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On July 2, 1862, President Lincoln 
issued a call for 300,000 more vol-
unteers “as to bring this unnecessary 
and injurious war to a speedy and 
satisfactory conclusion”. In response 
the 7th Maryland Volunteer Infan-
try was organized in August and 
September 1862 at Camp Harford in 
Baltimore. 

Company A of the 7th Maryland was 
recruited in Washington County by 
Edward Mayberry Mobley, the for-
mer county sheriff and a Hager-
stown firefighter. Mobley enlisted 
on August 8, 1862, and was commis-
sioned Captain of Company A on 
August 20.  Captain Mobley’s son 
Edward Carver Mobley also enlisted 
in Company A.  Both father and son 
would serve together in the 7th Mar-
yland. 

Carver (as he was known) was born 
on November 30, 1844, in Hager-
stown to Edward and his wife Ellen 
Cecelia Carver, the oldest of their 10 
children.  Carver enlisted in Compa-
ny A on August 18, 1862.  At the 
time he was working as a black-
smith and described as 5’ 5” inches 
tall with grey eyes and black hair.  
Company A moved by train from 
Hagerstown to Baltimore to join 
the rest of the 7th Maryland at Camp 
Harford, located at Druid Hill 
Park.  On September 18, Carver and 
the 7th Maryland left Baltimore for 
Antietam, where it was attached to 
Brigadier General John R. Kenly’s 
Maryland Brigade.  Too late to see 
action during the Battle of Antie-

tam, the 7th Maryland spent the re-
mainder of 1862 guarding Wil-
liamsport and the nearby fords of 
the Potomac River.  

In December 1862 the 7th Maryland 
moved to Maryland Heights over-
looking Harpers Ferry and estab-
lished its first winter encampment.  
Suffering from jaundice, Carver 
went home to Hagerstown on Janu-
ary 5, 1863, to recover.  He returned 
to Maryland Heights on February 6.   

During 1863 Carver kept a diary 
and chronicled his experiences with 

Company A as it left winter camp 
and eventually joined the Army of 
the Potomac after the battle of Get-
tysburg in July 1863.  Many of his 
entries are routine, covering picket 
duty, the weather and letters he 
sent and received.  On May 14, 
1863, Carver wrote “It is raining 
again.  I received an answer letter 
from papa.  Was detailed to move 
corn from the ticket office down to 
the colonel’s stable.”  Two months 
later, as the Army of the Potomac 
pursued Confederate General Rob-
ert E. Lee after Gettysburg, Carver 
wrote on July 18 “On the march.  
Crossed the Potomac at Berlin and 
marched to Waterford, Loudoun 
County Virginia.  Caught a bad 
cold.” 

Following the Bristoe Station 
Campaign in October 1863, Carver 
and the 7th Maryland established 
its second winter encampment in 
Culpeper County with the Army of 
the Potomac.  Carver’s last entry in 
his diary was on December 29, 
when he wrote “In camp near Cul-
peper it has quit raining but very 
muddy. This was a disagreeable 
day.” 

In May 1864 the 7th Maryland left 
Culpeper County at the start of the 
Overland Campaign, with almost 
constant fighting at the Wilder-
ness, Spotsylvania, Cold Harbor 
and the initial assault on Peters-
burg.  In June 1864 Carver devel-
oped a severe hernia and after be-
ing treated at a field hospital at 
City Point (outside Petersburg) was 
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Private Edward Carver Mobley (Company A, 7th Maryland) 

By Pvt. Jeff Joyce 

Pvt. Edward Carver Mobley 

FINAL ISSUE OF OUR CAMP JOURNAL SLATED FOR OCT. 1 



SEPTEMBER 

September 12-13: Frederick County 
Parks & Recreation Civil War 
Days-Shafer Farm Living History 
(see below)  

(7th MD COMPANY Event) 

September 26-27: Soldering 
Through the Ages – at Maryland 

Veterans Museum  

11000 Crain Highway, Newburg, 
MD 20664 (Individual Event) 

OCTOBER 

October 3: Fort Ward Civil War 
Camp Day, October 16-18: 161st 
Battle of Cedar Creek, Middletown, 
VA - Register www.ccbf.us *(FVB 
Event) (7th MD COMPANY Event) 

NOVEMBER 

November 13-14: FVB Annual 
Meeting & Remembrance Day Pa-
rade *(FVB Event) (7th MD COM-
PANY Event) 

DECEMBER 

December 6:  Fort Ward Christmas 

– Alexandria Va. Details to come. 

Barn  
3pm - Firing Demonstration  
5pm - Camps close to public  
   
Civilian demonstrations/discussions 
throughout the day on Shafer 
House porch. If civilian demonstra-
tors would like to use the barn af-
ter 2:45 pm, they are welcome.   
   
