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ABSTRACT 

Joseph R. Bailey. Protection and Pacification: The Civil War in Dickson County, Tennessee. {Under the 

direction of Dr. Christos G. Frentzos, Dr. David R. Snyder, and Dr. Richard P. Gildrie) 

When one drives through Dickson County Tennessee today there are few if any reminders of the 

Civil War. Many people, in fact, state that nothing of significance occurred within the county during the 

war. No single piece of literature exclusively discusses the Civil War within Dickson County. Moreover, 

other scholars have ignored the significant role that operations in Dickson County played during the Civil 

War. This work hopes to fill that void by explaining the overall significance of Dickson County to Union 

forces in their campaign to occupy middle Tennessee while describing operations that contributed to its 

pacification. By frequently patrolling the countryside, occupying towns, composing large garrisons to 

guard supply routes, and quickly repairing those damaged routes, Federal forces alleviated the 

usefulness of Confederate guerrilla attacks. It also stabilized the occupation of middle Tennessee and 

allowed Federal forces to conduct operations further south. 
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Introduction 

Driving through Dickson County today one will encounter few, if any reminders 

of the Civil War. Many residents of Dickson County, in fact, believe that nothing of 

significance occurred within the county during the war. No single piece of literature 

exclusively discusses the Civil War within Dickson County. The only study to even touch 

on the subject was Robert E. Corlew' s A History of Dickson County. Published in 1956, 

Corlew's history, while extensive and competent, only covered the Civil War within the 

greater context of the county's overall history. Although he discussed some incidents that 

occurred on the Dickson County home front, the larger part of Corlew's Civil War 

chapter focused on Confederate units formed within Dickson County and their battlefield 

fortunes. 

Moreover, other scholars have ignored the significant role that operations in 

Dickson County played during the Civil War. This work hopes to fill that void by 

explaining the overall significance of Dickson County to Union forces in their campaign 

to occupy middle Tennessee while also describing operations that contributed to its 

pacification. By frequently patrolling the countryside, occupying towns, using large 

garrisons to guard supply routes, and quickly repairing those damaged routes, Federal 
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forces undermined the usefulness of Confederate guerrilla attacks. It aJso stabilized the 

occupation of middle Tennessee and allowed Federal forces to conduct operations further 

south. 

Several works on guerrilla warfare and counterinsurgency have emerged in recent 

years. Robert R. Mackey's The Uncivil War: Irregular Warfare In The Upper South, 

1861-1865, for example, presents an analysis of irregular warfare waged by the 

Confederacy. He notes, 

The Confederacy attempted to fight an irregular conflict in conjunction with the 
conventional war, doing so within the limits of nineteenth century concepts of guerrilla, 
partisan, and raiding warfare. These forms of unconventional warfare, though sharing 
some traits with guerrilla wars of the twentieth century, were not intended to instigate an 
insurgent movement behind enemy lines. Instead, the Confederate irregular forces were 
intended to be an adjunct to the conventional field armies whether raised in 1862 to slow 
the Federal invasion of Arkansas or to strike deep behind Union lines in Tennessee and 
Kentucky. 1 

Mackey's observations hold more than a grain of truth for the Civil War's 

conduct in Dickson County. A significant portion of this study addresses irregular 

warfare within Dickson County and how those conducting irregular or guerrilla actions 

intended to disrupt Union control of the county and middle Tennessee. These operations 

in Dickson County usually occurred in conjunction with regular Confederate activity in 

the surrounding areas. 

Mackey' s work also made another significant contribution to the historiography 

of irregular warfare. He stated, "Often, scholars do not clearly explain what they mean by 

"guerrilla," "partisan," "partisan ranger," or other terms used in the war for irregular 

troops, or they use the terms interchangeably. As a result, confusion reigns over what 

irregular warfare was in the 1860s and who were its practitioners." The author also 

mentioned other terms that people have used to describe irregular activity, including 



"bushwhacker,' ' "brigand," "greyback", and "jayhawkers." Mackey' s observations are 

certainly relevant to Confederate operations in Dickson County. 2 

Even after substantial review and years of study, one has trouble distinguishing 

whether Confederate actions in the county were guerrillas, partisans, or some 

combination of all of these terms. Mackey's work delves into defining some of these 

terms, although, the definitions apply loosely at best. He borrowed his definition of 

partisan from Francis Lieber who noted, "[partisan's] object is to injure the enemy by 

action separate from that of his own main army; the partisan acts chiefly upon the 

enemy's lines of connection and communication, and outside of or beyond the lines of 

operation of his own army, in the rear and on the flanks of the enemy." Mackey then 

noted that partisans were soldiers rather than civilians, an important distinction. He noted 

that guerrilla became synonymous with "unorganized, undisciplined irregulars who only 

occasionally recognized the military command structure of the Confederacy."3 

Furthermore, Mackey describes Bushwhackers as "the lowest form of irregular 

combatant, and labeled someone who occupied a place between criminality and guerrilla 

warfare." Mackey's description also notes that "Bushwhackers were considered a minor 

hindrance to the main armies, easily repulsed when they tried to steal horses or rob a 

Federal outpost. To the civilian populace, the Bushwhackers represented the chaos that 

followed in the wake of the destructive armies, or were gangs of toughs intent on ruling 

the hinterland of east Tennessee, western Virginia, and northern Arkansas through 

terror." Mackey's observations apply just as readily to irregular warfare in Dickson 

County.4 
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In 1999, Historian Daniel Sutherland edited a series of essays entitled Guerrillas, 

Unionists, and Violence on the Confederate Home Front. Sutherland's work noted that 

some Southerners rarely saw the movement of regular Confederate forces but more than 

their share of guerrilla warfare and the Federal counterinsurgency operations. Sutherland 

also stated that "both the intensity and scope of the violence appear to have grown as the 

war progressed." The author attributed this increase in violence to widespread growth of 

Confederate guerrilla activity and also noted that by 1863, Union occupation policy 

became "less conciliatory" and began targeting Confederate civilians as well as their 

soldiers. 5 

Finally, Sutherland discussed the significance of the Partisan Ranger Act, adopted 

by the Confederate Congress in 1862. He stated, "Historians have yet to appreciate the 

large numbers of loyal Confederates who left the army after their original short-term 

enlistments had expired in order to join guerrilla bands. In the eyes of the government, 

these men had deserted, for the Conscription Act required men already in the army to 

fight for the duration of the war. But to their own way of thinking, these men remained 

steadfast Rebels, and they used the Partisan Ranger Act to legitimize their new mode of 

fighting." 6 

Sutherland 's observations are relevant within the context of Dickson County as 

well. One Confederate irregular commander (it could effectively be argued that he was 

both a guerrilla and a parti san) caused much grief to many Federal soldiers occupying the 

Nashville and Northwestern Railroad in Dickson County. Alexander Duval McNairy 

began his military career as an officer in the Twentieth Tennessee Infantry. By early 

1863, however, McNairy and his men conducted frequent and damaging raids against 



Federal outposts throughout Hickman and Dickson Counties. Like their commander, a 

substantial portion of McNairy 's men joined his marauding band after service in the 

regular Confederate army. 

Historian Benjamin F. Cooling contributed an essay to Sutherland's work that 

broadly treated irregular warfare in Tennessee and Kentucky. In "A People's War: 

7 

Partisan Conflict in Tennessee and Kentucky," Cooling discusses the nature of this 

conflict and stated, "We emerge then not only with a set-piece war of armies. We also 

uncover a festering cauldron in which the terms partisan, guerrilla, bushwhacker, and 

irregular became indistinguishable from freedom fighter or bandit and, by implication, 

meaningless as differentials between legitimate and illegitimate resistance." Cooling then 

noted that both citizens and soldiers grew tired of this type of warfare that resulted from 

"a constituted authority" failing to protect them. Dickson County was no exception. The 

elected county government in Charlotte could do little to protect the old way of life for its 

citizens and many in Dickson County grew weary of both Federal soldiers and 

Confederate guerrilla bands. 7 

Cooling's description of this partisan warfare in Tennessee and Kentucky also 

described, quite well, the Civil War operations in Dickson County. He noted, "But 

outlying rail lines, steamboats, patrols and couriers, bridge guard posts, and subsistence 

expeditions were the favorite targets of raiders and irregulars. Authorities reacted in both 

cases. Counterinsurgency, pacification, eviction, exile, confiscation of property, physical 

destruction, and the hated Oath of Allegiance to the United States all became part of the 

Union tool kit for enforcing submission." Union authorities used this same "tool kit" to 

pacify Dickson County. Within Dickson County routine patrols, pursuit of guerrilla 
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bands, effective garrisons along important supply routes, and complete subjugation of the 

civilian population and guerrilla sanctuaries allowed Union authorities to control the 

county; thus controlling middle Tennessee. 8 

Although scholars have ignored Dickson County's role in the Civil War, plenty of 

literature has emerged about the Union struggle to control middle Tennessee. In Sharks in 

an Angry Sea: Civilian Resistance and Guerrilla Warfare in Occupied Middle 

Tennessee, 1862-1865 historian Stephen V. Ash concentrated on Union efforts to pacify 

Montgomery County, immediately North of Dickson County. While not in Dickson 

County, the conduct of civilian resistance to Union occupation in Montgomery County 

was not altogether different than it was in Dickson County. Ash noted "Whenever Union 

troops marched into the South during the Civil War they confronted not just one armed 

enemy, but two. Ahead of them, Confederate armies blocked the path; around their flanks 

and rear, Southern guerrillas struck and ran, then struck again. "9 

Ash undertook a broader study of guerrilla warfare within his work Middle 

Tennessee Society Transformed, 1860-1870: War and Peace in the Upper South. This 

author' s observations not only reflected the nature of guerrilla warfare within middle 

Tennessee but also applied to the Civil War' s conduct in Dickson County. One of the 

more important aspects of guerrilla warfare that Ash addresses includes its communal 

aspect. He noted, "Resistance was not only a personal commitment but a communal 

affirmation, reflecting and at the same time reinforcing traditional bonds among whites .. 

. " Ash further developed this idea when he stated, "The guerrillas of Middle Tennessee 

were not, however, merely footloose partisans waging ruthless war on Yankee invaders. 

They were men (and boys) of the rural communities, known to their families and 



neighbors, harbored and supported by them, and committed to safeguarding their 

world." 10 

Michael R. Bradley's work With Blood and Fire addressed the other side of 

insurgency. Bradley described the hard handed Federal efforts to combat the guerrilla 

insurgency they faced around Tullahoma, located in the southeastern portion of middle 

Tennessee. Although Bradley' s work discussed Federal counterinsurgency methods in 

another area of middle Tennessee, his account of Union counterinsurgency methods is 

not altogether different than those methods often used in Dickson County. The author 

noted how the United States commissioned Francis Lieber of Columbia University to 

develop a practical, effective, and concise method to counter guerrilla and partisan 

waifare. 

11 

Lieber' s study resulted in the publication and distribution of General Order 100 in 

1863. Those found in violation of the order were subject to strict punishment, including 

death . In effect , the code proclaimed that civilians would not be victimized by war to the 

extent possible. In cases of extreme "military necessity" the order stated that retaliation 

for guerrilla actions could be undertaken but cautioned that it should be sparingly used. 

Likewise, the order protected citizens· property and, in the event that the Union army 

required it. ordered that receipts be gi ven for the material taken. General Order 100 

banned "no quarter" policies except in the most ex treme cases of hostile engagements. 

The order also stated that those "uniformed'. in enemy service would be accorded 

treatment as prisoners of war. Those not ·'uniformed .. would be treated as common 

criminals. Bradley, however, took exception to that policy noting, "Just what constituted 

a "uniform•· in the tatterdemalion ranks of the Confederacy was subject to debate just as 



was the "organization" of Confederate units which might or might not, be part of "the 

organized hostile army." 11 

Bradley mentioned, however, that Federal authorities failed to enforce the 

standards of General Order 100 and stated, "The provisions of General Order No. 100 

would be violated on numerous occasions ... The gross nature of many of the violations 

of the Lieber Code rose to the level of war crimes. Such crimes brought retaliation by the 

guerrillas so that, at times, the black flag of revenge and massacre flew more prominently 

than either the Stars and Stripes or the St. Andrew's Cross." Bradley presented significant 

observations as the conduct of insurgency and counterinsurgency in Dickson County 

often degenerated to the level of war crimes for both sides. 12 

Richard P. Gildrie also devoted significant attention to Union occupation and 

counterinsurgency methods in Guerrilla Warfare in the Cumberland River Valley, 1862-

1865. Once again, this article focuses on Montgomery County but possesses many 

arguments relevant to the Civil War in Dickson County. Gildrie stated that guerrilla 

bands and their enemies fit "the pattern of classic guerrilla warfare." The author also 

noted, "in the attempt to suppress guerrilla activity in the Cumberland Valley, Federal 

troops were committed in large numbers, waged a war of "counterinsurgency" in 

classical form, and, with great difficulty, gained a modicum of control over the valley by 

the time of the Battle of Nashville." Furthermore, Gildrie contends that Confederate 

guerrillas and partisans routinely coordinated their attacks with notable Confederate 

cavalry leaders operating in the area. 13 

In many ways, the Union army' s conquest of middle Tennessee hinged on 

operations that occurred in Dickson County. These operations determined whether or not 
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Union forces held Tennessee but also allowed them to take warfare to Confederate forces 

in the Deep South states. The geography of Dickson County assured its value to both 

Union and Confederate military forces. One factor was its proximity to the Tennessee 

capital, Nashville. Geography situated Dickson County between Nashville and the natural 

invasion routes for the Union army via the Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers. 

Another factor making Dickson County significant in the Civil War was the 

mobilization of several regular Confederate units within its borders. This manpower was 

significant in several different ways. First, they greatly assisted the Confederate army and 

its conduct of the war. Secondly, this mobilization left few fighting-age men available to 

mount a conventional stand against the Union forces who later occupied the county 

although local guerrilla networks often cooperated with regular Confederate units 

operating in the area to engage Union forces. With so many of the county's male 

population of fighting age away with the Confederate army, Union forces faced a much 

reduced enemy. Mobilization of Dickson County men for the Confederacy, the Union 

plan to invade Tennessee using the Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers, and the early loss 

of middle Tennessee form the basis of the first chapter. 

Civil War activity in Dickson County largely remained confined to four different 

areas. The first area was Harpeth Shoals, at the confluence of the Cumberland and 

Harpeth Rivers in the northeast comer of Dickson County. The second area was along the 

Nashville and Northwestern Railroad that the Union army had built through Dickson 

County as a main supply route. Thirdly, the county seat of Charlotte saw more than its 

share of Civil War activity as did the valley of Yellow Creek, the fourth area. All of these 

areas became the site of Confederate insurgency operations and Union counterinsurgency 



methods necessary to the protection and pacification of Dickson County and middle 

Tennessee. 

Chapter 2 describes Dickson County and its significance to Union logistics. 

1£+ 

Opened for transport in the early stages of the war, the Cumberland River provided a vital 

logistical artery to the Union Army. Dickson County, whose northeast corner bordered 

the Cumberland, was the site of more than one raid against this important river 

transportation. Some of these raids, particularly the one at Harpeth Shoals in October 

1862, for instance, necessitated that Union authorities find another method of efficient 

supply for forces operating in Tennessee and beyond. 

Chapter 3 describes this method. Constructing the Nashville and Northwestern 

Railroad, which ran through the east-west length of Dickson County, provided a partial 

solution to the Union logistical problems. It also provided a huge target for Confederate 

guerrillas, some of whom were locally based. On more than one occasion these guerrillas 

rendered the railroad useless for extended periods. Therefore, the protection of the 

railroad required strong garrisons and occupation of towns which were, in effect, Union 

counterinsurgency operations. 

