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“This day begins a new year; may I begin with it to serve God afresh; Oh 
Lord help me and all who profess Thy name to love Thee more than ever, 
to live nearer to Thee than ever, and to do more for Thy Cause than ever, 
this year; may Thy gospel have free course now and be glorified more 
than ever this year; may this be the year when our independence shall be 
wrought out and peace established if it be God’s holy will….” 

Chaplain William Edward Wiatt 
26

th
 Virginia Regiment 

 

     

 

Editorial 
  

Fellow Compatriots in the Chaplains‟ Corps and Friends: 
 

This publication begins another year with the hope that it will be of 

spiritual benefit to all who read it. Our prospects are as great as our God and 

Saviour Jesus Christ. We are reminded of the brevity of life that “swift to its 

close ebbs out life‟s little day.” Life is brief considered in the light of eternity. 

Our time is as a shallow footprint on a wave-lashed sea shore. Our time is like 

one swing of the pendulum of the clock of time, as one glimpse of a fog 

shrouded ship, as the shadow of an eagle swooping upon its prey. How quickly 

we come forth from the womb only to enter a tomb. 

Life is often compared to the fading of a leaf or the lifespan of grass (Isa. 

64:6; Ps. 103:14-16). Abraham Kuyper explained: 
 

Our warm sympathy for the world of flowers is no invention of our 

own hearts. God Himself created those flowers for us, and so, that we 

enjoy those flowers, and also can understand the language of those 

flowers. 

For, those flowers address us with a speech, which God has laid in 

them, and in beautiful forms, luxurious fragrance, in tints that enchant the 

eye, interpret to us, children of men, the course of our own lot in life. 
 

What are we going to do with the time we have left? In comparison it may 

be only a vapor that appears for a little time and then vanishes (James 4:14). 

We are to buy up, redeem or make good use of our time (Eph. 5:16; Col. 4:5). 

******* 

During the Lexington years there was on New Year‟s Day an open house 

held by the Lees. The reception was brilliant and the daughters of the house 

asked friends to assist them in the dining room. General Lee received the 

guests that crowded the house. Many of the callers found their way into Mrs. 
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Lee‟s room. In the evening she was rolled in her wheelchair into the drawing 

room where she greeted the late-comers in her charming way as if still at 

Arlington. Those who attended treasured her words and repeated them many 

times later to their children. During the last year of General R. E. Lee‟s life he 

wrote his daughter Mildred whom he called “Precious Life.” The letter was 

written from Lexington, Virginia, on January 8, 1870. He filled her in on life 

at home and the open house: 
 

On New Year‟s Day the usual receptions. Many of our friends 

called. Many of my ancients as well as juniors were present, and all 

enjoyed some good Norfolk oysters. I refer you to Agnes for details. We 

are pretty well. I think I am better. Your mother and sisters as usual. 

Custis busy with the examination of the cadets, the students preparing 

for theirs…. „Mrs. Smith‟ is as usual. „Gus” is as wild as ever (there was 

always an importance of keeping up with the family pets as was evident 

in this letter. Mrs. Smith and Gus were two of the cats. Gus was short 

for Gustavus Adolphus). We catch our own rats and mice now, and are 

independent of cats. All unite in love to you. 

Your affectionate father, 

R. E. Lee 
 

     
 

Please find in this issue our Chaplain-in-Chief‟s message to the reader. Then our Chaplain-

in-Chief gives us an insightful article entitled The Southern Cause. Your editor has 

provided an article, which is the first in a short series, on Lee & Jackson as Fathers—Part I. 

This issue as usual includes A Confederate Sermon, submitted by Chaplain Kenneth 

Studdard.  This sermon is by Rev. John Lafayette Girardeau. This is the fourth of a series 

of five on Prayer; this one is on The Efficacy of Prayer. Our Book Review treats a life of 

Lee: Reading the Man.  
 

Soli Deo Gloria, 

Editor H. Rondel Rumburg 

  
[Compatriots, if you know of any members of the Chaplains’ Corps or others who would like to receive 

this e-journal, please let us have their names and e-mail addresses.  Also, feel free to send copies of this 

journal to anyone you think would like to receive it.  If you want to “unsubscribe” please e-mail the 

editor or assistant editor.  Confederately, HRR] 
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*The Chaplain-in-Chief's Message, Rev. Mark W. Evans 
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*A Confederate Sermon, Rev. John Lafayette Girardeau.  
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THE CHAPLAIN-IN-CHIEF'S MESSAGE 

 

 

Dear fellow Chaplains and Friends of the Corps: 
 
It is a joy to begin the New Year with another issue of the Chaplains’ Corps Chronicles.  
This free, email periodical was started eight years ago.  Past Chaplain-in-Chief Ron 
Rumburg saw the need of strengthening the hands of SCV chaplains with Confederate 
literature, especially of a spiritual nature. Our brother chaplain has labored through the 
years to help us learn of our rich spiritual heritage.  Faithful SCV chaplains are essential 
to the strength and prospering of the Sons of Confederate Veterans, even as the 
Confederate chaplains were essential to all of the armies of the Confederacy.   
 

One hundred fifty years ago the revival within the Confederate armies was advancing 
with greater intensity.  Each of the Confederate armies saw the blessing of larger 
numbers of souls saved and increased zeal and faithfulness among believers.  
Confederate Chaplain W. W. Bennett said, ―The work of the chaplains in winter quarters 
went on earnestly, and prepared the way for the extraordinary work of grace which 
blessed the armies in the last year of the war‖ [The Great Revival in the Southern 
Armies, 344].  Changes brought through the revival were truly amazing.  Even 
unconverted officers were well pleased with the change in character and life that 
produced soldiers that were faithful in performing their duties as unto God and 
prepared to die facing the enemy.  Our privilege is to proclaim the same Gospel and to 
pray for such a harvest in this dark hour of our country. 
 

Please be in prayer for your fellow chaplains and for the spiritual welfare of our heritage 
organization.  We plan to have a Chaplains‘ Conference in the spring.  It would be a 
great blessing to have you join with other chaplains for a time of spiritual refreshing.  
 

May the Lord strengthen our hands to greater faithfulness to the Word of God and to the 
advancing of the kingdom of the Lord Jesus Christ. 
 

Deo Vindice! 
 

