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Abstract

The purpose of this research and writing is to examine the military history which
transpired in the Shenandoah Valley during the American Civil War. There is a general
motivation to discover more about the people who made the decisions that impacted the Valley.
Two research questions will be considered. First, why did the Union and Confederate leadership
conduct operations in the Shenandoah Valley as they did in the Civil War? Second, how did the
conduct of operations in the Shenandoah Valley change during the war for both the North and
the South?

Readers will encounter what happened in the Shenandoah Valley during the Civil War
from the perspective of some of the participants who lived through it. This encounter will be
presented from the analysis of both primary and secondary sources. Such sources as collected
papers of people including Robert E. Lee and Robert Milroy along with recorded history from
units like the 118" Pennsylvania will be included.

The Shenandoah Valley campaigns of the Civil War tell the story of two wars. In the
beginning, there was the dramatic success of the Confederate army in the Valley in the first half
of the war. Subsequently, there was the ultimate, final success of the Union army in the last half
of the war. Unfortunately for the Confederacy, the Union success came at the right time and
marked the end of the war for the South. This duality of emphasis on the Valley can be seen in
two observations. First, the Federal leadership did not understand the importance of the
Shenandoah Valley until they did. Second, the Confederate leadership always understood the
importance of the Valley. Their problem was they were able to adequately defend it until they
could no longer defend it. In the end, the explanation for the ability to access the Valley boiled

down to the ability of both the Union and the Confederacy leadership to hold on to it.



Chapter 1 - Introduction

In the fall of 1861, Confederate duty in the lower Shenandoah Valley was very pleasant.
In their 2002 book entitled A Scythe of Fire: A Civil War Story of the Eighth Georgia Infantry
Regiment, authors Warren Wilkinson and Steven E. Woodworth explain that at this juncture of
the war in the Valley, the war had yet to heat up. Specifically, for units like the Eighth Georgia
Infantry Regiment, their time spent in Winchester, Virginia were days of peacefulness and
happiness as they were welcomed by the townspeople with parties and meals. In contrast, the
Union armies were maladroit in their efforts to organize and strategize how to attack the
Confederate forces in both northwestern and eastern Virginia. Such were the conditions facing
both the North and the South in the eastern theater of the war.!

The aesthetically pleasing Shenandoah Valley in northern Virginia served as a source of
beauty and sustenance for Virginians during the antebellum period. As the Civil War began, the
Shenandoah Valley continued to function in this manner for Virginians. The gently rolling fields
and small towns provided a contrast to the Blue Ridge Mountains to the east, the Appalachian
Mountains to the west, and the Massanutten Mountain which ran down a long distance in the
center of the Valley. It was this reality which created the need for northern armies to intercede
for the purpose of denying the sustenance of the Valley to Virginians. Not only did the
Shenandoah Valley provide sustenance to Virginians, but it also provided an avenue for
Confederate armies to gain access to northern communities and lands during the war.
Throughout the war, the southern leaders understood the value of the Valley in the economic and
military sense. In contrast, such did not seem to be the case for the northern leaders until later in

the war. Instead, many demonstrated an almost paralyzing fear of making a wrong decision,

L Warren Wilkinson and Steven E. Woodworth, A Scythe of Fire: A Civil War Story of the Eighth Georgia
Infantry Regiment (New York: W. Morrow, 2002), 4.



tendencies toward ambitious jealousies, and near incompetence. It is in this context that
historians encounter the interesting story of the change in Union emphasis in 1864-1865.

There are three reasons for this idea that Gen. Grant turned out to be in the right place at
the right time for the Union in the war. First, he demonstrated the capacity to view things in
their true relations and relative importance. He had honed this ability through his successful
endeavors in the western theater of the war. Second, Grant was unique for the North in that his
tendency in battle was to put constant pressure on enemy forces which brought an aggressiveness
to the East that had been lacking in previous Army of the Potomac commanders. In many
respects, this made Grant’s approach very similar to that of Lee in the war. To encounter such an
opponent was unique for Lee. Third, Grant demonstrated the qualities needed for effective
action. He understood what needed to be done, and he possessed the ability to convey this
information to his subordinates. This was especially true for Gen. Philip Sheridan in the
Shenandoah Valley.

Many may question the need for further research and writing about the Shenandoah
Valley campaigns of the Civil War. The purpose of this research and writing is to examine the
military history which transpired in the Shenandoah Valley. Reasons include a desire to know
more about what happened militarily during the Civil War in the Shenandoah Valley. There is a
fascination for the Civil War in general and the motivation of the people who made the decisions
that impacted the Valley. Readers will encounter what happened in the Shenandoah Valley
during the Civil War from the perspective of some of the participants who lived through it.

This research is intended to help readers reach an understanding that control of the
Shenandoah Valley was essential to success for both the United States and Confederate States

based upon the economic and military value of the area. Additionally, it is important to



understand that decisions and actions taken by the people directly involved in the Valley had
significant implications for the people of the Shenandoah Valley, the Commonwealth of
Virginia, and ultimately both nations involved in the war. There are a couple of critical
questions which this research will seek to answer. First, why did the Union and Confederate
leadership conduct operations in the Shenandoah Valley as they did in the Civil War? Second,
how did the conduct of operations in the Shenandoah Valley change during the war for both the
North and the South? It is the desire to answer these questions that makes this inquiry unique.
The answer to these questions is the thesis for this research. Beginning in 1864, the Yankee
leadership had developed the unique perspective, disposition, and resources necessary to control
the Shenandoah Valley of Virginia militarily, economically, and politically in the Civil War on
behalf of the Union and thereby deny it to the Confederacy as the war entered the climactic
fourth year.

Prior to launching into the exploration which is this research, it is helpful to examine
several of the pertinent historiographical accounts relative to the Shenandoah Valley in the Civil
War. To begin, early in the twentieth century, Douglas Southall Freeman analyzed the final
efforts by the Confederate leadership focused primarily on Gen. Robert E. Lee. In the fourth
volume of a four-volume series completed in 1935 entitled R. E. Lee, A Biography, Volume 1V,
Dr. Freeman discussed Lee’s desperate plan to break out of the Army of the Potomac’s
encirclement of the Army of Northern Virginia with the intention of uniting it with Gen.
Johnston’s army in North Carolina. It was a long shot to begin. However, when Gen. Early’s
small force was utterly defeated and captured by Gen. Sheridan in the Shenandoah Valley at the

Battle of Waynesboro on March 2, 1865, any chance for success of Lee’s desperate plan was



ended. Any access to the Valley by the Confederates and any possibility of diminishing Union
control of the region was eliminated.?

Peter Cozzens wrote in his 2008 book entitled Shenandoah 1862: Stonewall Jackson's
Valley Campaign that the 1862 Shenandoah Valley campaign has been written about in the past
primarily from the Confederate point of view. In contrast, Cozzens presents the story of the
1862 Valley campaign in a balanced manner examining both the Confederate and the Union
story. As such, he uniquely presents a detailed appraisal of Union leadership in the Shenandoah
Valley campaign.®

Charles R. Knight wrote in his 2010 book entitled Valley Thunder: The Battle of New
Market and the Opening of the Shenandoah Valley Campaign, May 1864 about a detailed
examination of the complex prelude leading up to the day of battle. Knight explained that one of
the keys to success in the Eastern Theater was control of the Shenandoah Valley. He identified
the Valley as a strategically important and agriculturally abundant region that helped feed Gen.
Robert E. Lee's Army of Northern Virginia. Furthermore, Knight analyzed Grant’s tasking of
Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel, a German immigrant with a mixed fighting record, to command a motley
collection of units numbering some 10,000 men to clear the Valley and threaten Lee's left flank.
His research identified John C. Breckinridge, a former vice president and now Confederate major
general, as being assigned to assemble a scratch command to repulse the invading Federals

commanded by Sigel. In the book, Knight explained in detail the fascinating story of how

2 Douglas Southall Freeman,. R. E. Lee, A Biography, Volume IV (New York: Charles Scribner’s Sons,
1935): 7.

3 Peter Cozzens, Shenandoah 1862: Stonewall Jackson’s Valley Campaign (Chapel Hill: The University of
North Carolina Press, 2008): 219.



included within the ranks of Breckenridge’s command of 4,500 soldiers were the cadets from the
Virginia Military Institute.*

Mark Grimsley wrote in his 2002 book entitled And Keep Moving On: The Virginia
Campaign, May-June 1864 from the perspective of Ulysses S. Grant and Robert E. Lee.
According to Grimsley, the Virginia campaign of spring 1864 was a single, massive operation
stretching for hundreds of miles in eastern and western Virginia. He clarified that the military
history examined the interconnections among the major battles, subsidiary offensives, and raids
in the Valley. Grimsley defined the political history as an examination of the political context of
the significance of the 1864 presidential election on what was to transpire in Virginia. As such,
Grimsley is in essence guestioning the conventional interpretations of what transpired in the
Valley campaign.®

In his 2014 essay entitled “Virginia 1861 in the book entitled A Companion to the U. S.
Civil War, author Clayton R. Newell explained that eastern Virginia was accepted by historians
as the most significant location of action in the eastern theater. This area of Virginia located
between the Union capital of Washington, D.C. and the Confederate capital of Richmond,
Virginia was followed with the utmost attention by both the Union and Confederate leadership
and journalists. In 1861 and 1862, the Confederate military forces were extremely successful in
Virginia. Gen. Robert E. Lee rose to the top of the Confederate leadership with his successful

leadership skills and superior strategic and tactical abilities. He earned the reputation of being

4 Charles R. Knight, Valley Thunder: The Battle of New Market and the Opening of the Shenandoah Valley
Campaign, May 1864 (EI Dorado Hills: Savas Beatie, 2010): 5.

5 Mark Grimsley, And Keep Moving On: The Virginia Campaign, May-June 1864 (Lincoln: University of
Nebraska Press, 2002): 4.



almost invincible on the battlefield. Morale in the South was at its zenith. On the other hand,
Pres. Lincoln and the Union civilians and civilian leadership were distressed to say the least.®

In 1863, however, the tide began to turn in favor of the Union. In his 1984 book entitled
The Gettysburg Campaign: A Study in Command, author Edwin B. Coddington elucidated that
the Battle of Gettysburg demonstrated that Gen. Lee was still a human being. He could be
defeated. He was not invincible. Combined with the loss of Vicksburg, Mississippi and control
of the Mississippi River, Lee’s defeat at Gettysburg loomed gloomy for the Confederacy. For
the Union, those two battles offered a new glimmer of hope for the war.”

1864 and 1865 saw Gen. Ulysses Grant moved to command all Union military forces
with his headquarters located in Virginia with Gen. George Meade and the Army of the Potomac.
In the 2019 book entitled Introduction to Global Military History: 1775 to the Present Day,
Jeremy Black interpreted that Grant led the Union armies in the east into an offensive mode
which put relentless pressure on the Confederacy in general and particularly Gen. Lee. The
effect of this on the Union people was to instill within them a confidence that the North would
win the war. For the Confederacy, it seemed to indicate impending doom was to be their lot.
This pressure ultimately led to Gen. Lee’s surrender of the Army of Northern Virginia at
Appomattox and the effective end of the Confederacy.®

The value of the Shenandoah Valley was explained succinctly by Raymond K. Bluhm, Jr.
in his 2014 book entitled The Shenandoah Valley Campaign, March-November 1864.

Essentially, Pres. Lincoln’s emphasis on keeping watch over Confederate movement in the

& Clayton R. Newell, “Virginia 1861” in A Companion to the U. S. Civil War, ed. Aaron Sheehan-Dean
(Chichester: Wiley Blackwell, 2014), 12.

" Edwin B. Coddington, preface to The Gettysburg Campaign: A Study in Command (New York: Charles
Scribner’s Sons, 1984), vii.

8 Jeremy Black, “Moulding States, 1830-1880,” in Introduction to Global Military History: 1775 to the
Present Day (New York: Routledge Taylor & Francis Group, 2019), 61-62.



Valley illustrates the fact that the region was critical for the protection of the Union supply routes
from the Midwest to the East. Since the Union upper echelons knew the value of the area, the
lack of Union military success in the Valley can only be explained by the failure of the Union
military command in the area. Bluhm highlighted the fact that the Confederate success at
invading the Union twice in successive years through the Shenandoah Valley accentuated the
ineptitude of the northern military leadership to curtail Confederate activity in the Valley.®

Brooks D. Simpson wrote in his 2011 book entitled The Civil War in the East: Struggle,
Stalemate, and Victory about the Eastern Theater of the Civil War from the perspective of
military strategy as opposed to operations. He incorporated an investigation into the geography,
logistics, politics, public opinion, battlefront, home front, conduct of military operations, and
conduct of civil-military relations. Simpson discussed the role of public perception in shaping
military operations.'°

The research aims and objectives for this writing include an exploration of the
Shenandoah Valley campaigns in the Civil War with a focus on the military, economic, and
political history. These methodologies are the best fit for the research aim and will provide
fascinating insights into these essential campaigns. This qualitative research focuses on
collecting and analyzing written and spoken words as well as textual data. In addition, there will
be some examination of visual elements related to the Valley campaigns. This information will
be used to understand the perceptions of people about what happened in the Shenandoah Valley

campaigns as well as others who were involved. This research will be conducted without any

® Raymond K. Bluhm, Jr., The Shenandoah Valley Campaign, March-November 1864 (Washington, D.C.:
Center of Military History, 2014): 8-9.

10 Brooks D. Simpson, The Civil War in the East: Struggle, Stalemate, and Victory (Santa Barbara: Praeger,
2011): xiii.



preconceived idea of why the leadership in the Union army made the decisions which guided
their approach to the Valley.

A discussion of the relevant military history will involve the disclosure of the social and
cultural foundations, logistics, leadership, and strategy of the Shenandoah Valley campaigns.
The relevant social foundations to be examined will include the cooperative and interdependent
relationships upon which both the Confederacy and Union were supported. The cultural
foundations to be considered will include the shared attitudes, values, and goals of both the
Confederacy and Union. An audit of the logistics of the Shenandoah Valley campaigns will
include delving into the procurement, maintenance, and transportation of military material,
facilities, and personnel for the purpose of understanding how the campaigns were conducted.
An investigation of the respective strategies of the Confederacy and the Union military command
will ponder how each intended to meet the enemy in combat under advantageous conditions.
Throughout all of this, it will be necessary to study the perspective and disposition of the
Confederate and Union leadership to discover how they contributed to the overall effort of their
respective organizations.

An analysis of the economic history of the Shenandoah Valley will involve inquiry into
the changes which occurred and the perception of those contending for control. At the beginning
of the war, the Valley provided a large amount of the sustenance for Virginia. In fact, the
Shenandoah Valley was referred to as the “breadbasket of the Confederacy.” In addition, there
was some production of munitions in the region. The perception of the residents of the
Shenandoah Valley and Virginia was that the experience of the bounty of the Valley created a
reasoning that this bounty would need to continue. There was an expectation in Virginia that

provisions from the Shenandoah Valley would continue even though the threat of interference



did exist. Each year there was some loss in supply and production due to the destruction caused
by the war, but largely the bounty from the Valley was maintained. In late 1864, however, the
Shenandoah Valley was lost to the Confederacy as a source of provision due to loss of control of
it to the Union army.

Consideration of the political history of the Shenandoah Valley will entail an
investigation into the significance of politics in both the Confederacy and Union relative to the
region. There was foundational reasoning included in the decisions made in the Confederacy
about how to protect the Valley. How those decisions were made in the Union as to the
importance of the Valley to the Union war effort is a critical component to this research. The
authority to determine what would take place in the Shenandoah Valley for the both the northern
and southern leadership would be extremely important.

The destiny of the people in the Shenandoah Valley was in large part determined by the
interpolation of the Union army. There are two questions which will need to be answered in this
research. First, why did the Union leadership not close the Shenandoah Valley sooner to the
Confederate army? Second, why did the Union leadership see the need to close the Valley when
others did not? An overview of the intended chapters of this research will help to identify a plan
to answer these questions.

Chapter 2 will identify the Battle of Kernstown as a training ground for Gen. Thomas
“Stonewall” Jackson. Gen. Jackson experienced an important learning curve at the beginning of
the Shenandoah Valley campaign. Jackson’s teachers were Union Col. Nathan Kimball and
Confederate Col. Turner Ashby who provided faulty intelligence information to Jackson. The
Battle of Kernstown ended as a technical victory for the Union according to the conventions of

the day because Jackson left the battlefield first. In his report submitted in The War of the



Rebellion: a Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies, Major
General McClellan confirmed this battle by mentioning the action at Kernstown as having
occurred in the “vicinity of Winchester” on March 23, 1862.1* In the end, the battle served as a
strategic win for Jackson because it tied up critical Union troops which could have helped
McClellan at Richmond. More importantly, this battle taught Jackson the need for accurate
battlefield reconnaissance which honed his already established set of impressive skills as a
tactician.

At Kernstown, the significance of Jackson’s faulty intelligence information cannot be
understated. Gen. Jackson confirmed this significance in his official report after the battle.
There are three points of instruction concerning the need for appropriate intelligence in any
military action. First, and for Jackson, foremost, a military leader needs to know the size of the
force they are facing. In Jackson’s case, he was facing a Union army twice as large as his and
three times the size of the reported strength delivered by his intelligence assets.’? Second, a
military leader needs to know the location of his enemy. At Kernstown, Jackson thought the
majority of the Union forces arrayed against him were several miles further north. Third, a
military leader needs to know the composition of the units against which he is facing. For
example, it is important to know the number of infantry, artillery, and cavalry units the enemy
has on the field of battle. For Jackson at Kernstown, he knew that all three types of units were
present for the Union. He did not know how many of each were there. Gen. Jackson put forth
extraordinary effort in the future to make certain that the intelligence failure he experienced at

Kernstown would never be repeated. This served him well for the duration of the war.

11 The War of the Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies,
Volume XII. 1881. (Vol. 12, Chap. 24). Chapter XXIV — Operations in Northern Virginia, West Virginia, and
Maryland ... Part | - Reports, Mar 17 - Jun 25, 1862, 379.

12 Ibid., 379-380.
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Chapter 3 will analyze the rise of Jackson’s presence in the Shenandoah Valley as his
stellar success on the battlefield began. Once again, the Union leadership did not see the need to
take definitive action in the Valley. The difference between Stonewall Jackson’s perspective on
the Valley as compared to that of the Union can be seen in McClellan’s Own Story: The War for
the Union, the Soldiers Who Fought It, the Civilians Who Directed It and His Relations to It and
to Them / by George B. McClellan written in 1887. While Major General George B. McClellan
was serving as the commander of the Union Army of the Potomac, his writing supported the
reports of Jackson’s prowess by explaining that a huge Confederate force overwhelmed one
regiment and two additional companies of Union soldiers at Front Royal on May 23, 1862.%
One thing is for certain, nothing solidifies leadership more than success. As such, Jackson
galvanized his leadership role as a Confederate general when he effectively closed the door to
Union access into the Valley from the Alleghanies in the west and the Blue Ridge in the east.
Union Gen. Robert H. Milroy explained in a letter to his wife after the Battle of McDowell that
these actions served as the impetus to push the Union armies north toward the lower Shenandoah
Valley.*

The excitement generated by Stonewall Jackson’s success in protecting the Shenandoah
Valley from Union encroachment served to solidify his leadership role as a Confederate general.
In his letter to his wife after the Battle of McDowell, Gen. Milroy affirmed that he would not be
comfortable moving east of McDowell unless he was significantly reinforced. The victory of

Jackson’s army at McDowell in early May effectively secured the western Valley from any

13 George B. McClellan, McClellan’s Own Story: The War for the Union, the Soldiers Who Fought It, the
Civilians Who Directed It and His Relations to It and to Them / by George B. McClellan (New York: C. L. Webster
& Company, 1887): 366.

14 General Robert H. Milroy, To Mary Milroy From RH Milroy May 13 1862. RHM_1862-300_l1a —
RHM_1862-300_2b, 4. Rensselaer: Jasper County Public Library. https://indianamemory.contentdm.oclc.org/
digital/collection/Milroy/id/560/rec/346.
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major Union incursion.’s Later in the month, the action at Front Royal effectively secured the
eastern portion of the Shenandoah Valley from Union incursion across the Blue Ridge
Mountains. The security created for the civilians of Virginia and the supply lines of the
Confederate armies in Virginia created a new hope for the Confederacy in the war.

Chapter 4 will consider the impact Jackson’s victory at Winchester, Virginia had on the
Confederate and Union efforts in the Shenandoah Valley. This battle highlighted the many ways
the Union leadership could find to put themselves into a position to lose once again to Jackson.
Based on this, it could have been easy to predict the outcome of the battle at Winchester,
Virginia. The Union army fully experienced the idea of being expelled from a key theater of war
by an overpowering Confederate force. In his report to Secretary of War Edwin Stanton, Major
General Nathaniel P. Banks confirmed the significant defeat he experienced by the attacking
Stonewall Jackson at Winchester, Virginia. The result was Banks moving his army in an
organized retreat to Martinsburg located well to the north of Winchester.¢ Jackson established
himself as the dominant strongest military leader in the Valley. Still, why did the Union
leadership not close the Shenandoah Valley sooner to the Confederate army?

As the established strongest military leader in the Shenandoah Valley, Gen. Jackson gave
the Confederacy undisputed control of the region for the time being thereby restricting Union
access to it. Benjamin Cooling clarified that this control provided the Confederacy with three
essential advantages. First, the Army of Northern Virginia maintained access to the provisions
generated by the Valley. Second, Gen. Lee continued to enjoy the ability to easily transfer

significant forces east and west through the gaps of the Blue Ridge Mountains in Virginia to

15 1bid., 6.

16 The War of the Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies,
Volume XII. 1885. (Vol. 12, Chap. 24). Chapter XII — Operations in Northern Virginia, West Virginia, and
Maryland, Part | - Reports, Mar 17 - Jun 25, 1862, 528.
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meet Union advances wherever they may come. Third, Gen. Lee retained relatively undisputed
access to the protected avenues of approach into the locations of key Union cities and regions to
include Washington, D.C. This would prove to be essential in the months ahead.*

Chapter 5 will argue that Confederate momentum carried the Union from the Valley.
Gen. Jackson’s approach in western Virginia can be compared to Gen. Lee’s approach in the
eastern Virginia theater. The approach of both Lee and Jackson to strategy can be compared to
any of the Union generals active in either the Shenandoah Valley or eastern Virginia to that date.
At this point, there was no real possibility of Union forces returning in any significant way to the
Shenandoah Valley in 1862. Major General Frémont confirmed his thrashing at the hands of
Stonewall Jackson’s command at Cross Keys on June 8, 1862 with heavy losses. Even so,
Frémont’s command was almost successful in combining with the command of Gen. Milroy to
compose a new threat to Jackson’s command.** The next day, Brig. Gen. Erastus Tyler’s
command was defeated with heavy losses by Jackson’s command in the Battle of Port Republic
located just across the North Fork of the Shenandoah River in Rockbridge County, Virginia.
With the withdrawal of both Shields and Tyler, Stonewall Jackson was left in complete control
of the upper and middle Shenandoah Valley allowing him to reinforce Gen. Lee in the Seven
Days Battle further east in Virginia.® Yet, even so, the Union leadership did not see any reason
to commit to closing the region to the Confederate army.

Gen. Lee received considerable reinforcements from the west in the presence of

Stonewall Jackson’s forces which traveled through the gaps of the Blue Ridge Mountains. An

17 Benjamin Franklin Cooling, Counter-Thrust: From the Peninsula to the Antietam (Lincoln: University of
Nebraska Press, 2007): 10.

18 The War of the Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies,
Volume XII. 1885. (Vol. 12, Chap. 24). Chapter XII — Operations in Northern Virginia, West Virginia, and
Maryland, Part | - Reports, Mar 17 - Jun 25, 1862, 21.

19 James B. Avirett, The Memoirs of General Turner Ashby and His Compeers (Baltimore: Selby &
Dulany, 1867): 149.
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officer in Jackson’s command, William Allan, wrote in his 1892 book entitled The Army of
Northern Virginia in 1862 about Jackson’s movements after Cross Keys and Port Republic.
After Jackson’s army finished the actions in the Shenandoah Valley, he rejoined the rest of the
Army of Northern Virginia to assist with the Seven Days’ Battle. This series of battles ended the
offensive toward Richmond being conducted by Gen. McClellan effectively pushing the Army of
the Potomac back into their fortifications constructed at the James River. Soon, Jackson would
return to the Valley. This time, however, he would travel through the region with Gen. Lee and
the rest of the Army of Northern Virginia.?®

Chapter 6 will provide reflection on the significance of the action at Harper’s Ferry as
being the opening of a strategic door through the Shenandoah Valley for Jackson to join Lee at
Antietam located in Maryland. Likewise, this chapter will converse on the consequence of the
action at Winchester, Virginia which opened the door for the Army of Northern Virginia to move
through Maryland and into Pennsylvania. Gen. Robert E. Lee’s invasion of Maryland served as
a problem for the Union command including Pres. Abraham Lincoln. It is possible to distinguish
between how the Confederate military leadership and the Union military leadership perceived the
importance of the Maryland campaign of Gen. Lee at the time it occurred. In this action, Gen.
Lee’s army moved through the Valley to invade the North. In the 2007 book entitled Counter-
Thrust: From the Peninsula to the Antietam, Benjamin Franklin Cooling shared that, at Harper’s
Ferry, the Union commander Colonel Dixon Miles failed to adequately defend the high ground
around the town. In so doing, he doomed the town and its over 12,000-man garrison to either

being killed or captured by Jackson’s army.?* Although the Confederate Army of Northern

20 William Allan, The Army of Northern Virginia in 1862 (New York: Houghton, Mifflin, and Company,
1892): 70.

2L Benjamin Franklin Cooling, Counter-Thrust: From the Peninsula to the Antietam (Lincoln: University of
Nebraska Press, 2007): 208.
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Virginia returned to Virginia through the Shenandoah Valley after Antietam, the significance of
the Valley as a gateway into the North for the southern military could not be missed. The
subsequent action at Shepherdstown served as a rear-guard action effectively closing the back
door to Virginia to the Union army after Antietam. Thomas McGrath explained in the 2007
book entitled Shepherdstown: Last Clash of the Antietam Campaign, September 19-20, 1862 that
Shepherdstown ensured the safe escape of the Army of Northern Virginia back into Virginia.?
Antietam was the first time the Shenandoah Valley was used as an access point for the
Confederate army to invade the North. Why did this then not serve as a reason for the Union
leadership to close the Shenandoah Valley to the Confederate army?

