failure of the financial expedient thus adopted by
the South from necessity, without any foundation of
material value, became inevitable as soon as it lost

the confidence of the publie. If there was at the time
no other symtem of a distrust of their ceuse, the re=-
Jection of the money of the Confederacy by the people
was & sufficient sign of a lack of faith. The bed money
was a conseguence, not a cause. :

leJs C. Schwab, "Confed. States", pg. 43,44
2., Don Ce Buell, U. 8. V., "Why the Confederacy failed".
Cant N Mag ==V, BO==Feb @ 189'7--Pg s 651
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Therefore, after studying the difficulties that the Treasury
department had to cope with, we may say that it is unfair
to plece the blame for the collapse of the Confederacy's economic
structure entirely upon Seeretary Memminger. I, fore one, would
venture the assertion that the same result would have appeared
no matter who was the Secretary of the Treasury, for the ex-
cessive wssue of paper money was the only possible method that
the department could have followed under those circumstances.
We find 0. 0. Howerd, & Major-General of the U. S. Army during
the Civil War, expressing the same view. 1,

But all peoples subjected to extraordinary expenses are

wont to throw part of the cost upon the future. The

Union government did the same in the Civil War. It was

hardly possible for the @Gonfederacy to avoid the issue

of these promises. Their reckless issue toward the end

was like the straw at which the drowning men catches; it

was an endeavor to keep the Confederate armies together

for a 1ittle space while the government looked and

prayed for European help.
Even though we cannot place all the blame upon Secretary Memminger ,
neither can we place all the blame on the people for the Confederate
government specifically stated, as it had to, that it would pay
the stipulated amount of each note to the bearer of the imprinted
price of paper only at the expiration of a specified period of

2
time (after the ratificetion of a treaty of peace between the
Confederate States and the United States of America).

The student can readily see then, that as the government continued

to issue this paper money, and as the possibility for redemption

1.0. O« Howard, "Why the Confed. Falled".
Cents Mag,-=V.53--Feb. 1897--Pg. 632
2. A+ C. Gordon, "Herd times in the Confed."
_ "Cent. Articles"--V,1V--Sept, 1888--Pg. 763
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at its face value gradually faded away, the people lost confedence i

in the money, thus producing a tremendous decline in the value i

of the dollar.

Here, g present & teble from a Confederate Handbook 1,

indieeting the tremendous decline in the value of & confederate

dollar.

Teking gold as a standard, & Confederate paper dollar was
worth as follows, at the different dates indicated:

December 1, 186le~vwevccrecw——- - — o .
December 15, 186le-ww-=e---- B B - B D
Februygry 1, 186B=reccceccccne e e
February 1, 1865ewe~e-mw== o mmnne o oo o o ey 4 -
June, 1860 ewewcencrssnnncccsssccanacs cossnens
November, 1864 =wm=== crscelinenreneenesnenne=enesee
January, 1866evrerrencsncanccscsnsscccncancacncas
April 1, 186b~recrecnccncren - B S i s e

CENTS

08

«04%
.02§

As the war progressed, prices of all commoditii#s rose enormously=--in

fact, so enormously, that we of the twentieth century and citizens

of a stable governmeht can hardly bellieve it.

It semmdd as if some

mysterious power was playfully distorting and twisting the economic

amusement and entertainment.. The following sccount

2

the same author quoted above.

In 1865, everything had largely advanced in price.
following is an ebstraet from the expense account of a
Gonfederate officer who left Richmond for Augusta, Ga.,

about one month before Ceneral Lee Surrendered:
March 11, Meals on road-=-=-=----- cmemmecccma==(520
March 17, Cigars and bitterse---- ————————— —=e=w=860
March 20, 1 palr eyeglass@g--eec-e-rcececcn-—- --135
March 20, Hair cutting and shave~=-e=e-c-wcec--w-- 10
Merch 20, Candlese====---= el 15 0
March 23, Coat, Vest and pantsesc-c-c-cvecccane= 2700
March 27, 1 gallon whigskyeeececrcccnwwanneanneae 400
March 30, 1 palr boots=-eweccecwconrcccnecnca-— 700
April 12, 6 yards linen, 2; Widewe-ceeecccanaaa- 3200
April 14, 1 ounce sulphate quiningeewececece--aa 1700
April 14, 2 weeks' board---=wecccccccccacncecna 700
April 14, Bought $60 golde===vcmcccamcmaax --===6000
April 20, 1 dozen Catawba Winee=we-wcm.-u- wmewe 900
April 20, Shad and aundrles-- ------ e ———————— 75
A April 20, MatcheSeewweccr e m e e 25
April 1, 1 Penknife--------~-~ ----- - e 125
April 1, 1 package brown Windsor Soap--—-n---- 50