Mark W. Evans 
Chaplain-in-Chief 

 

***** 
Chaplain-in-Chief’s Article 
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The Southern Cause 
 

Mark W. Evans 
 

 
     The history of the South‘s struggle for Constitutional liberty is more than a footnote.  
Some one hundred fifty years after the war, the Sons of Confederate Veterans, along 
with other heritage organizations and sympathizers continue to hold high the banner of 
Southern honor.  The facts of history confront our detractors, namely the challenge of 
justifying the sacrifice of 620,000 Northern and Southern lives.  The revisionist‘s task is 
complicated by inconvenient truths, such as the relatively small number of Dixie‘s 
warriors who owned slaves.  The assumption that the prime of Southern manhood 
willingly sacrificed life and property to perpetuate slavery is untenable.  They fought 
with astounding fierceness, endured hunger, insufficient supplies, ragged clothing, and 
inferior weaponry, in the bitter cold, the weary march, and on the battlefield to defend 
their homes, states, and fledgling country. Secession of each sovereign State was 
accomplished in an orderly, lawful manner, in accord with the Constitution.  The stated 
reason for the North‘s invasion was to restore the Union, not to abolish slavery.  To 
many minds, union at the point of a bayonet is not what the founding fathers intended.   
     Dixie‘s warriors followed precedent.  Their fathers fought the British because of 
unlawful usurpations of liberty.  Thirteen independent, sovereign colonies stood against 
the greatest military power in the world to deliver themselves from unlawful oppression.  
General Robert E. Lee made an appeal to the soldiers in gray to stand as their fathers 
had stood.  In his General Order number 7, January 22, 1864, he wrote: ―Soldiers!  You 
tread with no unequal steps the road by which your fathers marched through suffering, 
privation and blood to independence! Continue to emulate in the future, as you have in 
the past, their valor in arms, their patient endurance of hardships, their high resolve to 
be free, which no trial could shake, no bribe seduce, no danger appall:  and be assured 
that the just God, who crowned their efforts with success, will, in His own, good time, 
send down His blessing upon yours [Christ in the Camp, 57, 58]. 
     Undergirding the first War for Independence was faith in the Bible as God‘s infallible 
revelation.  Parsons, through their writings and sermons, taught the principles of liberty 
and the Christian duty to resist tyranny.  The bloody persecutions of Christians daring to 
believe and obey the Bible were fresh in their minds.  They knew that the teachings of 
the Old and New Testaments broke the chains of civil and ecclesiastical tyranny.  The 
pulpits thundered with sermons from such texts as ―Where the Spirit of the Lord is, 
there is liberty;‖ ―Ye shall know the truth and the truth shall make you free;‖ and ―Take 
away your exactions from my people, saith the Lord God‖ [Franklin P. Cole, They 
Preached Liberty, 18].  The greatest liberty of all was proclaimed throughout the land -- 
eternal salvation by grace alone, through faith alone, in Jesus Christ alone.      
          Two years into the South‘s trial by fire, Southern, Protestant ministers convened in 
Richmond, Virginia, to write a document titled, ―An Address to Christians throughout 
the World.‖  The address was signed by close to one hundred clergymen and 
theologians.  They defended their Christian right to bear arms and to resist 
unconstitutional and unbiblical oppression:  ―The war is forced upon us.  We have 
always desired peace.  After a conflict of opinions between the North and the South, in 
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Church and State, of more than thirty years, growing more bitter and painful daily, we 
withdraw from them to secure peace – they send troops to compel us into reunion! Our 
proposition was peaceable separation, saying ‗We are actually divided; our nominal 
union is only a platform in strife.‘  The answer is a call for seventy-five thousand troops 
to force submission to a government whose character, in the judgment of the South, had 
been sacrificed to sectionalism‖ [An Address to Christians throughout the World, Old 
South Institute Press, Harrisonburg, VA, 12]. 
     The South‘s preachers described the Confederacy‘s courageous resistance:  ―All in 
front of them is resolute resistance, and behind them when they have entered our 
territory, is a deep, uncompromising opposition, over which only military force can for a 
moment be trusted.  Thus the civilized world is called upon to observe an invasion which 
has lasted for nearly two years and achieved nothing but cruelty.  Before it a people 
ready to die, but neither ready to submit, nor weak enough to be conquered; and for its 
gloomy prospect and interminable war, growing more bitter and unfeeling every day, 
because more hopeless to them that by it have sought things impossible as well as 
unrighteous.  In the name of the great Prince of Peace, has Christianity, has civilization, 
nothing to say to such an awful tragedy?  Such is the war for the Union!  Yet every day 
our foes are deepening and widening that river of blood which divides us from them 
forever‖ [An Address to Christians, 18]. 
     The fierce contest ended with physical victory for the Northern hordes.  However, the 
foundational issues of liberty, States‘ Rights, and constitutional government are still 
burning issues today.  The matter was not settled.  Once again we look to the Scriptures 
and learn of God‘s sovereignty over nations and of His glorious salvation through faith 
in the Lord Jesus Christ.  The parsons concluded with this admonition:  ―Christian 
brethren, think on these things and let your answer to our address be the voice of an 
enlightened Christian sentiment going forth from you against war, against persecution 
for conscience sake, against the ravaging of the Church of God by fanatical invasion.  But 
if we speak to you in vain, nevertheless we have not spoken in vain in the sight of God:  
for we have proclaimed the truth – we have testified in behalf of Christian civilization – 
we have invoked charity – we have filed our solemn protest against a cruel and useless 
war.  And our children shall read it and honor our spirit, though in much feebleness we 
have borne our testimony‖ [An Address to Christians, 21]. 
    
        

 
 
 

Generals R. E. Lee and “Stonewall” Jackson as Fathers 
 

By Dr. H. Rondel Rumburg 
 

Part I 
 

One of the ways that the almighty, holy God of time and eternity makes Himself 
known is as God the Father who sent His eternal Son to make atonement. When Jesus 
was teaching His disciples to pray He began, ―Our Father which art in heaven, Hallowed 
be thy name‖ (Matt. 6:9). God is the Father of believers or Christians. 
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Lee and Jackson when compared give us many similarities as well as contrasts. 
However, there are areas they shared, such as their fathers were removed from their 
lives, in God‘s providence, when they were but little lads. Neither of their fathers was 
stellar in some respects. Lee and Jackson‘s fathers were poor businessmen and their 
families suffered as a result. ―Light Horse Harry‖ Lee was a great soldier, charming and 
―devoted to his family, but he could not resist the temptation to speculate. As he did not 
possess good business judgment, he lost everything he had.‖1 Robert E. Lee was eleven 
when his father died. Jonathan Jackson put their property up as collateral for loans as a 
result of his father‘s poor business sense. He had endorsed notes for people who 
defaulted and he even put up their bed linens as collateral. Thomas was three when his 
father died.2 Lee‘s and Jackson‘s fathers both left their families impoverished to be 
cared for by relatives and the hard work of their widows.  

Robert E. Lee and Thomas J. Jackson, their sons, seemed bent on not repeating those 
traits, but they sought to honor their fathers in the way that God requires. They did not 
campaign against the memories of the failures of their fathers. Neither gentleman 
sought to slander. Also, neither man wore a martyr or victim complex. In present day 
culture such a complex would almost be forced by the institutions in which they lived 
and they would have never amounted to much more than professional haters of their 
fathers, rather than men ―honoring their fathers.‖ 

 

Is the Family Important? 
 

Who can properly weigh the importance of a family and the head of the family? The 
family is the crucible from which life in its various facets is brought forth; it is the glue 
which holds our culture together; and it is the basic building block of civilization and 
government. Destroy the family and all is lost in church and state. 

