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"[1I was] amongst timid friends, and
1"

adjoining inveterate rebels ., . .

Earl Cornwallis to Lord George Germaine,
17 March 1781
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PREFACE

The Patriot cause in the Amerilcan Revolution reached its nadir
during the twelve months between the Springs of 1780 and 1781. The
Continental treasury was empty, its currency worthless, and the Congress
was bankrupt. A series of mutinies rocked the Continental Army. The
Conrn:cticut Line rebelled in May, and in January, in the midst of one more
terrible winter, the Pennsylvania and New Jersey Lines mutinied. The
latter had to be put down by armed force, and its ringleaders were sum-
marily executed. The Revolution was shaken to its roots by the treason
of the Army's finest combat commander and by the loss in the Scuth of two
states and the capture or destruction of two Southern Armies. In the
North, Washington's army and the British were at a stalemate. The
brightest hope, the arrival in July 1780 of a French expeditionary force
at Newport, Rhode Island, was dashed when the Royal Navy successfully
blockaded the port and rendered the French ineffective for eleven months.
French-American relatlons suffered through a series of misunderstandings,
and only Washington's leadership prevented a serious rift. To the
British, time at last seemed to be on their side,

Hard times make hard men; and in the South, now the decisive
tﬁeater of operations, one of the most remarkable figures in American
military history was literally reversing the course of the war during its
darkest days. Nathanael Greene's whirlwind campaign in the Caroclinas

lasted only nine months. With his small army, and assisted by some
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equally remarkable and tough subordinates, he recaptured the two southern
states and in the process destroyed the finest army in the British Empire.

The critical phase of Greene's campaign occurred during his initdial
months of command, when British strength in the South appeared overwhelming
and their success seemed inevitable, Greene's task looked impessible. It
was to take the remains of a shattered army and somehow stop the British
juggernaut which had swept through Georgia and South Carolina and was now
poised to resume its advance. The decisive battle in the campaign, per-
haps in the war, would be fought in North Carolina.

This paper concentrates on two aspects of those first critical
months. First, the theater of operations. Warfare in the South was far
different from what either Greene or his principal opponent, Charles, Earl
Cornwallis, had experienced in the North. Several factors were respon-
sible. Settlement patterns and social and political relationships between
groups prior to the war created a divisiveness in the population that both
sides exploited. An early, blundering campaign by the British exacerbated
local conditions by exposing Loyalists and alarming Whigs into a vigorous
defense of their frontiers and coasts and a severe repression of internal
dissent.

The second British campaign coccupied Georgia and South Carolina
and employed a new strategy that deliberately set American against Ameri-
can. The strategy was based on false estimates of Loyalist strength, and
the British were opposed by a powerful resistance movement organized
around a militia system ideally suited to 1ts task. These conditions
resulted in a vicious civil war that dominated all other aspects of the

campaign,



Finally, the terrain in the South was different from that in the
North. Scattered and sparse settlement, poorly developed lines of commu-
nications, and numerous rivers, all conspired to impede movement and hamper
logistical support. Depending cn whether it was used properly, the terrain
could be a significant benefit or a major hindrance to either army.

This study's major area of concentration is on the way the two
commanders in the South fought the war there, Both men were extremely
capable soldiers, clearly more talented than the typical officer in either
army of the day. But each man reacted differently to the peculiarities of
warfare in the South. One adjusted his strategy to the conditions and
resources he found, and the other did not. 1In that fact, more than in
any other, lay the reason for the American victory.

Cornwallis’ continual search for a conventional military solution
to the problem led him to reject the Loyalists and to take greater risks
with his army. He thought he had reached a solution at Guilford Court
House, but his army had been pushed too far and was crippled beyond use.
By the time the army reached Wilmington, Cornwallis himself had been
defeated psychologically by a precess he did not understand.

The leadership and perseverance of Nathanael Greene dominated the
war after November 1780, and it is not stretching the point to call the
recovery of the South from this peint on his campaign. At the time he was
sent south, Greene had strong blases and preconceived ideas as te how the
war would be conducted. His adjustment to the conditions he found was
remarkable, and the moment he took command marked the beginning of the end
for the British, His initial strategy envisioned conventional operations

between regular forces, but when he realized that his strength would come
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primarily from militia forces, he was compelled to revise his strategy and
take an increasingly sophisticated approach to hils campaign.

D;ring his retreat to the Dan River, Greene decided on a strategy
of attrition against the British and planned for the militia to assume a
crucial role in its execution. By the time he returned to South Carelina,
Greene was conducting a classic war of movement empleying his Continentals
and partisan militia in a fully coordinated campaign against the British
and Loyalists. His actions were governed as much by political and psycho-
logical considerations as by tactics. 1In the end he triumphed, having
subjected the British army and its commanders to a form of warfare with

which they could not cope.
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CHAPTER 1
THE BRITISH ATTACK

"The reduction of the whole Province of South Carolina," wrote
Lord George Germaine on 3 August 1780, "and the concurrence of all our
accounts from the provinces in rebellion of the distress of the inhabi-
tants and their anxious desire to return to the Xing's obedience, together
with the reduced state of Mr. Washington's force, the decay of the power
of Congress, and to [sic] total failure of their paper ﬁoney, open a
flattering prospect of a speedy and happy teriidnation of the American
WAr. o . ."1 This sanguine appraisal by King George III's Secretary of
State for the Colonies, the Cabinet officer directly responsible for
British prosecution of the war effort, appeared to be fully justified by
past events., After five years of frustration in the northern United
States, the British army had at last scored a series of impressive
victories that seemed destined to end the American rebellion iIn the new
major theater of operations, the South. The British triumph, and hopes

for total victory, soon proved to be illusory, for the British had failed

to profit from an earlier attempt to subdue the South.
DRESS REHEARSAL

Although the locus of British operations in America froem 1775 to
1778 had been in the northern states, Prime Minister Lord Nor'h and his
Cabinet (Germaine in particular) had never lost iInterest in the South.

1



Pacification of Virginia, the Carolinas, and Georgla had been the object
of a disastrous British expedition in 1775-1776. Despite the fact that by
the beginning of 1776 all four Southern governors would have fled to the
safety of British warships, their glowing accounts of Patriot weakness and
Lovalist strength in their ceolonies had been instrumental in forming the
government officials' perceptions of the rebellion.2 In response to their
requests, the British had dispatched an expedition under General Henry
Clinton to secure the four southern colenies. This critical operation,
conceived with the highest expectations, had failed for the same reasons
that would hamper subsequent British operations in the South. 1In fact, it
had created some of the conditions that would lead to the failure of the
final British campaign of the war.

Dictated in London, Clinton's mission reflected his government's
fundamental lack of understanding of the situation in the colonies. He
was instructed to rendezvous off Cape Fear, North Carolina, in February
1776, with an amphibious force from Cork, Ireland, and then '"leave each
colony, as it should be reduced to obedience, to the support and protec-—
tion of the well affected provincials that might take up arms in the King's
cause." He was then to return north with all of the regular troops to
join General Lord Howe in time for the invasion of Long Island in July.3
The entire operation was characterized by poor coordination, tactical
blunders and inter-service squabbling, Of far greater importance as a
cause for its failure were the invalld strategic assumptions upon which
the expedition was based.

Tt was the persistent belilef of the British government that the
majority of colonists were loyal to the Crown and that these '"King's

Friends," once established in power, were strong enough to maintain



control over the rebellicus minority. Originating chiefly with the royal
governors, these assumptions were based on more than just wishful thinking.

D;ring the twenty years prior to the outbreak of the Revolution,
the colonles of Virginia, North and South Carolina, and Georgia were the
scene of rapid economic growth and population expansion whose settlement
patterns led to explosive social conditions. Especially after 1763, the
majority of new settlers came south through the Valley of Virginia into
the Carclina and Georgia back country where they carved out farms and
ranches. Primarily of non-English stock, these yeomen and freed inden-
tured servants had little In common with the largely Anglican merchants
and slave-owning landed gentry on the coast.4 The lack of economic,
religious,S and social commonality, and the distances separating the
diverse groups, led to distrust and hostility. Social tensions were
exacerbated by political factors, for the coastal planters and merchants
continued to control the colonial assemblies and treasuries, with little
or no representation from, or redress for, the back country.

By 1769, conditions had become intolerable in North and South
Carolina, where two unrelated protest associatiomns, called Regulators,
were organized. In South Carolina, Regulators protested the lack of
government, courts and financial support. After unsuccessful attempts by
the South Caroclina assembly to correct the situation, the Regulators formed
vigilante groups to police the back country; at the outbreak of the Revolu-
tion, their grievances had only been partially redressed.7

In North Carolina, the grievances were corrupt lecal government,
unfair taxation, extortion, and land seizure. Petitions to the assembly
failed, and after little concrete action was taken, Regulators ransacked

the Crown's Court at Hillsborough. Governor William Tryon called out the
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colony's militia and defeated an army of 2000 Regulators on 16 May 1771, at
the Alamance River., Surviving Regulators were offered clemency, and by
4 July some 6000 had taken an oath of allegiance to the Crown. Bitter and
disgusted, many Regulators moved west into the mountain settlements;
others remained, harboring an inteuse hatred against the tildewater estab-
lishment.8

These and other social conflicts, like the animosity between
Virginia planters and the largely Scottish-born merchant class,9 were pri-
marily between inhabitants of the colonies and the native American power
groups which dominated the Colonial Assemblies. It was thils feature of
domestic tension that led many Britoms, particularly the southern royal
governors, to the sanguine belief that when the eastern seaboard opted for
rebellion and independence, the western counties would resist and remain
loyal to the Crowu.lo In addition, the British counted heavily on recently
emigrated settlers from the British Isles, and on the thousands of mer-
chants and farmers who had close economic ties with Eritain, for continued
loyalty to the nmother country. For a variety of reasons, the British
insisted that the majority of colonials were, in fact, loyal to the Crown.

British assumptions concerning Loyalism were correct only to a
degree., Evidence points to the conclusion that Loyalism was largely an
immigrant phenomenon.ll In the South it was strongest in groups of
English, Scottish, and Scots-Irish extraction who had emigrated to the
colonies during the ten years prior to the war., By occupation, Loyalism
seems to have been strongest among the merchants, artisans, craftsmen, and
professional men In the cities and towns. However, in the Carolinas and
Ceorgia, Loyalist farmers and landowners, primarily those of some wealth,

probably equalled the town-based groups in number, British assumptions
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about Loyalist strength dn the back country ana among the western farmers,
with the exception of three countiles in the Carolinas, proved to be false.
Even the Regulator influence does not appear to have been instrumental in
swinging people to the Loyalist side. To the contrary, evidence leads to
the conclusion that a greater proportion of ex-Regulators supported
Independence than rallied to the Crown.l2

Although no historian has as yet been able to determine accurately
the strength of the "King's Friends" in America, one fact is irrefutable:
British assumptions to the contrary, they were not strong enough., The
British cannot, of course, be faulted for lacking the prescience to see
that their assumptions were incorrect. They can, however, be criticized
for refusing to discard them when they were shown to be invalid. Yet, the
lack of Tory strength and staying power would be continually demonstrated,
and the British would persistently refuse to believe it,.

Despite the fact that their Southern strategy was predicated on
agsumptions of support from a Loyalist majority, the British were, from
the begirning, shockingly obtuse in their handling of the situation. Lord
Dunmore, Governor of Virginia, was both victim and cause of the initial
British failure in the South. Forced to flee to a British warship in June
1775, Dunmore returned in October at the request of the strongly Loyalist
Scottich merchants of Norfolk that he take possession of the city. 1In
November, encouraged by the number of oaths of allegiance he had received,
Dunmore made the first of three disastrous mistakes. He granted slaves
belonging to rebels thedr freedom and attempted to raise a regiment of
blacks. The effect on the colony was electrifying. If Dunmore had delib-
erately set out to destroy any chance for British success, he could not

have done a better job. As Richard Henry Lee stated, Dunmore's



6

". . . unparalleled conduct . . . has, a few Scotch excepted, united every

man . . . ."13

Tﬂe Colony's reaction was swift. A militia regiment under the
veteran Colonel William Woodford marched on Norfolk and defeated Dunmore's
forces on 11 December at Great Bridge. The Virginians, now augmented by
troops from North Carolina, drove the Tories before them through Norfolk
and onto British warships in the harbor. Here, the governor made his
second great error.

Bottled up on his ships and refusing to leave the harbor, Dunmore
became enraged when rebels refused to allow his foraging parties to go
ashore. On New Year's Day, 1776, he ordered the town shelled with hot
shot. Although the British deliberately started the fires that destroyed
the city, Patriot riflemen made certain that the job was completed. Thank-
ful for the opportunity to destroy the Tory base, they actually destroyed
more of the city than did the li‘nrii::i.sh.l‘:Ir Because the American activities
in Norfolk did not become general knowledge for some time, Dunmore
recelved the blame for burning the city.l5

To add to the Crown's woes, John Connolly, Dunmore's secret agent,
was arrested by the Patriots. Captured with him were letters of instruc-
tion from Dunmore and General Thomas Gage, British theater commander, for
Connolly to raise a force of Indians and Loyalists to attack the western
settlements. This, the first attempt by the British to loose the Indians
on the colonists, earned for Dunmore and the Crown the undying hatred of
the majority of Virginians.16 Thus, within six months after he had first
been forced aboard a warship, Dunmore had caused the destruction of the

center of Loyalist strength in the colony and had unified Virginians

solidly behind the Revolution.



Further south, British activity also seemed to be motivated by a
perverse desire to thwart any chance for recovery of the Carolinas.
Instead of waiting until Clinton's expedition had arrived off Cape Fear,
Governor Josiah Martin of North Carolina called for a Loyalist uprising in
January. He counted most heavily on support from two groups, the Scottish
Highlandetrs settled around Cross Creek and Cumberland Count&, and the
Regulators from the west central counties of the colony. Martin was
optimistic enough to believe that a force of 20,000 would take up arms for
the King.l7

Brigadier General Donald MacDonald had been sent south by General
Gage to command the Loyalist force, and he was partially successful in
rallying the clans. Although estimates vary as to the total number of
Loyalists actually engaged at Cross Creek, approximately 1500 actually
began the trek towards Wilmington and Cape Fear on 18 February. The force
was composed primarily of Highlanders; only 130 Regulators marched with
MacDonald.l8 Unquestionably, many more Loyalists had traveled to Cross
Creek but had departed for home after they had seen the small size of the
"army" and the absence of British troops whom many had understood would be
there. Many other Loyalists had been stopped by Whigs, now out in force,
and had been turned back or arrested. MacDonald's army was small, but the
threat that it represented to the Revolution was grave indeed., Although
Governor Martin's predictions of a great uprising had proven to be false,
the force of Highlanders and Tories that marched towards Wilmington was
the largest organized body of Loyalists ever to bear arms against the
Revolution in the South, No one realized it at the time, but more was rid-

ing on MacDonald's shoulders than the mission to link-up with the British

at Cape Fear.
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By now, the countryside was in arms, aﬁd three Patriot forces were
convetrging on the Tories. Colonel James Moore's First Regiment, Colonel
Richard Caswell's regiment from New Bern, and Colonel Alexander Lilling-
ton's battalion of minutemen from Wilmington finally blocked the Iighland-
ers at Moore's Creek Bridge on 27 February. After a sharp engagement
which totally dispersed the Tory army, MacDonald and about 850 of his men
were taken prisoner.19 Although the mood of the country soon changed, the
Loyallst survivors were treated with a restraint which by comparison with
later years was remarkable. Most of those captured were paroled to their
homes, but thelr officers were incarcerated.

The Battle of Moore's Creek Bridge was a crippling blow from which
the Loyalist movement in the South never recovered. Not only were sub-
stantial numbers of Loyalists killed or captured, but MacDonald's muster
lists were captured with him.20 Patriots thus identified many of those
Loyalists who felt strongly enough to take up arms against them. The
immediate Patriot response to the untimely Loyallst uprising, the ease
with which the meagre Tory army was defeated, and the thoroughness of the
subsequent Tory roundup, were object lessons that did not escape those of
Loyalist persuasion. Had Clinton's expeditionary force been in a position
to support MacDonald, the results might have been different, but the
British army was not there. Contemporary newspapers were wrong when they
predicted that the Moore's Creek battle would put a stop to Toryism in
North Carolina.21 Never again, however, would the state face a Loyalist
threat comparable to that posed by the Highlanders.

In South Carolina, Loyalists had been equally premature in showing
their colors. In secret communication with Governor Lord William Campbell,

back country Loyalists in November and December 1775 seized the fort at



the town of Ninety-Six and also captured a wagon train taking gunpowder,
as part of a treaty arrangement, to the Cherokees. Tory bands went on a
rampage iﬁ Ninety-Six District and terrorized the countryside. A force of
approximately 5000 South and North Carolina militia and Continentals
combined under the command of Colonel Richard Richardson and quickly
crushed the uprising.zz The Patriots, learning of Governor Campbell's
role in the uprising, seized his property in Charleston and offered it for
sale at auction.23

General Clinton arrived late off Cape Fear on 12 March with a por-
tion of the expedition that was to have cooperated with the Loyalists in
North Carolina. He found that the fleet from Ireland had not arrived and
that all four southern governors had been forced to seek safety aboard
British men—of—war.24 Everywhere, the Loyalists had been defeated.
Governor Martin tried to minimize the importance of the Loyalist defeat at
Moore's Creek, but Clinton disagreed. He had come to the realization that
the Loyalists would never be able to establish themselves or hold power
without substantial backing by British regulars. Further, ". . . to bring
those poor people forward before that were the case would have only
exposed them to the resentment and malice of their enemies.”25 But, after
making this accurate‘appraisal, General Clinton proceeded to turn the
unfortunate operation, which thus far had been rendered a fiasco by
British civil authorities, into a military disaster.