E- %gsegs . Wood, TConfederate HandboOKT, DE. 70

The
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Refering to the last item, namely, & payment of fifty dollars
for & package of soap, I wonder if meny of us on our present
salaries could keep purselves clean, let alone the khousand &nd
one other expenses that we must incur. J. B. Jones also comments
on this enormous rise in price. Writing in February 28, 1864,
he says thetd 1.
I copy this advertisement from & morning paper:
"Notice--0Owing to the heavy advance of feed, we are

compelled to chargs the following rates for board-
ing horses on and after the lst of March:

Boerd per monthes-ececc - ccm e ca e e e e - = . 0 .00

Board per day-----—--— -------------------- 3&00
Single feed-— —————————— - e D W S e 8 A S S D w 5 00

Virginia Stablea

Although I do not know the sentiments of the reader, I , for one,
know that before paying the foregoing prices, I would allow my
horse to share both my bed and meals with me. A rather humorous
incident occasioned by this excessive risse in price is described
by George C. ﬂigleaton.z.ﬁ cavalry officer entered a store and
asked for a pair of boots priced at two hundred dollars. He
offered the store~keeper a five hundred dollar note, but the

latter could not make the change. "Never mind," said the cavalier,

"I'11 keep the boots anyhow. Keep the change. I never let a

little matter of three hundred dollars stand in the way of a trade."

Eggleston who tells this story follows with the comment that
this occurred” on the day before Lee's surrender, but it would
not have been an impossible occurrence at any time during the
preceding year". We also learn from A. C. Gordon®that " in the

case of flour, whiech in March, 1863, sold for $25.00 per Barrel;

====____W
l, J. B. Yones,"A Rebel Clerk's Diary"-<V, 2—-P% 160
2. G, C, Eggleston, "A Rebel's Recollactiona"-- 2o
3+ A. C, Bordon, "Hard Times in the Confederacy"
"Cent. Articles"-V, 1¥=-Sept. 1888--Fg, 764
|V

——————
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in January, 1864, for $95.00 per barrel; (it sold) in January,
1865, for $1000.00 per barrel". ILe also describes snother point
of interest--a fact that would be very pleasing to the ears of
those who are econtinually annoyed by the singing of the modern
girl., He sgys: 1.
Yet the sheet musie, printed, like the newspapers, in the
roughest style, upon the commonest paper, with now and then
a caricetured lithograrhic likeness of some Confederate
general on the title-page, continued to be sold and sung,
even though s price ran from one to twe dollars per sheet.
I presume that this price kept many a girl from displaylng her
"nightingale prowess" or as & some cell it her singing ebillity=--a
fact which greatly lessened the horrors of the Clvil Wer. But
enough of the Humorous side of this tragedy! Let us turn to
our original discussion. This excessive rise in price led to a
great deal of speculation. People would buy the commodities at
the prevailling price and refused to sell them to those who needed
them unless they received an exorbitant price--thus foreing the
price up, and making a profit. J. C. Schwab states that:2.
With the value of the currency constanlly falling, and the
price of commodities rising, the holder of notes felt the
strongest incentive to turn them into commodities. The
longer he held the notes, the less they would buy. The
rising market invariably led to the wildest speculation,
into whieh everyone was necessary¥ly and unconsciocusly drawn,
Another author who makes the same comment 1s George C. g€leston.
He says that:3.
Speculation became the easiest and surest thing imaginable.
The speculatér saw no risks of loss. Every article of
merchandise rose in value every day , and to buy anything

this weelt and sell it next was to make an enormous profit
quite as & matter of course.

Tehe Co Gordonﬁ_ﬁﬁard‘fimes in the Coniederecy"

Cent. Articles"-V, 4--Sept. 1888~-P,765
2. Schwab, "Confederate States", Pg. 229
3. Eggleston, "Rebels Recollections”, Fg. 81
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We can readily see then how this enormous rise in price resulted
in the impoverishment and stervetion of the peocple, especially
the wage earners forl"wages and salaries responded but slowly
and imperfectly to the inflating influence of the redundant
currenecy, and their nominal rise was far outstripped by the rise
in the price of commodities®? The reader therefore realizes
what & prominent part the excessive issue of paper money played
in the collapse of the Confederacy. The condition described '
above caused people to lose whatever confidence end patriotism
they had held. The same suthor, writing in another volume,
imphasizes this point when he says that: 2.
.The finanelal nlstory of the Confederate States hinges on
the wholesale issuse of paper money and the consequent de=
rangement of prices, which destroyed legitimate business,
encouraged wild spseulation, and, by undermining the in-
dustrial structure of the South, contributed in no small
degrse to the final .dewnfall.
We may therefore conclude with the statement that the excessive
inflation of paper money which was caused by the blockade, the
laclkk of specle in the treasury, and the futility of taxation only
to finance the war resulted in a decline in the value of money,
& rise in the prices of all comuodlities, in speculastion, in
starvaetion among the people and army, and in the loss of ceconfidence
in the ability of the government to carry on the wai¥ws factor
which was very instrumental in precipitating the collnpée of the