Sunday, September 13:  

10am - Camps open  
11am - Firing Demonstration  
12pm - Guest speaker in Shafer 
Barn  
1pm - Firing Demonstration  
2pm - Camps close / pack up 
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Shafer Farm Event, Sept. 12-13th - Details 
Shafer Farm is located outside of 
Burkittsville, MD. The address for 
GPS purposes is: 1606 Gapland 
Road, Burkittsville MD 21718. Sa-
rah Harris Lafferty will be acting 
as civilian coordinator for the 
weekend and will provide meals for 
the event at a minimal fee, probably 
$10 per person.  
 
A site map appears at right, for a 
general idea of parking and camp 
location. Shafer Farm is a histori-
cal site that was actively used dur-
ing the Civil War. Participants will 
be able to set up tents under the 
trees that are on the main property 
and have space for drills and firing 
demonstrations. The role for the 
weekend will be more of a living 
history, with the option to share 
information with visitors, have 
things set up for viewing, or just 
general camp/daily life presenta-
tion. There are two speakers sched-
uled so far, author Joseph Stahl and 
Jake Wynn, a prominent public 
historian, with the possibility of 
more being scheduled.  
 
Monocacy National Battlefield 
Park Ranger Matt Borders is black 
powder certified and would like to 
do a weapons inspection at some 
point during the weekend. One oth-
er group (a NY group) will also be 

participating in the event. He has 
requested that cartridge boxes have 
the tin lining inside of them for the 
weekend. Fire pits should be top-
scraped, as a few archeological digs 
have unearthed historical finds.  
 
Set up can start on Friday, Sept. 11, 
in the evening after 5:00 pm, so that 
Matt can be present to help. There 
is space for reenactor parking in the 
general parking area. A water buf-
falo and port-a-potties will be avail-
able. Firewood will be on site, and 
Sarah is planning to check the con-
dition of the firewood before the 
event. Camp breakdown can occur 
any time on Sunday.  
 
Sarah would appreciate, by Septem-
ber 1, responses related to attend-
ance and interest in participating in 
'company' meals, so she can report 
numbers to Matt and also start 
shopping for food.  
 
Tentative Schedule (may be subject 
to change);  
 
Saturday, September 12:  
10am - Camps open  
11am - Firing Demonstration  
12pm - Guest speaker in Shafer 
Barn  
1pm - Firing Demonstration  
2pm - Guest speaker in Shafer 

https://reenactingschedule.org/venue/maryland-veterans-museum/
https://reenactingschedule.org/venue/maryland-veterans-museum/
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   Debate about the importance of the 
loss of Robert E. Lee’s Special Orders 
No. 191 to the outcome of the Septem-
ber 1862 Maryland Campaign has 
long revolved around the response of 
Union Maj. Gen. George B. McClel-
lan upon reading the document found 
by a Federal soldier outside Freder-
ick, Md., on September 13. To those 
in agreement with the thesis proposed 
by authors such as Stephen W. Sears, 
the so-called “Lost Orders” provided 
McClellan with potentially war-
winning intelligence that he duly 
squandered through excessive indeci-
sion. Conversely, to those who prefer 
fellow historian Joseph L. Harsh’s 
interpretation, McClellan gained lit-
tle useful information in the Lost 
Orders, principally because the Fed-
eral commander had already begun 
pushing troops west from Frederick 
in pursuit of Lee’s army before the 
document passed into his hands.  

The merits of these arguments not-
withstanding, neither considers the 
impact that McClellan’s actions had 
on Confederate operations from Sep-
tember 14 onward. When considered 
from this point of view, it becomes 
clear that McClellan’s assault on the 
South Mountain gaps had three sig-
nificant effects: It ruined Lee’s plan 
for the campaign after the capture of 
Harpers Ferry, Va.; it forced Lee to 
take up a less than favorable ad hoc 
defensive position at Sharpsburg; and 
it weakened the Army of Northern 
Virginia’s combat strength in the days 
leading up to the clash there on Sep-
tember 16-17.  

According to Paragraph IX of Spe-
cial Orders No. 191, Lee desired that 
following the fall of the Federal gar-
rison at Harpers Ferry, “The com-
mands of Generals Jackson, McLaws, 
and Walker, after accomplishing the 
objects for which they have been de-
tached, will join the main body of the 
army at Boonsborough or Hager-

stown.” Why Lee envisioned reassem-
bling his army in the middle of Mar-
yland’s Washington County is ex-
plained by his overall strategy for 
waging war in the state. After initial-
ly seeking to instigate a popular re-
bellion north of the Potomac River, 
Lee learned from Confederate sympa-
thizers in Frederick City that it was 
likely no uprising would take place 
until martial law in the state had 
been lifted. The arrest of prominent 
Secessionists and the seizure of pri-
vate property by Federal authorities 
had convinced those aligned with the 
South that they could never success-
fully resist the national government’s 
occupation forces unless Lee’s army 
could defend them. The general noted 
this belief in his August 1863 cam-
paign report, writing, “The difficul-
ties that surrounded them 
[Maryland’s Secessionists] were fully 
appreciated…[and] we expected to 
derive more assistance…from the just 
fears of the Washington Government 
than from any active demonstration 
on the part of the people, unless suc-
cess should enable us to give them 
assurance of continued protection.”  

