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it deserved. 11 PaY' a week the fa te of Lexington bad been 

'l'r'} the balance, and the Dress had reD"or ted. veery scene ' ln 

the drama to an anxious nation. If 1 'rhe FClfl-' YOl1k 
~ 

'rime q
~-:-, for 

8xamole, devoted more editorial space to the fall of 

Lexington than to the battle of Bull Run. 2 

The recall of Fr~mont. Other events were consoiring 

a,.,,:ainst F'remont. On Septe:nber 11, the fiery t:rs. Jesse 

Premont had gone to Washington to plead hor husband I s case 

with Lincoln. She spoke with the President, Frank Blair, 

Dr" and Yon tgomery Blair, and it would apDear tha t she 

ina dverten tly succeeded in fur ther aliena ting them all 

, t. h ' b . 3aITa1DSJ8r nus ana. 

fl'remont, lmowim~ of ?rank Bla Lr I s (~rowing hos tili ty, 

,-,r of his diploffi&tic errors: 11e had tt18 latter 

. S ' h h Clair was018['('3(] r qilitary arrsst lD 'ep'Gem .. er, ' 

was done.~~()orl r'8188300, [)ut the danm 

in ~.' l' "s· Gl lrl' anoe Plairs were a Do~er - - - .b no c rorni SG .. 

calli for ~~6montls recall. 

1. e v i '1 S t on. 
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official changes against I"remont. On October 11, Lincoln 

sent the Secretary of War and the Adjutant General of the 

Army to St. Louis to investigate1:"remont l S perf'ormance in 

his command. Their report, made in one and one-half days, 

was sharply hostile to Premont. It was scarcely objective, 

however, since Cameron and Thomas were anti-Fremont. 

~t 1"" .t:' r<i· 1 C 1 con caLned t;(le op nlon 01 'Tenera 'ur ti s, who 
wa 8 a lreac1y known to be ho s ti le to t"remon t, and tha t 
of General Hunter, who, in addition to being the 
nrobable successor to j=.'remont if he were removed, had 
already written letters against him. Four other com
manders of divisions were not interviewed. Thomas 
re~)oY'ted the clu'ious and unauthentica ted story told 
to him by :}eneral Sherman, to the effect tha t Colonel 
Sword shad reDorteo tha t j'a50r Selover had written to 
a friend trlat he flad macs a hu;:e profit out of a 

" , 
contract for rc:uns which he had purchased for Premont. 

Tt18 Sto I;ouis l,ijissouri I)ernocrat, Ylhile a l~lremont sllpportel"*, 

irr~ediately made Dub-
or of Carneron ancL' honas was 

lie. l t(1' COli t ~~rlUS d tc' 

(I .. c:itll' 1).t t, 
1861.cct 

\ . 
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Blairs and their supporters demanding F'l'emont l s recalL 

Finally, on October 24, President Lincoln wrote the order 

fOI' Fremont I S I'emoval. He specified trJa t tni s order should 

not be oelivered if in the meantime Fr~mont won a victory, 

or if a t the time the order reached his camp he were on 

of a battle. l It has never been proved, thoun, 

tha t ho vms convinced of Fremont's incomnetence.. 

'Jihether ·;;cremont vms right or Prank Blair was right 
on sn8cific matters of fact was a minor question. The 
ma,-lor consicJeI'ation was that tbeir quarrel was dividing 
the FnioEists of 1Hssouri into two glowerini~: factions, 
and wa. s ~ far toVIaI'd para lyzing all their ae ti v
ities in the war. Such a division could not long be 
toleratec. And no matter how much of the right was on 
Fremont's side, Lincoln could not for t that l':ont
gomerv Blair was in his Cabinet; he, who thought 
~Dnst~ntlv of the wavering border, could never for ~t 
ths. t :.:;" le irs Were the mas t Dowerft'l personal f'orce 
ill the I~order ~3tates. ~e Vias still l{eenly resentf1J_l 
of 
s 
?r

t 
v 
~8

l)~Y· 

ont 

rae Leal 
E1. dil"ect 
~Q~ a radi

~ect 

cal 

thE:' t 
of~he 

horo.~ 
\;ar, 

the 8xtL'1ction 
arid he knevl th

of' 
at 

tcr efforts to win a 

victor 

sourl."• t. J r'n .~~ I l"'t CJ- Lou·'_·, s fol"_ uTeffersonpte mb 2; r c.,' nee 1 0 L.. - - 

t · a' 0.r,c:;,:ani za tion wereCi is extensive preDara~lons 'no - ~ 

tjered his forcee from allovere innini/ to ay 0,' 

2 . 'c·~ II. 52~v 1 ns, _~~) ~ __J~ G ~ , ~ 

., 
, .., -'- ,_'I" 11 in r, ith, ci til' 

j , 
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Tc,ITissouri--f:i.ve '~;ivisions--and soon bad f< .f.'orCA O~J' t ' .. '. - - >Vlenty 

thousand l'len. 