With the safe return of the Confederate Army of Northern Virginia into Virginia through
the Shenandoah Valley after Antietam, the time would have seemed to be right for both armies to
take stock of their situation relative to the Valley. Thomas McGrath affirmed the conclusion
that, for the Confederacy, the status quo would work just fine. Not so for the Army of the
Potomac. The status quo amounted to a Confederate army which could move as it pleased
through the Shenandoah Valley whenever and wherever it wished to go. One would think that
after Antietam the Union high command would review its strategy in the Valley. Although there
was some minor activity there, it was not until June 1863 that any further significant action
occurred there.?

In addition, the consequence of the action at Winchester, Virginia which opened the door
for the Army of Northern Virginia to move through Maryland and into Pennsylvania will be
examined. In the 2013 book entitled Gettysburg: The Last Invasion, Allen C. Guelzo clarified

that the Confederate victory at Winchester led to the culminating, climactic battle in

2 Thomas A. McGrath, Shepherdstown: Last Clash of the Antietam Campaign, September 19-20, 1862
(Lynchburg: Schroeder Publications, 2007): 198.
2 |bid., 19.
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Pennsylvania at Gettysburg in July 1863.24 This was the second time the Shenandoah Valley was
used by Lee to invade the North. Something was different this time, however, as the
Confederate army could not close the back door a second time into Virginia. After Gettysburg,
the northern military leadership made the decision to attempt once again to take control of the
Shenandoah Valley. The new commanding general of all Union forces in the war was Gen.
Ulysses S. Grant. His approach to the Valley was different than any of his predecessors in that
position. Again, Charles R. Knight analyzed in Valley Thunder that, although the Union failure
at the Battle of New Market seemed a repeat of the last two years in Virginia, it did demonstrate
this new emphasis of Grant.?> There was evidence that the doorway through the Valley could
swing both north and south. Although the Union leadership had chosen not to close the
Shenandoah Valley sooner to the Confederate army, it seemed that Gen. Grant was leading them
to do it now. There had to be an explanation as to why Grant made the strategic changes he did
at this juncture in the war. There were some key differences between him and his predecessors
in northern Virginia. His choice of Gen. Franz Sigel to lead the invasion of the Valley for the
Union turned out to be an extremely disappointing one. Nevertheless, the decision to send
significant Union troops into the Shenandoah Valley signaled a new approach by the northern
leadership.

Charles Knight analyzed this new approach as one following the impetus of Gen. Grant
to adjust the strategic emphasis of the Union military in the war.?¢ Essentially, this new approach
was one of putting constant pressure on Gen. Lee as well as all Confederate field armies. To

accomplish this new goal, Grant ordered a coordinated attack at key points in the Confederacy.

24 Allen C. Guelzo, Gettysburg: The Last Invasion (New York: Vintage Books, 2013): 47.

% Charles R. Knight, Valley Thunder: The Battle of New Market and the Opening of the Shenandoah Valley
Campaign, May 1864 (EI Dorado Hills: Savas Beatie, 2010): 5.

% bid., 1-2.
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Grant would join with the Army of the Potomac and Gen. Meade along with Maj. Gen. Benjamin
Butler on the Peninsula to fight against Robert E. Lee and the Army of Northern Virginia at
Richmond. Simultaneously, Maj. Gen. Franz Sigel would attack the Shenandoah Valley to
destroy Lee's supply lines. Maj. Gen. Sherman would attack Joseph E. Johnston's Army of
Tennessee, invade Georgia and capture Atlanta. Last, Maj. Gen. Nathaniel P. Banks was
assigned to capture Mobile, Alabama.

Chapter 7 will review Gen. Hunter’s capturing of Staunton, Virginia and the sacking of
Lexington, Virginia. Along with this, a discussion of the last two victories of the Confederacy
relative to the Shenandoah Valley at Monocacy and Kernstown will progress. To begin, Grant’s
selection of Gen. David Hunter precipitated actions at Lexington, especially concerning the
destruction of VMI, which were not completely appreciated by his own subordinates.
Furthermore, his behavior in Virginia would be judged inappropriate by at least some of his own
superiors. Brig. Gen. J. D. Imboden who commanded some of the Confederate forces at the
Battle of Piedmont on June 5-6, 1864 wrote in his article published in the Confederate Veteran
magazine published in January 1923 that the significantly outnumbered southern army was
defeated after severe fighting, the army commander Brig. Gen. William E. "Grumble" Jones was
killed, and the Confederates were routed.?” This brought a large Union army to the doorstep of
Lynchburg, Virginia and the rear of Lee’s army at Petersburg. It took the corps commanded by
Confederate Gen. Early to relieve the threat posed to Lynchburg and Lee’s army. In the 2006
article on the History of War website, J. Rickard recounted in the article entitled “Battle of

Lynchburg, 17-18 June 1864 how Gen. Jubal Early was able to repulse Gen. David Hunter’s

27 Gen. J. D. Imboden, “Augusta County: ‘The Battle of Piedmont, Part I’,” Confederate Veteran 31, no. 1
(January 1923): 461.
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army attempting to sever the supply lines of the Army of Northern Virginia to the south of Lee’s
army at Lynchburg.? However, the Union army was clearly in the Shenandoah Valley to stay.

Gen. Hunter’s actions at Lexington seemed to confirm the scorched earth policy which
was intended to end the Confederate ability to continue the war. Gen. Grant made no effort to
stop such behavior. Instead, it appeared that this policy of attrition was part of Grant’s new
strategy as Sherman instituted it in his theater of the war as well. However, Hunter’s turn of his
army to the east posed a huge threat to the Army of Northern Virginia as the war of attrition
came to Lynchburg and possibly Richmond proper. In his article, J. Rickard points out that Gen.
Hunter was repulsed from the Lynchburg area and subsequently expelled from the Shenandoah
Valley by Gen. Jubal Early’s corps. Hunter’s retreat back into West Virginia once again
provided an opportunity for Confederate troops to attack into Union territory through the Valley.
Early did just that as he moved his corps through the Shenandoah Valley toward Washington,
D.C. causing quite a stir in the Union capitol.

The last two victories of the Confederacy in the Shenandoah Valley at Monocacy and
Kernstown did not make much of an impression on the situation in the Valley on the Union
efforts. However, Gen. Jubal Early’s conduct of both operations for the Confederacy resulted in
the success of the Confederate endeavors momentarily in the Valley which enhanced his
reputation with the political leaders, civilian population, and military leaders of the South. Gen.

Lee was the most prominent.®® Since Gen. Grant did see the need to close the Shenandoah

28], Rickard, “Battle of Lynchburg, 17-18 June 1864,” History of War Website. (August 15, 2006).
http://www.historyofwar.org/articles/battles _lynchburg.html.
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30 Early, Jubal Anderson, 1846-1889, Jubal Anderson Early papers, Digital Collections, Duke University
Archives, David M. Rubenstein Rare Book & Manuscript Library, Duke University, https://idn.duke.edu/ark:/

87924/r4q81bs62.
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Valley to the Confederate army when others did not, the glimmer of hope these two actions
brought to the Valley were not enough to stem the tide of the Union army.

Chapter 8 will contend that the beginning of the end for the Confederacy was at hand in
the Shenandoah Valley. To conclude, an analysis will be made of the effective end of
Confederate control of and military presence in the Shenandoah Valley. The Confederate army
in the Valley could not stem the tide of the Union juggernaut in 1864 when they had been able to
do so as recently as the early part of the same year. An evaluation would need to take place to
determine how the Confederates might be able to reestablish dominance in the Valley. However,
it still remained that the Federals did see the need to close the Shenandoah Valley to the
Confederate army. The action at Winchester, Opequon, and Fisher’s Hill were the final attempts
of the Confederacy to stop the Union advance into the Shenandoah Valley. In his published
diary, Maj. Gen. Rutherford B. Hayes disclosed that the sixth division which he commanded of
Gen. Sheridan’s army in the Shenandoah Valley performed well at both the Third Battle of
Winchester and the Battle of Fisher’s Hill. However, these actions demonstrated the gaining of
the upper hand by the Union army in the Shenandoah Valley.3* People in both the North and the
South could see the handwriting on the wall.

The conclusion of this dissertation will analyze the effective end of Confederate control
of and significant military presence in the Shenandoah Valley. The benefit of the fruit of that
region and strategic advantage for the Confederacy was lost to them for the duration of the war.
The reality of this condition profoundly impacted the political, military, and economy of the
South. William J. Miller disclosed in his 2016 book entitled Decision at Tom’s Brook: George

Custer, Thomas Rosser, and the Joy of the Fight that undisputed control of the Shenandoah

31 Rutherford B. Hayes, In the Shenandoah Valley in Charles Richard Williams, ed., Diary and Letters of
Rutherford B. Hayes, vol. 2 (Columbus, Ohio: Ohio State Archeological and Historical Society, 1922), 511.
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Valley had been secured by the Union forces through the efforts of the U.S. cavalry commanded
by Gen. George A. Custer.3 That control was never relinquished and contributed to the actions
which ultimately ended the war in 1865. In his report of the engagement at Waynesboro,
Virginia on March 2, 1865, Union Maj. Gen. Philip H. Sheridan explained the surrender of
Confederate Jubal A. Early’s command. In this limited action, Gen. Early attempted one final,
last-ditch effort at Waynesboro, Virginia to pry open the closed door of the Union army in the
Shenandoah Valley. That effort was to no avail.®

The Shenandoah Valley campaigns of the Civil War tell the story of two wars. In the
beginning, there was the dramatic success of the Confederate army in the Valley in the first half
of the war. This creates doubt as to whether the Union high command appreciated the
importance of the Shenandoah Valley early in the war. If the northern leadership did appreciate
the importance of the Valley, then it becomes difficult to comprehend the Confederate success
and Union failure there. If the Union leadership did not appreciate the importance of the Valley,
this lack of strategic wisdom becomes quite profound. For the Confederacy, there was more of
an understanding of the significance of the Valley. Perhaps it was because the Shenandoah
Valley was simply part of the Confederate nation. More likely, the Confederate high command
understood the Valley to be strategically valuable in two ways. First, it provided much needed
sustenance to Confederate armies in the field. Second, it provided a relatively secure access

point for Confederate forces into Union territory. Subsequently, there was the ultimate, final

32 William J. Miller, Decision at Tom’s Brook: George Custer, Thomas Rosser, and the Joy of the Fight (El
Dorado Hills: Savas Beatie, 2016): 127.

33 The War of the Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies,
Volume XLVI. 1894-1895. (Vol. 46, Chap. 58). Chapter XLVI — Operations in Northern and Southeastern Virginia,
North Carolina (January 1-31), West Virginia, Maryland, and Pennsylvania. January 1-June 30, 1865, 476.
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success of the Union army in the last half of the war. Unfortunately for the Confederacy, the

Union success came at the right time and marked the end of the war for the South.
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Chapter 2 - Jackson Taken to School at First Battle of Kernstown

Early in March 1862, Maj. Gen. Jackson had taken up a position with his Valley District
division in the town of Winchester, Virginia. Jackson had received orders from Gen. Johnston to
keep Union Gen. Banks occupied in the Shenandoah Valley. On the 11" of March, Jackson
reasoned that a move of the division out of Winchester down the Valley Pike to Mt. Jackson
could be a way to draw Banks further into the Valley.! When Jackson received word on March
21st that Banks was splitting his force, the Confederate general decided that he needed to engage
Banks at Winchester before the Union commander could release a large portion of his army to
move east. Once Jackson caught up with Gen. Banks, the Confederate general took the initiative
to engage the Union army at Kernstown, Virginia located just south of Winchester. Having
bitten off more than he could chew given the strength of the Union army Jackson encountered,
Stonewall Jackson experienced defeat when his lines broke under the pressure of the Union
counterattack. However, all was not lost for the Confederates when consideration was given to
the strategic result of the battle. Although the battle was a tactical disappointment for Jackson,
the strategic value of the action for the Confederate army could not be ignored. Jackson’s
inattention to detail regarding battlefield reconnaissance led to his inordinate exposure to danger
at the hands of the Union army that day. All said, the Battle of Kernstown taught Jackson the
need for accurate battlefield reconnaissance to match his already established set of impressive

skills as a tactician.

Jackson Moves Toward Engagement
In February 1862, Gen. Jackson received orders from Gen. Joseph E. Johnston who was

the commander of the Confederate military forces in northern Virginia. Those orders were for

L william Allan, History of the Campaign of Gen. T. J. (Stonewall) Jackson in the Shenandoah Valley of
Virginia, from November 4, 1861, to June 17, 1862 (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott & Co., 1880), 38.
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Jackson to keep the Union commander in the Shenandoah Valley. This would require Jackson to
occupy Gen. Nathaniel Banks’ V Corps with consistent military activity for the foreseeable
future. At the same time, the Union commander Gen. George McClellan had given orders to
Gen. Banks to attack up the Shenandoah Valley to remove any Confederate presence there.
These conflicting set of orders for each leader established circumstances sure to lead to a fight
sometime in the month of March.?

Early in March, Gen. Banks signaled his intention to complete his assignment when he
sent out a scouting force from his front line at Charlestown toward Martinsburg to the northwest
past Harpers Ferry. Known as an ardent supporter of learning both personally and politically,
Banks developed a reputation as a strong orator. Coming from a humble family in Waltham,
Massachusetts, Banks was regarded as somewhat of an idealistic chameleon politically. His
persuasive personality served him well when he convinced his long-time sweetheart Mary
Theodosia Palmer to marry him. It also served him well when he obtained an appointment by
Pres. Abraham Lincoln as one of the first political generals for the Union in the Civil War. His
ability to convince his military subordinates that he knew what he was doing on the battlefield
lasted only until the truth was revealed. However, on the third of March, the force sent out by
Gen. Banks was able to occupy Martinsburg after a brief skirmish with a small Confederate
force.’

A few days later, the Union commander launched three probes to the southwest, south,
and southeast of his position at Martinsburg. On March 5", two regiments from Gen. Alpheus

Williams’ 1% Division skirmished with a Confederate force consisting of a small picket of

2 Fred Harvey Harrington, Fighting Politician: Major General N. P. Banks (Philadelphia: University of
Pennsylvania Press, 1948), 66.

3 James B. Avirett, The Memoirs of General Turner Ashby and His Compeers (Baltimore: Selby & Dulany,
1867), 154.
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cavalry and a few infantry companies at Bunker Hill, Virginia. The 1 Maryland and 3" New
York Cavalry regiments encountered unexpectedly these Confederates as the Federals were
conducting their reconnaissance to find out where the enemy might be on Williams’ right flank.
On the 6™ of March, elements of Gen. Williams’ division encountered Confederates at
Berryville, Virginia on the left flank. Finally, on March 7™ elements of the 1% Division were
involved in an incident at Winchester, Virginia. A Confederate cavalry force commanded by Lt.
Col. Turner Ashby skirmished briefly with Union troops commanded by Williams near
Winchester. “Encounters” and “incidents” can be understood to involve one of two occurrences.
First, units from the opposing armies may spot one another but for some reason choose to avoid
contact. Perhaps the reason could be distance from one another, size of the opposing units, or
pressing concerns about the current mission one or each opposing force was engaged at the time.
Second, the encounter or incident could involve military units and civilians. Either way, the
Confederate presence relative to Banks’ 1% Division was nominal .4

Opposed to Gen. Banks was the crafty Confederate Maj. Gen. Thomas “Stonewall”
Jackson. Having received an appointment to the United States Military Academy at West Point,
Jackson graduated in the class of 1846. He served with distinction in the U.S. Army during the
Mexican American War of 1846-1848. From 1851 to 1861, Gen. Jackson taught at the Virginia
Military Institute and was married twice. His first wife died in childbirth, and his second wife
survived him in death. Jackson was an extremely religious Presbyterian layman. He held strong
beliefs of faith which impacted his military leadership. In 1861, he accepted an appointment in

the Confederate army.> In July 1861 at the First Battle of Bull Run (Manassas), Gen. Jackson led

4 Peter Cozzens, Shenandoah 1862: Stonewall Jackson’s Valley Campaign (Chapel Hill: The University of
North Carolina Press, 2008), 131.

5 Robert L. Dabney, Life and Campaigns of Lt. Gen. T. J. (Stonewall) Jackson (New York: Blelock & Co.,
1866), 62.
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his brigade of Virginians in stopping a significant Union attack on the Confederate forces. This
is where he earned the nickname which stuck with him — Stonewall Jackson. The next year,
Jackson found himself fielding a force of about 5,000 men against Banks’ 10,000 Union soldiers
in the Shenandoah Valley of Virginia. For the Confederacy, far to the south Jackson knew of
Brig. Gen. Edward Johnson’s 2,800-man brigade in the vicinity of Staunton, Virginia. However,
he was tied up with the 12,500 men off to the west in Virginia commanded by Maj. Gen. John
Frémont. As a result, Stonewall Jackson would have to go it alone with Banks.

The strategic overview of the Confederate armies in northern Virginia began to take place
under the command of Gen. Joseph Johnston. In the east, Johnston began to evacuate his lines
along the Manassas-Centreville corridor. His intention was to strengthen his position and
deployment in fulfilling his responsibility to protect the Confederate capital at Richmond,
Virginia. To do so, Johnston repositioned his army to the south toward Richmond. His objective
was to establish a stronger line along a general line from Bristoe Station, Virginia to Dumfries,
Virginia.®

Stonewall Jackson’s Army of the Valley remained in the Shenandoah Valley at
Winchester assuming an almost screening position for Gen. Johnston in the east. As such,
Jackson assumed a relative position in the Valley to Johnston’s position. Located between Gen.
Johnston and Gen. Jackson was Brig. Gen. D. H. Hill with a brigade positioned at Leesburg,
Virginia.” His purpose was to guard the crossroads and railroad terminus located there. The

resulting Confederate line in northern Virginia stretched from Stonewall Jackson’s command
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located at Winchester, Virginia through Hill’s small command located at Leesburg, Virginia to
Johnston’s main command located at Bristoe Station, Virginia.

Union Maj. Gen. Nathaniel Banks and his command moved east to put additional
pressure on Johnston’s army from the west. In so doing, Banks arrived on March 8, 1862 in
front of Leesburg, Virginia with the purpose of occupying Leesburg. Being located about two
miles south of the Potomac River, Confederate Brig. Gen. Hill’s brigade was assigned the task of
guarding the town. However, Hill’s brigade was simply too small and weak to resist Banks’ two
divisions. Hill’s small Confederate garrison was forced to abandon Leesburg. In so doing, they
headed south to rejoin the Confederate army south of the Rappahannock River.?

Gen. Joseph Johnston made the decision to pull his army back from Manassas in mid-
March for four reasons. First, the Army of Northern Virginia was operating near a condition of
chaos due to confusion created by the administration in Richmond relative to counter orders from
Richmond against Gen. Johnston. Second, the system of furloughing regiments to encourage
reenlistment brought about the reassigning of the mission of each unit effectively reducing the
number of infantry regiments available to Johnston. Third, the reassigning of division
commanders was leaving Johnston with a shortage of higher-ranking generals. Fourth, the Army
of Northern Virginia was in a compromised position at Manassas putting it in danger relative to
the Union army. On March 9", Gen. George McClellan ordered Gen. Banks to advance south
from his base of operations at Harper’s Ferry towards Winchester in the Shenandoah Valley.®

This action would effectively serve to parallel the planned Union advance toward Manassas.
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These developments carried with them important implications for the Shenandoah Valley
and Stonewall Jackson’s division operating there. The most important development was
Jackson’s decision to prepare for action against Banks’ corps. The V Corps was clearly on the
move south from Harper’s Ferry. It was in this and Jackson’s response that the Kernstown
campaign began. The first action was a skirmish at Stephenson’s Depot along the rail line from
Winchester to Harper’s Ferry intended to interdict the supply lines of the Union army.x°

Stonewall Jackson had communicated to Gen. Johnston that he wished to always attempt
to defeat the Union army as they advanced. However, in the case that he could not defeat them,
it was his desire to inflict as much damage to them as possible as he withdrew. This became
known as Jackson’s offensive-defensive strategy. Therefore, as the Union army of Banks
approached Winchester from Harper’s Ferry, Jackson evacuated the town and retreated toward
Mount Jackson on the Valley Turnpike. As Jackson’s force left Winchester, he commanded that
they take with them all equipment and supplies assigned to them. As Gen. Banks moved toward
Winchester, he found the progress slowed by confusion on the part of his subordinates. Jackson
intended to turn on Banks and deliver a night attack on him. Unfortunately for Jackson’s
command, a critical mistake was made in troop movement during the attack. An important turn
was missed causing the entire operation to be cancelled. Stonewall Jackson was furious because
an excellent opportunity was missed to damage the Union army under Banks’ command.
Instead, Jackson’s division continued their way up the Valley on the Valley pike. Jackson’s
retreat away from Banks’ superior numbers continued for ten days through Kernstown and

Strasburg and then past the Massanutten Mountain.*
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March 12" began with incidents at Stephenson’s Depot and Winchester as Banks drew
closer to the town. The paramount event of the day was the Union occupation of Winchester
after its evacuation by Stonewall Jackson. During the Union occupation, Gen. Banks can be
characterized as charitable as he attempted to comfort and reassure through concessions the
population of Winchester. As the war progressed, however, this demeanor was not followed by
subsequent Union military authority. Banks garrisoned the town with his 1% Division of 7,000
men under Brig. Gen. Alpheus Williams. Strategically, Gen. Banks assigned the 9,000 men of
the 2" Division under the command of Brig. Gen. James Shields to continue up the Valley along
the Valley Road to Strasburg in pursuit of Jackson’s Confederates. Last, Banks designated the
3" Division under Brig. Gen. John Sedgwick to remain detached with the purpose of holding
Harper’s Ferry with 7,000 men.*?

Jackson withdrew his Confederate army to Strasburg with the intention of continuing
south along the Valley Pike for a further forty-two miles to his series of camps located at Mount
Jackson. Jackson’s withdrawal was precipitated by the approach of overwhelming numbers of
Union troops. The Confederate numbers included 3,600 infantry, 600 cavalry, and twenty-seven
guns. Another contributing factor to Gen. Jackson’s withdrawal from Winchester was the fact
that Gen. Johnston’s withdrawal from Centreville had left Jackson isolated. Given the fact that a
primary responsibility of Jackson in the Shenandoah Valley was to draw as many Federals as
possible up the Valley, it remained that so doing would weaken McClellan’s efforts in eastern
Virginia. By the end of the day on March 12", Banks leading components had occupied
Strasburg. This pressure was a strong motivating force for Jackson to complete his movement to

Mount Jackson. Throughout the entire Confederate retrograde operation, Lt. Col. Ashby’s
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cavalry provided a strong screening force for Jackson’s main body of troops which effectively
hampered the Union effort to catch them. Both Jackson’s and Johnston’s withdrawals created
the impression with Banks and the Federal army that Jackson’s force was too weak to fight.
Having reached this conclusion, any threat to Washington appeared to be removed freeing up the
majority of Banks’ V Corps to leave the Shenandoah Valley and return east.’®

As of March 13, 1862, the Union V Corps was operating under the command of Maj.
Gen. Nathaniel Banks. It comprised the divisions of Brig. Gen. John Sedgwick located in
Harpers Ferry, Brig. Gen. Alpheus Williams located in Winchester, and Brig. Gen. James
Shields now relocated to Strasburg. Opposed to them was Jackson’s Division of the Valley
District, Department of Northern Virginia under the command of Maj. Gen. Thomas J.
“Stonewall” Jackson. It comprised three infantry brigades and one cavalry brigade. Both
commands operated semi-autonomously in the Shenandoah Valley.

The Union V Corps was held in the Shenandoah Valley. Its task was to provide ample
forces to defend Washington, DC. In the meantime, the bulk of the Army of the Potomac shifted
its operations to the Yorktown Peninsula. Simultaneously, Jackson’s Valley division attempted
to keep as many Union brigades occupied in the Shenandoah Valley as possible. The purpose of
this activity was to weaken the Army of the Potomac in the east. The bulk of the Confederate
Army of Northern Virginia under the command of Gen. Joseph Johnston was tasked with
defending the Confederate capital of Richmond, Virginia in the Peninsula campaign.*®

On March 17, 1862, Maj. Gen. George McClellan ordered Gen. Banks to leave a

covering force of one division in the Shenandoah Valley. That covering force turned out to be
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the 2" Division of the V Corps commanded by Brig. Gen. James Shields. The remaining two
divisions of the V Corps were to be sent eastwards. This drawing down of the Union V Corps
would play into the hand of Gen. Jackson in the Valley. It would be much easier for him to
devise a strategy to defeat in detail one Union division instead of the three he had been facing to
this point in time. As Williams’ 1st Division and Sedgwick’s 3rd Division prepared to leave for
Alexandria, it became increasingly apparent that the Shenandoah Valley was to be deprived of
two-thirds of its Union occupiers. McClellan’s stopgap solution to solve the severely diminished
Union presence in the Valley was the brigade of Brig. Gen. Benjamin Kelley who was part of the
Mountain Department and stationed to the northwest at Romney, West Virginia. Kelley’s
brigade could possibly support Shields in the Valley, but he was too distant to provide immediate
support. After all, Kelley’s main duty was to ensure the security of the Baltimore & Ohio
Railroad to the north of the Potomac River connecting the Union East to the Midwest.¢

There was a skirmish at Middletown north of Strasburg on March 18, 1862. This
unintended action occurred due to the reconnaissance efforts of Ashby to determine the extent of
the Union lines in the vicinity of Strasburg. The next day, there was a skirmish at EIk Mountain
east of Waynesboro, Virginia. This action confirmed to Jackson the presence of some kind of
Union forces to his right flank. This information helped to shape Jackson’s strategic planning for
action down the Valley against Shields in the future.'

Since the Union division of Brig. Gen. Alpheus Williams at Winchester had orders to
leave the Shenandoah Valley, Shields’ chose on March 19, 1862 to move his unsupported

garrison at Strasburg from its advanced position towards Winchester. Gen. Shields stated that he
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needed to attempt to draw Jackson from his strong position at Mt. Jackson. His strategy was to
fall back to Winchester giving the appearance of a retreat. Regardless of Shields’ stated strategy,
on March 21%, Confederate Lt. Col. Ashby reported to Gen. Jackson the receding movement of
Shields from Strasburg to Winchester. In addition, Ashby reported Williams’ movement from
Winchester to the east.®

Given this information, it was no surprise that Gen. Jackson advanced his Confederate
force against Shields’ division. Jackson’s first move was from Mount Jackson to Woodstock.
From there, he moved toward Strasburg. All told on the 21 Jackson’s command completed a
grueling twenty-six-mile forced march to Strasburg. It was Gen. Jackson’s plan to complete this
forced march down the Shenandoah Valley from Mount Jackson to deter the enemy from
sending reinforcements to Richmond.*®

Next day on the 22" of March 1862, Confederate Lt. Col. Turner Ashby’s cavalry
consisting of one company of troopers skirmished with elements of Gen. Shields” Union
command at Winchester. Ashby’s scouts reported that Winchester was occupied by a Union
rearguard. His report continued by indicating that Union Brig. Gen. James Shields’ 1st Division
had left the Shenandoah Valley along with the rest of Gen. Banks’ V Corps. Truth was that
Shields’ division had been stationed at Strasburg with orders to move north to garrison
Winchester after Williams’ departure and was still present.?