Having been delayed by weather, the main amphibious force under
Admiral Sir Peter Parker did not close off Cape Fear until 3 May, almost
three months after its planned rendezvous. Clinten had already decided,

glven the situation ashore and the time constraint on his mission, that

inland operations in the Carolinas were no longer a practical option,
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Although he wanted to establish a beachhead in Virginia, he acquiesced to
guidance from General William Howe, now the theater commander, and to the
desires of Parker and decided to attack Charleston Instead. The objective
of the attack was Sullivan's Island, which commanded the entrance to
Charleston Harbor, and which Clinton intended to establish as a Loyalist
stronghold.26

Faulty reconnaissance, poor planning and coordination between
Clinton and Parker, and a courageous and skillful defense by the Patriots
combined to give the British attack a bloody repulse., On 28 June, while
Clinton's army stood ineffectually by, Parker's fleet was shredded by the
guns of Fort Sullivan (later renamed Fort Moultrie, after its commander).
Parker broke off the attack after losing one frigate and suffering 205
casualties.27 As the battered British expedition sailed north, the British
Southern campaign was suffering one final frustration.

In July, the Cherokees fell on the western settlements from
Virginia to Georgia. Alarmed at the encroachment of American settlers
into their lands, the Indians took the opportunity to strike while the
colonists were occupied further to the east. The British cabinet had
called for the employment of Indians, but British Southern superintendent
John Stuart resisted and tried to restrain the Cherokees. Stuart was
blamed for the uprising because Loyalists had encouraged the Indians to
strike, and many Loyalists jolned the Indians in attacking Patriot settle-
ments and stockades.zs The initial assaults were devastating. In their
zeal to get at whites, however, the Indians became indiscriminate in their
attacks and forced many Loyalists to make common defense with the ‘n’higs.29

Reaction by the colonies was swift and merciless. With a degree of

cooperation born of desperation, four strong columns, one from each
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colony, moved against the Indian settlements, Erushing the Cherokeesg and
breaking theilr power for two years.ao

Most damaging to the British cause was the tremendous boost the
attacks gave to the Patriot effort. In addition to forcing many Loyalists
into the Whig camp for protection, the raids served to stimulate the
widely separated settlements throughout the South to cooperate in defense
against a common enemy. For the British, always so optimistic about the
strength of Loyalism in the back country, the decision to use the Indian
tribes as a weapon doomed any chance they had for success. Indian raids
did prevent many Patriot riflemen and militia units from leaving their
settlements to join the more decislve operations further to the east; but
in identifying themselves with the Indian effort, the British united the
majority of the back countrymen against the Crown.

With the end of the first British offensive in the South, the four
colonles settled down to consolidate internal control. A bitter and
savage campaign began against Loyalist elements, and those Tories who were
able to responded in kind. After the sweeping Patriot victories of the
past year, however, the Loyalist cause was so weak that most indiv 'duals
were forced inte silence and inactivity. Many were cowed, or felt them-
selves too weak to dare oppose the Whigs., James Simpson, former Attorney-
General of South Carolina, stated before the British Claims Commission what
was probably the feeling of all too many Loyalists: ". . . the [British]
Government of this Country had lost its energy, and the system adopted by
the Americans was introduced with such sudden violence, it would have been
fatal as well as ineffectual to have opposed it, many well disposed people

n31

were obliged to go down with the Stream. . . Others, still loyal to

the King, had believed strongly in the rights of colonial self-government
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and freedom from external taxation., These Loyalists had actively asslisted
the Vhigs In 1775 in the first critical seizure and consolidation of
power. Wﬁen the issue became one of complete independence from Great
Britain, however, they now tried to change sides. By this time, it was
too late.

Most of the militia forces were solidly in Whig hands, and early
defeats of the few organized Loyalist forces that attempted to assert them-
selves were Instrumental In suppressing Loyalist activities throughout the
colonies. Laws of varying severity were passed against treason in general
and Toryism in particular; legal redress was denled, and property was
confiscated and sold; Loyalist leaders were either jalled, sent to cther

" or were hounded out of the coloni_es.32

colonies for "safekeeping,
Physical intimidation was commonplace; so was murder. Thus, from the
beginning, Patriots denied the Toriles the necessary leadership and the
opportunity to organize and coordinate their actions effectively against
their now solidly-entrenched enemies.

The consequences of Dunmore's rash activities; and Martin and
Campbell's precipitate Loyalist uprisings had been the same: defeat and
irrevocable damage to the Loyalist cause and a corresponding increase In
Patriot strength. Clinton and Parker's repulse at Sullivan's Island had
multiplied the effects of previous British reverses, and the Cherockee
uprising had served primarily to unite the western settlers on the Patriot
side. The British setbacks had produced a cumulative and reinforcing
effect; each one had elicited a more coordinated response by the colonies
to the next threat. The basic Patriot strength and Leyalist weakness had

been repeatedly demonstrated, but the British refused to understand what

they had just experienced.
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Surprisingly, the repulse of the British southern expedition did
not change offiecial perceptions about Loyalist strength., To the contrary,
the unsuccessful risings in the Carolinas were seen as proof of widespread
support for the Crown. Governor Martin, especially, was encouraged over
the rising of the Highlanders at Cross Creek, and officials concluded that
only a seolid operation by the army was necessary to enable the Loyalists
to triumph.33 The significance of the Patriot defense at Charlestown was
somehow lost in an acrimoniocus public debate between Clinton and Parker as
to whether the army or the navy was at fault for the repulse at Sullivan's

Island.34 Ignored was the warning by the Annual Register that the ability

of southerners to mobilize 10,000 armed men to subdue an internal threat
must seriously hinder any future Loyalist uprising.35 Since it had always
been an article of faith with the King and his Ministry that the rebellion
in America was the work of a minority, the British saw only what confirmed
this view., As far as the Crown was concerned, nothing had taken place to

refute the assumptions upon which the southern expedition had been based.
FINAL ATTACK

In 1778, after continual frustration in the North, the British
hegan to lock South again, this time for a solution to the rebellion.
Faced with a world war after France entered the conflict, the British were
forced to revise their strategy and redeploy their forces. Defense
requirements of the Home Islands and the West Indies relegated the Ameri-
can theater to a poor third priority for resources.36 In consequence, the
new theater commander, Lieutenant General Clinton (now Sir Henry), was
ordered to confine his operations to attacks on rebel ports and shipping

and to relinquish the thought of a land war agailnst the rebels. However,
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he was to invade Georgla with a small force iﬁ October and subdue that
province. He was then to capture South Carolina by an amphiblous attack
on Charleston and an overland invasion from Georgia. A raiding force in
the Chesapeake would prevent Washington from dispatching reinforcements
southward. The Loyalists (the supposed majority of southern colonists)
would assist in the operation and would be enlisted in the regular forces
or organized into militia units.37

Clinton's orders were changed several times during the year, and
he was required to withdraw from Philadelphia to New York and dispatch a
considerable part of his strength to the West Indies and Florida. Nome-
theless, he was strongly encouraged again by Germaine to launch the Georgia
operation. With considerable misgivings about the dispersion of his army
(which he believed to be inadequate to begin with), Clinton dispatched
Lieutenant Colonel Sir Archibald Campbell and 300C troops in November to
take Savannah.38

On the surface, Campbell's conquest of Georgla was ridiculously
easy. Landing on 23 December he moved on Savannah. He found the defense
to be disorganized, and he was able to outflank the Patriots and capture
the town on 29 December. After linking up with Brigadier General Augustine
Prevost's column which had moved up from East Florida, Campbell struck out
for the interior. He captured Augusta in late January, without meeting
resistance.

Campbell then committed an error made all too often by British
commanders., After administering caths of allegiance and forming the
Loyalists into militia companies, he found that he could not maintain his
position at Augusta., Harassment by Patrlot militia Increased dailly, and

Campbell feared that lhe would be cut off from the coast. As he began his
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retreat, he learned that Colonel Andrew Pickens had intercepted a larger
force of North Carolina Loyalists en route to join the British and had
routed thém on 14 February at Kettle Creek, After picking up 300 of the
survivors, Campbell continued his withdrawal to Savannah, abandoning the
back country Loyalists to thelr fate. Campbell regarded the loss of
Augusta as only temporary. In a military sense, he was correct; but his
desertion of the King's Friends made a lasting impression on the back
country.

Campbell returned to England in the Spring, leaving Prevost in
sole command, That officer conducted a series of probes into South
Carolina and fought off a disorganized attack on Savannalh in September by
French Admiral Comte d'Estaing and General Benjamin Lincoln, American com-
mander in the South. Although these events were of little military con-
sequence, their timing was critical tec decilsions being made in London.

By the summer of 1779, George III and his Ministry were under
considerable pressure. Spain had entered the war against Britaln, and the
threat of invasion by a combined French-Spanish force was grave. The
British were in the midst of a naval crisils, and defense requirements of
Britain's world-wide empire (in addition to the Home Islands) increased.
In Britaln, internal problems such as the Gordon Riots, mutinies in two
Scottish regiments, and the Irish question exacerbated the crisis.AO
Opposition in Parliament was increasing and reached new heights during the
sénsational inquiry dinto the conduct of Generals William Howe and John
Burgoyne in America. It was at this point that the Ministry brought to
bear its most telling argument for not only continuing the American war,

but bringing it to a successful conclusion.
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Reports from the deposed southern governors had continued to
describe the overwhelming loyalty of the majority of Americans in the
South. The report of the King's abortive Peace Commission had echoed this
belief.41 Early in 1779, the Ministry had determined that its strategy in
America would be based primarily on restoring the Loyalists to control.42
Campbell's and Prevost's successes (and their glowing report843) convinced
the government that the best chance for success lay in the southern
colonies.44 In the face of a direct challenge by Howe that the Americans
were unanimously behind the Revolution, the Ministry countered with a
statement that more than two-thirds of the Americans desired peace with
the mother country. By the end of June, the Ministry had won the debate,
and the British government was publicly committed to a strategy based on
harnessing the support of a Loyalist majority in America.45

A vascillating Clinton, protesting the detachments he was required
to make from his understrength force, nonetheless believed that he must do
something to exploit the situation in Georgia and save it from mounting
pressure from South Carolina.46 He withdrew his men and ships from Rhode
Island, and on December 26, 1779, he set sail from New York with a task
force, bound for Charleston.

Through the first seven months of 1780, the Ministry's strategy
and assumptions appeared to be valid. The immediate cause of Germaine's
optimistic 3 August message was the capture of Charleston, on 12 May, by
Clinton and Vice Admiral Marriot Arbuthnot, commander of the Royal Navy's
Amerdican Squadron. The loss of the key port city was the greatest mili-
tary disaster suffered by the Patriots during the war. With it was
captured Major General Benjamin Lincoln, six other general officers, the

Lieutenant Governor of the state, and six thousand t:oops,47 over half of
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them regulars, including the entire Continentai Lines of Georgia and North
and South Carolina.48

By ~he end of June, British columns had overrun the state and had
garrisoned population centers along its major river systems. Clinton
instituted a liberal system of parole for those Americans who would lay
down their weapomns and return to their homes. British garrisons offered
sufficient protection and incentive for Loyalists to enlist in a number of
royal militia units as part of a comprehensive program directed by Major
Patrick Ferguson.49 South Carolina was thus the second American state to
fall under British domination. When Clinton departed in June for his
headquarters in New York, leaving Lieutenant General Charles, second Earl
Cornwallis in command of all forces in the South, intelligence indicated
that large parties of North Carolina Loyalists were ready to assist the
British in the subjugation of that state as well.50

The American cause suffered another major blow in August. A
second Southern Army, with a nucleus of 1400 Maryland and Delaware Con-
tinentals under Major General the Baron de Kalb, had formed in North
Carolina. Over General George Washington's objection,Sl Congress had
appointed the hero of Saratoga, Major General Horatio Gates, to succeed
Lincoln as commander of the Southern Department. When Gates arrived in
July to assume command of his army, he found it in sorry condition—-
poorly disciplined, i1ll-equipped, and near starvation.52 Despite the
army's rather desperate situation, Gates immediately advanced into South
Carolina. At Camden on the night of 15-16 August, he collided with Corn-
wallis' force of 3000 British regulars that had moved north to intercept

him.
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For the Americans, the battle of Camden and its aftermath was a
debacle. Gates' dispositions were faulty, the bulk of the militia fled
without firing a shot, and the Continentals, after a desperate but hope-
less struggle, were overwhelmed. The defeat turned into a disgraceful
rout, and Gates' actions were so suspect that Congress called for his
immediate relief from command and for an official inquiry into his conduct.
Alexander Hamilton's reaction to news of the disaster was a typical one.
On hearing of Gates' precipitous flight back to Hillsborough, North
Carolina, Hamilton acidly wrote, "One hundred and eighty miles in three
days and a half. It does admirable credit to the activity of a man at his
time of life. But it disgraces the General and the Soldiers."53 De Kalb
had been killed, and only 700 Continentals eventually made their way back
to Hillsborough.54 The Southern Army had been destroyed for the second
time in three months. To make matters worse, South Carolina partisan
Thomas Sumter's mixed 700-man force of Continentals and militia, the
largest in the state, was surprised at Fishing Creek two days after Camden
and was dispersed after suffering 450 casualties.5

The American cause 1n the South had been dealt a near-mortal blow,
and Cornwallis made immediate preparations to follow up his advantage by
invading North Carolina. He dispatched messengers to the King's Friends
in that state, and as Charles Stedman, Civilian Commissary of Cornwallis'

army, states, ". . . the reduction of the province of North Carolina was

56

« « « confidently looked for." But, while Lord Germaine also had been

". . . sanguine enough to expect the recovery of the whole of the southern

provinces in the course of the campaign . . . ,"57 Cornwallis was con-
fronting a new problem that was growing in severity and would socon become

insurmountable, partisan warfare.
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CHAPTER 2
PARTISANS AND MILITIA

As early as 14 July, Cornwallis had informed Clinton that the

situation was "mot so peaceable as when I wrote last," and that a large
partisan force was operating near the Catawba River. He stressed the
necessity for invading North Carolina to crush rebel power (the Continen-
tal Army) and thereby reduce pressure on South Carolina and Georgila.
Three weeks later, Cornwallis called for a diversion in the Chesapeake
Bay to support his operations.l Not only had the Crown overestimated
Loyalist sympathy and underestimated Patriot resolve, but through their
actions the British were in no small measure responsible for the growing
resistance movement that was plaguing both military operations and the
pacification effort.

The capture of the three southern states' Continental Lines at
Charleston, Clinton's‘liheral parcle pelicy for the remaining wmilitia, and
rapid British occupation of the principal population centers throughout
Georgia and South Carolina exerted a temporary stabilizing influence on
the two states. However, British atrocities soon reversed the effect.
Lieutenant Colonel Banastre Tarleton's massacre of a force of Virginia
Continentals at the Waxhaws, and Major James Wemyss' pillaging of
Presbyterian churches in the belief that they supported dissidents, were
typical acts., With the tables now turned, Loyallist militia and bands of
unregulated Tories, often with British acquiescence if not encouragement,
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began to exact retribution on their fellow citizens for past grievances.
British patrols began to confiscate or destroy prcperty belonging to
Patriot le-aders.2 Ironically, 1t was General Clinton himself who unwit-
tingly set the final spark to the powder keg.

In an attempt to reinforce the effect of the Patriot collapse, and
to speed up the return of the colonists to the Crowns' allegiance, Clinton
began to modify the terms of the paroles that had been granted. On 1 June,
he issued a proclamation promising a full and free pardon to all prisoners
on parole and all persons who had taken part in the rebellion (excepting
those who had occupiled leadership positions or who had shed the blood of
their fellow citizens). The full pardon provision caused an outcry among
Loyalists. They argﬁed that their tormentors would now be no worse off
than they; by simply taking an cath (whether they meant it or not), rebels
would escape punishment and be accorded the same status and privileges as
a loyal subject who had suffered for years for maintaining his allegiance.

Overreacting to Loyalist objections, Clinton reversed himself on
3 June and issued what one British commander lamented as '"That unfortunate
proclamation [which] had very unfavorable consequences."3 With it, Clin-
ton abrogated all paroles previously 1ssued. By the 20th of June, all
prisoners on parole would be restored to all rights, privileges and
responsibilities of citizens. All who refused to take an oath of alle-
glance after that date would be considered rebels and treated accordingly.
Since the "citizen's responsibility" that the British had foremost in mind
was service in the Loyal militia, Americans on parole were offered the
alternative of taking up arms against their fellow Patriots or being
declared enemies of the Crown. Having had the terms of their parole

changed without their consent, a significant number of Patriots took the
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latter course and began to embody back into their old militdia units to
wage an irregular war against the British and Loyalists.4

Although Cornwallis complained bitterly about both proclamations,5
he added to the confusion by arbitrarily voiding pardons that had already
been lssued and establishing his own criteria for pardon: only these who
demonstrated sufficient loyalty to be enlisted in the provincial militia
would now qualify.6 The Patriots furthered the chaos with some skillful
propaganda when they intercepted one of Cornwallis' dispatches after the
battle of Camden., Adding a forged passage indicating that the British
cormander had ordered the imprisonment of all Americans who had refused to
take up arms for the Crown, the Patriots published the correspondence in
the press.7 The confusing and unrealistic British policies thus angered
the Loyalilsts, offered no incentive for the Patriot leadership (the
segment of the population most likely to influence the actions of others)
to acquiesce, and drove many Patrilots back into arms against the Crowm.

Initial British action in South Carolina and Georgia can be under-
stood only in light of the strategic assumptions that sent the redcoats
south in the first place.8 Walter Millis has rightly observed that the
only policy that offered the British any hope for success was one of
counter-—revolution.9 Yet British strategy and local policy was based on
belief in a Loyalist majority existing in the South. Thus, counter-revolu-
tion was never implemented as a policy simply because it was not necessary.
The majority of Americans had always remained loyal, the British believed,
and recovering the colonies was simply a matter of placing the Loyalist
majority back in control. Thus, Clinton defended his 3 June proclamation
as one requiring every man to declare his true allegiance, thereby giving

the Loyalists the opportunity of '"chasing from among them [their] dangerous
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neighbors."lO The underlying assumption, of éourse, was that the "danger-
ous neighbors" were in the minority.l1 This assumption also led the
British to be less circumspect than they should have been in their actions
towards the civil populace and paroled Patriot militia. Plundering of the
supposed mincerity faction by British and Tory units was convincing proof
to many that the protection of the Crown meant nothing. To the British,
especilally those at lower levels of command, the problem was of no conse-
quence.