Price had been planning to advance into northwest 

~USSOUI'i, bu t upon learning of Premont's anproach, he was 

forced to re trea t to the south. On the 30th, his force 

left for Springfield. 

'The advance toward southwestern Eissouri in pursuit 

of Price's retreating army lurched forward as rapidly as 

unfavorable circt.LY)'lstances would allovj. A thousand wagons 

sent hin f'rom the Ea,Jt had nroved to be made of rotten 

, . 1
wood, and were continually breaklng do'\VTI. Bations were 

scantv, and sC'1TLetirnes the men 1;1fere on half their proper 

allowance of food. Cattle had to be collected by foraging 

\ ""!';:ton of corrl brousht nao co 

lIs. A dearth of horses and vehicles 

to cut off Price's 

a lack of 

reo a battle, but he was hindered in hisretreat anc.i 

1 ' 1,. +'(1.8 CO.I1_.f',U"'_1 on occasionedck f 3D ~les, uy v - . ~ 

nerals pope anc;iJl1rt of 

.. . ' ... " 3d :1 V 1- S 1 () 11 U •eflC co 

o	 s\C1clcs re slowly be 

. IOlll'lt a contoon brid~eer1 J_lle e r s -~ 

L_	 t'i1 
". : t I E:i , 
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eight !:lundred feet long, across the Osage River in thirty

~Jix hour ,'\. T;'rernont 1-JAlievec1 that he would soon overtak,e t'- ne 
. en, a' d- ~ t"flesHl£!; onI Goer -ces, 8'. ea - t:nem, and save J'issouri 1'01' the 

Union, once and for all. He had built a sp lendid army under 

innumerable obstacles and was confident of success. On 

October 25 

hia -;01' Za~'onyi and his so-called Premont Bodvguard of 
oi~ked c~valrvmen, 150 8tron~, delivered a ~ictorious 
~nd memorable~chargi against-the Confederate garrison 
at SrJrin[:fielo ••. 

2
which numbered two thousand men. On the 27th, Fremont 

occuoiec Springfield. 

Critics have maligned Pre'mont for thinking Price 

would fiF"ht, as if chasing the Confederates out of I\'Tissouri 

, ., --~ /' t - II ' ... e 1 'T ItDe a foolish actl They sa10 ~remon was mSl"_J 

tal{in:_: t:~.L'J COll.X;SC: of act orl to S3'\!8 his career. I~o'N8ver, 

.ice vvra e his Stl0eriors that: 

10, bu_~ a raeSs ere 

ane be was vensoon cau~ht U~ with him,fronl 

:--;:e wa 3 veryhis c1'6er cJ 1 :3 r1 .l s sal 0 L1 veHl 

1 
e~./trls, 

. p. 203; and et1:611,
11 , 0 • Co l~., ' 

.., " '1 1 ')., 1, I I I, ') .~ -) c.. • 

nL ri 

I) • 
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Dopular with his soldiers wbo were most disturbed at his 

removal. One 'lira te that it seemed a calamity to mas t of 

them be cau.s e : 

• the nrospect of complete Victory was unusually 
bright; be !?"r'ernontj had in fact, wi tb the smallest 
HlOdlcUJ.'1l of fighting, nearly driven the rebel army 
i'rom our ~)ta ce. The s trang, instinctive feeling • 
was that he Du[ht to have had the crance to finish 
the ca 11maign so auspiciously begun. 

Another soldier' voices his incredulity tbat Fremont would 

b8 orcered to turn over his conmlano to General Hunter at 

such an inonpoI'tune time. He continued that: 

rrhis 2upersecJure, this crushing insult to on6 who 
has labored so laDS and 80 earnestly to do service to 
tt'18 TTnioYl, has rotl88d an intense feelillg . • and$ 

tt~::;l-"le aI'e not Vifarltin c: ttlose viho courlsel opetl dis
req;arc Q; elle order !~nt:Ll the battle shall Clave been 
.£' '." hI- c:. 
lOU v. 