In the skirmish with Ashby’s cavalry on the 22", Gen. Shields received a broken arm

from an artillery shell fragment. Despite his injury, Shields began to deploy his division in
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preparation for any action which Stonewall Jackson might want to initiate. Shields sent the 1%
and 2" Brigades of his division south of Winchester. Additionally, he ordered the 3rd Brigade to
march to the north seemingly abandoning the area. In fact, their orders were to halt nearby to
remain in reserve. Shields then turned over tactical command of his division to Col. Nathan
Kimball who ordered the Second Brigade and some of his own troops along the Valley Turnpike.
Even with Col. Kimball being in tactical command, Gen. Shields still sent numerous messages
and orders to guide Kimball.t

As Gen. Shields had surveyed the terrain around Winchester, he quickly noticed that the
town had three principal roads which led into it. Any of these could be a thoroughfare for
Jackson to gain quick access to Winchester. From the west, the Cedar Creek road was the
approach. In the center, the Valley turnpike road approached from the direction of Strasburg.
From the east, the road from Front Royal was the approach. Kernstown was located on the
Valley road about three and a half miles south of Winchester. On March 22", Gen. Shields gave
Col. Kimball the task of preparing defenses for all three approaches.?

The Federal Gen. Shields was fortunate to have had a great deal of time to reconnoiter the
surroundings of Winchester. On the other hand, Jackson had not. He had to rely on scouting
information provided by Ashby’s cavalry plus any informants they may have had in the region.
Confederate loyalists in Winchester mistakenly informed Ashby that Shields had left only four
regiments and a few guns which numbered about 3,000 men at Winchester. Ashby’s informants
explained that these remaining troops had orders to march for Harpers Ferry in the morning.

Ashby was accepted by Stonewall Jackson as a reliable cavalry scout. Unfortunately for

2L Henry Capehart, “Shenandoah Valley: Operations in Virginia during the Year 1862: Battle of
Kernstown,” National Tribune, March 14, 1889, Vol. VIII, No. 32, 1.
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Jackson, Ashby did not verify the civilian reports and passed them on to the general exactly the
way he had received them. Acting on the mistaken reports that only Kimball’s brigade of 3,000
men held Kernstown on the road to Winchester, Jackson ordered his division of 3,600 men to
conduct a march north from Strasburg for fifteen miles to Kernstown. From here he planned to
attack the Union troops at Kernstown. The truth was that Jackson would find a Union force of

8,500 to 9,000 men waiting for him at Kernstown. Shields’ entire division was in his path.?

Late Morning to Mid-Afternoon: Initial Development of Engagement

Confederate Maj. Gen. Thomas “Stonewall” Jackson ordered the march by his men of the
fifteen miles to Kernstown, Virginia on the morning of March 23, 1862. Upon arrival, Gen.
Jackson established his plan. As was his modus operandi, Jackson’s plan was to attack
aggressively. Although the devoutly religious Jackson preferred to avoid battles on Sunday,
throughout his Civil War career Jackson did not hesitate to do so when a military advantage could be
gained. Possessing the keen ability to take measure of any battlefield, Jackson devised a plan
which put his army into motion before 11:00am with the purpose to overwhelm what he had
been informed incorrectly was a much inferior enemy. Much to his chagrin, Jackson failed to
perform personal reconnaissance before ordering the attack.?

The Confederate deployment consisted of battle lines posted for two miles from the
Cedar Creek Road on the west end of the battlefield to a little ravine near the Front Royal Road

on the east end. Jackson’s plan of attack was to conduct a feint attack to his right. The main
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attack would be to his left with the objective to capture the Union artillery located on Pritchard
Hill.»

As mid-morning approached and further developments began to unfold, Gen. Shields sent
another officer to reconnoiter the battlefield to see if any Confederate force besides Ashby could
be found. By about 9:00am, Col. John Mason of the 4" Ohio could find no indication of any
further Confederate presence. Maj. Gen. Banks was present when the colonel presented his
findings to Shields, so the two generals concluded that Jackson was not there with any force
other than Ashby. With that, Gen. Banks left the area to report to Centreville, Virginia in the
east. As his aides were to follow him in the afternoon of the 23", it was extremely fortuitous to
Shields that they were present when Jackson’s attack began.?

Gen. Jackson began the battle when he sent Colonel Turner Ashby on a feint attack with
his cavalry along with Colonel Jesse Burks’ brigade against Kimball’s main position on the
Union left flank consisting of Col. Kimball’s 1% Brigade and Colonel Jeremiah Sullivan’s 2™
Brigade across the Valley Turnpike. Intended to draw those two Union brigades away from the
main target of Pritchard Hill, this feint attack was limited in its success.?’

By noon, Gen. Shields received a message from Col. Kimball that a battery of
Confederate artillery had begun firing on their positions from a position on the enemy’s right. In
addition, he had indications of a large force of Confederate infantry present in the woods. At
first, there was an exchange of ineffective artillery fire. The guns were too far from their targets

to cause any damage. Realizing that he had indeed engaged Stonewall Jackson, Gen. Shields
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interpreted Jackson’s actions as an attempt to turn his left flank with artillery and small arms
along the entire front. Initially, Shields believed Jackson’s action on the Union left as the main
attack. In response, the Federals countered the Confederate attack with Col. Carroll’s 8™ Ohio
and elements of the 67" Ohio. They were supported by Battery A of the West Virginia Light
Avrtillery commanded by Cpt. John Jenks and the 2" Brigade commanded by Col. Jeremiah
Sullivan. With this, the Confederate attack on the Union left was repulsed.?

With the undoing of the Confederate feint attack on the Union left, the actual Confederate
main effort shifted to the Union right flank. Jackson’s attacking force consisted of the brigades
of Colonel Samuel V. Fulkerson and Brig. Gen. Richard Brooke Garnett. Their efforts were
directed toward the Union artillery position on Pritchard Hill. The covering force for the sixteen
guns of artillery located on Pritchard Hill consisted of Kimball’s own brigade. Jackson’s two
attacking brigades had been deployed skillfully behind a large stand of trees and high ground
which hid the Confederates from Shields’ forces on the hill. Protected by artillery and
skirmishers, the true deployment of Jackson’s division in preparation for the attack was not
known by Shields’ brigades. The only forces the Union army could see were Ashby’s cavalry.?®

As Fulkerson launched his attack, the Union batteries of Lt. Col. Philip Daum were
unsuccessful at even slowing down the attacking Confederates. However, Kimball’s First
Brigade was successful at rejecting Fulkerson’s attack on Pritchard Hill. Given this
development, Jackson decided to disengage Fulkerson and move the main force further around
the Union right flank. To the west, Sandy Ridge appeared to be unoccupied. Gen. Jackson

reasoned that a successful march would allow his men to advance along the spine of Sandy
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Ridge into the Union rear effectively blocking the Federals’ escape route to Winchester. To
accomplish this, Jackson aligned Fulkerson’s brigade on the left and Garnett’s Stonewall Brigade
on the right. He then put the revised plan into motion.*

By mid-afternoon when Kimball realized what the Confederates were doing, he
countered their move by moving Col. Erastus B. Tyler’s brigade to the west. In what essentially
became a foot race, Fulkerson’s men were able to reach a stone wall facing a clearing on Sandy
Ridge ahead of the Union men. Once the Confederate units had established their positions on
Sandy Ridge, Jackson’s aide Lt. Alexander Pendleton was able to obtain a clear view from the
ridge of the Union forces arrayed against them. He estimated that there were 10,000 Union
troops present thereby greatly outnumbering Jackson’s forces. When Pendleton reported this to
Jackson, it was said the general replied, "Say nothing about it. We are in for it." As things stood,
the battle had entered into a phase of stalemate.®

An interesting perspective is that Jackson’s own words may perhaps betray a realization
of something quite profound for the general. How did Stonewall Jackson process the fact that he
failed at Kernstown to adequately acquire intelligence about the enemy? The answer should not
be oversimplified. Perhaps he was overconfident in his ability to conduct battle operations. This
would not be in line with his character. However, if the query relates to the possibility that
Jackson could have been overconfident in the abilities of his subordinates, perhaps this was the
source of his failing. Perhaps he was prone to sloppiness as a leader. An argument can be made
for this when one considers Jackson’s performance at the Seven Days Battle. However, the true

nature of his failure in this case can be related to another characteristic of the man. He was
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always pushing himself to perform at a high level without full regard to the limitations of a mere
mortal. Jackson’s shortcomings at Seven Pines were more a factor of mental and physical
fatigue than of incapability. Perhaps the real failure at Kernstown for Jackson was his belief that
battle decisions needed to be made quickly so decisive action could be taken. Perhaps Jackson
took an unreasonable risk by shortcutting the process of reconnaissance. Simply accepting Lt.
Col. Ashby’s intelligence report at face value without verification was a bad case of flawed
judgment on the part of Gen. Jackson. Whatever the case related to these three possible
explanations of Jackson’s intelligence failure, clearly there was an opportunity for Stonewall
Jackson to gain valuable experience in leading an army into battle which would serve him well in

the future.

Mid-Afternoon to Evening: Disengagement

The two advancing Confederate brigades began moving along the spine of Sandy Ridge
until they encountered a strong Union line. Fulkerson's men fell back to a stone wall facing a
clearing on the ridge and were soon joined by the Stonewall Brigade. Together, the two
Confederate brigades established a formidable line behind that wall.*

Union Col. Kimball countered the maneuver toward the Union left by the Confederate
brigades of Garnett and Fulkerson by moving his brigade under Col. Erastus B. Tyler to the west.
Around 4:00pm, Col. Tyler’s 3" Brigade attacked Fulkerson and Garnett. Tyler used an
unorthodox approach. Known as a “close column of divisions,” he formed the brigade front into

two companies totaling twenty-four lines. As the Federals approached the Confederate lines, the
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Union brigade presented a front about seventy-five yards wide and about 400 yards long. This
formation was difficult to control and lacked firepower at the front.®

The Confederates were temporarily able to counter this attack with their inferior numbers
by firing fierce volleys from behind the stone wall. However, the Union counterattack began
impacting the Confederate positions. As Jackson realized the strength of the force opposing him,
Jackson ordered Col. Jesse Burks's brigade which had been held in reserve to reinforce the
wavering brigades at the wall. By the time Burks arrived around 6:00pm, Garnett's Stonewall
Brigade had run out of ammunition.3

The Union counterattack had effectively broken the Confederate lines. Faced with the
relentless pressure of Col. Tyler’s Union 3™ Brigade, Garnett ordered the Stonewall Brigade to
be pulled back from the stone wall. This action left Fulkerson's right flank exposed. Realizing
the danger of their exposed position, panic set in among the Confederates. Just then Burks's
brigade arrived and was caught in the fleeing mob and swept up in the general retreat.*

Jackson tried in vain to rally his troops. In one instance, he called out to a soldier,
"Where are you going, man?" The soldier replied that he was out of ammunition. "Then go
back and give them the bayonet!" Jackson shouted. However, the soldier ignored him and kept
running. As such, the Confederate army abandoned the battlefield. The Union Col. Kimball
organized no effective pursuit, so Jackson was successful at reestablishing control over his

fleeing command about four and a half miles south of Kernstown at the little village of

33 Robert Underwood Johnson and Clarence Clough Buel, eds., Battles and Leaders of the Civil War, Vol. 2
(New York: The Century Co., 1887), 306.

34 The War of the Rebellion: a compilation of the official records of the Union and Confederate armies,
Washington, Govt. Print. Off., 1880-1901, Vol. 12, Ch. 24, 382.

% Robert G. Tanner, Stonewall in the Valley: Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson’s Shenandoah Valley
Campaign Spring 1862 (Garden City: Doubleday & Company, 1976), 134.

38



Newtown. Ashby’s cavalry deterred the cautious Union pursuit by offering stiff resistance about
one and a half miles south of Kernstown.

Given the chaotic situation Gen. Jackson and his army found themselves, one must
wonder why Gen. Shields did not order a more intense pursuit of the Confederates. Had the
Union army been able to engage Jackson’s damaged force, it is possible they could have been
decimated. While it is true that darkness had ended the action on March 23", Jackson’s army
was camped near enough for the Federals to see their campfires in the vicinity of Newton.
Shields could have organized a general attack on the morning of March 24" as Ashby’s cavalry
could only harass the Union army and inform Jackson of their movement. Shields instead chose
to give Stonewall Jackson all the room he needed to escape and rejuvenate his army back into a
strong fighting force. Maj. Gen. Nathaniel Banks continued the pursuit of the Confederates after
the victory at Kernstown. His army occupied Strasburg, Virginia. However, the Confederate
division of Stonewall Jackson continued to withdraw southwards to the safety of Mount Jackson.
Perhaps there was an innate timidity guiding Col. Kimball and Brig. Gen. Shields which was
revealed in their actions. Perhaps they misinterpreted Stonewall Jackson’s audacity in attacking
an army almost three times their size as an indication of Jackson’s army being much larger than
it was. Whatever the situation, Shields missed the opportunity to end Jackson’s activity in the

Shenandoah Valley in March 1862.

Aftermath of the Engagement
There were four implications of the First Battle of Kernstown as related to developments
in the Shenandoah Valley, Virginia specifically and the war in general. First, Stonewall

Jackson’s action led to diminished Union forces at Richmond, Virginia. Second, even Jackson’s
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loss at Kernstown provided a strategic victory for Confederate forces in Virginia. Third, Jackson
developed the reputation for the deployment of what became known as “Foot Cavalry.” Fourth,
Confederate politics related to military action realigned Jackson’s division in the Valley.

To begin, Stonewall Jackson’s action at Kernstown led to a diminished Union presence in
the theater surrounding Richmond, Virginia. At Kernstown, the Union casualties totaled 590.

Of that number, 118 were killed, 450 wounded, and twenty-two captured or missing.
Confederate casualties were 718. Eighty were killed, 375 wounded, and 263 captured or
missing. The result of the battle was a Union victory. It can be argued that the Union victory in
the fight was only a TKO (technical knockout) because Jackson’s forces chose to leave the
battlefield on their own volition. However, President Abraham Lincoln was disturbed by what
occurred at Kernstown for two reasons. First, Jackson displayed his sheer audacity in attacking
an enemy nearly three times his army’s size. Lincoln deduced that such an attack could only be
made by a large Confederate force. The product of this deduction was that Lincoln
overestimated the enemy’s numbers. Second, despite being defeated at Kernstown, the
Confederate attack had achieved unexpected success by causing panic in the Union. Gen.
Jackson posed a potential yet very real threat to the Union capital at Washington, D.C.%

Pres. Lincoln reached the conclusion that he needed to take into his own hands the
responsibility for enhancing the protection of two key strategic points. In the Shenandoah
Valley, Lincoln sent Gen. Banks back along with Alpheus Williams's 1 Division to reinforce
the Union presence. Pres. Lincoln also became concerned that Jackson might move into western

Virginia against Maj. Gen. John C. Frémont. The consequence was that Lincoln ordered the
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division of Brig. Gen. Louis Blenker to be detached from McClellan's Army of the Potomac and
sent to reinforce Frémont.3

The next implication of the events at Kernstown was that even Jackson’s loss provided a
strategic victory for Confederate forces in Virginia. The battle caused Pres. Lincoln to take the
opportunity to reexamine the plans of two responsibilities assigned to Maj. Gen. George
McClellan in command of the Army of the Potomac. First, Lincoln examined McClellan’s plans
for the defense of Washington, D.C. Second, Lincoln examined McClellan’s plans for the
Peninsula Campaign already underway to capture the rebel capital at Richmond, Virginia. Pres.
Lincoln reached the conclusion that Gen. McClellan had insufficiently allocated his forces to do
the job. Lincoln made the decision to order the corps of Maj. Gen. Irvin McDowell which was
moving south against Richmond in support of McClellan to remain in the vicinity of the capital.
McClellan claimed that the loss of these forces prevented him from taking Richmond during his
campaign.®

Over the long haul, the First Battle of Kernstown was one of only a few battles which
Jackson lost in his military career. What separates strong leaders from the weak ones is what is
learned from their failures. Stonewall Jackson took to heart the two lessons learned from his loss
at Kernstown. First, never again did he fail to adequately reconnoiter any battlefield on which he
was engaged. In fact, recon is what Jackson was doing at Chancellorsville when he received his

mortal wounds from friendly fire.# Second, his tactical abilities were confirmed when he
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realized that his natural aggressiveness on the battlefield is what essentially kept options for
withdrawal open to him and his command at Kernstown.

In addition to the strategic victory Jackson secured at Kernstown, he also established his
reputation for deploying what became known as “Jackson’s Foot Cavalry.” The strategic
realignment of Union forces was caused by Jackson's actions at Kernstown. After this battle, the
remainder of Jackson's Valley Campaign consisted of lightning movements. The identification
of potential targets, forced marches, and aggressive engagement characterized the five victories
against superior forces organized into three Union armies Jackson accomplished during the
Shenandoah Valley Campaign of 1862. These impressive actions elevated Jackson into the
position of the most famous general in the Confederacy at the time until this reputation was later
supplanted by his superior Gen. Robert E. Lee.*

The final implication of the First Battle of Kernstown for the Valley Campaign and the
eastern theater was the change made on Confederate politics. Those changes fostered significant
military realignment on Jackson’s division in the Valley. Jackson refused to accept any
responsibility for the defeat at Kernstown. This development subsequently led to the arrest of
the commander of Jackson’s old Stonewall Brigade. Brig. Gen. Richard B. Garnett was accused
of retreating from the battlefield before permission was received thereby leaving Col.
Fulkerson’s brigade in a dangerous position. The fact that Garnett’s command had received the
bulk of the casualties in the action and were out of ammunition made no difference to Jackson.
Gen. Jackson replaced Garnett with Brig. Gen. Charles S. Winder. Garnett requested a court-
martial so he could speak in his own defense, but the situation on the battlefield delayed this

action. Later during the invasion of Maryland in September 1862, Robert E. Lee ordered the
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charges against Garnett dropped. However, Garnett continued to suffer from the humiliation of
his court-martial for over a year until he was killed at Gettysburg during Pickett's Charge.*

The First Battle of Kernstown was indeed a tactical disappointment for Jackson. The
strategic value of the action for the Confederate army could not be ignored. Jackson had
demonstrated inattention to detail regarding battlefield reconnaissance. The product of this
inattention was the inordinate exposure to danger of Jackson’s command to the power of the
Union army. The Battle of Kernstown was an important lesson for Jackson of the need for
accurate battlefield reconnaissance. Adding this lesson to Jackson’s already established set of
impressive skills as a tactician increased his value to the Confederacy.

Gen. Jackson was better prepared for what lie ahead for his Confederate fighting force
operating in the Shenandoah Valley. Indeed, in May 1862 Stonewall Jackson was headed toward
an engagement of two different Union armies in the Valley. The result of those two actions
would send an important message to both the Confederacy and the Union. It would be
interesting to examine the rise of Jackson’s prominent presence in the Shenandoah Valley as his

stellar success on the battlefield began.
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Chapter 3 — The Stellar Rise of Stonewall Jackson

The key strategic goal of Stonewall Jackson at the Battle of Kernstown was to draw back
into the Shenandoah Valley Union brigades which had been released by Gen. Banks to assist
Gen. McClellan in his assault on the Confederate capital at Richmond. For Jackson, this turned
out to be one of those situations when one needs to be careful about what one wishes. The
Confederate general now found himself facing a significantly increasing number of Federal
troops. Jackson was struggling to incorporate new recruits while he rebuilt his division both
numerically and in military training. He worked diligently toward this goal at his base located at
the south end of Massanutten Mountain and called Mt. Jackson.

From this starting point, Jackson began to put into action the most meager of strategies to
isolate portions of Gen. Banks’ units in the Valley. His hope was to destroy Banks’ army in
detail. In so doing, Jackson displayed the ability to move his division rapidly and strategically in
superiority to the Union troops in the Valley. At the Battle of McDowell, Jackson was able to
accomplish a tactical draw while accomplishing yet another strategic victory. The Union army
in the west withdrew west of the Alleghany Mountains. In another critical action, the Battle of
Front Royal placed Jackson in a position to move directly on Winchester, Virginia. This placed
Jackson’s army in the rear of the Union army thereby allowing his disproportional victory over
the small Union force at Front Royal. This forced the main Union Army at Strasburg under
Banks into a sudden retreat. The actions at Front Royal and McDowell allowed Stonewall
Jackson to achieve in two key areas of the Shenandoah Valley. First, he secured the western
Valley from further Union incursion in the southwest. Second, the backward momentum of the
Union troops under Gen. Banks’ commands quickly abandoned Strasburg, Virginia to move to

Winchester, Virginia in the lower Shenandoah Valley. Jackson’s success at the battles of
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McDowell and Front Royal solidified his role as the pivotal leader of Confederate forces in the
Shenandoah Valley due to the protection provided to the Valley against Union incursion from

west of the Alleghanies and east of the Blue Ridge Mountains.

Jackson’s Superior Ability to Move

Jackson displayed the ability to move his division rapidly and strategically in superiority
to the Union troops in the Valley. In the Shenandoah Valley, there were four instances when
Jackson displayed this ability. The first was when he ordered his troops to march from Mt.
Jackson, Virginia to near Strasburg, Virginia on March 22, 1862. Then on March 23, 1862,
Jackson ordered his men to march from Strasburg, Virginia to Kernstown, Virginia. All told, the
Confederates covered forty miles in two days.

Jackson's orders from his commander Gen. Johnston were to prevent Banks's force from
leaving the Valley. However as discussed in the last chapter, on March 21st Jackson received
word that Banks was splitting his force by sending two divisions to the east to assist McClellan
in his effort to attack Richmond. Upon receiving this intelligence, Jackson reached the
conclusion that the only way to keep Banks’ command from splitting was to engage them. To
accomplish this, Jackson decided to engage Banks and Shields somewhere in the vicinity of
Winchester.*

The Confederate effort on March 22" encompassed Jackson turning his men around and,
in one of the more grueling forced marches of the war, moved them northeast twenty-five miles
from Mt. Jackson, Virginia to Strasburg, Virginia. Jackson marched his men to the point of
exhaustion to position them for the greatest opportunity to achieve success against Banks and

Shields. Initially, Jackson’s army was located at his primary base at Mt. Jackson which he had
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established prior to his retreat from Winchester. From Mt. Jackson, Jackson route marched his
men to Strasburg to find an opportunity to attack Banks and Shields.?

Jackson’s cavalry under Col. Turner Ashby skirmished with the Federals on March 22",
Meanwhile, Jackson was marching aggressively north with the main body of his 3,000-man
division. Jackson’s command was reduced from its peak because of straggling. Essentially, the
cavalry commanded by Col. Turner Ashby opened the operations against the Federal army the
day before the arrival of Jackson’s division. As such, Jackson continued his rapid march north
from Strasburg toward Winchester. Having begun with over 4,000 soldiers, Jackson arrived to
the vicinity of Winchester having experienced a twenty-five percent reduction of fighting
strength due to the straggling caused by the forty mile march.® Jackson moved his men another
fifteen miles from Strasburg to Kernstown on the morning of March 23.4

The second instance when Jackson displayed the ability to move his division rapidly and
strategically in superiority to the Union troops in the Valley occurred during the march of his
command from Port Republic, Virginia on a circuitous route to Staunton, Virginia encompassing
thirty-six miles. The point of this effort was to keep Gen. Banks in the Shenandoah Valley from
joining forces with Gen. Frémont in the Mountain District to the west.

From his headquarters located at Conrad’s Store, Virginia, Jackson contemplated three
courses of action against Union forces in the upper Shenandoah Valley. His first option was to
go to Johnson’s relief and assail Frémont’s van which was under Brig. Gen. Robert Milroy. His

second option was to go northward down the Luray Valley. There he would attack the Federals
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and, if he beat them, he would then start across the Massanuttens toward New Market thereby
forcing Banks to retreat. His third option was to sweep down the Luray Valley, pass Thorton’s
Gap, move to Sperryville, and threaten the Federals’ long line of communications thereby
causing Banks to retire most likely. Of these three options, Jackson ended up deciding to attack
Gen. Frémont’s forces west of Staunton.®

To secure the best circumstances in which to achieve victory against Gen. Milroy,
Jackson would need to keep Banks to the north in the Valley. To accomplish this, Jackson
decided to try to confuse Gen. Banks. In essence, Jackson wanted to convince Banks into
thinking that Jackson was taking his army to reinforce the Confederates around Richmond.
Jackson decided to employ an elaborate ruse of marching the Confederate Valley Army east of
the Blue Ridge Mountains. Jackson believed that following a route from Port Republic, Virginia
through Brown’s Gap to White Hall, Virginia would accomplish this ruse.®

The next phase of Jackson’s plan was to march his division south from White Hall. From
White Hall, he conducted what was known as route marching his troops to the Mechum River
Train Station. Route marching was the type of foot travel which Stonewall Jackson allowed his
troopers to engage which would enable them to move quickly over long distances. It entailed
soldiers “marching” out of step with one another. The only stipulation maintained that the
troopers were expected to keep up with the rest of the formation. Mechum River Train Station
was a depot for the Virginia Central Railroad. The plan encompassed the Confederates taking a

train.’
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Part of Jackson’s plan involved moving his division by train. Departing from the
Mechum River Station, the Confederates would take the Virginia Central train across Rockfish
Gap in the Blue Ridge. The destination was the key Confederate supply base at Staunton,
Virginia. All told, this journey encompassed thirty-six miles over the course of four days.?

The third instance when Jackson displayed the ability to move his division rapidly and
strategically in superiority to the Union troops in the Valley was his move from Staunton,
Virginia to link up with Gen. Alleghany Johnson at the foot of the Shenandoah Mountain to
engage the Federal army commanded by Gen. Milroy along the way toward McDowell, Virginia.
These thirty-four miles was covered over most of two days.

Jackson had been assigned Gen. Ewell’s division as support for his activities in the
Shenandoah Valley. To accomplish this, Jackson gave some orders to Ewell which frustrated
Ewell. He was ordered to Jackson’s recently abandoned camp at Swift Run Gap to keep an eye
on Gen. Banks and to keep Banks away from Staunton and McDowell, Virginia. The purpose of
Ewell’s assignment was to allow Jackson to deal with Milroy at McDowell. However, all Ewell
was told encompassed waiting essentially for Jackson to communicate with Ewell.?