confederate government. We should also remember that the collapse

of the sconomic structure of the Confedersecy under the conditions

s s T et i et d
e e e o

1. Sehwao, "Confederate States”, s Ps 181
8. Schwab, "Cambridge Modern History, V. '7--Pg. 615
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mentioned ebove was inevitable, and that the blame cannot, in

all feirness, be placed upon Secretady Memminger armdhis aasociatas.

|
|
Let us now turn to the second and last of the financial and economle
causes, namely, the Economie Inferiority of the South.

The problem, why the South was vastly inferior to the North, |
can be answered very easily. The reasonmlites in the fact that the
South was an agricultural country. Using the words of Roland G, i

4 |
Usher, we may say that: 1. ‘
It was due in the last analysis to cotton and to slavery, .
to the poliey whieh had kept the South purely en agricultural
country and whieh had regarded the developement of diversified
industry as needless. This was not the fault of any individual ,
but of the very system which the Confederscy was created to

defend, and which thus, by & curious poetic justice, de=-
monstrated its unfitness to survive.

Theinstitution of slavery in the South also forced immigration from
Europe to the Horth, leaving the South inferilor botih in rescurces

and in the number of men available for the army. From a study of

the statisties in Robert C. lWood's, "Confederate HundbooK“,awe

learn that the number of men enrolled in the federal service was |
2,778,304; while the number enrolled in the Confederate 'service

was only 600,000=-thus leaving the North with an excess of

2,178,504 men. As far as relative strength in battles goes, we

learn from the same book that the North had more men in every

1mportant battle. 5.

R Relative Strength in BattlesCONFEDERATE FEDERALS
Seven da7ys T1ght around Hichmonde=---- 80,835 115,249
Antictomeemencncccccans memme e ————— ~===55,255 87,164
Fredericksburge=e=-ercercccncccnman-u- -78,110 110,000
#Chencellorsvillecccemcccenccccc e neaes 87,212 131,661
Cettysburge=e-r-cccermecmccce—ne -- - -=62,000 95,000
ChicKamauEo me = o mm e w o o - —-——— ~=44 000 65,000

/11dernesg==mmmmmmmmm—m=nmmmesmmcen-aaG5,981 141,160

B: Wood s Handbook, Pe 289 g
8. P, 30 :
1. Roland G, Usher, "Rise of the Am. Feople", Pg. 325
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Albert Bushnell Hart also gives us some stetistiecs on this score.
Speaking of the relative number of flghting men, he say that: 1.

This lesves (in the South) 5,447,219 white persons of whom
1,064,195 were of military age, to cerpy on a struggle with
18,825,275 white persons in the North to whom it is feir to
add 2,650,245 in the border states--thus inecluding e military
porulation of about 4,500,000,

Another euthor who ecomments on this phase is Stephen D. Les,
g lieutenant-General of the Confederate States of America. He
tells us that: 2.

The offieial records show that the North had 2,600,000 men
from first to last; after Betober, 1861, nevemiieds than
800,000, and often exceeding 1,000,000 men. 1,050,000 men
in round numbers were mustered out to the ceclose of the war.
The Confederates, who, by the most reliable records and
euthority, hed 600,000 from f#rst to last, surrendered

150 150,000 men. The effective force in the field never exceeded
200,000 men at anyone time.

That this inferiority in number was the cause for the faet that
meny battles were lost and subsequesntly the collapse of the
Confederacy cannot be doubted. Robert C. Wool§ states thati 3.

With all the deta thet could be secured from reliable
sources, the c¢laim cen be safely made the t the entire
ernrolled strength of the confederate army did not exceed
600,000 men, and that of this number, never more than
two-thirds (400,000) men were even avallable for sctive
duty in the field. The necessity of guerding a long line
of oxposed seacosst, of maintaining permenent garrisons
et different posts on inlend waters and at migghwous other
points deprived the Confederate srmies 1in the field of an
accession of strength which, in all probabllity, would have
changed the result of important battles and campaligns.
Same.
James Ford Rhodes seems to hold the,view--that this inferiority

in numbers was one of the causes for the collapse of the

Confederacy. 4.