"' • co"",1,.",.":,A!'~'·U,,1 tn t',hl-,S hUTIliliatini;· v~ay.f"."rno n t .1 0 ~) r 1.11 s ... - - - . 
. , 

n,,.... ,_ .,' 1 _.,.....1'·.' ',") 01-:- .. 1 :': i '1 :,.,.t l' s.· .': 01 '.l.r 1 im..ne din tely VOL C e c 'JI'ertt 11Urn~) r~.:: "_ ·_~;.;ij_r.:= L.l':' - ~..:)-~- - -'- -' 

, . r. 4 Perhaps the decision tono evth ir ~]W)1)Or t for (11m, 

.) 

). 1 \.11' 
1. 

-r "T 
1 

l) 
~L .L .' 

,
-L. 

\~~o ~'LO C .cfl t,., 
--"--"-'-'-'~'-"-



126 
remove ]"rer;;on t wa ~1 wi se since his
 

tion was making effective prosecution of
 +-... n'e v . M'far 1n l'JJlssouri 

\ more ano mOY'e di.fficult. Still, Fremont had performed ably 

in his onE; hundred days of command. 

he had come to ssouri at a time when Union fortunes 

were at a low ebb all across the country. He faced a state 

still questionable tn its loyalty and with an aggressive and 

encourap;ed secessionist force within its borders. Premont1s 

ac ti vi tie s tool-': time and cos t money--perhans too much of both 

for 'li S 0 vnl ood. Put \'vben ;~remont was ready to act, he was 

a b 1e ': oro I' c e t secessiOilists to the bOI'cer of the state. 

LVf~n a li~tle more tirn,8, he very CJrobably could have 

cJe_foated th.ern aIle ended soutr-lern hODes in }~issollri for C~ood. 

er.1 v;rhile the 

uaS1CDrl t' s a C l, I.V It, 1 s laid a saune and "' .

certainly deserves credit 

Tjllioll dur 1861. 

Triloll C'tltlS 

or 
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CHAPT~m VI 

CHill <V "TIT A-'''''' 
..:;, ]ilM}ill-i. l\!lJ CONCLUSIONS 

Since Tilissouri's cou-..."se o'url'n,rr: t' C··l -'f . 5 ae lVl ~ar was of 

Daramount importance to both North and South, it seemed 

relevant to re-examine some of the factors that influenced 

this course. At the beginning of 1861 it seemed that 

I~i s souri wa s tend ing toward SGce ss ion. She was a slave 

s ta te and mo ~3 t of her inhabi tants had come from the South. 

An energetic and dedicated secessionist element of sizable 

propOI'ti.on existed in the state; the state government was 

in the firm control of avowed secessionists; and the 

majority of the people seemed ~~willing to take a firm 

stand a lnst ot:ler seceded states. In fact, if cortrpr0r1iS8 

failed and actual civil war broke out, it appeared that 

this majority element would favor siding with the South, 

if Ttissourl were rorced into carticipation in the war at 

alL 

in the Union, E0 \i 0 r	 . Sla cry had not taken a firm root 

, . on S'f'C;r,f-\.,T had not developed.£lfld a D lan ta ..2 __ ~'-' v" -

rI1 thaI1 sout rn In its com

. , fsctnrs ~ere tyinGarlo CornJ'1:.32Clal. - '-- ~ ~ v,-\180,
 

L:Jsoupl 'lorc elo
 UlO South. 

., .l.. 
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demographic factors would not have been Bufficl"Ant b h 
- Y t em-

selves to keep T'Hssouri in the Union during 1861. .." 
.~ l'i!lSSou

rians in tha t year were simply not sufficiently aware of 

tbem. The s ta te had tradi ti onally looked upon the South 

as being kindred, and its inhabitants tended to thip~ of 

themselves as being more southern than they actually were. 

'Nh,g.t, then, kept 111s80u.1'i in the Union durinr.r 1861?" 
o 

The nr0senC8 of a small but extremely determined group of 

uncond itO ona 1 Unioni s t:::, largely Repub Ileans, in Tn ssouri, 

and the :Jr'~::Jenc8 of three clear leaders of this faction 

our Lng 1861- -'-"rank Blair, 11a thanie 1 Lyon, and ,Tohn Charle s 

Fr~mont--worked incessantly to keep tlissDuri from seces

sian. Tbis faction, through the activities of its leaders, 

oeserved a major share o~' the credit for Missouri's 

decision in that critical first year of the Civil -:lar. 