With Ewell in place, Jackson moved to link up with Gen. Ed Johnson. Jackson departed
Staunton moving to the west toward Johnson. They linked up at the foot of the first mountain
west of Staunton. That mountain was Shenandoah Mountain.°

Located between the Confederate army and McDowell were pickets of the Union army

under Gen. Milroy. Gen. Johnson pushed through those pickets like a hot knife through butter

8 John H. Worsham, One of Jackson’s Foot Cavalry; his experience and what he saw during the war 1861-
1863, including a history of “F company,” Richmond, Va., 21 regiment Virginia infantry, Second, brigade,
Jackson’s division, Second corps, A.N. Va. (New York: The Neale Publishing Company, 1912), 77.

9 Peter Cozzens, ed., Battles & Leaders of the Civil War, Volume 5 (Chicago: University of Illinois Press,
2002), 175.

10 Clement Anselm Evans, ed., Confederate Military History: A Library of Confederate States History,
Volume 3 (Atlanta: Confederate Pub. Co., 1899), 226-227.
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almost overrunning them in the process. Cresting Shenandoah Mountain, Gen. Johnson’s
vanguard pushed the Union cavalry pickets back to McDowell.*t

These initial engagements enabled Johnson and Jackson to arrive at McDowell, Virginia.
Once there, Jackson prepared for engaging the Federal army in the area. These preparations
included deployment of his forces beginning with positioning of Johnson’s regiments on
Sitlington Hill.©

The fourth instance when Jackson displayed the ability to move his division rapidly and
strategically in superiority to the Union troops in the Valley was his move from Lacey Springs,
Virginia just south of New Market, Virginia to Front Royal in the northeastern portion of the
Shenandoah Valley. This forced march was completed in four segments of movement. These
forty-nine miles were covered in two days.

To begin, Jackson moved his army northeast to Luray, Virginia. Leaving from Lacey
Springs, Virginia just south of New Market, Virginia, he led his group toward Strasburg on the
Valley Turnpike. However, he turned them east at the New Market Gap. This gap was the only
way to cross Massanutten Mountain to the eastern Valley south of Strasburg and north of
Harrisonburg.®

After crossing Massanutten Mountain, Jackson turned north toward Front Royal,

Virginia. At this point, the Confederate army was on the Luray-Front Royal Road. They
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56.
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marched on this road to Asbury Chapel. This movement placed the Confederates to a location
within ten miles of Front Royal.*

From Asbury Chapel, Jackson turned the Confederate Valley army east on an obscure
crossroad to avoid Union pickets located on the Luray-Front Royal Road. The purpose for this
action was to avoid an early warning to the Union forces occupying Front Royal. The obscure
road taken by Jackson’s forces was known to locals as Gooney Manor Road. Jackson used this
road to approach Front Royal from the south.’

Jackson’s Confederate army arrived at Front Royal, Virginia on May 23, 1862. Once
there, he gave the orders for his forces to prepare for the conflict. Having the element of surprise
in his favor, Stonewall Jackson deployed his forces to enter the town.®

The previous four movements of troops ordered by Stonewall Jackson served to
demonstrate his keen leadership abilities relative to his Union counterparts. There were four key
results of Jackson’s superiority in movement. First, those movements allowed Jackson to select
the assets carefully and methodically he wanted to use in any action. Second, Jackson’s rapid
movements inevitably gave him the element of surprise in any action. Even in his defeat at
Kernstown, Jackson surprised Gen. Shields and Gen. Banks by attacking a larger force. Third,
Jackson through unpredictability was able to keep his adversaries confused as to his strategy.
Fourth, an important advantage Jackson would derive from the first three results was an
advantage in position on any field of action. Often, Jackson would get to choose the prime

topography for placing his assets during deployment at the beginning of each action.
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Battle of McDowell

Such an example can be seen at the Battle of McDowell on May 8, 1862. The Battle of
McDowell was a tactical draw but another strategic victory for Jackson as the Union army in the
west withdrew west of the Alleghany Mountains. It was here that Jackson was able to establish
his dominance in deployment in such a way as to command the battlefield. The Union
commander at McDowell was Gen. Robert Milroy. Milroy deployed the 12" Ohio in support of
artillery on Hull’s Hill on the north central part of the battlefield. Additionally, he assigned the
5th West Virginia, 55th Ohio, and 1st Ohio in support of artillery located in the village of
McDowell, Virginia on the northwestern part of the battlefield. Last, Milroy placed the 75th
Ohio, 82nd Ohio, 32nd Ohio, 25th Ohio, 3rd West Virginia, and 73rd Ohio along the Bull
Pasture River on the western part of the battlefield.”

Stonewall Jackson’s deployment of the Confederate forces consisted of placing the 31%
Virginia and 7" Virginia along the Parkersburg-Staunton Turnpike on the central part of the
battlefield. Next, he positioned the main body of his army under the commanded Brig. Gen. Ed
“Allegheny” Johnson which included the 25" Virginia, 37" Virginia, 23" Virginia, 44" Virginia,
and 12" Georgia. These regiments were deployed along the military crest of Sitlington’s Hill in
the central part of the battlefield. One interesting and, perhaps, unfortunate development was the
fact that the commander of the 12" Georgia insisted on remaining deployed in an advanced,
exposed portion of Sitlington’s Hill on the extreme left flank of the Confederate position. It is
interesting because it illustrated how subordinates in the Civil War were given discretion to carry

out their orders. This would have some adverse consequences for that unit during the battle.
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Last, Jackson deployed the 58" Virginia, 52" Virginia, and 10" Virginia in reserve on the south-
central portion of the battlefield.:®

As the Confederates approached McDowell on the main road, the Union commanders
were expecting an attack. Gen. Milroy sent out small forces to serve as skirmishers to the foot of
Shenandoah Mountain. Those skirmishers were from the 32nd Ohio Infantry, 73rd Ohio
Infantry, and 3rd West Virginia Infantry. Very shortly after deployment, the Union skirmishers
made contact with the approaching Confederate forces. On May 7th, Johnson’s brigade overran
the camp of the 32" Ohio almost capturing the entire regiment. It was only after the Federals
had abandoned their camp that the Union regiments escaped. Unfortunately for the Federals,
those regiments left behind valuable supplies which the Confederates took as spoils of war.*

The morning of May 8", Union Gen. Schenck arrived at McDowell effectively linking up
with Gen. Milroy. As Gen. Johnson deployed his regiments on Sitlington’s Hill, Schenck
decided to deploy a regiment in support of an artillery detachment on Hull’s Hill which was the
next best high ground on the battlefield. The 82nd Ohio Infantry joined a section of Capt. Henry
F. Hyman’s 12" Ohio Battery on the eastern slope of Cedar Knob where it commanded the
turnpike approach to McDowell. This position was one that provided somewhat of a flanking
fire although the distance was considerable. That battery began to lob shells at the wooded
heights across the turnpike at a rate of one every five minutes even though the artillerymen could

not see the Confederate troops.?
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Having decided that Sitlington’s Hill was the most advantageous position overlooking
McDowell, Jackson only needed to remove the minimal Union presence there. This action began
the initial developments of the engagement. Jackson then sent troops to take the lightly defended
crest of Sitlington's Hill. The troops assigned the responsibility to take the lightly defended crest
of Sitlington’s Hill were those of the 52" Virginia Regiment. As the Virginians shooed away
the Federal skirmishers, Gen. Milroy attempted to support them by sending a flanking party up
Sitlington’s Hill through the woods on his right. Gen. Johnson proceeded to reinforce the
Confederate forces on the hill with the rest of his command. This action forced the Federals to
retire and gave Jackson command of the high ground once again.*

Jackson, Johnson, and Jackson’s cartographer Jedediah Hotchkiss moved to the top of the
hill to conduct reconnaissance of the Federal positions at McDowell. The intention of the
Confederate generals was to find a path suitable for a flanking attack which they expected to
execute the next day. It was also Jackson’s intention to determine the feasibility of placing
artillery on Sitlington’s Hill.??

The rough terrain on Sitlington's Hill had led Jackson to decide against supporting his
line with artillery there. The result of Jackson’s reconnaissance revealed that there would be no
escape in case of disaster for the Confederate artillery. As such, the lack of artillery on
Sitlington’s Hill left the Confederate infantry unsupported. Subsequently, the Confederate

artillery played an extremely nominal role at McDowell.?
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Gen. Milroy ordered his Union troops to attack the Confederate position on Sitlington's
Hill. Due to the misinterpretation of the Confederate movements on Sitlington’s Hill, Union
Captain Latham who was the commander of the 2" West Virginia regiment erroneously reported
the Confederates as placing artillery on Sitlington’s Hill. Consequently, Gen. Milroy accepted
this erroneous report and determined an attack the only way to protect his command. Gen.
Schenck made the decision to follow the recommendations of Milroy because of Milroy’s
established familiarity with the area. This Union action completely caught Gen. Jackson and
Gen. Johnson by surprise. Jackson had already determined the next day to be the day of battle.
As such, Gen. Milroy had taken the initiative for the Federals.?

Events began unfolding slowly at first. The Union forces had to negotiate the steep
incline that was Sitlington’s Hill. The terrain provided protection for the climbing Union troops
until they were within 100 feet of the Confederate positions. Milroy and Schenck decided to
send five regiments against the Confederate line. Union 75th Ohio crossed the Bull Pasture
River and moved to its right to attack the Confederate left flank held by the Confederate 12th
Georgia. The Union 3rd West Virginia crossed the Bull Pasture River and moved to its left to
attack the Confederate right flank held by the Confederate 31st Virginia. The Union 82nd Ohio,
32nd Ohio, and 25th Ohio crossed the Bull Pasture River and attacked the center of the
Confederate lines on Sitlington’s Hill held by the Confederate 25th Virginia, 37th Virginia, 23rd
Virginia, and 44th Virginia.?»

Ironically at McDowell, the fact that the Confederates held the high ground would prove

to be a disadvantage for them. As dusk approached, the sun was setting behind the Confederate
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line which served to silhouette the southern soldiers against the sky. As the southerners would
lift up their heads to fire at the advancing Federals, their heads would provide inviting targets.
Additionally, the hill cast shadows on the Federal troops that helped conceal them from the
Confederate soldiers. Furthermore, as was the tendency for both sides in the Civil War, the
Confederates firing downhill at the Union soldiers would fire high often missing their target.
The lion’s share of the Confederate losses occurred during this part of the battle.?

Further down the line, two Ohio regiments hit the main Confederate line which had been
reinforced by two regiments of Col. Zephaniah Conner's brigade. Conner’s 12th Georgia
Regiment had positioned themselves on the left flank of the Confederate line in a more advanced
location further forward of any other units. Additionally, his 25th Virginia Regiment was
positioned on the right flank in support of the main line. The two Ohio regiments were able to
advance to within 100 feet of the main Confederate line because of the meandering low ground
which was hidden by hills. With the Union regiments appearing so close the Confederate front,
the southern response established this fighting as one of the fiercest of the war.#

The fighting became very heavy resulting in several instances of close quarter combat.
When the Union regiments crested Sitlington’s Hill, Jackson identified the battle as becoming
general in nature. Five Union regiments engaged seven Confederate regiments simultaneously.
The soldiers in both armies were battle-hardened veterans capable of inflicting heavy casualties
on one another. It was reported that Confederate soldiers used the bodies of their fallen

comrades to erect temporary breastworks during the battle.?
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Late in the afternoon, the Union launched an assault to their left along the Parkersburg-
Staunton Turnpike which was repulsed by the Confederate right. Jackson had positioned the
31st Virginia Regiment on and along both sides of the road in strong positions. As it happened,
the Union 3rd West Virginia Regiment was moving to attack the Confederate main body right
center regiments. When they inadvertently engaged the 31 Virginia on the road, the 3" West
Virginia ended up conducting a glancing assault against the 31st Virginia. The rejection of the
Union regiment effectively deflected their effort to engage the forces on Sitlington’s Hill.?

After receiving reinforcements, the Confederate left repulsed the Union attack to the
right. The arrival of the 52" Virginia, 58" Virginia, and 10" Virginia on the Confederate left
flank effectively shored up that sector against the Union attack. Toward the end of the day, the
12" Georgia fought a skillful withdrawal movement to essentially link up with the 52", 58" and
10", The Union losses against the 12! Georgia combined with the arrival of the other three
regiments effectively ended the Union attack against the Confederate left.

Finally, the Union attack on the Confederate center was repulsed. In the Confederate
center, the Confederate 25" Virginia withdrew after an engagement with the 82" Ohio. The 23
Virginia pulled back slightly after being pounded by the 82" Ohio and 32" Ohio. However, this
wavering did not lead to the breaking of the Confederate lines. The result was that Gen. Milroy
began disengaging his forces from Sitlington’s Hill.®

The Union forces conducted a general rear guard withdrawal after 9:00pm across the Bull

Pasture River into McDowell. The Union withdrawal across the river was conducted with the
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utmost professionalism as the unit movement was characterized by facing the enemy in case of
immediate counterattack. Milroy and Schenck concluded that McDowell was indefensible and
abandoning it was the best course of action. Leaving behind a scant force to keep the campfires
burning, the Union army left McDowell shortly after midnight retreating toward Monterey,
Virginia.®

After the battle, time was taken to evaluate the consequences of the action at McDowell.
To begin, Confederate losses were 500 killed, wounded, and missing while the Union losses
were 256. The Battle of McDowell was a costly one for both sides. The heavier cost paid by the
Confederate forces resulted in a victory for the South. The benefit gained by the Confederacy
was an extension of their control over the Shenandoah Valley for another three years.*

Another consequence for the Union forces was the damage to morale and loss of military
hardware. Milroy and Schenck ordered a general retreat overnight after the battle. The Union
army burned supplies they were unable to take on the retreat. They disposed of extra
ammunition by dumping it into the Bull Pasture River. Gen. Milroy bought his army time to
escape from McDowell by deceiving the Confederates into thinking they were still there by
keeping fires burning all night long. However, the resulting demoralization of the Federal troops
on their retreat to West Virginia would impact their performance for some time to come.

Jackson began a pursuit of the Union column on the morning of May 9™". The Union

troops reached Franklin, West Virginia on May 11". Jackson's pursuit reached as far as the
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vicinity of Franklin, but orders from Gen. Johnston recalled Jackson back to the Shenandoah
Valley. The Confederates broke off their pursuit and fell back to McDowell on May 133

The defeat of the Union force under the auspices of Milroy and Schenck's withdrawal
from the Shenandoah Valley provided the Confederates with a strategic victory. Milroy’s
withdrawal back into West Virginia to link up with Gen. Frémont eliminated the unification of
Frémont’s forces with Gen. Banks in the Shenandoah Valley. The result of the Battle of
McDowell effectively ended the threat to the Valley from the area of the Appalachians and the
west.*

Battle of Front Royal

With Gen. Frémont’s army effectively eliminated as a threat to the west, Gen. Jackson
was free to turn his attention to Gen. Banks’ significantly reduced force in the Valley. Jackson
marched his force from McDowell through Staunton and north down the Valley Turnpike toward
Banks. Jackson was headed for Harrisonburg, Virginia with the intention of linking up with
Gen. Richard Ewell’s division. On May 17" Jackson’s forces reached Harrisonburg. Jackson
continued north from Harrisonburg to a temporary camp just south of New Market, Virginia on
the turnpike. With a screening action by Colonel Turner Ashby’s cavalry, on May 21 Jackson’s
army crossed over the Massanutten Mountain into the Luray Valley placing the bulk of the
Confederate army east of the Massanutten and south of Front Royal. On May 22" Jackson
established his headquarters at Cedar Point, Virginia and advanced his army of 16,500 after

linking up with Gen. Ewell’s command. The group was about ten miles from Front Royal.
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The Battle of Front Royal placed Jackson in the position to move directly on Winchester,
Virginia. This effectively placed the Confederate army in the rear of the Union army thereby
setting up Jackson for a flanking movement over the small Union force at Front Royal.

Jackson’s hope was to force the main Union Army at Strasburg under Banks into a retreat toward
Winchester at worst. At best, the Confederate leader hoped to cut Banks off from his base at
Winchester and possibly capture his entire Union army.

The deployment of the opposing forces at Front Royal consisted of four movements. To
begin, Jackson ordered his command to follow Gooney Manor Road thereby putting the
Confederates on the road approaching Front Royal from the south. The Confederates bypassed
the Federal pickets stationed near the river on the Luray Road one mile south of the courthouse.
Jackson decided to have the Confederate 1% Maryland regiment lead the Confederate attack on
Front Royal after learning that the Union 1% Maryland were the key defenders of the town.
Jackson assigned Wheat’s Battalion from Louisiana to join the 1% Maryland.*

Jackson's leading brigade, under the leadership of Brig. Gen. Richard Taylor, deployed
on Prospect Hill and along the ridge to the east of Front Royal. Taylor’s brigade of Louisianans
was one of Gen. Ewell’s and the most forward of Ewell’s units. Combined with the Confederate
1%t Maryland, they were prepared to remove any Federal skirmishers which presented themselves
at the outset of the battle.*

Colonel John Kenly was the Federal commander at Front Royal. He made the decision to

withdraw his force to Camp (Richards') Hill which was supported by a section of artillery
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consisting of two ten-pound Parrott guns. All told, the Union force at Richards’ Hill numbered
about 800. Although exposed, this ground did provide a high point a height at the South Fork of
the Shenandoah River in Front Royal where Kenly’s command could resist the Confederate
assault.®

The Union line extended in an arc from the South Fork to Happy Creek theoretically
providing practical defense for the South Fork bridge.* Col. Kenly’s detachment stood in a
diminished capacity in the face of an overwhelming force of the Confederate army. As Gen.
Banks mentioned in his report of the battle after the fact, Kenly’s command was never intended
to actively resist an attack by Stonewall Jackson’s entire command.*

The initial developments of the engagement at Front Royal began with the Federal troops
coming to a stark realization. They grasped the concept that they were under attack by an
overpowering force. This idea was driven home to them when their pickets were driven in by
Jackson’s division. It became apparent that there were multiple infantry regiments assaulting
them instead of just guerilla attacks as they had been led to believe.

Kenly's artillery opened fire with a very effective series of volleys. The result was a
definitive slowing of the Confederate advance toward Richards’ Hill. In front of Kenly’s new
position was a wide, open grassy area which would have to be crossed by the Confederates to

conduct a frontal assault. Coupled with the effective artillery assault, Kenly had a solid infantry
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presence to provide support. The Union forces were able to provide adequate resistance for most
of an hour before Kenly’s line began to give way.*

The Confederate infantry advanced through town. As they deployed into line of battle,
they came under the accurate artillery fire of the Union battery. As he so often did, Gen. Jackson
ordered a Confederate flanking column to move to the east across Happy Creek. The intention
was to attempt to force a Union withdrawal without a frontal assault.*

Those two Union guns served to create difficulty for the Confederate advance, so Jackson
called for artillery to eliminate them. After a long delay because of the muddy roads and an
attempt to deploy guns which did not have the range to reach the Union guns, a battery of rifled
artillery was deployed on Prospect Hill to counter the Union guns on Richards’ Hill. In the
meantime, simultaneously elements of Col. Ashby’s cavalry and Lt. Col. Thomas Flournoy’s 6"
Virginia Cavalry crossed the South Fork at McCoy's Ford. They moved via Bell's Mill and
Waterlick Station to reach the Union outpost at Buckton Depot. With heavy casualties, the
Confederate cavalry managed to sever communications between Front Royal and Banks at
Strasburg. Another inadvertent benefit to this action was the eastward movement of the cavalry
to assist the Confederate regiments battling with Kenly’s forces in Front Royal.*

The critical juncture of the battle came when Ashby made a mounted assault at Buckton
Depot. This attack cost Col. Ashby several of his best officers before the Union defenders

surrendered there. Next, Ashby cut the telegraph lines thereby completely severing
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communication between the main Union army at Strasburg and the detached force at Front
Royal.*

Col. Ashby then divided the cavalry sending Flournoy's regiment east toward Riverton.
The benefit of this action was to threaten Kenly's rear. Col. Ashby remained at Buckton Depot
astride the railroad. The purpose of this action was to prevent reinforcements from being sent to
Front Royal from Banks at Strasburg.*’

The Union commander in Front Royal Col. Kenly spotted the approaching Confederate
cavalry coming from the west. This development led Col. Kenly to make the decision to
abandon his position on Richard’s Hill. Kenly ordered his regiments to retreat across the South
and North Fork bridges. To keep the Confederates from further pressuring his beleaguered
troops, Kenly ordered his soldiers to deny the southerners use of the two bridges with an attempt
to burn them.*

Kenly redeployed what was left of his command at Guard Hill to the north of the town.
In the meantime, the Confederates ran forward to attempt to put out the flames on the bridges.
Their efforts were successful, and the bridges were preserved for the Confederates to continue
rapid movement north. The Confederate infantry worked rapidly to fix both bridges with the
North Fork bridge having partially collapsed. However, that bridge was still able to allow single
file horse and foot traffic to cross. Simultaneously, Flournoy's cavalry arrived at Riverton and

forded the North Fork River there. This put Flournoy is the perfect position to continue pressing
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Kenly's forces closely. The action of the cavalry pleased Gen. Jackson immensely leading him
to cross the North Fork bridge and join the troopers in the attack.*

The ensuing action eliminated any possibility for the Federals to disengage from the
battle. The Confederate infantry crossed rapidly using both the North Fork and South Fork
bridges. Forcefully, the Union position was substantially flanked by the Confederate column
moving along the river. Given this, Kenly chose to continue his withdrawal north along the
Front Royal-Winchester Road. His outmatched cavalry made an effort to conduct rear-guard
action against Flournoy's 6th Virginia Cavalry. However, Kenly’s cavalry was almost
completely ineffective.

Col. Kenly withdrew his 700 infantrymen north along the Winchester turnpike beyond
Cedarville, Virginia. Lt. Col. Flournoy's cavalry continued in close pursuit of Kenly’s command
harassing them along the way. Jackson continued to ride ahead with the cavalry. Moving with
alacrity, the Confederate infantry finished crossing the two rivers. The final stage of the battle
was now set into motion.

Kenly continued the withdrawal of his regiments moving them one mile north of
Cedarville, Virginia to the Thomas McKay House. Here Col. Kenly turned to make a stand
against the onslaught of two infantry regiments and a cavalry regiment. The Union commander

deployed his two regiments on the heights on both sides of the Winchester turnpike. Very soon,
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Flournoy's cavalry swept around the Union flank. That flanking movement caused massive
panic in the Union lines.%

As pandemonium ensued around him, Kenly fell wounded to a saber blow to the head.
At first, he was reported Killed by those who escaped the Confederates. The result was the
completed collapse of the Union defense. Just under 700 Union soldiers threw down their

weapons and surrendered. Gen. Banks’ entire Front Royal detachment was destroyed.%

Aftermath of McDowell and Front Royal

When the smoke had settled, the outcome of the battle could be assessed. The result of
the battle was lopsided. Union casualties were 773 of which 691 were captured. The
Confederate losses were thirty-six killed and wounded. Jackson’s Confederate division in the
Shenandoah Valley had liberated the Virginia town of Front Royal.>

Jackson's victory over the small Union force at Front Royal sent desperate ripples
through Gen. Banks’ command in the Valley. Stonewall Jackson had forced the main Union
Army at Strasburg under Banks into abrupt retreat. Jackson had deceived Banks with his rapid
movements and initiative. Substantially, Jackson had duped Banks into believing that the
Confederate army was in the main Valley near Harrisonburg facing off against Banks’ main
body at Strasburg. Instead, Jackson had marched swiftly north to New Market and crossed

Massanutten Mountain via the New Market Gap to Luray and the eastern Luray Valley.%
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Stonewall Jackson’s advance to and capture of Front Royal placed the Confederates in
position to move directly on Winchester, Virginia. This action placed the Confederate army in
the rear and flank of the Union army threatening to intervene between Gen. Banks and his supply
base at Winchester. On May 24, Banks rapidly retreated down the Valley Pike to Winchester.
His division was harassed every step of the way by the Confederate cavalry and artillery in
action at both Middletown and Newtown. This activity set the stage for the First Battle of
Winchester the following day.%

There were two outcomes of the Battle of Front Royal which contributed materially to the
defeat of Banks' army at First Winchester on May 25. First, there was confusion engendered by
Jackson's surprise appearance at Front Royal which caught the Federals off guard. Second, there
was the hasty Union retreat from Strasburg to Winchester which caused a weak deployment at
Winchester. Jackson used his cavalry to good advantage at Front Royal. First, his cavalry
completely severed Union communications to Washington, D.C. in the east and Strasburg in the
west. Second, Jackson’s cavalry was able to deal the final blow to the Union Front Royal
detachment at Cedarville.”

Ultimately at a minimal cost, Stonewall Jackson forced the withdrawal of a large Union
army in the Shenandoah Valley by striking at its flank and threatening its rear. There were three
strategic advantages brought on by Jackson’s victory in these two battles. First, the Shenandoah
Valley was preserved for the Confederacy and brought solace to the Virginian population.
Second, and on a much broader scale, this caused President Abraham Lincoln to react sharply

and quickly. Pres. Lincoln recalled General Irvin McDowell's forces that were intended for
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General George B. McClellan. The third result was that this recall of McDowell’s forces put on
hold McClellan’s advance on Richmond.5®

Given his two victories in May 1862 in the Shenandoah Valley, he was becoming
recognized as an increasingly effective asset to the Confederate military by the Confederate
government. In addition, Jackson was becoming more of a hero to the Confederate civilians
living in the Valley and Virginia generally. In the end, Stonewall Jackson was increasingly
becoming a pain in the neck for Gen. Banks, Gen. McClellan, and President Lincoln.

In the moment, Gen. Banks’ immediate concern was how to protect his supplies and his
army’s backside from Stonewall Jackson. The destruction of Banks’ detachment at Front Royal
brought the realization to him that Jackson’s army was able to destroy Banks’ command.

Furthermore, that very thing was imminently facing Banks at Winchester.
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Chapter 4 - Jackson Emerges as the Strongest Military Leader in the Valley

A maxim in life is to never underestimate an opponent. To do so places one at a marked
disadvantage in that contest. This was especially true for Stonewall Jackson’s enemies during
the Shenandoah Valley campaign in 1862. Jackson did not expect his adversaries to
underestimate his abilities strategically and tactically, but if they wished to do so Jackson would
take advantage of the opportunities presented to him on the battlefield. Given his two victories
in May 1862 in the Shenandoah Valley, he was becoming recognized as an increasingly effective
asset to the Confederate military by the Confederate government. In addition, Jackson was
becoming more of a hero to the Confederate civilians living in the Valley and in Virginia
generally. In the end, Stonewall Jackson was increasingly becoming a pain in the neck for Gen.
Banks, Gen. McClellan, and President Lincoln.