Indeed, the ease with which the British had apparently subjugated
South Carolina led to a dangerous (and temporary)leuphoria. On 30 June,
Cornwallis wrote Clinton, "I think that with the force under my command
+ « + I can leave South Carolina in security, and march . . . into the
back part of North Carclina, with the greatest probability of reducing
that Province . . . [it] could be kept, with the assistance of our

friends there, with as few troops as would be wanted on the borders of

this province, if North Carolina should remain in the hands of our

enemies . . . .“12 He then offered to dispatch any of his troops Sir

Henry thought necessary for an expedition into the Chesapeake. One month
later, Cornwallis had to report that the situation had deteriorated so
rapidly that he could not afford to send troops, and that he required a
diversion by Clinton into the Chesap:zake to assist him.13

The British commander in the South was concerned over three
alarming developments. Despite his orders to Loyalists in North Carolina
to do nothing until the British Army was in position to support them, two
groups took up arms prematurely. The first, 1300 men under a Colomnel

Moore, assembled at Ramsour's Mill "without concert, plan, or proper lead-

ers" and was immediately crushed by North Carolina militia. The survivors
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fled into South Carolina, alarming Loyalists there. A second group of 800
men rallied under a Colonel Bryan to escape ''the most barbarous persecu-
tion" and fled south to the nearest British garrison.l4

The second development was the appearance of De Kalb's Maryland
and Delaware Continentals in North Carolina. With the fall of Charleston,
it had been rumored that the deep South had been abandoned by the rest of
the country. The presence of a new Continental Army was the first tangible
proof that the states had not been given up for lost.15 As it had in the
North, and would again in the South, the Continental Army "in being" acted
as a powerful rallying symbol for the Patriots and a deterrent to Loyalist
activity.16 On learning of the Continentals, the supposedly Loyal militia
at Cheraw on the Pee Dee River overcame their officers and took prisoner
100 sick Highlanders from the 71st Regiment who were being evacuated by
boat, and carried the lot into North Carolina. A second "Loyalist' militia
battalion, from the western Tyger River area, had previously risen en
masse under a Lieutenant Colonel Lisle and joined Colonel Thomas Sumter's
partisans. And Sumter had launched a series of major attacks on British
posts at Williamson's, Rocky Mount, and Hanging Rock. Cornwallis' third
problem was that the growing resistance movement had acquired leadership.l7

With the South Carolina state government and regular military
establishment captured at Charleston, four remarkable men emerged to assume
the leadership of an irregular war against the British and their Loyalist
sﬁpporters. Francis Marion, a lieutenant colonel in the South Carolina
Continental Line, had been injured and was recuperating at his home on the
Santee River when Charleston fell. As soon as he was able, he organized

a small unit and joined De Kalb in North Carolina. When Gates arrived to
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take command of the Southern Army, he sent Marion back into the Santee
area shortly before the Camden battle to raid and to gather intelligence.

Thomas Sumter, who had resigned his Continental commission in
1778, was moved to action after Charleston was taken, when his home near
Statesburgh was burned during one of Tarleton's forays. His small force
increased after Clinton's 20 June loyalty oath deadline, anﬁ by mid-July
he was attacking British units with alarming regularity, prompting Corn-
wallis' concern about the state of rebellion in the supposedly subdued
colony.

The third officer, Colomnel Elijah Clarke of Georgla, assembled his
militia regiment after Georgia and South Carolina had been occupied and
became the most prominent military figure in the back country in those two
states during the summer of 1780. Picking up North and South Carolina
militia units, he inflicted a major defeat on a British and Loyalist force
at Musgrove's Mill in western South Carolina on the day after Camden.
Throughout that summer and fall Clarke's militia plagued the British,
attacking Augusta, fighting with Sumter at Fishdam Ford and Blackstocks,
and harassing the post at Ninety-Six. Clarke was seriously wounded in
early December at Long Cane, near Ninety-5ix, and was out of action until
March 1781. Fortunately, another leader emerged to assume control of the
partisan war in the west.

Andrew Pickens, a South Carolina militia colonel, had accepted the
British parole in good faith only to see hils plantation plundered in
November by a British unit, Few mistakes made by the British would prove
to be so damaging to their chances for success in the South as their
destruction of the homes of Sumter and Pickens. The latter, a devoutly

religious man, considered his solemn contract with the Crown violated and
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his obligation ended. 1Ile already enjoyed an excellent military reputation
as a regult of his 1779 victory over a Loyalist force at Kettle Creek,
Georgla, and because of his participation in campaigns against the Indians.
Pickens began to assemble his old militia regiment in early Dsacenzlbier:.l8

Collectively, the stubborn resistance of these and numerous lesser-
known figures jolted the state out of the stupor induced by the suddenness
of the British victory and fanned the spirit of revolt in the occupied
areas. They began a relentless and savage war against British and Tory,
who responded in kind. Fed by animosities intensified by years of repres-
sion and reprisal, and aggravated by the brutality of the British occupa-
tion, the struggle between Patriot and Loyalist exploded into a civil war
that erased class, region and family distinction. It was a war without
quarter, and the intensity and viclence with which it was waged stunned
cutsiders.19 Because of a superlority In leadership and organization and
because of the sentiments of a majority of the population, the Patriots
were able to mount an internal threat to British control which the Tories
by themselves were incapable of challenging.

Governor John Rutledge, one of the few South Carolina cfficials to
have egcaped capture at Charleston, eventually appointed Sumter, Marion
and Pickens to brigadier general rank in the state militia.20 Rutledge
was determined to continue the state government in absentla, and he assumed
civil authority over military operations in Georgia as well, appointing
Sumter the senior militia officer to command both South Carolina and
Georgia militia forces.zl Working closely with the commander of the
Southern Department (initially Gates, then Greene), Ruiledge divided mili-
tary authority in South Carolina into two brigade sectors. Marion

commanded all the militia regiments east of the Santee-Wateree-Catawba
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River line, and Sumter all the regiments to the west.22 Later, when he
was detached from Greene's Army in March 1781 to return to South Carolina,
Pickens as;umed command of a third brigade sector and operated primarily
between Ninety-Six and Augusta.23

Despite Rutledge's (and, later, Greene's) best efforts, command
relationships between the three partisans were loose indeed, and although
Sumter was officlally in command of all militia forces, his authority over
the other two brigades was nominal. The fiercely independent spirit that
made the three such effective partisan leaders also lessened their desire
to coordinate their operations with each other, much less subordinate
themselves to anyone else, Pickens proved to be the most cocperative in
working with the Continental Army, and Marion eventually responded to the
central direction that evolved in the Southern Department. But Thomas
Sumter never fully subordinated his operations to any control save his
own.24

Nonetheless, within theilr own areas the three leaders were
formidable. Their principal strength lay in the fact that their commands
were composed of virtually the same units and people that had made up the
brigades since the beginning of the Revolution; Rutledge merely reconsti-
tuted the militda structure that had existed for years.25 In most cases
when the Patriots embodied they did so under their o0ld officers and into
their old units. Thus Pickens commanded a brigade in which he had pre-
viously served as a regimental commander. The militia units in Williams-
burg District above Georgetown desired a Continental officer, preferably
Francis Marion whom many of them knew, to command them.26 Not only was
the military organization a famlliar and viable one, it was also ideally

suited to the task ahead.
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Whatever else may be the shortcomings of militia forces, in the
South lack of military experience was not one of them. The Southern
regiments, especially those from the western districts, had been active in
every campaign fought against the Cherokees and Creeks., Marion and
Pickens, for example, had seen heavy fighting as infantry lieutenants Iin
British Colonel James Grant's Cherokee expedition in 1761.27 Since the
beginning of the Revolution, all militia units had been engaged in sup-
pressing Tories and maintaining internal political control. In the
critical year 1775-1776, militia units, sometimes in conjunction with
Continentals, crushed every Loyalist uprising. Overwhelming victories at
Moore's Creek Bridge in North Carolina and in the campaign against the
South Carolina Tories (and in their continual suppression afterwards)
effectively destroyed any chance for Loyalist success in the South. From
1779 on, militia units were increasingly used to combat the British inva-
sions of Georgia and South Carolina, The Williamson Brigade's harassment
of Archibald Campbell, and Pickens' key victory over the Loyalists at
Kettle Creek, caused the evacuation of upper Georgia early in 1779.
Although the British re-occupied Augusta, they were never able to estab-
lish effective control over the area.

In short, the southern militia had been trained in a hard school;
it had learned to fight by fighting. It was experienced and well-led, and
while it could not be expected to stand against regulars in the open, the
militia was extremely successful with the partisan tactics it adopted
against the British. And 1t was even more successful in its effort to
suppress the Loyalists. Although some Leyalist militia units rendered
valuable service to the Crown, the majority of the populaticn did not

support them. Tory leadership and direction comparable to that provided
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by Marion, Sumter and Pickens never materializéd, and the British quickly
found themselves in control only of those areas that were garrisoned by
regulars.

Thus in early September, while Cornwallis prepared to invade North
Carclina, secutre In the belief that he had destroyed rebel resistance with
his victories over Gates' and Sumter's forces at Camden and Fishing
Creek,28 he received the news that Marion had raided a British column and
freed 160 prisoners captured at Camden. He no sooner began his move
towards Rorth Carolina than he learned that Georgia militia under Colomnel
Elijah Clarke had attacked Augusta and had nearly carried the post, and he
had to report to Clinton that "the indefatigable Sumter" was agaln in the
field.zg
Desplte the obvious fact that severe problems still existed in
South Carolina, Cornwallis was determined to push his offensive operation
into North Carelina, hoping to link up with Loyalists in the central part
of the state. He was convinced that the subjugation of North Carolina was
necessary for the security of South Carolina and Georgia, since the state
offered both sanctuary and encouragement for the rebellion to the south-
ward., Further, the assurances Cornwallis received from the Loyalists
indicated that their strength was such that it would take no longer than a
month to subdue the state.30 After dispatching the Infamous Major Wemyss
with part of the 63d Regiment to Marion's area to "disarm in the most
rigid manner, the country between the Santee and Pedee,"jl Cornwallis
confidently resumed his move towards Charlotte on 7 September. But, as

Commissary Stedman was to lament, "to confound human wisdom," an invisible

hand stood poised to "derange the best concerted schemes [of men]."32
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Cornwallis' invasion of North Carolina was a disaster. His first
disappointment came with the King's Friends., The day after Camden, he had
at last c;lled for the Loyalists to rise. But even before the British
began their march north, it was obvious that the Loyalists were going to
walt until the regulars were in Worth Carolina before they made any moves,
Inured to years of Patriot oppression and British neglect, and with vivid
memories of their defeats at Moore's Creek and Ramsour's Mill, the Loyal~-
ists this time were taking no chances on false promises. They wanted the
British Army physically within supporting distance before they risked
their lives again. Yet, even after he had penetrated the state, Corn-
wallis saw no uprising, and he began to realize that their strength had
been vastly overrated. "Not a single man," wrote Lord Rawdon, ". . .
attempted to improve the favourable moment, or obeyed that summons for
which they had been so impatient."33 Rawdon was mistaken. Numerous
Loyalists had taken up arms, but despite the confusion they caused, the
North Carolina militia again proved equal to the task of subduing them.

The Loyalist uprising was met by a combination of forces: those
militia who remained home to protect thelr families, those who disobeyed
orderg to assemble and went hunting for local Tory units, and those units
which were dispatched to meet a specific threat.34 Especially active was
Colonel William R. Davie and his cavalry, which had been raiding into South
Carcolina since the beginning of the British occupation. In a two-day
périod Davie found and attacked two large banﬁs of Loyalists (one in the
rear of the British Army) and scattered them after inflicting heavy
casualties.35 From a purely military standpoint, the anti-Loyalist opera-
tion was a disorganized ad hoc affair, as one might expect in a state that

had simultaneously to repel an invaslon and subdue an Insurrection. But
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the flexibility of the militia as an institution, and its sheer mass,
enabled it to accomplish both tasks In rather convincing fashion. Corn-

wallis did not know about the Loyalists because he found himself effec-

tively cut off from outside contact.

The British move from Camden to Charlotte was a frustrating one.
The remnants of Gates' shattered army further north at Hilisborough posed
no threat, but Cornwallis was under continual harassment from the North
Carolina militia under Generals Jethro Sumner and William Davidson. Davie
was pulled in from his forays against the Loyalists and sent to delay the
British advanée, and Cornwallis was able to occupy Charlotte only after a
stiff fight., Once there, he found the situation even worse. Tarleton

well described the hazards of the occupation in the middle of the two

counties

« » « more hostile to England than any others in America. The
vigilance and animosity of these surrounding districts checked

the exertions of the well affected, and totally destroyed all
communication between the King's troops and the Loyalists in

the other part of the province. . . . The foraging parties were
every day harrassed by the inhabitants, who . . . fired from
covert places, to annoy the British detachments. Ineffectual
attempts were made upon convoys coming from Camden, and the inter-
mediate post at Blair's mill; but individuals with expresses were
frequently murdered. . . . Notwilthstanding the . . . losses sus-
tained by the militia . . . they continued their hostilities with
unwearied perseverance; and the British troops were so effectually
blockaded . . . that very few out of a great number of messengers
could reach Charlotte town . . . to give intelligence of Ferguson's

situation.36
It was Ferguson's situation that Stedman had attributed to the ominous
workings of "an invisible hand."
Tasked with screening Cornwallis' left flank and moving into the
settlements west of the Catawba to ". . . keep alive the spirits of the
King's friends in North Carolina . . . ,"37 Ferguson's force consisted of

approximately 1100 Loyalist militia and provincial troops. Now a brevet
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lieutenant colonel (although news of the promotion had not yet reached
him), Ferguson had accomplished much since his appointment by Clinton as
the British inspector of militia. Proceeding methodically, he had
recruited and trained several battalions of Loyalists, primarily from
South Carolina's central and western districts.38 An outstanding leader
and an expert rifleman, Ferguson was an experienced commander who might
have been one of Cornwallis' best officers. Unfortunately for the British,
his first independent operation in the South was also his last.

Ferguson moved through the western North Carolina settlements into
the foothills of the Appalachians as far north as Gilbert Town (near
present day Rutherfordton), hoping to cut off Elijah Clarke's retreat
northward from the repulsed attack on Augusta. To 'keep up the spirits of
the King's friends'" and to otherwise cow the local inhabitants, Ferguson
sent an insulting and highly inflammatory ultimatum to the mountain
settlements, threatening to burn and plunder the area.39 From his deal-
ings with Americans, Ferguson should have known better, and the ultimatum
was a fatal mistake. Patriot militia regiments were already jolning to
oppose him. Responding generally to the British invasion of the state and
to Ferguson's threat in particular, a force of some 3000 "over mountain'
men rallied at Sycamore Flats on the Watauga River. Selecting only their
best-mounted men, they came boiling out of the mountains after Ferguson.
They were reinforced by other North Caroclinians and by back country militia
from Virginia and South Carolina. Then numbering about 1300 men,40 the
combined Patriot force overtook the Loyalists at Kings Mountain on October
7. In one of the key battles of the Revolution, In which only one
Britisher took part, Ferguson was killed and approximately 1000 of his men

were either killed or captured.41
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The effects of Ferguson's defeat were immediate and far-reaching.
Cornwallis, under continual attack at Charlotte, was stunned by the loss
of his flaﬁk column and alarmed at the threat now posed to British posts
in western South Carolina, especially Ninety-Six, by the sudden and
unexpected appearance of the back country riflemen. Disgusted at his lack
of success, he decided to withdraw into Scuth Carolina. Still harassed by
rebel militia, his army began its withdrawal to the Catawba fords on 14
October with a haste that bordered on the precipitous.42 The Loyalists
who had risen were left to their fate.

As 1s usually the case In a revolution, the political and psycho-
logical effects of a battle have a far greater impact than its purely
military results. The temporary abandonment of North Carolina was less
significant than the effect of Ferguson's demise on American sentiment
throughout the South. The loss of so promising an officer, and the
totality of the defeat of his Loyalist army, was a blow from which the
Loyalist movement never recovered. As Sir Henry Clinten bitterly stated,
the defeat ". . . overset In a moment all the happy effects of our suc-
cesses at Charleston and . . . Camden, and so encouraged that spirit of
rebellion in both Carolinas that it never could be afterward humbled. For
no sooner had the news of it spread through the country than multitudes of

.”43 Lieutenant Colonel

disaffected flew to arms from all parts . . .
John Cruger, commander of the key post at Ninety-Six, from whose district
Ferguson had drawn his greatest strength, informed Cornwallis that the
inhabitants of that Loyalist stronghold were so dispirited by the defeat

that they would probably surrender to the first rebel force that

&4
appeared.
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The situation was even more alarming because during the absence of
the British main force from South Carolina, the rebel militja there had
not been idle. Francis Marion had created such havoc in the eastern part
of the state that Cornwallis now regarded the situation there to be more
serious than in the back country.45 After capturing the prisoner-of-war
column on its way back from Camden, Marion completely dispersed the Loyal-
ist militia battalion that formed in Williamsburg District. 1In quick
succession, from the end of September to the end of October, Marion
defeated a Loyalist battalion from Georgetown, launched a successful raid
on that British port (Cornwallis considered it to have been captured),
inflicted heavy casualties on the Loyalist militia of the Santee Hills,
and captured their commander. "Colonel Marion," Cornwallis informed
Clinton, "had so wrought on the minds of the people, partly by the terror
of his threats and cruelty of his punishments, . . . that there was scarce
an inhabitant between the Santee and Pedee that was not in arms against
us."46
Cornwallis' solution to the problem was to send regulars and
provincial battalions47 after the partisans. When thay could not find
Marion and Sumter, British counter-guerrilla operations, particularly under
Wemyss and Tarleton, quickly turned into punitive expeditions against the
inhabitants. The British repression, although partially effective,48 kept
a steady stream of replacements riding into partisan camps,
Patriot suppression of the Loyalists was just as severe,49 the dif-
ference being that while British regulars made punitive forays, the
Patriot militia remained In an area to contest it., The population that

was exposed to only occasional British punishment had to worry about con-

tinual Patriot reprisal. Thus, while the partisans wer : never strong
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enough to exclude British regulars from a regién, they could convincingly
demonstrate that the Crown could neither govern the area nor protect its
inhabitants. Loyalist strength, except in a few areas, was never equal to
what the Patriots could muster, and in using regulars to combat the parti-
sans, Cornwallis neglected the only force that could have really been
effective, the Loyalist militia,

It is easy to exaggerate the impact of Kings Mountain and partisan
operations on the Revolution in the South. Yet they produced a decisive
shift in the way Cornwallis Intended to fight the war., British strategy
had been based on using the army as a mobile force to subdue disaffected
areas, and securing them with Loyalist forces. With '‘mited regular army
support, the Loyalist militia would retain soccial and political control
and free the army to repeat the process in other colonies. Cornwallis had
created a militia system after South Carolina was overrun, but he never
gave it a chance to work.