The family has always been the basic building block of society. Those who have 
wished to conquer and control mankind have been the biggest enemies of the family. 
Only true Christianity has been the proper friend of the family. When God the Father 
would save a people from their sin, He prepared a family to which to send His only 
begotten Son into the earthly sphere to redeem. Thus we are reminded that sin had its 
origin in a family and salvation had its origin through a family. 

Recently an actress of Hollywood revealed her repudiation of the Lord‘s view of the 
family by asking, ―What is it that defines a family? It isn‘t necessarily the traditional 
mother, father, two children and a dog named Spot.‖ The actress proceeded to claim 
that fathers are not necessary and that women ―don‘t have to fiddle with a man to have a 
child.‖ With such a perverted view is it any wonder kids are killing their parents and 
classmates? They did not get the idea from God. 

What has the social welfare system in America produced? It is fraught with many 
evils and is a valueless system, systematically destructive to the family. Welfare families 
from ancient Rome to the present have been rife with immorality, lack of discipline and 
delinquency. They have always been characterized as without masculine authority. 
Illegitimacy, drug use, and crimes of every nature are prolific in this system, but where 
are the fathers? One might even ask where are the mothers, since grandmothers do a lot 
of the rearing. There is moral degeneracy that is rampant in this government-sponsored 

                                                 
1
 Douglas Southall Freeman, Lee of Virginia, 4. 

2
 H. Rondel Rumburg, Stonewall Jackson’s Verse, 42. 
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destruction of the family. The more illegitimate children a woman has, the more she is 
rewarded in her government check which is provided by the forced taxation of hard-
working citizens. One father confessed that he left his family so they could ―qualify for 
assistance.‖ The ―Great Society‖ and ―It Takes a Village‖ are not so great in their results 
when one compares their likeness to the Communist and Nazi experiments. 

 

What is a “father” in the Biblical and Southern sense? 
In order to be a proper father a man must be a proper husband. This is critical. The 

admonishment of Scripture is, “Husbands, love your wives, even as Christ also love the 
church, and gave himself for it” (Eph. 5:25). Marriage is a two way street requiring the 
mutual love of the husband and wife. Also, “nevertheless, let every one of you in 
particular so love his wife even as himself: and the wife see that she reverence 
(respect) her husband” (Eph. 5:33). This relationship has been virtually destroyed in 
this era.  

Many Christian couples would say they believe the Bible, but in reality they do not 
practice it. Often the feminist model is used instead of the Biblical model when it comes 
to practices in the family. Frequently the husband is undermined in his authority. This is 
most often evident with his children if he seeks to practice the Biblical model. He is 
perceived to be harsh and overbearing by the mother and children. The result is that he 
either quits exercising the Biblical mandate of a father because of constant criticism or 
he gets tired of the conflict or he no longer wants to be the odd man out and thus his 
authority is destroyed. His wife may have a private chat with the children and explain to 
them that they have to overlook their father because he means well, but is too difficult. 
So the child is instructed to act like it is listening and then come to the mother for her 
help and direction. Sometimes the mother may become an adversary to her husband 
every time he exercises his fatherhood which kills his authority. What just happened 
when the father‘s authority is destroyed? The child has just been robbed of or lost a 
father in a way far worse than if he had died. The future of the father and child has been 
condemned to a distorted world view. The child grows up with a warped view of the 
family and often rebels and despises both parents. This is what has happened over and 
over when the order of authority in the home is destroyed by either parent or other 
institutions.  

For the father to seek to discredit the mother in the eyes of the children or the wife 
to do the same toward her husband is disastrous. The home is often undermined in the 
institutions of learning where children are given the idea that only teachers know what 
is best. Thus there is the attempt to transfer parental authority to a surrogate 
humanistic system. When respect for parental authority is destroyed then respect for 
any authority has been altered. The mother‘s role should not be undermined by the 
father. Look at the situation today! Children are leaving the local churches in droves. 
Children are abandoning their aged parents. Children have grown up to repudiate the 
normal moral behavior and have become perverted in their ideas and actions. They have 
become overbearing and lawless. They have lost the sense of family. The end result is 
that we have lost our country to humanists and the constitution has been undermined to 
fit the new norm. 

There is more to being a father than being a sperm donor. Ephesians 6:4 says, “And, 
ye fathers, provoke not your children to wrath: but bring them up in the nurture and 
admonition of the Lord.” Children are a heritage of the Lord (Ps. 127:3) and their 
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rearing should be carried out with a sense of responsibility to the Lord. This verse gives 
us a negative and positive admonition.  

Negatively, the verse says, “And, ye fathers, provoke not your children to wrath.” 
The word “provoke” means do not incite to wrath or provoke, exasperate or unduly 
anger your child. A child should not be incited to anger because of a father‘s injustice, 
partiality, oppression or unreasonable requirements. Yes, there is such a thing as lack of 
discipline and there is also such a matter as extreme discipline. Extremes are not 
beneficial. However, the present culture shows an extreme lack of discipline. 

Positively, the verse says, “but bring them up in the nurture and admonition of 
the Lord.” Children need bringing up—“bring them up” has the idea of developing 
children for the future. “As arrows are in the hand of a mighty man; so are children of 
the youth. Happy is the man that hath his quiver full of them: they shall not be 
ashamed, but they shall speak with (or subdue) the enemies in the gate” (Ps. 127:3-4). 
The phrase of Paul, “in nurture and admonition” is somewhat comprehensive. 
“Nurture” has to do with the general education of a child spiritually, physically, 
mentally, etc. or the entire course of training that is to produce a mature result. 
“Admonition” has the sense of correction, warning and discipline. There is the use of 
teaching rules verbally, discipline, regulations, rewards and even punishment in the 
sense of this word. The aim is to bring them up in the nurture and admonition “of the 
Lord.” The entire process of education and correction is to be Christian. It is the nurture 
and admonition of the Lord, which is the appointed and the only effectual means of 
attaining the end of education. In order to subdue the enemies in the gate or to keep the 
enemy at bay proper parenthood is needed. Sadly what has happened today is the 
enemy has been invited in and the City of Mansoul has been captured. This was not the 
way of the antebellum South where children were reared on the Biblical model.  

As one reads the letters of R. E. Lee to Mary and of Thomas J. Jackson to Anna one 
thing stands out very clearly, and that is the protective love that was expressed by each 
man. One matter that stands out in Lee‘s letters through the years of his absence from 
his family due to his military service is his constant concern for Mary‘s spiritual well 
being; and the next was his concern over her health issues which eventually rendered 
her a semi-invalid and then an invalid. Jackson‘s letters exude spiritual instruction to 
Anna to always honor their Lord and seek his glory. He also was concerned with her 
safety during the War of Northern Invasion. This was also a concern for Lee. Both men 
knew that if the enemy should gain physical control over their wives they would be used 
as pawns by that enemy. Interestingly, the first two names of both their wives was ―Mary 
Anna.‖ Mrs. Lee was known as ―Mary‖ and Mrs. Jackson was known as ―Anna.‖ 

 

Lee and Jackson as a Fathers 
 

How can a man be a proper father without being a proper husband? He cannot! The 
two men under consideration were men whose lives make them good role models not 
only as great military figures, but as fathers. Of course this treatment of this subject is 
only a sketch. A book could be written on the subject. 