1. A. B, “art, "Why the South ..as Deieated’
New Eng. Mag.:--V. ll--Nov. 1891--P., 374

2.8, D, Lae, "Why Confed. Failed", Cent. Meg. V. 53, Feb. 1897, P. 627

8+ Rob't Wood, "Confed. Handbook", Pg. 29
4. James F. Rhodes, "Hist. of the Civil Wsr", P. 287
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With superior resourcdes, larger armies as well diseciplined
as those of the South and better equipped and supplied, with
generals equal on the whole Iin ability, as may be asserted
after Gettysburg and Vicksburg, the North was certain to
win in the end provided it would with persistsney and
petiencyp make the sacrifice of men and money necessary to
sub jugate the brave and high-spirited people of the Southern
Confederecy, who were still determined on resistance.

The 8outh was greatly inferior to the North not only in numbers, but
elso 1In military resources and trasnsportation facilities--a fact which

greatly reduced the fighting ebiliity of the army and led to the loss

of meny & battle, All thé writers on the subject emphesize the importance

of thils factor in the eollapse of the confederecy; John A. Campbell,
formerly assistant Secretary of Wer, C.8.A., tells us that: 1l.

The trensportetion was alwost exheusted,----, In the same

woful condition was the transportaetion by animels. The facts

in regard to erms, ammunition, medieesl supplies, etc. dis~
closes & similar condition of ruin.

Other authors express the same view. Roland G, Usher states that: 2.
Nothing was more serious thean the effeet upon transportation

of the leck of iron, of mechinery, snd of skilled méchanics.
e o« Lgpcomotives broke down; parts of the equipment

wore out end could not be replaced because either the materid

for duplicating the demaged parts was lacking or no man

understood how to turn them out. Henece such supplies as there
were could not be promptly and efficiently distributed. Often

the food collected by government agents spoiled before it
could be moved; lesther, desperstely needed in Virginia,

hed been collected in North Carolina but could not be shipped.

This dificlency of transportation fscilities wes one of the
grectest difficulties with whien the Confederate government
hed to cope.

Albert Bushnell Hart elso emphaesizes this fact. He says: 3,
The limitied militery resources of the South were made less

avallable because of the lack of sufficient internal trsnse
portation. The water-ways, both on the rivers and to the

1.7+ Aes Campbell, Open “etter,--"Describing the year 1864"
: Cent. Mag, =~ VUect, 1889--P, 951
2.Roland G, Usher, "Riss of Apy. People"--P, 325
5. As ©. Bart, "Why the South was Defeated"
NBW Engo Mag.: V°1o 11"'"“0"- 1891""’}30 369




Pg. 58

eastwarﬂ were early occcupied or blogkade by the North,=e=e=,
The counﬁry therefore was thrown upon its railroads. These "
roads were few, imporperly bullt,==-~=-, and they steadily
deteriorated,
At this polht, we find an interesting aecount glven by Ulysses
S« Grant concerning the results of the capture of a railroad.
This exaﬁple 1a.typ1ca1 of the hardships imposed upon the confederate
army by the loas of its railroads. Speaking of the Weldon Rellroad,
he says: 1l. .
This road was very important to the enemy. The limits
from which his supplies had bgen drawn were already very much
contracted, and I kmew that he (Lee) must fight desperately
to proteet it. Warren carried the road, though with heavy
loss on both sides. Lee made repeated attempts to dislodge
Werren's corps, but without success, and with heavy loss.
As soon as Warren was fortified and reinforcements reached
him, treoops were sent south to destroy the bridges on the
Weldon Reilroad; and with auch success that the enemy had to
draw in wagons, for a distance of about thirty miles, all th e
supplies they got thereafter from that source.
Therefore, we may cono@ude that the inferiority of the South
in matters of militmry‘resources and transportation facilities
had much to do with 1ts collapss. The South, however, was inferior
in another important aspeet=--=--in fact the most important, namely,
economic development and wealth. Even the most superficial study of
this question will disclose the appalling povertyof the South in the
matter of economic development and wealth. James Schouler comments
on this point rather strongly when he says: 2

It is not easy to conceive how=§@developed, how dependent

=

L
1. "Personal Memoirs"of U.8. Grant", --V, 2-p. 324
2. James Schouler, "Hist. Of the U S. of America",-V, 6--p. 316
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upon others, the economic sgstem of these cotton States,
prosperous though they seemed, had made them in 1861,=w=--,
Commerce, manufactures, skilled ertisans, end the flood
of white immigration from the 0l1d World their people had
willingly seen diverted to the Yorth. The mineral wealth
of coal, iron, and thé precious metals in this section lay
buried in the ground, and external capital had not been
sought for this or any other development. Independence, in
faet, wes boldly invoked, while the South depended upon the
outer world for most food products except hog and homing
and for the commonest necessaries of life--for beef and flour,
for germents, coarse or fine, and for every implement of mane
ufacture for peace or war.