In the moment, Gen. Banks’ immediate concern was how to protect his supplies and his
army’s backside from Stonewall Jackson. The destruction of Banks’ detachment at Front Royal
brought the realization to him that Jackson’s army was able to destroy Banks’ command.
Furthermore, that very thing was imminently facing Banks at Winchester.

Fortunately for Gen. Banks, Stonewall Jackson could not position his forces at the First
Battle of Winchester in such a way as to block the Union escape or to devastate them in their
desperate efforts to get away. Even so, Jackson was able to successfully send Banks running
north out of the Valley. Afterward, Jackson demonstrated against Harper's Ferry to effectively
continue encouraging Banks to move north to the Potomac River crossing at Williamsport,
Maryland to make sure the Federals kept heading away from the Valley. Prior to this move
toward Harper’s Ferry, the Confederate forces marched through Winchester simultaneously

receiving accolades from the civilians in the town and making a demonstrative statement about
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his control of the Valley. With everything seeming to be going Stonewall Jackson’s way, newly
promoted Brig. Gen. Turner Ashby guided Confederate cavalry and infantry in a skirmish with
Union forces near Harrisonburg, Virginia on June 6, 1862. Although the Confederate efforts
were successful that day, it was not without great cost to the Confederate effort. Ashby was
killed in action demonstrating that Jackson and the Confederates were still human and subject to
the same human limitations which had afflicted the Union forces in the Valley. Even so,
Jackson’s follow up success at the First Battle of Winchester after his destruction of Col. Kenly’s
Union detachment at Front Royal solidified his role as a force to reckoned with in the

Shenandoah Valley.

First Battle of Winchester

The transition from Front Royal to Winchester for both armies consisted of five key
aspects of deployment and initial developments in the battle at Winchester. First, there were
skirmishes at Middletown and Newtown as Jackson tried to keep Banks from reaching
Winchester. Second, the Union army under Gen. Banks deployed at Winchester prior to
Jackson’s arrival on the battlefield. Third, the Confederates completed their convergence at
Winchester. Fourth, Gen. Ewell launched an attack on the Union left along the Front Royal Pike.
Fifth, Gen. Jackson attacked the Union right along the Valley Turnpike.

Interestingly, Colonel Kenly's devastation at the battle of Front Royal at first did not
seem to bother General Banks. Banks believed that the attack on Kenly was a cavalry
demonstration. It wasn't until the next day that Banks’ subordinates were able to convince him
that the attack was carried out by a large force of Confederates under the command of Stonewall
Jackson. Once Banks accepted this reality, he waffled as to what course of action he should take

next. General Banks had four options to choose from at his vantage point in Strasburg as to how
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to respond to what transpired at Front Royal. Author Gary Schreckengost explained in his article
published in the America’s Civil War magazine entitled “Stonewall’s Triumphant Return to
Winchester” that those four options included 1) Banks could defend the fortified town of
Strasburg, 2) he could head east through Front Royal and out of the valley toward Manassas, 3)
he could move westward to join Major General John Charles Frémont, or 4) Banks could retreat
north to Winchester. Gen. Banks chose the fourth option because that option provided the
shortest route to a safer position as well as the opportunity to salvage the huge number of
supplies being stored in Winchester.*

In his book entitled Beleaguered Winchester: A Virginia Community at War, 1861-1865,
author Richard R. Duncan explained that Banks had settled on Winchester as the new destination
for his army ensconced at Strasburg. Banks ordered his command to enter what amounted to a
footrace between his and Jackson’s forces. Fortunately for the Federals, the Confederates
granted the Union army a head start in the race due to irregular activities by Turner Ashby’s 7"
Virginia Cavalry on the Valley Turnpike. Stonewall Jackson had ordered the advanced units of
his division to march from Front Royal to the west to head off the Union movement from
Strasburg to Winchester. Those Confederate elements consisted of a Louisiana infantry
regiment, an artillery battery, and portions of Ashby's cavalry. Ashby caught up with a large
contingent of Federal supply wagons heading toward Winchester on the Valley Turnpike. The
ensuing skirmish at Middletown some five miles north of Strasburg on the Valley Pike led to a

skirmish which devastated a large portion of Banks’ supply trains. Unfortunately for General

! Gary Schreckengost, “Stonewall's Triumphant Return to Winchester,” America’s Civil War 13, no. 3 (Jul
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Jackson, Ashby's cavalry began a looting spree which lasted long enough to allow the rest of the
federal wagon train to escape toward Newtown, Virginia further north on the Turnpike.?

Duncan continued by disclosing that the rear echelon elements of General Banks’ army
consisting of two regiments of infantry and two regiments of cavalry returned to Strasburg after
the action at Middletown. Those units marched north toward Winchester on the Cedar Creek
Grade which ran parallel to the Valley Turnpike to the west. The Federal units which were not
destroyed at Middletown continued north on the Valley Turnpike toward Newtown. Jackson’s
brigades which were pursuing the Union forces on the Turnpike continued their march even
though they were extremely fatigued over the course of the late night and early morning hours of
May 24th and May 25th, 1862. Banks ordered his retreating forces to destroy any supply
wagons which were in danger of being captured by the Confederates. In addition, Banks ordered
his troops to establish ambush points for the pursuing Confederates on the Valley Turnpike.
Jackson was put into the position of having to order General Winders’ Stonewall brigade to
overcome several of those ambush points over the course of the night. This delayed the
Confederate pursuit so much that when they did overtake Union supply wagons, those wagons
were found burning by the hand of the Union forces. Having finally arrived near the outskirts of
Winchester, General Jackson allowed his exhausted troops one hour of sleep prior to initializing
the attack on the Union brigades.®

Schreckengost clarified that the Union deployment at Winchester which awaited
Jackson’s approach on the morning of May 25" consisted of two infantry brigades, one cavalry
brigade, and four light artillery batteries. Using the Valley Turnpike and the Front Royal Plank

Road as a dividing line between his two infantry brigades, General Banks assigned his first
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brigade commanded by Colonel Dudley Donnelly the position on the Federal left flank anchored
on Camp Hill. Banks then assigned his third brigade commanded by Colonel George Henry
Gordon the Federal right flank anchored on the prominent Bowers Hill. Two batteries of light
artillery were assigned to both brigades.*

In his edited compilation of Gen. Ewell’s letters, author Donald C. Pfantz wrote that the
Confederate convergence at Winchester occurred during the night with Maj. Gen. Richard
Ewell’s division moving toward Winchester from the southeast using the Front Royal Pike.
Jackson halted within striking distance of Winchester along the Valley Turnpike at about one in
the morning. Jackson’s couriers attempted to locate Ewell’s column. Given a short time to
sleep, Jackson’s division was awakened after an hour or so to continue north on the Valley Pike
through Kernstown towards Winchester. Jackson had determined that it was crucial for the
Confederates to take the critical heights southwest of Winchester before Banks could fortify
them. At dawn, the Confederate skirmish line advanced in force and pushed the Union pickets
back to their main line of battle on Bowers Hill. Jackson moved three of Ewell's brigades to the
left to participate in the advance on the Valley Pike. This left Ewell with just Trimble's brigade
and Bradley Johnson's Maryland regiment to conduct operations on the Confederate left. Ewell
deployed his brigades under Trimble astride the Front Royal Pike.>

In his article in America’s Civil War magazine entitled “Stonewall’s Shenandoah
Showdown”, author Chris Howland analyzed the initial developments of the battle which
included Gen. Ewell attacking on the Union left along the Front Royal Pike. Moving generally

northeast, Ewell’s one brigade plus an additional regiment engaged Union Gen. Donnelly’s
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brigade. The Federal brigade was positioned behind a series of stone fences. This deployment
significantly strengthened their defense against the attacking southerners.®

In his book entitled Stonewall in the Valley: Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson’s
Shenandoah Valley Campaign Spring 1862, author Robert G. Tanner analyzed Gen. Jackson’s
movement against the Union right along the Valley Turnpike while simultaneously Gen. Ewell
attacked the Union left. Jackson understood there were important areas of high ground located in
and near Winchester. Once Jackson was able to reconnoiter the battlefield at Winchester, he was
able to identify exactly what topography would give him the best advantage in the battle. He
also realized that Gen. Banks’ army occupied that ground. Jackson determined early on that the
high ground on Bower’s Hill which was anchored by the Union right flank needed to be captured
for the Confederates to be victorious at Winchester.”

The initial deployments and developments of the First Battle of Winchester witnessed
Banks’ division being in solid locations. However, the reality of the situation was that the
Confederate divisions significantly outnumbered the Union forces. Despite the lopsided
numerical advantage for Stonewall Jackson’s army, the Federal commander determined that he
was going to remain in Winchester. Not only that, but it was his intention to give the
Confederates a good fight. On the other hand, Jackson determined that his brigades would
capture the high ground with the goal of removing the Union forces from Winchester.

The initial actions of both armies at Winchester set the stage for some climactic changes
which resulted in a significant turning in the battle to the advantage of the Confederate Army of
the Shenandoah. To begin, Ewell’s leading regiments came under heavy fire from Union troops

deployed behind stone fences. The result was the repulse of that initial attack. Next, the
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commander of the Federal forces on the Union left withdrew his brigade to a position closer to
town with his right flank anchored on Camp Hill. Soon thereafter, the Confederate commander
of the Confederate brigade facing the Union left attempted a flanking movement to his right
beyond Millwood Road. This flanking movement threatened the Union left and rear on Camp
Hill. In response to this Confederate move, orders came from Banks for Donnelly to withdraw
through the town. Coincidingly, Jackson brought up the rest of his artillery which resulted in an
artillery duel between his guns and the Union guns on Bower’s Hill. Ultimately, with it now
seeming that the Union forces were intending to turn the Confederate left, Jackson sent forward
the brigades of Fulkerson, Campbell and Elzey to support Winder’s Stonewall Brigade.

In his book entitled Plagued by War: Winchester, Virginia During the Civil War, author
Jonathan A. Noyalas defined Gen. Ewell’s beginning attack as using the 21% North Carolina
Infantry which came under heavy fire from Union troops deployed behind stone fences. This
initial attack was repulsed with heavy casualties. As the Tar Heels began their movement, they
were exposed almost immediately to heavy artillery fire. At the same time, they received fire
from a Union regiment located on their flank. Although they had significant cover, the boys of
the 215 were just too exposed to enemy fire and had to pull back.

After Ewell’s initial attack, Union Col. Dudley Donnelly realized the weakness of his
position and withdrew his Union First Brigade to a position closer to town. His right flank was
anchored on Camp Hill. In his book entitled Rebel Yell: The Violence, Passion, and Redemption
of Stonewall Jackson, author S. C. Gwynne described the approach to battle which Jackson
imparted into his subordinate commanders. Always seeking to gain control of the best

topography on any battlefield, Jackson sought to aggressively obtain those advantageous
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positions. Once positioned, it was Jackson’s intention to outflank his opponent. Stonewall
Jackson was convinced that the application of constant pressure to his opponent would win the
day. Including Ewell, Jackson’s subordinate commanders bought into this approach.®

Confederate Brig. Gen. Isaac Ridgeway Trimble’s Confederate brigade under the
command of Gen. Ewell had regrouped after its initial failure to turn the Union left flank. The
brigade was located on the Confederate right flank. In his book entitled Shenandoah 1862:
Stonewall Jackson’s Valley Campaign, Peter Cozzens pointed out that Trimble once again
attempted a flanking movement to his right beyond Millwood Road. This flanking movement
threatened the Union left and rear on Camp Hill.%°

In response to this Confederate move, orders came from Gen. Banks for Col. Donnelly to
withdraw his brigade through the town. In his official report published in 1885, Brig. Gen.
Alpheus S. Williams commanding the Union 1% Division of the Department of the Shenandoah
revealed that this was Col. Donnelly’s second retrograde movement of the battle. His brigade’s
initial withdrawal was conducted with a respectable amount of order.*

Gary W. Gallagher included in his edited work entitled The Shenandoah Valley
Campaign of 1862 that in conjunction with Brig. Gen. Trimble’s flanking movement Jackson
brought up the rest of his artillery along the Valley Turnpike. With that action, a duel ensued

between the Union guns on Bower’s Hill and the Confederate left flank. The Union brigade
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commander Col. Gordon used his infantry to support the Union artillery. For a while, it seemed
the Union right would not only hold, but it seemed they might turn the Confederate left flank.*?

The British military historian G. F. R. Henderson published a book first in 1898 which
was released by Project Gutenberg in 1995 about the Shenandoah Campaign. In it, Henderson
talked about how Stonewall Jackson offered a conclusive response to the Union threat from
Bower’s Hill. Brig. Gen. Charles S. Winder’s Stonewall Brigade was maintaining the primary
Confederate position facing Bower’s Hill. To support him, Jackson ordered up the brigades of
Col. Samuel V. Fulkerson, Col. J. A. Campbell and Brig. Gen. Arnold Elzey.*

The significance of these developments by both General Jackson and General Banks was
twofold. First, the Confederates successfully applied pressure to both Union flanks.
Additionally, the Confederate artillery eventually outgunned the Union artillery on Bower’s Hill.
Second, the Federals began to realize that they were being overrun by Jackson’s army. The
result of these developments would soon be seen as the end of the battle approached.

The combined pressure of Ewell’s attack on Camp Hill and Jackson’s attack on Bower’s
Hill eventually proved to be too much for Banks’ forces. Disengagement for the Federals
became the most important thing. Ewell’s movement in conjunction with Confederate
maneuvers on the left beyond the Valley Pike put effective pressure on Banks’ Union lines.
This action caused the Union line to collapse on their left. Jackson deployed Brig. Gen. Richard
Taylor’s Louisiana brigade led by the Louisiana Tiger battalion in an attack on the Union right.
Taylor was reinforced by two regiments of Brig. Gen. William Booth Taliaferro’s brigade
supported by Scott’s brigade to the left along Abrams Creek. Taylor marched under fire to a

position overlapping the Union right and attacked Bower’s Hill.
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In his book entitled The Memoirs of General Turner Ashby and His Compeers, author
James B. Avirett elucidated upon the movements of Ewell on the Confederate right flank. Gen.
Jackson and Gen. Ewell acted cooperatively as Jackson’s division maneuvered against the Union
army on the left beyond the Valley Pike. Avirett described the pressure being put on Banks’
Union lines. This pressure became irresistible for the Federals.*

From the perspective of Banks’ command, things began to unravel. Union soldier David
Hunter Strother was a Union loyalist from Winchester, Virginia. He was also an officer in Gen.
Banks’ division at First Winchester. In his diary entitled A Virginia Yankee in the Civil War:
The Diaries of David Hunter Strother, editor Cecil D. Eby, Jr. unraveled the decision which led
to the Union evacuation of Winchester. Ewell’s attack caused the Union line to collapse on the
Federal left.»s

The Confederate left flank was located on the Valley Turnpike facing Bower’s Hill.
Jackson deployed Brig. Gen. Richard Taylor’s Louisiana brigade led by the Louisiana Tiger
battalion. A soldier in Brig. Gen. Winder’s Stonewall Brigade by the name of John O. Casler
wrote about this in his book entitled Four Years in the Stonewall Brigade. Casler broke down
what transpired as he described the Louisianans formation and march forward as being
marvelous. They marched to the attack as if in a parade formation in the face of heavy fire from
the Union artillery and infantry on Bower’s Hill.*

Brig. Gen. Taylor was reinforced by two regiments of Brig. Gen. William Booth
Taliaferro’s brigade. In his book entitled Life of Turner Ashby, author Thomas A. Ashby made it

plain that Taylor was also supported by Scott’s brigade to the left along Abrams Creek. Several
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of Taylor’s officers had been wounded in the movement toward Bower’s Hill. Regardless,
Jackson's forces preparing to advance on the prominence were in good order. They were
thoroughly ready for the attack.'’

As Brig. Gen. Taylor’s Louisianans moved toward their target, they marched under a
withering fire from the Union troops on Bower’s Hill. In his book entitled Stonewall Jackson as
Military Commander, historian John Selby went into detail about the Confederate choice of
action. Despite the conditions, the Confederates nevertheless continued to their assigned
position. In so doing, Taylor’s forces located themselves where they were overlapping the Union
right flank. From there, the Louisianans attacked Bower’s Hill.!

This stage of the battle began to produce more and more Union troops leaving the front
lines and moving through Winchester. This increasing exodus was welcomed by the populace of
the town. In fact, several residents of Winchester helped encourage the Federals to expedite their
retreat. This combined with the continued pursuit of Jackson’s troops created some important
consequences for the Banks’ northerners.

In the period immediately following the ruinous defeat of Gen. Banks’ Federals at the
First Battle of Winchester, some strategic consequences resulted for both the Union and
Confederates. First, the Confederate assault swept irresistibly forward over the crest in the face
of determined resistance and overran a battery taking two rifled guns. Second, with Banks’
7,000 Union troops being attacked on three sides by 16,000 Confederates, collapse was
inevitable. Third, the Union right flank under Gordon’s command gave way just as the left flank
was being pressured by Ewell. Fourth, Union soldiers began streaming back into town. Fifth,

the northerners were soon stampeding north through Winchester in a panicked retreat.
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John Selby continued by conveying that the Confederate assault by Brig. Gen. Taylor’s
Louisianans swept irresistibly forward. They successfully moved over the crest of Bower’s Hill.
The Union brigade put up a determined resistance. However, it was too little too late. The
Confederates overran a battery taking the previously mentioned rifled guns.®

Gen. Banks’ 7,000 Union troops were being attacked on three sides by 16,000
Confederates. In his book entitled General Turner Ashby, the Centaur of the South, Clarence
Thomas made it plain that Banks’ collapse was inevitable. This was very similar to the
experience of Stonewall Jackson at Kernstown back in March 1862. Jackson attempted to attack
a force over twice his command’s size. Here at Winchester the only difference was that Banks
was attempting to resist the assault of a force over twice his command’s size.?

The Union right flank under Gordon’s command gave way. Simultaneously, the Union
left flank gave way under the pressure of Ewell. In his book entitled Campaigns of the Army of
the Potomac: A Critical History of Operations in Virginia, Maryland and Pennsylvania from the
Commencement to the Close of the War, 1861-1865, author William Swinton explained that the
Union collapse was complete. At first, the Union regiments withdrew from their positions in a
somewhat organized and controlled manner. With increased Confederate artillery and infantry
pressure once the withdrawal began, the organized withdrawal transformed into a rout.

Union soldiers began streaming back into town. In their edited work began in 1884 and
completed in 1887 entitled Battles and Leaders of the Civil War, Volume 2, historians Robert

Underwood Johnson and Clarence Clough Buel analyzed the Union withdrawal. The Union
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regiments became hopelessly intertwined as they attempted to find escape through Winchester.
The resulting panic put many of the Union soldiers in what amounted to a turkey shoot in the
streets of the town. The Confederate citizens of Winchester cheered and jeered at the panicked
Federal soldiers running through the streets looking over their shoulders.?

Soon, the soldiers of Banks’ command were stampeding north through and out of
Winchester. In his book entitled Lee’s Lieutenants: A Study in Command, Volume I — Manassas
to Malvern Hill, Douglas Southall Freeman clarified that Stonewall Jackson could not muster his
cavalry to pursue the Union division. Had he been able to muster a significant part of his
cavalry, Jackson may have been able to capture or destroy the division commanded by General
Banks. Instead, Jackson had to pursue Banks with his artillery and infantry. The result was that
the Federal division was able to successfully escape.®

Stonewall Jackson had been able to successfully attack an extremely weakened Nathaniel
Banks at Winchester in late May 1862. Jackson’s victory in detail over the Union division sent
Banks running north out of the Valley. The Confederate general had made a profound statement
in his treatment of the Federal division at Winchester. The Union military leaders in the field
were no match for Jackson at either Front Royal or Winchester. Furthermore, Jackson continued

to emphasize his point in the action which would immediately follow his victory at Winchester.

Jackson’s Demonstration Against Harper's Ferry and Williamsport
With the command of General Banks fleeing in confusion out of Winchester, it would
have been possible and maybe even likely that the Federal division would have been destroyed

as it retired chaotically north. Unfortunately, Stonewall Jackson did not have access
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immediately to his cavalry. However, that did not mean that Jackson could not harass and
further damage Banks’ command. In fact, that is exactly what Jackson attempted to do.
Jackson’s intention was to demonstrate against Harper's Ferry and Williamsport which he did on
May 29-30, 1862. Jackson in effect chased Banks north to make sure he kept heading away from
the Valley. Jackson’s desire was to once and for all clear his beloved Shenandoah Valley of
Union troops.

The movement of both the Union and Confederate forces followed a clear pattern. The
arrangement of Confederate and Union military assets for their use after the battle of Winchester
followed the general direction of a move north. For the Union command of Nathaniel Banks, the
intention was to move as quickly as possible out of harm’s way to the north. For the Confederate
command of Stonewall Jackson, the intention was to move north to capture or destroy Banks’
command. The initial developments consisted of five actions. To begin, Banks withdrew north
first to Martinsburg. Following a brief rest in Martinsburg, Banks” command continued north to
the Potomac River. Next, the Federals retreated to the Potomac River at Williamsport,
Maryland. Nearby in Harper’s Ferry, Brig. Gen. Rufus Saxton took command to put in place a
sufficient defense of the vital crossing of the Potomac River. Finally, the Confederate pursuit
was lethargic as the troops were exhausted from the non-stop marching of the previous week
under Jackson’s command.

General Banks withdrew his command north first to Martinsburg. Shortly after the war,
Stonewall Jackson’s chief of staff Robert L. Dabney explained in his book entitled Life and
Campaigns of Lt. General T. J. (Stonewall) Jackson that Banks organized his escaping division
into two general columns. Those columns coincided roughly with the two brigades of his

division. Those two columns were separated generally by the Valley Turnpike heading north out
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of Winchester. Once the Federal columns were well north of Winchester, they were able to
successfully reestablish their cohesion including the deployment of a rear-guard element.?

After resting in Martinsburg, Banks’ command continued north to the Potomac River.
Robert Tanner described that the general knew his command was extremely vulnerable. Because
of this, Banks did not want to expose them to another attack by Stonewall Jackson. Even so,
General Banks did consider establishing defensive positions at Martinsburg. Eventually, the
Union general decided against this and continued north.?

From Martinsburg, the Federals soon retreated to the Potomac River at Williamsport,
Maryland. Richard R. Duncan expounded that General Banks considered the reconstitution of
his command at Williamsport across the Potomac to be a significant victory for his troops. The
fact remained that the Federal movements of Banks’ division were a retreat. He had been
thoroughly defeated at Winchester. He had been chased in a lackluster manner but effectively by
the Confederates across West Virginia to Maryland.?

At Harper’s Ferry, Brig. Gen. Rufus Saxton was placed in command. His assignment
was to put in place a sufficient defense of the vital crossing of the Potomac River at that juncture.
In his book entitled Battle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era, author James M. McPherson
illustrated how Stonewall Jackson dispatched the Stonewall Brigade to demonstrate near
Harper’s Ferry. Saxton knew his command at Harper’s Ferry was not large enough to resist a
concentrated attack of a sizable Confederate force. However, his command was large enough to

discourage an attack by a single Confederate brigade. After making a nominal threatening
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gesture at Harper’s Ferry, Brig. Gen. Charles Winder who commanded the Stonewall Brigade
ordered their withdrawal back up the Valley.

Donald C. Pfanz pointed out that the Confederate pursuit of the defeated Union division
of Gen. Banks was ineffective. Perhaps the same exertions were responsible for the lack of
cohesiveness seen regarding the Confederate cavalry after First Winchester. Regardless, a prime
opportunity for Stonewall Jackson to deal a devastating blow to the Union cause in the Valley
was missed as Banks escaped.?

Overall, the mad dash Gen. Banks made to the Potomac River after the debacle at
Winchester served to showcase the lack of ability of the Union leadership to defeat Stonewall
Jackson in the Shenandoah Valley. Gen. Jackson’s demonstration north of Winchester after the
battle demonstrated his understanding of the strategic need to press the Federals into leaving the
Valley altogether. Both perspectives point to the hinge pin events immediately proceeding from
the battle at Winchester.

The point at which the significant change occurred in Jackson’s demonstration toward
Harper’s Ferry and Williamsport, Maryland can clearly be found in the developments during this
action. First, many Union prisoners did fall into Confederate hands. Second, Brig. Gen. Turner
Ashby’s cavalry was disorganized from the actions of the preceding days. Third, Ashby himself
could not be located to bring his cavalry to bear. Fourth, Ashby’s troopers did not pursue until
Banks had already reached the Potomac River. Fifth, efforts to mount weary infantrymen on

artillery horses failed.
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The Confederates conducted operations to show pursuit of Banks’ command after
Winchester. John O. Casler who had served in the Stonewall Brigade of Jackson’s division
revealed that these operations did result in many Union prisoners falling into Confederate hands.
Confederate cavalry scooped up whole squads at a time along the route to Williamsport. The
transference of these Union soldiers to prisoner camps limited the scope of these operations. In
the end, thousands of Federal soldiers were captured.?®

Brig. Gen. Turner Ashby’s cavalry which had been drawn primarily from men of the
Shenandoah Valley became disorganized and exhausted from the actions of the preceding days.
Jonathan A. Noyalas spelled out how Stonewall Jackson was dismayed at the lack of availability
of his cavalry during the Harper’s Ferry and Williamsport pursuit. Every effort was made to
catch up to the Union troops, but they were highly motivated to escape. Jackson did dispatch
one of his aides to acquire the efforts of Gen. Ewell’s cavalry, but that commander refused to
comply until he received orders from Ewell. The resulting delay allowed for the Union army to
add additional distance between themselves and their pursuers.®

In addition to the complete failure of the cavalry attached to Gen. Ewell’s command,
Ashby himself could not be located to bring his cavalry to bear. Historian Gary W. Gallagher
elucidated Ashby’s explanation when he was confronted about his lack of availability when Gen.
Jackson needed him most. Ashby’s explanation basically stated that he was leading his cavalry
on the Confederate left flank to keep them from being outflanked by the enemy. However,

Gallagher continued, Jackson had previously identified one of Ashby’s drawbacks as a
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commander who consistently failed to instill discipline in his command. The result was the lack
of a key asset being available for Jackson at a time when he really could have used it.*

By the time Ashby’s troopers joined in the pursuit of the Union division, Banks had
already reached the Potomac River. S. C. Gwynne broke down the three implications of this for
Jackson’s command. To begin, supply trains which could have been captured for the
Confederacy were preserved for the Union. Next, Banks’s command was safely located across
the Potomac River and available for future use. Last, Union troops were still present in the
Shenandoah Valley.