Chapter 4 describes the Union occupation of one such town, Charlotte, the seat of 

Dickson County. Union forces occupied the town later in the war attempting to stop 

Confederate guerrilla activity. Union authorities declared martial law, took over public 

buildings, destroyed court documents, pitched tents on the courthouse lawn and ruthlessly 

treated the town's civilians, those who possessed Confederate sympathies, and those 

suspected of being guerrillas. 14 



One final area of Civil War significance in Dickson County, discussed in Chapter 

5 was the Yellow Creek Valley. In addition to being a hot bed of Confederate sympathy, 

Yellow Creek in many ways was the breadbasket of Dickson County. Armies passing 

through the area foraged and recruited in the area. Additionally, Yellow Creek provided 

sanctuary to dozens of Confederate guerrillas and partisans operating in the area. This 

area also provided an easy access to the Nashville and Northwestern Railroad and the 

terrain and population of Yellow Creek offered them support, shelter, and security. In 

order to secure the railroad, Federals had to isolate and reduce Confederate insurgencies 

in the area. 

Primary documents related to the Civil War history of Dickson County are rare to 

say the least. The study that follows mainly used reports and correspondence contained 

within War of the Rebellion: Official Records of the Union and Confederate Armies. 

Commanders corresponding with their superiors often filed reports that referred to 

operations occurring in Dickson County and frequently one can see their response to 

those actions. The Supplement to the Official Records also provided useful information. 

Serving as a unit diary, one can track the day to day activity of many units and see many 

Union army patrols into Dickson County and the frequency with which they occurred. 

These records, however, are far from complete and much of the Civil War activity in 

Dickson County has been lost to time. Whether they failed to understand its implications 

or simply did not recognize its significance, participants and eye witnesses failed to 

record much of the war time activity with precise detail. 

Dickson County court records from this period provide little useful information 

although one can easily establish the dates of peak activity from the lack of documents. 



Some trial transcripts of suspected Confederate guerrillas suggest the areas in which 

irregular activity occurred and the problems it held for Federal forces in the area. One can 

also formulate an idea about the Union methods of counterinsurgency. I also benefited 

from a series of letters published by the Dickson Herald in the 1930s. This series was 

entitled The Over Eighty Club and consisted of letters to the paper describing their 

recollections. Although most were children at the time, few contributors failed to mention 

their recollections of the Civil War and its impact upon their families. While not rich in 

detail about times and units involved, the letters usually mention where they lived in the 

county and the type of activity they witnessed. 

Those studying The Civil War in Dickson County will benefit by having a better, 

although not unique, understanding of the war that took place behind the Union lines in 

middle Tennessee. They also gain an appreciation for Confederate guerrilla activity and it 

objectives as well as the counterinsurgency methods that Union forces used to defeat it. 

Within such a study, however, one can find other relevant historical information. For 

instance, what role did civilians play and what was their experience? What role does 

geography play in warfare? Such local perspectives hopefully serve to paint a broader 

picture of the Union occupation of Tennessee during The Civil War and provide a 

perspective on the home front war that so often affected and influenced more people than 

the conventional forces on the bloody battlefields. 
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Chapter One 

Dickson County, Tennessee in 1860 was a relatively isolated and rural region. 

Like most of the South, the people of Dickson County felt the growing tension of 

sectionalism that held an ominous grip on the United States. The county's total 

population in 1860 consisted of 9,982 persons. The white population was 7,781 while 

slaves made up the other 2,201 persons. The vast majority of these people listed their 

occupations as farmers, exhibiting the extent of agriculture throughout the county, but a 

significant number of people found themselves employed in professional trades, 

especially lawyers, ministers, doctors, and merchants. Many of them made their homes 

near the county seat at Charlotte. Many others found employment with the Nashville and 

Northwestern Railroad that progressed through Dickson County, although no track 

existed beyond Kinston Springs. Thomas McNeiley served the county in the State Senate 

and W.L. White represented Dickson County in the State-Legislature. 15 

Iron production comprised the largest industry in the county and as historian 

Robert E. Corlew observed, "brought to the county its biggest payroll." In 1850, Dickson 

County boasted more iron production capacity than any other county on the Western 

Highland Rim. Cumberland Furnace, located in the north central part of the county 

employed one hundred and twenty one persons under the ownership of Anthony Wayne 

Van Leer of Nashville. By 1860, however, new technology within the iron industry 

reduced Dickson County ' s pig iron production and only the Cumberland Furnace 

continued to operate, employing ninety-three men and seven women. The furnace closed 

some time in 1862 due to the war time conditions.
16 
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Historian Thomas L. Connelly captured the essence of the iron industry's 

imp01tance to Dickson County and the Confederacy when he observed, " ... the 

Cumberland River area from Fort Donelson to Nashville became the South's largest iron 

district. In 1861 this region was the Confederacy's largest producer of pig iron, iron 

blooms, and bar, sheet, and railroad iron. Before the war more than seventy-one furnaces 

and seventy-five forges and bloomeries were concentrated in this so-called Western Iron 

Belt. This fifty-mile-wide belt lay between the Tennessee and Cumberland rivers. It 

embraced thirteen counties, and encompassed 5,400 square miles from near the Kentucky 

border to the Alabama line." This significant factor in many ways foretold that Union 

forces would seek to control this vital area of industrial capacity in middle Tennessee and 

Dickson County. 17 

Maps of the period reveal that almost all roads converged upon Charlotte. The 

county seat provided road access to the state capital at Nashville, southeast to Columbia 

and Franklin, and southwest to Centerville. From Charlotte one could also find roads 

going west towards the Tennessee River, northwest to Dover, and North to Clarksville. It 

is noteworthy that Charlotte also provided a route to the Cumberland River via the road 

that roughly followed Johnson ' s Creek. Many of these roads probably resulted from the 

massive iron industry that once dominated middle Tennessee and Dickson County.
18 

One cannot overlook the significance of Dickson County ' s geographic position. 

In the northeast section the county is bounded by the Cumberland River that connected 

Nashville with other major rivers that gave the city access to large northern industrial 

centers. In addition to an extensive network of roads, the county is situated between the 
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Tennessee River and Nashville. Moreover, the county encompasses several creeks that 

provided an adequate sourc,e of water, irrigated the farmer's crops, and drained his fields. 

The Presidential Election of 1860 tore apart the entire nation and especially the 

Southern states. Dickson County was no exception to this rule. With sectional tension 

gripping the nation, many eagerly awaited the results. The Democrats ran two candidates 

for president, northern democrat and Illinois Senator Stephen Douglas and Southern 

Democrat and former Secretary of War John C. Breckenridge. John Bell of Tennessee 

emerged as the presidential candidate for the new Constitutional Union Party and the new 

Republican Party nominated Abraham Lincoln as their candidate although most Southern 

states did not even carry his name on the ballot. Nevertheless, the split among the 

democrats launched Lincoln into the White House. 

Voters in Dickson County cast their votes in much the same way as other middle 

Tennessee counties. Douglas received eighty-six votes while 465 went to Breckenridge. 

Dickson County voters gave their fellow Tennessean John Bell 135 votes and none to 

Lincoln. Although Dickson County did not cast a single vote for Lincoln, like other 

Tennesseans they refused to immediately follow the lead of other Southern states and 

secede from the Union although this issue was hotly contested. 19 

Tennessee Governor Isham Harris, however, wanted the state to secede and called 

a special session of the state legislature. This special session ordered a referendum of 

Tennessee 's citizens asking if they wanted to convene a secession convention and also 

gave voters the opportunity to choose delegates for that convention in the event that it 

was called. The referendum occurred on 9 February, 1861 and 51 percent of middle 

Tennessee voted aoainst a secession convention. Dickson County showed similar results 
0 



to the rest of middle Tennessee. County voters voted in favor of the convention with 499 

votes while 490 voted against it. The county also collected 813 votes in favor of Union 

delegates while 278 candidates voted in favor of secession delegates. 20 

Lincoln took office in March 1861, determined to keep possession of Federal 

property in the Southern states that had seceded and joined the Confederate States of 

America. One such Federal installation was Fort Sumter in Charleston Harbor. 

Surrounding the fort with guns and fortifications, the new Confederate army attempted to 

force the surrender of Fort Sumter. Lincoln notified Confederate authorities that he 

intended to provision the fort but sent no weapons, hoping this would sustain the garrison 

and avoid conflict with the Confederates. Before the fort could be resupplied Confederate 

authorities opened fire on Fort Sumter on the night of 12 April, 1861. The fort's 

commander, Major Robert Anderson surrendered the garrison the next morning. 

Now facing insurrection and civil war, Lincoln issued a proclamation calling for 

75,000 troops to suppress the rebellion on 15 April. Tennessee ' s governor, secessionist 

Isham G. Harris, responded to Lincoln's proclamation stating, "Tennessee will not 

furnish a single man for coercion but fifty thousand, if necessary, for the defense of our 

ri ohts or those of our Southern brethren." Harris then called for a second special session 
t, ' 

of the Tennessee Legislature to consider the secession issue.21 

The legislature responded and, once again, placed the issue before Tennessee 

voters in a referendum that occurred on 8 June, 1861. In Dickson County, only seventy­

one voters (6.2 percent) decided against secession while l, 141 voted to leave the Union. 

The rest of middle Tennessee posted similar results during the June referendum with 88 

percent in favor of leaving the Union. Events radically changed minds between February 



and June in Dickson County and ac "ddl T · · ross nu e ennessee. Lmcoln' s proclamat10n, 

however, more than any other factor pushed Tennessee into the welcoming arms of the 

Confederacy. 22 

Before the referendum on secession passed in Tennessee, however, Governor 

Harris manipulated the situation and began the organization of the state militia for 

Confederate service, arranging for Confederate authorities to occupy key defensive 

positions in portions of the state. Harris, through his army commander General Gideon 

Pillow, concentrated on fortification of the Mississippi River. The arrangement that 

occurred on 7 May 1861, also allowed and encouraged recruitment of units within 

Tennessee for the Confederate army. 23 

In September 186 I, newly appointed Confederate General Albert S. Johnston took 

command of all Confederate defenses west of the Appalachians. Forced to defend all 

territory from the mountains to the Miss issippi Ri ver, Johnston 's line was paper thin and 

he was forced to concentrate strength at strategic points. Governor Harris's early 

involvement in 1nilitary matters, however, cau ed problems for Johnston by expending 

too much energy to defend the Mississ ippi River while largely ignoring the defense of 

middle Tennessee where the Cumberland and Tennessee Ri vers provided the Union army 

with two excellent invasion routes. Although defensive works existed on these rivers at 
'-' 

Fort Donelson and Fort Henry. they were hardl y in condition for an in-depth defense.
24 

Now faced with civil war, the situation forced Abraham Lincoln to bring the 

seceded states back into the Union by using military means. That measure required Union 

armies invade the southern states, largel y through Tennessee. Union General Winfield 

Scott developed a plan that isolated the Confederacy and would cause it to slowly 



stran°le and sue for peace Scott' l h. d · 
e · s P an mge on blockadmg the Southern states by sea 

while taking control of the Mississippi River to New Orleans, splitting the Confederacy 

in two. The Union newspapers dubbed it "The Anaconda Plan."25 

One Union commander in the West, Ulysses S. Grant, recognized that the 

Cumberland and Tennessee Rivers provided one easy way of implementing the 

Anaconda Plan and invading the Deep South. Wanting to gain control of these rivers, in 

February 1862, Grant set out to defeat the garrisons defending the Tennessee and 

Cumberland at Fort Henry and Fort Donelson respectively. Grant understood the 

importance of those positions and later noted, "These positions were of immense 

importance to the enemy; and of course correspondingly important for us to possess 

ourselves of. With Fort Henry in our hands we had a navigable stream open to us up to 

Muscle Shoals, in Alabama. The Memphis and Charleston Railroad strikes the Tennessee 

at Eastport, Mississippi, and follows close to the banks of the river up to the Shoals. This 

road, of vast importance to the enemy, would cease to be of use to them for through 

traffic the minute F01t Henry became ours." Grant also captured the significance of 

reducing Fort Donelson on the Cumberland River stating, "Fort Donelson was the gate to 

Nashville- a place of great military and political importance."
26 

Operating in concert with Flag Officer Andrew Foote, Grant sailed down the 

Tennessee River from Cairo, Ulinois and unloaded his troops above Fort Henry while 

Foote 's ounboats bombarded the fort. The Union gunboats soon overwhelmed the 
b 

inadequate defenses of Fort Henry and forced its surrender before Grant 's men reached it 

by land. The surrender, however, did not take place before Fort Henry 's commander, 

General Lloyd Tilghman, sent a large portion of the garrison overland to Ft. Donelson. 
27 



Now that control of the Tennessee River belonged to Union forces, Grant set his 

sites on opening the Cumberland's by reducing the garrison at Fort Donelson. While the 

gunboats made their way back up the Tennessee to the Ohio River and came back down 

the Cumberland, Grant's forces moved the short overland distance to Fort Donelson. 

Federal infantry invested the fort and after a confused Confederate breakout attempt, 

forced the fort's surrender on 16 February, 1862. Although Confederate cavalry leader, 

Colonel Nathan B. Forrest, escaped with 700 men towards Charlotte, remaining 

Confederate commanders surrendered over 13,000 men whom Union authorities took to 

Northern prisoner of war camps.28 

With large sections of the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers now under Federal 

control, remaining Federal forces converged upon Nashville. Dickson County saw their 

first glimpses of military maneuvers through the county when Forrest stopped briefly in 

Charlotte to refit his men and horses. Rumors of the approaching Federals and the capture 

of Nashville brought by a local legislator sent the small town into a panic. Forrest 

threatened the legislator with arrest for spreading false information and assured residents 

that the information was incorrect.29 According to local legend, Forrest's men happily 

passed the time in the local saloons forcing their commander to ride into one of the 

saloons strikino them with the flat of his saber to get them moving again. 
' b 

In just a few short days, Confederate forces had lost a significant portion of their 

fighting force, portions of two major rivers, and the state capital. The loss of Nashville 

was detrimental to Tennessee and the entire South, especially for the fledgling 

Confederacy who lost a major center that produced badly needed war material. 

Nashville 's industrial comnrnnity was a leading producer of cannons, swords, 



ammunition, uniforms, and cavalry accoutrements s t th f . even y- ree manu actures 

employing 1,318 workers contributed to this production. Confederate authorities 

abandoned Nashville on 25 February, 1862 and the city became a gargantuan Federal 

supply depot for Union forces in the Western Theatre. In short order, the people of 

Dickson County began to see Federals on a regular basis and there was little they could 

do about it.30 

.L.4 

One factor that made Dickson County citizens almost helpless against the Federal 

occupation and later counterinsurgency was massive mobilization of its own population 

for the Confederacy. As mentioned earlier in the chapter, the white population of Dickson 

County included 7,781 people. The white male population of fighting age, between the 

ages of sixteen and thirty-four, totaled 1,284. Dickson County men formed two 

companies of the 49th Tennessee Infantry and three companies of the 11 th Tennessee 

Infantry. Moreover, a substantial number of Dickson County men served in two other 

units formed outside the county, Company "E" of the 10th Tennessee Cavalry, formed in 

Humphrey's County, and Baxter's Battery of Tennessee Light Artillery (2nd 

organization), formed in Williamson County but recruited in Dickson County. 

Conservative estimates reveal that Dickson County initially raised 600-700 men for 

Confederate service (46.7-54.5 percent of the white male population of fighting age). 