Robert E. Lee was a loving husband whose care for his wife made an impact of 
great respect. Mary Lee‘s respect for her husband shows the relationship which they 
enjoyed. After her husband‘s resignation from the U.S. Army on April 22, 1861, Robert 
E. Lee pleaded with Mary to evacuate Arlington House as Union forces would certainly 
occupy the property and little did they know how thoroughly they would desecrate it. 
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However, to leave behind her family home, the Washington relics and the faithful 
servants was difficult for Mary, and she went into the delay mode. It was only the 
knowledge that Robert was so deeply concerned for her safety that convinced her to 
leave on May 15, 1861. She did not want to cause grief to her beloved. She wrote General 
Winfield Scott a few days before, ―Were it not that I would not add one feather to his 
load of care, nothing would induce me to abandon my home.‖ Reading the 
correspondence of Mary Anna, Randolph Custis Lee reveals this theme often. 

Thomas J. Jackson was a loving husband whose care for his wife made an 
impact of great respect. Anna wrote: 

 

During the spring of 1859 I was not well, and as he always wished me to have the 
best medical attention the country afforded, he took me to New York for treatment, 
where I was obliged to remain several weeks. As it was the time of his session, he 
could not stay with me, so he had to return to his duties and spend all those weeks 
by himself. It was our first separation, and our home seemed very lonely to him. 
Every day that a letter could make the trip without traveling on Sunday he was 
heard from, and I hope that I do not trespass in delicacy or propriety in permitting 
others to see so much of these letters as will show the abounding sweetness of his 
home-life.3 
 

These sentiments were revealed often from the pen of Anna Morrison Jackson. 
 

 
 

A CONFEDERATE SERMON 
Submitted by Chaplain Kenneth Studdard 

John Lafayette Girardeau (1825-98) was a Presbyterian pastor and theologian of 
great ability. His life was devoted to the preaching of the gospel. His heart was deeply 
moved to work among the slaves of his native South Carolina. Prior to the outbreak of 
the War Between the States, he served as pastor of a predominantly black church.  

Girardeau was once called the ―Spurgeon of America,‖ and many were moved by his 
powerful Christ-centered preaching. In Preachers with Power, Douglas Kelly describes 
Girardeau as one who ―had a profound grasp of the reformed faith and was skilled in 
preaching it with unusual power, clarity and unction to the men and women of his own 
culture…not a few observers expressed surprise at the theological nature of his 
preaching to the black slaves.‖  

Girardeau served the Confederate Army as a chaplain of the Twenty-third Regiment of 
the South Carolina Volunteers. Following the war Girardeau continued in the pastorate 
until he was called to the chair of Didactic and Polemic Theology of Columbia 
Theological Seminary. He would continue in that position until retiring due to poor 
health.  

                                                 
3
 Jackson, 121. 
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The following sermon on prayer was the fourth in a series of five sermons delivered late 
in 1865, in Zion Presbyterian Church, Glebe Street, Charleston. A note by Dr. Girardeau 
says: "Daily prayer was offered by crowds of worshippers for the success of the 
Confederate struggle In consequence of its disastrous result, many of God's people were, 
by Satanic influence, tempted to slack their confidence in prayer. These sermons were 
an humble attempt to help them under this trial."  We will publish all five sermons in 
this series in the CCC over the next five months. 

THE EFFICACY OF PRAYER 

James v: 16. ―The effectual fervent prayer of a righteous man availeth much.‖ 

In the last discourse which, it may be remembered, was occupied with the 
consideration of the spirit of prayer, I endeavored to elucidate the manner in which this 
great duty ought to be performed. In the first place, it was shown that in prayer we 
should draw near to God; that we should avail ourselves of that perfect liberty of access 
to Him which is granted to us under the present dispensation in consequence of the 
accomplishment of the atoning work of Christ, and His prevalent advocacy of our cause 
in the heavenly Holy of Holies; that we should be satisfied with nothing short of an 
intimate personal communion with the Father of our spirits; and that we should strive 
to attain that fervor of affection and kindling of emotion which naturally spring from 
near and holy intercourse with Him. In the second place, it was urged that we should 
come to God with a true heart; with a heart true to the spirituality of His nature and 
worshipping Him in spirit and in truth; with a heart true to His infinite greatness and 
glory, and serving Him with reverence and godly fear; with a heart true to His majesty, 
holiness and omniscience, and calling on Him with a sincerity exclusive of formality, 
duplicity and hypocrisy; that we should come with a heart true to ourselves, a heart true 
to our real condition of poverty, sinfulness and want, and pressing its petitions with 
fervent earnestness and importunate ceaselessness. In the third place, it was contended 
that we should pray in full assurance of faith, that is to say, in undoubting reliance upon 
the death and intercessions of the Lord Jesus as sufficient grounds for our petitions, in 
unquestioning confidence in the willingness of our great High Priest to present and of 
our heavenly Father to accept our prayers, and with a firm belief in the promises of God 
to answer us favorably so far as may be for His glory and our good. In the fourth place, it 
was seen that we should come to God having our hearts sprinkled from an evil 
conscience; that is, with hearts discharged by the application of the blood of atonement 
from the enslaving influence of a condemning conscience, and relieved of that condition 
in which a misled conscience tolerates the indulgence of sin; and that we should come 
having our bodies washed with pure water, or, in other words, resisting the solicitations 
of those more open and grosser sins of the flesh which it is the office of the blood of 
Jesus and the grace of the Holy Spirit to wash away.  

Your attention, on the present occasion, is invited to a consideration of the 
efficacy of prayer. The text declares that "the fervent, effectual prayer of a righteous man 
availeth much." It has been remarked that there is an apparent pleonasm in these 
words, that it is somewhat strange that the apostle should affirm that efficacious prayer 
is efficacious. I do not see that the criticism is well taken. What he means to say is 
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simply that it is not all prayer which may be expected to avail with God, but that which 
springs from a felt sense of misery and want, and is therefore urged with heartfelt 
earnestness and fervor. It is such prayer, when offered by a righteous man — one who 
relies upon the justifying righteousness of Christ and is conscious of righteous 
intentions which exclude hypocrisy — that enters into the ear of God and is efficacious 
in securing the blessings which are sought. The doctrine of the text is that true prayer, 
when offered in a proper manner, is effectual in producing those positive results which 
its very nature supposes it possible to attain.  

The view has not unfrequently been maintained, and is, it may be feared, but too 
current at the present day, that the influence of prayer is merely subjective: that its 
office consists in stimulating by a sort of reflex action the religious affections and 
emotions, and in strengthening the pious purposes and resolutions of the soul. It is 
urged that more than this it cannot be expected to accomplish, on the specious ground 
that either on the supposition that the world is governed by fixed and uniform laws, or 
that the providence of God always proceeds upon an undeviating general plan, it would 
be absurd to expect a change of those laws or an accommodation of that plan in 
accordance with the necessities or desires of each individual.  