There was one last display of futility in Stonewall Jackson’s efforts to pursue Banks’
retreating division. In one entry of the official record about the Battle of Winchester provided by
Gen. Jackson’s aide A. S. Pendleton, it was recorded that efforts were made to mount weary
infantrymen on artillery horses with the intention of pursuing the Union forces. This effort
failed.*®

The developments during Jackson’s demonstration toward Harper’s Ferry and
Williamsport, Maryland after his victory at Winchester began to define his role in the
Shenandoah Valley. Union Gen. Banks’ withdrawal from the difficult position he found himself
in confirmed the Confederate upper hand in the Valley. With the departure of Banks’ troops
from Winchester, the Union general had to contend with Jackson’s troops even as his own forces

moved rapidly away toward the Potomac River.
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Watching Banks’ division move farther away from his own army generated strong
feelings within Gen. Jackson. At first, he was desperate to engage Banks with his cavalry. Soon
he hoped that the second-best option of utilizing his artillery to damage Banks’ division would
suffice. Very quickly Jackson realized that his artillery only increased the speed of the Union
withdrawal. In the end, the Confederate general had to resign himself to the fact that Banks’
division was indeed escaping from Jackson. However, Stonewall Jackson could still harass
Banks’ troops even as the Union general rapidly moved his division to the river. Banks’
disengagement transpired in five actions. First, Jackson did indeed resign himself to two days of
necessary rest and recuperation at Winchester which allowed Banks the time to escape towards
Williamsport. Second, Jackson learned from Ashby that his cavalry’s absence was due to
Ashby’s having headed for Berryville to prevent a possible Union escape from Winchester
towards Snicker’s Gap to the east. Third, the Union commander ordered his troops to cross the
Potomac River at Williamsport into Maryland. Fourth, Jackson allowed his troops a rest about
five miles north of Winchester. Fifth, once everyone was rested, Jackson’s command resumed
the pursuit of Banks to the Potomac River.

Having accepted the inevitability of Banks’ escape, Jackson permitted his command to
two days of necessary rest and recuperation at Winchester. The general retired to the Taylor
Hotel in Winchester where he declined food that was offered to him. He went straight to his
room, flopped down on his bed, and slept until the next day. Jackson was so fatigued that he
slept with his uniform and boots on.3

The next day on May 26, 1862, Jackson learned from Ashby that his cavalry’s absence

was due to Ashby’s having headed for Berryville to prevent a possible Union escape from
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Winchester towards Snicker’s Gap to the east. Such an action was not uncommon for cavalry,
but Jackson was confused as to why Ashby did not check in with him in the heat of the battle.
Not all historians have been gracious to Turner Ashby for his actions at Winchester referring to
those actions as an “independent enterprise.” Giving Ashby the benefit of the doubt could make
his explanation plausible. Either way, the cavalry was not available to Gen. Jackson when Gen.
Banks was retreating.

Banks’ Federal division had successfully escaped the clutches of Stonewall Jackson’s
forces after being soundly defeated at Winchester. He guided his beleaguered troops as they
retreated from Winchester across the Potomac River at Williamsport into Maryland. Their
march was a long one completed in a time frame which most likely impressed Stonewall
Jackson. Fear of a prisoner of war camp or death can motivate tired soldiers to continue moving
quickly. Banks lost many good soldiers and a great deal of supplies to the Confederates as a
result of Winchester, but the general interestingly interpreted the retreat to Maryland as a
victory.3

Realizing the uselessness of pursuit without cavalry, Stonewall Jackson halted the pursuit
of Banks’ Union division with his exhausted infantry and artillery about five miles north of
Winchester. Before Jackson retired to the Taylor Hotel, he allowed his troops to bivouac and
rest at that location. The Confederates had experienced very little rest for over forty-eight hours
with almost continuous marching and fighting.*

Once rested, Jackson’s command resumed the pursuit of Banks to the Potomac River.

The Confederate leader accepted the reality that Gen. Banks was out of reach for the moment.
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However, Jackson also realized that he might yet negatively impact the Union effort in the
Valley in two ways. First, he could put a true scare in the Union leadership by feinting a move
across the Potomac River toward Washington, D.C. Second, Jackson’s command could position
themselves in such a way as to take advantage of any weakness in the Union position at Harper’s
Ferry. If a successful attack could be carried out there, all Union troops in the Valley could be
pushed out completely.3

General Jackson had reluctantly accepted that Banks’ division was escaping. Even so,
Stonewall Jackson continued to harass Banks’ troops even as the Union general rapidly moved
his division to the Potomac River. The fruit of Jackson’s victory at Winchester was profound.
There were the physical benefits obtained in captured supplies and reduction of the Union
division under Banks’ command. There were also some significant strategic benefits acquired by
the Confederates.

The advantages gained for the Confederacy by Jackson’s victory at Winchester were
important. Furthermore, additional damage was inflicted on the Union army retreating to the
Potomac. With this came additional benefit for the South. To begin, there were serious losses
inflicted on the Federal forces with light losses to Jackson’s army. Next, adding these losses to
Banks’ losses at Front Royal, the wisdom in Banks’ action to remove his force from the
Shenandoah Valley was reinforced. Not lost on the situation was the importance for the
Confederacy of Banks’ exit from the region. Additionally, Jackson demonstrated his ability to
achieve force concentration early in the fighting at Winchester which allowed him to secure a
more decisive victory than he had in previous battles of the Valley campaign. Subsequently, the

First Battle of Winchester was a major victory in Jackson's Valley Campaign both tactically and
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strategically. Ultimately, Union plans for the Peninsula Campaign, an offensive against
Richmond, were disrupted by Jackson's audacity. Strategically, thousands of Union
reinforcements were diverted to the Valley and the defense of Washington, D.C. and made
unavailable to Union Gen. McClellan at Richmond.

Union losses were reported as 2,019 at Winchester and the subsequent withdrawal
through West Virginia to Maryland. Confederate losses were listed as 400 with sixty-eight
killed, 329 wounded, and three missing. In the compilation of the official record of the battle,
both Gen. Banks and Gen. Jackson listed their respective casualty reports. The numbers alone
are indicative of the immense cost of the battle for the northern cause.®

In addition to the actual casualties, the official report of General Banks indicated that
between May 23™ and May 25" Banks lost between 2,769 and 3,030 prisoners from his original
8,500 men. Of these, 1,603 were lost at Front Royal. The conservative aggregate loss for the
Federals between Front Royal and Winchester amounted to fifty-six percent of their total forces
prior to the action. If the number was higher for the Union, their aggregate loss could have been
almost two-thirds of their original force. Those losses are staggering considering what was
accomplished by Banks’ force in the Valley.*

Robert G. Tanner interpreted that prior to Front Royal and Winchester, Jackson was
stymied by developments which denied him a decisive victory against the Federal forces in the
Valley. One of those details was Jackson's lack of success in achieving force concentration early

in the fighting. He achieved a more decisive victory because he was able to secure force
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concentration at Front Royal and Winchester. Associate Jackson’s unification of his forces with
those of Gen. Ewell, and the power imposed on Banks’ Union command was irresistible.*

Robert Underwood Johnson and Clarence Clough Buel pointed out that the First Battle of
Winchester was a major victory in Jackson's Valley Campaign both tactically and strategically.
At Winchester, Stonewall Jackson was able to effectively implement the tactical flanking
strategy which would serve him well in future battles in eastern Virginia with Gen. Lee. A
classic military maneuver, Jackson’s flanking of Banks’ right turned the Union army. This
development collapsed Banks’ left flank. This development sent the entire Union force reeling
through the streets of Winchester.*

Strategically, Union plans for the Peninsula Campaign were disrupted by Jackson's
audacity. The Peninsula Campaign was an offensive planned against Richmond, Virginia by
Gen. McClellan. Because of Stonewall Jackson’s success in the Shenandoah Valley, thousands
of Union reinforcements were diverted to the Valley. In addition, crucial troops for McClellan
were also diverted to the defense of Washington, D.C. This served to even the odds for
subsequent Confederate action to remove the threat to their capital.

The advantages gained for the Confederacy by Jackson’s victory at Winchester and Front
Royal were important. He had dealt a heavy blow to the strength of a powerful enemy force
arrayed against him in the Shenandoah Valley. He had secured a large cache of supplies for his

army and the Confederate storehouse in Staunton, Virginia. Jackson had at least temporarily
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removed any Union presence from his beloved Shenandoah Valley. Soon, Stonewall Jackson

would make a demonstrative statement about his control of the Valley.

Jackson's Army Marched through Winchester

Soon after his dramatic victory at the First Battle of Winchester, Stonewall Jackson
marched at least part of his Confederate army into the streets of the town. Jackson had multiple
reasons for this behavior. In his 2000 book entitled Reality Therapy for the 21% Century, author
and psychologist Robert E. Wubbolding described all behavior as being purposeful. Everyone
has a reason for doing everything they do. The reason for this purposeful behavior is to
accomplish some important goal.* For Stonewall Jackson, his purposeful plans for marching his
troops into Winchester was thoughtfully planned out for a purpose. His behavior included
planning his entry into Winchester, the conduct of the march by his soldiers, how he would
posture himself after entering the town, and the strategic significance this action would play in
the overall scheme of things in the Valley. Stonewall Jackson’s formal entry into Winchester
was intended to accomplish his overall purpose of sending a demonstrative statement about his
control of the Valley to both Washington, D.C. and Richmond, Virginia.

In considering Stonewall Jackson’s planning for his entry into the town of Winchester, it
is important to examine cursorily his thought process at the beginning. The general knew there
were both loyalists and rebels living in Winchester. Jackson wanted to send a message to those
residents of the town who supported the Confederate cause. He wanted to celebrate the military
victory with them, but he also knew there were those in town who supported the North. His

entry into town would send a message to them as well. For some people, it would be a
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celebration. For others, it would be a somber time. For those whom it would be a celebration,
they were sure to be very demonstrative about their rejoicing.

People on both sides of the issue recorded their thoughts and perceptions of what took
place in their diaries. The American Civil War was the first time in history when a war and the
home front were recorded so prolifically for posterity. This fact has also made it so much easier
for historians to reflect on what took place in the United States at this time.

The Confederate return to Winchester during the 1862 Valley Campaign marked a
military success for sure. However, more outcomes came from that moment than a military
celebration. In The Life of Stonewall Jackson: From Official Papers, Contemporary Narratives,
and Personal Acquaintances published in 1863 and authored by John Esten Cooke and John
Moncure Daniel, Cooke and Daniel revealed that Jackson intended to send a message to
supporters and enemies of the Confederacy who lived in the border town of Winchester,
Virginia. In atown which changed hands during the war seventy-seven times, Jackson wanted to
reassure the Confederate citizens of Winchester that he had their best interests at heart. To those
in Winchester who considered themselves enemies of the Confederacy, one can be sure that
Jackson would not mind them realizing that they were welcome to leave at their convenience.*

To be sure, more than roads and troops converged on Winchester that day. Ideas clashed
too. In his article entitled “Dueling Diarists in Winchester” published in the Civil War Times,
Jerry W. Holsworth spelled out how the residents of Winchester reacted to Stonewall Jackson’s
entry into their fair town. For some, it was genuinely a time of celebration and rejoicing. They
had been repatriated to their beloved nation once again. For others, it was a sad time of

reoccupation by the dreaded enemy. One thing is for certain, it can be difficult for modernity to
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completely comprehend the stark emotions people would have felt at this time regardless of their
perspective.*

It cannot be denied that Southern sympathizing civilians in Winchester met the
Confederate army with frenzied excitement. Richard R. Duncan told of how they greeted the
soldiers with cheers and handshakes. The women greeted the grungy soldiers with hugs and
kisses. They gave them pies and food. What is profound is how they recorded it in their diaries.
One example of this was the entry into her diary of Laura Lee who wrote “Thanks be to the Lord,
we are free!!!” She followed those words with eighteen exclamation marks. One important
dichotomy Duncan pointed out was how people who supported a government which made
slavery legal could make such a fuss over being free.*’

Stonewall Jackson had a purpose for his entry into Winchester. In examining his
reasoning, we understand that Jackson knew there were both loyalists and rebels living in
Winchester. The general intended to reassure and encourage the Confederates who had been
living under Union control since early March 1862. Gen. Jackson was a very reserved man, but
he could get caught up in a celebratory moment as well as the next guy. As such, Jackson
needed to give civilians and soldiers alike the freedom and opportunity to rejoice.

Before the civilians in Winchester who were likely to celebrate the capture of the town by
Stonewall Jackson’s army could do so, all Federal soldiers needed to be neutralized. To
prematurely celebrate the defeat of the Union forces had been promised the punishment of being
fired upon by the Federal soldiers. Neutralization occurred in three ways. First, Union soldiers
who successfully ran away from the attacking Confederates were no longer in the vicinity by

their own volition. Second, many Union soldiers were taken prisoner either because they were

46 Jerry W. Holsworth, “Dueling Diarists in Winchester,” Civil War Times 45, No. 4 (June 2006), 16.
47 Richard R. Duncan, Beleaguered Winchester: A Virginia Community at War, 1861-1865 (Baton Rouge:
LSU Press, 2007), 101.

92



wounded or overwhelmed by Jackson’s men. Third, many Union soldiers were killed. Several
actions took place as Gen. Banks’ men retreated and Jackson’s men pursued them.

To begin, Jackson and his shouting rebel soldiers entered Winchester from the south as
the retreating Federals were moving north. One of Stonewall Jackson’s subordinate commanders
at the First Battle of Winchester was Richard Taylor who commanded the infantry which became
known as the “Louisiana Tigers.” In his article published in The North American Review and
entitled “Stonewall Jackson and the Valley Campaign,” Taylor elucidated about the general
demeanor of his commander. As the Union lines broke and the northern soldiers began to run,
Stonewall Jackson gave his men the permission to shout. Shout, they did. The shouting of the
Confederate soldiers made it clear to the Union soldiers that they had better run — and fast.*

Pockets of Union resistance were quickly overwhelmed. James Avirett who compiled
memoirs about Turner Ashby’s actions in the Shenandoah Valley rendered a story about the
commander of the 29th Pennsylvania Infantry Regiment. Col. John K. Murphy was a very large
man who could not move quickly as a leader on the battlefield. When the Confederates overran
Winchester, Murphy’s unit found themselves cornered in the town. He exhorted his men that
every man was for himself. Murphy encouraged his men to run for their lives. He, however,
was taken prisoner by Jackson’s men.*

The Confederate officers and soldiers charged or marched through the streets of
Winchester. Richard Taylor pointed out that the Union soldiers who had been hunting for
Stonewall Jackson’s command were now themselves the ones being hunted by Jackson’s men.

One can only surmise why some of the Confederate soldiers were charging while others were
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marching through the town streets. Those who moved quickly were rewarded with prisoners and
bounty. Those who marched through town were greeted as conquering heroes. Either way, it
was a good day for Jackson’s army.*

From the northern perspective, what they had to endure at the hands of the southerners
was perceived as disastrous. Winchester native and northern military officer David Hunter
identified many of the Union accounts of the day as describing both Confederate civilian and
military personnel as almost blood lusting. The Winchester natives who supported the
Confederacy believed the Federals to be oppressors and just plain mean. Some of the local
civilians brought their pistols to the windows and took potshots at their hated Yankee
“oppressors.”s!

When Stonewall Jackson was defeated by Gen. Banks at the First Battle of Kernstown in
March 1862, he had to reluctantly retreat south along the Valley Turnpike. Author Douglas
Southall Freeman brought out the concept that the civilians in Winchester felt abandoned by
Jackson to the occupation of the northern army under Gen. Banks. As the Confederate army
returned to Winchester at the end of the First Battle of Winchester, those same folks were happy
to see the return of Jackson. They came out to their doorsteps to welcome back the general and
army that had “abandoned” them the previous March.®

The return of Stonewall Jackson’s army to Winchester after he defeated Gen. Banks was
significant as Gen. Banks’ men retreated, and Jackson’s men pursued them. Loyal Union

supporters in Winchester were dismayed at Jackson’s return. Confederate supporters in the town
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were elated at his return. The Confederate soldiers were satisfied with an exhausting job well
done at Winchester. The northern soldiers retreated northward with the realization that they had
been thoroughly whipped by Jackson. Needing to find some good in their efforts of that last few
days, the Union soldiers were provided a congratulatory perspective by Gen. Banks for
conducting a good retreat. After Jackson’s entry into Winchester, there were still more
perspectives to be found.

It just makes sense that the victors at Winchester would see the battle there as having
gone well. Likewise, the defeated would perceive the battle as having gone poorly. The reality
is that there were mixed feelings by people on both sides. There were those Union sympathizers
in Winchester who were beginning to despair of Union prospects in the war. Even the
redoubtable Stonewall Jackson was not completely satisfied with the outcome of the battle.

Winchester resident Julia Chase lamented the sorry state of affairs for the Union in her
journals. According to the editor of the book containing her diary entitled Winchester Divided:
The Civil War Diaries of Julia Chase & Laura Lee edited by Michael G. Mahon, Chase wrote,
“Oh, what an awful day tis has been. God grant | may never see the like again. The Confederate
Army are in full possession of Winchester again. Gen. Banks has retreated in great disorder —
why did he not act differently. Me thinks the women could have managed affairs better....”
Clearly Ms. Chase has become disillusioned with the ability of the Union leaders to successfully
prosecute the war. She sardonically suggests that a woman, perhaps she was thinking of herself,
could do better than Gen. Banks. Regardless, there was clearly disgruntlement with the Union in

Winchester.33
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For the Confederates, early in 1862 the Confederate officers and soldiers in the ranks
disdainfully regarded Stonewall Jackson unworthy or inferior as a general. They gave him the
derisive nickname “Old Tom Fool” clearly questioning his abilities. Historian Robert G. Tanner
made it plain that the First Battle of Winchester began to change all that. Differing opinions
were developing about Jackson as he began to transform from “Old Tom Fool” to “Mighty
Stonewall” in the minds of his men. Similarly, the same perception was occurring in the minds
of the Confederate government and populace. It seemed that almost overnight Stonewall
Jackson was becoming a hero to the Confederate people.>

Given the modifications taking place in the minds of the people of the North and South, it
is interesting that Stonewall Jackson himself felt conflicted about the success of the day at First
Winchester. Annalist John Selby threw light upon Jackson’s desperation to put his cavalry into
action to gain a decisive defeat of Gen. Banks as that general tried to get his men safely away
from the Confederates. The only problem was that Jackson’s cavalry was unavailable to him at
the most crucial of times. Eventually, Jackson became resigned to the fact that he had to
abandon his idea of pursuing and possibly destroying a major Union military force operating in
the Shenandoah Valley. This is indeed striking in a battle where the Confederates clearly won a
decisive victory.%

Additionally, Robert Dabney made it plain that it is meaningful to understand that
Jackson was thrilled to free his civilian friends from Union occupation. In the same vein, it was
wonderful to Jackson that he had achieved a decisive military victory over the Federals. Not
insignificant was the capture of needed supplies from the Union army. In truth, Gen. Banks was

given the nickname by the Confederate soldiers of “Commissary Banks.” The reason for this is
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that he provided so many supplies through captured supply wagons to the South in his many
defeats at their hands.*

Despite his overwhelming success at Winchester, Jackson was still disappointed that he
could not effectively follow up his attack with a decisive pursuit. In his 1957 article published in
Civil War History and entitled “In the Valley of Virginia,” writer Clifford Dowdey put across
that Stonewall Jackson expressed his disappointment to his wife in a letter sent to her after First
Winchester. As he had many times before, Jackson tried to develop a more disciplined approach
within his cavalry in the Valley. In the end, Jackson had to accept that his army had missed a
prime opportunity to capture or destroy a significant Union military force after Winchester.*’

There were mixed feelings by people on both sides at the culmination of the First Battle
of Winchester. The Confederates at Winchester had the impression that the battle at Winchester
was a success. On the other hand, the loyalists in Winchester formed the opinion that the battle
at Winchester was a miserable failure. The situation following First Winchester projected the
Confederates into the stronger position for upcoming actions in the Valley. This placed
Stonewall Jackson into the position to be able to potentially design a powerful plan to strike
decisively at the Union military in the Valley.

The Confederates were in a powerful position in the Valley relative to that of their Union
counterparts. Even so, this advantageous situation came at a cost to three different groups of
people. First, there were uprooted lives as enslaved people in Winchester felt compelled to leave
after the Confederate victory due to the renewed threat to their freedom. Second, the heretofore

dominant Union citizens in Winchester were once again relegated to an occupied people. Third,
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many Confederate residents of Winchester experienced the death of their loved ones within a
short distance of their homes in the battle.

The Confederates in Winchester, Virginia celebrated as they felt liberated by Stonewall
Jackson’s Confederate forces. They were free to move around and conduct business without the
stifling oversight of Union military leadership. However, author James M. McPherson clarified
that there were two groups who did not feel free or liberated by the Confederate control of
Winchester. Slaves and Union loyalists living in or near Winchester were most decidedly
oppressed.s®

Originally from Winchester, Virginia, David Hunter Strother was a Virginia loyalist who
served with General Bank’s army. Along with the other Union soldiers, he left Winchester with
a profound disappointment at the results of the battle.>® Strother described the scene of enslaved
men, women, and children making the choice to leave bondage and their homes. These people
faced a terrifying and uncertain future.®

The triumphant day for the Confederate civilians in and near Winchester also held its
tragedies. As in any war, mothers and wives received the devastating news of the loss of their
loved ones. In his edited work, historian Gary W. Gallagher discussed that soldiers enlisted from
their own community were carried home dead or wounded.®* In some cases, according to

Jonathan Noyalas, dead sons perished nearly at their home doorsteps.
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In the end, the Confederates were the strongest military leaders in the Valley thanks to
the superior leadership of Stonewall Jackson. Even so, this advantage came at a high cost to
everyone involved. Despite the outstanding victory for Jackson at Winchester, the Civil War
continued raging on. Jackson’s success attracted the attention of powerful people in
Washington, D.C. This attention effectively put a target on Jackson. Subsequent events in the
Shenandoah Valley reminded everyone involved that Jackson and the Confederates were still

human and subject to the same human limitations as everyone else.

Brig. Gen. Turner Ashby Killed in Action

The reality of the Confederates having established themselves as the strongest military
leaders in the Shenandoah Valley because of Stonewall Jackson did not mean that the
southerners had no challenges in their conduct of the campaign. After the battle at Winchester,
President Lincoln assigned three different generals to capture or destroy Jackson’s Valley army.
Jackson assigned various segments of his command to keep the way clear for him to move the
army up the Valley. North of Winchester, Gen. Winder moved the Stonewall Brigade to slow
the Union advance from the east. South of Winchester, Gen. Ashby’s cavalry moved to slow the
advance of the Union forces coming from the west. In a seemingly minor skirmish near
Harrisonburg, a costly loss occurred for Jackson with Brig. Gen. Turner Ashby being killed in
action. Ashby’s life prior to his military service under Stonewall Jackson’s command contained
indicators of both his value and frustrations for Gen. Jackson. Even so, Ashby became an
integral part of Jackson’s Valley campaign. Despite Ashby’s characteristics, which in many
ways mirrored those of Stonewall Jackson, the fact of the cavalryman’s mortality could not be
denied. With Ashby’s death, the Confederates in the Shenandoah Valley were denied an asset to

conduct the campaign. Regardless, the final phase of Jackson’s Valley campaign demonstrated
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that no person was indispensable. The Union commanders errantly had begun to develop the
belief that Jackson was unbeatable. The key thing to take away from this incident, however, is
that Ashby’s death demonstrated that Jackson and the Confederates were still human and subject
to the same human limitations which perplexed their northern counterparts.

An examination of Turner Ashby’s life and death serves as an illustration of some
essential principles of not only war but also life in general. Prior to being assigned to Gen.
Jackson’s Valley army, Ashby had developed some practices and beliefs as a Virginia militia
commander of cavalry. These habits were indicators of both his value and future frustrations for
Jackson. His upbringing contained examples of how Turner Ashby became comfortable with
ignoring the complaints of those around him who might not agree with things Ashby was doing.
As a youth, Ashby preferred wandering the countryside rather than attending classes in school.
He was an excellent equestrian who demonstrated a marked ability to handle horses in a rather
unorthodox manner. Turner Ashby enjoyed some success at both business and farming, but his
real calling proved to be commanding cavalry in the military. The death of his brother Richard
at the hands of the Yankees in northern Virginia led to a strong hatred of all Northerners.

To gain an understanding of who Turner Ashby was, it is important to consider the
uniqueness of his life from the beginning as presented by James B. Avirett. Turner Ashby Jr.
was born at Rose Bank Plantation near Markham in Fauquier County, Virginia. His parents were
Turner Ashby Sr. and Dorothea Green Ashby. As a child, the lad often played in the waters of
nearby Goose Creek. He made a pet of a wolf Turner named "Lupus.” His neighbors demanded
that he get rid of the wolf. Even as a boy, Turner Ashby demonstrated a willingness to ignore

the demands of those around him.#3

83 James B. Avirett, The Memoirs of General Turner Ashby and His Compeers (Baltimore: Selby &
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At a young age, Turner Ashby’s father died. Thomas A. Ashby described the efforts of
Turner Ashby’s mother to find a man who could tutor both Turner and his brother in acquiring
an education and learn what it meant to be a man. To do so, Mrs. Ashby hired a Mr.
Underwood. After a time, Ashby’s mother chose to send him to an actual school nearby ran by a
Major Ambler. Even with all these efforts by Turner Ashby’s mother to provide an adequate
education to her son, Ashby demonstrated a strong desire to wander the countryside rather than
attend classes.*

Chronicler Thomas A. Ashby disclosed that Turner Ashby became an accomplished
horseman at an early age. Turner often participated in equestrian tournaments winning many
along the way. Thomas Ashby recounted a story from Turner Ashby’s youth in which he
dressed as an Indian chief and rode in a tournament with neither bridle nor saddle. As a young
adult, he bought a residence near his childhood home and named it Wolfe's Crag.®

Clarence Thomas expounded on Ashby’s modest success at both business and farming.
Turner Ashby joined with a Mr. Sommerville as a partner in a milling business on the property of
Turner’s father. It went well enough to be later sold by Turner’s mother to a neighbor named
Edward Carrington Marshall. Marshall obtained the business for the Manassas Gap Railroad in
northern Virginia.

In an 1862 article entitled “General Turner Ashby” published in The Southern Illustrated
News, writers Ayers and Wade explained that after John Brown’s raid at Harper’s Ferry, Turner
Ashby’s recruited company of cavalrymen from northern Virginia joined with some Marylanders

to form Company G of the Seventh Virginia Cavalry. Serving under the command originally of
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Col. Angus McDonald, Ashby took over command when McDonald was transferred to another
assignment. It was during this time that a cornerstone event took place that directed Turner
Ashby’s life as a soldier. Ashby's brother Richard was killed skirmishing with a Union patrol
along the Potomac in June 1861. Hearing rumors that his brother had been bayoneted while
trying to surrender, Ashby examined the corpse and confirmed the rumors. Henceforth, Turner
Ashby came to hate Northerners and became obsessed with revenge.®

It is true that Turner Ashby was extremely valuable to Gen. Jackson and the Confederacy
as a cavalry officer during the Shenandoah Valley campaign. It is equally true that he was a
source of frustration for Jackson. This was so because Ashby was set on performing his duties in
his own way. It certainly makes sense that Ashby would perform his duties in his own way.
Although obedience to the commands of his superior officer would be essential to military
operations, those actions could only be conducted in the manner which Turner Ashby was
capable. Overall, he demonstrated that he was an excellent cavalry commander.