Placed into context, half of the people most able to combat the Union occupation were 

away from home. 31 

The men of Dickson County rallied to units being formed for Confederate service 

before Tennessee even seceded. In May 1861, three companies of Dickson County men 

left for Nashville and were incorporated into the 11
th 

Tennessee Infantry and Confederate 



service as companies C E and H (C H · · · · , , ompany was ongmally incorporated mto state 

service as Company K). Sent to Cam Ch th · R · · P ea am m obertson County for mstruct1on, the 

men soon received orders to East Tennessee where the fell under the command of 

General Felix Zollicoffer and guarded the strategic Cumberland Gap. In May 1862, the 

unit reorganized its leadership and belonged to the Army of Tennessee where it 

participated in their major campaigns at Stones River, Chickamauga, Chattanooga, and 

the Atlanta Campaign. 32 

At the end of the Atlanta campaign, the 11 th consolidated with the 29th Tennessee 

where it participated in the carnage at The Battle of Franklin. Afterward, the 11 th moved 

with the remainder of the Army of Tennessee and fought at the Battle of Nashville and it 

surrendered with Joseph E. Johnston at Greensboro, North Carolina on 2 May, 1865. At 

this time the 11 th only had enough men remaining to form two companies of the 2nd 

Consolidated Tennessee Infantry Regiment that consisted of survivors from eight other 

. ·n 
regiments: · 

Dickson County men also formed Companies B and D of the 49
th 

Tennessee 

Infantry. Mainly organized at Charlotte on 29 November 1861 , Confederate authorities 

ordered the reoiment to Fort Donelson on 6 December, 1861. Fighting in the battle along 
t, 

the Cumberland River fort , most of the 49th surrendered with Buckner and were sent to 

prison camps in the north , mainly Camp Douglas. During their internment, sickness and 

disease greatly reduced the regiment ' s strength:'.i 

On 26 September, 1862 the regiment arrived at Vicksburg, Mississippi on parole 

and was exchanoed soon afterward. In November the regiment reorganized at Clinton, 
t, 

Mississippi. Afterwards the regiment participated in several campaigns under the Army 
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of Mississippi and later formed part of the garri·son t p rt H d L · · Th A a o u son, ou1siana. e rmy 

of Mississippi then merged with the Army of Tennessee, becoming Stewart's Corps of 

· · Vi that orgamzat1on. · · 

Participating in the Atlanta campaign, the 49th lost a significant portion of the 

regiment at Lick Skillet Road (Ezra Church) where in fifteen minutes of fighting, almost 

every officer was killed or wounded and the regiment came under the command of a 

captain. The 49
th 

then moved into middle Tennessee during General John B. Hood's 1864 

campaign where the regiment suffered over seventy percent casualties. The regiment also 

fought at Nashville and afterwards was consolidated with portions of four other 

regiments. The remaining men surrendered with Johnston at Greensboro in April, 1865.36 

In late 1862, Captain E.D. Baxter formed his second organization of Tennessee 

Light Artillery. Baxter encamped on Turnbull Creek in southern Dickson County and 

recruited most of his men from Dickson County although the battery was actually 

organized in Williamson County. Initially on garrison duty in east Tennessee, Baxter's 

Battery soon joined the Army of Tennessee where they participated in the Battle of 

Chickamauga and the campaigns around Atlanta. Following the fall of Atlanta they were 

attached to General Joseph Wheeler' s delaying actions against Sherman's March to the 

Sea and surrendered to Federal authorities on 28 April, 1865.
37 

While the war at the front took its toll on soldiers of Dickson County, the people 

remaining at home suffered no less. Federal soldiers, Confederate irregulars, and 

sometimes, regular Confederate units, became familiar sites within the county. Those 

remaining on the home front were forced to cope with these realities and their experience 

was no less trying or dangerous than that of Confederate soldiers serving at the front. 
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Chapter Two 

Geo 0 raphically Dickson Count · d · · · · · 
b ' Y occup1e strategic pos1tton m Tennessee. With 

the fall of Forts Henry and Donelson, both the Tennessee and Cumberland Rivers opened 

themselves to the Union Army• The loss of the Cumberland opened the door for Federal 

soldiers to occupy Nashville, the capital of Tennessee. By necessity, Nashville became 

the major supply depot of the Western Theatre that supported Union operations towards 

Chattanooga and continued to sustain them while they operated through Georgia. These 

operations hinged on keeping supplies moving through a secure and occupied Nashville, 

and its security, in part, depended upon Union control of Dickson County's Cumberland 

River region. 

By 1846, Nashville relied heavily on the Cumberland River to connect it with 

northern manufacturers and supply depots. In that year alone the city processed thirteen 

million dollars of freight by using the Cumberland. That freight included 30,000 hogs­

heads of tobacco, 50,000 bales of cotton, 500,000 sacks of com, 21 ,000 cattle, 30,000 

horses and mules, and 350,000 hogs. The Union army also realized the Cumberland' s 

significance after their occupation of Nashville in February 1862 and their supplies 

movino south could be unloaded on the wharves at Nashville. 
38 

By this time the city also 
b 

benefited from the use of several railroads that connected the city with other supply 

centers. 

The Cumberland River, though absolutely essential for Union logistical efforts, 

also had its draw backs. Transport of materials along the Cumberland could be dangerous 

at all times. Low water in the summer months made navigation difficult , if not 

· ·bl A h b t l to navioatino the Cumberland came during times of high 1mposs1 e. not er o s ac e b e 



water. The Harpeth Shoals, on the northeastern b d f o· k c or er o 1c son ounty, were 

formidable and required careful attention to nav1·gate ev h th h 1 · ·bl en w en e s oa s were v1s1 e. 

Confederate military authorities recognized this di·sadva t t u · 1· d n age o mon supp 1es an 

Rebel units proved to be particularly troublesome in the area of Harpeth Shoals and 

caused considerable worry among Union officers. Confederate efforts to disrupt the flow 

of Union supplies to Nashville and Union efforts to protect their logistical tail along the 

Cumberland made Dickson County and surrounding areas the scene of irregular 

Confederate operations and several Union patrols that amounted to counterinsurgency 

39 programs. 

Historian Richard P. Gildrie notes, "Regular Confederate cavalry was sent behind 

Union lines, in cooperation with local partisans, not only to disrupt Federal supply lines, 

but also to recruit and re-equip. In the process Confederates maintained some semblance 

of authority over large portions of the countryside nominally under Union control but 

rarely visited by Federal troops." During the later portion of 1862 and the early portions 

of 1863, Union forces devoted considerable eff011 to gain control of the region and 

Confederate forces expended considerable time ensuring that they maintained some 

control over the region, or at least interfered with the Federal supply system . .io 

In many cases, these Confederate attacks on the Union ' s Cumberland River 

supply network were organized at Charlotte. Moreover, local Confederate guerrillas 

calling themselves partisan rangers recruited in the town. One of these irregular networks 

belonged to Colonel Thomas Woodward who operated throughout middle Tennessee and 

h K k Ch l tte Was distant enouoh from both Clarksville and Nashville sout em entuc y. ar o e 

th ·d h c b ·l nd could be oroanized and conducted before the Union at ra1 s upon t e um e1 a e 



garrisons effectively reacted. Often operational co · t d 1 d 
' ffiffiI ments an poor y mounte 

cavalry prevented Federal units from effectively pursuing these Confederate raiders. 

Such extensive local involvement and Dickson County's · ·f· t h. ·t· s1gm 1can geograp 1c pos1 10n 

forced Federal authorities to react to their activity. In order to curb these actions, Federal 

patrols increased in frequency and they were "committed in large numbers, [and] waged a 

war of 'counterinsurgency' in classical form, and, with great difficulty, gained a 

modicum of control over the valley by the time of the Battle of Nashville."41 

One such expedition began on 15 November 1862, under the command of 

Lieutenant Colonel David McKee of the 15th Wisconsin Infantry. McKee took command 

of a larger force consisting of the 15th Wisconsin, the 38th Illinois, and eleven men of 

Company B of the 36th Illinois under orders from Union General William S. Rosecrans 

who wanted the force to aid a previous expedition in "capturing of dispersing guerrillas." 

Starting from Edgefield, near Nashville, McKee ' s expedition proceeded to the area 

around Harpeth Shoals in search of Woodward ' s men who frequently launched attacks on 

the shoals from areas in Dickson County.
42 

McKee's expedition moved towards Clarksville then took the Springfield­

Charlotte Road to the Cumberland River crossing at Harpeth Shoals. McKee noted that 

his men captured forty-six guerrillas, approximately one hundred small arms, eighteen 

horses , and twenty mules. The commander also reported the destruction of one distillery, 

several baITels of salt, two "swelling" houses and other outbuildings at Harpeth Shoals. 

Although most of the expedition occurred in Robertson County on the North side of the 

Cumberland from Dickson County, McKee 's patrol reduced the effectiveness of 

·11 · H th Shoals between the two counties. The expedition pleased guern as operatmg at arpe , 
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Rosecrans and caused him to observe "Th. h d · · 
, IS an some little success, which [shows] what 

good infantry can do under an enterprising leader, reflects much credit on all who were 

engaged in it." McKee's expedition, however, only represented the start of 

more aggressive counterinsurgency tactics in the Harpeth Shoals area.43 

On 26 November 1862, Rosecrans received a report from Colonel Sanders D. 

Bruce, stationed in Russellville, Kentucky noting that the previous day 1,200 Rebels 

crossed the Cumberland near Harpeth Shoals. One unit, the I 5th Illinois Cavalry, moved 

from Stones River towards Clarksville and Harpeth Shoals, capturing five prisoners and 

twenty-two barrels of whiskey. On 27 November, Bruce's scouts reported 3000 guerrillas 

with six artillery pieces encamped at Charlotte with intentions of moving into southern 

Kentucky to take beef cattle and hogs as supplies. Bruce asserted to Rosecrans, "I have 

not force enough to cope with them, but will do my best. It would be well to keep an eye 

. on these rascals." Two days later, patrols ordered by Bruce drove Woodward's men ten 

miles from Clarksville towards Charlotte. Deserters had reported that Woodward 

intended to join Forrest or Morgan and raid into Kentucky, as mentioned above.
44 

Such frequent mentions of Forrest and Woodward suggest that they loosely 

cooperated with each other, at least Federal authorities thought they did. On 12 December 

1862, Bruce received a report from a scout that observed Forrest with 2000-4000 men in 

Charlotte. Bruce forwarded the information to Rosecrans, repeating that the intention of 

the Rebels was a movement into southern Kentucky.
45 

Woodward, however, had already been driven out of southern Kentucky. His men 

camped at Charlotte where Confederate authorities offered no alternatives other than a 

three year enlistment. Bruce's scout, Captain Johnson of the 8
1h 

Kentucky Cavalry [U.S.], 
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repmted that all of Woodward's me d d · • n eserte with the exception of approximately 120 

who enlisted for three years. Johnson also told Brue th t F k h · h e a orrest too away t e1r orses 

and arms and those who did not enlist simply returned home and took the oath of 

allegiance. Some of them, however, roamed "through the country, stealing, and robbing 

when they [had] the chance." Bruce reported the activity to Rosecrans telling him, "Their 

movements are certainly mysterious, and their stories unreasonable, but it is my decided 

opinion that their statement as to the disbandment of the regiment is true. About 140 

enlisted for three years, the remainder have come home, some to renew their allegiance, 

if allowed, and others to renew their cowardly system of guerrilla warfare." 46 

Soon after, Forrest moved into West Tennessee to begin his famous raid, taking 

some of Woodward's newly enlisted men with him. Before he returned, however, 

Wheeler set his sights on disrupting Union logistics on the Cumberland at Harpeth Shoals 

and took some of Forrest's men with him. Wheeler reached the river on 13 January 1863, 

and divided his command. Colonel Wade of the 8th Confederate Cavalry took the first 

contingent and one piece of artillery and established a position on a bluff overlooking the 

river near Harpeth Shoals. Wheeler took the second contingent and the remaining guns 

47 
and deployed them further up the Cumberland. 

At 8 P.M. on the night of 12 January, Wheeler' s men forced the steamer Charter 

and another transport to the shore and burned both boats and cargo while they paroled the 

soldiers and crew onboard the boats. The next morning, the steamer Hastings 

accompanied by the Parthenia, loaded with wounded Federal soldiers moving from 

Nashville to Louisville, encountered the burned remains of the Charter. Several steamers 

1 d. t tores from the Charter under the watchful guard of the were oa mg governmen s 
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gunboat Slidell. Chaplain Maxwell p G dd" . . 
· a 1s, onboard the Hastings, saw the gathering on 

the shore and became suspicious. Noticing a gro f b d h · up o ume ouses on the shore m 

addition to the Charter, Gaddis asked who was respons"bl f th · ·d L" 1 e or e mc1 ent. 1eutenant 

William Van Dorn, commanding the Slidell, answered Gaddis telling him that guerrillas 

had burned the Charter and he retaliated by burning the houses along the river. When the 

chaplain inquired if there was danger further down the river Van Dom replied that there 

was not.48 

Gaddis and the Hastings continued down the Cumberland with the steamer Trio, 

also carrying Federal wounded, about four miles in front of them. Posted on a high 

position above Harpeth Shoals, Colonel Wade ' s contingent of Confederate cavalry 

sighted the Trio moving down the river. Wade ' s men fired a shot from their six pound 

cannon that passed through the boat's cabin. Trio struck its colors and moved to the shore 

but Wade ' s force was unable to unload the ship before the Hastings and Parthenia 

appeared around the river' s bend. Refusing to heed Wade ' s demand to surrender the 

Confederate cavalrymen fired their rifles into the Hastings. The surgeon told them that he 

could not stop because he was carrying wounded. Wade ' s men fired again and the 

surgeon ordered, "Round the steamer to shore." The Parthenia attempted to tum back 

towards Nashville when Wade ' s six pounder convinced it to move ashore as well.
49 

Once ashore Gaddis noted that Wade ' s men "plundered the boat, even to the 

kn. f k t Ri"fled passengers ' baooaoe· robbed wounded soldiers of their 1ves, or s, spoon, e c. ee e , 

t. d f th ·r pockets took the officer' s side arms, overcoats, hats, etc." ra 10ns, an money rom e1 , 

W d d b h h. when Gaddis protested to General Wheeler' s adjutant, a e prepare to urn t es 1p 

Captain Spruel E. Buford, a previous acquaintance. Wade relented and paroled the crew 
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and the wounded Federal soldiers aboard the Hastings with the condition that they bum 

the cotton on the boat that served as beds for the wounded ld. h. so 1ers on reac mg 

Louisville. Gaddis agreed the Hastings continued down the Cumberland. so 

Shortly afterward, the Confederate raiders set fire to the Parthenia. Wade heard a 

cannon shot upriver and looked to see the gunboat Slidell moving toward them after it 

had fired on Wheeler's position in the woods. He ordered the gunboat to strike its colors 

and move to the shore. The Slidell responded with a broadside from its guns and Wade, 

once again, ordered his six pounder to fire on the boat. The Slidell immediately struck its 

colors and moved to shore where Wade's men paroled the officers and crew and burned 

the boat. Wade withdrew to reunite with his commander and Wheeler ordered part of the 

force to cross the ice choked river and bum the cache of Federal supplies at Ashland City. 

Four days later, Wheeler concluded his raid by burning another transport on the 

Cumberland. 51 

Wheeler did not leave the area without Federal units chasing him. In response to 

the attack the l Oth Kentucky Cavalry stationed at Murfreesboro attempted to interdict 

Wheeler's force. The 8th Kentucky Cavalry under the command of Major James W. 

Weatherford attempted to stop Confederate activity in Dickson County. Weatherford led 

· · · · · f h d d men to Harpeth Shoals and Charlotte a scoutmg exped1t1on cons1stmg o one un re 

between January 13 and January 21. The expedition succeeded in recovering some of the 

material lost when Wheeler's expedition destroyed the transports and gunboat in addition 

· · 1 150 en probably local ouerrillas. The Seventh Pennsylvania 
to captunng approximate y m , e 

· · H eth Shoals in January and February 1863. 
Cavalry participated in two exped1t1ons to arp 



One was for ten days under the command of General David Stanley. The other was for 

thirteen days. 
52 
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At least one Union paper published an account of the incident that did not make it 

into the official record. On March 11 1863, the New York Evening Post stated, 

After the battle of Stone [sic] River, or Murfreesboro, a Federal hospital boat, 
when conveying the wounded, and bearing the customary flag indicating its object, was 
fired upon and boarded by the rebels. Some fifteen negroes employed as servants on 
board the boat were killed. Others endeavoring to escape, were shot in the water while 
clinging to the sides of the boat. This inhuman treatment was not the work of guerrillas, 
for whose actions the rebel authorities might endeavor to excuse themselves, but was 
done by soldiers under the command of a Colonel Wade. General Wheeler's adjutant 
General was among the officers present. This Wheeler was promoted for the raid of 
which the attack on the hospital boat and murder of the negroes was the principal 

f t 53 ea ure. 