A second source echoes Lee’s state-
ment, this one penned by British ar-
my officer (and later Field Marshal) 
Garnet Joseph Wolseley. Visiting the 
Army of Northern Virginia in mid-
October 1862, Wolseley wrote: “It is 
generally stated that the Confederate 
authorities calculated upon a rising 
in Maryland directly [when] their 
army entered that state. Everybody to 
whom I spoke on the subject ridiculed 
the idea…that any such rising would 
take place, until either Baltimore was 
in their hands, or they had at least 
established a position in that coun-
try.”  

Wolseley’s comment confirms two 
things. First, it reinforces the conclu-
sion that the policy of entering Mary-
land to test the strength of secession-
ist sentiment came from “Confederate 
authorities” in Richmond.  

This means that Robert E. Lee did 
not act on his own when he took his 
army across the Potomac. He was 
carrying out an official policy of the 
Confederate government. Second, 

(Continued on page 4) 
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Robert E. Lee Endured a Precipitous Reset in Maryland  
Though the Lost Orders forced the Confederate commander to fight on unfavorable ground at  

Sharpsburg, he survived the bloody clash with his army intact.  

By Alexander Rossino 

The fighting at Antietam shown in this contemporary Currier & Ives lithograph was 
somewhat fanciful, but the art included a message that didn’t stray too far from the 
truth: “...The Rebels fought with desperate determination and courage, but the indomi-
table valour and heroism of the gallant Union Soldiers finally prevailed and defeated 

the enemy with great slaughter.” (Library of Congress)  
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Wolseley’s comment makes it clear 
that many of the officers with whom 
he spoke shared Lee’s belief their ar-
my could encourage an uprising in 
Maryland only if it won a victory 
(i.e., “established a position in the 
country”) or if it marched on and 
seized Baltimore.  

In response to the reluctance of Mary-
land’s people to rise up, Lee took steps 
to reassure those who might be in-
clined to support the South. He in-
structed Charles Marshall to compose 
a proclamation explaining the rea-
sons for the Army of Northern Vir-
ginia’s presence in the state and, after 
learning on September 8 that the Fed-
eral garrison remained in place at 
Harpers Ferry, he designed Special 
Orders No. 191 to capture it. Lee also 
learned on September 8 that a new 
army under the command of McClel-
lan had begun advancing toward 
Frederick.  

In view of this oncoming threat, Lee 
hoped that Jackson and the others 
detached for the operation could 
quickly seize the ferry and then re-
join Longstreet’s command for a deci-
sive battle with McClellan’s force. A 
slight alteration Lee made to this 
plan on September 11 included 
marching a portion of the army to-
ward Hagerstown (and Pennsylvania) 
to “induce the enemy to follow” west 
of South Mountain. This maneuver 
substantiated a statement attributed 
to Lee that appeared in the September 
12 issue of The Philadelphia Inquirer 
which held that “the battle ground 
must hereafter be in Maryland” if the 
state’s people failed to rebel.  

Once he arrived west of South Moun-
tain, Lee intended to confront 
McClellan on ground of his choosing. 
There he could crush the Army of the 
Potomac far from the protection of 
the Washington defenses and achieve 
the potentially war-ending victory 
that had eluded him at Second Ma-
nassas. Lee therefore chose the 
heights along a small watercourse 
called Beaver Creek as his preferred 

(Continued from page 3) 

battleground. Anchored in the south-
west by rough terrain along Antietam 
Creek, and ranging as tall as 560 feet 
in elevation, this undulating ridge 
line runs east-northeast nearly to the 
base of South Mountain. The Beaver 
Creek heights offered Lee a strong 
position that would be difficult, alt-
hough not impossible, for an enemy 
to flank if it was occupied by a deter-
mined defender.  

Wrecked Plans 

Multiple sources confirm the gen-
eral’s desire to defend the Beaver 
Creek line. These include a dispatch 
Lee sent to Maj. Gen. Lafayette 
McLaws on the evening of September 
13, after he learned from Maj. Gen. 
D.H. Hill that a powerful enemy col-
umn had appeared at the eastern foot 

of South Mountain. Telling McLaws, 
“General Longstreet will move down 
[from Hagerstown] to-morrow,” Lee 
added that Longstreet’s men would 
“take position on Beaver Creek this 
side of Boonsborough.”  