Part of Stonewall Jackson’s frustration with Turner Ashby was Ashby’s disdain for
discipline in his command. Col. Ashby was able to maintain his regiment and motivate them to
conduct difficult military operations as militiamen because he earned their loyalty primarily
through being considered by his men as one of them. When the 7" was incorporated into Gen.
Jackson’s command in early 1862, the regiment’s performance under Ashby’s leadership became
well known. Ashby became well known in both the North and the South.

In the spring of 1862, the 7™ Virginia Cavalry Regiment took part in Jackson's Valley
Campaign. S. C. Gwynne clarified that part of the 7" Virginia was the first Confederate horse

artillery organized in Virginia by Ashby known as Chew's Battery. This fast-moving artillery
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battery was able to keep up with the rest of Ashby’s mounted cavalry. Together they moved
around the Valley providing effective support for Jackson’s division. Ashby’s regiment grew
rapidly in 1862 to a great extent because of the way his exploits captured the imagination of the
young men of Virginia in their desire to serve their nation and gain prestige as cavalrymen.s

The exploits of the 7" Virginia and its commander, Turner Ashby, became famous on
both sides of the war. Peter Cozzens described the fame bestowed upon Ashby and his
cavalrymen as spreading not only in North America but also in Europe. Both Gen. Jackson and
Turner Ashby along with their respective commands to a great extent kept the Confederacy in
consideration for European recognition early in the Civil War. Journalists both North and South
offered regular accounts of the accomplishments of both men in the Shenandoah Valley
throughout 1862.%°

As Jackson’s cavalry commander, Ashby provided daring and capable cavalry leadership
for the general at the battles of Kernstown, McDowell, Front Royal, and Winchester. John Esten
Cooke and John Moncure Daniel in 1863 pointed out that at least in part due to the effective
work of Turner Ashby officials in the Union became concerned enough about the Confederate
abilities to assign multiple armies to capture or destroy Stonewall Jackson’s forces in the
Shenandoah Valley. From the west, Pres. Lincoln ordered Gen. Frémont to move from Franklin,
West Virginia to block Jackson’s ability to move up the Valley by positioning Frémont’s army at
Strasburg, Virginia on the Valley Turnpike. Lincoln ordered Gen. McDowell to move his army

west from eastern Virginia to the Front Royal area for the purpose of blocking Jackson’s escape
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east. From the north, Pres. Lincoln ordered Gen. Banks to move back up the Valley once again
to pressure Jackson into moving into the trap being set for him by Frémont and McDowell.”

As the Federals began to spring their trap on the Confederates, Jackson ordered his army
to withdraw from the pressure of Maj. Gen. John C. Frémont's superior forces moving from
Harrisonburg toward Port Republic. The Military Historical Society of Massachusetts recorded
the Union perspective of the Confederate movement in early June 1862. Not desiring to wait for
the northerners to corner his men, Jackson ordered Gen. Ewell to pivot between Winchester and
Front Royal toward the Valley Turnpike. For his part, Jackson ordered his division to likewise
pivot west of the Turnpike placing both divisions south of the intended Union ambush.™

For Jackson’s division, Ashby commanded the rear guard. Gen. Jackson’s report in the
official record (OR) of the activities in the area in early June revealed that Ashby’s cavalry
effectively shielded Jackson’s division from Gen. Frémont’s forces. Apparently, Gen. Frémont
positioned his division north of Strasburg where he intended to wait for Jackson’s attack. This
allowed Jackson to move his division safely past Strasburg to a position south of that town at a
place called Cross Key.™

As an integral part of Jackson’s command, Turner Ashby allowed Stonewall Jackson the
luxury of moving freely around the Valley without the Union army knowing exactly what was
going on with the Confederates. This service Ashby provided at great risk to himself and his
cavalrymen. Part of Ashby’s notoriety rested on his ability to repeatedly expose himself to

danger without being killed or captured. It was like some sort of life and death gamble. Playing
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the game of “Gamble with Your Life” can carry with it some costly consequences if you roll
“snake eyes.”

As was normal, newly appointed Brig. Gen. Turner Ashby was being as audacious as
ever. He put his cavalry to work aggressively screening Jackson’s infantry south of Strasburg.
One thing gambler’s need to consider is when to continue with their gambit and when to end it.
Unfortunately for Stonewall Jackson, Turner Ashby was one to always push the window.
Likewise, he was not a good judge of when to end the gambit. This would prove costly to
Turner Ashby, Stonewall Jackson, and the Confederacy.

On June 6, 1862, near Harrisonburg, Virginia, the 1%t New Jersey Cavalry attacked
Ashby's position at Good's Farm. According to Gen. Jackson’s account in the official record, the
attack was intended to be the springing of an ambush designed to destroy Ashby’s cavalry.
However, as usual, the Confederate general was well prepared to receive the attack. To be sure,
Gen. Ashby’s actions were not bravado. His actions were typical for him. Ashby’s approach
had served him well to this point in the war.”

Author Clarence Thomas told of the result of the Federal cavalry attack. He annotated
how the result was predictable. Ashby defeated the Union cavalry attack. The northerners
followed up the cavalry action with an infantry attack. The following infantry engagement
resulted in Turner Ashby’s horse being shot out from under him.™

G. F. R. Henderson elucidated Gen. Ashby’s next few moments of life. First, Ashby had
to extricate himself from under his dying horse. After regaining his senses, Ashby led his men in
a charge ahead on foot. Gen. Ashby believed that the best vantage point for a commander to lead

his men into battle was from the front. This approach explains why Ashby could expect his men
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to follow even the most harrowing commands given to them. In this instance, things did not turn
out the way Turner Ashby intended.™

Henderson rendered the account of Brig. Gen. Turner Ashby’s last words which were,
"Charge, men! For God's sake. Charge!" The general was waving his sword as he led his men
forward. After only a few steps, Turner Ashby was shot through the heart and died instantly. At
the death of Ashby, the Confederate assault was thrown into confusion. Some nearby southern
soldiers carried Ashby’s lifeless body to the rear. Southern officers still on the field guided the
remaining forces into resuming the attack and defeating the Federals.™

James Avirett attempted to break down the origin of the fatal shot. However, the details
remain unclear. Several soldiers of the 13th Pennsylvania Reserve Infantry known as the
"Bucktails" claimed credit for killing Gen. Ashby. For the Union soldiers, Ashby’s death was a
boost for their morale and a boon for their cause. For the Confederate soldiers, especially the 71"
Virginia Cavalry, Turner Ashby’s death was a profoundly demoralizing loss to their cause in the
Shenandoah Valley.”

The period immediately following Turner Ashby’s death was of great importance to both
the Union and the Confederacy. The conveyed meaning of Ashby’s loss is difficult to
understand. However, the 7" Virginia Cavalry Regiment would undergo some important
changes for the duration of the war. In the immediate, Col. Richard H. Dulany would take over
command of the regiment in the wake of Ashby’s death. The regiment would undergo an
extensive reorganization. Eventually, the 71" Virginia would become part of the Laurel Brigade

which would go on to earn accolades of its own.
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Gen. Jackson began to consider replacements for Turner Ashby as commander of the 71"
Virginia. In his 1923 article in the Confederate Veteran Magazine entitled “Hampton’s Cattle
Raid,” W. N. McDonald brought out that Jackson settled on a professionally trained soldier in
the person of Col. Richard H. Dulany. Taking command of Ashby’s Cavalry would prove to be a
monumental undertaking for Dulany. To begin, the regiment had swelled to twenty-nine
companies of cavalry, infantry, and artillery. This was much larger than any other regiment in
the Confederate army.™

At least partly because of the unwieldy size of the 7" Virginia, the regiment was
reorganized at the end of the Shenandoah Valley campaign. In an article entitled “The Valley
Campaign of 1862 as Revealed in Letters of Sandie Pendleton” published in The Virginia
Magazine of History and Biography, writers W. G. Bean and Sandie Pendleton went into detail
of how none of the subsequent cavalry commanders in the Valley achieved the success which
Ashby had. To be sure, the 71" Virginia performed adequately, but none of its subsequent
commanders were Turner Ashby.”

In his book entitled A History of the Laurel Brigade and edited by Bushrod C.
Washington, author Cpt. William N. McDonald conveyed that the original ten companies of the
7" Virginia remained a part of that newly reconstituted regiment.2® He explained that the excess

nineteen companies formed the 12th Regiment and 17th Battalion of Virginia Cavalry.
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Together the 7" Virginia Regiment, 12" Virginia Regiment, and the 17" Battalion became what
was known as the Laurel Brigade of the Confederate Army of the Valley.®

The significance of the Shenandoah Valley to both the Union and Confederate effort
cannot be denied. During the Valley campaign of 1862, a great deal of energy was exerted to
control the region. The Confederate victory at Winchester reduced the Union presence while
confirming the strength of Gen. Jackson and the Confederates under his command. Following
orders, Jackson appeared to make a move on Harper’s Ferry and Williamsport. He did so even
though he did yet have the strength to actually invade the northern territories. By the end of
Jackson’s 1862 campaign in the Valley, it was becoming apparent to military and civilians alike
that the war was one of attrition which would take a long time to end. The cost of the war was
also becoming painfully apparent to both the Union and Confederacy. This was confirmed
through the loss of such a personality as Turner Ashby. This loss to the Confederacy could be
construed as a foreshadowing of what still lie ahead for both sides. It had not become apparent

to either side in the war about the Confederacy’s ability to replace lost talent.
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Chapter 5 — Union Forces Expelled from the Valley

With Stonewall Jackson’s escape from the Union “trap” designed for him by Pres.
Lincoln involving the two Union generals of Shields and Frémont, the final component of
Jackson’s Valley Campaign began to take shape. In essence, Gen. Jackson’s army continued to
move south up the Shenandoah Valley at a pace allowing him to stay engaged with both Union
generals while selecting a location of his own choosing to do battle with both Union armies. In
so doing, Jackson practiced a strategy which was very similar to that which Gen. Robert E. Lee
would soon conduct in eastern Virginia. The goal for both leaders was to gain control of their
respective areas of operations. This approach stood in stark contrast to that of their protagonists
in the Union army. The Union leadership was guided by Pres. Lincoln to devise a strong
strategy to deal with Stonewall Jackson in the Shenandoah Valley. Gen. Frémont was to
converge on the Confederate Army of the Valley from the west. Gen. Shields was to converge
on them from the east. Both Shields and Frémont were as far from the Valley in their respective
directions as Jackson was after chasing Union Gen. Banks to Harper’s Ferry. In conducting their
operations Jackson was enabled to escape their trap. The result was the creation of a situation
that left no real possibility of Union forces maintaining any significant presence in the

Shenandoah Valley in the last half of 1862 and through 1863.

Union Establishes a Strategy to Stop Stonewall Jackson
Jackson’s sound defeat of Gen. Banks at Front Royal and Winchester along with his
threatening movement toward Maryland in pursuit of Banks led Pres. Lincoln to react.
Stonewall Jackson had become a perceived threat to the North and a general pain in the neck to
Lincoln. Therefore, it became apparent that something had to be done about Jackson. Although

Lincoln would never have usurped the operational control of his generals in the field, he did take
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it upon himself to devise a plan to rid the Shenandoah Valley of Stonewall Jackson once and for
all. Seeing the opportunity to trap Jackson between the forces of Frémont and Shields due to
Jackson’s movement in the lower Valley, such was the direction of the Union Commander-in-
Chief.

Unfortunately for the Federals, Frémont and Shields conducted their operations in such a
manner as to place themselves right where Stonewall Jackson wanted them. Jackson’s liberal
use of fire to destroy bridges crossing the North River, South River, and Shenandoah River
effectively kept Frémont and Shields separated which would not allow them to destroy Jackson.
The combination of Jackson understanding his opponents’ abilities to command along with the
smaller size of the separated Union elements set up a scenario which favored the Confederate
army.

Things came to a head over two days in early June 1862. On June 8, 1862, Gen. Ewell’s
division soundly defeated Gen. Frémont at the Battle of Cross Keys. The next day, Gen. Jackson
defeated elements of Gen. Shields force at the Battle of Port Republic. These actions effectively
ended Stonewall Jackson’s Shenandoah Valley Campaign. It also freed Jackson to join Gen.
Robert E. Lee who was the newly appointed commander of the Army of Northern Virginia at
Richmond.

Initially, the grand strategy to stop Stonewall Jackson intended for generals Irvin
McDowell, Frémont, and Nathaniel Banks to corner their prey in the Shenandoah Valley.
Frémont and Shields ended up at Port Republic facing Jackson and Ewell through developments
in operations as the Union campaign unfolded in late May and early June 1862. Gen. McDowell
assigned his subordinate Gen. Shields of Kernstown fame to move west from eastern Virginia.

Gen. Banks began to move south in pursuit of Jackson in such a lethargic manner that he was

110



still north of Winchester as Shields and Frémont approached the southern end of the Massanutten
Mountain. Apparently, Banks already had his fill of dealing with Stonewall Jackson. The result
was that Banks rendered himself irrelevant in Jackson’s pursuit to the upper Valley.

The day after Turner Ashby’s death led to the preliminary developments in the coming
action between Jackson and Ewell for the Confederates and Shields and Frémont for the
Federals. Late in the day on June 7, 1862, Union Gen. Frémont sent his advanced guard toward
the Confederates located at a small pub known as Cross Keys Tavern. A slight skirmish
followed after which Union cavalry fell back to Frémont’s approaching main body. Darkness
prevented further developments.

Given the circumstances shaping up the way they were for everyone gathering at the
southern end of the Massanutten, it is helpful to examine the goals of the key leaders on both
sides. To begin, according to William Allan in his book entitled The Army of Northern Virginia
in 1862, it was understood by the Confederates that Pres. Abraham Lincoln established the
overarching goal of these armies to be the capture or destruction of Stonewall Jackson’s army in
the Shenandoah Valley. To accomplish this, the president ordered Gen. Frémont to move east
from West Virginia. Lincoln ordered Gen. McDowell to move west from eastern Virginia. The
president ordered Gen. Banks to move south from Maryland.*

Next, in his book entitled Decoying the Yanks: Jackson’s Valley Campaign, author
Champ Clark explained the goals of Union Gen. McDowell. It was McDowell’s decision to send
Gen. Shields into the Shenandoah Valley after Jackson. His first assignment was to recapture

Front Royal. Upon completion, Shields was to move south in the Luray Valley to capture Luray
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located between the Massanutten and the Blue Ridge. From Luray, he was to attack Jackson
returning to eastern Virginia as soon as possible after Jackson’s demise.?

Additionally, according to historian Peter Cozzens in his book entitled Shenandoah 1862:
Stonewall Jackson’s Valley Campaign Gen. Frémont’s goal was to move slowly eastward from
his position west of the Alleghany Mountains. His reasoning was twofold. First, Frémont
wanted to preserve his worn-out army while still moving toward Strasburg, Virginia. Second, he
wanted to attempt to maintain his dangerously stretched supply located in Franklin, West
Virginia. It was Frémont’s intention to accomplish these two purposes while still following the
letter of Lincoln’s command if not the spirit of it.?

Furthermore, David J. Eicher wrote in his 2001 book entitled The Longest Night: A
Military History of the Civil War that Gen. Banks’ had two primary goals in mind which were
part of the same overall goal which amounted to avoiding fighting another battle with Stonewall
Jackson. First, Banks wanted to put off leaving the safety of his base in Maryland as long as
possible. Second, Banks wanted to attempt to time his movement to reach Jackson after Frémont
and Shields had already attacked the Confederates. In this behavior, Banks wanted to show
some effort at following Pres. Lincoln’s orders to move against Jackson in the Valley.*

Last, James B. Avirett discussed the goals of Stonewall Jackson in his 1867 primary
source publication entitled The Memoirs of General Turner Ashby and His Compeers.

According to Avirett, Jackson had four goals in mind. First, the general wanted to make a

demonstration against Harper’s Ferry south of the Potomac River. The intention was to throw a
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panic into the northern public and leadership which would delay the unification of the Union
forces commanded by Gen. McDowell and Gen. McClellan at Richmond. Second, Jackson
wanted to move his army to safety south of the Federal army locations along the line from
Strasburg, Virginia to Front Royal. Third, it was Jackson’s intention to deal a decisive blow to
the Union armies arrayed against him in the Shenandoah Valley. Fourth, Jackson wanted to be
available to join the expected call to reinforce Lee’s army at Richmond.®

Predisposed as Frémont, Shields, and Jackson were as they approached the Port Republic
environs late in the day on June 7, 1862, Gen. Frémont’s advance guard had an encounter with
Ewell’s pickets near a small community gathering place called Cross Keys Tavern. One of Gen.
Jackson’s staff members was credited in a 1968 book entitled | Rode with Stonewall, being
chiefly the war experiences of the youngest member of Jackson's staff from the John Brown raid
to the hanging of Mrs. Surratt and edited by Fletcher Melvin Green with clarifying that the
morning of the 7" Gen. Frémont ordered his subordinate Gen. Robert Milroy to collect the Union
dead and wounded from the fight with Ashby the day before. Having completed this assignment,
Milroy was then ordered to conduct a reconnaissance down the Port Republic road as far as was
practicable. This duty set up the situation that led to the action for the day.®

Gen. Milroy led his brigade as they struggled along the Port Republic road toward a little
village located northwest of Port Republic. This little village had taken its name from the Cross
Keys Tavern which name was fashioned after any typical pub found in England based on the
coat of arms of the family that established the enterprise. The Union general determined the road

to be “very bad” although it was better than most roads used in the area at that time. Regardless,
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the Federals continued along the road on their reconnaissance until they arrived within a half
mile of Cross Keys.’

As was the military tactical custom of the Civil War, Gen. Milroy assigned an advanced
guard to serve as skirmishers in the brigade’s move to the southeast along the Port Republic
road. Eventually, that advance guard ran into Confederate skirmishers assigned to Gen. Ewell.
The southerners were posted in a strand of woods northwest of the Union Church located in
Cross Keys. Union Church was the most prominent feature of Cross Keys, so it was clear where
the skirmish was taking place. The action was brief but sharp. The Confederates retired from
the field to rejoin their main body.?

Gen. Milroy’s responsibility was to perform reconnaissance of the Confederate forces
which Gen. Frémont’s division would be facing. This Milroy did. However, the value of the
information provided from any recon is only as high as the quality of the recon performed. The
information provided to Gen. Frémont was that he was facing an enemy numbering at least
20,000.° The reality was that the Confederate command of Gen. Ewell’s division numbered only
6,620 men.*°

At this point in the day, the opposing forces knew each other was there. According to
Stonewall Jackson’s trusted topographer Jedediah Hotchkiss, Gen. Ewell had been given time to
leniently place the units from his division because of the advanced warning provided to him by

his advanced force from Union Church. For Union Gen. Frémont, his plan was to continue his
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approach to what would become the next day the battlefield of Cross Keys. However, now both
generals needed more information about one another.'t

Gen. Fremont made the first move with a decision to conduct further reconnaissance of
the Confederates he was facing. To do this, Frémont assigned elements of his cavalry for the
job. He gave them the charge to recon toward Cross Keys. This action would set up another
sharp action for the day.*?

In his book entitled Battle Cry of Freedom: The Civil War Era, historian James M.
McPherson shared the analysis that once again Frémont confirmed the presence of the
Confederates in his front. A few shots were exchanged between Frémont’s cavalry and Ewell’s
skirmishers.®®* This time according to author James I. Robertson in his book entitled Stonewall
Jackson: the man, the soldier, the legend Gen. Frémont’s cavalry fell back.** With Gen. Frémont
having confirmed the presence of Gen. Ewell’s command at Cross Keys, both Frémont and
Ewell began to assemble their respective divisions in anticipation of further action.’

At this point in the action, time was beginning to slip away. Darkness was creating a
necessary situation for both Ewell and Frémont to decide. It was time to fish or cut bait.
Historian Robert G. Tanner in his book which was finally published with the title Stonewall in

the Valley: Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson’s Shenandoah Valley Campaign Spring 1862 that
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defined the question as one of whether the two generals would attack or avoid battle for that
day.®

As it turned out, conditions made the decision for both generals. Darkness fell.
According to Gen. Ewell’s official report, there would be no combat for that night.*

The reality of the situation was defined in two ways. One was Gen. Frémont’s
persuasion. Because of his timidity, Frémont dawdled on June 7" with incessant reconnaissance
until he frittered away his chance of conducting an attack. The other according to one of Ewell’s
brigade commanders was Gen. Ewell’s purpose. In his book entitled Destruction and
Reconstruction: Personal Experiences of the Late War, Richard Taylor described Ewell’s
mission to be one of holding Gen. Frémont back away from Jackson’s main force in Port
Republic until Jackson was finished dealing with Union Gen. Shields. The fact that Gen. Ewell’s
division was outnumbered nearly two to one by Frémont also contributed to his hesitation to
attack.®

No further action was taken by either general on June 7" with one exception. Gen. Ewell
had to fend off repeated requests by one of his brigade commanders for a night attack against the
Federals. Confederate Gen. Trimble recognized an opportunity because of a perceived weakness

in the Union forces for a night attack being successful. Ewell weighed the strength of his
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defenses against the poor odds of conducting a successful night attack.'® In the end,

developments around Cross Keys waited for daylight on June 8, 1862.%

Battle of Cross Keys

The morning of Sunday, June 8, 1862 turned out to be one of the most comfortable and
beautiful days which ever broke for a battle during the Civil War. For the most part, the
Confederates believed that this Lord’s Day would be very peaceful and relaxing. As matters
progressed, however, reality soon changed it all.2* The Battle of Cross Keys emerging to the
northwest of Port Republic consisted of four components. First, there was the movement to and
deployment of both forces at Cross Keys. Second, there was the initial action in the battle.
Third, there occurred the capstone action in the battle resulting in the turning point. Fourth, there
was disengagement and the result of the battle for both armies.

The opposition of the forces commanded by Gen. Ewell for the Confederates and Gen.
Frémont for the Union came about as the result of the Union commander’s movement and
deployment at Cross Keys. Gen. Ewell had already deployed his division at Cross Keys in
strong positions and awaited Frémont’s approach. As Gen. Frémont was approaching Port
Republic from the northwest, Stonewall Jackson found himself between the proverbial rock and
a hard place. He was effectively facing enemies on two fronts.?

Coincidingly, action began to unfold due east of Cross Keys on the western end of the
village of Port Republic. The Union 4" Brigade of Gen. Shields’ division commanded by

Colonel Samuel Sprigg Carroll launched a very unexpected raid. Carroll was supported by a
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cavalry regiment and an artillery battery. The brigade approached the town of Port Republic at
about 9:00am. According to Markinfield Addey who served in Stonewall’s command, Carroll’s
brigade scattered the Confederate pickets. Fording the South River, the Federals rushed into the
town. They surprised Jackson’s command including his staff.?

The apogee of Carroll’s raid transpired at the point when Gen. Jackson coordinated the
counterattack of those of his forces which moved from the eastern skirts of town into Port
Republic itself. Those of Jackson’s headquarters staff that managed to escape Col. Carroll’s raid
raced down the main street of Port Republic and across the covered bridge located at the edge of
town. Unfortunately, three members of Jackson’s staff were captured. Those staff members
were Colonel Stapleton Crutchfield, Lieutenant Edward Willis, and Dr Hunter McGuire. The
Union 4™ Brigade deployed two guns. One gun was aimed at the bridge. The other was brought
up with the intention of firing on any Confederate troops which may have shown themselves on
the main street of Port Republic. At this stage in the action, Gen. Jackson provided much needed
direction for the Confederate defense. He ordered Captain William Poague’s battery to unlimber
on the north bank.?

Matters in Carroll’s raid began to resolve as Confederate forces increasingly converged
on the town. Captain James Carrington who commanded the newly formed Charlottesville
Battery brought up a gun from the vicinity of Madison Hall to rake the Main Street.
Simultaneously, Colonel Samuel V. Fulkerson led his brigade in a charge across the bridge
against Carroll’s brigade. The Federals used the gun they had placed at the opposite end of town

to fire on Fulkerson’s men with canister shot. However, the Confederates were successful in
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driving the Union cavalry out of the town. Carroll retreated in confusion. Before it was over, he
ended up losing his two guns before his infantry could come within range.?

The end of the raid came as the Federals attempted to retreat out of range of the
Confederate guns. Henry Kyd Douglas who served on Stonewall Jackson’s staff described how
three Confederate batteries unlimbered on the bluffs east of Port Republic on the north bank of
the South Fork River. They began to rain down withering fire on the desperate Federals. Carroll
retired several miles north on the Luray Road. His command would play a key role in the action
of the following day. However, for now Jackson stationed Brig. Gen. William Taliaferro’s
brigade in Port Republic. In addition, Jackson positioned the Stonewall Brigade near Bogota
with artillery to prevent any further surprises.?

In the area of Cross Keys, both Ewell and Frémont could hear the noise from the action in
Port Republic. Jackson had assigned Maj. Gen. Ewell’s division with 6,500 men the mission to
block Frémont at Cross Keys. Simultaneously, Jackson and the rest of his command would
attack Shields at Port Republic. The initial action at Cross Keys was beginning to take shape
even as the guns involved in Carroll’s raid were quieting.?’

Gen. Frémont and Gen. Shields had the mind to coordinate their attack against Gen.
Jackson’s Confederates at Port Republic. However, the Union commanders could not coordinate
because the bridges over the South Fork Shenandoah north of Port Republic had been destroyed
on Jackson’s orders. In his 2001 book entitled The Longest Night: A Military History of the Civil

War, David J. Eicher disclosed that Union Colonel Gustave P Cluseret’s brigade was Frémont’s
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vanguard. Gen. Frémont was slowly renewing his advance toward Gen. Ewell’s division from
the vicinity of Harrisonburg. Frémont’s division began the action at Cross Keys by driving away
the Confederate skirmishers. Col. Cluseret reached and deployed his right flank along the
Keezletown Road near Union Church.?