Whether this account was accurate or not, General Rosecrans felt that the incident 

violated the laws of civilized warfare. Writing to Washington, Rosecrans noted, "I can 

multiply documentary evidence on these outrages and many others, fully revealing the 

barbarism of these rebel leaders , and will do so, if you think desirable." Along with this 

report, Rosecrans forwarded accounts written by Chaplain Gaddis and Surgeon Luther 

Waterman who were aboard the Hastings and gave a narrative of the events. 
54 

Gaddis's and Waterman's accounts , however, noted that Colonel Wade and his 

men robbed and plundered these boats in a drunken condition. Wade, ho\\ever, said that 

l h · · fe on February 15 1863 he wrote, "I 
part of the account was not true. ln a etter to is wi 

k . ·nctosino Yankee accounts of the capture of a gunboat 
wrote to you some two wee s ago, 1 ::, 

and other boats in which I and my command were foully slandered in respect to our 

. . h t ou should see those accounts. Among 
treatment of the pnsoners. I was anxious t a Y 

. . d nk and that is only one which, as I knew, 
other things , they charged me with bemg ru , 

re drunk than I am now, and I have not taken a 
you would suspect to be true. I was no mo 
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drink in ten days. I am now in command of Wh I , Id • . 
ee er s o bngade and 1t has more than 

3,000 men. I have too much responsibility to get drunk_,,ss 

One southern lady however l · · · · , , a so portrayed the mc1dent m a different light. Lucy 

Virginia French wrote in her diary on January 25, 1863 that "The late raid of Wheeler 

and Forrest on the Cumberland below Nashville is the talk now-cavalry capturing five 

transports and a gun boat is a good as Forrest's men taking a battery at Murfreesboro last 

summer with shot guns! Wheeler and Forrest burned the boats and stores and took 300 

prisoners. The raids and feats of Stuart's cavalry in Virginia are being thrown entirely in 

the shade by the daring deeds of the mounted men of the West. Forrest, Morgan, 

Wheeler, and Van Dorn are beating the Virginian cavalry to death."56 

As a result of Confederate activity in the Dickson County area, Rosecrans 

embarked on an ambitious plan to gain control of the countryside and rid it of guerrillas. 

On January 27 1863, he wrote to General ... Wright in Cincinnati asking for two brigades 

of infantry, two batteries of artillery, and "all the cavalry, with pack-animals" be sent to 

Clarksville. Rosecrans intended for them to land there and conduct a massive sweep of 

the area for guerrillas. The area included "east of the Tennessee River, north of the Duck 

River, and South of the Cumberland to Murfreesboro." The Army of the Cumberland' s 

commander cordoned off this massive area that included Dickson County and was along 

his lines of supply. It amounted to a small scale counterinsurgency operation. On 31 

January, Union General Jefferson C. Davis ' s Division moved from Murfreesboro to 

F kl . h " d H th Shoals " Colonel Sanders D. Bruce, now operating out ran m, t en towar s arpe · 

f Cl k ·11 d·t· s to Harpeth Shoals where he "recovered a good amount of o ar sv1 e, sent expe 1 10n 

] Sh l "57 

stores which were shamefully abandoned at the foot of [the oa s. 
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In February 1863, Wheeler set out 00 . . 
ce agam to disrupt the flow of Federal 

supplies on the Cumberland River. This time h Wh , owever, eel er targeted the 

Montgomery County town of Palmyra. Although th t' k 1 • e ac 10n too p ace m Montgomery 

County, Dickson County once again played a vital role 1·n th· · ·1 d 1s campaign, mam y ue to 

its geographic location. On this raid General Nathan Bed.co d F t · d 
, 1, r orres accompame 

Wheeler. The Confederate cavalry established gun emplacements hoping to interdict 

traffic on the Cumberland but Wheeler suspected that Federal authorities were aware of 

his plan. Thinking that he could no longer be effective, Wheeler embarked on a campaign 

to recapture Fort Donelson which would also accomplish his mission of disrupting the 

Union logistical system on the Cumberland. 58 

In fact, Wheeler' s suspicion turned out to be quite correct. On February 3 1863, 

the same day Wheeler, Wharton, and Forrest attacked Fort Donelson, Nashville Chief of 

Police William Truesdail reported to General Rosecrans, "A scout just in reports that 

Wharton ' s and Wheeler' s cavalry (6,000 men) and one battery of artillery left Franklin on 

Saturday evening last at 3 o 'clock for Harpeth Shoals, boasting they would take one 

hundred Federal transports, there being but two gunboats in convoy." Although they did 

not march on Harpeth Shoals, Rosecrans directed General Jefferson C. Davis "to use 

every possible exertion to intercept them." Davis also made his own report stating, "The 

last of the enemy left yesterday morning toward Charlotte. Think they are all in that 

· · · · h · · ft bl'ng boats on the river " He believed that after the repulse v1cm1ty, wit mtent10n o rou 1 · 

at Fort Donelson, Wheeler might try to escape by way of Columbia and he noted that he 

was going to try and stop them. 
59 
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The day following Wheeler' s repulse, Rosecrans informed Davis that the 

Confederate cavalry was retreating towards Charlott d d d h" 
e an or ere 1m to make every 

effort to interpose himself between Wheeler and the c i: d 1- D · on1e erate mes. av1s 

acknowledged Rosecrans ' s order but noted that his cavalr · d. · db y was m poor con 1t1on an y 

this time he thought that Wheeler would try to retreat by way of Centerville. Wheeler 

was, in fact, trying to retreat through Charlotte but word of Davis ' s pursuit forced the 

Confederates to the west down the Yellow Creek Valley.60 

Colonel Thomas G. Woodward and his Confederate partisans, now calling 

themselves the Second Kentucky Cavalry, screened Wheeler's movement down Yellow 

Creek and into Dickson County. Woodward stayed in the small village of Cumberland 

Furnace, between Charlotte and Palmyra, for nearly a month where he acted as a rear 

guard for Wheeler and Forrest's regular Confederate cavalry. During this time, they made 

several more attacks upon Harpeth Shoals with other local partisans that included "a harp 

skirmish on February 18 with a three hundred man reconnaissance force sent toward 

Charlotte from Franklin."61 

Guerrillas continued to plague Federal authorities in Dickson County for some 

time. This irregular activity, launched from Dickson County, targeted Union traffic on 

the Cumberland at Harpeth Shoals and Palmyra in Montgomery County. These ongoing 

attacks necessitated even more Union patrols. On March 13, Colonel Sanders D. Bruce, 

· · Cl k ·11 ted "My cavalry found another party of commanding the Umon garnson at ar sv1 e no , 

t · 13 prisoners with horses. Five are new rebel cavalry yesterday near Charlotte, cap unng 
,,6,, 

. d d · re to take the oath. Instruct me. -
conscripts, who claim to be Umon men, an esi 
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On April 3 1863, Confederate guerrillas attacked the gunboat St. Clair with 

artillery and musket fire at Palmyra. The guerrilla d. bl d h • 
s 1sa e t e gunboat and 1t was towed 

back down the Cumberland. The St. Clair's captai·n Li·e t t J s H d , u enan . . ur , sent a 

message to Lieutenant Commander Leroy Fitch Fitch 1·mm d. t 1 d d · h h • e ia e y procee e wit t e 

gunboat Lexington and four other vessels to Palmyra where he burned the town but failed 

to find any guerrillas. Receiving information that they withdrew to Harpeth Shoals, Fitch 

stopped in Clarksville and asked Colonel Bruce to provide an escort for his movement 

towards the guerrillas. On April 5, Fitch ' s convoy with an escort continued toward 

Harpeth Shoals and he landed the escort a few miles below the Harpeth River while he 

continued towards Harpe th Shoals. The guerrillas obtained information about Fitch' s 

combined operation and withdrew towards Charlotte. The cavalry followed them for six 

miles but with small numbers, it returned not deeming it prudent to give further chase. 63 

Also on April 5 1863, Colonel William P. Boone led a contingent of the 28th 

Kentucky Infantry to Harpeth Shoals in response to an attack on the steamer Glasgow. A 

few days later, elements of the 28th Kentucky returned to Harpeth Shoals where guerrillas 

burned two boats killin o- one captain and wounding the other. They arrested four men in 
' 0 

possession of goods from the two boats and compelled 600 guerrillas and two pieces of 

artillery to retreat. On April 15, Bruce reported to Rosecrans that he sent a convoy up the 

Cumberland to Harpeth Shoals with elements of the 28
th 

Kentucky to recover the guns 

from the Slidell that Wheeler' s force had destroyed in January. While there, Bruce ' s men 

· d f n unprotected boats. " He also reported 
"dispersed a group of rebels who wa1te to ire 0 

d ' 64 
capturing several of W oodwar s men. 
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Throughout 1862 and 1863, both regular and irregular Confederate units 

combined with natural hazards of navigating the Cumberland to significantly disrupt the 

flow of Union supplies flowing to Nashville. Dickson County was central to many of 

these Confederate efforts as the attacks and resulting Union "anti-guerrilla" patrols 

began, moved through, or centered on areas within the county. Although Federal 

commanders enjoyed some success in reducing Confederate activity in the area, most 

realized that something would have to be done about the troublesome Union logistical 

operation. 
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Chapter Three 

In 1864, the Union army completed .1 a rai road from Nashville to the Tennessee 

River, thus connecting Nashville to the manufact d • 
ures an maJor supply depots of the 

North. This railroad helped strengthen an enormous I · t· I · 
ogis ica center at Nash ville that 

served General William T. Sherman throughout his campaign to Atlanta. A large portion 

of the Nashville and Northwestern ran the east-west width of Dickson County. Irregular 

Confederate attacks mounted against the railroad in Dickson County and Federal efforts 

to protect it and clear the area of guerrillas exhibited the significance of the rail line to 

Union logistics. Curbing guerrilla activity and providing strong garrisons for the railroad 

in the county amounted to a massive Federal counterinsurgency program.65 

The Nashville and Northwestern Railroad was chartered before the Civil War in 

1852 under President John A. Gardner. Original projections called for it to run from 

Nashville to Hickman, Kentucky. Construction began by 1854 from Nashville and was 

progressing due to contributions from the city, which totaled $27,000.66 By April 1861, 

this crucial rail link had been completed as far as Kinston Springs, some fourteen miles 

west of Nashville, but with the outbreak of the Civil War all construction on the railroad 

halted. Work progressed no further until federal government and military entities took 

control of the line later in the war. 

Events during February 1862 brought a new set of circumstances to central 

Tennessee and Nashville. With the loss of Fort Donelson on the Cumberland River, the 

Confederacy evacuated the city and Federal armies quickly occupied it. The capitol city 

· · b ·or supply terminal for Union armies in of Tennessee, Nashville by necessity ecame a maJ 

the western theater. The city was a major transportation hub in the upper south boasting 

· 1 t · lroad Effectively situated on the three complete railroads, one partially comp e e rat · . 

. t· al to controllino the Tennessee and Cumberland 
Cumberland River, Nashville was essen i 0 

. wheel with its roads radiating in all 
Valleys. Additionally, Nashville was a wagon 

. ht from the north via the Cumberland River 
directions. Supplies movmg south were broug 
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which could be unloaded on the wharves at N h -11 . 
as vi e. Equtpment could also be moved 

from the north by the Louisville and Nashville R -1 d 
a1 roa . From Nash ville this equipment 

was sent south along the Nashville and Chattan R -1 . 
ooga a1 road, where 1t was then 

dispatched to the front. As the Federal armies prog d 11 f h resse , a o t ese routes proved 

insufficient and failed to meet the demanding task of ef~ t· 1 1 · · 1ec 1ve y supp ymg the Umon 

army. New opportunities for transportation and a more viable logistical network would be 

essential to completing the task of supplying the Federal Army. 

Extending northward from Nashville, the L&N had several internal problems. 

One dilemma was that this railroad remained under the control of its officers and 

President James Guthrie. By remaining under the control of its own officers rather than 

the Federal authorities, the L&N remained responsible to its private customers as well as 

its government customers. Guthrie gave higher priority to private customers "handling 

private freight surreptitiously at the expense of government cargoes."67 The L&N also 

took advantage of the government cargoes by charging an increased rate of 25% higher 

than other railroads and "provided less than satisfactory service."68 Many people were 

angered by the inefficiency of this system, including Tennessee ' s Military Governor, 

Andrew Johnson. Johnson in an unquestionable tone stated his opinion about the 

management of the L&N: "The Government has paid hundreds of thousand for the use 

of that road, which found its way into the pockets of traitors, and are for the support of 

treason.' '69 

Although the L&N' s independent management was a problem for the Federal 

· h ·1 d I lnerable to enemy attacks often making it unreliable as a armies, t e rat roa was a so vu 

link in the Union ' s logistical network. In August of 1862, Confederate cavalryman John 

H M 
. d b . hen he made several raids against the garrisons guarding 

unt organ raise eye rows w 

. M d troyed the railroad route north of Gallatin where 
the hne. In the same month, organ es 

. . . d d Brao-g' s invasion of Kentucky resulting 
1t passed though a long tunnel. His rrud prece e 0 

. . . · iroad to Louisville. Although Bragg withdrew 
m the burnmg of most bndges along the rru 
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from Kentucky after a fight at Perryville Mor . 
' gan and his men all but shut down this vital 

logistical artery for the better part of three months_7o 

Enemy action against the L&N did not st . h M , . . 
op wit organ s raid m 1862. The 

attacks against the railroad by guerrillas contin d i: h . 
ue 1or t e remamder of the war. In March 

of 1865 Andrew Johnson received a letter from h" • . 
1s son warnmg him of the danger, "The 

Louisville R.R. is completely at the mercy of Guerrill d "f 1 • 
as an 1 were you would not thmk 

of coming over it unless a change takes place."7' 

As discussed in the last chapter the Union logistical sy t h d · bl , s em a senous pro ems 

using the Cumberland River. Both regular and irregular Confederate operations 

frequently threatened river transportation. Likewise, navigating the Cumberland proved 

difficult all year long. In the summer months, the water was shallow and some vessels 

drew too much water to safely transit the river. In the winter, the formidable Harpeth 

Shoals were invisible.72 

Aware of the shortfalls, Federal officials searched for alternatives to make their 

logistics safer and more effective. Their attention eventually came to the unfinished 

Nashville and Northwestern, which they hoped would help bear the burden of the 

Union's logistical monster. However, Military Governor Andrew Johnson had designs of 

completing the railroad for Tennessee before the Federal authorities realized its 

importance. Governor Johnson was prodded by the Vice President of the Nashville and 

Northwestern, Michael Burns, to complete the railroad. Bums clearly saw the business 

opportunities for his railroad and sought to pull business from the L&N. Arranged by 

Johnson, Burns met with President Lincoln and Secretary of War Stanton. Later, Bums 

met with Major General William S. Rosecrans, who commanded the Army of the 

Cumberland. 7 3 

. k a in 1863 Rosecrans turned the 
One month before the Battle of Chic amauea ' 

74 R secrans seeminaly took only a mild 
Nashville and N011hwestern over to Johnson. 0 0 

. b •na at Nashville. However, Rosecrans's 
mterest in the logistical problems that were rewi e 
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subsequent defeat at Chickamauga hastened h · 
is removal from command. General U.S. 

Grant became supreme commander of Union f . 
orces m the western theater, known as the 

Military Division of the Mississippi. 

Federal authorities were now well awar f d 
e O a vantages of having the Nashville 

and Northwestern completed. Before the official rem 1 f R . . 
ova o osecrans, Umon Chief 

Quartermaster, Montgomery C. Meigs visited Chattanoog 1 ki f · 
a oo ng or options to better 

supply advancing Union armies. Meigs recommended to Stanton, "The railroad from 

Nashville to Reynoldsburg, on the Tennessee River should be com 1 t d · , pee , securmg water 

transportation to that point on the Tennessee and supplying the Nashville depot when the 

Cumberland is low and the L&N broken or overtasked."75 

Just days after Rosecrans's defeat at Chickamauga, Secretary Stanton heeded the 

advice and ordered the completion of the Nashville and Northwestern from Nashville to 

the Tennessee River on October 22, 1863. Construction resumed on the Nashville and 

Northwestern for military purposes under the control of Military Governor Andrew 

Johnson, who employed officers, engineers, and railroad workmen. General Grant was to 

provide all troops necessary for the protection of the railroad and its workers while J.B. 