The following morning, according to 
the war reminiscences of Angela 
Kirkham Davis, a New York–born 
woman residing in Funkstown, Md., 
Lee issued a warning to the people of 
her village, located some four miles 
behind Beaver Creek. Lee advised 
them to flee from the fight he be-
lieved was about to take place in their 
midst. Then Lee spoke to his artillery 
chief, Brig. Gen. William N. Pend-
leton, about the Beaver Creek posi-
tion later that day. Pendleton re-

(Continued on page 5) 
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Lee in Maryland 

Lee issued Special Orders No. 191 on September 9, 1862, with the bulk of his army 
camped around Frederick. In addition to dividing his army—with the capture of 
Harpers Ferry as the objective—he also set in motion a plan to eventually reassem-
ble his force between Hagerstown and Boonsboro for a decisive clash with the Army 

of the Potomac. (National Portrait Gallery, Smithsonian Institution; inset: Mono-
cacy National Battlefield, National Park Service)  



called this in his campaign report, 
stating that on “Sunday morning, 
14th, we were summoned to return 
toward Boonsborough, the enemy 
having advanced upon General D.H. 
Hill. When I arrived and reported to 
you [General Lee] a short distance 
from the battle-field, you directed me 
to place in position on the heights of 
Beaver Creek the several batteries of 
my command.” Pendleton’s report 
demonstrates that even as the Battle 
of South Mountain raged Lee hoped 
to fall back to his chosen position 
along Beaver Creek.  

Sources also show that contrary to 
claims made by Lee and Longstreet 
after the campaign about departing 
from Hagerstown at daybreak to rein-
force Hill atop South Mountain, 
Longstreet’s reduced command of 
eight brigades (Brig. Gen. Robert 
Toombs’ brigade remained at Hager-
stown) and the independent brigade 
of Brig. Gen. Nathan “Shanks” Evans 
did not get on the road until after the 
fighting at South Mountain began 
around 8 a.m. Lee clinging stubborn-

(Continued from page 4) 

ly to his Beaver Creek plan would 
account for this delay because, as the 
general himself later wrote, “It had 
not been intended to oppose [the Fed-
eral army’s] passage through the 
South Mountains, as it was desired to 
engage it as far as possible from its 
base.”  

McClellan’s army “advancing more 
rapidly than was convenient from 
Fredericktown” wrecked these plans 
for Lee by forcing him to defend the 
South Mountain passes. Doing so 
placed the Confederate commander in 
a difficult position. Unfamiliar with 
the terrain atop the mountain, and 
too disabled by injuries incurred dur-
ing an accident at the end of August 
to ride a horse, Lee could not person-
ally direct his army’s defense of the 
mountain passes. The situation five 
miles south at Crampton’s Gap proved 
even more headache-inducing as its 
defense remained entirely beyond the 
general’s control.  

Consequently, three major outcomes 
resulted from McClellan using the 
information he learned in the Lost 
Orders: He attacked the South Moun-
tain gaps; he forced Lee to abandon 
the favorable defensive position he 

had chosen; and he compelled Lee to 
defend ground on South Mountain 
that the Confederate general neither 
knew nor planned on defending in 
the first place.  

A Less Favorable Position 

The rapidity of McClellan’s unex-
pected advance knocked Lee off bal-
ance. Not only did the defeat at South 
Mountain then force Lee to fall back 
in the direction of Virginia, but it 
also called into question where, or 
even if, the general could salvage his 
plan to fight north of the Potomac. 
After all, Jackson’s siege of Harpers 
Ferry remained underway with Lee 
ignorant of when it might be conclud-
ed. The hope expressed by Special 
Orders No. 191 was that Jackson 
could compel the garrison’s surrender 
by Sunday, September 14, at the lat-
est. On the morning of September 15, 
however, Lee found himself still 
oblivious to Jackson’s progress. For a 
short time overnight on September 14, 
Lee even considered returning to Vir-
ginia, writing to McLaws after learn-
ing of the Federal victory at Cramp-
ton’s Gap: “The day has gone against 
us and this army will go by Sharps-
burg and cross the river.”  

Then, at about 8 a.m. on September 
15, a note from Jackson finally made 
its way to Lee, stating that he antici-
pated the enemy would surrender 
Harpers Ferry in short order. Receiv-
ing this note in the vicinity of 
Keedysville breathed new life into 
Lee’s faltering operation and he 
quickly sought ground on which to 
fight the battle he had envisioned 
fighting at Beaver Creek. This ground 
he found on the far side of Antietam 
Creek, and although Lee did not say 
it, the terrain there resembled the 
Beaver Creek position to a degree. 
With heights as tall as 500 feet above 
sea level between the creek and 
Sharpsburg, Lee found a position 
closer to Jackson in (West) Virginia 
that was on the flank of Lafayette 
McLaws’ position in Pleasant Valley, 
and which looked similar to the one 
he had originally intended to occupy 
several miles to the north.  