The British commander's dissatisfaction with the Loyalist militia
was almost immediate. It stemmed from the opportunity which Clinton's
conflicting proclamatlons gave to rebels to take up the King's arms and
then immediately desert with them.50 The more carefully selected
‘battalions Ferguson raised in Ninety-Six district satisfied Cornwallis to
a degree, but he complained that the other battalions raised to cover the

frontier between the Cheraws and the Brocad River were ". . . in general

weak, or not much to be relied on for their fidelity."ﬁl The desertion

of Lieutenant Colonel Lisle with his entire battalion and the rebellion of

the Cheraw units demonstrated the futility of trusting the militia.52 By

mid-July Cornwallis believed that because of ". . . the want of subordina-

1

tion and confidence of our militia in themselves," a large regular force
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would be required for the security of South Carolina.53 In part, he
blamed the situation on the sanctuary and encouragement that North Caro-
lina offe?ed to the rebellion further south. But his elitist prejudices
against militia in general, and Americans In particular, were also respon-
sible for the growing contempt with which he held the local units.s4 It
was in this atmosphere that the impact of Kings Mountain and its aftermath
fell like a hammer blow.

Cornwallils had never been in faver of the western flank guard
column using militia, but Ferguson and Tarleton convinced him that they
would be effective, It is Important to note that Cornwallis objected to
Ferguson's militia (the best the British had) both on the basis of thei;
reliability as well as their competency.55 Ferguson's destruction and
Cruger's report concerning the totally demoralized state of the militia
remaining in Ninety-8ix district merely confirmed their uselessness in
Cornwallis' eyes. When Marion's raids disrupted the militia organizations

' and so terrorized the

to the east, captured Georgetown "from our militia,'
country that the Santee militia refused to take the field,56 Cornwallis
became convinced that his militia were not competent even for their
primary mission of local defense. His dispatches now began to bemoan

' and he lashed cut: "if those

"our dastardly and pusillanimous friends,'
who say they are our friends will not stir, I cannot defend every man's
house . . . . I must say that when I see a whole settlement running away
from twenty or thirty robbers, I think they deserve to be robbed."57
Literally giving up on his militia, Cornwallis began using his
regulars for internal defense., With grave misglvings, he saw no choice

but to attempt again the subjugation of North Carolina, for as long as

that sanctuary remained in rebel hands, the revolution in Scuth Caroclina
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could not be shut down. To invade North Carolina again, he would require
substantial reinforcement to make up the invasion force and to secure his
rear; he trusted neither the South Carolinians nor the Loyalists in North
Carolina to provide the necessary help. He therefore directed General
Alexander Leslie and his 2500 regulars to move south from the Chesapeake,
where Clinton had sent them to support the first North Caroiina invasion,
to Cape Fear.58 Thus, by the end of October 1780, Cornwallis had rejected
the central premise of British southern strategy because of his disillu-
sionment with the military force upon which it was based.59 With the
benefit of hindsight, and with very little exaggeration, Clinton cbserved
that the battle of Kings Mountain ", . . proved the first link in a chain
of evils that followed each other In regular succession until they at last

ended In the total loss of America."60
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CHAPTER 3
NEW DIRECTION

If one accepts Clinton's simple chain-link analogy, then the
anchor for the chain was forged on 3 December 1780, when Major Ceneral
Nathanael Greene of Rhode Island relieved Horatio Gates as coomander of
the Southern Department.l A self-taught strategist, Greene had risen from
relative obscurity at the beginning of the war as the junilor Brigadier iIn
the Continental Army to a posltion of military powef and responsibility
second only to Washington. For the thirty-eight year old Quaker, the rise
was no accident, but the path to his new command had not been a smooth
one,

Greene had been raised in a strict Quaker environment by his
disciplinarian father. Hard work in the family's anchor forge and mill
was broken only by reading the Bible and by rudimentary instruction in
writing. When Greene was a teenager, a chance encounter and friendship
with a college student exposed the Quaker to the world of education. From
that time on Greene was an avid student and read every book he could find.
Trips to Newport brought him into contact with Ezra Stiles, later presi-
dent of Yale College, and with Lindley Murray, author of a popular text
on grammar. Both men further encouraged Greene's educational pursuits.,

By his early twentiles, the Quaker was serlously studylng law. His father
objected to his son's quest for knowledge outside the faith, but he
allowed Nathanael to represent him legally in several lawsuits. Greene's

49
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court appearances led to political contacts, and he became acquainted with
several members of the Colony's Assembly. When his father placed him in
charge of ; new mill and forge operation in Coventry, near New Providence,
Greene became a prominent figure in his community; in 1770 he was elected
to the Rhode Island Assembly.2

As relations between Britain and her American colonies deterio-
rated, Greene assumed an increasingly activist stance in the Assembly.
Without practical military experience in 1775, he was nevertheless an avid
student of military science and tactics. His studies had shifted from law
and politics to the works of Marshalls de Saxe and Turenne and Sharp's

Military Guide. Greene's increasing concentration on military affairs,

and his activity in the colony's militia organization, led to an irrecon-
cilable break with the Rhode Island Quaker hierarchy. An ardent national-
ist, Greeme felt his religion teo be no impediment to military service.
After the war he was to reflect that though he was averse to it, "war was
ever a business of necessity." Pacifism was a noble but impractical ideal
given the kind of world he lived in, and war was the only course open for
the preservation of America's constitutional liberties.3

As New England began to prepare for war, Greene applied for a com-
mission in his colony's most elite militia company, the Kentish Guards.
He had the knowledge and leadership ability to £4ill the post, but he was
rejected. The powerfully built Quaker walked with a slight limp as a
résult of an accident in the forge, and an infection from a small-pox
inoculation had left a permanent cast in one eye. The exclusivist Guards
apparently did not feel that Greene fit the physical image of an officer.
He good naturedly shrugged off the rebuff and volunteered as a private

soldier,
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Greene soon demonstrated his talent and affinity for things
military. On his own initiative, he journeyed to Boston and returned with
a new musket for himself and with a British deserter to train the Guards.
It was scon obvious that Greene possessed military knowledge superior to
anyone else in the ccmpany. However, it was in the Rhode Island Assembly
that Greene's knowledge and common sense made their greates£ impression.
Membership on several key military committees, including one to coordinate
defense measures with Connecticut, gave him an opportunity to demonstrate
his leadership and organizational ability, His grasp of Rhode Island's
military requirements and his pragmatic recommendations marked Greene as
the man to whom the Assembly should turn for advice on military affairs.
When the legislature directed the formation of the Rhode Island Brigade to
join the Army of Observation surrounding Boston, the choice of commander
for the brigade seemed obvious. Significantly, the officers and men of
the Kentish Guards approved of their thirty-three year old private's
promotion to brigadier general., Several of the Guards' officers were to
serve with distinction under Greene, chief among them Colonels Christopher
Greene and (later General) James Varnum.

Greene arrived at Boston, Henry Knox later observed, ". . . the
rawest, the most untutored being I ever met with, but, in less than twelve
months, he was equal, in military knowledge, to any General officer in the
army, and very superior to most of them."5 The quality of the Rhode
Island brigade and Greene's leadership ability, common sense, and intuitive
feel for the military problem facing the colonists impressed Washington
immediately, Illustrative of Greene's understanding was his reaction to
the battle of Breed's and Bunker Hills., Most Americans considered the

battle a Patriot defeat because they had been driven off the positions.
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Greene, recognizing the severity of the British losses, wrote: ". . . I
think we have little reason to complain. . . . I wish we could sell them
another hill, at the same price."6

By the summer of the following year, Washington had enough confi-
dence in Greene to place him in command of the Long Island defenses (Greene
was absent during the battle because of illness). Through the years that
followed, as Greene gained experience, Washington came to rely on him more
than any other officer in the army. He played a major part in all of the
campaigns in the North and exerted considerable influence on the conduct
of Washington's Fabian strategy. Though relatively weak, the Continental
Army "in being" remained a constant threat to the British and a continuing
symbol of reslstance for the United States.

Washington's strategy, of course, was the object of much congres-
sional complaint. Since Greene's influence with the commander-in-chief
was recognized, the Rhode Islander received his share of criticism as
well. Greene matched Washington in his independence of mind, conviction
of purpose, and gritty determination to prevail. Each had an inner
strength that made their brand of leadership triumph over the adversities
they faced and enabled their army to survive. In his relations with
Congress, Washington learned to temper his convictions with a degree of
political realism; Greene did not. Supremely confident in the correctness
of his ideas, Greene had an unfortunate habit of bombarding Congress with
advice and comment, some of 1t quite blunt, on virtually every aspect
concerning the war's management. He eventually learned to soften his
criticisms, but not until they earned him additional enemies in the

Congress.7
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Friction with the legislature came to a head during Greene's
tenure as Quartermaster General of the Army. 1In 1778, Washington had
insisted ﬂe take the position and attempt to solve the desperate supply
problems plaguing the army. Greene made considerable improvement in the
situaticn over the next two years, but the problems of funds, transporta-
tion, and management were overwhelming. TFinally, in July 1780, frustrated
by what he considered to be Congressional meddling and lack of support,
and anxlous to return to a field command, Greene submitted his resignation
in a letter whose tone infurlated the Congress. Amidst the furor were
heard cries for Greene's dismissal from the Service for alleged profiteer-
ing and mismanagement.8 Washington entered the fray to save his best
general and quietly warned the Congress that Greene's abrupt dismissal
without a trial would probably cause the entire officer corps to resign in
protest.g Both Congress and Greene softened their positions, thus ending
a potential crisis.

A real crisis was soon at hand with the arrival of news that Gates
was defeated and Cornwallis was invading North Carolina. Having chosen
the last three unsuccessful commanders in the South, the Congress on
5 October finally turned to Washington to name Gates' successor, knowing
full well who it would be.lo Washington responded on the 15th, recommending
that Greene assume command of the Scouthern Department and hold a formal
inquiry into Gates' conduct at Camden.l1 On 22 October, Washington asked
Congress to appoint General the Baron von Steuben as Greene's second in
command, adding that Steuben's talents would be needed to create a new
army in the South.12 Putting the Quartermaster General incident behind
it, Congress formally approved Washington's recommendations on 30 October,

and granted Greene broad powers of military command, authority to
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coordinate with state governments, and power to negotiate with British
commanders concerning prisoner exchange. Nathanael Greene was now in
charge of the military fortunes of the United States from Delaware to
Georgia.l3

Greene had no i1llusions about the task ahead. He knew from per-
sonal experience the state of the country's finances and thé limits of
Congress' ability to compel the states to take any action to support his
army, He knew that the army he was to command was shattered in body and
sPiritla and that the resources of North Carolina had been so depleted by
war that the state's ability to support military operations was question~-
able. Yet he also knew that logistical support was his army's most imme-
diate requirement. It was therefore not surprising that Greene's first
letter of substance asked Congress to pressure the merchants of Philadel-
phia to provide 5000 sets of clothing for the Southern Arm.y.l5 This call
for support Greene would echo again and again to state governors and
legislatures as he made his way southward from Philadelphia.16 Unfortu-
nately, he received little more than promises of help.l7

Greene'’s second letter of substance to the Congress outlined the
broad military strategy he intended to follow. He understood well the
disparity of forces in the South. While he recognized the importance of
the victory at Kings Mountaln, he also knew that Clinton had increased
British forces in the area by dispatching General Alexander Leslie with
2500 men to the Chesapeake in QOctober. Greene proposed to compensate for
his lack of strength by an increase i mobility and an expansion of
operations into the occupled areas.

As 1t must be some time before the Southern Army can be collected

and equiped in sufficient fcice to contend with the Enemy in that
quarter upon equal ground, it will be my first object to endeavour
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to form a flying army to consist of Infantry and horse. It appears
to me that Cavalry and Partizan Corps are best adapted to the make
of the country and the State of the war in that quarter, both for
heading and encouraging the militia as well as protecting the
persons and property of the. Inhabitants . . . it will be necessary
to enlarge and promote such corps as promise to be most extensively
useful as an example to encourage the exertions and enterprise
of our own peogle as well as check and restrain the depredations
of the Enemy.l

At first glance, 1t appears that Greene was proposing a strategy
revolutionary for the times, guerrilla warfare. Continuing the letter,
however, Greene recommended the promotion of Major Henry (''Light Horse
Harry") Lee, Jr., and discussed the use of Lee's Legion with that of
Colonel Charles Armand.lg It is apparent that Greene was advocating raid-
ing operations by highly mobile regular units, rather than guerrilla war-
fare. Greene realized that offensive operations were essential to check
the British and to keep the spirit of resistance alive among the militia
and the civil populace. The militia would operate with, and under the
leadership of, the regular units. Most important, these raiding opera-
tions were envisioned as a temporary expedient to buy time until the
Continentals were strong enough to contend with the British regulars on
an equal footing.

Greene had suffered with Washington through the traumatic winters
of 1775 and 1776 when the Continental army had to be twice recreated
because the '"shoals of militia" departed for home as soon as their enlist-
ments were up. He did not have a high opinion of militia troops in general
and believed them incapable of opposing regulars.20 The northern states'
reliance on short-term militia call-ups to fulfill military requirements
had been a continual source of frustration for Greene. He was a staunch

advocate of drafts and long-term enlistments to create a respectable

American regular army.ZI His opinions, though politically unrealistic,
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were nonetheless strongly held, and there is no doubt that Greene intended
to create a strong Continental army to be the decisive instrument in his
campaign in the South. It is to his everlasting credit that Greene
possessed the flexibility of mind and the courage to change when he found
his plan to be impractical. For he soon discovered that his strategy
would be dictated less by his personal desires than by the peculiarities
of warfare in the South and the sheer necessity of the moment.

As Greene moved southward through Virginia, he became more dis-
turbed about the logistical situation in the theater. Leslie had suddenly
departed from the Chesapeake, and in the wake of hils destructive raid he
had left a financially distressed State. Greene was sati:fied by Virgiq—
ia's efforts to fill her Continental battalions. '"I have but little doubt
on my mind with respect to Men," he wrote. 'My greatest fears are on
account of provisions, clothing, arms, and ammunition.”22 The state had
established no system of magazines (supply depots). In addition, Greene
found the transportation system to be so deficient that supplies, even had
they existed, could not be moved.23

Greene took a big step towards solving the problems with a tech-
nique he would use often during his command. He appointed the best man he
could find to the most critical job at hand. He could manage further
south without a second in command, but his army could not survive without
men and supplies. Leaving Steuben in Virginia to organize the depots, a
replacement and training system, and to take command of operations should
the British return to the Chesapeake, Greene hurried toward Charlotte
where Gates had moved the army.

The meeting between the two generals was cordial. Greene was con-

vinced that Gates was gullty of nothing more than bad luck at Camden, and
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the Rhode Islander had a great deal of sympathy for the other general's
predicament. The designated president of the court of inquiry, Steuben,
was not avallable, and a Council of War concurred in Greene's declsion to
postpone indefinitely the court of inquiry into the Camden affair.?'4
Gates departed Charlotte on 7 December for his home in Virginia.

Greene turned again to his greatest and most immediate problem,
logistics, His examination of the terrain on his journey to Charlotte and
his initial Inspection of the town and camp convinced him that the problem
was even worse than he had expected.25 His troops were naked, under-
nourished and ill-equipped; their foraging had so denuded the territory
around Charlotte that they had become a burden on the populace. Greene
was truly alarmed that the state had kept such great numbers of militia in
the field, for they had so ravaged the country that it was nearly
incapable of subsisting his army.26

In a flurry of activity, Greene put his organizational talents to
work, created a logigtics system that could support him from Virginia
through North Carolina, and found the men who could manage it., He sent
reconnaissance parties up the Dan, Yadkin, and Catawba rivers to determine
their suitability for logistics traffic, to mark crossing sites and fords,
and to determine conditions of roads and locations of settlements.27 He
directed the North Carolina Board of War to establish a system of magazines
throughout the state and to establish a main prisoner-of-war sfockade and
a hospital.28 To manage his most critical departments, Quartermaster and
Commissary, he found two outstanding young officers, Lieutenant Colonel
Edward Carrington of the Virginia Line and the redcubtable Colonel William
R. Davie. 1In short, as Light Horse Harry Lee stated, he turned confusion

into order.2
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Concurrently, Greene began to pressure North Carolina Governor
Abner Nash and the Board of War to re-establish the state's Continental
Line, which had been captured at Charleston. General Leslie's force had
appeared in Charleston harbor, and Greene expected that the British would
soon resume their offensive into North Carolina.30 In stressing the
geriousness of the situation, Greene voiced what would become a familiar
argument:
The small force which we have in the field is very incompetent
to give protection to this state; nor would a large body of militia
remedy the evil, as our difficulties in the articles of forage and
provision are not less than the want of men . . . . It requires
more than double the number of militia to be kept in the fileld,
attended with infinitely more waste and expense than would be
necessary to give full security to the country with a regular
and permanent army. Add to thils, the obstructions to business
and the distress [the militia's foraging] spreads to the inhabi-
tants at large, and no one who has the true interest of his county
at heart can hesitate gbout the propriety of filling the continen-
tal battalions, . . .ol
Greene erred in thinking that the state would cee the necessity of
raising its Continental Line. Their victories at Moore's Creek,
Ramsour's Mill, and Kings Mountain had placed the militia in high esteem
with the Board of War and, in fact, with most North Carolinians. Despite
the overwhelming financial burden that the large numbers of militia placed
on the state, the legislature had little inclination to push for long term
enlistments. There was even less incentive for citizens of the state to
enlist, when their experience indicated that the militia was more than
2
adequate to meet any British threat.3
Greene, of course, was not arguing against militia per se. Because
of his pleas for regulars, he was often accused of despilsing militia

forces.33 Nothing could be further from the truth., Greene was aware of

militia capabilities and limitations. Militlamen were absolutely vital to
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suppress the Loyalists and the Indilans, but they could not be expected to
stand alone against British regulars. Militia were difficult to concen-
trate and next to Impossible to maintain for an extended period. The
crux of the problem was that Greene needed both militia and Continentals.34
As long as the British army reigned supreme, the South could not be recov-
ered. Militia were not capable of accomplishing this vitai task, Greene
believed; only a Continental army could drive the British out. Greene's
desire for the classic confrontation between regular forces would ever
remain a dream. As he began better to understand the situation, and dis-
covered what support he could and could not get, Greene realized that he
had to find another way to accomplish his mission.

