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Archer, C., Lieutenant, Ord. Officer.

Baker, J. A., Captain, Aid-de-Camp.
"Baldwin, John M., Captain, Acting Ord. Officer.
Cain, W. H., Captain, Commissary.

Danner, Albert, Captain, Quartermaster.

Daves, Graham, Major, A. A. General.

Drane, N. M., Captain, Quartermaster.
Freeman, E. T., Lieutenant, A. A. I. General.
Haile, Calhoun, Lieutenant, Aid-de-Camp.
Harrison, William B., Major, Chief Surgeon.
Morey, John B., Major, Chief Quartermaster.
Myers, C. D., Lieutenant, Aid-de-Camp.
Overton, M., Captain, Ord. Officer.

Reynolds, F. A., Captain, A. A. General.
Robertson, N. I., Lieutenant, Artillery.
Rogers, H. J., Captain, Engineer.

Sanders, D. W., Major, Adj. General.
Shingleur, James A., Lieutenant, Maj. and A. A. G.
Shumaker, S. M., Major, Chief Artillery.
Storrs, George S., Lieutenant, Maj. and Chief Art.
Venet, John B., Captain, Engineer.

Yerger, James R., Lieutenant, Aid-de-Camp.
Thomas, Grigshy E., Sergeant, Ordnance.

Government in Louisiana, 1875-76.

The forces that were developed during the last two years of
the war found a wide field for operation as the Union troops
marched through the South, and induced the troops to plunder,
because there was money in it, and when the war ended this
force entered the wide area of reconstruction, and produced
those cursed scenes witnessed all over the South, because
there was money in it, and yet when the States were ad-
mitted into the Union it was natural to suppose that its power
for evil was spent. Not at all; it rallied, and entered the field
of polities; debased by all the license of war, which exempted
them from punishment for all crimes, they sold themselves for
a price, and the dual governments commenced: the one estab-
lished by the property owners and respectable people, the other
by the carpethaggers, scalawags, and negroes. Here were. of-
fices by election and by appointment affording almost unlimited
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opportunity to plunder. They had no conscience when they
could put money in their pockets,

To illustrate, T will, as briefly as I can, take the State of Louisi- -
ana. - In 1875 this State had #wo rival courts, #wo opposing Legis-
latures. One was the radical carpethaggers, and the other con-
servative. There were #/ree governors; also United States
Senators, black and white, and Gen. P. I, Sheridan was mili-
tary director; and over and ahove all the United States inter-
meddling in her affairs. The rival courts were oceupied in
reversing the decisions of each other, the Legislatures in pass-
ing bills that were not valid for the want of a quorum, or oh-
taining the signature of the right governor, whether of Kellogg,
Warmouth, or McEnery (the three governors).

As this threefold government presaged the probability of the
radical party not receiving the electoral vote of the State in the
coming election for President, something had to be done to ac
complish it. Accordingly the President directed the Secretary
of War to issue an order directly and secretly to Gen. P. .
Sheridan, who was in Chicago, to proceed to New Orleans, and
it was suggested that he should make the journey appear as one
undertaken for recreation. So he and some of his staff, and a
party of ladies on pleasure bent, sailed down the turbulent Mis-
sippi river to New Orleans, and established headquarters in the
St. Charles Hotel.

Sheridan’s secret orders, dated December 24, 1874, were sent
to him direct from the Secretary of War, and without the knowl-
edge of Gen. Sherman, commanding the army, or of Gen. Mc-
Dowell, commanding the Department of the South, which em-
braced Louisiana, with his headquarters in Louisville, Ky.; but