This study was nrepared to describe the activities--and 

the erf2ctivene~'s of the activities--of Blair, Lyon, and 

"" , ."' *-hi'> Dnl" on" tru . 71p t •.., kee 0 hJ.S SOUI'l In '-'L_~' Fr~mont in their ..:) -~)b - 'V '-' _... t 

durirwa 1861. 

~ ~m~o' abl~.r in their roles.These men per.1 01. "iv • 

1 .... " 'l'he d i. rfc It t? d in tr1eir nersona.~l ,,1 

8S0:lri. fut it is 

,~ .Q 1.T·n.~·'., on uniteda "0 a 1. 0 I '-'- -- •clear t 
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and supreme . • • and that all were patriots in the finest 

sense of that word. 

Flair began the struggle agains t d iscourao'inp' oa~d s 
o 0 • 

He showed tha t all men who elieved in the Union could 

stand to ther, and he made it possible for large numbers 

of condit nal Unionists to join with his Republicans for 

a corl1mon goal. !1Let us have a country first, II he declared 

"and we can talk about Dartit {>........ q
then _ w. III 

Blair skillfully led this faction through the cam

paign to elect delegates to the March convention and 

deserves a substantial amount of credit for the defeat of 

the secessionist factton in that election. He led the 

convent ion from Jefferson City to a more Unionist environ

"1ent in St. Louis, and his supporters made effective use of 

Unionist a1'" n ts cur the course of the proceedings. 

Fe or ized the Unionist element of St. Louis into 

an effIcient ano ffectiv8 m~litar:- forcG, thereby increas

i its stren th and countering tbe more aggressive 

secessionists of that city. 

used his influenceSt. Louis. 

.. , ~ a +-'('01'1' J.,_ Tbroug.h 

vi tal 

to get ,"I • 1 T 1r·1"L··.n 8· '.r)o'1'lt-_, on 01 Uv1- l,J. -'iJllBnl e .LJ~rOn ~ - '-' . 

• t• C1v.,1'1', 
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the spring of' 1861, these two struggled to secure Ct • 
..:J Louis-

and Missouri--for the Union. By caoturinf"l' 
- e;, 

Ca rnp Jackson~ they 
demons tra ted that the Jile ceral Government would tolera te no 

traitorous activity--symbolic or actual--within its borders. 

During the summer of 1861, Lyon put the Missouri 

secessionist leaders on the defensive and drove them into 

the southvvDstern part of tbe state. He secured water and 

rail transporta tion, and, through his energy and dedica

tion, save the faltering Union cause across the na tion 

insp ira tion and encouragement. He fel t and demons tra ted 

tha t no compromise could be made while treason vms rampant 

in the land. 

Frank Blair remained a poli tician, and Lyon tell at 

Wilsoll'::; Cr ek. It was necessary for another commander-

,-,'ohn Char Ie s Pr effion t-- to organize the resources of Y.1issouri 

dur UIO 113. te S'lmlmer and fall of 1861 and to lay the 

oundwo for an endur Hnlonis t mill tary strengtll Ln 

thl:.~ s ta te • is he did admirably during his one hundred 

days. He IH'r~ored c,ontirHlally to procure armies and sUDDlies 

for his ver- ncreasi continued Lyon 1 s efforts 

pail tNl.nS,ortat:on. made errors"0 

that br0u~ t ab0ut is removal, t these cid not prohibit 

to 

Ian. In the end, he ira S 

Ie to mu t r an il'roslstible 

th 8 ta te.ani s t H pmv t.o 
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'rhe results must prove the wisdom of his strategy. 

When he arrived in St. Louis, the Western Department was 

discouraged, his troops were few in number and badly in 

need of supplies and training. The Union cause was dis-

C !.-.ura d, and Lyon, for all of his "'arlo 
~ v ler successes, was 

in a precarious position, facing a large secessionist 

£'or'ce ttla t was about to take the offADR1've. rp'b "'-hJ.	 ~ - .... ...ree monv __ s 

later Fremont was pursuing this same force out of the 

state. He cornrnanded a lal'ge and efficient army that was 

well-trained and disciplined 0 'rne army was encouraged 

and eagerly looking forward to victory--a Victory that 

"vould end the Confedera te hopes in Hissouri once and for 

all and that w0uld open the way for conquest to the south. 