(Continued on page 6) 
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Lee in Maryland 

McClellan already had troops advancing out of Frederick by the time he read Lee’s Lost 
Orders. The bloody fighting that broke out at South Mountain on September 14 was a 
precursor to the horror at Antietam. Shown here is the attack at Fox’s Gap by the 23rd 
Ohio and 12th Ohio on Brig. Gen. Samuel Garland’s North Carolina brigade. (Library 

of Congress)  



Yet unlike the Beaver Creek position, 
Antietam Creek and the heights in 
front of Sharpsburg anchored only 
the center and far right of the Con-
federate line. Rolling countryside 
bisected by low ridges and peppered 
with woodlots characterized the ter-
rain on the Confederate left flank. 
This ground proved to be defensible, 
but South Mountain did not hem in 
the position there as it did along Bea-
ver Creek. Putting numbers to this 
equation, the distance between the 
eastern end of the Beaver Creek 
heights and the western slope of 
South Mountain near the small com-
munity of San Mar is approximately 
1,056 yards or 0.6 miles—equaling a 
battlefront just under three Civil War
–era brigades in length.  

North of Sharpsburg, the distance 

from the creek to farmer David Mil-

ler’s soon-to-be-immortal cornfield—

where the bulk of Maj. Gen. Joseph 

Hooker’s attack fell the morning of 

September 17—is 2,816 yards or 1.6 

miles. That equaled a front line more 

than two divisions long, meaning 

McClellan could maneuver a larger 

number of troops against the Confed-

(Continued from page 5) erate left than he would have been 

able to, had Lee managed to defend 

the Beaver Creek heights. The result-

ing stand-up fight at Sharpsburg thus 

proved to be less to the benefit of the 

smaller, numerically weaker Army of 

Northern Virginia and more to the 

advantage of the larger Army of the 

Potomac.  

Fighting at the Beaver Creek position 
also would have provided Lee with a 
battlefield accessible by multiple en-
try and exit points to the rear. With 
only a single road and a rocky ford 
across the Potomac behind him at 
Sharpsburg, even Lee judged the posi-
tion to be “a bad one” by comparison. 
Arguably, therefore, this secondary 
field on which Lee chose to fight 
proved to be substantially less favora-
ble to his army and more favorable to 
the enemy than the position he had 
initially hoped to take. Although he 
did not know it, McClellan’s attack at 
South Mountain, informed by what 
he had learned in Special Orders No. 
191, effectively negated the battlefield 
advantage that Lee had sought to 
achieve in Washington County.  

 

Depleted Strength 

McClellan’s attack on the South 
Mountain gaps created yet another 
knock-on effect detrimental to the 
Army of Northern Virginia—it com-
pelled Lee to reassemble his army 
before either he or it was prepared. 
This resulted in a loss of combat 
strength when the fight at Sharps-
burg broke out. The experiences of 
Longstreet’s command on September 
14 and, to a lesser extent, of McLaws’ 
command on September 16-17 are 
instructive here. Informed estimates 
put Longstreet’s effective strength at 
approximately 7,800 men when his 
command made its forced march from 
Hagerstown on the morning of Sep-
tember 14. This march, made mostly 
on the quick, and even the double-
quick (i.e., jogging), proved too taxing 
for many men to take, particularly 
those of Old Pete’s troops who lacked 
footwear. Consequently, when Long-
street reached the top of South Moun-
tain, D.H. Hill estimated that his 
command “did not exceed four thou-
sand men.” It is unknown how many 
of these men later caught up with the 
army on its march to Sharpsburg, but 
they were not available for at least 
the defense of Turner’s and Fox’s 
Gaps, clashes that caused significant 
casualties and resulted in a decisive 
Confederate reverse. Their experience 
illustrates the chaos into which 
McClellan’s sudden advance threw the 
Army of Northern Virginia.  

McLaws’ situation provides a similar 
example. Detached from the rest of 
the army with Richard H. Anderson’s 
Division to besiege Harpers Ferry on 
the Maryland side of the Potomac 
River, McLaws’ Division suffered 
severe losses from straggling in the 
run-up to Sharpsburg. According to 
one strength estimate provided by 
John Owen Allen, 7,337 men com-
prised the four brigades of McLaws’ 
Division as of September 2. By Sep-
tember 13, this number had dropped 
to an estimated 3,778 men available 
for duty, meaning that while in Mar-
yland, and even before the engage-
ment at Crampton’s Gap the following 
day, 48.5 percent of McLaws’ men had 

(Continued on page 7) 
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Lee in Maryland 

Federal forces again occupied Maryland Heights overlooking Harpers Ferry (now offi-
cially part of new West Virginia) when this oil on canvas was painted in June 1863. 
Control of Harpers Ferry was crucial to Lee’s plans in Maryland; the Union garrison 
there would surrender September 15, 1862. (National Gallery of Art)  



abandoned the army.  

The fights atop Maryland Heights 
and at Crampton’s Gap further de-
pleted McLaws’ strength by another 
929 men and officers killed, wound-
ed, or missing/captured. Then, on 
the afternoon of September 16, Lee, 
scrambling desperately to reassem-
ble his scattered army so that he 
could fight above the Potomac and 
achieve the “military success” that 
he hoped would encourage Mary-
landers to rebel, called McLaws 
from Harpers Ferry to Sharpsburg. 
The Georgian made a forced march 
that night which further reduced 
his strength by another 7.7 percent, 
or 220 men (probably an underesti-
mate), leaving McLaws with only 
2,629 effectives for the battle on Sep-
tember 17.  