~ he was advised that he might stop and make known to Gen. Mec-

Dowell the object of his mission if he deemed it proper to do
80, but he passed by without seeing McDowell. On arriving in
New Orleans he made the State of Louisiana a part of his de-
partment, and then issued his decree declaring the people of the
state ““banditti.” This alarmed the President. Tt was too im- -
perialistic. Sheridan then suggested that Congress be called on
to pass an act in a few words making the people banditti. The
President declined. Then the chief of the banditti advised the
President to issue an order through the War Department declar-
ing the people banditti, and to leave arL To HiM, and he would
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quell them without giving him (the President) any further trou-
ble. In all this there is a thirst for blood and punishment by
" military authority. But Grant, sitting on the ragged edge of
imperialism, declined to support his man-of-all-work on the ban-
ditti question. But still undaunted, Sheridan perchance recalled
to mind how Cromwell entered the ‘‘Praise-God Barebone”
house of Parliament, and, charging the members to be guilty of
dishonorable acts, drove them out of the house by an armed force,
locked the door, and put the key in his pocket; or how Napoleon

entered the hall of the council of five hundred in Paris, and at

the point of the bayonet dissolved the convention—resolved to
imitate those great men by taking a company of the United States
army, and thrust the members of the conservative Legislature
into the street. This he did by sending Gen. De Trobirand to
close the legislative hall of a sovereign State in the Union, first
ejecting the members.

However much the North was willing to punish the South,
they saw in this a usurpation of United States authority which,
if unrebuked, might be applied to a **truly loyal” State in the
North; and now the Northern press howled, not because it had
been done in Louisiana, but for fear their Legislatures might be

invaded likewise, and they cried: ‘‘Have we also a Cmesar?”™

And all this was done to secure the vote of Liouisiana to the radi-
cal party in the coming presidential election.

Pending these events Sherman and McDowell were inflamed
with anger that such orders should be issued secretly, and not

sent through the proper channel of communication. Such were.

some of the incidents of the attempt of Sheridan to punish the
people of Louisiana who were *‘ to the manner born,” who owned
the land, and paid nine-tenths of all the taxes, and who intel-
lectually were his equal, and socially and in the amenities of life
his superior in many respects.

Time passed on. Election day came, and, had these States been

recorded as the people had voted, the election would have been:

For Tilden, 203; for Hayes, 166. But the election machinery
in most of the Southern States was in Republican hands, and thus
by Chandler’s orders the States of Florida, Louisiana, and South
Carolina could be counted out; and if this was done, R. B. Hayes

would have 185 and S. J. Tilden 184. Now *‘ who should count.
the votes” hecame the battle ground. For two months scheme.

JULIUS L. BROWN,
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after scheme was proposed and rejected. More than once it
was proposed to throw dice, and rafile off the presidency like
“a good, fat turkey for Christmas,” but this leaked out. One
proposition after another again fell through, and at last Hayes
won by trickery. Only the great desire for peace, and the mar-
shaling of troops and concentrating naval vessels under. the
orders of President Grant prevented a clash of arms, !

Among the first acts of President Hayes was an order remov-
ing the United States troops from New Orleans and Columbia,
S. C., as the purpose for which they had been kept there had
been accomplished. Those who are fond of reading low vil-
lainy can find it written in the chronicles of Louisiana.

Violation of Paroles. -

In connection with the violation of paroles I will incidentally
mention that Gov. Joseph E. Brown, of Georgia—after the sur-
render of Gen. R. E. Lee, and when Gen. J. H. Wilson was in
Macon on his raid—went to Macon, and surrendered to Gen.
Wilson himself and the militia in his command, and obtained
his parole; thence he returned to Milledgeville. That same
evening Gen. Wilson sent an officer and some troops to the res-
idence of his excellency, took from him by force the parole that
he had just given him, arrested him, took him to Macon; then
sent him to Washington City, where he was imprisoned with
most of the Southern Governors of the Confederate States. This
gave rise to a peculiar decision on the validity of his and other
paroles. See the following letter from the War Records, Serial
No. 104, Page 836:

WasHINGTON, May 19, 1865,
Hon. E. M. Stanton, Secretary of War.

The inclosed makes it appear that Brown, of Georgia, surrendered the
militia of that State and himself as commander in chief thereof to Gen.
Wilson, and was paroled. If the call for the meeting of the Georgia Legis-
lature was subsequent to the parole, I suppose there can be no doubt but
that he stands liable to arrest for the violation of his parole; otherwise, is
it not obligatory upon the government to observe their part of the contract?
I would not advise authorizing him to go back to Georgia now under any
circumstances; but I do not think a paroled officer is subject to arrest, so
long as he observes his parole, without giving him notice first that he is.
absolved from further observance of it.