The solc31 Cjrs of tnt s army were devoted to Jonn Charles 

eTIlont. Obviou81~r, this transformation was not the work 

of an incompetent. 

te r 1J n ion 8 C ti vi ty in tni s area jus tified the 

basic s rate of tl'll,	 muc[1-malic;ned Premont. One con

,... , -- • -.,..T>.,q'_IIAclr nis only
orary ed VIG t u-encra..L l:enry . - - ~ 

t· ,Ill, • Another pointedorlglna "eo.carry ini" 0\1 t what 

out tha t:
 

(~ troops re t-reat8C," bu t u11der

Tnd,,:I' t G nionun:er 

l"r ..~ 

Dono 1'lrn b
 
delphia:
 

and, under2 .',.. '. I'	 _l,"t",'."la· COG Fremont,(}e nt) Y'8. 1 r< ~~ Uf1 t . ~J 
.L'. ,,' l' "',, 

1---.f:l.C1.{ t'n ::.it • ....,Oul.),"rders, 1 (! th a ~p !'r\y	 ) - - - , 



~------

132 
Halleck they again advanced over the same route. _ 
in the same manner as under Frem,ont ana' man _ . s at~d"' , .!;; mon n s
after, and under less favorable circumstances but 
still triurnphantly, Fr§montls chosen general '3';1 
fought.ou~ Pr~mont~s intended ba~tle ~t Pea Rid~~: ' 
thus vlndlcatJ..ng hls policy and nis strategy.l 

Conclusions. Frank Blair, Nathaniel Lyon, and John 

Charles Premont exercised deciding influence upon Missouri's 

remaining in the Union during 1861. In So doing, however, 

they brought Missouri into the Civil War and brought civil 

war to T,Hssouri. Was this justified? Missouri certainly 

suffered all the horrors of a fra tricidal conflict before 

the vvar end ed • 

I f Blair and Lyon had not taken a firm stand early 

u. _In• 181-1'C)~, +-he· 1". ro-secAssionist state g;overnment would 'j ~ have 

rernained tn control in JHssouri. Could this governlrrent 

hay',:; carried "i3souri into the Southern Confederacy? T+ 
.J...\J 

is v ry proba1-)le t it cou~lc hav'e. Popl:tlar sentiIllent 

may not have acqUiesced in secession before actual war 

"croKe L ~)U L i Lu ears 1"r,_ oha·b. IF"~ tha t this wouleau '-', 1 lJ H _ have 

, . i . '~'l' ~"".("s:l,qAr'.• t-he Lincoln Admincnan[?;eo after' l' ssourlans " vU_~ v 

1 oS tra t j () n "':;a war ll on the South. It n1Ust be remembered 

thQ t t 

l[}61 and 1862, and it is almost impossible not to believe 

't'is~o,lri into thethat Claiborn ,TaclrsoD coulc VA 1eo ---

lH Tlleir 
~van 

lie Yorlr:olltLcnl 
1i be 



--~--_.-

133 

:'.~,ou thern Confederacy at tha t time had t - no strong Unionist 

l eaders earlicr s to od in his way. 0""" 1
vV10US y, it would 

have been simply too dangerous to leave T5issouri under 

this secessionist government in 1861 and 1862. The best 

the ITorth could have expe c ted to receive in this s1 tua ti on 

would bave b68n a potentially hostile neutrality. 

Should, however, Missouri b.ave been allowed to 

remain neutral in the Civil War if this were what she 

sincerely wished? It "would seen that, if' one state could 

do this--could by taci t agreement adopt a position of 

neu trali ty in a war its governm.en twas waging--another 

sta te could lawfu.lly secede if that were what 1t sincerely 

\fJanted to do. Since the Civil War was fought to determine 

wha t sta tes could and could not do, it seems proper that 

both of these issues were faced and answered. 