It would seem to be a sufficient answer to this hypothesis that it contradicts the 
fundamental conception of prayer. No one prays simply for the purpose of exciting by 
the act of prayer the fervor of his religious emotions. For if it be admitted that this result 
is secured by the operation of a divine influence upon the heart, the very essence of the 
theory is given up, which is that prayer acts by a reflex energy of its own; and if it be 
denied that this result is secured by a divine influence, then the advocate of this view is 
confronted by a twofold difficulty: he attributes to prayer what can only be achieved by 
the immediate agency of the Holy Spirit; and he contradicts the very terms of all true 
prayer in which a divine influence is invariably implored. This is so palpable as to be 
conceded even by candid infidels themselves. Dr. McCosh tells us that "after hearing a 
sermon preached by Dr. Leechman, in which he dwelt upon the power of prayer to 
render the wishes it expressed more ardent and passionate, Hume remarked with great 
justice, 'we can make use of no expression or even thought, in prayers and entreaties, 
which does not imply that these prayers have an influence.'"  

It is my present purpose, however, to maintain the doctrine of the efficacy of 
prayer by a simple appeal to the testimony of the Scriptures which bears directly upon 
the point, reserving to another opportunity a fuller discussion of the objection to this 
view professing to be founded upon its inconsistency with the fixed and uniform 
operation of the laws of nature or of Providence.  

It is not, of course, denied that the reflex influence of prayer in kindling the ardor 
of our religious emotions is one of its beneficial results. It is cheerfully conceded that 
adoration of God, communion with Him, and the thankful acknowledgment of His 
mercies tend, even apart from petition for positive blessings, to produce a salutary effect 
upon the soul. This is true, but the Scriptures represent prayer as accomplishing a great 
deal more than this. They attribute to it an actual influence in bringing to bear upon us, 
both in our spiritual and temporal condition, powers and energies which are not only 
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not inherent in us, but absolutely extraneous to us. In a word, the doctrine of the 
Scriptures clearly is that true prayer is efficacious in securing God's interposition in our 
behalf. The effectual fervent prayer of a righteous man avails to the accomplishment of 
this result. It has power to prevail with God. It not only brings us nigh to Him, it brings 
Him nigh to us. It lays hold of the Divine strength, obtains the Divine help, and supplies 
the wants of the soul and the body from the fullness of the Divine resources.  

I. The efficacy of prayer in actually securing Divine assistance, it may be 
remarked in the first place, is plainly deducible from those statements of Scripture in 
which God is represented as the hearer of prayer. "O Thou that hearest prayer," says the 
Psalmist, "unto Thee shall all flesh come." In this passage God is addressed by His 
inspired servant as the hearer of prayer, and because this was His known character, the 
declaration is made that unto Him all flesh should come bringing their requests and 
looking for His blessing. It would be doing violence to this and kindred statements to 
limit prayer to the offering of adoration and thanksgiving. The prayers of sinners must 
in a large degree consist of petition. The guilty necessarily pray, if they pray at all, for 
pardon, the ignorant for knowledge, the miserable for relief, the lost for salvation. If God 
hears the prayers of sinners — and such is the statement — He actually confers upon 
them pardon, knowledge, relief and salvation, in answer to their supplications for these 
positive blessings. God not only hears our praises, but our prayers, and hears them to 
answer them. It may here be observed that, except on the supposition that He hears and 
answers petitions so as to confer actual blessings upon the petitioner, prayer itself would 
be both a mockery and an absurdity. It would be a mockery, for we would address 
supplications to God to which we do not expect Him to respond; it would be an 
absurdity, for petitions for nothing would be but idle breath. Nor is it easy to see how 
prayer in this view of the case can be productive even of a reflex influence for good. An 
address to the Deity which would be both blasphemous and absurd, one would naturally 
suppose, could only damage the character of the suppliant. To pray for pardon, 
knowledge, happiness and salvation, in the expectation that they will be secured by a 
reflex influence of the prayer itself, is something that passes comprehension. Not to pray 
for them at all is to remain unpardoned, ignorant, miserable and lost. Either God simply 
receives prayer without answering it, or He hears it in order to answer it. If the first 
supposition be adopted, then, except on the Pelagian theory of human ability, the soul 
continues in a state of unpardoned guilt and hopeless misery. If the second, then the 
very ground of the doctrine against which I am contending is abandoned.  