We find the same view held by all writers on the subject. One

author gives us a clear statistical account of this economic

inferiority: 1.

The North far outstripped her adversary in manufacturing
and railroad mileage. The South manufactured less than

S per cent of her own cotton, and had only about 8000 miles
of rallroads as compared with 24,000 in the North. The
total value of the Northern Manufactures in 1860 was
$1,730,330,000, as compared with $155,000,000 in the South.
The $255,000,000 cotton erop dwindled away to some extent
when compared with the $845,000,000 corn and wheat crops

in the North and North-West.

However, the most detailed, most vivid, most striking, and best
account of the economiec inferiority of the South is given by

Albert Bushnell Hert. It indeed deserves to be quoted in fulll

he says: 2,

If the Bouth were to win, then a numericel inferiority

must be made up by a superiority of resources; but in wealth
8till more than in numbers the South hed legged behind. In
the seceding states, 56,000,000 acres of land were improved, B
and the total value of farm lends was § 1,850,000,000, 1In

the North and the border states the improved land was less than
twhee as great in area but its value was $4,800,000,000, or
more than two and a half times as much. Throughout the

86 South, the tillage was primitive and rude and most of it was

l, Hudeon end Guernsey, "The United States! p. 388
2. A+ By Hert, "Why the Confed. Wes Defeated"
New Eng. Mag.~-Vol. ll-=Nov. 1801-«P, 367-368




carried on by slave-labor; in the North, machinery and
improved processes made it possible to raise a larger crop

in proportion to the laborers employed. Manufactures of every
kind were wofully deficient in the South. 1In a region in-
¢luding the enormous coal and iron beds of Alabama, and
Georglia, one of the richest deposits on the face of the earth,
there was but one large blast furnace and ten rail mills.
To manufacture its great staple, cotton, the south had but

150 factories, against more than 900 in the North, and the
value of the manufactured fabriec of the South was but
$8,000,000, in the total of $115,000,000. Of the 1260
woollen factories of the country, 78 were in the South. The
manufacture of clothing, an essential industry when war is
going on, employed, in 1860, less than 2,000 persons in the
southern statss, and nearly 100,000 in the north. Of boots
and shoes, the South furnished but three per cent of the
product. Well did the Lynchburg "Virginian" say: "Dependent
upon Europe and the North for almost every yard of cloth,

and every coat and boot and hat that we wear, for our

axes, seythes, tubs, and buckets, in short, for everything
except our bread and meat, it must occur to the South that if
our relations with the North are ever severed,--and how soon
they may be none can know; may God forbid it longl--we should,
in all the South, not be able to clotle ourselves; we could
not f4ll our firesides, plough our fggada, nor mow our
meadows ; in fact, we should be reduced to a state more abject

than we are willing to look at even prospectively. And yet,
all of these things staring us in the face, we shut our eyes
and go in blindfold."

That this inferilority in economic development and wealth was an
1m§ortant factor in the downfall of the Confederacy cannot be doubted.
Stephen D. Lee, formerly e lieutenant-General of the Confederate
_States of Americe says: l.

1 am one of those who, like my great namesake, said:"I will
not speculate on the causes of the failure, a2s I have seen
abundant causes for it in the tremendous odds brought against
us; the South was overpowered by the superior numbers and
resources of the North." If we compare the two part of the
country, we find the North outnumbering the South four to one
in erms-~bearing population, incomparably better prepared
for war, having en organized government, an orgenized army
and navy, with arsenals, dockyards, and machine shops, and

i e e s D

ls S« D. Lee, "ihy the Coufed. Failed",
Cent. Mag.--Vol. B63~~Feb. 1897--p. 627
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having free intercourse with the world from which to get
supplies and men; while every port wes sealed against help
from the outside world to the Confederacy, which had to
organize its government and improvise everything for

the unequal strugsle from an agricultural population.

Roland G« Usher also stresses this pointid .

The physical and emgnomic preponderance of the North

over the South--two &nd ons~half times as many fighting
men, eleven times the productivity-~could not fail
ultimately to deecide the issue, should the Socuth be unable
to beat the Northern armies g% to obtain assistance from
Europe.