But Tri ssouri was saved for the Union and was 

rJrou;;ht into active Darticipatlon in t Civil \iar by 

lair, Lyon, and ;T~nont. rhaps !'i.3souri' s decision 

was crucial. 'l'll(J Harth came close to losing the war, and 

d the balance. IfBsourils sec sian ht hEl\70 ti
 

aetivities of
this Dlansibil:t CElli c'e acceptod, 

ortantPlair, Lyon, and enlo.n t in 10 1 v:e}'~G rHore; 

than ev n th 



-----...._--

13 I :2:L1 0 Gl1A PtI~[
 



~------.-

BIBLIOGRAPHY 

A. BOOK;:) 

Anoerson , (}-alusha. A Border Ci ty During the Civil War. 
Boston: Little, ProwD, andCompany, 1908. 

Bartlett, Ruhl Jacob. John £.. Fremont and the Republican 
Party. Columbus, Ohio: The Ohio State Univei:"sitv 
Press, 1930. oJ 

Bashford, Herbort, and Harr Wagner. A r~an Unafraid: The 
Story of John Cl1arles 'li1remont. San Francisco: HaIT 

.t 0 Co""-''"'anyl/.C40..:.....
r,f", r-ne'r P'l'L~li.;... \.... J _ <::d"';Io...J L-, __ nO' .!.HlJ , 1°27/ t. 

3ri tton, VIlley. The Civil Vvar on the Border, 1861-1862. 
Ne'H York: G. P. PutnamlSSons-;l899. ---

Brotherhead, iL General Fremont and the Injustice ~ 
Him .£L Po litician sand Envious Military Len. Phila
delphia: ~. Brotherhead, 1862. 

Brownlee, Richard S. Gray Ghosts Qf the Confederacy: 
Guerilla ".Ll"arfare in the West, 1'8"61-1865. Baton Rouge, 
Louisiana: Louisiana State University Press, 1958. 

Carr, Lucien. T'/Iissouri, A Eone of Contention. Boston: 
Houghton THfflin Company, 18813. 

Catton, Bruce, This Hallowed Ground. New York: Double
day and Co any, 1956. 

Scms torChambers, "":Llliamisbet. Old Eullion Fenton: 
andfroT'1 thc: Y! st. 1":joston: Ltttle, Brovm,

'--- -107)·(,_.. -_.. a , /' _ v. 

of the ConfederateDaVl~, ~efferson .. A Short Sistory -- '. lfinnBelford Cor~any, _o~u.~) ta t e S 0 f /1.;1 ~~ r lea. II: 8 \~,~ -sr 0 r 1{ : 

New York: 

,
Lyre, Alice. T,'anlOUS :'1' emOll t s an 0 

;['he 1"5,n0' Al~t;8 r'es s, 19415 • 



~-------.

136 

Fremont, John Char le s. II In Co.mmand in Missour'i 11 ttl 
- ~ , f -'-' C· i 1 <r ' Da - es and Leaaers _ 0 vue lv_'Jar._ Vol I 7--·Je\'1 ~lorli-• .....,--_.
 

The century Company, IdS? .
 
_ __ ...1.'. .~ 

"Q 

Goodwin, Cardinal. John Charles Fremont, An Explanation 
of Hi s Career. Stanford, California: Stanford Uni
ver'sity Press, 1930. 

History of Missouri from the Earliest Time to the Present. 
St. Louis: The Goodspeed Publishing Company, 1888. 

Kennedy, Jo hn P. Proflles in Courage. New York: Harper 
and RoW, 1961. 

Kettell, Thomas P. History of the Great Rebellion. Hart
ford, Connecticut: L. Stebbins-;-IBb5. 

McElroy, John. The Struggle for Mis so uri. 'fiashington:
 
The National Tribune Company, 1909.
 

l1onaghan, Jay. Civil War ~ the Western Border, 1~§4

1865. Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 19 .
 

Fremont, pathmarker of the ~est. 2 Vols.Nevins, Allan. 
Frederick Ungar Publishing C'ornpany, 1961.New York: 

Peckham, Jame s. General Na tha.niel 1:,;on and IUssouri i!l 
1861: A t~cnograph of .t~. Great~e1lion. Hew York: 
American NeVIs Company, 1066. 

pollard, Edward A. The Lost Cause: A NeVi Soutbern 
Historv ef the ~ar-of the Confederates. New York: 

v '- .. ._- -- -~_- t'6 hE. B. Trsa t and Company, 10<;. 