II. In the second place, it may be observed that God is not only declared to be the 
hearer of prayer, but He directs us to offer our petitions to Him, and promises that He 
will grant blessings in answer to them. The passages in which this truth are taught are so 
numerous that the only difficulty lies in selecting the testimonies which are most 
striking and pertinent. We call attention to a few which may be regarded as 
representatives of larger classes. First, we meet those passages in which we are 
commanded to pray for blessings in general, and to which promises of answers are 
attached. "Thus saith the Lord, call upon Me and I will answer thee." "Ye shall go and 
pray unto Me, and I will hearken unto you." "Let us, therefore, come boldly unto the 
throne of grace that we may obtain mercy and find grace to help in time of need." Next 
we have directions to pray for spiritual blessings with promises of answers annexed to 
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them. ""Whosoever shall call on the name of the Lord shall be saved." In this declaration 
it is manifestly taught that salvation is granted in answer to prayer, and that it is 
withheld from those who refuse to pray. It will not be denied that it is the prerogative of 
God alone to give salvation, and that, therefore, no merely internal influence of prayer 
can avail to secure it. It springs not from within us. It comes from without. Take this 
exhortation of the Savior which may serve as an exponent of this whole class of 
passages. ''Ask and it shall be given to you; seek and ye shall find; knock and it shall be 
opened unto you. For every one that asketh receiveth, and he that seeketh findeth, and 
to him that knocketh it shall be opened. Or, what man is there of you, whom if his son 
ask bread will he give him a stone? or if he ask a fish, will he give him a serpent? If ye 
then, being evil, know how to give good gifts unto your children, how much more will 
your Father which is in heaven give good things to them that ask Him." Another 
evangelist thus states this promise conveyed in the last words of this passage: "How 
much more shall your heavenly Father give the Holy Spirit to them that ask Him." Here 
we are taught, as definitely as language can impart any idea, that the blessings which we 
obtain as the result of prayer are things which are given to us by a Father from whom we 
ask them. A personal God hears us when we pray and actually bestows upon us the 
spiritual blessings which as persons we seek at His hands. These blessings are all 
comprehensively contained in the influence of the Holy Spirit. Our Savior declares that 
He is given in answer to prayer. This simple announcement is enough to evince the 
fallacy of the view which is combated in these remarks. What reflex influence of prayer 
is equivalent to the bestowal of the influences of God's blessed Spirit? It is God's 
prerogative alone to confer the grace of His Spirit. There is, it may be said without 
irreverence, no higher function of His exclusive sovereignty than that which is involved 
in the impartation of the Holy Ghost, Himself possessed of divine personality, and 
clothed with the majesty and the greatness of infinite Deity. If the Holy Spirit is given in 
answer to prayer, and Jesus Christ Himself assures us that He is, what becomes of the 
theory which makes the chief office of this duty to consist in stimulating our religious 
nature, and reacting for good upon the soul? What provision is made on this supposition 
for the imparted grace of the Eternal Spirit? It provides for no Holy Ghost and, 
therefore, provides no hope for our guilty and dying race. To this it may be replied that 
the Spirit is conferred in accordance with the arrangements of the scheme of 
redemption, but not in consequence of the offering of prayer for His influence. To take 
this ground is to forget the express language of the Savior, which has been quoted, in 
which He distinctly informs us that our heavenly Father is willing to give the Holy Spirit 
to them that ask Him; and also to overlook the fact that the influence of the Spirit, which 
is bestowed even upon the ungodly and is necessary to the production of the temper of 
prayer in the heart of the sinner, is secured by the prayers of Christ as our intercessor in 
the heavens; and would never be conferred except His sacerdotal petitions were 
presented in our behalf. Nor is the consideration material that in the one case the 
prayers of sinful men are involved, and in the other those of the divine and holy Savior, 
for upon the hypothesis under consideration the essence of all prayer consists in its 
being subjective in its character and reflex in its influence. Consistency, therefore, would 
require that the productive efficacy of the Savior's prayers should be denied. And as it is 
contended that the fixed and uniform operation of the scheme of law, inexorable and 
undeviating from its very inception, can in no case admit the positive influence of prayer 
which is an afterthought of the individual subject of this inflexible rule, a logical 
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adherence to the theory demands the denial of the active efficacy of the prayers of Christ 
in obtaining for sinners the grace of the Holy Ghost. And so all shadow of hope is swept 
away from our wretched race. It is stripped alike of the prevalent intercessions of its 
Redeemer and the saving influence of its Sanctifier. Surely a doctrine which deprives us 
of one-half of the work of Christ and the whole of the work of the Spirit is not one which 
has its foundation in a Gospel which brings glad tidings to a ruined race, or one suited to 
strike a spark of light in the deep midnight of its despair. We turn with a bound of joy 
from the arctic desolateness of this tenet to the green pastures of God's Word, and 
refresh our fainting faith with those gracious declarations which assure us that God is 
the hearer of prayer, and those exceeding great and precious promises which guaranty 
divine answers to the petitions of the needy and the poor.  

III. It deserves to be remarked, in the third place, that the doctrine of the positive 
efficacy of prayer is enhanced by the consideration of the objects for which we are 
directed to offer it. If it can be shown that God commands us to pray for objects which 
lie outside of our experience and are not immediately connected with it, the productive 
power of prayer will be clearly evinced in opposition to the idea that it is simply 
subjective and reflex in its influence. In order to accomplish this it is only necessary to 
examine the Lord's Prayer, which is admitted on all hands to be a perfect model of 
petition. In praying that God's great name may be hallowed, we ask that it may be 
sanctified and honored not only by ourselves but by all the world, a result which no 
subjective and reflex influence can secure. In praying that God's kingdom may come and 
His will may be done on earth as in heaven, we ask not only that His kingdom may come 
in our own hearts, and that His will may be done by ourselves, but that these great ends 
may be accomplished in the whole earth. Unless each suppliant be the world in himself, 
which is easier imagined than realized, what becomes of the reflex theory? In praying 
that God may give us our daily bread, we ask for that which it will hardly be said a mere 
experimental exercise will furnish us, unless this daily bread be simply spiritual; or 
unless it be so that to be a Christian is to be able to live without food, and that men 
ought not only not to live by bread alone, but ought not to live by bread at all; or unless 
prayer, as it supplies the heart by a reflex influence, furnishes the stomach in the same 
miraculous way. When we pray that God may forgive us our sins, we ask that the great 
Ruler and Judge whose laws we have infringed may graciously pardon our guilt; unless, 
indeed, the pardon of an offended Sovereign is the same thing as the pardoning of 
ourselves by a reflex influence, a pleasing fancy, it must be confessed, as it is not difficult 
for men to forgive themselves, but one which would scarcely take the gloom from the 
face of a prisoner who hears the stroke of the hammer on his own gallows. When we 
pray that God may lead us not into temptation but deliver us from evil, we ask that He 
may, by His almighty providence, so dispose and arrange our circumstances as to 
prevent our entrance into temptation, and may defend us from the crafts of the Devil, 
the violence of men, and the innumerable dangers from causes outside of ourselves, as 
well as within us, to which we are every day and every moment exposed; unless it be so 
that the internal influence of prayer controls the arrangements of Providence and 
manages the forces of nature, foils the intelligence and baffles the power of the great 
Adversary, directs the steps, ties the hands and seals the lips of men, cures the maladies 
of the body, checks the sweep of the pestilence, arrests the flight of the destroying angel, 
and converts famine into plenty, war into peace, and death into life. But why pursue this 
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train of thought? Is it not obvious that if God commands us to pray for objects which lie 
outside of our experience, prayer must have a positive and productive energy which is 
something more than a mere subjective and reflex influence? As an integral element of 
God's great plan of providence, it actually contributes to the hallowing of His name, the 
advancement of His kingdom and the accomplishment of His will. It brings us our daily 
bread, secures the pardon of our sins, erects a barrier between us and the yawning 
abysses of temptation, and encompasses our frailty and our weakness with the 
impregnable ramparts of almighty power. Such are the inferences which naturally flow 
from the prayer which our blessed Savior has taught us, and they are confirmed by the 
concurrent deliverances of the Scriptures, and the instincts and facts of Christian 
experience.  

IV. It may be observed, in the last place, that the efficacy of prayer is proved by 
the numerous cases on record in the Scriptures in which it is seen to have produced 
results which, so far from depending upon a reflex influence upon experience, were not 
even experimental in their character. So striking are these cases that they seem to 
represent nature and Providence as obedient to the call of prayer. Let us look at a few of 
them as they stand out on the past track of the church, monuments of the willingness of 
God to hear and answer prayer. Abraham prays for Sodom, and his intercessions fail of 
complete success only because there were not ten righteous men in that wicked city for 
whose sake, in answer to his petitions, it might have been saved from its fiery doom. 
Jacob, when after a protracted exile from his native land, rendered necessary by the vow 
of Esau to destroy him, when returning to his home, learns that his vindictive brother is 
hastening to meet him with an armed band in order to put into execution his long-
delayed but still cherished intention. He pleads with God for deliverance from an 
injured brother's wrath. On the bank of the Jabbok he consumes the waning hours of 
night in wrestling with the angel of the covenant. He refuses to relax his grasp until the 
coveted blessing is obtained. His brother's wrath is turned to grace, his hate to love; they 
meet in peace, and kiss each other; and thenceforward the earnest and successful 
suppliant is pronounced a prince who had power with God and prevailed, and held up as 
a conspicuous exemplar of the efficacy of prayer to all succeeding generations. To this 
day, with the Psalmist of Israel, when we plead most urgently with God, we would fain 
address Him as the God of Jacob who hears and answers prayer, Moses cries to the 
Lord, and the bitter waters of Marah are made sweet. He prays again, and the rock 
gushes with streams of living water which slake the thirst of thousands. Israel, at the 
base of Sinai and in view of the dreadful tokens of Jehovah's presence, is guilty of 
defection from His service and bows down in worship to a calf of gold. The anger of God 
is kindled and threatened judgment hurtles like a storm over the guilty camp. Moses 
throws himself into the breach, prays for the pardon of his people, and the Almighty 
hand is arrested which was about to discharge the bolts of retributive justice upon an 
idolatrous and apostate race.  