Although his army was small, numbering less than 2000 men,35
Greene knew that it could not centinue to forage off the Charlotte popu-
lation. After a reconnaissance by his Polish engineer Colonel Thaddeus
Koscluszko, Greene decided on a move that was to have a profound effect on
the course of the war. He put the army on marching orders to advance into
South Carolina to the site chosen by Kosciuszko at Hick's Creek on the east
bank of the Pee Dee River, opposite Cheraw. However, before making his
move on 20 December, he detached a large portion of his army on an indepen-~
dent operation.

Brigadier General Daniel Morgan with a highly mobile force of 600
men, iIncluding all of the Continental light infantry and cavalry and 200
veteran Virginia militia, moved west across the Catawba into the area
between the Broad and Saluda Rivers. Greene ordered Morgan to link-up with
militia from Sumter's force and with North Carolina militia under General

"

Davidson. Morgan would command In the area and was to act ". . . either

offensively or defensively, as your own prudence and discretion may
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direct--acting with caution and avoiding surprises + + « [your object] is
to give protection to that part of the country and spirit up the people—-
to annoy the enemy in that quarter~-to collect the provisions and forage
out of their way-—-[and form] a number of small magazines in the rear of
the position you may think proper to take.”36

Few aspects of Greene's campaign in the South have received as
much attention from historilans and tacticians as has the controversial
maneuver that began it. Reaction to the move has usually gone to extremes;
it has been roundly condemned because it violated tactical doctrine and
exposed Greene to defeat in detail, and it has been applauded primarily
because, though risky, the strategy was successful.37 Greene's maneuver
has been examined almost exclusively from a tactical viewpeint. Too little
attention has been paid to why Greene split his force, or to what, in fact,
he actually did.

Some doubt exists as to whose plan it really was., Sumter claimed
that he urged Greene to send a force across the Catawba.38 General
Davidson submitted in writing a plan that was remarkably similar to the
one Greene finally adbpted.39 Whoever it was that suggested the plan,
Greene had his own reasons for dividing his army.

The tactical considerations that influenced Greene are obvious.
Aware that the British were being reinforced and would probably attack
North Carolina, Greene had to stall them. He desperately needed time to
get his ragged army In shape to fight and to give North Carolina and
Virginia time to get replacements and reinforcements to him. ¥From a
tactical standpoint, the move was designed primarily to check Cornwallis,
whose army was then at Winnsboro, midway between the two American columns,

Greene's force blocked any advance the British might make towards the
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Loyalist stronghold at Cross Creek., If Cornwallis went after Greene,
Morgan would be free to descend on Ninety-Six and Augusta; if he tried for
Morgan, Gréene and Marion could move against Charleston. To reinforce
this impression, Greene dispatched Lieutenant Colonel "Light Horse Harry"
Lee and his elite 280~man Legion to reinforce Marion. If Cornwallis did
nothing, Greene and Morgan would grow stronger and harass him from both
flanks. In order to cope with either threat, Cornwallis, it was hoped,
would have to divide hils force.40 The British also saw Greene's move as a
strategic maneuver intended to buy time and to threaten the eastern and
western posts; they also recognized that iIn splitting his force in the
face of a superior enemy, Greene had taken a terrible risk.Al

The American commander was more aware of the danger than anyone,
and he took every precaution against the possibility of his army being
defeated in detail. He was not concerned about Morgan, whose force was
composed solely of light infantry, cavalry, and mounted militia. His
great mobility offered him the luxury of deciding when to attack and when
to retreat. Morgan, in fact, had orders to move eastward immediately
should Greene be attacked.42

The main army's security was enhanced by a major water obstacle,
the Pee Dee River, which lay between it and the British. Expecting that
Cornwallis would move against him, Greene sent patrols to strip the coun-
try west of the Pee Dee of provisions, making it more difficult for an
attacking army to subsist. He planned to withdraw northward if attacked,
and his reconnalssance partiles had confirmed a prior warning given him by

Washington that the numerous rivers in the Carolinas could severely impede

his movements., In a far sighted move, typical of Greene's thoroughness in
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planning, he tasked Kosciuszko and Carrington with bullding transportable
boats and placing others at key fords in upper North Carolina.43

Greene's final, and best, measure of security for both forces was
an early warning system. To this end, on the day after he took command he
wrote to Marion "I have not the honor of your acquaintance, but I am no
stranger to your character and merit. . . . It 1s of the highest impor-
tance that I get the earliest intelligence of any reinforcement which may
arrive at Charleston."44 In his meeting with Sumter shortly after taking
command, and in subsequent communications, Greene stressed this critical
intelligence gathering mission.45

On closer examination, despite all the tactical reasons for making
his move, it is apparent that Greene's maneuver was prompted by considera-
tions other than tactics, In reality, the American army posed little
tactical threat to the British. Greene stated that he had no intention of
actually attacking Charleston, even though he was in a position to threaten
the city. His army was much too weak to engage the British.46 Further,
if Cornwallis attached, Greene planned to withdraw northward. He stated
quite clearly his situation: "In this command I am obliged to put every-
thing to hazard, and, contrary to all military propriety, am obliged to
make detachments that nothing but absolute necessity could authorize, or

47

even justify." If tactical considerations did not constitute "absolute

necessity," then what did?

". . . The success of the war here depends much upon opinion and
appearances,' Greene wrote immediately after taking command, ''[such are]
the divisions of sentiment among the people.”48 Virtually every one of

Greene's early messages describing the situation in the Southern Depart-

ment show that "appearances' were pretty grim. In addition to the ruined
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condition of the army, the countryside, and tﬁe economy, he found the
Whigs and Tories determined to depopulate the region through their
internecine war.49 Greene was facing a major British invasion, and the
one force he had to rely on besides his regulars, the partisan militia,
required immediate assistance.50

Greene recognized the differences between partisans and other
categories of militia. "Ten of their [North Carolina] militia drawn out
in classes are not worth one of your men, whose all depend upon their own
bravery,'" he told Thomas Sumter. "What gives safety to one brings ruin to
the other. If your militia do not fight, thelr families are exposed. If
the others run away, their persons are safe.”Sl Now, both Sumter and
Marion were in trouble., Sumter had fought two savage battles in November,
one against Wemyss at Fish Dam Ford and the second against Tarleton at
Blackstocks, Both sides claimed victory, but casualties were equally
heavy.52 Sumter narrowly escaped capture by Wemyss but was severely,
almost mortally, wounded in the second battle. His brigade, depleted by
combat, was now deprived of his dynamic leadership. Marion, the ''Swamp

' was faced with a serious morale problem because of the continued

Fox,'
inactivity of the army under Gates. Many of his militia, convinced that
no military assistance was coming from the North, were deserting to the
British.53

These circumstances combined to create the "absolute necessity"
that induced Greene to make his move, not for tactical reasons but to
create a psychecloglcal advantage. And the necessity to conduct a psycho-

logical operation was so great that Greene was willing to accept the

tactical risks involved in his dangerous maneuver. The only means at his
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disposal that could be uged to raise Patriot morale and intimidate the
British was the Continental army.

Far the benefit of the populace, it was necessary to create the
impression of an advance, and the two-pronged thrust into South Carclina
had that effect. The mission of Morgan's combined Continental-partisan
force in Patrick Ferguson's old stronghold was clearly anti-Loyalist in
intent. Greene's religious upbringing and his basic humanity led him to
rall against the barbarism of the Whig-Tory civil war, yet he did not
hesitate to employ a military force that, no matter how well controlled,
would bring terror and physical intimidation to the Tories.54

In dividing his army, Greene believed it imperative that his forces
move to positions where they could shore up both partisan brigades. The
exact wording of Morgan's orders is revealing., '". . . You will be joined

by a body of volunteer militia under the command of General Davidson of

this state, and by militia lately under command of General Sumter. . . .
55
LE]

For the present, I give you the entire command in that quarter. . .
Greene obviously felt that Sumter, the senior officer, was not yet able
to command and that his area required (at least temporarily) new leader-
ship and direction.56 Similarly, Lee's Leglon was sent to Marion to help
gsolve the morale problem the Swamp Tox had described to Gates. Marion
quickly cleared up any doubts that he would retain command of that com-
bined force.57 As was the case with Morgan's force, Greene had shrewdly
"lent out" a highly mobile unit that could be recalled quickly should the
need arise,

Most iImportant, Greene's advance was carefully calculated to
affect his own army. He was dismayed at its low morale, shoddy discipline

and poor training., He not only had to raise the technical competence of
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his men, but he had to prepare them physically and psychologically as well
for the task ghead. His greatest problem was to build the confidence of
the army in itself and in him. In a letter to his friend, Alexander
Hamilton, Greene stated the primary reason for his daring and unorthodox
move. '"'If I cannot inspire the Army with confidence and respect by an
independent conduct," he wrote, "I forsee it will be impossible to instill
discipline and order among the troops.”58

Greene's actions were generally in accord with the plan he had
presented to Congress on November 2, He was conducting a "Partizan War'
using regular troops assisted by militia. Because of his resources he

" and he cautioned Sumter,

could wage little more than a "fugitive war,'
"[the] salvation of this country don't depend on little strokes; nor should
the great business of establishing a permanent army be neglected to pursue
them, . . + It is not a war of posts, but a contest for States, dependant
[sic] upon oPinion."59 He had not abandoned his quest for a regular army,
but he had begun to make a more sophisticated appraisal of the militia.

His small army at Cheraw, still destitute of equipment, was well
into a vigorous tralning program when Greene began to recelve disturbing
intelligence. The Cherokees were attacking the frontier settlements and
were engaging the western militia. Turncoat General Benedict Arnold had
appeared In the Chesapeake and had landed in Virginia with a raiding
force. And the British were on the move after Morgan.60 Whatever the
arguments concerning the wisdom of Greene's dispositions, his unorthodox
strategy had the expected effect on Cornwallis. '"The noble Earl," as
Clinton was beginning to refer to him, had decided to clear Morgan from

the invasion route into N¥orth Carolina. Tao do so he split the British

Southern Army, not into two parts as Greene had hoped, but into three.
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CHAPTER 4
RACE TO THE DAN

The day Greene took command of the Southern Army, Cornwallis was
impatiently awaiting Leslie's arrival. Alarmed at the upsurge in insur-
gency and the increasing scope and boldness of the Americans' partisan
operation since Ferguson's defeat, Cornwallis had directed Leslie to move
closer with his force, from the Chesapeake to Cape Fear. His intention
was for Leslie to establish a post at Wilmington and prbceed with his main
body to Cross Creek, With this disposition, the two armies could coordi-
nate operations to subdue North Carolina and "give our friends a fair
trial,"t

However, the partisan threat increased, culminating in November
with Sumter's bloody engagements with Wemyss and Tarleton and Marion's
demoralization of the Loyalist militia in the Santee region. Cornwallis
became convinced that before he could do anything in the North State, he
had to have additional regular forces to secure South Carolina. Conse-
quently, he placed American prisoners-of-war on prison ships, which freed
the 64th Regiment to assume an internal security mission, and he ordered
Leslie to proceed with his entire force to Charleston.2

Clinton, growing increasingly irritated at the deteriorating situa-
tion in South Carolina and angered by Cornwallis' decision to move Leslie
to Charleston, nevertheless approved the plan.3 “axt of hils irritation
stemmed from the necessity to replace Leslle in the Chesapeake with
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another detachment from his already depleted afmy. He decided to use
Brigadier General Benedict Arnold, late of the Continental Army, for the
mission.

Cornwallis had probably already decided to invade North Carolina
by way of the back country when he discovered that Greene had split his
force. He knew that movement would be easler above the fall line where
fording sites made the numerous rivers less of an obstacle. Despilte the
Ministry's fond belief that the back country in the South was a stronghold
of Loyalist sentiment, Cornwallis from practical experience knew better.
Yet this was precisely the region that had to be secured. Because it
dominated the frontier country from Augusta to the North Carolina border,
Cornwallis had long regarded Ninety-Six District as the most important
province in South Carolina;5 now it was the most threatened. In North
Carolina, the back country had to be conquered because 1t was from this
region that the "constant incursions of refugees, North Carolinians, and
Back Mountain men" occurred.6 If the British planning had only been
tentative, Greene's maneuver made up Cornwallis' mind for him.

He told his sécond-in-command, Lieutenant Colonel Francis, Lord
Rawdon, that Greene's force was too weak to affect the British,7 but Corn-
wallis rejected the idea of an offensive through the Cheraws toward Cross
Creek because of the American's presence.8 To guard against Greene and
Marion, Cornwallis directed Leslile to leave almost 1000 of his men in
Charleston, and he ordered Rawdon to remain at Camden with six regiments
to watch the Cheraw camp.

It was Morgan's force that influenced the British the most. Here
was a new menace to Ninety-Six. The seriousness of the threat was graphi-

cally demonstrated when American cavalry and mounted militia under
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Lieutenant Colonel William Washington literally massacred a force of 250
Tories at Hammond's Store, near Ninety-Six, on 30 December.10 Before he
could inva&e North Carolina, Cornwallis had to protect his western posts
and get rid of Morgan. He would then swing up the Catawba, cross the
Yadkin in Greene's rear and destroy him.ll

To prevent the western militia from interfering, Cornwallis
ordered his Indian agent to incite the Cherokees to attack the over-
mountain settlements.l2 The problem of supply in the interior would be
taken care of by Major James Crailg, who would sall from Charleston with
450 men and capture Wilmington. Craig would establish a sea line of com-
munication and forward supplies up the Cape Fear River to Cross Creek.13
Other than the comment made earlier to Leslie about giving the Loyalists
another chance, Cornwallis did not menrtieon them, and made no plans for
their involvement. He planned a purely military operation from beginning
to end. Its rather impromptu character was summed up by his message to
Clinton, "Events alone can decide the future steps."l4

Leglie was still en route overland, but Morgan's activities made
it imperative that Cornwallls move against the Americans immediately. Om
2 January 1781, he sent Tarleton after Morgan with 1100 men. Cornwallis
followed more slowly with his main body to enable Leslie, still om the
march, to catch up with him. By 7 January, a total of 3500 men in three
columns were moving westward towards the American force. The specific
pian of operations was devised by Banastre Tarleton. Accompanied by all
the light troops in the army, he intended to overtake Morgan, push him
against the Broad River, and defeat him. Once Leslie had joined the main

body, Cornwallis intended to move north of the area to the vicinity of

Kings Mountain and block the escape of any survivors.15 It was a good
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plan, but it did not adequately reckon on the capabilities of Daniel
Morgan.16

Morgan, called the "0ld Waggoner” from his days as a teamster,
expert rifleman, hero of Quebec and Saratoga, and combat leader par
excellence, had been having problems, not with the British, but with the
Gamecock, Thomas Sumter. The prickly Sumter had been so raﬁkled by
Greene's sending another officer to assume command in his area that he had
directed his men to cbey no order unless it first came through him. The
rough-and-tumble Morgan was not a man to back down, and he wrote Greene
advising that his mission be changed or, by inference, that Sumter be
ordered to cooperate.l

Greene handled the situation diplomatically, trying to smother
quickly a personality clash that would hurt the Army's unity of effort,

" . 1 a man of great

without embarrassing either officer. Sumter
pride and considerable merit," he wrote Morgan, "and should not be
neglected." To Sumter he wrote a polite but chiding letter, "I cannot
suppose that you could give an improper order or that you have the most
distant wish to embarrass the public affairs. . . . It is the mark of a
great mind to rise superlor to little injuries, and our object should be
the good of our country, and not personal glory." Rutledge assisted by
informing Sumter that the Gamecock would naturally command all militia not
actually with Morgan.l8 It was Greene's first experience with the prob-
lems that the jealousy, pride, and independence of his partisan officers
could pose. It would not be the 1ast.19
Although the incident was not forgotten, Morgan now had more

pressing problems. By 14 January, he knew that Tarleton was in the area,

and he guessed that "we are his object.”20 Morgan began to withdraw north
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along the west side of the Broad River, slowlyrat first, then more rapidly
under pressure from Tarleton's relentless pursuit. Bands of militia, which
had scattered throughout the area for ease of foraging, joined Morgan
piecemeal as he moved. On the evening of the 16th, Morgan reached an old
cattle roundup area called Hannah's Cowpens, six miles from the Broad
River, and he decided to stop running. The last units to arrive in his
camp were brought in by Andrew Pickens, raising Morgan's strength to about
1100.21

Tarleton, ""Bloody Tarleton' of Waxhaws notoriety, was driving his
force hard, bent on catching his prey before Morgan could escape across
the Broad. Unfortunately for the British, Cornwallis was still waiting
for Leslie and had halted on the east bank of the Broad, not in his block-
ing position but some twenty-five miles short of Cowpens. Unfortunately
also for the British, Tarleton caught up with Morgan at the Cowpens, after
an all-night march (Map 2).

In all of his planning, it had been an article of faith with
Cornwallis that Tarleton would defeat Morgan's force when he found it. No
other outcome was possible, or even considered. The aggressive, ruthless
dragoon officer commanded a force of 1100 British regulars, which included
his own Legion of dragoons and light infantry, the 7th Infantry Regiment,
the lst Battallon 7let Highlanders, and two cannon. It was a hand picked
force of elite units, the most mobile in Ceornwallis' army. After a long
forced march, Tarleton broke out of the woods at 0800 on the 17th and saw
the broad, open terrain of the Cowpens where Morgan was waiting., He
attempted to drive in Morgan's skirmish line with cavalry to get a look at

the American positions, but he was repulsed with heavy losses.22
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Tarleton decided that the ground was favorable for attack; with customary
aggressiveness, he confidently launched his assault.

from the standpoint of terrain, Morgan's selection of the Cowpens
as a defensive position can be criticized;23 but the disposition of his
troops and his handling of the battle cannot. He knew his enemy and felt
confident that Tarleton would make a frontal attack. Morgan placed his
units accordingly. Fortunately, he could count on his subordinates to do
what he wanted.