Don Carlos Buell il ancther of the numerocus authors stressing this
point. He say: 2.

We find it completely shut in from foreign intercourse;

we find it relatively deficient in men and money and re-
resources of every sort, in military equipment, in facllities
for interior communication, in mechanical appliances, in
meechanical skill which so much aided the armies of its
adversary, in that material development whieh oceupies so
important a place in modern c¢ivilization, in foréign con-
fidence and sysnpathy, in internal econfidence as well, and

in that profound popular impulse which continually strengthened

the armies of its opponent, and threw the whole energy of
the North into the contest.

Albert Bushnell Hart states that: 3.

The military collapse of the Confedsracy was not the
result of happy accident, nor of ovsrpowering generalship;
it was caused by the steady, unremitting pressure of an
adversary superior in forces, in resources, end in morsle.

He brings this point out all the more forcefully two pages later
when he says: 4.

All compariscns of areea and even of geographical advantages
are subordinate to the question of the economiec resources of
the two sections,=-~in men, In wealth, in courege, in military
resources, and in means of communiecation. And here we reach
that disedvantage of the South, to whieh 1ts conguest must be
chiefly atbributed.

S

S e e st et e
l. Re G, Usher, "Rise of Am., Pecple", pe S17
2. Don C. Buell--Ma jor-General,U.S.V, Mihy the Confed. Failed".
Cent. I’Saé--‘-Vo 5\)""F6b 1897 ~=p. 631
S« AeBs Hart, "Why the South Was Defeated",
New Enge. Mag.-=-V. 11——Nov. 1821--P, 364
4. Hert, "Why the South Was D feated"
New Eng. Mage=-Ull--Nov. 1891==P, 366.
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Therefore, I bélieve that after a carefully study of all the
material presented here, the reader cennot possibly entertain

any doubt es to the importence of this factor in helping to
precipitate the catastrophe of 1865. The South being es 1t was
inferior in the number of fighting men, military resources,
trensportation facilities, economic development and wealth , could
never by 1tself have successfully resisted the North. It 1s

much more surprising that the South under those conditions did
resist the North as long as it did, than that it failed to sucecsed,
Thus, we conelude our dissertation on the "finaneial and economie

causes" and go on to the "socisl end psychological causes".
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CAUSES FOR THE COLLAPSE OF THE CONFEDERACY

Chagtar 1w

SQCIAL AND PSYCHOLOGICAL CAUSES

CONCLUSIOR

We now come to the last group of causes whiech aided in the collapse
of the Confederecy, namely, the social or as some would call it the
psychologlical causes. Since this book is being written in the

year 1951, and since psychology 1s in such vogue, I presume it
would not be out of place to give this feature e chepter by itselfe--
even though we can easily wedge these causes in among those des=-
eribed in the preceding chapters. The two important psychological
causes which lad to the catastrophe of 1865 were the loss of
"morale" emoung the soldiers and the loss of "morals" among the
people. I emphasize these factors, although some writers might
relegate them to a minor position, begause I believe that no govern=

ment can successfully carry out a war unless it has the wholehesartedd
support of a large portion of its people. It is true that most of
the southerners entéred the war wholeheartedly, but it very quickly
waned. The conditions which they had to face, and the obstacles
which they had to overcome were too much for any people,

As time went on, their hope for foreign aid slowly faded

away; they realized that they were fighting with their baek to the
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wall against a muech stronger and heavier ad#eraary. As time wemt
on, they saw a new and norrible monster in the form of -internal
dissension resar its ugly head and sprout discontent and disorder
in theilr very midst--a condition which teonded to break the backbone
and spirit of the strongest. They felt themselves being slowly
strangled to death by the vise~like grip of #till another horrible
sea-monster, the nawal blockade, All sbout them, people saw soldliers--
starved and tattered--with no viesible mesns of aid; men who had
marched on brevely into the very mouth of the roaring enemy cennon
while their feet bled and thelr stomachs howled out for food--to
fight for a gause. On every dark and grim battle fleld, people
saw bodies of theilr beloved ones strewn here end therej; soldiers
who had left the comtorts of thelr homes, thelr wives, their
ehildren to fight for a principle--only to lose all that they had
lived for. Meny a mother with tears in her eyes answered the
queries of the little ones concerning their "dear old deddy" by
éﬁi@ng that he had gone to heaven. Imagine the conditlon of the
fiother! What was left for her to do, now that her husband was
dead, her children pitifully crging for food, prilces rising sky
high all about her, and what was most horrible, her purse empty?
Is it a I@ﬂﬁﬁﬁgﬁkﬁ&g&he spirit of the people was broken under