There are other passages, still, in which the case is even more clearly made out. I 
allude to those in which we are directed to pray for temporal blessings, and the promise 
extended that we shall be heard. "Call upon me in the day of trouble, and I will answer 
thee." In this and similar passages we are directed to pray for deliverance from temporal 
evil, and the assurance is given that God will, in answer to prayer, accomplish it for us. 
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In the words immediately preceding the text the apostle directs that, in the case of one 
who is sick, the elders of the church should be sent for to offer prayer for his recovery, 
and the declaration is made that the prayer of faith shall save the sick, and if he have 
committed sins they shall be forgiven him. It would seem superfluous to say that it is 
inconceivable that an influence which is merely internal to ourselves can deliver us from 
evil, or restore us to health. For if it be conceded that it is not our prayers, but the power 
of God which accomplishes these results, the theory of a subjective influence is 
confessedly relinquished, as the Scriptures assure us that that power is exerted in 
answer to prayer.  

Joshua, the great leader of Israel, in the midst of conflict with their foes, prays 
that the sun and moon might stand still, and the day pauses in its course that ample 
time might be furnished to reap the fruits of victory. David prays to God that his 
afflicted people might be spared from the ravages of the pestilence that was mowing 
them down by thousands, and the destroying angel stops in his path of desolation, closes 
his baleful wings and sheathes his devouring sword. Hezekiah, the sick king of Judah, 
turns his face to the wall and with weeping prays for his recovery. At the entreaty of the 
prophet Isaiah the shadow on the dial-plate goes backward ten degrees in attestation of 
the fact that God had heard his prayer, and fifteen years are added to his life. Elijah 
stretches himself upon the corpse of the widow's son, and cries unto the Lord: "O Lord, 
my God, I pray thee, let this child's soul come into him again"; the disembodied spirit 
returns. He takes the child alive in his arms, brings him down from the chamber of 
death, and places him in the bosom of his astonished and enraptured mother. The 
glorious prophet prays again. Single-handed and alone he copes with the banded 
prophets of Baal in the presence of his idolatrous countrymen. He calls upon the living 
God, and fire flashes from mid-heaven, rushes down upon the victim on the altar, and 
licks up the running water in the trenches. Once more he prays. On the top of Carmel he 
bows his head between his knees. He pleads for rain upon a parched and dying country; 
and the brazen heavens pour down the grateful floods, the iron earth drinks in the 
descending waters. Well may the apostle exclaim, in the words of the text, in referring to 
this illustrious instance of successful prayer, the effectual, fervent prayer of a righteous 
man availeth much. Elias was a man subject to like passions as we are, and he prayed 
earnestly that it might not rain; and it rained not on the earth by the space of three years 
and six months; and he prayed again, and the heaven gave rain, and the earth brought 
forth her fruit. Jonah, from the bosom of the great deep, cries to God for deliverance, 
and is cast out upon dry land; and the wicked city of Nineveh, alarmed by his stern 
proclamation of her impending doom, prostrates herself before God in prayer, and 
averts the threatening ruin. Peter is cast into prison, bound with chains and watched by 
the vigils of a Roman guard. Prayer is made for him without ceasing by the assembled 
church. An angel descends into the dungeon, strikes off the chains from the prisoner's 
limbs, opens the prison-doors, and sends the liberated apostle to surprise the throng of 
suppliants with the answer to their prayers.  

Such are some of the instances, my brethren, which the Scriptures furnish to 
illustrate the positive and productive efficacy of prayer, and to vindicate it from the 
representations of professed friends who would cripple its heavenly power by degrading 
it into an influence which is merely subjective and internal. And let us not be told that 
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all that is proved by these cases is that there is a concurrence, a coincidence between 
prayer and these outward results. We might be content with such an admission, for it is 
fatal to the theory which has been considered. If the concurrence is that of an appointed 
antecedence and sequence, then prayer is not simply experimental. It is tied by divine 
appointment to the objective and outward result. It is necessary to its occurrence. It is 
that without which the outward result would not take place. So God has ordained and as 
He has been pleased to require prayer of us in order to His bestowal of blessings upon 
ourselves and others, and has declared that when effectual and fervent it availeth much, 
we accept His testimony, let the wise men of this world philosophize as they may.   

 
 

 Book Review 

Reading the Man: A Portrait of Robert E. Lee 
By Elizabeth Brown Pryor   
©2007, Viking, 658 pp. Hardback   
 

Not all reviews are for the purpose of encouraging the purchase of the book 
reviewed. Some are to expose the assassination of the character of the individuals being 
written about. This review is for the purpose of saving your money and stopping the 
perpetuation of error. January is the birth month of Lee and a time for remembering the 
gallant Christian Southern hero. Many books have been written in recent years seeking 
to defame or undermine his integrity. We must seek to stay on top of this evil. 

The writer Elizabeth Brown Pryor is an American diplomat who would likely have 
been better served to remain so. She is not a legitimate historian, but a very good 
psychographer and propagandist for the Yankee cause.  In 2008, Pryor was awarded the 
Lincoln Prize for Reading the Man: A Portrait of Robert E. Lee through his Private 
Letters. Perhaps a better title would be Distorting the Man. The title of the award is 
enough to turn on the caution lights. She shared the honor with James Oakes, who won 
for The Radical and the Republican: Frederick Douglass, Abraham Lincoln, and the 
Triumph of Antislavery Politics. Pryor‘s book is notable for using some of Lee‘s 
previously unpublished private letters as an excuse for a freshly distorted biography of 
the noble Confederate general. Highly respected historian Douglas Southall Freeman 
and other more objective writers are the subjects of degradation. Sadly, the 
undiscerning Museum of the Confederacy gave this book the Jefferson Davis Award in 
2007.  

Pryor received her undergraduate degree in history from Northwestern University, 
University of London and her master‘s degree (also in history) from the University of 
Pennsylvania. After completing her studies, she served with the National Park Service. 
After a time she decided to sit for and passed the Foreign Service exam, which led to a 
career with the State Department. In her assignments with State, she held embassy 
positions in Europe and South Africa, negotiated arms control agreements in Vienna, 
and served on the staff of the National Security Council.  