If there was one element of the Southern Army which should have
given CGreene a feeling of optimism, it was the officer corps; the force
that now faced Tarleton's advance contained some of the best officers in
the American army, and some of the best units as well. In addition to
Morgan and Pickens, William Washington and his composite regiment of lst
and 3d Dragcons, Lieutenant Colonel John Eager Howard and his Maryland
Continentals, and Captain Robert Kirkwood and his battalion of Delaware
Continentals were all seasoned veterans and were to prove more than a
match for the British In any engagement. The Maryland and Delaware Con-
tinentals, in fact, had fought in all of Washington's campaigns in the
North (except Princeton) and had held the line at Camden until the last.,
By virtue of their training, experience and leadership, they were probably
the best units in the Continental Army.24 Among his militia, Morgan had
two companies of Virginians, 170 men total, most of whom were ex—-Conti-
nentals, veterans whose terms had expired and had rejoined.

This militia and the Continentals formed the main line of defense
under Howard's command and were positioned on the crest of a gently sloping
hill at the north end of the open area. The militia detachr nts from

Georgia, North and South Carolina were placed under Pickens' command and
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formed a line 150 yards downslope, forward of the Continentals. About 150
yards forward of Pickens, Morgan placed a skirmish line composed of the
best militia marksmen. Their instructions were simply, "mark the epaulette

2
P 2 Hidden behind the entire force was Washington's cavalry, rein-

men
forced with mounted militia under South Carolina Lieutenant Colonel James
McCall.

As Tarleton advanced, the skirmishers fell back firing and joined
Pickens' line. Morgan, knowing the strengths and weaknesses of militia
forces, had instructed them not to try to stand against the British
bayonets but to fire three volleys and then retire.26 This they did and
raced around Howard's left flank, Tarleton ordered part of his cavalry to
pursue the militia, but the British were surprised by Washington's cavalry
and were routed. Morgan and Pickens rallied the militia, and Pickens led
them around the rear of the American positions towards the right of the
line.

By this time Tarleton's exhausted troops, with their ranks con-
siderably thinned of officers and non-commissioned officers, had reached
Howard's line and were stopped by the heavy disciplined fire of the Conti-
nentals.27 The British were suffering heavy casualties, and Tarleton
ordered his reserve battalion, the Highlanders, into the fight. The
Continentals, misinterpreting one of Howard's orders, began an orderly
withdrawal, and the British, smelling success at last, broke formation and
rushed after them. Morgan and Howard maintained control, and after moving
about 50 paces, the Continentals whirled, fired a single crashing volley
into the startled enemy and charged with bayonets. At the same time,
Washington's cavalry struck the British right flank; and Andrew Pickens'

militia, having completed their circuit, assaulted the British left.
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The maneuver turned the battle into a ﬁiniature Cannae, and within
minutes it was over. The British lost almost nine-tenths of their force,
300 killed and wounded and 629 captured.28 Tarleton and much of his
cavalry escaped, but his cannon, wagons, and equipment, including 100
horses and 800 stand of small arms, were all captured, The Americans lost
12 men killed and 60 wounded. In Morgan's words, he had gained '". . . a
compleat victory." It was as complete a victory as has ever been gained
by American arms.29

While Washington's dragoons and mounted militia pursued Tarleton
for about twenty miles, Morgan gathered his prisoners and hils booty and
quickly withdrew northward. He was aware of Cornwallis' location, and he
knew how his enemy would react to news of Tarleton's defeat. Slowed by
wagons and prisoners, he wanted to put as much distance and as many
obstacles as possible between him and the British army. Leaving part of
Pickens' militia with a flag of truce to care for the wounded who could
not be moved,BO Morgan pushed his force across the Broad River, heading
northwest, Pickens caught up with him at Gilbert Town on the evening of
the 18th, picked up the prisoners, and headed northward. On the 19th,
Morgan paused to write his report of the battle to Greene and send it by
messenger; he then moved due east. Four days later, he crossed the
Catawba. He had pushed his troops hard over muddy and icy trails, moving
100 miles in less than six days.Bl But he had not shaken Cornwallis.

The noble Farl was stunned when he learned of Tarleton's defeat.
The British first invasion of North Carolina had failed with the disaster
at Kings Mountain. Now Cornwallis' second attempt to subdue that state
had begun not with an expected (and much needed) victory but with a crush-

ing defeat, a disaster having far greater impact on the war effort than
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had Ferguson's demise. The British force at the Cowﬁens had not been
Loyalist militia but British regulars, and thelr commander had been the
hated and ﬁuch—feared Tarleton. The totality of the defeat was stagger-
ing. Cornwallis had lost over one-fourth of his entire invasion force.
Worse, that one-fourth contaired virtually all of his light infantry and
some of his cavalry, precisely the kind of mobile feorces he would now need
to pursue Morgan and recapture the large body of prisoners with the Ameri-
can force.

There was no other realistic alternative for Cornwallis te follow.
He had to catch Morgan, destroy him, and free the prisoners. The psycho-
logical impact on the British of Tarleton's defeat was tremendous; there
could be no doubt of the emotional 1ift it would give to the Americans.
As General Charles 0'Hara of the Guards later stated, Cornwallis had to
take action "however desperate' to {ry to overcome the Cowpens dilsaster,
or the British cause in the South was lost.32

Cornwallis wrote to Clinton on the 18th, blaming the disaster on
panic by the troops. "It is impossible to forsee all the consequences
that this unexpected and extraordinary event may preduce," he concluded,
"but your excellency may be assured that nothing but the most absolute
necessity shall induce me to give up the important object of the winter's
campaign."33 The object of the winter's campaign, however, became more
than the invasion of North Carolina; it now centered around the destruction
of Morgan. Abandoning the rather leisurely pace that had characterized
his movements, Cornwallls now went after the 0ld Waggoner with a
vengeance.

Still slowed by their heavy equipment and baggage, the British

arrived at Ramsour's M1ill on 25 January, only to learn that Morgan was



81
safely across the Catawba., Realizing that the disparity in mobility
between the two armies would never alleow him to bring Morgan to bay,
Cornwallis destroyed most of his heavy baggage, wagons and superfluous
equipment and turned his army inte a light corps.34 He took two days to

accomplish this bold, and in O'Hara's words "desperate,"

measure to
increase his mobility, and In the process destroyed the proﬁisions he
needed to conduct a winter campaign. During those two days, an incessant,
freezing rain raised the waters of the Catawba to flood stage. Morgan,
for the time being,was safe.

Nathanael Greene put his army on standby orders on 23 January,
when he learned of Morgan's victory. He was elated over the outcome of
the battle but knew full well the danger Morgan was in. On the 27th,
Greene received Morgan's dispatches indicating that Cornwallis was pur-
suing him into North Carolina and that Morgan's force, being too weak to
stop the British, would have to withdraw to Salisbury teo get closer to
Greene's army.

The Rhode Islander was under the same kinds of pressures that
affected his opposite in the British camp. The Southern Army was not
strong enough to exploit Morgan's triumph, but Greene had to do everything
in his power to prevent Morgan's destruction, which would surely happen if
Cornwallls were to catch him. Like Cornwallis, Greene realized that a
victory by the British would undo the results of Morgan's triumph. The
Americans' best course of action would be to unite their two wings, fall
back while gathering militia reinforcements, and possibly bring Cornwallis
to a general engagement agalnst a superior force.36 Greene alerted his
magazines in North Carolina to prepare to move northward, directed General

Isaac Huger to move the army to Salisbury for a linkup with Morgan, and



82
set out cross-country with a small guard to join Morgan. He wanted t: be
in a position to direct the action in his most critical sector.

When Greene arrived at Morgan's camp on the Catawba he found that
the prisoners and captured wagons and equipment had already been sent
north under guard of the Virginia militia, whose term of service had
expired and who were now returning home. This force had crossed the Yadkin
safely and was out of danger.

Gteene was especially encouraged to learn that Cernwallis had
destroyed his wagons and baggage, and he became more determined to pull
him further into North Carolina away from his supply base. ". . . I am
not without hopes of ruining Lord Cornwallis, if he persists in his mad
scheme of pushing through the country," he wrote Huger. "And it is my
earnest desire to form a junction as soon as possible for this purpose.”37
He directed Huger to recall Lee, who with Marion had just conducted a raid
on Georgetown,38 for the march north.

With Continental reinforcements completely out of the question,
Greene began to rely more heavily on his one attalnable asset, the
militia.39 He sent instructions for Marion to move across the Santee to
harass the British rear base.40 To Sumter Greene wrote, "Me thinks if the
militia could be generally brought out in aid of the Continental Army,
[Cornwallis] might be ruined." Obviously thinking of using Sumter in this
venture, he asked the Gamecock to come to Beatty's Ford on the Catawba to
help plan the operation.41

But Greene found more bad news than good at the Catawba. The
river was receding rapidly to a fordable stage, and despite General

.Davidson's best efforts, the North Carolina militia turnout had been dis-

appointing, To make matters worse, Morgan was so afflicted with sciatica
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that he was no longer able to command in the field. His rheumatic condi-
tion, contracted in a dank British prison in Canada, had been aggravated
by the wet—freezing weather and the physical strain he had undergone
during the past two weeks. In addition, the unfortunate Morgan was so
racked by pain from hemorrhoids that he ceould not sit on a horse.

Realizing that his position was untenable, Greene set his force in
motion on the night of the 3lst for the next major obstacle, the Yadkin
River. A few hours later Cornwallis, in a well-conducted surprise attack,
crossed the Catawba and broke through the militia screen set to impede
him. General Davidson was killed, and Cornwallis was again on Greene's
trail.42 Thus began a desperate contest between two equally determined_
enemies, across primitive lines of communication alternately frozen and
axle deep in mud, imprded not only by the weather but by the numerous
water obstacles in theilr path. The longer the race continued, the more
Greene's superior organization, tactics, and leadership began to affect
the outcome.

Nevertheless, Greene barely won the first leg of the race, escap-
ing across the now flooded Yadkin on February 3, just as the British
advance guard under 0'Hara arrived on the near shore. 0'Hara captured
some wagons that were waiting to cross, but all the boats which Kczciuszko
had stationed at the crossing site were now secure on the opposite bank
with Greene's army., Frustrated, the British shelled the American camp,
causing no casualties. Greene hurriedly dispatched messengers to Huger
and Lee, instructing them to change their destination to Guilford Court
House, where it was hoped, "From Lord Cornwallis' pushing disposition, and
the concempt he has for our army, we may precipitate him into some capitol

[sic] misfortune."43
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At the Yadkin, Greene had to take time from his other duties to
smooth the ruffled feathers of the Gamecock., Still smarting over Morgan's
being placed in command of his militia, Sumter was apparently also goaded
by envy at Morgan's victory at Cowpens. In a remarkable letter that
alternately charmed and chided, Greene chastilised Sumter for his jealousy,
raised the question of whether he was malingering, challenged him = raise
his militia to disrupt the British in South Carolina, and assured Sumter
that he would be placed in command of all militia forces "whether employed
there or with the Continental army."44

The waters of the Yadkin began to recede and Greene needed more
time to affect his link-up with Huger. He ordered Pickens, still at
Salisbury with a small force of South Carolina militia, to take command
of the militia behind Cornwallis and harass the British rear.45 In a
move to throw Cornwallis temporarily off his track, Greene u .ved due north
from Trading Ford on the Yadkin on 4 February, as if he were heading for
the fords on the upper Dan River.46 For one seeking to escape, the upper
Dan was a logical destination. Fords were numerous, boats would not be
required (Cornwallls had no knowledge of the extensive transportation
system Greene had established), and the route was the shortest distance
from Greene's camp on the Yadkin to the relative security of his support
base in Virginia. Hoping to cut off Greene's retreat, Cornwallis rose to
the bait and swung north along the Yadkin, crossed at Shallow Ford and
headed for Salem; Greene then moved east to Guilford, arriving on 8
February.47

Whatever hopes Greene had had of bringing Corawallis to battle
were dashed at Guilford. Huger and Lee arrived with the main army on 9

February, but the militia had again failed to turn out. Greene's anger
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and disappointment with the militia system wasrtempered by his understand-
ing of the plight of its members., 'The people have been so harrassed for
eight months past," he wrote, "and their domestick matters are in such
distress that they will not leave home; and if they do 1t is for so short
a time that they are of no use."48 The Southern Army, though infused with
high morale, was in wretched physical condition, and without substantial
militia reinforcements it was no match for Cornwallis' regulars. Greene
called one of his rare Councils of War, which unanimously affirmed the
decision to continue the withdrawal.

Greene's withdrawal, which had been carefully conducted so as to
lure Cornwallls further and further from his support base in South
Carolina, now turned into a race for the Dan River., At Lieutenant Colonel
Carrington's suggestion, Greeﬁe decided to cross the Dan by the lower
fords at Irwin's or Boyd's Ferry, seventy miles northeast of Guilford.

The enterprising Carrington had secured every boat available for miles
along the river, and once across, the American army would be safe from
pursuit, Carrington was charged with moving the magazines into Virginia
and preperting the crossing sites.5

If Greene could not stand and fight Cornwallis, he resolved to
damage him as much as possible. He had already sent Pickens, now a
Brigadier General, to embody the militia in Cornwallis' rear to harass
the British and suppress the Tories. It was imperative that the British
force be cut off from any support from South Carolina, and that as much
pressure be placed on Cornwallis as possible. 1In addition, he did not
want the psychological effects of Cowpens to wear off because of the with-
drawal of the American army from South Carolina. To accomplish these

objectives he requested Sumter to begin widespread offensive operations
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with the militia brigades, Describing a recent success by Marion, perhaps
to goad Sumter to action, Greene told him that these operations ". . . may
serve to ;onvince the enemy, that while they attempt new conquests they

51

lose their old posessions.,” He followed up with instruction to Marion

"communicate and concert with [Sumter] your future operations. . . .

to
Great activity 1s necessary to keep the spirits of the people from sinking
as well as to alarm the enemy respecting the safety of their posts."52
Greene had made a definable shift to a strategy of attrition, and to con-
duct it he intended to use the militia., But first, he had to shake off
Cornwallis.

To insure that the main body of the army could move quickly and_
without interruption, OGreene detached a strong rear guard to hinder
Cornwallis' advance. Morgan had left the army in convalescent status to
return to Virginia, and command of this rear guard devolved to Greene's
Adjutant General, Colonel Otho Williams of the Maryland Line. Williams'
700 man force was composed of the best light troops and cavalry in the
Southern Army, Lee's Legion, Washington's cavalry, Howard's Continental
light infantry, and a detachment of 60 Virginia riflemen.53 As Greene
departed northeast on 10 February with the main body, Williams moved
northwest to intercept Cornwallis.,

As was the case with so many of his officers, Greene had in
Williams one of the very best in the Continental Army. Under his direc~-
tion the rear guard conducted 1its mission with consummate skill and daring.
Cornwallls was still intent on getting between Greene and the fords on the
upper Dan, and when he made contact with Williams he urged his troops to
greater efforts, convinced that Greene was at last within reach. Williams

skillfully drew Cornwallis further north, and the American
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counter-reconnaissance screen was so effective that it was not until 13
February, when Williams turned further east, that Cornwallis realized that
Greene waé heading for the lower fords.

Lee, in his Memoirs, presents a vivid account of the harrowing
rear-guard operation.s4 Through freezing raln and often snow, day and
night, the two forces sparred and clashed. The flow of movement was like
that of an accordian, the forces crashing together as the British attempted
by quick rushes to cut off the rear guard or decisively engage.it, and
drawing apart again as the Americans fended off the attacks by long range
fires and cavalry sweeps.

Cornwallis, in a final effort to rum down his quarry, detached a
more mobile advance guard under General O'Hara, and the pressure on |
Williams increased. The two forces were seldom out of visual contact, and
during the daytime the skirmishing was almost continual. Williams con-
tinued to move after the British halted at night, stopping only to eat and
snatch a quick rest. The food was plain but nourishing, but few got any
rest. Security requirements necessitated that the Americans maintain
fifty per cent of thedir force on alert, and Lee estimated that no one got
more than six hours sleep in every 48. At 0300, the struggle would begin
anew. Despite thelr fatigue, morale in the rear guard was extraordinarily
high, And when at noon on the l4th Willlams recelved word that Greene had
safely crossed the Dan at Irwin's Ferry, his troops exulted with a loud
cheer; 0'Hara, not far behind, heard and realized what it meant.55

Williams left Lee and Washington to delay O'Hara and quickened his
pace for Boyd's Ferry. When the cavalry arrived at the Dan at about 8 P.M.
all the infantry in the rear guard had been taken across. The dragoons

dismounted and turned their horses into the current to swim across, while
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the troops rode in the boats. In the last craft to leave the enemy shore
was Carrington, who had personally supervised the crossing of the entire
army. Shortly after his boat touched the far shore, O'Hara's column broke
out of the weods on the south bank of the river. He had pushed his men
forty miles in the last twenty-four hours, but he had lost the race to the
Dan. Cornwallis attributed Greene's escape to the weather and poor roads
which retarded the British pursuit.s6 But Tarleton probably summed up the
general feeling of the army: "Every measure of the Americans, during their
march from the Catawba to Virginia, was judiciously designed and vigorously
executed."57

Cornwallis had chased Greene out of North Carolina, but the rela-
tive conditlon of the two armies had been drastically altered. Greene,
with his army intact and its morale high, was now close to his support
bases in Virginia and could count on considerable reinforcement from
Steuben should the Southern Army be forced to retire further north.

Cornwallis had driven the British army at a killing pace for one
month and 270 miles, only to see his quarry escape.58 His clogest rein-
forcement was Armold, but Greemne and Steuben blocked any possibility of
link-up. He was without supplies, and his soldiers were exhausted and in
rags. Although still numerically superior to Greene's army, the British
had lost an additiomal 227 men during the grueling pursuit from the
Catawba. Cornwallis was in no condition to cross the Dan.59 He fell back
to Hillsborough to plant the Royal Standard, and for the first time since

he had entered the state, he called for the Loyalists to turn out.
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CHAPTER 5
GUILFORD COURT HOUSE

North Carolina

By the right hon'ble Charles
Earl Cornwallis, Lt. Gen. of his
Majesty's forces, etc. etc.