This overnight march must have been 
severe. To quote McLaws himself, 
“The straggling of men, wearied be-
yond further endurance, and of those 
without shoes and of others sick was 
very great, which accounts for the 
small force carried into action. But 
by the evening of the 18th most of the 
absentees had joined and my force 
was nearly as large as that I had car-
ried into action on the 17th, although 
I had lost heavily in killed and 
wounded.” Brigadier General Wil-
liam Barksdale, whose four regiments 
of Mississippians marched with 
McLaws, recalled similarly, “a por-
tion of my men had fallen by the 
wayside from loss of sleep and exces-
sive fatigue, having been constantly 
on duty for five or six days, and on 
the march for almost the whole of the 
two preceding nights…I went into the 
fight with less than 800 men.”  

Brigadier General Joseph Kershaw, a 
South Carolinian commanding a bri-
gade in McLaws’ Division, reported 
that his men “were also under arms or 
marching nearly the whole of the 
nights of Monday and Tuesday, arriv-
ing at Sharpsburg at daylight on 
Wednesday morning, September 17…

(Continued from page 6) 

[M]any had become exhausted and 
fallen out on the wayside, and all 
were worn and jaded.” An unidenti-
fied soldier with the 8th Alabama, a 
part of Col. Alfred Cummings’s bri-
gade in R.H. Anderson’s division 
agreed, calling the march to Shep-
herdstown “trying in the extreme.” 
Lastly, recalled James Dinkins of the 
18th Mississippi:  

“About daylight we reached Shepard-
stown [sic] on the Potomac river, and 
crossed over to the Maryland side, but 
we crossed with a small proportion of 
the command which began the march. 
We remember that Company ‘C,’ 
Eighteenth Mississippi, left Harper’s 
Ferry with over sixty men and three 
officers, but we went into the battle of 
‘Sharpsburg’ with sixteen men and 
one officer. Other companies, of 
course, suffered similar diminution. 
The march was one of the severest 
ever made by infantry troops.”  

One cannot help but wonder what a 
difference it would have made to the 
Battle of Antietam if Lee had pos-

sessed more time to reassemble his 
army. Licensed Antietam battlefield 
guide Russell Rich argues in a 2022 
study of Confederate straggling dur-
ing the campaign that the loss of so 
many troops prior to Antietam did 
not diminish the combat effectiveness 
of Lee’s army on the battlefield. This 
conclusion seems to say more about 
the fighting prowess of veteran Con-
federate troops than it does about the 
army’s thin ranks. It cannot be ig-
nored that Lee sought multiple times 
to launch an attack on the Federal 
right flank both during and after the 
fight at Antietam. A lack of available 
space due to a bend in the Potomac 
River and McClellan’s massing of 
artillery on that flank contributed to 
the maneuver’s failure, but Lee 
scarcely being able to muster 5,000 
men for the endeavor also proved to 
be a key deficiency.  

At no point on September 17 were 
Lee’s men able to recover the ground 
they lost in the early hours of the 
struggle. Counterattack certainly, and 
this Lee did, but recover their origi-
nal lines or drive the Federals back to 
Antietam Creek, never. The battle 
thus ended as a Confederate defeat 
precisely because Lee did not have the 
men he required for an effective of-
fensive, and he did not have the men 
because straggling significantly re-
duced the number present for action. 
This material weakness then persisted 
until the following day when Lee 
retired to Virginia because McClel-
lan’s army had received reinforce-
ments while Lee’s had not. The gen-
eral summarized this situation in his 
campaign report, writing, “As we 
could not look for a material increase 
in strength, and the enemy’s force 
could be largely and rapidly augment-
ed, it was not thought prudent to wait 
until he should be ready again to of-
fer battle.” Systemic weakness caused 
by straggling, and exacerbated by 
high combat losses, forced Robert E. 
Lee to abandon his campaign and the 
effort to bring Maryland into the 
Confederate fold.  

Even before McClellan’s unanticipat-
ed advance on September 13-14, Lee 

(Continued on page 8) 
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Part of Stonewall Jackson’s command at 
Harpers Ferry, Maj. Gen. Lafayette McLaws’ 
Division made a grueling overnight march to 
Sharpsburg on September 16-17, playing a 

key role in the fighting in the West Woods. 
(Library of Congress)  



had complained to Jefferson Davis 
about straggling’s devastating effect on 
his army: “One great embarrassment is 
the reduction of our ranks by strag-
gling, which it seems impossible to 
prevent with our present regimental 
officers. Our ranks are very much di-
minished I fear from a third to one-
half of the original numbers.” The 
threat posed by McClellan’s advance 
then intensified the problem by caus-
ing Lee’s men to engage in a series of 
forced marches to rejoin the army in 
Maryland. By the time the clash 
erupted at Sharpsburg, Lee’s army—
numbering between 50,000 and 70,000 
men at the campaign’s outset, accord-
ing to some estimates—had lost a crip-
pling number of stragglers.  

