
that  Arabel la was nearby,  sending her a message concerning her husband, or providing her wi th a safe

passage or escort  to be with her husband I  submit  that  i f  Ear ly had done any or al l  of  those things, he

would not have let  the oppoftuni ty pass to te l l  the wor ld of  h is humanity,  and that his s i lence can have

but  one reasonab le  conc lus ion .  he  d id  no t  do  them.  As  fo r  Ewel l ,  he  wro te  no  memoi rs  and there  is  no

record of  h is ever having said or wr i t ten anything relat ing to the Bar low incident I  th ink i t  is  a safe con-

c lus ion  tha t  Ewel l  had no  ro le  in  th is  mat te r .  Wel l ,  i f  Ear ly  i s  no t  our  man,  and Ewel l  i s  no t  our  man,  and

they were the only of f icers other than Gordon who at  that  t ime and place had the author i ty to do what

we know was done, then what conclusion shal l  we draw?

The fourth reason given that Gordon's account is a fable is that  both commanders must have know

they were facing each other in subsequent encounters at  the Wi lderness, Spotsylvania,  North Anna

River,  Cold Harbor,  Petersburg,  and Appomattox.  Nonsense. Bar low was out of  act ion f rom July 29 to

August 13, '1864 when he went to Somervi l le,  New Jersey, to bury his wi fe.  Further,  on August 24, he

took a twenty day leave of  absence to recover f rom the devastat ing loss of  Arabel la,  i l lness,  and combat

exhaust ion.  On September '12,  October 3,  and October 22, he obtained twenty day extensions of  the

leave because he was not improving. Final ly,  on October 29, he appl ied lor  a f ive month leave (unt i l

Apr i l  1 ,  1865) ,  inc lud ing  permiss ion  to  go  abroad l t  was  gran ted  on  November  5  by  the  War  Depar t -

ment Bar low lef t  for  Europe later in November and did not return to the army unt i l  Apr i l  6,  1865 Al l  to ld

then, Bar lowwas away from the front f rom July 29, 1864, to Apr i l  6,  1865, a per iod of  e ight months and

nine days Gordon absented himsel f  f rom the Over land batt les when he lef t  Lee and fought wi th Ear ly in

the Val ley f rom June 13, 1864, to December B, 1864. So what do we have?: A per iod of  a lmost ten

months  (June 13 ,  1864 to  Apr i l  6 ,  1865)  when the  commanders  d id  no t  even face  each o ther  l submi t

that  that  was a powerful  inducement for  Gordon to suppose that Bar low was qui te dead, which supposi-

t ion is supported by his narrat ive,  as previously said.  Bar low did not return to service,  fo l lowing his Get-

tysburg  wound,  un t i l  Apr i l  1 ,1864 and was no t  ac tua l l y  in  combat  aga in  un t i l  the  f igh t  in  theWi lderness

(May 5) From Gettysburg to Appomattox,  therefore -  a per iod of  more than twenty-one months -  Gordon

and Bar lowfaced each o ther  fo r  on ly  th i r ty -n ine  days ,  i .e ,  May 5 ,  '1864,  to  June 13 ,  1864,  the  da te  tha t

Gordon lo ined Ear ly.  ls  i t  real ly such a stretch,  therefore,  to conclude that they were ignorant of  each

other 's presence among the enemy? l f  they had faced each other for  the ent i re twenty-one month pe-

r iod,  or  even most of  i t ,  we should be just i f ied in our skept ic ism of such ignorance. But th i r ty-nine days?

A lot  can get past a person in th i r ty-nine days that would not in twenty-one months

The f i f th reason for supposing that Gordon's account is bogus is that ,  af ter  the war,  Gordon was an

act ive voice for  reconci l iat ion of  the regions and the former bel l igerents and for that  reason was strongly

mot ivated to doctor or whol ly fabr icate events,  in his speeches and in his wr i t ings,  so as to cast  both

s ides  in  a  favorab le  l igh t  by  emphas iz ing  the i r  common humani ty ,  the i r  common nat iona l i t y ,  and the i r

mutua l  resoec t  and admi ra t ion .

In some ways this argument is the most egregious of  a l l ,  because i t  supposes that Gordon was not

only a knave, but also a fool .  l t  supposes that he had not sense enough to know that i f ,  in his addresses,

his Reminiscences, or his other wr i t ings,  he told one f lagrant l ie,  and i f  that  l ie were exposed, i t  would

destroy al l  of  h is credibi l i ty ,  credibi l i ty  that  he desperately needed and sought i f  he were to accompl ish

the very purposes for which he is now charged with distoding the truth and market ing wholesale fabr ica-