Anderson, General Manager of Military Railroads, furnjshed engines and cars. 
76 

Governor Johnson appointed Colonel William P. Innes as engineer of the Nashville and 

Northwestern Railroad and delegated to him all matters of its construction. 
77 

Construction 

began at Kingston Springs, where the railroad had ended before the war. The Nasln ille 

Daily Union covered the renewed construction, "The Nashville and NorthweStern 

· · · d d 4 ·1 b ond IGnoston Sprin°s in Dickson railroad, 28 miles long, 1s bemg exten e ffil es ey o 0 

. S · 0 to Waverly From Waverly to County; the road is graded from Kjngston prmos · 

· 1 ,, 78 
Reynoldsburg the road is complete, 6 ffil es.·· 

h , administration. On November 22 
Work did not progress well under Jo nson s 

. f the railroad operable, half of its total 
1863, Johnson reported only thirty-three nules 0 

aoer John B. Anderson and complained 
ordered distance. Johnson blamed General Man ° 



that he always made excuses and did not fur • h . 
n1s engmes and construction cars when 

79 
needed 

Anderson failed to make suitable progress h . . 
on t e railroad and m February 1864 

Grant replaced Anderson with Colonel Daniel c. M Call . ' 
c um, a Scotch effilgrant with 

extensive service in the railroad industry. McCallum Id 1 . 
wou ater become mspector of the 

famed Union Pacific Railroad. McCall um turned to an th . . 0 er experienced railroad man 
' 

W.W. Wright, to take charge as Chief Engineer Wright· d' 1 b . . .. 1mme iate y egan 1mportmg 

manpower and equipment to finish the task of completing the Nashville and 

Northwestern. Two thousand mechanics and laborers were pressed into service and were 

assisted by military engineers and other units. These initial units were the 1st Missouri 

and 1st Michigan Engineers. Additionally there were the 12th and 13th Regiments of 

United States Colored Troops. 80 

Newly appointed, Wright stated in his report that "a considerable force of soldiers 

and civilian laborers [were] employed on the road .... and found it to consist of a rather 

formidable amount of grading, bridging, track laying, and other work incident to the 

construction of a new railroad, and proceeded to take the necessary steps to complete the 

work as directed."81 Administration of the Nashville and Northwestern was now 

effective. Wright was now completing what Governor Johnson, W.P Innes, and John B. 

Anderson began but could not finish. This new and more effective administration 

stemmed from Grant, McCallum, and Wright. 

In March 1864, General Alvan C. Gillem in command of railroad defenses 

reported to Governor Johnson, "I have just returned from the NorthweStern Road, it is 

.1 th ars-and the track laying is going 
now progressing finely. I passed over 40 mI es on e c 

d f h oad and there is force enough to lay 
on well. An engine has gone to the other en ° t e r ' 

. . 1 d cept four miles from 53 to 57, by 
a mile daily of track. The road will all be compete ex 

. . tside limit."s2 Although Gillem 
the 1st of April- if not sooner- I give I thmk the ou 

. . . was si nificant that it was progressing. 
underestimated the railroad's completion time, it g 
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On April 12, 1864 the Nashville Dail U . 
y mon reported on the Nashville and 

Northwestern , " .. it is slowly though steadily ap h' 
proac mg completion. The black 

reoiments that have been grading it have nearly co 1 d h . 
0 mp ete t eir work. The Missouri and 

Indiana mechanics and engineers have but to lay th "t· ,, . 
e ies and spike on the rails for 25 to 

30 miles, and then the iron-horse will water in the Ten d f 
nessee an rom thence transport 

forage and produce to Knoxville and beyond· while on its wa th h N h • , y roug as ville, 

Murfreesboro, Bridgeport, Chattanooga and other places it can d ·t ·t f · h , , eposi i s reig t 

without unnecessary detention or trans-shipment."83 

The Nashville and Northwestern was completed on 10 May, 1864. The 

Construction of the Nashville and Northwestern seems rather routine until one considers 

the daunting construction figures. No less than forty-five bridges were built. Some 

bridges were rebuilt due to enemy attacks and flooding, using more than four million feet 

of lumber. Fourteen water stations were built, 107,000 cross-ties used, and about two 

million feet of lumber used in constructing railroad buildings. "Through cuts of as much 

as forty and fifty feet in depth and 800 feet in length were taken out and high 

embankments made," ; all at a total estimated cost of $1,471,397.96. 
84 

A reporter from the Nashville Daily Union recognized the benefit of the new 

railroad even before its completion. In January, the paper reported that "The 

Northwestern Road will run through a barren country, and passes over but four streams, 

while the Louisville and Nashville Road requires an average of 12,000 men to protect its 

dozen of bridges, water tanks , and wood piles, and the country or at leaSt, moSt portions 

of it along the road, is infested with guerrillas."
85 

. h .1 ad as well although he did nothing to 
Johnson recognized the benefits oft e rai ro , 

. • · n In a letter to Secretary of War 
acknowledge its lack of progress under his supervisIO · 

. da s a hundred cars will pass to and 
Stanton, Johnson spoke of the benefits. In a few Y 

. 'les compared with a hundred and eighty 
from Johnsonville over this road, seventy-five ffil 
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fi ve from Louisville to Nashville. Trains leavin J h . 
g o nsonv1lle at the same hour they do 

Louisville comes well nigh reaching Chattanoo a b h . . . 
g Y t e time the Lomsv1lle train reaches 

Nashville. The Cumberland River is now down Th L&N . 
· e railroad out of order runs 

irregular and has not the capacity to supply the army inf t .f . 
ron 1 we were dependent on 1t 

alone. The importance of the Northwestern Railroad is b • 
now emg seen and felt and our 

Army could not be sustained without it." Johnson continued "Th' · b • . 
, 1s 1s a mere egmnmg of 

what the construction of this road will open up to the Gov't and the country 

demonstrating the wisdom and propriety of improvement at this time. 86 

Although the Nashville and Northwestern had been completed in early May, it 

was not turned over to the transportation department until the twenty-first day of June. 

Governor Johnson caused part of the delay by celebrating the railroad's completion, 

riding from Nashville to Johnsonville and making a political spectacle of himself. 

Johnson was, once again, taking credit for a railroad in which he had little to offer but 

inefficiency. While Johnson was busy making political rounds, precious time was being 

lost which would have been better used by shipping supplies to the Union army instead of 

acting as a shuttle service for Tennessee dignitaries. 
87 

In March, 1864, General Grant assumed command of all Union Armies. He went 

V. . . d · th Eastern Theater General William T. to Irg1ma to take personal comman m e · 

Sh . d f The Military Division of The Mississippi, taking erman was g1 ven comman o 

f U . forces in the west. In May, Sherman 
Grant's place as the supreme commander o mon 

Sh man began improving his logistics and 
began his campaign for Atlanta. Shortly after, er 

. bl for the Union commander. 
eliminated Andrew Johnson as a potential pro em 

. d the following message from Secretary of 
On August 6, 1864 Johnson receive 
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War Stanton: "On the direct application of General Sh . 
erman and his representation that 

the exclusive use of the Northwestern Railroad f N . 
' rom ashville to Reynoldsburg, is 

necessary for the success of his military operation th p . 
s, e resident, under the provisions of 

the act of Congress, has, by order of this date authorized d d. . 
' an irected him to take 

military possession of said railroad, its rolling-stock equipm t d 
, en , appen ages, and 

appurtenances for exclusive military use and revoked all pri·or d t1· · d , an con ictmg or ers and 
. ,,88 

authonty. 

Considerable effort and manpower was expended during construction of the 

railroad. These efforts would not stop after its completion. Garrisons were essential to 

providing security for the engineers and railroad workers. There were several sources for 

the initial garrisons which provided this security and helped with railroad construction. In 

October, 1863 Andrew Johnson received a letter from Daniel Hillman, manager of the 

Cumberland Furnace in Dickson County. The post commander at Clarksville had been 

ordered to "impress enough slaves to finish the railroad in sixty days." Hillman 

complained to Johnson that if slaves were taken from the Cumberland Furnace he would 

not be able to continue its operations. 
89 

Recruiting and sometimes, impressment, resulted in the formation of two 

regiments of black soldiers, the 12th and 13th United States Colored Troops. These 

· • • • b c f r the Nashville and Northwestern. regiments had a sigmf1cant impact as a la or iorce 0 

. cruardin cr the railroad. Both the 12th 
Later, they would be a significant pait of the garrison e 0 

f h U · n army in November of 1863. 
and 13th Colored Troops began work as part O t e mo 

. . 864 em loying an average number of 
The 12th was relieved of its duties on Apnl 23, 1 P 

64 and employed an average of 500 men. 
200 men. The 13th was relieved on May 10, 18 
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These regiments both played a prominent part · h 
8 mt e attle of Nashville in December of 

!864. Eventually, both regiments were returned to . 
garnson duty guarding the Nashville 

90 
and Northwestern. 

Another source of railroad labor was free Af · A • 
ncan- mencans. These men were 

Paid wages of twenty dollars a month and upon completion f th .1 . 
0 e rat road were enhsted 

into the 12th and 13th Colored Troops. As soldiers these me •d 
1 , n were pat e even dollars a 

month for guarding the railroad, "a considerable savings per person to the Union 

A 
,,91 

rmy. 

The 12th and 13th, constituted the primary railroad garrison but were not the only 

African-American troops on the Nashville and Northwestern. ln October of 1864 nine 

companies of the I 00th United States Colored Infantry were reported as fulfilling dutie 

on the railroad. The 100th consisted mainly of men recruited in Kentucky . AdditionaJly 

two companies of the 40th United States Colored Infantry were reported on the ash ille 

and Northwestern. This regiment began recruiting late in 1863 after two companie had 

been authorized by Military Governor John on.91 

The African-American regiments guarding the railroad were as i ted b other 

units. Throughout April and May of 1864, the Tenth Tennes ee Ca alr had three 

companies assi oned alono the Nashville and Northwe tern. B Augu5t, detachment of 
0 C' 

· . h · 93 Simj)arl , the I 0th Tenne ee the regiment were still repo11ed as part oft e garnson. 

. d Th I Oth wa present , ith detachment 
Infantry assigned detachments along the railroa · e 

d red it completion. 94AdditionaJiy, 
along the rajlroad before Secretary of War Stanton or e 

h Sth 10, a ca airy of Colonel 
the 1st Kansas Battery of Captain Marcus D. Tenny t e 

al commanded by Lieutenant 
John B. Door, Company A of the 14th Tennessee Cav ry 
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William Cleary and the 43rd Wisconsin of Colonel 
Amasa Cobb were part of the railroad 

. 95 
garnson. 

The guard force assembled on the Nashvill d N 
e an orthwestem was placed under 

the able command of General Alvan C. Gillem Ad" t t G 
' JU an eneral of Tennessee. Gillem 

was an 1851 graduate of West Point. His experience w"th · d . . 1 garnson uty and f1ghtmg 

Seminoles made his expertise on this assignment valuable. Gillem commanded the 

railroad defenses until August, 1864 when he was assigned to operations in East 

Tennessee. 
96 

Garrison duty along the Nashville and Northwestern was not always boring. 

Several small attacks were mounted against the railroad to disrupt the immense amount 

of supplies which were flowing from the newly established depot at Johnsonville on the 

Tennessee River. Disrupting this flow of supplies prevented them from reaching 

Nashville and distribution to Sherman's army. Such disruptions could have been 

catastrophic to Sherman's offensive operations. 

Captain Tenny of the 1st Kansas Battery reported guerrilla activity on July 25, 

1864. "This morning there was a company of guerrillas, 5 miles from camp on Yellow 

Creek, supposed to be in command of some rebel colonel and citizens say to strike this 

· · f h art "97 Although the rallroad ... 70 to 100 estimated ... persons pressed as gmdes O t e P Y· 

. the Nashville and Northwestern identity of the guerrillas is not clear, such reports on 

were frequent. 

Ch. f Quartermaster at Nashville reported a 
On August 16th, J. L. Donaldson, ie 

. G ral L H Rousseau, commanding 
raid on the Nashville and Northwestern to MaJor ene · · 

. h Northwestern railroad last night and 
the District of Tennessee. " ... a raid was made on t e 
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600 cords of wood destroyed, as well as som f h 
e o t e employees carried off, and perhaps 

murdered. We have a large number of horses and ttl 
ca e now at Johnsonville, and it is 

exceedingly important that they should be brought h ,,9s D 
ere. onaldson went on to imply 

that the railroad was not properly guarded. Unless th· 
mgs were changed there would be 

"terrible disaster and stoppage of supplies " and requested th t . 
, a more regiments be added 

. 99 
to the garnson. 

Donaldson's fears came to pass when Captain Cain, commanding a detachment of 

Federal soldiers near Kingston Springs reported more guerrilla activity on October 3. 

"McNary, with a force estimated at from 50 to 150 men, was within 2 miles of his camp, 

and left in the direction of Nashville about 5 p.m. He appears to have some of Wheelers 

· h h' ,, ioo C . f ' d th d . men wit im. am, o course, re1erre to e note guemlla leader, Alexander Duval 

McNairy who caused considerable trouble to Federal authorities in the middle Tennes ee 

area. 

This was not the only instance of McNairy causing trouble on the Nash ille and 

Northwestern. The same month, on October 18, McNairy and his men raided the railroad 

thirty-six miles from Nashville in Dickson County and continued their operation through 

October 21. Lieutenant W.L. Clark, Assistant Inspector of Railroad Defen e reported the 

incident on October 25 , 1864. He stated "The track repairers at ection 36 were taken 

. d f 15 to 40 men ,. hile some place 
prisoner by McNary ' s gang (variously esumate at rom ' 

7th b ut I 2 0 • clock and held till late on 
the number at exactly 23) on the night of the 1 , a O 

' 

draw the spikes from a rail and remove 
the following morning, and made by McNary to 

th n drew back from observation, and 
the fasteninos at its end so as to be loose. The gang e 

b 
,, IOI 

· . . · assed safely by them .... 
in this condition of affairs the first a.m. tram P 
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No damage was done to his train except that th . 
e surgeon and engmeer were 

wounded and the boy serving as cook and brakeman was k.
11 

db " 
1 e Y a shower of bullets d. ,,102 H 

[that] was poure m. owever, the second train which passed over the damaged track 

was derailed wounding the engineer and fireman, and then its crew robbed by McNairy 

and his men. McNairy also had his men bum one box car. A third train loaded with 

sawed timber headed for Johnsonville came upon the destructive scene. The crew all 

abandoned the train except for the engineer who backed the train up four miles. 

"Meantime the first train, Civil Conductor Charles White, arrived at the Sneed-ville, and 

Col. Murphy, who was on board, had the telegrapher, G.W. Leedon, send a dispatch to 

Lt. Orr, at White Bluffs, to come on with his cavalry, The dispatch was promptly obeyed, 

and Lt. Orr arrived with 25 men twenty minutes after the gang had taken their departure, 

and pursued them a short distance unsuccessfully, and his horses being tired and inferior 

he returned." 103 Shortly after, a wrecking train was dispatched from Section 51 along 

with a detachment from the 100th Colored Troops which cleared the wreck and reopened 

the Nashville and Northwestern. 104 

Two days later on October 21st, another train was passing the same area when it 

was flagged down by the section foreman who had reports of men tearing up the track. 