Straggling during the campaign an-
gered Lee so much, in fact, that he 
complained about it in a missive to 
Jackson and Longstreet on September 
22. Implementing a series of reforms 
at this point, including daily roll call, 
the creation of a permanent provost 
guard, and increased efforts by field 
officers to observe and account for the 

(Continued from page 7) 

presence of their men, General Lee 
made sure that service in the Army of 

Northern 
Virginia 
became 
much more 
rule-bound 
after 
Sharpsburg 
than it had 
been to that 
point.  

Quantifying 
the full 
extent to 
which men 
falling out 
of the ranks 
weakened 

the Army of Northern Virginia is 
probably impossible, although we can 
arrive at a reasonable estimate. To 
quote Darrell L. Collins’ summary of 
Confederate strength on September 
30, less than two weeks after the epic 
battle, Lee’s army counted 52,189 men 
in its ranks. Compared to the fewer 
than 40,000 men with which Lee and 
others claimed to have fought the 
battle, one can only imagine what the 
outcome might have been had the 
Confederate commander possessed 
this additional 12,000 troops on Sep-
tember 17. It is doubtful that ele-
ments of the Union 2nd Corps would 
have penetrated the Confederate cen-
ter as they did at the Sunken Road if 
Longstreet had another 5,000 men to 
throw into the fight. Similarly, Am-
brose Burnside probably would not 
have been able to drive in Lee’s right 
flank if Jacob Cox’s 9th Corps had 
faced 3,000 men defending the 
heights above Antietam Creek instead 
of Colonel Henry L. Benning’s “little 
over four hundred.” Possessing an 
additional 4,000 men would have also 
given Lee the men he needed for the 
attack on the Federal right for which 
he ached so badly.  

“At Great Disadvantage” 

The examples of Longstreet on Sep-
tember 14 and McLaws on September 
17 suggest that the hard marches 
forced by McClellan’s rapid advance 
contributed to reducing the number of 
combat effectives available to Lee by 

a sizable margin. D.H. Hill shared 
this viewpoint, stating, “Had all our 
stragglers been up, McClellan’s army 
would have been completely crushed 
or annihilated.” Combine the army’s 
decimation with it being compelled to 
fight on ground more favorable to the 
Federals than the position Lee first 
chose and a more urgent sense of the 
damage caused to the Confederate 
operation by the loss of Special Or-
ders No. 191 becomes clear. Writing 
to Hill in February 1868, Lee re-
ferred to the loss of the orders as “a 
great calamity and subsequent reflec-
tion has not caused me to change my 
opinion.” From ruining Lee’s plan to 
fight along Beaver Creek and forcing 
him to defend the South Mountain 
passes, which itself caused significant 
casualties, to giving the Federals a 
more advantageous place to fight and 
reducing Confederate strength by 
pressing the army to reassemble on 
the quick, one cannot help but agree 
with Lee’s characterization of the 
orders’ loss as a disaster.  

On February 15, 1868, the general 
himself told William Allan, an Army 
of Northern Virginia veteran and one 
of its earliest historians: “Had the 
Lost dispatch not been lost, and had 
McClellan continued his cautious 
policy for two or three days longer, I 
would have had all my troops recon-
centrated on [the] Md. side, stragglers 
up, [and] men rested.”  

Charles Marshall echoed this senti-
ment, writing in his war memoir that 
“Instead of being united and fresh as 
it would have been had General 
McClellan continued his slow rate of 
advance for twenty-four hours longer, 
as there is reason to believe he would 
have done but for the loss of the or-
der…[the army] had to engage the 
enemy at great disadvantage.”  

Longstreet’s men and those under 
D.H. Hill, Marshall continued, “went 
into the battle [at Sharpsburg] under 
the disheartening effects of the disas-
ter at Boonsboro,’ and considerably 
reduced in number by that engage-
ment, while those of General Jackson 
had to make a long march in intense-
ly warm weather and go into battle 

(Continued on page 10) 
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Straggling had a telling effect on the army 
Lee sent forth at Sharpsburg. In 1896, 
publisher Frank Leslie wrote: “Our artist, 
who…had a capital view of the field of 

battle, saw many instances in which 
mounted Confederate officers rode amid a 
body of stragglers and drove them back to 
the conflict.” (Florida Center for Instruc-
tional Technology, University of South 

Lee in Maryland 
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brakeman on the Washington 
County branch of the Baltimore and 
Ohio (B&O) Railroad and later an 
engineman on the Western Mary-
land Railroad, spending 35 years 
with the railroads.  Like his father 
Edward he also served as a Hager-
stown firefighter, helping organize 
the First Hagerstown Hose Compa-
ny in 1879.  Carver remained active 
in veterans’ affairs with the Grand 
Army of the Republic (GAR) and as 
a member of St. Mary’s Catholic 
Church in Hagerstown. 