A proclamation,

Whereas it has pleased the divine providence to prosper the
operations of his Majesty's Arms in driving the rebel army out
of this province, and whereas it is his Majesty's most gracious
wish to rescue his faithful and loyal subjects from the cruel
tyranny under which they have groaned for several years., 1 have
thought it proper to issue this proclamation to invite all such
loyal and faithful subjects to repair without loss of time with
their arms and ten days provisions to the royal standard now
erected at Hillshorough, where they will meet with the most
friendly reception., . . e

Cornwallis was encouraged by the initial enthusiastic response by
the Loyalists to the British presence, "many hundreds" having ridden in to
Hillsberough to discuss the proclamation.2 However, his old doubts about
the strength of the North Carolina Loyalists were confirmed when he
realized that he was receiving far more verbal support than personal com-
mitment from the people. A bitter 0'Hara, who was convinced that "England

' watched

never had, or ever will have, a Single Friend in thils Country,'
the pecple come in to gawk at the novelty of a British camp in the area
and, their curiosity satisfied, return home.3 Cornwallis, who needed

recruits to bulld up his fighting strength and had asked the Loyalists to

come in ready to fight, was not satisfied with good wishes. He would soon
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complain of being in the midst of "timid friends and adjoining inveterate
rebels."4

In justice to the Loyalists, they saw little cholce in the matter.
After five years of neglect by the British and persecution by the Whigs,
they were not about to take an open stand under conditions that many con-
sidered to be unfavorable. The condition of Cornwallis’ army was not such
as to inspire confidence. As Tarleton related, '"[the Loyalists] acknowl-
edged the continentals were chased out of the province; but they declared,
they soon expected them to return, and the dread of violence and persecu-
tion prevented their taking a decided part in a cause which yet appeared
dangerous."5 Cornwallis was experiencing again what had occurred earlier
in South Carolina with the approach of Gate's army. The Continental Army
"in being" posed a continual threat to the British and exerted a psycho-
logical influence disproportionate to its military strength over the
American population. The Loyalists' worst fears were soon justified.

The Patriot militia in Cornwallis' path had "gone to ground" at
his approach. After Davidson had been killed, most militiamen concerned
themselves with getting their families to safety and trying to salvage
what they could of their property. Now, under Andrew Pickens'leadership,
they began to form again. Pickens' small force rapidly grew to over 700
as he moved towards Hillsborough.6 The British and the Loyalists were
made aware of hils presence on the night of 21-22 February,when Colonel
James McCall's mounted militia hit one of the town's outposts, killing or
capturing sixteen men and an officer.7

Loyalist enthusiasm received a bigger jolt on 24 February. Pickens
and Lee (who had recrossed the Dan on the 18th) were stalking Tarleton

between the Deep and Haw Rivers, when they bumped into Colonel John Pyle's
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troop of 2-300 Loyalist cavalry that was en route to join the British,
The Loyalists knew that Tarleton was in the area and mistook Lee's green-
jacketed groops for the British Legion. As Pickens and Lee were after
more important prey, they continued with the charade and attempted to
bypass the Tories. Lee's men passed, but Pickens' mounted militia were
recognized. Firing broke out, and in an absolutely furious assault that
lasted only minutes and was reminiscent of the Waxhaws massacre, Pyle and
over half of his men were shot and sabred to the ground.8 Pickens was
angry, not at the slaughter, but at the gunfire which he was sure would
alert Tarleton and allow him to escape.9 The psychological impact of the
American victory was heightened by the fact that it had occurred within
three miles of Tarleton's camp.lo

When Pickens and Lee finally reached the British position they
indeed found that Tarleton had gone. The dragoon officer had not heard the
fighting but had been recalled hurriedly by Cornwallis for a more important
reason. The day prior to Pyle's massacre, Greene and his entire army had
recrossed the Dan back into North Carolina.ll Loyalist enthusiasm dis-
appeared entirely at Hillsborough.l2

Greene, even though dissatisfied with the strength and condition
of his army, had no intention of allowing the British to establish a foot-
hold in North Carolina and offer encouragement to the Loyalists, whom
Greene knew to be numerous., He understood the requirements for maintaining
internal political control far better than did his Lordship. The American
had lured Cornwallis far from his base, and he was determined to engage
the Britisher before he could recruit replacements and acquire logistical
support. As soon as the redcoats withdrew from the Dan towards Hills-

borough, Greene began feeding detachments across the river to harass
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Cornwallis and discourage the Loyalists. After Lee had crossed, Williams
departed with the same light troops he had commanded in the rear guard.

Greene had been busy bombarding Governors Nash and Jefferson with
requests for support, and he was encouraged by the news that the Cherckee
uprising in the west had been crushed and that the frontier militia was
embodying to join him, Steuben, with one eye fixed on Arnold, was doing
his utmost to dispatch decently equipped troops to the southward. When
Virginia militia General Edward Stevens rejoined Greene with 800 volun-
teers, the Rhode Islander decided that he could wait no longer, and the
Southern Army moved across the Dan on 23 February, on the offensive at
last.l3

Faced with Greene's army again, and with diminishing provisions
and Loyalist support at Hillsborough, Cornwallils evacuated that place on
26 February and moved across the Haw river to Allamance Creek, near the
scene of the 1771 Regulator battle. Among other reasons, he made the move
to support better the supposedly strong Loyalist contingent in the forks
of the Haw.14 However, by abandoning the Tories in Hillsborocugh, and by
appearing to retreat before Greene, he effectively destroyed whatever
inclination was left for the Loyalists in that area to rally to the
Crown.15 But Cornwallils was thinking primarily in military terms, not
about raising Loyalists but about destroying Greene. With considerable
justification, he felt that ". . . it would be impossible to succeed in
that great object of our arduous campaign, the calling forth the numerous
Loyalists of North Carolina, whilst a doubt remained on theilr minds of the
superiority of our arms."16 One can doubt his sincerity concerning the

Loyallsts, but he was absolutely correct In his estimation of the



98
predicament ha was in. The King's Friends had.vwnished, and Cornwallis
found that he could not even get intelligence to keep track of Greene's
movements.l?

Greene spent the next three weeks skillfully maneuvering against
the British army, He needed to gain time for reinforcements to arrive,
and he wanted to harass the British and whittle away as much of their
strength as possible. By now Greene was fully committed to a strategy of
attrition. He would prcbably have liked nothing better than to destroy
Cornwallis, but he knew that he lacked the resources to do it. Because of
the ebb and flow of militia through his camp, he was unable to make
definite plans until he received more substantial reinforcement.l8 When
that occurred, as he and Pickens discussed the situation, he would "break
this fellow's leg."19 Cornwallisg, in the meaning of the day, would be
left crippled and exposed.

With its customary efficiency, Williams' light corps, considerably
relnforced by militia, was screening the main body. Cornwallis was unable
to interfere with Greene's army as it gathered strength, But in accomp-
lishing its mission, the screening force accentuated a fundamental weak-
ness in Greene's army that heightened the Rhode Islander's sense of
urgency in bringing Cornwallis to a general action. The militia were
having to stand against regulars, and they were deserting in droves.

On 2 March, Lee's Legion and militia units ambushed Tarleton at
Clapp's Mill but had to retreat when counterattacked. On 6 March, Corn-
wallis attacked Williams, trying to cut him off and break through to
Greene., Williams fought a sharp running engagement through Wetzell's Mill

while Greene retired over the Haw.20 In both engagements the militia
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claimed that they had been needlessly exposed, and they objected to fight-
ing as infantrymen.

Tﬁe most serious loss to Greene's army was Pickens. The South
Carolinians and Georgia militia who had fought under him since Cowpens
demanded to return to their homes and fight theilr war there. When Pickens
presented the problem to his commander, both Greene and Rutledge agreed
that Pickens could accomplish more back in South Carolina.21 He was sent
south with his troops to join Sumter and Marlom as a brigade commander and
to take charge of the region between the town of Ninety-Six and Augusta.22

After hils retreat across the Haw, Greene felt that he could delay
no longer, Besides Stevens' Virginia militia which had joined him before
he creossed the Dan, he had by now been reinforced by General Robert
Lawson's Virginia militia brigade, a newly recruited regiment of Maryland
Continentals, a regiment of Virginia Continentals, and two brigades of
North Carolina militia, in addition to numbers of smaller militia units.
On 12 March he began his move, and by the 1l4th his army had closed at the
location he had selected and reconnoitered a month before for the battle,
Guilford Court House.23

Guilford Court House24 sat at the intersection of the Salisbury
and Reedy Fork roads atop a hill which sloped gently to the south. The
Salisbury road was oriented northeast-southwest. Running north from the
direction of the British approach, the road emerged from a woocded defile
tﬁo miles south of the courthouse, traversed some cleared filelds and then
encountered heavily wooded and broken terrain for about a mile before it
gained more cleared ground near the crest of the hill and the courthouse.

On Daniel Morgan's advice,25 Greene positioned his units in a

Cowpens-type defense of three lines (Map 3). The first line, on the
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northern edge of the clearing closest the British, was made up of the
North Carolina militia brigades, about 500 men each, under Generals Thomas
Eaton and John Butler. To secure their flanks, Greene posted detachments
of infantry and cavalry. On the left (east) flank, Lee's Legion of
infantry and cavalry and Colonel William Campbell's Virginia and North
Carolina riflemen made a total force of about 350, Securing the right
(west) flank were Kirkwood's Delaware battalion, Washington's cavalry, and
Colonel Charles Lynch's Virginia riflemen, totalling about 370 men.

Three hundred yards further north, uphill and in the woods,
Greene's second line was composed of about 1200 Virginia volunteers and
militia under Generals Stevens and Lawson. Stevens, who had watched the
discipline of his troops disintegrate at Camden, was the only militia com—
mander to heed Morgan's admonitlon to station reliable marksmen in- the
rear of the ranks to shoot the first man attempting to flee.

Atop the courthouse hill, sbout three hundred yards to the rear of
the Virginians, Greene statiomed his two brigades of Continentals, the
Marylanders under Williams on the left and the Virginians under Huger on
the right., Greene's total strength thus deployed was 4243 men, 1490
regulars and 2753 militia.26

Greene would have preferred to have waited until he had more men
before bringing Cornwallis to battle, but he realized that the force he
had was all he could reasonably expect under the circumstances, If he
delayed further, the only certainty was that his militia force would
decrease. Greene was secure In the thought that if he could beat Corn-
wallis, the British cause in the South would be dealt a mortal bleow. If
Cornwallis were successful, on the other hand, it would only prove "a

partial evil," as Creene could still withdraw and maintain his army in
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being.27 Ee could then recrult more strength and turn on his crippled
enemy,

Carnwallis quickly seized the chance for open battle with Greene.
He estimated the strength of the American force to be between five and
seven thousand, but he knew that Greene had few Continentals. Cornwallis
had ultimate faith in the ability of his regulars to overcome the dis-
parity in numbers. In the final analysis, the British commander had
little cheoice in the matter. The initiative in the campalgn had passed to
Greene at the Dan River (if not before, at Cowpens). The British Army had
run out of food, equipment, friends, and time. As Tarleton succinctly
stated, Cornwallis had but two choices: "commence hils retreat, or prepare
for a general action."28

At dawn on the 15th, Cornwallis' 1900 regulars29 moved nerth out
of New Garden in approach march formation to cover the eight miles to
Guilford. Shadowed on their march by Lee's Legion, the British began
meeting resistance as they closed on the American positions. For the last
four miles of this march, the advance guard deployed in combat order and
fought a series of sharp skirmishes with the Legion and Campbell's rifle-
men, who eventually broke contact and fell back to their flank guard
position on the first line. At about 1300 hours, as the British deployed
from the defile, the Americans opened the battle for Guilford Court House
with cannon fire from two six-pounders stationed on the road between the
North Carolinians.30

Cornwallis' artillery began its covering fire, and the British
deployed rapidly, attacking with four regiments abreast. Orienting on the
road, Colonel James Webster's brigade (23d and 33d Regiments) on the west

was followed by the Hessian Jaegers and General 0'Hara with the Brigade of
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Guards (minus the lst Battalion). To the east of the road, General
Leslie's brigade (Hessian Regiment von Bose and 71st Highlanders)31 was
followed by the lst Battalion of the Guards, and Tarleton with the cavalry
followed as Cornwallis' reserve.

In his letter of 20 February, Morgan told Greene that if the
militia fought well, Cornwallis would be beaten; if they did not, Greene
would lose. Events of the day proved Morgan correct. Webster's and
Leslie's advance threw the North Carolina militia into a panic. Despite
the efforts of their officers, most of the first line fled without firing

e The British were halted, however, by the heavy and accurate

a shof.
fire that poured in from the flank detachments. The two British flank
regiments, the 33d and Reglment von Bose, had to swing out obliquely to
confront the threat. Lee's Legion and Campbell's riflemen on the east
flank stiffened, and von Bose was reinforced with the lst Battalion of the
Guards. Gradually, this fight moved east and became entirely separated
from the rest of the battle. Cornwallis readjusted his formation, moving
all of his units save Tarleton's on line.

The entire British force rammed into the Virginia militia, and was
stopped by a wall of fire, The militia held the line stubbornly, inflict~-
ing heavy casualties until gradually forced back by repeated bayonet
charges. The battle now raged through the woods and ravines and became
fragmented into dozens of separate actions, as the Virginians attempted to
move to the rear,

Kirkwood's flank guard made thelr way back to the third line just
as Webster's brigade broke out of the woods and advanced on the Continen-
tals., Unfortunately for Webster, the unit he picked to assault was the

1st Maryland Regiment. Supported by Kirkwood and Colonel Samuel Hawes'



104
Virginia Continentals, the Marylanders calmly ﬁaited the British advance.
At close range, the Continentals delivered one crashing volley and tore
into the British with the bayonet, throwing Webster's brigade into dis-
order and forcing him to break contact and withdraw. Greene observed the
action and searched in valn for some cavalry to follow up the riposte.

The lst Maryland returned to its position just as 0'Hara and the
Guards reached the hill and attacked the left of the Continental line.

The recently recruited 2d Maryland Regiment broke under the assault, and
the Guards captured their artillery., Williams launched a furious counter-
attack with the lst Maryland and the Delawares on the Guards' left flank.
Washington had finished his flank guard mission when the last of the
Virginians retreated, and he emerged from the wood line with his cavalry
in time to witness the flight of the 2d Maryland. Without hesitation, he
charged the Guards' rear just as the Marylanders slammed into their flank.
There were perhaps eight hundred men now thrashing about in bloody hand-
to~hand combat.

Both commanders realized that the battle, which had been raging
for an hour-and-a-half, had reached its decisive moment. To break the
deadlock and to reverse the momentum of the struggle which was beginning
to turn Greene's way, Cornwallis decided on a desperate measure., Over the
wounded O'Hara's protests, he directed volleys of grape shot into the
melee, killing Briton and American alike. The two sides staggered apart.
Greene, with his militia gone, was unwilling to risk his Continentals any
further and ordered a withdrawal. Although Greene had to abandon his
artillery, his retreat was orderly and well-executed, His army, covered

by the Virginia Continentals, halted at the Iron Works, ten miles west of
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the battle site. The Americans did not have to worry about British
pursuit.

Cérnwallis was master of the field. By the standards of classical
Eighteenth Century warfare, he had at last defeated Greene in the engage-
ment he had been seeking. His army had been magnificent. Exhausted,
hungry, and ragged, it had attacked with the discipline and courage that
was the hallmark of the British regular. '"Their persevering intrepidity
in action, their invincible patience," he wrote, were indicative of ". . .
their zeal for the honour and intevests of their Sovereign and their
country."33 They had met and had persevered against an army more than
twice their size. Repulsed by the Virginia militia and twice broken by
the Continentals--the Guards being absolutely shattered by Washington and
Williams~-they had rallied, formed and attacked again., The indomitable

0'Hara marveled, ", . . their spirit and constancy never forsook them, and

at length crowned their manly exertions with victory." But, "I wish it
had produced one substantial benefit to Great Britain. . . .”34

As his commanders' field returns began to come in, Cornwallis
realized that almost one-third of that magnificent army was still lying on
the battlefield. His casualties were staggering: 532 killed, wounded, and
missing, by official account. Especlally hard hit was his officer corps.
Lieutenant Colonel Stuart of the Guards was dead, the gallant Webster was
dying, Cenerals O'Hara and Howard were seriously wounded, and twenty-five
other officers were dead, wounded, or dying.35

Cornwallis had won a Pyrrhic victory. He was not only incapable
of pursuing Greene's army, he probably could not defend himself should

Greene turn and attack him. He was not fighting in a classical Eighteenth

century war, and the British army now had a badly broken leg.
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To the severely wounded O'Hara, and to many others, the aftermath
was a nightmare. "I never did, and hope I never shall, experience two
such days and nights, as those immediately after the Battle, we remained
on the very ground on which it had been fought cover'd with Dead, with
Dying and with Hundreds of Wounded, Rebels, as well as our own--a violent
and constant Rain that lasted above Forty Hours made it equally impracti-
cable to remove or administer the smallest comfort to many of the

Wounded."36

Without tents or shelter, fifty of the wounded died the first
night from shock and exposure.3

The army was in desperate straits, and Cornwallils needed to get
help quickly. Two days after the battle, the British began to move
slowly southward, dropping off seventy of their most seriously wounded at
New Garden under a flag of truce. Continuing a fatal tradition, the day
he left Guilford Cornwallls issued a victory proclamation and called for
all those loyal to the Crouwn to turn out. Greene stated the obvious.

naB The

"His sudden retreat must render the proclamation ridiculous.
British then headed tovw:.rds the Loyalist stronghold at Cross Creek where
Cornwallis expected to obtain the desperately needed supplies from the
stores Crailg had shipped up the Cape Fear from Wilmington.