Lieutenant Clark continued his report of the incident: 

. . had the train stopped, and with his 
Captain O.B. Simmons, ID1htary conductor, b could not be ascertained, for 

large train guard pursued the bushwhackers, whosehnum ers_t was unavailino Civil 
nted t e pursm e· 

a considerable distance, but as they were mou . d h train passed on. Afterward the 
Conductor Charles White fastened down the r~~:; ~t the section foreman , who lay in 
gang returned and burned the house and coffiffil h Y and other dwellings along the 

d ly all t e negro . 
th~ bushes in sight. The~ also bume near . ns 

38 
and 39 were burned, and v~1o~s 

railroad for two miles. Piles of wood at sectlo 
15 000 

cords. The wood beIOg IO 
estimates placed the loss in wood at from 3,000 to d' t the ends and the rails warped by 

· were burne a ' J w 
several ranks close to the road many ties_ r Nashville could not pass ... Capt. · : . 
the intense heat, so that the 3 o'clock tr~m fo ood with part of his company, and arrived IO 
Dickins, at Sneedville, went to the burmng w . d talkino but was not able at that 
· h k s laughmg an e• 10s time to hear the retreating bushw ac er d to Sneedville. 
. · d returne time (11 o'clock night) to do anythmg, an 
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The activities of McNairy's men stopped th ct· . . 
e istnbution of supplies on the 

Nashville and Northwestern until October 23 1864 R . . 
, . ap1d repairs to the railroad and a 

quick response by Federal authorities kept the track f b . 
rom emg out of order for an 

extended period. Although never out of operation f h 
or more t an a few days, these were a 

few days worth of supplies that were not shipped to Sherman's army.106 

While McNairy concentrated his attacks directly ag".l•n t th ·1 d h 
UJ. s e rai roa , ot er attacks 

were made against its supply point on the Tennessee River. At Johnsonville "there were 

extensive arrangements for the transfer of freight from steamboats to railroad cars 
' 

powerful hoisting machinery and ample buildings, platforms and storage space." 107 These 

logistical facilities, however, were useless without the Nashville and Northwestern~ the 

railroad was useless without Johnsonville. Both were useless if Federal authorities did not 

protect the railroad through Dickson County, between Johnsonville and Nashville. 

Confederate General Nathan Bedford Forrest understood Johnsonville's 

significance to Union supply and communication and demonstrated that understanding 

with his November, 1864 attack on the railroad terminus at Johnsonville on the 

Tennessee River. He reported that it was his "present design to take possession of Fort 

Heiman, on the west bank of the Tennessee River below Johnsonville and thus prevent all 

communication with Johnsonville by transports." 108 His understanding of Sherman's 

logistics was also exhibited when he stated, "It is highly important that this line be 

· d d · o my recent operations in middle interrupted, if not entirely destroyed, as I leaine unno 

· ed most of his supplies at Tennessee that it was by this route that the enemy receiv 

Atlanta." 109 

. . h west side of the Tennessee River. 
On October 29, Forrest took positwns on t e 

. . tured several Federal vessels with cargo 
Estabhshmg batteries along the shore, Forrest cap 

. ""°They moved in concert 
1 "horse mannes. and his men armed them, calling themse ves 

. ·11 Forrest reached his objective on 
With the remainder of his cavalry to Johnsonvi e. 
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November 3, 1864; the west bank of the Tenne R" 
ssee Iver; opposite Johnsonville. His 

aitillery opened up on the depot. Boats which d 
were ocked on the wharf were burned and 

the flames spread to the warehouses. Forrest a d h" 
n IS command departed the area that 

ni<Tht while Johnsonville was a towering inferno u • . 
z:, • mon estimates of property damage 

were $2,200,000. Forrest however reported an enemy 1 f "4=' 
oss O 1our gunboats, fourteen 

transports, twenty barges, twenty-six pieces of artillery ,, 4=' d 
, 1or a gran total of 

$6,700,000.
111 

N b 6th Sh ovem er , erman made a report to Grant in which he stated, "That 

devil Forrest was down about Johnsonville, making havoc among the gunboats and 

,, 112 
transports. 

Repairs at Johnsonville would not happen immediately. General John B. Hood 

had begun his invasion of Tennessee. All troops were sent to repel Hood and the railroad 

was totally abandoned until after the Battle of Nashville in December, I 864. In the 

meantime, all bridges along the Nashville and Northwestern had been burned. Rebuilding 

of the bridges did not begin until January 2, 1865 and was completed on February 13th 

with 2,200 feet of bridges rebuilt. 113 

Guerrilla bands, such as those belonging to Alexander D. McNairy were effecti e. 

In Dickson County, McNairy and his men essentially closed the Na h ille and 

Northwestern to supplies for the better part of four days. Although not a ignificant 

period of time, this was four days worth of supplies which were dela ed in gening to 

Sherman. Such attacks on the L&N were a primary reason for finding an alternati e 

. · f the Nash ille and Northwe tern. method of supply, which resulted m construcuon o 

. d N h tern necessitated defense of the 
Additionally, attacks on the Nashville an ort wes 

. h badly needed in other areas. railroad which tied up Union troops w o were 

. . . k n the Union Logistical network at 
Forrest masterminded a bnlhant attac 0 

late to achieve anything more than a 
Johnsonville. However, his attack was far too 

d taken Atlanta and cut himself from 
temporary knee jerk reaction. Sherman had alrea Y 

. . em was only significant as long as 
his supply lines. The Nashville and N01thweSl 
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Jesse C. Burt was quite correct when h 
e stated "Sherman won his epochal 
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campaign through the proper management of 11 . 
. we -orgamzed supply lines from the city of 

Nashville. An essential pa1t of them was the Na h -11 s v1 e and Northwestern_,,11sThe 

Nashville and Northwestern was vital to the Unio L • . 
n ogiStics. Although it suffered a slow 

start, perseverance and dedication made it successful d . 
an one could argue with some 

validity that the railroad directly dealt the coup-de-gras t th C & d . 0 e 0 n1e eracy. What 1s clear, 

however, is that Union efforts at counterinsurgency in Dicks c 1 • on ounty p ayed a vital role 

in keeping this essential railroad open. Perhaps Sherman himself summed up the 

Nashville and Northwestern best: 

The Atlanta Campaign would simply have been impossible without the use of the 
railroads from Louisville to Nashville-185 miles-from Nashville to Chattanooga-151 
miles- and from Chattanooga to Atlanta-137 miles. Every mile of this 'single track' was 
so delicate, that one man could in a minute have broken or moved a rail... we had, 
however, to maintain strong guards and garrisons at each important bridge or trestle- the 
destruction of which would have necessitated time for rebuilding ... Our trains from 
Nashville forward were operated under military rules, and ran about ten miles per hour in 
gangs of four trains of ten cars each. Four such groups of trains daily made 160 cars, of 
ten tons each, carrying 1,600 tons, which exceeded the absolute necessity of the army, 
and allowed for the accidents that were common and inevitable ... that single stem of 
railroad, 473 miles long, supplied an army of 100,000 men and 35,000 animals for the 
period of 196 days, viz., from May 1 to November 12, 1864. To have delivered regularly 
that amount of food and forage by ordinary wagons would have required 36,800 wagons 
of six mules each allowino each wagon to have hauled two tons twenty miles each day, a 

' o I 
simple impossibility in roads such as then existed in that region of countr_y. Therefore, 
reiterate that the Atlanta Campaign was an impossibility without these ra.ilroads· and only 
then, because we had the men and means to defend them, in addition to what were 

116 
necessary to overcome the enemy. 

. · th Nashville and Northwestern 
It is unclear why Sherman failed to menuon e 

. . . . 1 h ever is that he recognized the 
spec1f1cally in his post-war memoirs. What 1s c ear, ow ' 

. . The Dickson County section of 
collective imp01tance of railroad to his campa.ign. 

. . f the Nashville and Northwestern and 
railroad proved one of the most important secuons 0 

. ·on "How did Sherman receive supplies 
Its ultimate test occurs when one asks the queSll ' 
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h 
L&N was out of service and transportation on the Cumberland unsuitable and 

when t e 

_ le did Dickson County play in both?" The answer to this question reveals that 
what 10 

, s Atlanta Campaign was "simply impossible" without protection of the 
Sherman 

.
11 

and Northwestern and pacification of Dickson County.
117 

NashVl e 
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Chapter 4 

The pacification of Dickson County · 1 m ate 1863 was crucial to Federal forces 

operating in and around middle Tennessee because of h . 
t e maJor transportation routes that 

bordered on or traversed the county. Charlotte be . . 
came an mtncate part of this strategy 

due to the major roads that converged on the town St t • 
11 · ra egica Y, the town found itself 

between the two major Union supply routes the Cumberla d Ri d . 
' n ver an the Nashville and 

Northwestern Railroad. This location, combined with the 1·ncreas· tt k mg a ac s mounted on 

these logistical routes, necessitated that the Federals embark on a cam · t h paign o secure t e 

two supply arteries by breaking the area's guerrilla networks. Much of this network 

included civilians who supported the guerrillas with food and livestock. Although Federal 

actions rarely reached the level of barbarity, Federal forces engaged in a few brutal acts. 

Mainly, however, the Federals administered a heavy handed occupation that sometimes 

intimidated and angered the citizens of Charlotte but effectively accomplished their task 

of securing the Union's logistical routes and dismantling the guerrilla support network. 

Charlotte's population in 1861 consisted of approximately three hundred people. 

Most roads in the county radiated from the town in different directions and, as discussed 

in an earlier chapter, Charlotte provided safe haven to many Confederate guerrillas 

attempting to disrupt the flow of Union supplies on the Cumberland. Moreover, the 

Nashville and Northwestern Railroad, vital to the Union logiStical syStem, lay juSt a few 

miles south of the town. These reasons required Federal forces to conduct a 

I 18 
counterinsurgency and occupation of the Charlotte area. 

. wever citizens living around Charlotte 
By the time of Charlotte's occupation, ho ' 

. h oh the area Many citizens of 
had frequently seen the movement of both arnues t roue · 
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Dickson County heard the report of cannon f f 
ue rom the Battle of Fort Donelson in 

February 1862, nearly fifty miles away The • h b" 
· m a 1tants of Ch 1 

ar otte, however, saw their 
first glimpse of wartime activity when Forrest' . 

s men, retreatmg after their escape from 

Donelson, stopped briefly in the town. The Con£ d 
e erate general found Charlotte in "a 

state of wild alarm and agitation" over rumors that th F d 
e e erals were about to capture 

Nashville. Forrest assured the local residents that th 
e rumors were false and threatened 

the local senator circulating the rumor with arrest Whil th 
· e e commander pressed the 

town's blacksmiths into reshoeing his mounts his men filled th 1 al al , e oc s oons and "held 

the civilians spellbound with tales of war " 119 and according to local I d F d , egen , orrest ro e 

his horse into one of the establishments and began striking men with the flat of his saber 

to get them moving again. 

In their history of Forrest and his cavalry, Thomas Jordan and J.P. Pryor also 

related another wartime incident exhibiting the extent of activity occurring on the 

outski1ts of Charlotte. They noted that a few days before the engagement at Fort 

Donelson another regiment of Confederate cavalry passed through Charlotte on their way 

to the fort. Before they reached Fort Donelson, however, they received word of the fort ' s 

fall and turned back without knowing that Forrest, after his escape from Donelson, was 

almost on their heels. The regiment passed through the town while ForreSt st0Pped his 

command on the outskirts and ordered his men to discharge their weapons and reload. As 

the regiment moved through Charlotte they heard the report of ForreSt' s gunfire and 

f . . . ·1 b doned their equipment and fled 
eanng 1t was Federal soldiers givmg chase, hast! Ya an 

. d f • ment after losing their own 
towards Nashville. Forrest's men, badly m nee O eqmp 

. t 120 
st0res at Fort Donelson, happily recovered the eqmpmen · 
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Mary E. Leech, a longtime Charlotte . f . 
CI izen descnbed the warti·m e events 

witnessed by her family and stated that Forrest d 
move through the town on his way to 

fort Donelson. Leech also noted that upon retu • 
mmg to the town after his escape from the 

fort that Forrest and his men looked "bedraggled d . . 
, woun ed, and pitiful." 121 

From this point Charlotte became a hotbed fo c 1 d . 
r on e erate guerrilla activity and 

Federal soldiers frequently patrolled this area of the count S . 
y. ometime after the Battle of 

Fort Donelson in 1862, a Union patrol numbering about sixty men skirmished with 

guerrillas on the outskirts of Charlotte. 122 Sightings of both arnu·es h b , owever, ecame 

common to the town' s people. Reverend James Hugh McNeilly frequently contributed to 

the Confederate Veteran after the war. Although he was away serving as the chaplain of 

the 49
th 

Tennessee Infantry, McNeilly related many experiences encountered by his 

family in Dickson County during his absence. McNeilly's family maintained a home on 

the Charlotte square but with the war's movement into Dickson County, moved to a farm 

owned by his grandfather on Jones Creek, six miles from the town. One of McNeilly's 

many writings discussed an incident that occurred on the farm and also exhibited how 

frequently Confederate units passed through the area. While enroute to Dover for the 

1863 attack on Fort Donelson, Forrest and his staff stopped for the night at the Larkin' s 

farm (the farm of McNeilly's grandfather). Forrest endeared himself to McNeilly' s blind 

. d 1 ft the next morning, McNeilly' s 
eighty-nine year old grandfather. When the cornman er e . 

. f h. dchildren ' s assistance. Upon 
grandfather accompanied Forrest with one o IS gran 

. k d F est to dismount and kneel when 
reachmg their point of departure, the old man as e orr 

"" ked the blessing of God on Gen. 
he laid his hands upon the general ' s head and mvo 



Foffest, on his men , and on the cause for whi h h . 
c e was fight' " F 

mg. orrest remounted his 
horse and continued down the road with tears · h' 123 m 1s eyes. 

Historian Stephen V. Ash, describing Fed 1 f 
era e forts to combat guerrilla warfare 

in Middle Tennessee noted, "Those [anti-guerrill ] 
a countermeasures were necessarily 

harsh, even b1utal. They punished not only the armed .11 guerri as but the unarmed civilians 

who sustained them. The Union army adopted such tact· h • 1 . 
ics esitant y, because its 

commanders failed at first to associate the mayhem of the b h h k . us w ac ers with the 

belligerence of the citizenry. But apprehending that their comrade b · d s were emg cut own 

from ambush by men and boys who killed by night and hid among their kinfolk and 

neighbors by day, the soldiers declared war on the citizens."124 By the time of their 

occupation of Charlotte, however, Federal forces fully understood the relationship 

between guerrilla networks and the local citizens and undertook a campaign that harmed 

both but ultimately broke the guerrillas. Although some brutal acts occurred, the activity 

around Charlotte leads one to infer that the Federals engaged in a carefully targeted 

counterinsurgency strategy to render the guerrillas ineffective. Most sources, however, 

paint the civilian experience of Union occupation as unpleasant at best. 

In October 1863, elements of the lih Tennessee Cavalry (U.S.) moved into 

Charlotte and declared martial law. Different companies of the unit remained lhere until 

. d · d ty along the Nashville and Apnl 1864, alternating between the town an garnson u 

.1 d' t rminus at Johnsonville, on the 
Northwestern. Other units passing from the rai roa s e 

d h h Charlotte. In December 1863, 
Tennessee River, to Nashville frequently move t roug 

. . f th I ih Tennessee to take command at 
Federal authorities ordered MaJor John Kirwan° e 

. . . ,, 125 

Charlotte and "clean out the bushwhackers in that vicmity. 
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Kirwan and his men ably accomplished th· 
. is task and also caused much damage to 

the town. According to one source, "They established h . 
eadquarters m the court house 

' 
and erected barracks all around the court yard a d h . 

n c nstened the same as 'Camp 

Charlotte' ... The records in the court house were t"l d 
mu I ate and destroyed in an 

inexcusable and wanton manner, and private and busine h . 
ss ouses mvaded and pillaged." 

Inside the Circuit Court Docket for 1854-1866 a Federal Id" d . . ' so 1er ma e the followmg 

annotation; "Headquarters United States Forces, December 17, 1863." Additionally, the 

entry contained the following names and titles; "John R. Horton, Q.S.; W.B. Douthat, 

Q.M.S.; John M. Moody, S.M.; James L. Gaples, G.S., William Kelly, B.S.; William 

Parton, B.S.; Samuel H. Anderson, C.G." 126 

Also during the month of December, Companies C and D of the 1th reported that 

they scouted six hundred miles throughout the month. They also noted the capture of 

sixty guerrillas, the wounding of ten, and the killing of twenty. A biographical sketch of 

Kirwan later stated that the unit killed and wounded several guerrillas, "and capturing 

157, which he sent to Nashville to be tried by military commission." 
127 

Federal soldiers took possession of town buildings for their use. One of the 

buildings commandeered was the unfinished Cumberland Presbyterian Church. 