A March 1906 newspaper article 
profiled Carver and his father Colo-
nel Edward M. Mobley.  The article 
was titled “Fought Side by Side: Fa-
ther and Son, Both Veterans of the 
Civil War, Still Living and Resi-
dents of Hagerstown”.  

Carver’s wife Annie died on August 

1, 1920, and was buried at Rose Hill 

Cemetery in Hagerstown.  Carver 

was buried with her when he died 

on April 28, 1924.  Their daughter 

Alberta, who never married, joined 

them following her death in 1951. 

transferred to Alexandria via ship.  
He was admitted to Slough General 
Hospital on July 2.  Slough was one 
of many hospitals established in 
Alexandria during the Civil War 
and consisted of a headquarters 
building, 16 barracks, a mess hall, 
laundry, storehouse, stable and dead 
house.  Carver would remain at 
Slough General Hospital for the 
next year, unable to return to duty 
with the 7th Maryland during the 
siege of Petersburg and final pur-
suit of General Lee to Appomattox. 

With the end of the Civil War the 
7th Maryland was mustered out of 
service on May 31, 1865.  Because 
Carver was still hospitalized, he was 
mistakenly recorded as a deserter on 
June 4, 1865, an error not corrected 
until 1898.  Carver returned to 
Hagerstown, where he worked as a 
painter.  He married Anna (Annie) 
Virginia McCardell on August 18, 
1868, and the couple had three 
daughters (Nellie, Alberta and Stel-
la).  Only Alberta survived to adult-
hood.  Carver became a passenger 

(Continued from page 1) 

Clockwise from above, Edward 
Carver Mobley’s grave marker in 
Rose Hill Cemetery, at 600 South 
Potomac Street in Hagerstown, MD. 

A horse-drawn hose cart of the 
Hagerstown fire company circa 
1900.  
 
A Western Maryland locomotive, 
number 348, the likes of which 
Carver Mobley served on as a pas-
senger brakeman.  
 
Slough General Hospital was one of 
many hospitals established in Alex-
andria during the Civil War and 
consisted of a headquarters build-
ing, 16 barracks, a mess hall, laun-
dry, storehouse, stable and dead 
house.  

Pvt. Carver Mobley 
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without opportunity for necessary 
repose and refreshment.  

“In considering the Maryland 
campaign, it is proper to take into 
account the effect of the accident 
of the lost order upon the re-
sult—a misfortune that was not 
incident to the plan of campaign, 
although it had a most important 
influence upon the result…. The 
effect of the loss of that order 
does not show any want of wis-
dom or prudence in the policy of 
the invasion of Maryland in 1862. 
But for that, no battle need have 
been fought at Sharpsburg, or at 
South Mountain, or anywhere 
except at a time and upon terms 
of General Lee’s own selection.”  

(Continued from page 8) 

Supposing Marshall is correct and 

taking into account Robert E. Lee’s 

own estimate of the harm caused to 

his operation by the loss of Special 

Orders No. 191, one cannot reasona-

bly conclude other than to say that 

the discovery of the mislaid docu-

ment by Private Barton Mitchell 

about noon September 13 contribut-

ed mightily to the Confederate de-

feat in Maryland. For that the cred-

it must go to George McClellan, 

whose actions forced Lee into a dif-

ficult situation for which he was ill

-prepared, and who by doing so 

saved the republic when it faced the 

possibility of a terrible defeat that 

might have ended it for good.  

Alexander Rossino writes from 

Boonsboro, Md. This article is 

adapted from his latest book, Calami-

ty at Frederick (Savas Beatie, 2023). 

Every time I drive past a farm near me, I think of Gettysburg and the contrast between this farm’s woodlot and the 

woods around the battlefield. What I’m writing applies to other battlefields as well, but I’m using Gettysburg as the 

example. Many times when guides give tours of the battlefield, they speak of how the woods at Culp’s Hill, at the 

Wheatfield, around the Slaughter Pen and other sites did not appear as they do today. They were browsed by live-

stock. Sheep and cattle pretty much eliminated the undergrowth and the lower leaves of trees. Families picked up 

the deadfall for firewood and the forest floor was kept clear. 

The farmer who owns this property near me grazes sheep, goats, and horses on a large field and in an adjacent 

woodlot. I imagine that this little woods is pretty much what much of Gettysburg’s forested land looked like at the 

time of the battle. . . so, here for comparison are a pair of photos taken this summer. 

Left, a woodlot in West Friendship, MD, that has been grazed by livestock and at right, an overgrown around the 
Slaughter Pen, near the Wheatfield in Gettysburg, PA. 

A Comparison, by Bill Hart 
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