Col. Albert Tracy was a member of Gen. Frémont’s staff who expounded on the
developments at Cross Keys. He continued by pointing out that one by one the Union brigades
came into line joining Cluseret’s brigade which anchored the center of the Federal line. Brig.
Gen. Robert C. Schenck’s brigade was positioned on Cluseret’s right. Brig. Gen. Robert
Milroy’s brigade came online on Cluseret’s left. Brig. Gen. Julius Stahel’s First Brigade was
posted to the left of Milroy on the Federal far left. Stahel’s left flank was near Congers Creek.
Brig. Gen. Henry Bohlen’s Third Brigade and Colonel John A. Koltes’ Second Brigade were
held in reserve near the center of the Union line. A regiment of Union cavalry moved south on
the road to secure the right flank. Frémont’s batteries were brought to the front.?

For the Confederates, Ewell deployed his division behind Mill Creek. Brig. Gen. Isaac
Trimble’s Seventh Brigade established themselves on the right across the Port Republic Road.
Brig. Gen. Arnold Elzey’s Fourth Brigade occupied the center of Ewell’s line along the high
bluffs. Ewell concentrated his four batteries at the center of the line. The Union troops began
deploying along the Keezletown Road. Trimble advanced his brigade a quarter of a mile to
Victory Hill. He placed Cpt A. R. Courtney’s battery on a hill to the left. Gen. Trimble assigned

support for the artillery to the 21st North Carolina Infantry.*°
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As mentioned earlier, Ewell’s advanced guard skirmishers was the 15th Alabama Infantry
located near the Union Church. They had been skirmishing near Union Church when their
commander decided to end the action and rejoin the brigade. The Alabamians held the attention
of Gen. Frémont’s Union division long enough for Trimble to deploy his troops in a substantial
manner intended to devastate any attacking Federal force. Trimble held his regiments out of
sight behind the crest of the hill.3

Trimble’s trap was set to spring on the unsuspecting Federals. G. F. R. Henderson who
was a member of Jackson’s command revealed that Stahel appeared oblivious to Trimble’s
advanced position. Stahel’s battle line passed down into the valley, crossed the run, and began
climbing Victory Hill. It was at this point at a distance of sixty paces that Trimble’s infantry
stood up and delivered a devastating volley. Stahel’s brigade recoiled in confusion with heavy
casualties. It was the lot of the unfortunate members of the 8th New York Infantry Regiment led
by Col. Francis Wutschel to bear the brunt of the devastation.*

In the face of such a loss experienced by Stahel’s First Brigade, Frémont determined to
advance his battle line. Apparently it was Gen. Frémont’s intention to envelope the Confederate
position assumed to be behind Mill Creek. To conduct this envelopment, the Federals would
have to conduct a movement known as a right wheel. Such an elaborate movement by an entire
division would require time and the units on the far left of the Union position to travel the
longest distance. Unfortunately, the far-left unit had just been involved in an action which
resulted in their devastation at the hands of Ewell’s division. Stahel’s brigade on the far left had

the farthest distance to cover and would have to advance first.®
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In his book entitled Conquering the Valley: Stonewall Jackson at Port Republic,
historian Robert K. Krick spelled out the critical point of the action at Cross Keys as coming
when the Union division attempted to outflank the Confederate position. Gen. Milroy moved
forward on Stahel’s right and rear. Union batteries were advanced with infantry lines south of
Keezletown Road. Here they engaged the Confederate batteries. The Union brigade of Stahel
regrouped on the height opposite Victory Hill. However, the First Brigade made no effort to
renew their assault as they had experienced quite enough.*

Although Gen. Stahel did not renew his attack, he did bring up Cpt. Frank Buell’s Battery
C, West Virginia Light Artillery to support his position. In response, the Confederate Gen.
Trimble moved the 15th Alabama Infantry by the right flank and up a ravine to get on the
Federal battery’s left. In the meantime, Gen. Ewell sent the 13th Virginia Infantry Regiment and
the 25th Virginia Infantry Regiment along the ridge to Trimble’s right. This last action attracted
a severe fire from the Union battery.®

With a shout, the 15th Alabama emerged from their ravine. They began to climb the hill
toward the battery. As the Alabamians approached the top of the hill, hand to hand combat was
precipitated. Gen. Trimble’s 16" Mississippi Infantry on the left and 21 Georgia Infantry on the
right were the last two regiments he could throw into the battle. Both regiments were located on
Victory Hill. Their strength was enough to force back the Union line. The Union battery of Cpt.
Buell limbered hastily and withdrew. Had they not taken this action with haste, most likely the

guns of Battery C would have been captured by Trimble’s infantry.%
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A Union regiment counterattacked briefly striking the left flank of the 16th Mississippi.
The resulting desperate fighting ended when the Federals were forced back. Frémont’s units
were retreating in every sector of the battlefield. Gen. Trimble continued advancing up the
ravine on the Confederate right outflanking successive Union positions as he went along. In the
meantime, Gen. Milroy advanced on Stahel’s right supported by artillery. Milroy’s line came
within rifle-musket range of the Confederate center behind Mill Creek. When they opened fire,
the damage to the Confederate units was minimal. Union batteries continued to engage
Confederate batteries in an artillery duel.?’

In his book entitled Stonewall in the Valley: Thomas J. “Stonewall” Jackson’s
Shenandoah Valley Campaign Spring 1862, author Robert Tanner spelled out the crux of the
battle rested on Gen. Ewell continuing the Confederate momentum and Gen. Frémont’s ability to
stop it. Gen. Bohlen advanced on the far Union left to stiffen Stahel’s crumbling defense.
Because of Gen. Stahel’s retreat, Gen. Milroy’s left flank was clearly endangered. Realizing
this, Gen. Frémont ordered Milroy to withdraw. Jackson sent forward Brig. Gen. Richard
Taylor’s Louisiana brigade to support Ewell if needed. Upon arrival, Taylor was held in reserve
by Gen. Ewell on the Port Republic Road near the Dunker Church. Gen. Frémont seemed
incapable of action because of the decimation of Stahel’s brigade on the Union left. The
consequence for Frémont was that he was unable to mount a coordinated attack.®

The Union commander attempted a last-ditch effort to turn the tide in the favor of the
Federals. He ordered Schenck’s brigade forward to find the Confederate left flank south of

Union Church. In response, Ewell reinforced his left with elements of Gen. Elzey’s Fourth
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Brigade. For atime, severe firing erupted along the line but quickly died down. The official
papers of Stonewall Jackson reported that Confederate brigade commanders Elzey and Brig.
Gen. George Steuart were wounded in this exchange.*

This final course of action led to Frémont withdrawing his force to Keezletown Road
where he placed his artillery on the heights to his rear on Oak Ridge. The artillery on both sides
continued firing. At dusk, Gen. Trimble pushed his battle line forward to within a quarter mile
of the Union position. Trimble was anticipating a night assault. Confederate accounts describe
the Union soldiers going into camp, lighting fires, and making coffee. However, Ewell ordered
Trimble to withdraw without making the attack.#

For all practical purposes, the Battle of Cross Keys was over. Both sides had to figure
out how to disengage their units from the combat. The commanders both North and South had to
count noses, care for their wounded, and retrieve their dead from the battlefield. When it was all
said and done, Union losses were reported at 664 with fourteen killed, 443 wounded, and 127
missing from about 12,000 engaged. The Confederate losses were counted at 287 with forty-one
killed, 232 wounded, and fifteen missing from about 6,500 engaged. It was a resounding victory

for the Confederates.*

Battle of Port Republic
The payoff effort for Stonewall Jackson was to come on Monday, June 9, 1862 at Port
Republic, Virginia. Gen. Jackson’s army positioned at Port Republic was well deployed to meet

the Union armies commanded by Gen. Shields to the northeast and Gen. Frémont to the

39 John Esten Cooke and John Moncure Daniel, The Life of Stonewall Jackson: From Official Papers,
Contemporary Narratives, and Personal Acquaintances (New York: Charles B. Richardson, 1863), 68.

40 Markinfield Addey, “Stonewall Jackson”: The Life and Military Career of Thomas Jonathan Jackson
(New York: Charles T. Evans, 1863), 87.

4l The War of the Rebellion: A Compilation of the Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies,
Volume XII. 1885. (Vol. 12, Chap. 24). Chapter XXIV — Operations in Northern Virginia, West Virginia, and
Maryland ... Part | — Reports, Mar 17 - Jun 25, 1862, 664-665, 717-718.

124



northwest. Those two generals were set on destroying Jackson’s command. Jackson, for his
part, had the aim to accomplish two objectives. First, he would attack and defeat Gen. Shields.
Second, he would turn, attack, and defeat Gen. Frémont. It would be a tremendous undertaking,
but if anyone could do it, Jackson could.*

During the night after the battle at Cross Keys, Confederate Brig. Gen. Charles Winder’s
Stonewall Brigade was withdrawn from its forward position near Bogota which was the name of
a large house owned by Gabriel Jones. Winder’s brigade rejoined the division at Port Republic.
Confederate pioneers built a bridge of wagons across the South Fork of the Shenandoah River at
Port Republic. All of this was done in an attempt to consolidate the Confederate forces at Port
Republic.®

Winder’s brigade was assigned the task of spearheading the assault against Union forces
east of the Shenandoah River. Confederate Brig. Gen. Isaac Trimble’s Seventh Brigade along
with the 42nd Virginia Infantry and 1st Battalion Virginia Infantry from Colonel John Patton’s
Second Brigade were left to delay Union General Frémont’s forces at Cross Keys. The rest of
General Ewell’s division marched to Port Republic to be in a position to support Winder’s
attack.*

In his book entitled Mighty Stonewall, author Frank Everson Vandiver told of Union
Brig. Gen. Erastus Tyler’s Third Brigade joining with Colonel Samuel Carroll’s Fourth Brigade
north of Lewiston on the Luray Road. The rest of Gen. Shields’s division was spread out along
the muddy roads leading north to Luray. Gen. Tyler took command on the field while Shields

brought forward the rest of the division from Conrad’s Store. Fortunately for the Confederate
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army the rest of Shields” command never made it to Port Republic. At dawn, Tyler advanced his
brigade and Carroll’s brigade to the vicinity of Lewiston.*®

Early Civil War historians who wrote from the Confederate perspective tended to write
hagiographically about the Confederate leadership at Port Republic. Conversely, those same
historians wrote pejoratively about the Union leadership there. The fact is that Union Gen. Tyler
developed a significantly strong line of defense at Port Republic against Stonewall Jackson’s
division. Tyler anchored the left of his line on a six-gun battery positioned on the clearing called
Lewiston Coaling which sat upon a fairly high promontory on the battlefield. The Coaling was a
foundry of sorts which processed coal for heating on the Lewis Plantation. Using this site as his
anchor, Tyler then extended his infantry west along Lewiston Lane to the South Fork near the
site of Lewis’ Mill. The right and center of the Union lines on The Coaling were supported by a
strong artillery position with sixteen guns in all.*

Early on Monday morning, events began to accelerate. Gen. Winder’s Confederate
brigade crossed the South River by 5:00am. Once across the makeshift bridge, Winder deployed
his brigade to attack eastwards across the bottomland. Because of Brig. Gen. Steuart’s wound at
Cross Keys, Colonel W. C. Scott commanded the Second Brigade in its attack to the left of
Winder. Gen. Winder sent the 2nd Virginia Infantry Regiment and the 4th Virginia Infantry
Regiment into the woods to outflank the Union line on the right and assault the battery in the
Coaling. The effectiveness of these two regiments was limited as they found a place to hide in

the woods until much later in the battle.#
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As it all too often occurred, the Confederates persisted in their effort to launch a frontal
attack against a well-positioned enemy at Port Republic. The main Confederate battle line
advanced in excellent array into the teeth of the Union artillery on the Coaling. Soon the
Stonewall Brigade came under heavy fire from the Union artillery. Quickly the Confederates
were pinned down and could not move while being subjected to a pounding barrage of artillery
fire from the Federals.*

Confederate batteries were brought forward onto the plain. Those batteries were
outgunned and could not effectively engage the Union batteries on the Coaling. Devastating fire
from the Union batteries soon forced the Confederate guns to seek safer positions. Ewell’s
brigades were hurried forward to cross the river. Sadly, the deplorable condition of the bridge
forced Ewell’s troops to cross in single file. The delay almost spelled disaster for the Stonewall
Brigade on the plain in front of the Coaling.*

Gen. Jackson could see the strength of the Union artillery at the Coaling. He could see
how they were ripping the Stonewall Brigade to shreds. To try to help the situation, Jackson sent
Brig. Gen. Richard Taylor’s Louisiana brigade to the right into the woods. The hope was for the
Louisianans to support the flanking column moving against the Union artillery at the Coaling.
Both flanking columns were struggling to advance through the laurel thickets and dense
underbrush on the hillside to the right of the Coaling.%°

Gen. Winder ordered the Stonewall Brigade to renew its assault on the plain. Although

the attack was gallantly conducted, it was carried out by a weakened force. The Confederates
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moved against the Union right and center. The result was predictable as the Stonewall Brigade
suffered heavy casualties.*

The pinnacle action at Port Republic began with the Union commander Gen. Tyler
moving two of his infantry regiments from the Coaling. He posted them to his right on the other
side of the artillery batteries which were inflicting the heavy damage on Winder’s Confederates.
Tyler ordered those two regiments to launch a counterattack against the weak Confederate attack
across the plain. The outcome was that the Federal counterattack drove Winder’s Confederate
forces back for nearly half a mile. Gen. Jackson clearly found the Union resistance to be fiercer
than anticipated. Jackson ordered the last of Ewell’s forces still north of Port Republic to cross
the rivers. Once they were across, Ewell’s brigades were to burn the North Fork Bridge.*

Since Gen. Ewell was on the battlefield at the Coaling, he began to look for ways to
distribute his regiments in a manner which would help Gen. Winder. Ewell sent a Louisiana
regiment directly to Winder. It soon was severely damaged like all the other regiments which
were on the plain attacking the Union artillery. However, Ewell arrived with Col. W. C. Scott’s
44th Virginia Infantry Regiment and Col. Samuel H. Letcher’s 58th Virginia Infantry Regiment
to turn the tide. Seeing an opportunity to attack the flank of the Union regiments which had just
counterattacked Gen. Winder’s brigade, Gen. Ewell sought to relieve some of the pressure from
the Stonewall Brigade. Gen. Ewell accompanied the two regiments in the attack. Had there
been more strength in Ewell’s attack, the battle might have ended right there. However, the

Federal units turned their attention on the Confederate flank attack quickly sending the
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southerners into a nearby stand of woods. This action did succeed in giving the Stonewall
Brigade and others time to regroup to prepare for further fighting.*

The remainder of Gen. Ewell’s units arrived on the battlefield as reinforcements for Gen.
Winder’s battered units. They strengthened Winder’s line and stopped the Union counterattack.
At the same time, Gen. Taylors’s brigade finally reached a concealed position in the woods
across from the Coaling. Shouting out a Rebel yell, Taylor’s Confederates launched a fierce
attack of their own against the Union artillery located on the hill of the Coaling. Almost
immediately, the southerners found themselves amidst the Union cannons. Altogether, the
Louisianans captured five Federal guns. Caught completely by surprise, Union Gen. Tyler
promptly responded with a counterattack of his own using the last of his reserves.>

These Federal regiments retook the position as Taylor’s units could not maintain their
position in the open around the guns.® However, Taylor shifted a regiment to the far right to
outflank the Union battle line. With this, the Confederates who had just been on the guns
returned in fierce but brief hand-to-hand fighting. Most of the Union artillerists died on their
guns. As one Confederate stood in front of one of the Federal guns, he demanded that the Union
soldier surrender the gun because it now belonged to the southerners. Pulling the lanyard, the
Union artillerist gave the Confederate soldier the gun, shell first, causing the southerner to
disappear from the face of the earth. That same Union artillerist died an instant later at the end

of a Confederate bayonet.®
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Having captured the Federal guns on the Coaling, the Confederates turned the seized
artillery on the rest of the Union infantry regiments on the Federal line. With the loss of the
Coaling, the Union position along Lewiston Lane became untenable. It became imperative that
Union Gen. Tyler find a way to detach his units from the grip of the Confederate attack. Tyler
ordered a withdrawal at about 10:30 am.*

Perceiving a change in the favor of the Confederate army, Stonewall Jackson ordered a
general advance of all his forces. Confederate Brig. Gen. William Taliaferro’s fresh Confederate
Second Brigade arrived from Port Republic just as the Union line was breaking. Taliaferro
pressed the retreating Union troops for several miles north along the Luray Road. He led his
men in taking several hundred prisoners, capturing valuable stores, and the seizing of many and
varied weapons. All of this aided the Confederate cause immensely. Ultimately, the
Confederate Army of the Valley was left in possession of the field.%

The final action at Port Republic transpired between Gen. Frémont’s late arriving army
with Gen. Jackson’s forces. Frémont began his action after lingering in his camp until the action
was almost over between Gen. Jackson’s army and Gen. Tyler’s forces at Port Republic. As
Gen. Frémont’s army approached Port Republic, they clearly saw a column of smoke rising up in
the vicinity of the town. Soon the northerners saw the only bridge across the swollen river burn
and collapse into the water. There would be no crossing of the river by Frémont’s forces that
day. Shortly after noon, Frémont’s Union army began to deploy on the west bank of the South
Fork River. It was clearly too late for Frémont’s army to aid Tyler’s defeated command. The

Federals watched helplessly from across the rain-swollen river. Perhaps Gen. Frémont was
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relieved to not have to fight Jackson again. Perhaps he was genuinely frustrated that he did not
get to attack Jackson. Either way, Frémont deployed his artillery on the high bluffs to harass the
Confederate forces firing mostly on ambulances and a field hospital. Gen. Jackson gradually
withdrew along a narrow road through the woods well out of Frémont’s range. Eventually,
Jackson concentrated his army in the vicinity of Mount Vernon Furnace.®

The commander of the Confederate Louisiana brigade Gen. Richard Taylor wrote after
the war that Jackson expected Frémont to cross the river and attack him on the following day.
However, the impact of Jackson’s victories caused Frémont during the night to withdraw toward
Harrisonburg. Shields also withdrew heading for Luray. After their dual defeats at Cross Keys
and Port Republic, the Union armies retreated into the lower Shenandoah Valley. This clearly
left Jackson in control of the upper and middle Shenandoah Valley.®

The Union retreat freed Jackson’s army to move to the defense of Richmond. Jackson
put his trains and troops on the road to Browns Gap in the Blue Ridge Mountains. A few days
later before leaving to join Gen. Lee, Stonewall Jackson returned to the Shenandoah Valley near
Port Republic at a place called Weyer’s Cave. Here Jackson’s army enjoyed a well-deserved rest
and retooling. In the end, Union losses were reported as 1,002. 558 of these Federal losses were
prisoners who were mostly taken during the pursuit along the Luray Road. Confederate

casualties were listed as 816.%
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Jackson Becomes Available for Gen. Lee

Gen. Jackson’s prodigious conduct of the Shenandoah Valley Campaign in 1862 had a
profound effect on the United States and the Confederate States. It can be argued that Jackson’s
efforts there prolonged the war. For the next year and a half, the Confederacy had the fruit of the
Shenandoah Valley to feed their nation east and west. In addition, the Valley continued to
provide an avenue for southern armies to move freely into northern lands. Jackson’s actions in
the Shenandoah Valley highlighted the relative abilities of the Confederate leadership as
compared to the Federal leadership. Clearly, the Union military leadership from Pres. Lincoln
on down had a clear sense of the inferiority of their generals in the field as of 1862. Two
questions rise from this realization. First, how could the leadership in the United States address
this problem of inferior field military leadership? Second, what was it going to take for the
leadership of the United States to understand the importance of the Shenandoah Valley for both
nations?

How about in the Confederate States of America? The result of Stonewall Jackson’s
foray against any and all Federal forces in the Shenandoah Valley provided two positive
outcomes for the southern people. First, their morale was boosted as they had a true hero in
Stonewall Jackson. Second, some of the angst of the southern military leadership was relieved
by the departure of many of the significant Union forces from their beloved Shenandoah Valley.
The second point is best illustrated by the conclusion of Confederate General Robert E. Lee that
the risk of a Union offensive from northern Virginia had subsided. Some key changes were
going to take place in the near future especially since Gen. Lee had taken over command of the

Confederate Army of Northern Virginia subsequent to Gen. Johnston’s injury at Seven Pines.
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As had been mentioned earlier, immediately after the Battle of Cross Keys and Battle of
Port Republic Stonewall Jackson had concentrated his force at Brown’s Gap in the Blue Ridge
Mountains. This venue provided relative safety for Jackson’s trains and troops while they waited
to see what the Union commanders were going to do in the Valley. Additionally, Brown’s Gap
provided Jackson an easy road to travel either back into the Shenandoah Valley or into eastern
Virginia. This would depend upon what actions the Union army would take next.52

In an act reminiscent of his behavior prior to the Battle of McDowell, Gen. Jackson
moved his command on across to the eastern foothills of the Blue Ridge.®* Gen. Lee had
determined that any northern threat from the Valley was diminished.®* The general was already
hatching a scheme which would need to utilize Gen. Jackson’s Valley army. Gen. Lee had
worked with Jackson in northern virginia early in the war, and Lee had fresh in his mind what
Jackson had done in the Shenandoah Valley Campaign. Gen. Lee was very enthusiastic about
having Stonewall Jackson as part of his command.® The stakes at hand were very high. Lee and
Jackson’s collaboration was to accomplish nothing less than the preservation of the Confederate
capital at Richmond.®

Stonewall Jackson’s Shenandoah Valley Campaign was over. Union General John
Frémont did not remain in Harrisonburg, Virginia. Instead, he continued his retreat towards

Mount Jackson.®” With Union Gen. Shields removal of his forces to Luray, Virginia,%® Stonewall
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Jackson decided to return his Army of the Valley into the Valley. Specifically, Jackson’s army
camped at Weyer’s Cave near the Blue Ridge.®

The soldiers in the Confederate Army of the Valley were exhausted in every way. They
were exhausted physically and mentally. This included their leader Stonewall Jackson. As a
result of the Confederate actions in the Shenandoah Valley in 1862, Gen. Jackson was left in
control of the upper and middle Shenandoah Valley. This gave Jackson’s forces breathing room
to recuperate.” Even more significant, the time at Weyer’s Cave in the Valley gave Jackson’s
army time to prepare themselves for what lie ahead. Strategically, Jackson’s Army of the Valley
was made available to reinforce Robert E. Lee. In what would soon become known as the Seven
Days Battles, the toll of the Valley Campaign on Gen. Jackson would be seen.™

The significance of the time Stonewall Jackson spent in the Valley after Port Republic
was twofold. First, the general and his soldiers needed time to prepare themselves for what was
coming. Second, Gen. Robert E. Lee needed time to prepare Jackson for his transition into the
Richmond campaign. To do that, Gen. Lee appointed another rising star in the Confederacy to
conduct reconnaissance for the Army of the Valley. That rising star was Lee’s cavalry
commander Brig. Gen. James Ewell Brown Stuart.

JEB Stuart, as the people of the Confederate States had begun to call him, was called
upon by Gen. Lee to recon the right flank of the Union army at Richmond commanded by Maj.
Gen. George McClellan. The right flank of the Army of the Potomac would be the closest

component of the enemy to Stonewall Jackson’s approach in late June 1862. The crux of
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Stuart’s mission was to scout the best routes of approach for Gen. Jackson’s foot cavalry as they
arrived from the Shenandoah Valley.?

Gen. Lee’s strategic concept of operations entailed using the Valley Army to attack
McClellan’s right flank. According to historian Douglas Southall Freeman, Lee determined
Jackson’s target to be the Union Fifth Corps located north of the Chickahominy River. Because
of Jackson’s direction of approach, the Valley Army would essentially be attacking McClellan’s
right flank from the side and rear. This in conjunction with the coordinated attacks of the rest of
the Army of Northern Virginia against the Federals would turn the flank of the Union army and
cause a retreat of the Army of the Potomac from the vicinity of Richmond.”

At 2:00 am on June 12, 1862, JEB Stuart ordered about 1,000 to 1,200 hand-picked
cavalrymen to leave Hanover Court House to launch their reconnaissance for Stonewall
Jackson’s troops.” By the end of the day, Stuart found his planned route of return to
headquarters blocked by the alerted enemy.” The consequence of this development was Stuart’s
decision to press onwards in his reconnaissance. Of course, doing so meant that JEB Stuart was
exceeding his orders from Gen. Lee. Stuart’s decision began an odyssey of the cavalry that
lasted three days.” That raid resulted in Stuart’s command riding entirely around the Union
army.”

The reconnaissance of JEB Stuart around the Union Army of the Potomac was
completed. The information gained by the cavalry necessarily meant major changes for the

experience of Stonewall Jackson’s Army of the Valley. For the loss of one man, Stuart had
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captured 170 prisoners. In addition, he had captured a plentiful supply of stores and munitions
from the Federals. In aride of 150 miles, Stuart had managed to humiliate his pursuers by
avoiding them at every turn.’

Besides the bounty which Gen. Stuart had managed to acquire on his raid, the main
purpose of his reconnaissance was accomplished. Stuart reported that the Union right flank
remained open to being outflanked by Jackson. This information prompted Gen. Lee to attempt
an audacious outflanking maneuver using Gen. Jackson’s troops. The most serious drawback to
J.E.B. Stuart’s activity was that his flair for the spectacular alerted Gen. George McClellan to the
vulnerability of his Union army’s open northern flank.™

The primary indicator of McClellan’s knowledge of his open northern flank was his order
of a reconnaissance towards the James River. The purpose of this recon was to prepare for a
change of base from White House on the Pamunkey to one of the landings on the James River
for the Army of the Potomac. Simultaneously, Gen. Robert E. Lee continued to concentrate all
available Confederate forces for the defense of Richmond. All of this was to prepare the way for
a counterattack against the Union right or northern flank. Part of the force concentration for Lee
was to call to Richmond for the remainder of Confederate Maj. Gen. Theophilus Hunter Holmes’
division from North Carolina consisting of 6,500 men. A brigade from Georgia was transferred
from that state to the Shenandoah Valley to enhance the Valley cavalry who were left there to
counter any Union activity in the Valley. This action solidified the ability of Stonewall Jackson

to leave the Shenandoah Valley for the Richmond environs.®
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The information brought back by Gen. J.E.B. Stuart’s ride around the Army of the
Potomac gave Gen. Lee the go ahead to act swiftly on his plan for an aggressive defense of
Richmond utilizing Stonewall Jackson’s division. Gen. Lee sent orders for Gen. Jackson to do
four things in fulfilling Jackson’s part of Lee’s plan for eastern Virginia. First, the Valley Army
was to leave the Shenandoah Valley by crossing the Blue Ridge Mountains. Second, Jackson’s
army was to board trains bound for Richmond at Mechum River Station. Third, Jackson’s foot
cavalry were to disembark the trains before reaching the Chickahominy River so they would be
able to march between the Chickahominy River and Totopotomoy Creek. Fourth, Jackson’s
army was t