. Id. · fl· ted much dama 0 e upon the 
Converting the church into a hospital, Federal so 1ers m ic 0 

d t"l 1903 After filin° a claim 
building for which the church was not compensate un 1 · 0 

. d d $5 240 for rent of the building, 
agamst the United States, the church was awar e ' 

f a frame structure from the premises, 
damage to lumber and brick work, and removal 0 

. I thino to suffer during the occupation 
plus mterest. Buildings, however, were not the on Y 0 

of Charlotte_ 128 
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Many people living in Charlotte at that tim . 
e s1mpl y remembered the Federal 

occupation of the town as an unpleasant experie M 
nee. ary E. Leech recalled that "the 

town was often full of Yankees." She related an in •d · 
c1 ent where Federal soldiers killed all 

of the ducks that, at one time, swam up and down T 
8 own ranch ( a creek that runs just 

south of the town square) and threw them on the square. 129 

Several other families in the Charlotte area experienced th h . 
e same ard occupation 

policy that Leech observed. Benjamin Medlock, living near Charlotte, remembered that 

the family received word that Federal soldiers were going to pass on a nearby road. 

Medlock recalled that they passed along the road for several hours and they all asked for 

something to eat. He noted, however, "but they weren't mean to us and I wasn' t anymore 

afraid of them than I was a chicken. However, they would steal everything they could get 

their hand on meat, chicken corn, horses, etc." William Butler lived in Charlotte and his 

father was a magistrate. He remembered Federal soldiers invading the home and telling 

his mother who had a baby in the cradle that if she did not give them money that they 

would take the baby.1 30 

Some local citizens, however, remembered the lighter side of the Federal 

presence. James P. Spradling who lived west of Charlotte recalled frequently going to tbe 

· c H t d "The Yankees were always town and trading with Federal soldiers for cof1ee. e no e , 

,, Ch 1 Eleazer lived on Jones Creek 
visiting our place when they were in Charlotte. ar es 

. U . n atrol ' s stop at his home. He 
near Charlotte and recalled an episode dunng a mo P 

d ·no the time and one day the 
recalled, "An old negro woman stayed at our house un ° ' 
' ir breakfast. She told them that she 
Yankees' came and they wanted her to cook the 

d when she came back she said: 
would have to go to the spring to get some water an 
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·Forrest is coming with ten thousand men.' When h , 
t e y ankees' heard this they got on 

their horses and pulled out. She said that she d'd 't. 1 n intend to c k h · oo t e1r breakfast and had 
just said that so they would get scared and leave."131 · 

Union forces attempted to break the guerrill . 
a networks m Charlotte in several 

different ways, but most units targeted civilians who mi ht 
. g support the guerrilla 

apparatus. One method involved the confiscation and arrest f 1 0 peop e suspected of 

equipping local guerrillas. Reverend James H McNeilly noted th t • . · · a sometime m 1863, his 

father Robert McNeilly, an attorney, former State Representative, and Clerk of the 

Dickson County Circuit Court, left with some clothing for a friend's home who was 

going to deliver it to his sons serving in the Confederate army. Along the way, however, 

a contingent of Union cavalry intercepted his father and arrested him. The Federal 

soldiers took McNeilly to Nashville where he was confined in the Nashville penitentiary 

for several months until Tennessee's Military Governor, Andrew Johnson, ordered his 

release after taking an oath of allegiance. 132 

Other methods of breaking the guerrilla networks included search and seizures of 

civilian homes for weapons that might find their way into the hands of local guerrillas. 

Reverend McNeilly related another wartime experience endured by his family during the 

. h' df ther James Larkins, had given 
Urnon occupation of Charlotte. He recalled that 1s gran a ' 

. 1 worn from extensive use. 
him a bear knife that was about a foot long but extreme Y 

. b Federals soldiers confiscated 
During one of the many searches of the McNeilly home Y ' 

. . h an unscrupulous Rebel might use to 
the kmfe saying "it was a dangerous weapon, whic 

stab the Union in the heart." 133 
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By concentrating their efforts against th ... 
e c1 v1han pop 1 • 

u atton, Federal soldiers 
waged a war of counterinsurgency that sought to den 

y food and mounts to the guerrilla 

network. Mary E. Leech recalled, "Many times wh 
en people would have a meal cooked 

and on the table the Yankee soldiers would march • d 
m an eat every bite, leaving the 

children crying from hunger." The experience wasp al erson to Leech and she 

remembered that a Federal soldier pointed a pistol in her th , f 
mo er s ace and ordered her to 

give him the keys to the food cellar. The soldier took the keys and t k all f h . oo o t e family ' s 

f d 
134 

00 . 

Reverend McNeilly noted that the year following his father's release from the 

Nashville penitentiary he and the two youngest McNeilly sons planted a crop with the 

assistance of a mule loaned by his uncle. Just after it was gathered in the barn, however, a 

regiment of Federal cavalry came to the farm with ten wagons and loaded them with the 

crop, fed their men and horses, then threw the remainder in the barnyard and rode their 

horses back and forth until the crops disappeared in the mud. McNeilly remarked, "All of 

this was important as part of the program to save the Union." This happened to the 

McNeilly family crop on more than one occasion, both in 1863 and 1864. Reverend 

McNeilly observed that the soldiers gave the family a receipt for the goods taken but the 

commander added "This man has three sons in the Rebel army," making it impossible 
' 

. 1 He recalled that upon returning 
for the family to receive compensat10n for the ost crops. 

h h farm The mules horses, oxen, cows, 
ome "nearly everything had been taken from t e · ' 

. . . ear Cumberland Furnace, noted 
hogs, were all gone." 135 Betty Gray, a young girl hvmg n 

. a e so the family would have 
that she had to learn knitting and sewmg at a very young g 
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clothes. She also recalled how the "Yankees" would c 
. " ome and take all of the family's 

food, remarking, That was a pretty awful period."136 

Although it was the exception and not the rule . 
'sometimes the Union occupation 

of Charlotte and its counterinsurgency became brut 1 B f . 
a . e ore leavmg the town in 1864 

' 
Lt. Dennis Donnehue of the Ith Tennessee Cavalry d d h' 

or ere IS men to shoot a suspected 

guerrilla by the name of William D. Willey. This executio t k 1 . . . 
n °0 P ace m retaliation for 

the death of John Lindsey, a known Dickson County Union sy th· A h . mpa 1zer. s ort time 

later, Federal forces captured Demps Dobson a local guem·11a and t k h" b , , oo Im a out one 

mile north of Charlotte and shot him. When local citizens returned to the execution sit to 

bury his body they found a piece of paper in his hand that stated, "Shot in retaliation for 

the killing of John Lindsey." Another citizen of Charlotte, M. Gilbert, was killed by 

Federal soldiers in a like manner. 137 

Federals continued their ruthless persecution of suspected guerrillas on at least 

one more occasion. Although she gave no date, Mary E. Leech described this incident 

that involved her mother. She noted, "Where Robertson street crosses Town Branch . . . a 

confederate soldier by the name of Willis was shot. The Yankees put him on the hill with 

his head down toward the creek. He begged for water. The Yankee soldiers would let him 

crawl almost to the creek-then drag him back up the hill. This went on for so long that 

Mrs. Mary Ann Leech and other ladies pleaded with the soldiers to let the dying boy have 

d tortured the boy until he 
some water. The Yankee soldiers refused the requeSt an 

died." 138 

. . harsher than others but not all acts 
The Union occupiers treated some citizens 

. ·ved near the mouth of Jones Creek 
amounted to barbarity. C.C. Hall, a young girl who h 
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remembered that Federal soldiers burned her h . 
ome twice during the war. George 

Sutherland recalled seeing a skirmish between 1 . 
severa guerrillas and about forty Federal 

soldiers near the County Farm. He remarked that ft 
a erward, the Federal soldiers 

"dispossessed" his father of his rights and sold his f . 
arm, suspectmg that he had supported 

the guerrillas. This was not the only case of Federals "d' . ,, .. 
ispossessmg citizens of rights. 

After his arrest, Reverend McNeilly' s father was prohibited f . . 139 rom practicmg law. 

Although occasional attacks against Union transportation on the Cumberland at 

Harpeth Shoals still occurred and a few others against the Nashville and Northwestern 

Railroad occasionally transpired, in large part the Federal counterinsurgency strategy 

around Charlotte was largely successful. Attacks on the Cumberland transportation 

drastically decreased and the occupation of Charlotte, combined with a substantial 

garrison along the Nashville and Northwestern, kept guerrilla activity from achieving any 

large successes. Historian Stephen Ash noted, "Not every local commandant achieved 

total victory; some sections of Middle Tennessee witnessed occasional guerrilla forays to 

the very end of the war ... [but] tough countermeasures reduced the problem to 

manageable proportions. After 1864, bushwhacking no longer threatened Union control 

of this crucial region." 140 

. . C After concludino their occupation 
This was ce11ainly the case m Dickson ounty. 0 

· 11 problems in Dickson County 
of Charlotte, Federal forces encountered very few guerri a 

. . . . di T nessee, remained in control of the 
and this reg10n, vital to Umon control of mid e en 

h d all but broken the back of irregular 
Federal army. Union counterinsurgency strategy a 

d undermine the Union control of 
Confederate networks seeking to cause damage an 

Dickson County. 
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Chapter 5 

Beginning in 1862, Union forces operating in Dickso 
n County attempted to establish 

some degree of control over the Yellow Creek all 
v ey. The area was a major breadbasket 

for the county and an area of high Confederate sent' U . 
iment. mon authorities recognized 

this and attempted to use some of the same counteri 
nsurgency methods that they used to 

pacify other areas of the county. While effective to some d F . 
egree, ederal forces did not 

experience the same success with pacification of yellow Creek th d'd • . as ey i m other vital 

areas of Dickson County. 

Lying in the western portion of Dickson County, Yellow Creek travels from its 

head near Williamsville and flows north where it meets the Cumberland River in 

Montgomery County. The region's primary road running north to south meanders along 

the stream bed throughout most of the Yellow Creek valley. 141 To the north, the road led 

to Cumberland City and to the south it eventually reached Centerville, in Hickman 

County. Several roads running east to west bisected the Yellow Creek road. One road was 

the old stage route running from Charlotte to Waverly that crossed Yellow Creek near at 

Williamsville. Other roads, however, also connected the Yellow Creek region with 

Charlotte and they included the Maysville Road, one road that paralleled Cedar Creek, 

and another that followed Bear Creek 

al · problems to the Federal army. 
The Yell ow Creek region presented sever umque 

. h h'll ounding the valley offered 
First, the terrain favored the defender and the hig i surr 

. 11 observation points. In addition to 
both Confederate regulars and guerrillas exce ent 

h sites for those wishing to interrupt 
observation points, the hills made excellent ambus 

Federal patrols on Yell ow Creek. 
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Additionall y, the majority of the popul f . . . 

a ton mhab1tmg the yell ow C k . 
. ree region 

was staunchl y Confederate m their sentiment Th' 
. ts meant that they would b . 1· e me med to 

help aid and assist with any activity that hindered F d 
e eral movement and control 

throughout the valley. The large slave population of th y 1 e e low Creek area indicates the 

larcre degree of Confederate sentiment possessed by th 1 1 . 
e e oca population. William 

Fentress owned 119 slaves, Nancy West held forty and AB Sk 1 ' · · e ton possessed twenty-

seven slaves. The approximate slave population of the entire y 11 C k 
e ow ree valley totaled 

14? 
667 people. -

Yellow Creek was also a large agricultural area of Dickson County. The 1860 

Agricultural Census of Dickson County reveals that farms in the area produced a 

substantial amount of crops. Moreover, many of the area's farmers possessed large 

quantities of livestock. In addition to horses, mules, sheep, hogs, and cattle one could find 

large amounts of Irish potatoes, com, wheat, tobacco, and beans. As a result, 

Confederate units frequently conducted foraging operations in the area. On 6 October 

1862, a pass from Confederate officers to their subordinate revealed the usefulness of 

Yellow Creek to the Confederate cause. Captains John B. Dortch and Captain John Minor 

noted, "Lieutenant Jack Nesbitt is hearby authorized to press for the use of the 

C A ·t· r any thing else the troops may 
onfederate Anny Guns, Horses, Saddles, mmum ion° 

,, C b' d ith the large Confederate 
stand in need of and report the same to me. om me w 

. . h more difficult for Federal forces 
sentiment in the area these circumstances made it muc 

' 

to pacify the area. 143 

. . ication of the yellow Creek region 
Another problem confronting Umon pacif 

. ederate units passing through the area. On 
involved the frequent presence of regular Cont 
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his retreat from Fort Donelson in February 1862 C 

' onfederate General Nathan Bedford 

Forrest moved through the northern end of the y 11 e ow Creek valley on his way to 

Charlotte and Nashville.
144 

In February 1863 F 
' orrest and General Joseph Wheeler 

' 
attempting to sidestep an interdicting Federal colu d . 

mn un er Umon General Jefferson C. 

Davis moved south down the Yellow Creek valley t C . 
o enterv11le after their failed attempt 

to capture Dover. On 21 August 1863, Colonel Sanders B . 
ruce, commandmg at 

Clarksville, reported to The Army of the Cumberland' s Chief f Staff h " 0 t at a force of 

Confederate cavalry, between 3,000 and 4 000 strong w1·th 2 batte · b , nes are etween 

Charlotte and Yellow Creek. Have started man to find them and report facts."145 

Finally, Federal authorities were well aware that Yellow Creek was a sanctuary 

for Confederate guerrillas. In October 1863, John C. Smith, a Union spy, reported to 

General William S. Rosecrans that the guerrillas operating near Yellow Creek" ... are a 

terror to the whole country and those men ought not to be permitted to live and should be 

killed by all means. Union men nor Union sentiment cannot exist where they are allowed 

to stay ... " Smith specifically mentioned a band of Confederate guerrillas operating 

under a Captain Andrew Ray who took refuge on Yellow Creek below Mrs. Adam's, 

"nearly always there staying, and went back and forth to Kentucky to break open stores, 

and steal horses and n1ules." Smith also noted, "His men killed 8 Union men on Yellow 

f R f ng in the area. On 23 
Creek in cold blood." This was not the only report o ay opera 1 

. • f Kentucky citizen James 
August 1864, the Nashville Dispatch noted the conviction° 

1864 for murder and "operating as a 
Mallory by a military commission on 29 February, 

rted that Mallory received a 
guerrilla under Ray in Dickson County." The paper repo 

146 
d 1 twenty years old. 
eath sentence by hanging and that he was on Y 



69 

Smith's rep011 to Rosecrans also obse d h 
rve t at Captai A d 

n n rew Thompson with 
thirty-five bushwhackers stayed below Andrew B , 

rown s on yellow Creek and a few 

stayed at the head of Yellow Creek at Williamsv·n R ~ . 
I e. e1emng to the guerrillas that 

stayed in Williamsville the report stated, "all these 
men or nearly so, rogues, 

bushwhackers, and committing all manner of mischief d .11 . , an w1 not allow any farmer to 

speak out for Union, if so, this is a pretext to seize and steal all h' 
is property-a terror to the 

l 1 · d t ,, 147 peop e, way aymg roa s, e c. 

Federal forces recognized that the population sheltered the guerrillas and 

attempted to halt the activity. Much like their occupation of Charlotte, Federals searched 

the homes of local citizens for contraband. George Henry Wright recalled that Federal 

soldiers surrounded his home in 1862 and searched everything but failed to find anything 

they deemed contraband. Few accounts, however, exist that discuss search and seizure of 

goods in the homes of the local citizens suggesting that the Federal counterinsurgency 

d. d . f"' . 14s efforts along Yellow Creek were spora 1c an me 1ect1ve. 