U. 8. GrANT, Lieutenant General.
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The inclosure referred to is probably Wilson to Stanton, May
. 19, 4:20 p.M.  Page 680.

The wording of the parole given the army of Gen. R. E. Lee
reads:
- The within named, » Will not be disturbed by the United States au-
thorities so long as he observes his parole and the laws in force where he
may reside. (From the War Records, Vol. 46, Part 3, page 858.)

This opinion of Gen. Grant that an officer, who may be in
command of an army or of a body of armed men, after the sur-
render of his men and their arms, can, after ““nofice that he is
absolved from further observance of it,” be arrested is a flagrant
breach of faith.

Promise of protection is given to a man with arms in his
hand, that if he will surrender them he shall have protection as
long as he observes his parole. Is it just, right, or honorahle
after he has given up his arms to notify him that he is released
from the observance of the parole, unless you first place him in
the same condition he was before he surrendered his arms or his
command? It is a deception and an outrage. In fact, I am un-
able to comprehend how a soldier who surrenders himself, his
men, and arms on parole can be released from and absolved from
observance from it from any act or acts committed prior to its
date in order to arrest him. Gov. Brown was denied the rights
given him by his parole, and holding him a prisoner and not
permitting him to go to his home in Georgia seems to be predi-
cated upon the fear that he might do something in violation of
a parole.

The papers showed that the Governor was paroled hy Gen.
Wilson; then arrested the same day at his home in Milledge-
ville, and his parole taken from him by force. I presume that
his parole was taken from him because some days previous to
his surrender he had made a call for the Legislature to assem-
ble.

- Joseph M. Brown, to whom I am indebted for much informa-
tion that he obtained from Union soldiers through years of cor-
respondence relative to the Georgia campaign, is a son of Goy.
Joseph E. Brown, and a gentleman of high literary attainments,
His elder brother, Julius L. Brown, now a distinguished lawyer
in Atlanta, refused to leave the country to be educated in Europe.
By a compromise he was sent to a military school in Athens, Ga.
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The boys there took up arms, and formed a company to defend
Athens. There Brown’s first duty was to guard some Yankee
prisoners. In 1864 he joined Company A in a battalion of cadets,
and rendered good service in defense of Atlanta. Thence his
command went to Milledgeville, where, joining with other State
forces and Wheeler’s cavalry, they fought Sherman’s advance at
every river he crossed, and otherwise retarded his march to Sa-
vannah. His battalion formed a part of the rear guard of Har-
<dee’s army on the retreat from Savannah. The last order is-
sued by Confederate authority east of the Mississippi was to this
battalion. (War Records, Serial 111, page 420.)

Cassville.
[From ‘‘Reminiscences of the War," in the New Orleans Picayune.]

The recent appearance of Hughes’s *“ Life of Gen. Joseph E.
-Johnston,” and the announcement of the placing in the hands
-of the printers of a *‘Life of Gen. Leonidas Polk,” by his son,
Dr. William Polk, were the subject of a conversation recently
-among a few veterans of the Army of Tennessee, and some facts
were mentioned that are deemed of sufficient interest to be placed
on record through the columns of your valued paper.

To those who participated in the memorable campaign from
Dalton to Atlanta under Joe Johnston, the failure to give bat-
tle at Cassville is a most fertile source of discussion and regret,
-and this was the point of conversation on which the group of
talkers lingered the longest.

The enthusiasm that swept through the army when the an- -
nouncement was made that it had reached the chosen battlefield
possessed anew the hearts of these veterans; the cheers that
went up from each command as ““Old Joe's” ringing battle or-
der was read to the troops reverberated again in their ears; the
embers of their deep emotions of elation and disgust that so
rapidly succeeded each other on that eventful day burned afresh
within them for a while. And naturally the oft-debated ques-
tion of the amount of blame attaching to Gen. Johnston’s sub-
-ordinates for this failure to fight came up as of old, and the
measure of it, if any, appertaining to Gen. Polk was stated as
follows by one of the group, Maj. Douglas West, who, as adju-
‘tant general, attended Gen. Polk on the night of the conference