One would hope that someone would make the letters of Lee available in their 
original form without the obfuscation of Pryor‘s commentary. Pryor in this volume 
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seems to be still working for the State Department in the Office of Misinformation. The 
writers on Lee that she has studied, ―have tried to evaluate Lee‘s attitude toward his 
father, and some have laid him on the psychobiographical couch….‖ She is correct when 
she stated, ―To step into the psychohistorical world of inference and conjecture is a 
dangerous business, however.‖ But that did not stop her entrance into that ―dangerous 
business.‖ The book does not treat Lee from a perspective of a Christian culture and the 
lessons of divine providence that God used in forming the man. The true Christian faith 
is as far away from the writer as heaven is from hell. Modern paganism is in control 
from the get go. She writes about Lee becoming ―obsessive‖ and such things. In a 
footnote, the Oedipus complex is discussed. Away with such psychobabble! Sadly 
psychography is alive and well. 

Consider her treatment of the death of Lee. There is a decrying of the honoring of 
Lee which she turns into her own brand of ridicule. The ―veneration‖ of Lee was turned 
into vituperation. She wrote of Lee‘s failure to establish the Southern Confederacy being 
turned into ―a height of moral grandeur never reached by any other American.‖ The 
height of ridiculousness I suppose was reached: ―As old soldiers and men of God sought 
to establish Lee‘s significance in the public record, the words became ever more 
superlative, the images more sublime…. His office was kept untouched as a sacred 
memorial, and some began to refer to Lexington, with its twin graves of Jackson and 
Lee, as ‗Mecca.‘‖ The Bible says to give ―honor to whom honor is due.‖ But what does 
paganism know of honor? 

The claim of the book makes one think that there is an extended collection of Lee 
letters. But one is surprised when a single or at most three letters are used with the 
opening of some chapters and the rest of the chapter is Pryor‘s distorted explanation of 
the life of Lee. However, some chapters begin with letters by others than Lee. Letters are 
quoted, but often not enough to have a sense of their context. In reality there are few of 
Lee‘s letters presented. Letters from others are given in order to balance the scale of 
political correctness. 

One reviewer commented: 
 

I also need to give this warning, there are some errors when Pryor talks about 
the war. After 1st Manassas she comments that the Army of Northern Virginia could 
have retaken its leader‘s home at Arlington. And it might have been able to capture 
Arlington, except it wasn‘t yet called that and it‘s leader was not yet Lee. There is 
mention of a Confederate General Carl Van Dorn, but I have not yet found a Carl 
Van Dorn, Pryor probably meant Earl Van Dorn. She says that Lee‘s resignation was 
part of the reason Lincoln suspended habeas corpus and I‘ve never heard of this 
being part of Lincoln‘s reasoning for that. Pryor refers to Harper‘s Ferry as Lee‘s 
supply base during the 1862 Maryland campaign but since that was in Union hands 
until the campaign was nearly over that is wrong. Also she says that Burnside was 
relieved because of the battle of Fredericksburg, and while that surely played into 
Lincoln's thinking Burnside stuck around until after the disastrous Mud March. 
Basically when Pryor wrote about battle actions I cringed because I did not have 
enough confidence that she was right after those above mistakes. Luckily the book is 
mostly about the inner Lee, not the battle Lee. 

 

The inner Lee is where she is the most objectionable. One of the modern writers 
writing for the liberal Washington Post liked the book. He said, 
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It has taken a while, but it‘s about time Robert E. Lee lost the Civil War. The 

South, of course, was defeated on the battlefield in 1865, yet the Lee legend — 
swaddled in myth, kitsch and racism — has endured even past the civil rights era 
when it became both urgent and right to finally tell the ―Lost Cause‖ to get lost. 
Now it should be Lee‘s turn. He was loyal to slavery and disloyal to his country — 
not worthy, even he might now admit, of the honors accorded him. 

 

This reviewer does not recommend this book which is one of the latest hatchet jobs 
on Lee. 

 

Another review of Reading the Man by Michael Jones: 
 

I bought this book a couple of years ago when it first came out in its original 
hardback edition. Boy, was I ever disappointed. The promotions said the author was 
given special access by Lee‘s descendants. I love to read just about everything that 
comes out about Lee so I thought this would be a great scholarly update with loads of 
new information. Was I ever wrong.  

What I found was a book that twisted nearly every fact into an attack on both Robert 
E. Lee and his entire family. The attacks began on Lee‘s father, ―Light Horse Harry‖ Lee, 
hero of the American Revolution, and continued on to just about every member of his 
family.  

The author obviously was judging Lee by early 21st Century, politically correct 
standards that are blatantly unfair and unjust. People of the past lived in times very 
different from ours. It is just not right to judge them by standards that were not even 
existent, or not well known, at that time.  

Also the author seems to psycho-analyze Lee repeatedly. No one can get into the 
thoughts and motivations of another person they‘ve never met or talked to, and certainly 
not one that lived 150-years-ago. I‘ve noticed a lot of modern, politically correct, 
biographers and historians are using that approach and I don‘t like it one bit.  

To top it off, the book is boring, tedious and just drones on and on. I slogged my way 
through it because I wanted to be able to speak and write intelligently about it. It was 
tough going, but I made it.  

I would recommend to readers to get one of the many, many really good, thorough 
and fair biographies of Lee. Among those still in print are Douglas Southall Freeman‘s 
Pulitzer Prize winning biography, R. E. Lee, either in the condensed version or the 
multi-volume original, which can still be found.…  

 

   
 

 We must remember who we are and what we must be about:  
The SCV Challenge by Lt. Gen. S. D. Lee 

  

To you, Sons of Confederate Veterans, we will 
commit the vindication of the cause for which we 
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fought.  To your strength will be given the 
defense of the Confederate soldier’s good name, 
the guardianship of his history, the emulation of 
his virtues, the perpetuation of those principles 
which he loved and which you love also, and 
those ideals which made him glorious and which 
you also cherish. Remember, it is your duty to 
see that the true history of the South is 
presented to future generations. 
  

***** 

 Chaplain’s Handbook 
  Sesquicentennial Edition 

Sons of Confederate Veterans  
  

This is an enlarged Sesquicentennial Edition of the Chaplain’s Handbook.   It is enlarged from 

131 pages to 165 pages. A chapter has been added on the topic, SCV Chaplains Should be 

Gentlemen; there has also been added a third burial service, The Order for the Burial of the Dead 

of the Protestant Episcopal Church in the Confederate States of America; a chapter on Praying 

in Public has been added; and a chapter on Prayer Suggestions for Public Use.  All the other 

chapters remain the same. 
 

Hopefully, those using the handbook will find it even more useful than before.  There is the same 

cloth cover, acid free paper for longevity, sewn signatures, etc.  
 

The retail price is being kept to a minimum of $12, which is very low for a hardback quality 

publication.  Contact SCV headquarters or biblicalandsouthernstudies.com for a copy. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 