Federal authorities did attempt to disrupt guerrilla networks along Yellow Creek 

by frequently patrolling the area and seizing goods and livestock but more often than not 

Federal units rarely ventured off main roads. Guerrillas frequently fired on these patrols 

b f th could significantly disrupt the 
forcing the Federals to rapidly vacate the area e ore ey 

. W L reported such an incident on 23 
irregular Confederate operations. Colonel W. · owe 

d ome of my cavalry, under 
May 1863. He stated, "Sir: Have just returned. YeSter ay s 

. . . . of Cox's command on yell ow Creek 
MaJor Baud had a skirmish with the rebels. Some 

d them for 12 miles, capturing 7 
about four miles from our camp, routed and chase 

. . ·n Paul 5th Iowa Cavalry, slightly 
Pnsoners. Loss not known. On our side Captru ' 
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[wounded]. To-day were fired upon wounding Lt. Beatt th 

y' 5 Iowa Cavalry and , on man 
everely chased them for several miles but did t 

s ' ' no catch them. In both cases the rebels 

Were in ambush. Have given orders to take no mo . re prisoners ,,149 

In July 1863, Colonel Sanders D. Bruce co ct· 
' mman mg at Clarksville, ordered 

Captain John Dever with sixty men of the gth Kentuck C al 
Y av ry (U.S.) to scout the south 

side of the Cumberland River from Clarksville. Dever's e d .. 
xpe ition moved down the 

Cumberland River to Cumberland City where it disembarked and d d d procee e own the 

Yellow Creek valley to an Irish settlement in the region. Upon arriving in the area local 

citizens informed the commander that several guerrillas had gathered at a shanty in the 

Irish settlement and noted that it was a favorite guerrilla sanctuary. Dever placed Lt. John 

R. Curry in advance with twelve men. According to the Federal soldiers present, the men 

gathered in and around the shanty fired at Curry and his men. The Union soldiers charged 

the establishment and arrested several men there, including Dr. Aaron James, then 

quickly left the area. The soldiers took James and the others to ClarksvilJe and tried them 

by military commission where James was charged with violating his oath of allegiance 

and being a leader of a guerrilla band. The commission found James guilty but Abraham 

L
. 150 
mcoln later disapproved his death sentence. 

. · roblems pacifying the Y eUow 
Federal patrols, however, continued to expenence P 

d th gth 
Creek region. On 16 July 1863, the 28th Mounted Infantry (Kentucky) an e 

. . and Benson scouted the area in and 
Kentucky Cavalry in command of Captams Whipp 

. ,.,, 1 ille Dispatch noted, "They 
around Yellow Creek and Charlotte. A report m the ivas zv 

. . exciting chases occurred ... Two 
were f1red upon four different times, and many 

' mmand more on yell ow 
companies of the 4th Tennessee Rebel cavalry of forreSt s co ' 
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Creek and about Charlotte collecting forag S 
e. everal gu d ns an four prisone1: . were 

captured." The prisoners were Lt. J.M. Dod 
son, a member of the 10th T 

ennessee Cavalry 
home on detached service, W.J. Nesbitt and LS N' 

' . . tchols, also members of the 1 O'h. 

Federals also captured W .H. Hunt, a former Co £ d . 
n e erate soldier who had been a member 

of Woodward's regiment and had taken the oath of all • 
egiance. Federals arrested Hunt and 

charged him with violating his oath of allegiance and b · . 
emg connected with a band 

waging guerrilla warfare and the Nashville Dispatch reported th t h • a e was gomg to be 

tried by a military commission. 151 

Federal authorities did increase their efforts to break guerrilla bands on Yellow 

Creek. On 18 August 1863, Colonel William P. Lyon, commanding Union forces at Fort 

Donelson reported, "Mounted inf an try scouts have returned. They bring in 17 pri oners 

27 horses, 8 mules, and a quantity of Jeans, cotton, yam, tent cloth and ome arms. They 

were not attacked. They scouted the country from Yellow Creek to the Tenne see River 

for 25 miles south, driving out all guerrillas. ' 15
- While the Federal redoubled their 

efforts to pacify the Yellow Creek region, they had not ucceeded in driving guerrillas 

from the region and they continued plaguing Union forays into the area. 

On 8 December 1863 J. J. Pickett, a Yellow Creek citizen. complained to Military 

Governor Andrew Johnson that Federal soldiers burned his home along with hi kitchen. 

• p· ckett ' s letter noted that Lt. 
smokehouse, and slave quarters and all of thelf contents. 1 

h t ed to hoot hi wife and 
Henry W. Barr of the 3rd Tennessee Cavalry also t rea en 

h e becau e Confederate guerrillas had 
daughters and told the ladies that he burned the om 

. . wever claimed that no shooting had 
shot one of his men near the residence. Pickett, ho ' 
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taken place from his house and that he had " . 
never raised arms . 

agamst the government" 
and had not voted for the county' s secessio p· k 

n. IC ett asked Johnson for redress. 153 

Upon Johnson ' s request, Lt. Barr submitt d h. " 
e is statement of the facks" 

surrounding the burning of Pickett's home Patron· h 
. mg t e area from Kingston Springs, 

Barr told Johnson that he learned Yell ow Creek w " 1 as a P ace of resort for Guerellas [.]" 

and he noted, "this I Got from nearly evry Citizen Im t d 
e an was warned by Some 

Citizens bfore I got theare that I wood find them at evry h th 1 ouse at came to after 

arriveing on yellow creek and that I wood be bushwacked from evry hill Side." Barr told 

Johnson that he stopped at Mrs. Adam' s home on Yellow Creek to eat breakfast, three 

quarters of a mile from Pickett's. Guerrillas drove in Barr's pickets and his men mounted 

to pursue the men. 154 

After moving only four hundred yards the guerrillas fired on Barr' s detachment 

from hills on both sides of the road. Barr' s men rode through the ambush and came to 

another house where other guerrillas were eating breakfast. Barr charged the home, 

captured their horses and was preparing to move again when guerrillas on the hill fired at 

him again. He continued moving down Yellow Creek past Pickett' s home when the 

bushwhackers fired on his rear guard and captured two of his men. Barr realized this and 

ordered his command to turn and charge back toward Pickett ' s home where two women 

. k h. tured men who had been had laughed as he passed. The Lieutenant retoo is cap 

wounded. The liberated man blamed the women at Pickett's home for the incident, 

to kill Barr' s men. Barr noted 
stating that they had seen the guerrillas and had told them 

. ould have required him to ride 
that he could not pursue the guerrillas because the terram w 
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two or three miles off the road to reach th h"ll 

e I tops from wh· h 
IC the guerrillas had r· d 

d. h Ire. 
Instead, Barr ro e into t e house and waited f h" 

or Is men to set fire to the house. 155 

While Federals rarely enjoyed any m · . . 
aJor success m their pacification of yellow 

Creek, evidence suggests that the area became . 
secure sometime between 1864 and 1865. 

One commander of a Union regiment of colored inf . 
antry noted that his regiment camped 

at Williamsville on 1 December 1864 on their way f J h . 
rom O nsonv1lle to the Battle of 

Nashville and he reported no problems with guerrillas in th 0 e area. n 31 January 1865, 

Captain R.H. Clinton of the 10
th 

Tennessee Infantry told Mi·1·t G 1 ary ovemor Johnson that 

his scouting expedition from Nashville to Charlotte, throughout Yellow Creek and into 

Humphreys County occurred without any sighting of "bushwhackers." Clinton's 

expedition camped at Williamsville on 25 January. 156 

Although Federal forces around the area recognized that Yellow Creek was a 

guerrilla sanctuary and did make some attempts to break their networks, Union 

authorities never saw the same kind of success they enjoyed in Charlotte and along the 

Nashville and Northwestern Railroad. As previously mentioned, Union patrols seldom 

veered off of the main roads and often times they simply cut their losses after making 

contact with the guerrillas and moved out of the area. Therefore, Confederate guerrillas 

could maintain sanctuary off of these main roads and operate againSt Federal patrols with 

a reasonable degree of security. The constant presence of Federal troops within 
th

e 

. PY the area permanently. 
region never occurred and they made no attempts to occu 

d ainst those equipping, protecting, 
Furthermore Federal forces rarely operate ag 

' 
. l local citizens complained of a near 

and feeding guerrilla networks. Although severa 

. d Charlotte who searched their 
constant and menacing presence of Federal soldiers aroun 
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homes, executed guerrill as, destroyed crops a d l 'b 

' n t erated slaves, Union soldiers 

disturbed very few in the Yellow Creek region Th' h 
· ts alf-hearted · countermsurgency, not 

surprisingly, produced fewer confiscations of good t . 
s, ood, livestock, and weapons by the 

federals and allowed them to remain in an area with h • h C 
tg onfederate sentiment where 

the local population could supply them to the Confede t 
ra e army or to local guerrilla 

organizations. 

With this half-hearted Union counterinsurgency, how did Federal forces 

eventually rid the Yellow Creek valley of guerrilla activity and maintain control over 

Dickson County? The answer to this question reveals that containment, rather than active 

counterinsurgency reduced the Confederate activity along Yellow Creek. By late 1862, 

Union forces completely controlled the area north of Yellow Creek and Dickson County, 

including Clarksville. The Federal occupation of Charlotte in October 1863 sealed 

Yellow Creek from the east and effectively cut the link between guerrillas operating at 

both Charlotte and along Yellow Creek. A short distance away, the Nashville and 

Northwestern Railroad slowly inched westward across Dickson County and the strong 

counterinsurgency program mounted along that road isolated Yellow Creek from the 

south. 

. ki 'fy Dickson County actively It remains unclear if Un10n forces see ng to pact 

. d d documents fail to reveal a 
pursued a strategy of isolation. While correspon ence an 

11 Creek from other significant areas, 
concerted, strategic Federal effort to separate Ye ow 

. f' d from the strateO'ic consequences. 
Union authorities ce11ainly would have bene itte e 

. . . al loss of life on either side, 
Reduction of Yell ow Creek resistance occurred with rrumm 

. . 'thout a lar()'e number of badly needed 
few disruptions to the civilian populat10n, and wt e 



1 troops committed to occupation duty in order to subdue the area's resistance. 
federa 
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h 
intentional or not, Federal counterinsurgency efforts in other areas of Dickson 

Whet er 

ontributed to the strategic isolation of Yellow Creek that allowed the Federals to 
County C 

1 1 P
acify significant areas of the county. 

cornP ete Y 
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Conclusion 

In order to conduct campaigns further south . . 
and sustam their logistics, Federal 

forces had to pacify the area and protect their ma· 1 . . 
Jor ogistical routes running through the 

county. While Dickson County remained staunch! C c . . 
y on1ederate m the1r sentiment, some 

support for the Union existed in the county Federal t f . 
: orces o ten rehed on the assistance 

of Dickson County Unionists to provide them with into t· b . rma 10n a out guernlla 

sanctuaries and other Confederate activity occurring in the reg· In 10n. some cases, as 

discussed in previous chapters, Union sentiment resulted in the death and property 

destruction of Dickson County Unionists by local guerrillas. 

The Dickson County Unionists were not always passive in letting their beliefs be 

known. At considerable risk to themselves, Union supporters in the county did hold 

occasional meetings. The pro Union Nashville newspapers recorded some of these 

meetings and their proceedings. One such meeting occurred at the Valley Springs 

Meeting House in the northern part of the county, near Cumberland Furnace. On 3 July 

1862, the Nashville Daily Union reported the meeting of ordinary farmers. The paper 

stated, "Among all the proceedings of the many Union meetings which have reached us 

from various southern states, we do not recollect any which please us so well as the 

. h · f plain Tennessee farmers in 
resolutions passed some ten days ago by a gat enng 0 

. h 1 t · ons were "sensible and 
Dickson County." The paper also noted that t e reso u i 

practical." 157 

d assed a series of six resolutions. The 
This meeting occurred 21 June 1862, an P 

. 11 were ro Union positions. Included in 
resolutions included a wide array of topics but a P 

. Federal government held the "imperative 
one of the resolutions was the behef that the 
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duty" to put down the rebellion. The Unionists of 0 . 
ickson County drafted another 

resolution which stated that the citizens of th 
e county loyal to the Union had the 

responsibility to help the United States end the rebelli . . 
on. Other resolutions mdicated that 

these citizens loyal to the Union wanted the wart b .d 
o e pai for by the leading Confederate 

supporters. The fourth resolution asserted the opposit· t 1 d . 
ion o ea ers assummg elected 

offices when their loyalty to the United States Governme t • . 
n was m question. In their last 

resolutions, these Dickson County men urged "loyal men through t th ou e state to hold 

similar meetings for the purpose of perpetuating the Government of the United States." 

The final resolution passed by the Dickson County Unionists stated that persons held as 

prisoners of war by the United States should be released. This would only occur when 

loyal citizens and neighbors of the prisoners would testify to their loyalty to the Union. 

Union authorities evidently recognized that some Union sentiment existed in the 

county. On 1 October 1863, Tennessee Military Governor Andrew Johnson authorized 

Matthew J. J. Cagle to recruit and mount a company of Union Guards in Dickson County. 

In his order, Johnson stated their purpose was to "operate offensively and defensively in 

the suppression of the Rebellion, and all freebooting and marauding combinations, which 

have been, or may hereafter be formed in this State." While Johnson recognized the pro-

. . f f of this unit, no further record 
Umon population of the county and ordered this onna 10n 

of their activities or soldiers exists. 
158 

. . d in Dickson County immediately 
A final exhibition of Umon sentiment occurre 

. men and paroled Confederate 
after the war concluded. On 3 June 1865, both Umon 

t Hutton Cemetery in White Bluff) 
soldiers met at Hutton's Chapel (site of the presen 

. Both the citizens and former 
where the expressed support for a restored Umon. 
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Confederates resolved to "aid and assist in re t . . . 
s onng c1 vll law and . 

order m the county." 
They also expressed regret over the assassinaf f . 

ion o President Abraham L. 1 mco n that 
occurred on 14 April, 1865. 

159 

Dickson County's Civil War experience ·d 
prov1 es lessons that are worthy of 

continued study. While one frequently hears of cam • . 
paigns m the Wes tern Theatre of the 

American Civil War, they rarely see any discussion of . rear area operations that allowed 

these major campaigns to continue. Federal soldiers simply h d t •t a o pac1 y these rear areas 
' 

such as Dickson County, to insure that their logistical networks co ld 1 u support arge scale 

operations into the Deep South states. While maintaining these logistical networks pro ed 

challenging enough, protecting them from local guerrilla bands and regular Confederate 

units while reducing the threats to these supply networks added to the difficulty of 

maintaining efficient and effective logistics. 

Dickson County's geographic position and its proximity to Federal operations 

indicated that it would become a vital area of the Federal rear area. Union force not only 

had to pacify the civilian population that sought to destroy the stability in thi rear area 

from places like Charlotte and Yellow Creek but it had to protect and defend the major 

supply networks passing through the county such as the Cumberland Ri er at Harpelh 

Shoals and the Nashville and No11hwestem Railroad that became a major Federal 

logistical ai1ery by 1864. 

. . d f D. kson County·s Ci ii War experience exi t, it 
Althou oh few visual remm ers o 1c 

b 

t .
5 

role durino the turbulent time • 
does nothin° to chancre the sionificance of the coun Y 

0 

b b b 

. b th the Union and Confederate 
Perhaps the reminders live in the battle history of 0 

. . . . . . on County, there would be no campaign 
Armies. Without the Union pac1f1cat1on of Dicks 
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. ture and hi storical markers from places like Chattanooga Ch· k 
htera , 1c amauga, Kennesaw 

Mountain, and Atlanta. The Union effort for control of the Dickson County rear area 

insured that their army could continue operations into other regions of the South. Without 

securing the vital logistical and transportation links that bordered or ran through the 

ty from Confederate soldiers and guerrillas alike, their continued operations were coun 

. ly impossible. Operations that occurred in Dickson County suggest that frequent s1mp 

patrols, active counterinsurgency, total war, and containment all significantly contributed 

to undermining Confederate control of the area and allowed Union forces to continue 

their conquest of the Southern states. 
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