Hombauer, Hobert J. The union Gause in st. Louis in 1?61: 
An Hi:::;toI'ica1 Sketch. st. Louis: st. Louis Municlpal 

C'e '1+'" nill'a 1 Ve',c..,'" r'· ,'., ".1.. LCl.o..L ,1- 'lei-oc 
Nashville:Union or Secession.Hyle, Walter H. Missouri: 

orgs Peabody College, 1Q 31. 
, . P~'est()n Bla i " Ci'arnilv

Smith, Willio.'-'1 r:rnest. The l"ranclS :':.':L ' .• --- . - " 
') ,. l' --"re" ," '.To"'lr· The l,racrrnllan 

In PolitiC's. JO 8. ].'/.L ..... .- <'L. 

C01111,'18,ny, 1933. 



~--------.-

137 

Smith, Edward Conrad. The Borderland in the Civil W 
New York: The Macmillan Company, 192~ ~. 

Snead, Thomas L. The Fight for Missouri from the Election 
of Lincoln to the Dea th of Lyon. New York:Charles 
Scribner's Sons, 1888. 

"The ,;'irst Year of the War in Missouri," Battles
 
and Leaders of therCivil War. Vol. 1. New York: The
 
Century COillDany, lee7.
 

Trexler, Earr i son Anthony . Slavery in SSGur! 1804-1865. 
Eal timore: The John Hopkins Press, 1914. 

Turner, George :':. Victory Rode the liai1s: The Stratevic 
Place of the Jlailroads in the Civil VIaI' •. Indianap81is: 
1::l'obbs-i~c'Y'rrrl CnmDan~T 19c;-3.L....- ..... -'- -- ......... • ...c tl , .,.,
 

Webb, W. L. Battles and Biogranhies of Missourians, or the 
Civil War Period or-Our State. Kansas City: Budson~ 
Kimberly Publishing Company, 1900. 

Woodward, Ashbel. Life of General Nathaniel Lyon. Bartford: 
Case, LOCIDNood, and Company, 1862. 

B.	 GOV"EHN1\:ENT PUBLICATIONS 

Congress.Lonal Globe, Containing the Debat~s. and Proceeding~,
 
1833-1873. 109 Vola. Washington: 1034-73.
 

The	 ~ar of tho Rebellion: A COMnilation of the Official
 
ReCords or the tInion ano Ccmfeoerate ArmIeS. Vlasi:'.d.ngton:
 
Covornment Printi Office, 18b2.
 

C.	 PER rODI CALS 



.~---------j-

138 

D. I~CYCLC?2DIA ARTICLES 

P la - 'T'\- on'"'''' C'v,'a ~ n n T;1-y, • ""' II,:carc y, .t.cl U=iJ lJ • .LL... l'.I.·anClS rreston Blair, Encyclo
paedia Britannica (32nd Edition), III, 374. 

Rolle, Andrew Frank. II John Charles Fremont, n Encyclopaedia 
Britannica (32nd Edition), IX, 861. 

Ii' 6· n l·~a th i 1 T II ~- ,Woo 6 , James 'da 1 son. ~ an e .l..Jyon,~ncyclopaedia 

Bri l~annica (32nc Edi tion), XIV, 529. 

E. UNPUBLISHED HAT8RIALS 

Duf' fus, Gera 16 d. II A Study of the Military Career of 
Samuel R. Curtis, 1861-1865. 11 Unpublished Master's 
thesis, Drake University, Des raines, Iowa, 1966. 

cTefferson Inauirer, lTovember 8, 1860. December 22, 1860. 
January io, 1861. January 26, 1861. 

TTL::scuri Democrat, Decemter 31,
--.........,:::--._. (

~)eDto~lbcr 3, 1061. October 
1860. }::ay
/~ or: 1
~'-), 100_. 

7 and 14, 1861
~-- h~ r a .
1~oven0Cr;), no 

13, 1361. 

niB souri ,:cliJubl:Lcan, January 21, 1661. 

MLs souri S ta te srnan, November 23, 1861. 

1 '''/1?~L]souri Te1e 11, January ,+, .LOb • 
--~_:.-

St. Louis 1lotin, November 8, 1860. 

,-, Inr: 0St. Loui~) IIevJs, Novembor 0, 00). 

G. MISCELLANEDUS 



139 

T3rOViil, B. Gratz. llGeneral Nathaniel Lyon,1l Oration before 
~	 the General Assembly of Missouri at the Inaugeration 

of ttl.G Lyon Monument Association, Jefferson City, 
January 11, 1866. 