this trying straint Then agein, deserters and maurauders of both
armies attacked the homes of the people. Imagine the sickening
feeling of the people when they realized that the very soldiers,
for whom they had deprived themselves of thelr very all to aid

in the Southern cause, had turned about and instead of feeling

grateful for what thes people had done for them, were even robbilng
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and pillaging thelr homes. Imegine the feeling of the brave
soldler who remeined on the battlefleld, who was forced to march
~even though his limbs were erying for rest, who was sterved and
tattered most of the time, and who knew that his dear ones at home
were in denger from some of the very men he%@@ught beside., The
thought filled him with anger and digust, and he began to lose
eonfidence in a government that could not protect his femily. The
student who studies accounts concerning the sentiments of the
soldier during this period will find many esuthors expressing this
view. Elle Lonn who has made a very careful and exhaustive study
of "Desertion during the Civil Var" tells us that: 1.

A southern sergeant teken prisoner in April, 1865, voiced
to a Union general very accurately the feeling of his
comrades: "For six or eight months back, our men have de=
serted by thousands. Those who remain have been held by
& sentiment of honor only. They did not wish to disgrace
themselves by deserting their flag. They have done their
duty to the best of their ability. As to the Southern
Confederacy, although tney would have liked to have seen
it triumph, they lost all hope of it long since."

She also tells us on the same page that: 1.

Some mail bags ceptured by the U. =, officers showed ale-

reedy in 1865 that letters of Southern soldiers breathed

but one sentiment-~weariness of the war. 3oldlers sew,
desplie desperate end heroic efforts, defeat everywhere,

saw thelr toils and sufferings unproductive against apparently
#nsxhasustible numbers., G

General Grant is another of the authors who comman:lﬂimngptnis

e

topie. He say that: 2. 7
-==After the fall of Petersburge-=-- ~=the Confederates wers more

then correspondingly depressed, Their despondency increased

wilth eaeh returning day, and especially after the battle

of Sailor's Creek. They threw away their srms in constantly

increasing nuwbers, dropping out of the ranks and betaking

themselves to ihe woolla in the hwope of reaching their homes.

l. Ella Lonn, "Desertion during the Civil War", p. 18
2., "Personal Memoirs,U., S. Grent"--V, 2-=P, 499
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Now, let us’flee what the different authorsilsem about the loss
of morale among the people. Grant describes an incldent depicting
the suffering of the unprotected woman. Inecidently, the incident
is rather humorous. A group of "bummers", that is, northern soldiers
who would sally forth every morning to "bum" supplies for the army,
once approachad the home of an old woman, and proceeded to appropri=
ate all her chickens. The woman pleaded with them saying that a
group of maurauders had recently taken away many of her chickens
and that they were robbing her of her last buneh. Grant proceeds
with the story by saying: 1.
The soldliers seemed moved st her appsal; but looking at the
chickens again they were tempted and one of them replied:
"the pebellion must be suppressed if it takes the last
chicken in the Confederacy," and proceeded to appropriate
the last one.
Turning from the humorous to the pathetic, we find A. C. Gordon
deseribing the sentiments of the people during Christmes. We of the
North living in a period of peace and looking eagerly forward to
Christmas as a period of joy, happiness, and gayety ean hardly
realize the bitter gloom that Christmas brought teo the southerners.
The author says: 2.
At no season of the year did the hard times drew so bitterly
near the hearts of the adults as when the little homespum
stockings humg about the chimney-place at @Shristmas, to awalt
the coming of Santa Claus "through the lines". If he did not
always bring bounteous profusion of gifts, the innocent
fiction of his having been robbed by the armies on hls way
from the country of sleds and reindeers found many ready

little believers, who, teking it for truth, yet did not
really mow how much of trush there wes 1in it.

l.Grant, Idem P. 564
2. As Co Gordon,--"Hard Times in the Confed."
Cents Arte ==V 5==Cent. Kiapg .--Sept « 1888-=-P.770
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Such were the conditions that the southerners labored under--conditlons
which inevitaebly led to the disintegration of the soclal 1life, the

loss of morale of both the soldiers and people, and the downfall of

the Confederacy. Speaking of the consequences of this loss of

morale, Schwab states that: 1.

