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: always being to destroy the opposing enemy army.
. The defeat of an opponcnt s army decided all polmcal

Opinion

’ .‘ ivere still the rules of war-fighting, In fact, Robert B
Lee was 2 former presxdent of the Napolcon Club at‘

North-South conflict first 'total modern war'

by Robert E. Adolph Jr.
8th Psvchoiogica! Operations Battalion

The widely popular “U.S. Civil War™ series,
depicted last vear over the national public broadcast-

“ing systems, provm.,d some excelient insights into a

conflic: which stili sparks heated debate on both sides
of the Masoz-Dixor line.

Although the series covered the socio-historical
aspects of the was wek, it failed 1o highiight the fact
that the American Civil War differed from the
Western wars tha: preceded it, and that the North-
South confiict changed the way in which many wars
would be fought in the future. The war was a water-
shed event to both American and European military
theoriste. Western war's fundamenta? nature changed
with this bloody conflict to be later characterized as
the first “Modern Total Waz.”

Prior 10 the American Civil War, Western armed

" conflicts were fought by armies largely on the

Muropean-l\aooxeom” model. Napoleor, although a
brilliant tactician, inherited 2 superior army from the
French Reolution.

With z superb instrument in hand, Napoleon
honed his army through changes in fighting organiza-
tion and through a rigorous training program for his
soldiers and officers.

He based promotions on battiefield performance
and not aristocratc birth — a revolutionary concept
for its time.

More imporiandy. Napoleon fought wars as a
series of battlefield engagemennts; his objective ..

quesnons as it had done in Europe for centuries.”
At the advent of the Civil War, Napoleonic notio

_ upon their employing oﬁensxve

the U.S. Military Academy. The North-South conflici
did not take on the characteristics of “Toral War"
until Ulysses S. Grant assumed generaiship of the
Union army. Before that time, both Union and
Confederate armies fought in 2 manner not unliks the
way Western wars had beer. fought for centuries.

In the early years of the Civil War. army met army
with the expectation: that the political anc moral
guestions of uniox, anc after 18¢Z, slavery with
Presiden: Abraham Lincolr’s embrace ¢f the Emanc:-
pation Proclamation, wouid bz decided by VICIOTrY Oh
the batlefield. Grant hac some good reasons for
changing the Nonth's strategy after he took com-
mand.

The series of batticiield setbacks suffered by
the Union at the outset of the conflict con- o
vinced North and South alike that Confeder-
ate armies and generals were superior.
Although partly true, the South had
another advantage. Lee largely fought a
strategically defensive war until his
defeat at Gettysburg. The North was
disadvantaged. The dzfense is inher-
ently stronger than the offense.

Because the North, o wir, had to
take the fight to the South, Lee ofien
had the enviable opportunity to choose
the ground upor which he would fight,
The Union's hope of winning hinged

operations. . S
‘The Confederates, for their pari, dld
not'have to wir, but only to survive;:
mehopebemgtowwdownthe
Union's will to continue the ﬁght.
Continued survival is a far easier
stratchc, as well as opemhonal.

concep: to put into effect.

To wir,, Grant changed the old Napoleonic rules,
thus marking a profound change in the manner in

hich the Union fought the war. Grani chose to
atta..l. no: only the armies of the South, but their
sources of industria! and food production. Gen.
William T. Sherman’s “March to the Sea.” and the
subsequen: destruction of Atlante, were the most
noable examples. Grant chose to attach: the base of

tne pilier — reasoning that the southern armies could
not continue to resist without material support. He
was right. Grant’s de

cision marks 2 fundamental

; potennal national disaster. Gran{’s p]acc in military

) conﬂxct. is surely its birthpl

change in the nature of modern war — from the
historically accepted clash of opposing militaries to
the laying-waste of cities and agricutturally produc-
tive countryside.

Grant no doubt felt changing the rules was justified
because of the unique nature of the American Civil
War. The people of North and South prayed to the
same God, revered the same Constitutior, and
admired the same Revolutionary War heroes. Union
and Confederate peoples were much more alike than
different. Grant’s decision, supported by Lincoln,
reflected the deep feelings of both that the Union had

to be preserved at ali costs.

The American form of government was stili
relatively young. Americans and Europeans referrec
to democracy as “the great c,.p"nm'*nt." The faiiure
of the Uniox. it was thought, might condemn the new
form of governing to the trash heap of history. Such
high ideals forced Lincoln to support Grant's appar-
ent brutalization of the South. For the best of mo-
tives, war became all the more horrible. As wars
thereafter proved, the ciash of armies alone would
seldom decide the ultimate outcome of armed
conflicts.

For good or ili, the American Civil War funda-
mentally changed the way much of the Western
world subsequently went to waz. Later wars seldom
limited carnage to the batftiefield only.

Civilians often came to suffer much the same fate
as their armies. The means to make wars became

_ legitimate targets. - Coan

~ Nations that go to war today face in many cases,

history as an innovative strategist was thus assured.
The legacy of “Modem Total War,” although not
characteristic of the entire Amencan North-South