At the Ircn Works ten miles from Guilford, an exhausted Greene,
having been under iIntense pressure with but little rest for four months,
finally collapsed. As his scattered units began to arrive at the rallying
point, his spirits picked up. His returns after the battle reflected over
1300 American casualties, but he knew that more than 1000 of these were
listed as missing and, in the case of the militia, were not true

casualties.39 He knew that the British Army had been severely mauled, and

he estimated that Cornwallis had taken over six hundred casualties.40 His
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greatest encouragement came from the morale of-his army. His men were
extraordinarily proud of what they had done; no one regarded the battle as
a defeat.4l The day after the action he reported to Congress that the
Continental Army, still intact, was "in good spirits and in perfect readi-
ness for another field day."42 "Not withstanding we were obliged to give
up the ground," he wrote, "we had reaped the advantage of the action.“43
Greene immediately set out to try to follow it up.

As soon as he learned of Cornwallis' movement, Greene went after
him. He knew that he had only a short time in which to bring the British
to another action, for the Virginia militia's term of service was about to
expire, and Greene knew that they would return home. Driving his men hard,
he almost succeeded. Harassed on the march by Tories who drove in his
reconnaissance parties, Greene nevertheless thought he was within striking
distance of Cornwallis at Ramsay's Mill on Deep River, He dropped his
baggage and pushed his light infantry forward to engage the British and
hold them until the remainder of the army caught up. When the Americans
arrived, however, they found that Cornwallis had just escaped across the
river, The British had crossed in such haste that they had left theilr
dead unburied on the ground.44

Greene's army had reached the limit of its endurance. Many of his
men had collapsed from hunger and exhaustion on the last push., The militia
were tired, thedir time was up, and they wanted to go home. Greene had to
stop and resupply hils army. He could not forage locally, as the Whigs and
Tories had completely ravaged the country. The time that would be lost
would give Cornwallis a lead that Greene knew he could not make up. With
the Virginia militia gone, his army would now be far too small to risk

another engagement even if he could catch Cornwallis. '"These are some of
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the disagreeable effects of the temporary Army," he wrote the President of
Congress, and he pleaded for more regulars. ''The greatest advantages are

n43 He

often lost by the Troops disbanding at the most critical moment.
was, however, grateful to the Virginians and even thanked the North
Carolina militia before they departed.46

Greene, like Washington, was a constant complainer when trying to
get more support from governors or Congress. Although much of the
pessimism and discouragement reflected in his official communications was
genuine, Greene continually painted the grimmest possible picture in order
to squeeze whatever assistance he could from meagre state and national
resources., Immense though his problems were, Greene, again like Washing-
ton, never let them become insurmountable, never let them defeat him. If
he could not catch Cornwallis and attack him, he would devise another way
to destroy him. The same day that he wrote Congress about his dilemma at
Ramsay's Mill, he outlined to Thomas Sumter his new, and final, plan for
defeating the British in the South.

Greene believed that Cornwall%s would probably have to travel as
far as Wilmington before he could get adequate supplies and reinforcements.
The Rhode Islander planned to make Cornwallis come after him.47 The
American army would move at once into South Carolina where it would be
reinforced by the partisan militia brigades. Cornwallis would have to
abandon North Carolina to come after Greene and protect South Carolina.
The Continental army and the militia would then combine to beat him. If
Cornwallis stayed in North Carolina, the British would lose South Caro-
lina. Thé militia would tie down the countryside and destroy the smaller

British positions while Greene's mobile regular force defeated their major

posts In detail. "In either case," Greene wrote, '"we shall reap an
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advantage, and this is the only maneuver that promises any."48 Sumter was
directed to coordinate his, Marion's and Pickens' brigades in gathering
provisions and preparing to invest the British posts and cut their lines
of communications. Greene would send what cavalry, light infantry, and
artillery he could spare to assist the militia effort,

This remarkable plan, a classic war of movement, was the logical
culmination of the increasingly sophisticated approach Greene had taken to
solve the problem of the British occupation of the South. Although he
much preferred the conventional formal engagement between regular forma-
tions to decide a campaign, he did not have that luxury. Greene was a
very unconventional thinker who realized that he had to use the one asset
he could get, militia, to greatest advantage. His strategic plan had
evolved into a strategy of attrition, and the role of the militia had
changed from that of an auxiliary force to a fully coordinated and equal
partnership with regular forces in a sophisticated war of movement.

Greene would successfully employ this strategy to recover South
Carolina and Georgia. By September, after the Battle of Futaw Springs,
the British were confined to two small coastal enclaves, Charleston and
Savannah, where they remained until the end of the war. Greene's struggle
for victory was a long and frustrating one. Replacement and =quipment
shortages, an initially skillful defense by Lord Rawdon, and the vagaries
of the militia and their proud and independent commanders were major
obstacles that at various times threatened disaster. But Greene overcame
them, as he had all the other problems before, and in the end he triumphed.

A different fate awaited Cornwallis. His little army, temporarily
freed from pursuit at Ramsay's Mill, struggled on to Cross Creek. There,

in the center of Loyalist strength in North Carolina, his advance guard
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had to clear snipers to enter the town.l‘9 Corﬁwallis found neither food
nor supplies. Craig had not been able to break through the militia screen
between Wilmington and Cross Creek, and the Cape Fear could not be secured
for water traffic. The army plodded on to Wilmington.so

The morale of the Army, in a process which had begun at Cowpens,
now disintegrated. Webster died, after days of agony, as did Captains
Maynard and Shultz of the Guards, and Wilmouskl and de Troff of the Hes-
sians, and others. Exhausted, shoeless and in rags, the men survived on
carrion and whatever else they could scavenge. Shattered in body and
gpirit, and pulling dits grisly column of sick and wound=d, the British
Army was a walking advertisement of failure as it moved through the Caro-
lina settlements.Sl The message was not lost on the Patriots, or the
Loyalists.

Shattered also in spirit was Cornwallis. He had won a battle, but
his army was destroyed. Loyalist strength was a delusion, the rugged
terrain made movement difficult and logistical support impossible, and his
adversary was an even greater threat now. The answer to the problem must
be in Virginia, which offered support and sanctuary to the rebellion in
the South.52 He still did not understand what had happened to him.

When he learned of Greene's sudden thrust towards Camden, Corn~
wallis was stunned. As Tarleton related, "The wisdom and vigour of the
American operations . . . deranged all the designs of Earl Cornwallis.

.”53 Just as important, they also deranged Cornwallils himself.

Greene had "taken advantage" of him. Camden was too far away for him to
reach in time to affect the outcome of Greene's attack. If he tried to

move over land to relieve South Carolina, Greene would "hem me in against

the great rivers." If he withdrew to South Carolina by sea it would be
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"disgraceful." If he returned to South Carolina in any case he might
suffer a "severe blow." Nothing he could do would make any difference in

South Carolina.54 So saying, the noble Earl turned his force north to

Virginia, and Yorktown.
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CONCLUSION

The British paved the way for their defeat in the South with thedir
disastrous filrst campaign of 1775-1776. Based on ignorance, poorly
planned and conducted, the operation ruined any real chance for Loyalist
success., The British exposed the Loyalists and then failed to support
them against their more numerous and far better organized enemies. At the
same time, the bumbling campaign alarmed the Patriots sufficiently that
they overcame the provincialism that had hampered intercolonial coopera-
tion in the past. The Patriots coordinated their defenses to repulse
Pritish Invasion attempts and te crush their internal enemles, the Loyal-
ists and Indians. The Patrilots were allowed a two-and-a-half year respite
from British attack in which to consolidate their control. When the
British finally returned to the South, they were too late to correct the
damage that had been done to the essential element in their new strategy,
the Loyalist.

Motivated in part by political necessity, and influenced by poor
intelligence and wishful thinking, the British had misunderstood or
ignored the lessons of the first campaign. Their new strategy was entirely
dependent on the existence of a Loyalist majority in the Séuth. That con-
dition did not exist, and a minority faction was thus pitted against the
Patriot majority. Short-sighted British command policies and British and
Tory plundering jolted the occupied states out of the sghock induced by the

suddenness of the British takeover. The British quickly found themselves
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faced with an insurrection that they did not understand and that neither
they nor the Loyalists could handle.

Tﬂe strength of the Patriot resistance lay with its organization
and leadership. With the states' civil and military control structure
temporarily gone, Sumter, Marion, and Pickens took command of a viable
militia organization that had existed for years and was ideally suited for
its task. As Clyde Ferguson has pointed out, under their able leadership
the militia continued to perform the same critical missions it had had
since 1775: maintaining internal political control, suppressing the
Indians, and fighting the British. Their successes against the Loyalists
and the victory by the western militia at Kings Mountain caused a funda-
mental shift in British strategy in the South.

Their reactions to the militia war highlight the differences in
perception and capabilities between Greene and Cornwallis., British
strategy was based not only on a Loyalist majority but on the ability of
the Loyalist militia to control an area once it had been conquered by
regulars. Cornwallis, who neither liked nor trusted militia, became
totally discouraged at their defeats and gave up on them. In doing so, he
also gave up on a fundamental tenet of British strategy. His substitution
of regulars to maintain internal control was an impractical solution. The
British never had and, in a world war, never could have sufficient regular
forces to remain in an area and pacify it. The punitive forays by his
regular and provincial battalions accomplished nothing of any permanence
other than to drive people out of an area and to send volunteers to join
the Americans.

His rigid, conventional approach led him to seek a military solu-

tion outside South Carolina. 1In doing so he lgnored the success that some
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Loyalist units had had. And in taking his army out of South Carolina, he
not only left Rawdon to try to maintain control with 1000 fewer troops,
but he removed a large portieon of the psychological support for the Loyal-
ists and made them even more vulnerable to Patriot reprisal. Cornwallis'
failure to secure and pacify a region before attempting to move on cannot
be attributed solely to him. He merely continued a fatal British tradi-
tion established during their initial campaign in 1775.

For a campaigner seeking a military solution by the subjugation of
North Carolina, Cornwallis had a remarkably imprecise plan of operatioms.
He would somehow conquer the state and somehow '"give our friends another
chance." He clearly did not anticipate much help from the King's Friends.
"Events alone can decide the future steps," he said. How very different
the outcome might have been had Loyalists been organized to tear up the
bridges and block the fords on Greene's march to the Dan.

Nathanael Greene had made an adjustment in strategic approach
completely opposite to that made by Cornwallis, Initially proposing an
imaginative but highly conventional strategy, he quickly adjusted to the
conditions he found in the South. He had no choice but to rely on militia
forces. Although he continually bemoaned this fact, he employed them with
great skill,

His initial estimate of the situation brought home the importance
of the so-called "intangibles" of command: morale, confidence, psychology,
leadership. His continual emphasis on the importance of having a regular
army stemmed partially from his recognition of the psychological value of
the army as a symbol of strength and support. His Initial disposition of
his army, while both daring and risky in a tactical sense, must be seen

primarily in terms of these intangibles, of the psychological effect the
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move would have on the British, the Loyalists, the Patriots, and his own
men.

Cornwallis also saw the psychological value of the Continental
Army. In fact, the American army exerted such influence on the Britisher
that he thought of little else. Each commander was confronted with the
physical and moral presence of the other's army. Cornwallis took a simple
approach to the problem and destroyed his own army in trying to crush
Greene. The American recognized that the British army was one part of a
much larger problem, and he took a far more sophisticated approach in
solving it,

Thomas Sumter disagreed when Greene told him that the war "don't
depend on little strokes'" and that 1t was a war of States and not of posis.
Sumter's parochial views rarely allowed him to see beyond the border of
South Carolina, if even outside his own local brigade area. Greene
correctly saw the problem in terms of the whole South and of a total
campaign. He had to protect Virginia and North Carolina and recover South
Carolina and Georgila, His biggest problem in the prosecution of that
campaign was the British army. WNeither the militia nor the small Conti-
nental army by themselves could defeat Cornwallis' mobile force. And
until it could be destroyed, nothing of any permanence could be accomp-
lished.

Greene's strategy evolved into a war of attritlon against Corn-
wallls and against the British occupation force. By necessity, the
partisan militia had to accomplish the latter mission by themselves in
South Carolina. In the North State, Greene was able to accomplish the
first mission with militia and regulars., In both states, unrelenting

pressure was applied on the British military establishment and on the
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Loyalists to cripple the former and prevent its drawing strength from the
latter.

Greene's great opportunity to destroy Cornwallis was given him by
accident, at Cowpens., The battle had not been planned, but Greene made
the most of the opportunity. His retreat to the Dan has been misnamed.

It was a retreat only from Guilford north, when Greene realized that he
was Incapable of fighting a battle. Prior to that time, he had skillfully
drawn Cornwallis after him, farther from the British support bases and
reinforcements. He remained in sight of his enemy across the water
obstacles to keep him there, withdrawing only when he had to, stalling for
time, but pulling the harassed British after him. After he reached the
safety of the Dan, he did not hesitate to recross the river, even though
his army was not ready, in order to maintain that constant pressure on
Cornwallis, to chip away at his army, and to deny him Loyalist support.

His handling of the battle at Guilford was masterful., He waited
until he had amassed sufficient millitia to compensate for his dearth of
regulars, then offered battle in terms under which he could not lose.
Greene has been criticized for not following up either Webster's or
O'Hara's repulse by his Continentals and perhaps soundly defeating Corn-
walllis., The operative word here is "perhaps,'" and those who criticize his
actions fail to appreciate Greene's understanding of the situation. His
aim was to destroy the British army if he could, but cripple it regardless.
He had maneuvered Cornwallis Into a position where the British had to win
every engagement, while Greene merely had to survive. The glue that held
the entire American effort together in the ebb and flow of militia forces
was his nucleus of Continentals. Only under conditioms that offered

certain, absolute victory would he risk their decisive engagement. The
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battle was still in doubt when he had to make his decision; under the
circumstances, he made the correct choice.

In spite of his complaints about "the shoals of militia," Greene
quickly developed a sound understanding of their capabilities and limita-
tions. Despite what must have been great temptation to do so, he never
employed militia beyond thelr cepabilitles, or in a situation where they
might be sacrificed. Aside from the special situation with the partisan
leaders, Greene never employed militia unsupported by Continentals to
stand against regular troops. Davidson and h;s militia were left facing
the British at the Catawba, but they were protected by a major water
obstacle, and their mission was only to delay. Even then, the militia
were used because Greene had no alternative. The partisan militia and-
their leaders were a special case, and Greene fully recognized their unique
character. His employmrent of the militia in South Carolina and under
Pickens in North Carolina was indicative of his feel for the differences
the intangibles that leadership and motivation can make in any force.

When Greene was forced to stop his pursult of Cornwallis at
Ramsay's Mill, he quickly modified his strategic plan. The war of movement
he adopted for the recovery of South Carolina and Georgia placed the
British again in an untenable position. They had to concentrate their
forces against him and thus lose the countryside, or remain in their
scattered posts and wait for defeat in detail, The plan was the logical
culmination of Greene's increasingly more sophisticated understanding of
militia,rof his evolving strategy of attrition, and of his grasp of the
special environment of the war in the South.

Because of its consequences, Nathanael Greene's North Carolina

campaign must be considered one of the decisive campaigns of the
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Revolution. He had brought leadership and direction to the war in the
South. Recognizing that each victory or defeat there had a psychological
impact far greater than the military results of the action, he had forced
the British mobile force into decisive combat on terms unacceptable to
the enemy. He had saved North Carolina and had reversed the tide of
British conquest in the South, He was directly responsible for the with-
drawal of Cornwallis' army into Virginia, with the concomitant weakening
of the British military structure in the occupied states, opening them

for rapid recovery.
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In 1778, faced with continual frustratien in the North and with a
world war after France entered the conflict, the British looked southward
for a solution to the American Revolution. By August 1780, British forces
had occupied the two most scuthern states and had captured or destroyed
two Continental Armies, Time at last seemed to be on the British side.

During the Revolution's darkest hour, one of America's most
remarkable military figures emerged to guide her fortunes in the decisive
theater of the war. The most critical phase of Nathanael Greene's
southern campaign occurred during his initial months of command, when
British strength in the South appeared overwhelming and their success
seemed inevitable. The decisive battle in the campaign, perhaps in the
war, would be fought in North Carolina,

This paper concentrates on two aspects of those first eritical
months, First, the theater of operations., Warfare in the South was far
different from what Greene or his principal opponent, Charles, Earl
Cornwallis, had experienced in the North. Several factors were respon-
gible. Settlement patterns and social and political relationships between
groups prior to the war created a divisiveness that both sides exploited.
An early, blundering campaign by the British exacerbated local conditions
by exposing Loyalists and alarming Whigs into a vigorous defense of their
frontiers and coasts and a severe repression of internal dissent.

The second British campailgn occupied Georgia and South Carolina
and employed a new strategy that deliberately set American against
American. The strategy was based on false estimates of Loyalist strength,
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and the British were opposed by a powerful resistance movement organized
around a militia system ideally suited to its task. These conditions
resulted in a vicious civil war that dominated all other aspects of the
campaign.

This study'’s major area of concentraticn is on the way the two
commanders 1n the South fought the war there. Each man reacted differently
to the peculiarities of warfare in the South. One adjusted his strategy
to the conditions and resources he found, and the other did not. 1In that
fact, more than in any other, lay the reason for the American victory.

Cornwallis' continual search for a conventional military solution
to the problem led him to reject the Loyalists and to take greater risks
with his army. He thought he had reached a solution at Guilford Court
Houge, but his army had been pushed too far and was crippled beyond use.
By the time he reached Wilmington, Cornwallis himself had been defeated
psychologically by a process he did not understand.

The leadership and perseverance of Nathanael Greene dominated the
war after November 1780. His adjustment to the conditions he found in the
South was remarkable, and the moment he took command marked the beginning
of the end for the British. His initlal strategy envisioned conventional
operations between regular forces, but when he realized that his strength
would come primarily from militia, he was compelled to revise his strategy
and take an Increasingly sophisticated approach to his campaign.

During his retreat to the Dan River, Greene decided on a strategy
of attrition against the British and planned for the militia to assume a
crucial role iIn its executlon. By the time he returned to South Caro-
lina, Greene was conducting a classic war of movement employing his

Continentals and partisan militia in a fully coordinated campaign against
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the British and Loyalists. His actions were governed as much by political
and psychological considerations as by tactics., In the end he triumphed,

having subjected the British army and its commanders to a form of warfare

with which they could not cope.