This lack of self-restraint end want of social discipline

wes also shown in the bread riots whiech broke out in some of
the lerger cities. Mobs broke into stores and demanded goods
at the governmenv's impressment prices, a curious commentary
upon the effeet of the poliey of interfering with a free
markket. The Riechmond Examiner c¢laimed with reason thaet the
mob "put into practice the principles of the Commissary
Department." Vice and rowdyism became rampant. Ruffians,
thelives, and prostitutes abounded, and vice in every form
became common. The South from this point of view doea not
present an atiractive picture, which is only é
description of the social conditions prevailing at the time
of similar upheavaels in other countries, for instance in
France during the last decade of the eignteenth century.

It is needléss to describe the results of this loss of morsle}

they &are so apparent. lWarren Lee Goss tells us that: 2.
When procuring luxuries of eggs or milk we paid the people
at flrst in sllver, and they gave us local scrip in change;
but we found on attempting to pay it out again that they
were rather reluctant to receive it, even at that early
stege in Confederate finance, and much preferred Yankee silver
or notes.

We see also that this loss of morale led not only to the dise

integretion of the soeclsl life of the people but was one of the

causes for the disintegration of the entire economie structure

of the south. B8Suffice it to say taht the social and psychological

causes described above--the lcse of morale amoung the soldiera and

people~--were gther factors tending to undermine the structure of

282

1+8chweb, "Confederate States™, p.
‘rty=-V.,l-=Cent. Yog.~-Mar. 1885--p.772

2. Goss, "Recollections™, Cent.

—— - . SRS i
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the Confederate Government.

We have at last arrived at the end of our journey. We have
studied all the different types of causes, the political-~the
failure &8 obtain foreign aid, and the internal dissensions; the
military-~the naval blockade, the leck of supplies, desertion, and
the inefficient orgenization of the army; the financiael and
economic-~-the inflation of paper money, and the economic inferilority
of the South; and lastly, the soclal and psychological-~the loss of
morale among the soldiers, and the loss of morale among the people.
The reader has also noticed that I have not attempted to limit my
topic to a mere presentation of the causes whiech led to the collapse
of the Confederacy; but instead, have attempted to limit my tople
to a2 mere presentation of thﬁwmmu#psmuhgch led to the collapse of
the Confederacy; but instead, have attempted to present a detalled
account of the causes for these "causes". It secems to me that an
account of the causes for the collapse of the Southern government
without a presentation of the causes of the "causes" would be only
half the story--a very'unhistorical treatment”.

Before I bring this boo to a close, I wish to comment upon
a point which I brought up in my introduction, but which may have
escaped the attentlion of the reader. With the wrong attitude in
mind, the reasder cemndt possibly derive any benefit whatsoever from
this treatment; he should always keep in mind that a2ll the causes
mentioned in the foregoing pages are very very closely related,
notwithstanding the fact that I have grouped them for the purpose
of convenience into different and separate toplies. In order to

fully grasp this subject, the reader must always bear 1in mind that
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each cause may be the cause or result of another cause, and that
the entire structure of causes is one related unit. Let me present
an gllustration. The fallure to obtain forelign aid whieh I have
termed a politicel cause was the cause for the faet that the naval
blockade, a military cause, was maintained. The North would never
have been able to maintain the blockade effectively if the foreign
powers had intervened. Then again, the lesck of a Confederate Navy
was another cause for the faet that the blockade was maintained.
The blockade kept out supplies necessary for the continuance of the
war on the part of the South, which fact caused much suffering

R

smong the soldiers and peg f%. This fact in turn produced discontent,

internal dissension, and desertion, which in itself broke down the
morale of the soldiers and the people. I need not go any further,
then, to point out the interrelation of these causes.

Another point that I wish to comment upon before I bring this
treatise to a close is the faet that the grouping of the different
causes into the major headings such as political and military has

been merely arbitrery, and should not be taken as a dogmatic

“differentiations 1Inasmuch as this assemblage of causes into &1ffernnt

headings is purely the product of my own mind, and since no writer,

as far as I know, hes ever attempted to catologue the diffﬁnqpt

causes into different groupings; that is, since there is no standard ,
I ask the reader not to be too harsh with my groupings for I

realize thet one cause in oﬁe group may without deflection of the
originel meaning be placed in another group if viewed from a

different angle. In other words, the grouping of the causes is a
matter of opinion, and they may be rearranged--depending upon the

point of view of the reader.
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As a last and parting thought, let me remind the reader
thet I fully realize that this treatise 1s far from perfect.
However, if I have only left with the reader the impression that
I have undertaken this ta®k cheerfully and wholeheartedly, have
been honest and sincere in my procedure and presentation, and
have produced a work befitting my abllity, then I ean truthfully

say that my lebor has not been in vain.

FINIS
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1. The product of myoown mind.




