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LINCOLN AND STANTON.

PART L.

ABRAlIAM LINCOLN and Edwin M, Starton are dead.
No member of Mr. Lincoln's Cabinet during the Penin.
sular campaign is now living, The Hon. Benjamin F,
Wade and Andrew Johnson, then U, S, Senators and
members of the Joint Committee on the Conduct of the
War, are voiceless as these their illustrious colaborers.

Embeoldened by the ravages death has made during
nearly a quarter of a century, George B. McClellan avails
himself of the pages of the Century to present his expla-
nation of the failure of the Army of the Potomac, while
under his command. The initial article, which appeared
in the May number, is an unjustifiable assault upon the
memories of Lincoln and Stanton, and but for this fact
would not deserve notice, as it can have no historic value.
As to the details of the Peninsular campaign it furnishes
no allegation of fact with which the author's reports,
memoranda, and correspondence have not made the
country familiar. The statements by which he attempts
to make good his assaults upon the memory of the illus.
trious dead are sustained solely by his word, and would
vanish before a freshman's applications of the primary

T



*
2 LZINCOLN AND STANTON,

canons of criticism, He offers no summary of results
achieved by the army under his command, and the few
positive assertions upon which he ventures conflict with
cach other. He speaks of beliefs and impressions as to
malign influences which rendered it impossible for him to
execute his oft abandoned intentions, and in this connec-
tion, says: “The more serious difficulties of my position
began with Mr, Stanton’s accession to the War Office
* ¥ * The impatience of the Executive immediately
became extreme, and [ can attribute it only to the influence
of the new Secretary, who did many things to break up
the free and confidential intercourse that had heretofore
existed between the President and mysclf * * % The
positive order of the President, probably tssued under the
' pressure of the Secretary of War, forced me to undertake
the opening of the railroad.”

This is such stuff as dreams are made of. It serves,
however, to illustrate the confusion into which the
author's morbid imagination led him when in pursuit of
an evil genius-upon whom to devolve the consequences
of his failures,

Again, he says: “In July, 1861, after having secured
solidly for the Union that part of West Virginia north of
the Kanawha and west of the mountains, I was suddenly
called to Washington on the day succeeding the first
battle of Bull Run."

From this paragraph readers will conclude that the
writer was called to Washington to assume command of
the armies, because he had “secured solidly for the
Union” that portion of Western Virginia of which he
gives the boundaries. This was not the case. The
forces under his command in West Virginia had achieved
victories for which the President and loyal people were
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grateful though they were not of a decisive character, and
much fighting was yet to be done before the territory
referred to should be secured to the Union. In intimat-
ing that his advancement was due to so doubtful and
meretricious a claim General McClellan does injustice to
himself. His summons to Washington was due to influ-
ences much more complimentary to him. His call wasa
tribute to his pre-eminent skill as an organizer, and his
capacity as an engineer.

Licut-General Scott recognized these qualities in Mc-
Clellan, and impressed his sense of their value upon the
President as reasons why he should be brought to Wash-
ington at a time when immense bodies of fresh troops
were to be received, for whom camps were to be selected,
and for whose training and practice, as well as a
measure of defence to the city, fortifications were to be
located, planned, and constructed. It was in view of this
combination of facts that Scott recommended the organi-
zation of a district to be known as the Division of the
Potomac, which should embrace the troops in’ and around
Washington, and that McClellan should be brought to
the capital to organize and command this new and im.
portant division.

Though General McClellan knew that his advancement
had been promoted by the Licutenant-General, he entered
upon his new duties with a studied course of insubordina-
tion. By his contumelious treatment of that venerable
soldier he had, by the gth of August, a period of less than
a fortnight, reduced him to a condition in which the
preferable alternative was to ask the President to allow
him to be placed on the officers’ retired list. The letter
in which he made this request bore date August g, 1801,
As further efforts at direct communication with his sub-
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ordinate were incompatible with selfrespect, it was
addressed to the Secretary of War, and said: “1I received
yesterday, from Major-General McClellan, a letter of that
date, to which I design this as my only reply.”"*

President Lincoln could not « t to the reti t
of Scott under such circumstances without an cffort, on
his part, to save the old soldier’s feclings. The effort was,
however, not destined to succeed, for, while they were yet
together, the General received a fresh indignity from his
aspiring subordinate, and, in a letter addressed to the
Secretary on the 1zth, insisting upon his request to be
retired, he said :

“On the 10th inst. I was kindly requested, by the Presi-
dent, to withdraw my letter to you of the gth, in reply to
one I had received from Major-General McClellan of the
day before ; the President, at the same time, showing me
a letter to him from General McClellan, in which, at the
instance of the President, he offered to withdraw the
original letter on which I had animadverted. * * *
It would be as idle for me, as it would be against the
dignity of my years, to be filing daily complaints against
an ambitious junior who * ¥ * has unquestionably
very high qualifications for military command.”*

The President could not refuse to grant Scott’s request
when thus repeated and enforced. The order of retire-
ment was made, and McClellan found himself without a
military superior other than the President, whom the
Constitution named as Commander-in-Chief of the Armies
and Navies of the United States, and brief time served to
show that restraints imposed or duties demanded by the
President were as irksome and irritating to him as had
been the consciousness of Scott's superior rank.

! “Official Records, War of the Rebellion,” Vol, X1, Part IT1, p. 4.

" Jbid., pp. 5 and 6,
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He soon permitted himself to be recognized as the head
of the party of inaction, and to be surrounded by the
leaders of the reactionary political faction of the North,
To avoid misi pretation and misrep tation, I pause
to say that I allude to no Democrat who believed, as
Jackson had done, that the Union was a blessing worth
preserving, when [ refer to the leaders of the reactionary
force of that day. They were Northern pro-slavery dis.
unionists who preferred the destruction of the Union to
the destruction of slavery, of whom Clement L. Vallan.
digham was a brilliant type. They sought the advan.
tages of union and organization, and established secret
orders—such as the * Knights of the Golden Circle ™ ; and
when addressing mectings of illiterate men in opposition
to the enforcement of the draft, to the suspension of the
habeas corpus, to the enlistment of colored troops in the
army, or to any other vital es, not infrequently
spoke of President Lincoln as a * Mulatto  Buffoon,” In
their familiar parlance, those who supported the adminis-
tration in its efforts to save the country, were character-
ized as “ Black Republican Disunionists " and * Nigger
Lovers, and, if they wore the national uniform, as
“ Lincoln's Hirelings.”

But for the instant, earnest, and persistent co-operation
of national Democrats, the government could not, I be-
believe, have crushed the rebellion and restored the
Union. Dix and Stanton were Democrats who had
served till the close of Buchanan's administration in his
Cabinet ; Morton, of Indiana, and Tod and Brough, of
Ohio, who were distinguished for courage and energy
among the illustrious group of war governors, had been
life-long Democrats, and I might add the names of hun-
dreds of Democrats of State or national reputation who




